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SENATE, 
Turspay, April 4, 1911. 


The first session of the Sixty-second Congress commenced this 
day at the Capitol, in the city of Washington, in pursuance of 


the proclamation of the President of the United States of the 
4th day of March, 1911. 


The VICE PRESIDENT (James S. SHERMAN, of New York) | 


took the chair and called the Senate to order at 12 o’clock noon. 
PRAYER. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, our heavenly Father, upon the opening of 
this Congress we humbly confess our dependence upon Thee 
and earnestly implore Thy help in the labors to which Thou 
hast called us. We are not sufficient unto ourselves and, un- 
aided by Thee, are utterly unable to bear the burdens of this 
Thy people. Wherefore we beseech Thee to help us by Thy 
spirit. The way before us we know not; yet full well do we 
know that, if we humbly submit ourselves to Thee, Thou wilt 
direct our steps. Even so, Father, guide and direct us. 


For the President of the United States and for all who are. 


in authority we pray. Endue them with wisdom from above, 
enrich them with Thy spirit, and uphold them by Thy strength, 
that as they rule by Thy favor, so also they may serve in Thy 
fear. 

Bless, we pray Thee, this Thy people, upon whom Thy favor 
has rested. Deliver us from strife within and from warfare 
without. Grant us to dwell in peace and in unity. Teach us, 
we pray Thee, to love Thy law and incline our hearts to do 
Thy will. 

So, our Father, may this Congress, begun in Thy name, be 
continued in Thy fear and ended to Thy glory. And unto the 
name which is above every name will we ascribe praise now 
and for evermore. Amen. 

THE PROCLAMATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the proc- 
lamation of the President of the United States convening Con- 
gress in extraordinary session. 

The Secretary (Charles G. Bennett) read the proclamation, 
as follows: 

Whereas by the special message dated January 26, 1911, there 
was transmitted to the Senate and the House of Representatives 
an agreement between the Department of State and the Cana- 


dian Government in regard to reciprocal tariff legislation, to- | 


gether with an earnest recommendation that the necessary leg- 
islation be promptly adopted; and 

Whereas a bill to carry into effect said agreement has passed 
the House of Representatives, but has failed to reach a vote in 
the Senate; and 


Whereas the agreement stipulates not only that “the Presi- | 
dent of the United States will communicate to Congress the con- | 


clusions now reached and recommend the adoption of such leg- 
islation as may be necessary on the part of the United States to 
give effect to the proposed arrangement,” but also that “the 
Governments of the two countries will use their utmost efforts 
to bring about such changes by concurrent legislation at Wash- 
ington and at Ottawa”: 

Now, therefore, I, William Howard Taft, President of the 
United States of America, by virtue of the power vested in me 
by the Constitution, do hereby proclaim and declare that an 
extraordinary occasion requires the convening of both Houses 
of the Congress of the United States at their respective Cham- 
bers in the city of Washington on the 4th day of April, 1911, at 
12 o’clock noon, to the end that they may consider and deter- 
mine whether the Congress shall, by the necessary legislation, 
make operative the agreement. 

All persons entitled to act as Members of the Sixty-second 
Congress are required to take notice of this proclamation. 


a2orrtry 


hat ie cy 


. 


Given under my hand and the seal of the United States at 
Washington the 4th day of March, A. D. 1911, and of the inde- 
| pendence of the United States the one hundred and thirty-fifth, 
[ SEAL. ] Wm. H. Tarr. 
By the President: 
P. C. Knox, Secretary of State. 
; CREDENTIALS. 
| Mr. ROOT presented the credentials of James A. O’GoRMAN, 
| chosen by the Legislature of the State of New York a Senator 
| from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1911, which 
were read and ordered to be filed. 
| Mr. DIXON. I present the credentials of the Senator elect 
from the State of Montana, Hon. Henry L. Myers, who is 
present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
| dentials. 
| The credentials of Henry L. Myers, chosen by the Legislature 
of the State of Montana a Senator from that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1911, were read and ordered to be filed. 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair ascertains by an exami- 
nation of the Recorp that there has not been uniformity of 
procedure at the opening of a Congress. Sometimes a call of 
the roll has preceded the swearing in of Senators elect; at other 
times a call of the roll has been omitted altogether. It seems 
to the Chair that the better practice would be first to call the 
names of the Senators elect and have them take the consti- 
tutional oath of office before the roll of the Senate is called. 
| Unless the Senate desires some other procedure taken, that 
will be the course followed this morning. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, in view of the statement by the 
Chair that the particular method of procedure has been one of 
uncertain observance heretofore, and in view of what I con- 
sider to be important that it should be a fixed rule, I simply 
| rise to say that I do not recall that in any time other than the 
| one I am about to mention the matter was ever challenged in 
the Senate and considered by the Senate as to what was the 
proper method of procedure. I think it was two years ago that 
the question arose and was discussed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Four. 

Mr. BACON. Four years ago. That is only an evidence of 
the way in which time passes rapidly as the years grow upon 
us. I thought it was two years ago. The matter was then dis- 
cussed, and after discussion it was determined in the way the 
Chair has now suggested as the proper way, and in that con- 
clusion I very cordially agree. I only rose for the purpose of 
| saying that I think it should not pass simply with a state- 

ment that it has been a procedure in which one method has 

been followed at one time and another at another time, and I 
| would like, by the emphasis now given to it, to have it recog- 

nized that the Senate, upon due consideration, determined that 

it is the proper method that the Senators elect who are present 
| should be sworn in before the roll is called. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I would dislike to see that be- 
come the settled rule of the Senate, for the reason that it might 
transpire that some Senator elect would have some question 
raised about the form of his credentials or about his right to 
take the oath of office, and if that should come to pass then 
obviously the Senate must proceed otherwise. 

It seems to me that the first thing to do is to ascertain the 
presence of a quorum so that the Senate may be in a condition 
to proceed to any business; and after the presence of a quorum 
has been ascertained, then proceed to the business of ad 
tering the oath to Senators elect. 

I was not going to say “yea” or “nay,” except. that I be- 
| lieve the orderly and proper way is first to ascertain that the 
| Senate is in a condition to proceed to business. Obviously, if 

there were not a quorum of the Senators present, a Senator 
| elect could not take the oath if that question were raised, 


The Secretary will read the cre- 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair’s thought was that this 
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ing to his right to a seat there stood aside and denied his right 


time is the same as at the daily convening of the Senate, and | to take the oath of office. 


that in the al 
sumed that a quorum is present. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
after the Senators elect were sworn. 

Mr. BACON. 

case suggested by the Senator from Texas proves to my mind 
conclusively the n 
posed to be adopted. 
Mr. President, it should be so that less than a 
quorum of Senators who had already been sworn in were pres- 
ent and that there were enough Senators duly elected present 
who when sworn in would make a quorum; would it be con- 
tended for a moment that such Senators could not be sworn in 
and that the body could then proceed to the transaction of 
business? 

Mr. President, it might happen in some very great misfor- 
tune that a majority of the Senators, or rather a majority of 
the Senate, had not been-sworn in. There might be not only 
a complete political revolution which would bring to us 30 or 31 
new Senators, as the case might be, but there might be a dis- 
aster in which 12 or 15 others had been killed; would it be said 
that the wheels of legislation should be forever blocked? There 
would be a case where it would be an impossibility for a 
quorum of Senators sworn in to assemble, because it would not 
be in existence; and yet there might be 30 Senators present 
duly qualified and duly elected and competent when sworn in 
to proceed with business. 

it seems to me it rests upon the fundamental principle that 
jess than a quorum can always do that which is necessary to 
obtain a quorem, and that is the only office of a minority 
secure the presence of a quorum, 

It might be so, I repeat, that there was no quorum present 
of those who had already been sworn in; yet there might be 31 
Senators sitting here with their credentials already on file, if 
you please, with their names on the pay roll, and, according 


Suppose, 


to the contention of my learned friend from Texas, the Senate | 


would be powerless to swear them in and proceed with the 
transaction of business. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the argument of a calamity is 
not persuasive, because that might happen to all of the, Sena- 
tors as to a part of them, and it might happen to the House of 
Representatives as well as to the Senate. If some great pesti- 
lence or other misfortune should strike down more than one 
half of the House of Representatives, it weuld be disabled, al- 
though they would have been elected and they are on the roll. 

I am not so sure about our practice; but I think that a Sena- 
tor dees not draw a salary, as I understood the Senator from 
Georgia to say, before he takes the oath of office. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, yes; undoubtedly. I would not be sur- 
prised if the Senator would examine that he would find he had 
done the same thing. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; I was sworn in the day my term began. 
Consequently I was not put to the necessity of making that in- 
quiry. I would doubtless have done it had it been otherwise. 
I want to say that I think it better that there should be a rule, 
even if it is not the best rule, and make no contest over it. 

Mr. BACON. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
from Texas to one thing. I have noticed that in the many 
very valuable acquisitions which we secure from the House, 
which we are always very glad to have, and by which the 
membership of the Senate is greatly enriched, and one of them 
is my distinguished friend from Texas, they are very apt to 
bring with them to the Senate some of the traditions, and 
prejudices, and methods, and habits, and customs of the House. 
I want to call the attention of my distinguished friend to the 
fact that so far from his having been loyal to the traditions of 
the House, in which he was once so great an ornament, he has 
absolutely forgotten the fact that the House before swearing 
in anyone, and when there is not a single Member who is com- 
petent to constitute a quorum, elect and swear in a Speaker. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is true because of the necessities of the 
ease. The body is not a continuing body like the Senate. I 
was going to say that whether that be the practice or not, I am 
absolutely certain it is a bad practice for any man to vote as 
a member of a body until he has taken the oath and become a 
member of it. Again, and of course I yield to the Senator from 
Georgia in knowledge of that, but I have always been sur- 
prised that the Members elect a Speaker before they take the 
oath of office. The law provides for the way they shall take the 
cath from the Clerk. 

But I have seen this, Mr. President. I have seen a Member 
of that House with the certificate of a sovereign State certify- 


ence of a question being raised it would be as- | 


| 


It seems to me that all questions of that kind ought to be de- 


| cided before the organization is complete, and that such ques- 


Then it would be unnecessary to call the roll | 


tions can only be decided when it is ascertained that the body 


|} is in a condition to proceed. 


{ want to make this suggestion: That the very | 


‘essity of the method of procedure now pro- | 


But I repeat, I think it is better that the Senate should have 
a rule even though it should not be the best one. 
Mr. BACON, Mr. President, I will not detain the Senate fur- 


| ther than to suggest that the custom of swearing in a Speaker 


-to | 


before the Members themselves have taken the oath does not 
grow out of any necessity. The law provides that the roll of 
the Members shall be called by the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. It is perfectly competent for them to be then 
sworn in and afterwards proceed to the election of the Speaker, 
and yet it is a fact that in the House they elect a Speaker be- 
fore the Members are sworn in. 
ADMINISTRATION OF OATH TO SENATORS ELECT. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the Sec- 
retary will call, in groups of four, the roll of Senators elect, 
and as their names are called the Senators, if there be no ob- 
jection, will present themselves to take the constitutional oath 
ef office. The Secretary has the roll made up alphabetically. 
If there be no objection to the procedure the names of Senators- 
elect will be called alphabetically rather than by States. 

The Secretary ealled the names of Mr. Bryan, Mr. Cuirron, 
Mr. Crapp, and Mr. Crank of Wyoming. 

These Senators were escorted to the Vice President’s desk by 
Mr. FLetcHer, Mr. Watson, Mr. NELSON, and Mr. WARREN, re- 


| spectively, and the oath was administered to them by the Vice 


President. 
The Secretary called the names of Mr. CuLBeErson,. Mr. pu 


| Pont, Mr. Hircucock, and Mr. Jounson of Maine. 








These Senators were escorted to the Vice President’s desk by 
Mr. Barry, Mr. RicHarDson, Mr. Brown, and Mr. Frys, re- 
spectively, and the oath was administered to them by the Vice 
President, 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. Kern, Mr. La Fot- 
terre, Mr. Lea, and Mr. Lippitt. 

These Senators were escorted to the Vice President’s desk by 
Mr. Suivety, Mr. STEPHENSON, Mr. TAYLor, and Mr. WETMORE, 
respectively, and the oath was administered to them by the 
Viee President. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. Lopez, Mr. McCum- 
BER, Mr. McLean, and Mr. Marzine of New Jersey. 

These Senators were escorted to the Vice President’s desk by 
Mr. Crane, Mr. Gronna, Mr. BrRanpecrer, and Mr. Brieas, re- 
spectively, and the oath was administered to them by the Vice 
President. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. Myers, Mr. Nrxon, 
Mr. O’GorMAN, and Mr. OLIver. 

These Senators were escorted to the Vice President’s desk by 
Mr. Drxon, Mr. NewLanps, Mr. Root, and Mr. PENrosg, re- 
spectively, and the oath was administered to them by the Vice 
President. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. Pacr, Mr. PornpDexter, 
Mr. PomMERENE, Mr. Rayner, and Mr. Rrep. 

These Senators (with the exception of Mr. PormInpEXTER, who 
was absent) were escorted to the Vice President’s desk by Mr. 
DirrumcHAM, Mr. Burton, Mr. Smita of Maryland, and Mr. 
Sronr, respectively, and the oath was administered to them by 


| the Vice President. 


The Secretary called the names of Mr. SUTHERLAND, Mr. 
Swanson, Mr. TowNSEND, Mr. WILLIAMS, and Mr. Works. 

These Senators were escorted to the Vice President’s desk by 
Mr. Smoot, Mr. Martin of Virginia, Mr. Smirn of Michigan, 
Mr. Criarxe of Arkansas, and Mr. Perkins, respectively, and 
the oath was administered to them by the Vice President. 

CALLING OF THE ROLL. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will now call the roll 
of the Senate. . 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Bacon Clapp Foster Lea 
Bailey Clark, Wyo. Frye Lippitt 
Borah Clarke, Ark. Gallinger Lodge 
Bourne Crane Gambie Lorimer 
Bradley Crawford Gore McCumber 
Brandegee Culberson Gronna | McLean 
Briggs Cullom Guggenheim Martin, Va. 
Bristow Cummins Heyburn Martine, N. J. 
Brown Curtis Hitchcock Myers 
Bryan Davis Johnson, Me. Nelson 
Burnham Dillingham Johnston, Ala. Newlands 
Burton Dixon Jones Nixon 

du Pont Kern O'Gorman 
Chilton Fletcher La Follette Oliver 
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Overman Reed Smoot Warren 
Owen Richardson Stephenson Watson 
Page Root Stone Wetmore 
Paynter Shively Sutherland Williams 
Penrose Simmons Swanson Works 
Perkins Smith, Md. Taylor Young 
Pomerene Smith, Mich. Thornton 

Rayner Smith. 8. C. Townsend 


Mr. BACON. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
TERRELL] is detained necessarily from the Chamber by personal 
illness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kern inthechair). Eighty- 
six Senators having answered to their names, there is a quorum 
of the Senate present. 

LIST OF SENATORS. 

The list of Senators, by States, is as follows: 

Alabama—Jobn H. Bankhead and Joseph F. Johnston. 

Arkansas—James P. Clarke and Jeff Davis. 

California—George C. Perkins and John D. Works. 

Colorado—Simon Guggenheim. 

Connecticut—Frank B. Brandegee and George P. McLean, 

Delaware—Henry A. du Pont and Harry A. Richardson. 

Florida—Nathan P. Bryan and Duncan U. Fletcher. 

Georgia—Augustus O. Bacon and Joseph M. Terrell, 

Idaho—William E. Borah and Weldon B. Heyburn, 

Illinois—Shelby M. Cullom and William Lorimer. 

Indiana—John W. Kern and Benjamin F. Shively. 

Jowa—Albert B. Cummins and Lafayette Young. 

Kansas—Joseph L. Bristow and Charles Curtis, 

Kentucky—William O. Bradley and Thomas H. Paynter. 

Louisiana—Murphy J. Foster and John R. Thornton. 

Maine—William P. Frye and Charles F. Johnson. 

Maryland—Isidor Rayner and John Walter Smith. 

Massachusetts—Winthrop Murray Crane and Henry Cabot | 
Lodge. 

Michigan—William Alden Smith and Charles BE. Townsend. 

Minnesota—Moses E. Clapp and Knute Nelson. 

Mississippi—Le Roy Percy and John Sharp Williams. 

Missouri—James A. Reed and William J. Stone. 

Montana—Joseph M. Dixon and Henry L. Myers. 

Nebraska—Norris Brown and Gilbert M. Hitchcock. 

Nevada—Francis G, Newlands and George S. Nixon. 

New Hampshire—Henry E. Burnham and Jacob H. Gallinger. | 

New Jersey—Frank O. Briggs and James EB. Martine. 

New York—James A. O’Gorman and Elihu Root. 

North Carolina—Lee S. Overman and F. M. Simmons. 

North Dakota—Asle J. Gronna and Porter J. McCumber. 

Ohio—Theodore BE, Burton and Atlee Pomerene. 

Oklahoma—Thomas P. Gore and Robert L. Owen. 

Oregon—Jonathan Bourne, jr., and George E. Chamberlain. 

Pennsylvania—George T. Oliver and Boies Penrose. 

Rhode Island—Henry F. Lippitt and George Peabody Wet- | 
more, 

South Carolina—Ellison D. Smith and Benjamin R. Tillman. 

South Dakota—Coe I. Crawford and Robert J. Gamble. 

Tennessee—Luke Lea and Robert L. Taylor. 

Texas—Joseph W. Bailey and Charles A. Culberson. 

Utah—Reed Smoot and George Sutherland. 

Vermont—William P. Dillingham and Carroll S. Page. 

Virginia—Thomas S. Martin and Claude A. Swanson. 

Washington—Wesley L. Jones. 

West Virginia—William E. Chilton and Clarence W. Watson. 

Wisconsin—Robert M. La Follette and Isaac Stephenson. 

Wyoming—Clarence D. Clark and Francis E. Warren. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 1), 

which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives 
that a quorum of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready 
to proceed to business. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
2), which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed 
to join such committee as may be appointed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives to wait upon the President of the United States and inform 
him that a quorum of each House is assembled, and that Congress is 
ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to make. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed as the committee Mr. 
GALLINGER and Mr. Bacon. 
HOUR OF MEETING. 
Mr. BROWN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 4), 
which was considered by unanimous consent: 


Resolved, That the hour of daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o’cl 
meridian until otherwise ordered. s o’clock 


a» At ATER. I move to strike out “twelve” and insert 
wo, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 3 


| this resolution to 


e 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, it seems to me the amendment 
ought not to be adopted without some consideration, and I 
would ask the Senator from ‘Texas to withhold his proposition 
until to-morrow. This is a matter which has been discussed 
some, but never at length, by the Senate. I think the Senator 
from Texas ought to let the resolution take the usual course 
and be adopted without amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is absolutely certain that for a month or 
more the Senate will not average a daily session of 60 minutes, 
and, therefore, if we come here at 2 o'clock, we will adjourn 
before 5 o’clock, and in almost every instance before 4 o'clock. 
The only result of coming at 12 o’clock will be to interrupt our 
committee meetings, if we are to have any, and to interrupt 
our morning work, and, if we hold a session of two hours, be- 
ginning at 12 o’clock, a majority of the Senate will spend the 
better part of those two hours in the lunch room. 

Whatever may be the necessity later in the session for longer 
hours of work in the Senate, it is absolutely certain that for 
the first 60 days of every session three-fourths of the time must 
be applied to work in the committee room. Yet under the rule 
which we have pursued we meet in our committee rooms at 10 
o'clock and must adjourn at 12 o’clock to come here. We meet 
here and in two hours we adjourn, thus interrupting our work 
in the committee without accomplishing any good results here. 

If the Senator from Nebraska will take the trouble to ex- 
amine the record of Congress, he will find that at every session 
for more than 60 days it seldom happens that we are in daily 
session beyond 2 hours. Just exactly why we should want 
to leave our committee work, or leave our work in our individual 
rooms, and come here to spend an hour, thus breaking the day, 
and then return to our rooms—because we do not return to our 
committee rooms—is more than I can understand. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. LODGE. I merely desire to suggest to the Senator from 
Texas that to-morrow we will receive the message, and it would 
probably be desirable for to-morrow, at least, that we should 
meet at 12 o’clock, and we can decide at that time whether we 
will make it a general rule to meet at 12 or at 2. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Massachusetts can perhaps 
advise us whether that message is to be of such length that we 
need an early session to hear it. 

Mr. LODGE. I am not advised as to the probable length of 
the message. The reason I made the suggestion was that I sup- 
posed the time of release of the message has been given to the 
press throughout the country for a certain hour, and I think 
it would be more convenient to the press and to the publie if 
the old hour might be maintained to-morrow. We could allow 
go over, and the Senator from Nebraska 
could move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet 
at noon to-morrow. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is immaterial to the press and to the coun- 
try whether they obtain the message from the House or from the 
Senate. It will be read in both bodies, and I assume that the 
House will meet at 12 o’clock, and therefore the newspapers 
would be subjected to no embarrassment on that account. 

But, Mr. President, I simply wanted to cal] attention to this 
matter. I recognize that until there are some other amend- 
ments to the rules it would not be practicable, without a certain 
degree of confusion, to change the hour of meeting. I will there 
fore allow this to go, with the understanding that there will 
be no objection to taking up the matter and disposing of it 
within the next three or four days. The Committee on Rules 
has been charged with the duty of investigating and reporting 
on this question, and my part of that committee is ready to 
report, and I only want the matter determined. With that un- 
derstanding I withdraw the amendment. 

I wish it were possible, under the rules, to leave the amend- 
ment on the desk, so that we might dispose of it without delay. 
But, of course, the amendment can not be left there while the 
resolution is disposed of, and I simply give notice that after 
to-morrow I shall attempt to secure a change in the hour of 
daily meeting, proposing such other changes as will conform to 
that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is withdrawn. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PROPOSED LIMITATION OF DEBATE. 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate take a 
o'clock this afternoon, 
Mr. CURTIS. Pending that motion, I desire to give the fol- 


9 
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recess until 


lowing notice and to have it read and printed in the Recorp, 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine with- 
hold his motion for that purpose? 

Mr. FRYE. I do. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine withholds 
his motion. The Senator from Kansas gives the following 
notice, which the Secretary will read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (8S. Res. 3), as follows: 


I hereby give notice that when the committees of the Senate are ap- 
pointed I shall propose the following amendment to the standing rules 
of the Senate: 

“Resolved, That Rule XIX of the standing rules for conducting busi- 
ness in the Senate of the United States be amended by adding the fol- 
lowing proviso at the end of the first yeragueen of said rule, to wit: 

“Provided, That after any question hag been considered upon 5 sepa- 
rate calendar days, or when any question has been debated for 10 
consecutive hours, it shall be in order for any Senator to rise to a 
question of privilege and move to close all debate and vote at a fixed 
time upon the pending question before the Senate after 3 hours’ 
additional consideration. Said motion shall be submitted to the Senate 
and shall be determined by a yea-and-nay vote. If two-thirds of the 
Senators present vote in favor of the motion, it shall be declared car- 
ried, debate shall close, and a vote taken upon the question as provided 
in the motion. If less than two-thirds vote for the motion, the same 
shall be declared lost.” 





RECESS. 
Mr. FRYB. I move that the Senate take a recess until 2 
o'clock p. m. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 55 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until 2 o’clock p. m., when it 
reassembled. 

CALLING OF THE ROLL. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I would suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will! call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Bacon Cullom Lea Rayner 
Bailey Cummins Lippitt Richardson 
Borah Curtis Root 
Bourne Dillingham Lorimer Shively 
Bradley Dixon McCumber Simmons 
Brandegee du Pont McLean Smith, Md. 

sriggs Fietcher Martin, Va. Smith, Mich. 
Bristow Foster Martine, N. J. Smoot 
Brown Frye Myers Stephenson 
Bryan Galilinger Nelson Sutherland 
Burnham Gamble Newlands Swanson 
Burton Gronna Nixon Taylor 
Chamberlain Guggenheim O'Gorman Thornton 
Chilton Heyburn iver Warren 
Clapp Hitchcock Overman Watson 
Clark, Wyo. Johnson, Me. Page Wetmore 
Clarke, Ark. Johnston, Ala. Paynter Williams 
Crane Jones enrose Works 
Crawford Kern Perkins Young 
Culberson La Follette Pomerene 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I again announce the absence 
of my colleague [Mr. Trrrett] on account of personal illness. 
I will not repeat the announcement. It will not be necessary 
for me to do so. I will simply add that the condition of my 
colleague’s health is such that I hope he will be with us before 
the expiration of many days. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-nine Senators have an- 
swered to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. 
The Senate will receive a message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


William J. Browning, Chief Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives, appeared and delivered the following message: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the House of Representatives 
to inform the Senate that a quorum of the House of Representa- 
tives has assembled and that CHamp CLarkK, a Representative 
from the State of Missouri, has been elected Speaker; that 
South Trimble, a citizen of the State of Kentucky, has been 
elected Clerk; and that the House is ready to proceed to 
business. 

Also, that a committee of three members has been appointed 
by the Speaker on the part of the House of Representatives to 
join a committee of the Senate to wait upon the President of 
the United States, and to inform him that a quorum of the two 
Houses has assembled and that Congress is ready to receive any 
communication he may have to make, and that Mr. UnpEerwoop, 
Mr. Barrierr, and Mr. Mann have been appointed members of 
the committee on the part of the House. 

RELATIONS WITH JAPAN AND MEXICO, 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, 1 desire to give notice that I 
will address the Senate at its convenience upon our relations 
with Japan and Mexico and the Monroe doctrine as distin- 
guished from the Roosevelt doctrine in connection therewith. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 8 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, April 
5, 1911, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, April 4, 1911. 


This being the day fixed in the proclamation of the President 
for the assembling of the first session of the Sixty-second 
Congress, the House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was e¢alled to 
order by Mr. Alexander McDowell, Clerk of the last House. 

The Chaplain of the House of Representatives of the Sixty- 
first Congress, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the follow- 
ing prayer: . 

Infinite and eternal Spirit, above all, through all, and in us 
all, from whom cometh all wisdom, power, and goodness. Open 
Thou our spiritual eyes, quicken our susceptibilities, and make 
us conscious of Thy presence. The past is ours by inheritance, 
the future depends upon our use of the present opportunities; 
make us therefore wise and strong and pure in our generation, 
that we may move forward to the larger possibilities which 
wait on the faithful. ‘“ Except the Lord build the house, they 
labor in vain that build it; except the Lord keep the city, the 
watchman waketh but in vain.” 

Increase, we beseech Thee, our faith and confidence in that 
overruling Providence which hitherto has shaped and guided 
the destiny of our Republic, that each citizen throughout the 
length and breadth of the land may vie with each in a faith- 
ful and patriotic service to his country, and grant, O God our 
Father, that the coordinate branches of our Government may 
work in harmony together with Thee; that the sacred rights 
of the people, civil, political, and religious, may be safeguarded 
and every legitimate interest advanced till the desert places 
shall blossom as the rose and peace, prosperity, and happiness 
fill every home; that the genius of our Republic may find iis 
full fruition in the spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ, who taught 
us to pray: 

“Our Father, who art in heaven, hallowed be Thy name. 
Thy kingdom come. Thy will be done in earth as it is in 
heaven. Give us this day our daily bread; and forgive us our 
debts as we forgive our debtors. And lead us not into tempta- 
tion, but deliver us from evil. For thine is the kingdom, and 
the power, and the glory, forever. Amen.” 


PROCLAMATION OF THE PRESIDENT, 


The Clerk read the following: 
BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES—A PROCLAMATION. 


Whereas by the special message dated January 26, 1911, there 
was transmitted to the Senate and the House of Representa- 
tives an agreement between the Department of State and the 
Canadian Government in regard to reciprocal tariff legislation, 
together with an earnest recommendation that the necessary 
legislation be promptly adopted; and , 

Whereas a bill to carry into effect said agreement has passed 
the House of Representatives, but has failed to reach a vote in 
the Senate; and 

Whereas the agreement stipulates not only that “the Presi- 
dent of the United States will communicate to Congress the 
conclusions now reached and recommend the adoption of such 
legislation as may be necessary on the part of the United States 
to give effect to the proposed arrangement,” but also that “the 
Governments of the two countries will use their utmost efforts 
to bring about such changes by concurrent legislation at Wash- 
ington and at Ottawa ’”’; 

Now, therefore, I, William Howard Taft, President of the 
United States of America, by virtue of the power vested in me 
by the Constitution, do hereby proclaim and declare that an 
extraordinary occasion requires the convening of both Houses 
of the Congress of the United States at their respective Chain- 
bers, in the city of Washington, on the 4th of April, 1911, at 12 
o'clock noon, to the end that they may consider and determine 
whether the Congress shall, by the necessary legislation, make 
operative the agreement. 

All persons entitled to act as Members of the Sixty-second 
Congress are required to take notice of this proclamation. 

Given under my hand and the seal of the United States at 
Washington the 4th day of March, in the year of our Lord one 
thousand nine hundred and eleven and of the Independence of 
the United States the one hundred and thirty-fifth. 

[seat] Wm. H,. Tart. 

By the President: 

P. ©. Knox, Secretary of State. 


RETIRING ADDRESS OF THE CLERK. 


The Cirerx. Now that the hour of my departure is at hand, 
I take the opportunity of expressing my sincere and heartfelt 
thanks to the Members of the past eight Congresses for their 
uniform kindness and courtesy to me. 


[Applause.] 
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During my eight terms as Clerk 87 Members of Congress have 


died while in office, and they are silently and patiently waiting | 


beyond the river for the supreme committee on committees to 


properly place them. 


For the Members of the last eight Congresses, living and dead, 
I have the most profound respect and veneration, and in pass- 
ves of the dead would in all sincerity drop a tear 


ing the gra 


and a sprig of myrtle upon their last resting places. 


And the living, wherever and whenever I meet them, 


receive a cordial greeting and a glad hand. 


‘ro the Members of the Sixty-second Congress, now assembling, 
for what they are about to do to me I thank them in advance 


and wish them well. 


ROLL CALL 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll by States, and the follow- 


ing Members answered: 


George W. Taylor. 
Ss H. Dent, jr. 
He nry_D. Clayton. 
F. L. Blackmon. 
I. omas Heflin. 


Robert Bruce Macon. 
William A. Oldfield. 
John C. Pieyd. 

Ben Cravens. 


John E. Raker. 

Villiam Kent. 
Joseph R. Knowland. 
Julius Kahn. 


[Applause and laughter.] 
BY STATES. 


ALABAMA. 


Richmond Pearson Hobson. 


John IL. Burnett. 
William Richardson. 
Oscar W. Underwood. 


ARKANSAS. 
H. M. 
Joe T. 
W. 8. 


Jacoway. 
Robinson. 
Goodwin. 


CALIFORNIA. 
Everis A. Hayes. 
James Carson Needham. 
William D. Stephens. 
Sylvester C. Smith, 


COLORADO (AT LARGE). 


Edward T. 
Atterson W. 


Taylor. 
Racker. 


John A. Martin. 


CONNECTICUT (AT LARGE). 


John Q. Tilson. 
E. Stevens Henry. 
Thomas L. Reilly. 


Edwin W. Ht 
Ebenezer J. Hill 


DELAWARE (AT LARGE). 


Stephen M. Sparkman. 
Frank Clark. 


Charles G. Edwards. 

S. A, Roddenbery. 
Dudley M. Hughes. 
William C. Adamson. 
William Schley Howard. 
Charles L. Bartlett. 


Martin B. Madden. 
James R. Mann. 
William W. Wilson. 
James 5 McDermott. 
Adolph J. Sabath. 
Edmund J. Stack. 
Frank Buchanan. 
Thomas Gallagher. 
Lynden Evans. 
George = Foss. 


Ira ge 
tharies | lier. 
John C. McKenzie. 


John W. Boehne. 
William A. Cullop. 
Wiliam B. Cox. 
Lincoln Dixon. 
Ralph W. Moss. 
Finly H. Gray. 
Charles A. Korbly. 


a A. Kennedy. 


& AF. ae Pickett. 
Gilbert N. Hau 
James W. 


Dantel & B, Aasheny, jr. 
C. Mitchell. 

Philip P. Campbell. 

Fred 8. Jackson. 


Ollie M. James, 
Augustus O. Stanley. 
R. Y. Thomas, jr. 
Ben Johnson. 
Swagar Sherley. 
Arthur B. Rouse. 


Albert Estopinal. 
H. Garland Dupre. 
John T. Watkins. 


Asher C. Hinds. 
Daniel J. McGillicuddy. 


William H. Heald. 
FLORIDA. 
Dannitte H. Mags. 


GEORGIA, 
Gordon Lee. 
Samuel J. Tribble. 
Thomas M. Bell. 
Thomas W. Hardwick. 
William G. Brantley, 


IDAHO. 
Burton L. French. 
ILLINOIS. 


James McKinney. 
George W. Prince, 
Claude U. Stone. 

John A. Sterling. 
Joseph G. Cannon. 
William B. McKYnley. 
Henry T. Rainey. 
James M. Graham. 
William A. Rodenberg. 
Martin D. Foster. 

H. Robert Fowler. 
Napoleon B. Thistlewood. 


INDIANA. 
John A. M. Adair. 
Martin A. Morrison. 
Edgar D. Crumpacker. 
George W. Rauch. 
Cyrus Cline. 
Henry A. Barnhart. 


IOWA. 
N. E. Kendall. 
8S. F. Prouty. 
Horace M. Towner. 
Frank P. Woods. 
Elbert H. Hubbard. 
KANSAS. 
Rollin R. Rees. 
I. D. Young. 
I. H. Madison. 
Victor Murdock. 
KENTUCKY. 

James C. Cantrill. 
Barrer Helm. 

J. Fields. 
che W. Langley. 
Caleb Powers. 


LOUISIANA. 
Joseph E. Ransdeil. 
Robert C. Wickliffe. 
Arséne P. Pujo. 
MAINE. 
Samuel W. Gould. 
Frank B. Guernsey. 


| Ernest W. 


} Charles R. 


| Hubert D, 


| William P. 
; Clement Cabell Dickinson. 

Courtney Walker 
; Dorsey W. 


LE LE A 


John A. 
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J. Harry Covington. 
Joshua F. C. Tatbott. 
George Konig 


George P. Lawrence. 
Frederick H. Gillett. 
John A. Thayer. 
William H. Willer. 
Butler Ames. 
Augustus P. Gardner. 
Roberts. 


Frank E. Doremus. 
William W. Wedemeyer. 
J. M. C. Smith. 
Edward L. Hamilton. 
Edwin F. Sweet. 
Samuel W. Smith. 


Sydney 
W. 8S. 


Anderson. 
Hammond. 
Davis. 
Frederick C. Stevens. 
Frank M. Nye. 


Ezekiel S. Candler, jr. 
Stephens. 


Benjamin G. Humphreys. 


Thomas Upton Sisson. 
James T. Lloyd. 
William W. Rucker. 
Joshua W. Alexander. 


Charles F. Bool 
Borland 


Shackleford. 


Maguire. 


Cc, O. Lobeck. 
James P. Latta. 


Hamlin. 





MARYLAND. 
John Charles Linthicum, 
Thomas Parran 





David J. Lewis 
MASSACHUSETTS 

Samuel W. McCall. 

William F. Murray 

James M. Curley 

Andrew J. Peters 

John W. VW 

William 8S. ¢ 

Robert O. H 

MICHIGA. 

Henry McM n 

Joseph W. Fordne) 

James C. Mel lin. 


George A. Loud 
Francis H. Do 
H. Olin You 


MINNESOTA. 
Charles A. Li ergh. 
Andrew J ‘ stes ad. 
Clarence B. iller 
Halvor eee 


MISSISSIPPI 
Samuel A. Wither 
B. P. Harrison 
William A. Dickson 
James William Collier, 
MISSOt 


spoon. 





Walter L. Hensley. 
Josep! Russell 
James A. Daugherty, 
Thomas L. Rubey. 






MONTANA (AT LARGE). 
Charles N. Pray 
NEBRASKA 
Charles H. Sloan. 
George W. Norris. 
Moses P. Kinkaid. 
NEVADA (A I 
E. E. Roberts. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 


Cyrus A. Sulloway, 


Henry C. Loudenslager. 
John J. Gardner. 
Thomas J, Scully. 

Ira W. Wood. 

William BE. Tuttle, jr. 


Martin W. Littleton. 
George H. Lindsay. 
James P. Maher 
Frank E. Wilson. 
William C. Redfield. 
William M. Calder 
John J. Fitzgeral 1. 


Daniel J. Riordan. 
Henry M. Goldfogle. 
William Sulzer. 
Charles V. Fornes. 
Michael F. Conry. 
Jefferson M. Levy. 
John Joseph Kindred. 
Thomas G. Patten. 


Francis Burton Harrison. 


Henry George, jr. 
Steven B. Ayres, 
John E. Andrus. 


John H. Small. 
Claude Kitchin. 
John M. Faison. 
Edward W. Pou. 
Charlies M. Stedman. 


L. B. Hanna. 


Nicholas Longworth. 
Alfred G. Allen. 
James M. Cox 

J. H. Goeke. 
Timothy T. Ansberry. 
Matthew R. Denver. 
J. D. Post. 

Frank B. Willis. 
Isaac R. Sherwood. 
Robert M. Switzer. 
Horatio C. Claypool. 


Bird S. McGuire. 
Dick T. Morgan. 
James S. Davenport. 


Willis C. Hawley. 


Frank D. Currier 
NEW JERSEY. 

William Hughes. 
Edward W. Townsend. 
Ww alt er I. McCoy, 

uge F. Kinkead. 
i - A. Hamiill. 






Thomas W. Bradley. 
Richard EF. Connell. 
William H. Draper 


Her S. De : 
Ge W. I ld. 
The Akin 

Geo R. M 
Charlies A. Talcott. 
Luthe Ww Mott. 
Michael B. Dri Il. 
John W. Dwicht 


Sereno BE. Pa 
Henry G. Danforth. 
Edwin 8. Underhill. 
James S. Simmons, 
Daniel A. Driscoll. 

Cc ‘har! es Bennett Smith. 
Edward B. Vreeland. 





NORTH CA! ‘ 
Hannibal L. Godwin. 
Robert N. Page 
Robert L. Doughton. 
Edwin Y. Webb 
James M. Gudger 
NORTH |! 
Hi. T. Helgesen. 
OHIO. 


Iward L. Tay! 
Carl C. Anderson. 
William G. Sharp 
George White 
W. B. Francis 
William A. Ashbrook. 
John J. Whitacre. 

E. R. Bathrick 
Paul Howland. 
R. J. Bulkley. 


r, jr. 


OKLAHOMA 
Charles D. Carter. 
Scott Ferris 


4. W. 


Lafferty. 





PAS ON eas i 
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Henry H. Bingham. 
J. Hampton Moore, 
Reuben O. Moon. 
Michael Donohoe. 
George D. McCreary. 
Thomas 8. Butler. 
Robert EB. Difenderfer, 
William W. Griest. 
John R. Farr. 
Charles C. Bowman. 
Robert E. Lee. 

John H. Rothermel., 
George W. Kipp. 
William B. Wilson, 
John G. McHenry. 
Benjamin K. Focht, 


George F. O’Shaunessy, 


PENNSYLVANIA, 
Marlin E. Olmsted, 
Jesse L. Hartman. 
Daniel F. Lafean. 
Charles BE. Patton, 
Curtis H. Gregg. 
Thomas 8. Crago. 
Charles Matthews. 
Arthur L. Bates. 
A. Mitchell =aaee, 
J. N. ham 


Peter M. Speer. 
Stephen G. Porter. 
John Daizell. 

James Francis Burke. 
Andrew J. Barchfeld. 


RHODE ISLAND. 
George H. Utter. 
SOUTH CAROLINA, 


George 8. Legare. David B. Finley. 
James F. Byrnes. J. Edwin Ellerbe. 
Wyatt Aiken. Asbury F. Lever. 


Joseph T. Johnson, 
SOUTH DAKOTA (AT LARGE). 


Charles H. Burke. Eben W. Martin. 


TENNESSEB, 
Sam R. Sells. Joseph W. Byrns. 
Richard W. Austin, Lemuel P. Padgett. 
John A, Moon. Thetus W. Sims. 
Cordell Hull. Finis J, Garrett. 
William C, Houston, George W. Gordon. 
TEXAS. 


Morris Sheppard. George F. Burgess. 
Martin Dies. Albert 8. Burleson. 
James Young. Robert L. Henry. 
Choice B. Randell. Oscar Rig eet 
Jack Beall. John H. Stephens. 
Rufus Hardy. James L. Slayden. 
Alexander W. Gregg. John N. Garner. 
John M. Moore. William R. Smith, 


UTAH (AT LARGE). 
Joseph Howell. 


VERMONT. 
David J. Foster. Frank Plumley. 
VIRGINIA, 
William A. Jones. Carter Glass. 
FE. E. Holland. James Hay 
sete Lamb. Charles © Carlin. 
R. Turnbull. C. Bascom Slemp. 


BE. W. Saunders. Henry D. Flood. 
WASHINGTON. 


William La Follette. 


WEST VIRGINIA, 


John M, Hamilton. 
James A. Hughes. 


William BE. Humphrey. 
Stanton Warburton, 


John W. Davis. 
William G. Brown, 
Adam B, Littlepage, 
WISCONSIN, 
Henry A. Cooper. John J. Bsch. 
John M. Nelson. James H. Davidson. 
Arthur W. Kopp. Thomas F. Konop. 
William J. Cary. BE. A. Morse. 
Victor L. Berger. Irvine L. Lenroot. 
Michael B, Burke. 
WYOMING, 


Frank W. Mondell. 

Three hundred and eighty-eight Members have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 

The Clerk presents for the information of the House a state- 
ment showing the changes that have occurred since the regular 
election of Members of the Sixty-second Congress. 

The statement is as follows: 











. Date of 
Districts. Names. vacancy. 
Second Pennsylvania........ wandiet rere Dec. 15,1910 
Ninth Iowa. ~ pun necekanepenaitan Walter I. Smith *............... Mar. 15,1911 
1 Died. 2 Resigned. 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 

The CierK. The next business is the nomination and election 
of a Speaker. 

Mr. BURLESON. The will of the Members elect of the Sixty- 
second Congress who are Democrats, as unanimously declared 
in caucus action, favors the selection of Hon. CoHamp CLARK, a 
Member elect from the State of Missouri, for the position of 
Speaker. It gives me great pleasure to place in nomination the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CiarK] for that office. [Pro- 
longed applause. ] 

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the unani- 
mous vote of the Republican caucus to nominate for the office 
of Speaker of the House of Representatives for the Sixty-second 
Congress Hon. James R. Mann, a Member elect from the State 
of Illinois. [Applause.] 

The Crerx. Are there any other nominations? If not, the 
nominations are closed. I have selected as tellers the gentleman 


from Connecticut [Mr. Tirson], the gentleman from Georgia 
{Mr. Bartiett], the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Speer], 
and the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lecare], who will 
please take their places at the desk. 

The tellers haying taken their places, the House proceeded to 
vote viva voce for Speaker. 

The following is the vote in detail: 


Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken, 8. C. 
Alexander 
Allen 
Anderson, Ohio 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Ayers 
Barnhart 
Bartlett 
Bathrick 
Beall, Tex, 
Bell, Ga 
Blackmon 
Boehne 
Booher 
Borland 
Brantley 
Brown 
Buchanan 
Bulkley 
Burke, Wis. 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Byrnes, 8. C, 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Callaway 
Candler 
Cantrill 
Carlin 
Carter 
Clark, Fla, 
Claypool 
Clayton . 
Cline 
Collier 
Connell 
Conry 
Covington 
Cox, Ind. 
Cox, Ohio 
Cravens 
Cullop 
eee 
Daugherty 
Davenport 
Davis, W. Va. 
Dent 


Denver 
Dickinson 
Dickson, Miss. 
Di 


es 
Difenderfer 
Dixon, Ind. 


Ames 
Anthony 
Austin 
Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 
Bates 
Bowman 
Bradley 
Burke, Pa. 
Burke, 8S. Dak. 
Butler 
Calder 
Campbell 
Cannon 
Catlin 
Copley 
Crago 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Dalzell 
Danforth 
De Forest 
Dodds 
Draper 
poteestl, M. B. 
Dwight 

Dyer 


Esch 
Fairchild 


Akin, N. Y. 
Anderson, Minn. 

Davidson 

Davis, Minn. 
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Donohoe Humphreys, Miss. Rauch 
Doremus Jacoway Reilly 
Doughton James Richardson 
Driscoll, D. A. Johnson, Ky. Riordan 
Dupre Johnson, 8. C. Robinson 
Edwards Jones Roddenbery 
Ellerbe Kindred Rothermel 
Estopinal Kinkead, N. J. Rouse 
Evans Kipp Rubey 
Faison Kitchin Rucker, Colo. 
Ferris Konig Rucker, Mo, 
Fields Konop Russell 
Finley Korbly Saunders 
Fitzgerald Lamb Scully 
Flood, Va. Latta Shackleford 
Floyd, Ark. Lee, Ga. Sharp 
Fornes Lee, Pa. —- 
Foster, IIL Legare Sher 
Fowler Lever Sherwood 
Francis Levy Sims 
Garner Lewis Sisson 
Garrett Lindsay Slayden 
George Linthicum Small 
Glass Littlepage Smith, N. Y. 
Godwin Littleton Smith, Tex. 
Goeke Lloyd Sparkman 
Goldfogle Lobeck Stack 
Goodwin anee Stanley 
Gordon McGillicuddy Stedman 
Gould McHenry Stephens, Miss. 
Graham Macon Stephens, Tex. 
Gray Maguire, Nebr. Stone 
Gregg, Pa. Maher Sulzer 
Gregg, Tex. Martin, Colo. Sweet 
Gudger Mays Talbott, Md. 
Hamill Moon, Tenn. Talcott, N. Y. 
Hamilton, W. Va. Moore, Tex. Taylor, "Ala. 
Hamlin Morrison Taylor, Colo. 
Hammond Moss Thayer 
Hardwick Murray Thomas 
Hardy Oldfield Townsend 
Harrison, Miss. O’Shaunessy Tribble 
Harrison, N. Y. Padgett Turnbull 
ay Page Tuttle 
Heflin Palmer Underhill 
Helm Patten, N. Y. Underwood 
nenty. Tex. Pepper Watkins 
Hensley Peters Webb 
eben Post Whitacre 
Holland Pou White 
Houston Pujo Wickliffe 
Howard Rainey Wilson, N. ¥. 
Hughes, Ga. Raker Wilson, Pa. 
ages, N. J. Randell, Tex, Witherspoon 
Hull Ransdell, La. Young, 
FOR MR. JAMES R. MANN—131, 
Foster, Vt. Lawrence Prouty 
Fuller Longworth Rees 
Gardner, Mass, Loudensiager Roberts, Mass. 
Gardner, N. J, McCall Roberts, Nev, 
Gillett McCreary Rodenberg 
Good McGuire, Okla, Sells 
Greene McKinley Simmons 
Griest McKinney Slemp 
Guernsey McLaughlin Sloan 
Hamilten, Mich. McMorran Smith, J. M. C. 
Hanna Madden Smith, Saml. W. 
Harris Madison Speer 
Hartman per Steenerson 
Hawley Martin, 8S. Dak. Stephens, Cal. 
Hayes Matthews Sterling 
Heald Miller Stevens, Minn. 
Helgesen Mitchell Sulloway 
Henry, Conn. Mondell Switzer 
Higgins Moon, Pa. Thistlewood 
Hill Moore, Pa. Tilson 
Hinds Morgan Towner 
Howell Mott Utter 
Howland Needham Volstead 
Hubbard Norris Vreeland 
Hughes, W.Va. Nye Wedemeyer 
pempusey, Wash. Olmsted Weeks 
Kendall Parran Wilder 
Kenned Patton, Pa. Willis 
Kinkaid, Nebr. Payne Wilson, Ill, 
Knowland Porter Wood, N. J. 
Lafean Powers Woods, Iowa * 
Langham y Young, Kans. 
Langley Prince 
FOR MR. HENRY A. COOPER—16. 
French Lafferty Morse 
Jackson La Follette Murdock 
Kent Lenroot Nelson 
Kopp Lindbergh Warburton 
FOR MR. GEORGE W. NORRIS—1. 
Cooper 
VOTED PRESENT—1. 
Berger 


The total number of votes cast is 368. GrorcE 


W. Norris of Nebraska has received 1 vote, Henry A. Coorer 
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of Wisconsin 16, James R. Mann of Dlinois 131, and CuHamr | 
Crank of Missouri 220. [Applause.} Cuamp Cragk having 
received a majority of votes, is duly elected Speaker. [Ap | 
nlause.] The following committee will wait upom the Speaker 
elect and escort him to the chair: Mr. Mann of Illinois, Mr. 
UnpErwoop of Alabama, and Mr. VraeeL~anp of New York. 

The committee appointed to conduct the Speaker elect to 
the chair having returned with him, 

Mr. MANN said: It is a great office, filled by a great man. 
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I congratulate the House and the country, and particularly do 
I congratulate the members of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, upon the success of the important and far-reaching 
experiment of selecting committees through the instrumentality 
of a committee, an experiment touching which dire predictions 
were made and concerning the operation of which grave doubts 


| were entertained, even by some honest reformers. 


{Applause.] I present to you your Speaker, the Hon. CHAMP | 


CrarRK. [Long-continued applause. ] 
ADDRESS OF THE SPEAKER ELECT. 

The SPEAKER ELECT. Gentlemen of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, election to the high position of Speaker is an ex- 
ceptional honor, for which you have my profoundest gratitude. 
To be a Member of the House, to represent 200,000 American 
citizens in the more numerous branch of the greatest legisla- 
tive body on earth, is a distinction to which, in the nature of 
gs, comparatively few men may attain. To be chosen by 


| begun—and we began at the proper place- 


the Representatives of 92,000,000 people to preside over your | 


deliberations is a signal mark of your favor, for which the best 


return is to discharge the onerous and important duties of the | 


station to which you have assigned me with such impartiality, 
constancy, industry, courtesy, and good temper as to expedite 
the public business, thereby promoting the public weal. 

The pleasure of being elected Speaker is much enhanced by 
the perfect unanimity with which it is conferred by my party 

‘lows and the universal good will with which it is accepted 
by our colaborers of the minority. [Applause.] 

Coming into the Speakership under these fortunate circum- 
stances, the hearty cooperation of all Members of whatever 
political persuasion is hereby earnestly invoked in maintaining 
order and decorum and in placing upon the statute books laws 
for the good of the country and the whole country, working out 
promptly, patiently, courageously, wisely, and patriotically those 


measures necessary for the betterment of governmental methods 


and for the amelioration of the conditions under which we live. 
{Applause.} 


My Democratic brethren, coupled with the joy of once more 


seeing a House a large majority of which is of my own political | 


faith is a keen sense of our responsibility to our country and 


our kind. It is an old adage worthy of acceptation that where 
much is given much is required. 

After 16 years of exclusion from power in the House and 14 
years of exclusion from power in every department of govern- 
ment, we are restored to power in the House of Representatives 
We are this day put upon trial, and the 
duty devolves upon us to demonstrate, not so much by fine 
phrases as by good works, that we are worthy of the confidence 
imposed in us by the voters of the land, and that we are also 
worthy of their wider confidence. 
side.] We could not if we would, and we would not if we 
could, escape this severe test. 
We shrink not from the responsibility. 
equal to the situation in which we find ourselves placed through 
our own efforts and by our own desires there can be no doubt, 


{Applause on the Democratic | 


We will not shirk our duty. | 
That we will prove | 


and the way to accomplish that is to fulfill with courage, intel- | 


ligence, and patriotism the promises made before the election in 
order to win the election. [Applause on the Democratic side.]} 
By discharging our duty thoroughly and well, subordinating 
personal desires to principle and personal ambition to an ex- 
alted love of country, we will not only receive the indorsement 
of the people, but, what is far better, we will deserve their in- 
dorsement. 

Chief among these promises were: 

1. An honest, intelligent revision of the tariff downward, in 


order to give every American citizen an equal chance in the race | 
of life, and to pamper none by special favor or special privilege; | 


to reduce the cost of living by eradicating the enormities and 
cruelties of the present tariff bill; and to raise the necessary 
revenue to support the Government. Bills are already far ad- 
vanced in preparation looking to the accomplishment of these 
beneficent ends. [Applause on the Democratic side.]} 

2. The passage of a resolution submitting to the States for 
ratification a constitutional amendment providing for the elec- 
tion of United States Senators by the popular vote. This reso- 
‘ution has already been introduced and will soon be passed by 
the House. Let us hope that we will send it to the Senate by 


the unanimous vote of the House, thereby giving to our action | 


the maximum of force. [Applause.] 
Ss. Such changes in the rules of the House as are necessary 


ior the thorough and intelligent consideration of measures for | 


the publie good, several of which changes are accomplished 
facts; if other changes are deemed wise, they will be promptly | 


4. ““ Economy in the public expense that labor may be lightly 
burdened.” The literal fulfillment of that promise which so 
nearly affects the comfort and happiness of millions we have 


by cutting down the 
running expenses of the House by more than $188,000 per an- 


num. Economy, like charity, should begin at home. That is 
where we began. We cart not with straight faces and clear 


consciences reform expenses elsewhere unless we reform them 
here at the fountain head. The Democratic caucus deserves 
well of the country for taking this long and important step in 
the direction of economy all along the line. 
The Constitution gives the House the practical control of the 
purse strings of the country, and the House should insist, reso 
lutely and firmly, on exercising that control to the end that t! 
appropriation bills may be reduced to the needs the Govern 
ment economically and effectively administered. It is our duty 
to provide every dollar needed for the proper and economical! 
conduct of the Government, but it is equally our duty to prevent 
waste and extravagance in public expenditures, for we should 
never forget that it is a difficult task for millions of families to 
live now in decency and comfort. Surely it is the part of wis- 
dom, statesmanship, humanitarianism, and patriotism to legis 


ie 


late so as to reduce their burdens to the minimum. rhe 
resuscitation of the Holman rule will help along in this matt 
No good citizen desires to cripple the Government in any 
legitimate function, but no good citizen desires that the people 
be loaded down with unnecessary taxes. 

5. The publication of campaign contributions and disburse- 
ments before the election. The bill to accomplish that desired 
reform has been prepared and introduced. It will be speedily 
passed by the House. The average citizen, whatever his poli- 
tics, is absolutely honest. He demands honesty and cleanliness 
in politics; he believes that too much money is spent in ele 
tion matters; and he proposes to put an « to it. As the 
Representatives of the average man it is our duty to carry out 
his patriotic wishes in that regard to the end that all el 


desirous of serving the public may have a fair chance in poli- 


tics, and to the end that this puissant Republic, the political 
hope of the world, may not be destroyed by corruption i 
elections. 

6. The admission of both Arizona and New Mexico as States. 
[Applause.] I violate no confidence in stating that so far 
the House is concerned, they will be speedily admitted and they 
will be admitted together. [Applause.] 

These are a few of the things which we promised. W 
not only going to accomplish them, we have already ly 
great task. What we have done is only an earnest of what wv 
will do. We this day report progress to the American people 
The rest will follow in due course. 

No man is fit to be a lawgiver for a mighty people who yields 


to the demands and solicitations of the few having acc to 
his ear but is forgetful of that vast multitude who may nev 
hear his voice or look into his face. [Applause.] 

I suggest to my fellow Members on both sides of the b 
aisle—which is the line of demarcation betwixt us as politie 
partisans, but not as American citizens or American I 
sentatives—that he serves his party best who serves his cow 
best. [Applause.} 

I am now ready to take the oath and 
tered by Mr. Tarzgotr of Maryland. 


ask that it be ad: 


The oath of office was administered to S rv | Mi 

Tatsorr of Maryland. 
SWEARING IN OF MEMBER 

The-SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the r 1 
as Members’ names are called they wil! co f t 
Clerk’s desk and be sworn. 

The roll was called, the Members pr ad tl 
their names were called by States, and took, respect } 
oath of office provided by law. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will cali the n of 
desire to affirm instead of swear. 

Mr. Butter, of Pennsylvania; Mr. Gries 
Mr. Hratp, of Delaware; and Mr. PALMer, « ip 
peared and were aflirmed. 

SWEARING IN OF DELEGATES 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the 1 of the Dele 


gates, who will present themselves and be sworn. 
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The Delegates elect from the Territories presented themselves 
and took the oath of office. 
CLERK AND OTHER OFFICERS. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolu- 
tion, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and request that it be 
reported, and move its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 5. 

Resolved, That Hon. South Trimble, of the State of Kentucky, be, 
and he is hereby, chosen Clerk of the House of Representatives ; 

That W. Stokes Jackson, of the State of Indiana, be, and he is hereby, 
chosen Sergeant at Arms of the House of Representatives ; 

That Joseph J. Sinnott, of the State of Virginia, be, and he is hereby, 
chosen Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives ; 

That William M. Dunbar, of the State of Georgia, be, and he is 
hereby, chosen Postmaster of the House of Represen atives ; and 

That Rey. Henry N. Couden, of the State of Michigan, be, and he is 
hereby, chosen Chaplain of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following as a 
substitute for the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Texas. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the substitute 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Alexander McDowell, of the State of Pennsylvania, be 
elected Clerk of the House of Representatives ; 

That Henry Casson, of the State of Wisconsin, be elected Sergeant at 
Arms of the House of Representatives ; 

That Frank P. Lyon, of the State of New York, be elected Door- 
keeper of the House of Representatives; and 

That Samuel A. Langum, of the State of Minnesota, be elected Post- 
master of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer that, not as 
a substitute but as an amendment; to strike out all the names 
in the resolution except that of Mr. Couden and offer this as 
an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The vote will first be taken on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division of the resolu- 
tion, so that we may have a separate vote on the election of 
Chaplain. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the last clause of the 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Henry. N. Couden, of the State of Michigan, be, and 
he is hereby, chosen chaplain of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was unanimously 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Burieson]. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

SWEARING IN OF OFFICERS, 

The SPEAKER. The officers elect of the House of Repre- 
sentatives will present themselves at the bar of the House. 

The officers elect presented themselves at the bar of the House 
and the oath of office was administered to them by the Speaker. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr, CLAYTON. I offer and move the adoption of the reso- 
lution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 1. 

Resolved, That the Cierk be instructed to inform the President of the 
United States that the House of Representatives has elected CHAMP 
CuarRK, a Representative from the State of Missouri, Speaker, and 
South Trimble, a citizen of the State of Kentucky, Clerk, of the House 
of Representatives of the Sixty-second Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas offers a resolu- 
tion, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 2. 

Resolved, That a message be sent to the Senate to inform that bod 

that a = of the House of Representatives has assembled, tha 

RK, a Bepeqpentatize from the State of Missouri, has been 
elected Speaker, that South Trimble, a citizen of the State of Ken- 
tucky, has been elected Clerk, and that the House is ready for business. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
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the part of the House of Representatives, to join t 

























to join such committee as may be appointed by the House o 
sentatives to wait upon the President of the United States and in- 
form him that a quorum of each House is assembled, and that Congress 
is ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to make. 








NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of 


the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 3. 


P-colwed, That a committee of three be appointed 7 the Speaker, on 

e committee ap- 
ointed on the part of the Senate, to wait on the President of the 
Jnited States and notify him that a quorum of the two Houses has 


assembled and that Congress is ready to receive any communication he 
may be pleased to make. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 


tion. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER appointed as such committee on the part of 


the House Mr. Unperwoop, Mr. Bart.ert, and Mr. MANN. 


HOUR OF DAILY MEETING. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, 


which I send to the Clerk’s desk and move its adoption. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 4. 
Resolved, That until otherwise ordered the daily hour of meeting of 


the House of Representatives shall be 12 o'clock meridian. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 


tion. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 


announced that the Senate had passed the following resolutions: 


Resolwed, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives 


that a quorum of the Senate is assembled and that the Senate is ready 
to proceed to business. 


esolwed, That a committee consisting of two Senators be ane’ 
pre- 


And that in compliance with the foregoing the Vice President 


had appointed as said committee Mr. GaLLincerR and Mr. 
Bacon. 


SELECTION OF SEATS. 
Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution 


which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and move its adoption. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois offers a reso- 


lution, which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
- House resolution 6. 
Resolved, That the House do now proceed to draw seats for Members 


and Delegates of the present Congress, and when names of Members 


absent from the city or on account of sickness are called that seats be 


selected by their colleagues, the drawing to be in the following manner: 


The Clerk shall place in a box, prepared for that purpose, a number 
of small balls, of marble or other material, equal to the number of 


Members and Delegates, which balls shall be consecutively numbered 
and eon y intermingled, and at such hour as shall be fixed by the 
‘or 


House f t purpose, by the hands of a page, draw said balls one 
by one from the box and announce the number as it is drawn, upon 
which announcement the Member or Delegate, whose name on a num- 
bered alphabetical list shall correspond with the number on the ball, 
shall advance and choose his seat for the term for which he is elected. 

Before said drawing shall commence, each seat shall be vaeated 
and so remain until selected under this rule, and any seat having been 
selected shall be deemed forfeited if left unoccupied before the call of 
the roll is finished; and whenever the seats of Members or Delegates 
shall have been drawn, no proposition for a second drawing shall be in 
order during that Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will state it. 

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cary] 
sent a message to me, requesting me, on account of his absence, 
to draw his seat for him when his number was called. I notice 
the resolution provides that the colleagues of Members who are 
absent shall draw for them. ‘The question is whether under this 
resolution as drawn I would be authorized to comply with the 
request of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cary]. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. That 
is an inquiry with respect to a question of fact. The Chair has 
no objection to the gentleman from Illinois doing’ it if the House 
has none. 

Mr. MADDEN. I ask unanimous consent, then, Mr. Speaker, 
that I may be allowed to draw for the gentleman who made the 
request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MappEen] 
asks unanimous consent to be allowed to draw a seat for the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cary]. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Ms Speaker, I desire to say one 
word before the resolution is adopted, so that all may under- 
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stand it. We have realized that there are not sufficient seats 
on this side of the aisle to accommodate all of the Democrats 
who have been elected, so that it is necessary for some of us to 
take seats on the other side of the aisle. Heretofore the prac- 
tice, when this side was in the majority, was to select the row 
of seats next to the wall over there; so that our people would 
be compelled, under this arrangement, to take the tier of seats 
over there on that side, next to the wall. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think it may be understood that 
no Member on this side of the House will take a seat in the 
further tier of seats to the left of the Speaker, so that it will 
be left clear for Members on that side of the House. 

The SPEAKER. All Members will understand, then, that 
that is the agreement. ‘The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster}. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. MADDEN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may be allowed to draw a seat for Mr. Cary, who is absent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois for unanimous consent to draw a seat for 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cary], who is absent? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, pending the drawing of the 
seats under the resolution, I ask unanimous consent that Hon. 
JosepH G. CANNON, of Illinois, ex-Speaker of this House; Hon. 
H. H. BrncHam, of Pennsylvania; the Hon. James R. MANN, 
of Illinois, the minority leader selected at this session of Con- 
gress; and Hon. Sereno E. Payne, of New York, on the Repub- 
lican side; and Hon. Oscar W. Unprerwoop, of Alabama; Hon. 
W. A. Jones, of Virginia; Hon. J. F. Tatzorr, of Maryland; 
and Hon. Joun J. Firzceraytp, of New York, on the Democratic 
side, be permitted to select seats where they see fit. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I was going to ask leave to 
amend the request of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that, in accordance with 
the action taken in the last House on this same subject, the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BuRLESON] assent to the additional 
proposal that the same privilege be given to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Gen. SHERWOOD] and to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALzeLL]. 

Mr. BURLESON. In pursuance of an agreement with the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, I accept that amendment. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] add to his request the name of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Henry], the chairman of the Committee 
on Rules soon to be appointed. 

Mr. BURLESON. I have no objection. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker, to the 
privilege being given to the gentlemen who have been named 
and who were at the last session of Congress entitled to select 
their seats, but I give notice that I shall object to any additional 
gentlemen being given that privilege. Of course, that covers the 
gentleman from New York and the gentleman from Texas. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BurLeson] for unanimous consent 
to allow the gentlemen named to select their seats? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection that these 
men who have been suggested be allowed to select their seats, 
but I do not know where on any occasion heretofore the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations or the chairman of 
the Committee on Rules has been accorded this privilege. 

Mr. MANN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Georgia 
that the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in the 
last House was accorded that privilege when Mr. Tawney was 
chairman, and I think the same privilege ought to be accorded 
now to the chairman of that committee in the new Congress. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BurLeson] for unanimous consent? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that before we 
begin to draw seats the Doorkeeper be instructed to see to it 
that everybody except Members and others entitled to the floor 
shall retire. 

Mr. MANN. It will be impossible, Mr. Speaker, for Members 
to take their places back of the rail unless other people retire. 

The SPEAKER. All persons within the Hall of the House, 
except Members and others entitled to the floor, will now retire, 
= the Doorkeeper and Sergeant at Arms will enforce this 
order. 

All Members, except those to whom the privilege of drawing 
their seats in advance has been extended, will please retire 
behind the railing. Members, as their names are called, will 
select their seats, Democrats on the right side until it is filled, 
Republicans on the left side, and then Democrats over on the 
left side beyond the Republicans, 
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Members then proceeded to draw their seats in accordance 
with the above provisions. 

THE RULES. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas offers a resolu- 
tion, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 11. 

Resolved, That the following shall be the rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the Sixty-second Congress——— 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, pending the reading of 
the rules, I desire to submit a request for unanimous consent. 

The request is, that the rules as set out in the resolution just 
read be printed in the Recorp of to-day’s proceedings for the 
benefit of Members, in order that they may inspect them to- 
morrow morning; that the first reading of the resolution be 
dispensed with, and that the resolution for the consideration of 
the rules go over until to-morrow, to be taken up immediately 
after the reading of the Journal and after the reading of the 
President’s message should it be received. 

Mr. MANN. I suggest 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield for a question. 

Mr. MANN. I do not wish to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. I desire to make a suggestion. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield for the suggestion. 

Mr. MANN. I suggest to the gentleman that in asking unani- 
mous consent he also ask to have a sufficient number of copies 
of the resolution printed in ordinary resolution form for the 
use of Members of the House. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. How many would the gentleman like 
to have? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, 500. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I make that modification of my re- 
quest, that it include the printing of 500 copies of the proposed 
rules in document form. 

The SPEAKER. You have heard the request of the gentle- 
man from Texas for unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman further 
whether it would be feasible to have the proposed rules printed 
in connection with the rules of the last House, in parallel 
columns, so that Members may be easily able to tell what 
changes are proposed. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I hardly see how that would be feasi- 
ble, but I will state to the gentleman that the rules of the 
Fifty-third and the Sixty-first Congress have been printed in 
parallel columns, and there are some extra copies of those, and 
other copies can be printed. 

Mr. MANN. Of course, Members of the House, except those 
who have been studying the rules of the Fifty-third Congress, 
or who served in the Fifty-third Congress, are not as familiar 
with the rules of that Congress as they are with the rules of the 
last Congress. I see no reason why it is not easily feasible 
to print in parallel columns the proposed rules and the rules of 
the last Congress, as a matter of information. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I suggest to the gentleman that that 
is hardly feasible. The other rules are printed in parallel 
columns, and can be placed in the Recorp alongside those pro- 
posed to-day. I should like to accommodate the gentleman, but 
think it is hardly practicable. 

Mr. MANN. I am very frank to say to the gentleman that 
if they are not printed that way, I shall take the rules, clip 
them up myself, and put them in parallel columns. I think it 
would be very easy for the printing clerk to have them printed 
in that way. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Personally I should be very glad to 
extend to the gentleman every facility possible for such com- 
parison. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
Texas a question. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will yield. 

Mr. DALZELL. Are these proposed rules printed in pamphlet 
form? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Not as I offer them. 

Mr. DALZELL. The only access Members of the House can 
have to the rules will be in the Recorp to-morrow morning? 





I would like to ask the gentleman from 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. No; there will be 500 copies in docu- 
ment form, and they will also be printed in the Recorp. They 
will appear in the Recorp at 8 o’clock, and I shall insist that 


the documents be here as early as the gentleman wishes. 

Mr. DALZELL. But Members of the House will have no 
opportunity to study the rules. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes; there will be opportunity to 


study the rules and to discuss them. As the gentleman from 
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Pennsylvania knows, he has already personally seen a copy of 
the rules about as introduced to-day. 


Mr. DALZELL. I have not. I have seen the rules of the | 


Fifty-third Congress and of the Sixty-first Congress, but I have 
not seen the rules as now reported. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. Some gentlemen on that side of the 


Hiouse have seen them, as there has been no effort to prevent | 


their inspection. 

Mr. MANN. I will suggest to the gentleman that if he wishes 
te call up his resolution to-morrow, when the rules will not be 
so that they are available until to-morrow morning, it will 
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be difficult for Members to determine what changes are made 
| by the new rules, and it is very advisable to have them printed 
in parallel columns, so that Members can see just what changes 
| have been made. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I have no objection to their being 
printed in parallel columns, and, Mr. Speaker, will ask to 
modify my original request to that extent, and to make the num- 
ber of copies to be printed in document form 1,000 instead of 500. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the zen- 
tlheman from Texas? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 


Comparison of the rules of the Siaty-firat Congress, third scssion, with the proposed rules of the Sizty-second Congress, first session, 
House of Represcntatives. 


RULES OF THE SIXTY-FIRST CONGRESS. 


[Changes from the rules of the Fifty-third Congress and additional text 
indieated by italics.] 
Ruz I. 
DUTIES OF THE SPEAKER. 

1. The Speaker shall take the chair on every legislative day pre- 
cisely at the hour to which the House shall have adjourned at the last 
sitting, immediately call the Members to order, and on the a arance 
of a quorum, cause the Journal of the proceedings of the last day’s 
sitting to be read, having previously examined and approved the same. 

2. He shall preserve order apd decorum, and in case of disturbance 
or disorderly conduct in the galleries or in the lobby may cause the 
same to be cleared. 

3. He shall have general control, except as provided by rule or law, 
of the Hall of the House, and of the corridors and passages, and of 
the unappropriated rooms in that part of the Capitol assigned to the 
vse of the House, until further notice. 

4. He shall sign all acts, addresses, joint resolutions, writs, warrants, 
and subpoenas of, or issued by order of, the House, and decide all 
questions of order, subject to an appeal by any Member, on which appeal 
- Member shall speak more than once, unless by permission of the 

ouse. 

5. He shall rise to put a question, but may state it sitting; and 
shall put questions in this form, to wit: “As many as are m favor 
(as the question may be) say ‘aye’;”’ and after the affirmative voice 
is expressed, “As many as are opposed, say ‘mo.’” If he doubts, or a 
division is called for, the House shall divide; those in the affirmative 
of the question shall first rise from their seats, and then those im the 
negative; if he still doubts, or a count is required by at least one- 
fifth of a quorum, he shall name one from each side of the question 
to tell the Members in the affirmative and negative; which being 
reported, he shall rise and state the decision. 

6. He shall not be required to vote in ordinary legislative pre 
ceedings, except where his vote would be decisive, or where the House 
is engaged in voting by ballot; and in all cases of a tie vote the ques- 
ticn shall be lost. 

7. He shall have the right to name any Member to rform the 
duties of the Chair, but, such substitution shall not extend beyond 
an adjournment: Provided, however, That in case of his illmess, he may 
make such appointment for a period not exceeding 10 days, with the 
approval of the House at the time the same is made ; and in his absence 
and emission to make such appointment, the House shall proceed to 
elect a Speaker pro tempore to act during his absence. 

Rete It. 
ELECTION OF OFFICERS. J 

There shall be elected by a yiva voce vote, at the commencement of 
each are te continue im office until their successors are chosen 
and qualified,.a Clerk, Sergeant at Arms, Doorkeeper, Postmaster, 
and Chaplain, each of whom shall take an oath to support the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and for the true and faithful discharge 
ef the deties of his office to the best of his knowledge and ability, and 
to keep the seerets of the House; and each shall appoint all of the 
employees of his department provided for by law. 

Route Il. 
DUTIES OF THE CLERK. 

1. The Clerk shall, at the commencement of the first session of each 
Congress, call the Members to order, proceed to call the roll of Mem- 
vers by States in alphabetical order, and, pending the election of a 
Speaker or Speaker pro tempore, call the House to order, preserve order 
and oe, and decide all questions of order, subject to appeal by 
any Member. 

>. He shall make and cause to be printed and delivered to each Mem- 
ber, or mailed to his address, at the commencement of every regular 
session of Congress, a list of the reports which ft is the duty of any 
efficer or department to make to Congress, referring to the act or reso- 
tation and page of the volume of the laws or Journal in which it may 
be contained, and placing under the mame of each officer the list of 
reports required of him to be made. 

3. He shall note all questions of order, with the decisions thereon 
the record of which shall be printed as an appendix to the Journal of 
each session; and complete, as soon after the close of the session as 

ossible, the printing and distribution to Members and Delegates of the 
Sourant of the House, together with an securate and complete index; 
retain in the library at his office, for the use of the Members and offi- 
cers of the House, and not te be withdrawn therefrom, two copies of 
all the books and printed documents deposited there; send, at the end 
of each session, a printed — of the Journal thereof to the Exeeutive 
and to each branch of the legislature of every State and Territory; 
preserve for and deliver or mail to each Member and Delegate an extra 
copy, in. good binding, of all documents ted by of either 
House of the Gages to which he belon ; attest and affix the seal 
of the House to all writs, warrants, and subpenas issued uy order of 
the House, certify to the —- of all bills and joint resolutions, make 
or approve all contracts, rgains, er agreements relative to furnishing 
any matter or thing, or for performance of for the House 
ef Representatives, in pursuance of law or order of the House, keep full 
and accurate accounts of the disbursements out of the conti~gent fund 
of the House, keep the stationery aceount of the Members and Dele- 
gates, and pay them as provided by law. He shall pay to the officers 
and employees of the House of Representatives, the last day of each 
month, the amount of their salaries that shall be due them; and when 
the last day of the month falls on Sunday he shall pay them on the 
day next preceding. 


PROPOSED RULES OF THE SIXTY-SECOND CONGRESS. 

Resolved, That the following shall be the rules of the House of Rep- 

resentatives of the Sixty-second Congress: 
Ree I. 
DUTIES OF THE SPZAKER. 

1. The Speaker shall take the chair on every legislative day . 
cisely at the hour to which the House shall have adjourned at the last 
sitting, immediately call the Members to order, and cn the appearance 
of & quorum, cause the Journal of the proceedings of the last day’s 
sitting to be read, having previously examined and approved the same. 

2. He shall preserve order and decorum, and tn case of disturbance 
er disorderly conduct in the galleries or in the lobby may eause the 
same to be cleared. 

3. He shall have general control, except as previded by rule or law, 
of the Hall of the House, and of the corridors and passages, and the 
dispesal of the unappropriated rocms in that rt of the Capito! as- 
signed to the use of the House until further order. 

4. He shall sign all acis, addresses, joint resolutions, writs, warrants, 
and subp@nas of, or issued by order of, the House, and decide all 
questions of order, subject to an appeal by any Member, on which appeal 
= Member shall speak more than once, unless by permission of the 

ouse. 

5. He shall rise to put a question, but may state it sitting; and 
shall put questions in this form, to wit: “As many as are in favor 
(as the question may be) say ‘aye’;” and after the affirmative voice 
is expressed, “As many as are opposed, say ‘no’;” if he doubts, or a 
division is called for, the House shall @ivide; those in the affirmative 
of the question shall first rise from their seats, and then those in the 
negative; if he stil dowbts, or count is required by at least one-fifth 
of a quorum, he shall name one from each side of the question, to tell 
the Members in the affirmative and negative; which being reported, he 
shall rise and state the decision. 

6. He shall not be required to vote in ordinary legislative procecdings, 
except when his vote would be decisive, or where the House is en- 
gazed in voting by ballot; and in cases of tie vote the question shall be 
ost. 

7. He shall have a right to name mz Member to perform the duties 
of the Chair. but such substitution shall not extend beyond an ad- 
journment: Provided, however, That in case of his illmess he may 
make such appointment for a peried not to exceed 10 days, with the ap- 
proval of the House at the time the same is made; and in his absence 
and omission to make such appointment, the House shall proceed to 
elect a Speaker pro tempore, to act during his absence. 


RULB II. 
ELECTION OF OFFICERS. 


There shall be elected by a viva voce vote at the commencement of 
each Congress, to continue in office until their successors are chosen 
and qualified, a Clerk, Sergeant at Arms, Doorkeeper, Postmaster, and 
Chaplain, each of whom shal! take an oath to suppert the Constitution 
of the United States, and for the true and faithful discharge of the 
duties of his office, to the best of his knowledge and ability, and to 
keep the secrets of the House, and cach shall appoint all of the em- 
ployees of his department provided for by law. 

Rote ITT. 
DUTIES OF TITE CLERK. 

1. The Clerk shall, at the commencement of the session of each Con- 
gress, call the Members to order, proceed to cali the roll of the Mem- 
bers by States in alphabetical order, and, pending the election of a 
Speaker or Speaker pro tempore, preserve order and decorum and decide 
all questions of order, subject to appeal by any Member. 


2. He shall make and cause to be printed and delivered to cach 
Member, or mailed to his address, at the commencement of every regu- 
lar session of Congress, a list of reports which ft is the duty of any 
officer or department te make to Congress, referring to the act or reso- 
lution and page of the volume of the laws or Journal in which it may 
be contained, and placing under the name of each officer the list of 
reports required of him to be made. 

3. He shall note all questions ef order, with the decisions thereon, 
the record of which shall be printed as an appendix to the Journal of 
each session; and complete, as soon after the close of the session as 

ossible, the printing and distribution to Members and Delegates of the 
ournal of the House, together with an accurate and complete index; 
retain in the library at his office, for the use of the Members and offi- 
cers of the House, and not to be withdrawn therefrom, two copies of 
all the books and printed documents deposited there; send, at the end 
of each session, a printed copy of the Journal thereof to the Executive 
and to each branch of legislature of every State and Territory; preserve 
for and deliver or mafl to each Member and Delegate an extra copy, in 
g binding, of all documents printed by order of elther’ House of the 
Congress to which he belonged; attest and affix the seal of the House 
to all writs, warrants, and subpenas issued by order of the House; cer- 
tify to the passage of all bills and joint resolutions; make or approve 
all contracts, bargains, or agreements relative to furnishing any matter 
or thing, or for the performance of any labor for the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in pursuance of law or order of the House; keep full and 
accurate accounts of the disbursements out of the contingent fund of 
the House; keep the stationery accounts of Members and Delegates, and 
pay them as peovenes wy law. He shall pay to the officers and em- 
en of the House of Representatives, on the first day of each month, 
amount of their salaries that shall be due them; and when the 
first day of the month falls on Sunday he shall pay them on the next 
day preceding. 
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RULES OF THE SIXTY-FIRST CONGRESS—continued, 
Route IV. 
DUTIES OF THE SERGEANT AT ARMS. 


1. It shall be the duty of the Sergeant at Arms to attend the House 
and the Committee of the Whole during their sittings, to maintain 
order under the direction of the Speaker or Chairman, and, pending the 
election of a Speaker or Speaker pro tempore, under the direction of 
the Clerk; execute the commands of the House, and all processes issued 
by authority thereof, directed to him by the Speaker; keep the accounts 
for the pay and mileage of Members and Delegates, and pay them as 
provided by law. 

2. The symbol of his office shall be the mace, which shall be borne 
by him while enforcing order on the floor. 


Rute V. 
DUTIES OF THE DOORKEEPER. 


1. The Doorkeeper shall enforce strictly the rules relating to the 
privileges of the Hall and be responsible to the House for the official 
conduct of his employees. 

2. At the commencement and close of each session of Congress he 
shall take an inventory of all the furniture, books, and other public 
property in the several committee and other rooms under his charge, 
and report the same to the House, which report shall be referred to 
the Committee on Accounts to ascertain and determine the amount for 
which he shall be held liable for missing articles. 

3. He shall allow no person to enter the room over the Hall of the 
House during its sittings; and 15 minutes before the hour of the 
meeting of the House each day he shall see that the floor is cleared of 
all persons except those privileged to remain, and kept so until 10 
minutes after adjournment. 

Rote VI. 


DUTIES OF THE POSTMASTER. 


The Postmaster shall superintend the post office kept in the Capitol 
for the accommodation of Representatives, Delegates, and officers of 
the House, and be held responsible for the prompt and safe delivery of 


their mail. 
Routes VII. 


The Chaplain shall attend at the commencement of each day's sitting 
of the House and open the same with prayer. 


Rute VIII. 
OF THE MEMBERS. 


1. Every Member shall be present within the Hall of the House 
during its sittings, unless excused or necessarily prevented; and shall 
vote on each question put, unless he has a direct personal or pecuniary 
interest in the event of such question. 

2. Pairs shall be announced by the Clerk, after the completion of the 
second roll call, from a written list furnished him, and signed by the 
Member making the statement to the Clerk, which list shall be published 
in the RecorD as a part of the proceedings, immediately following the 
names of those not voting: Provided, That pairs shall be announced 
but once during the same legislative day. 

Rute IX. 
QUESTIONS OF PRIVILEGE. 


Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the 
House coilectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceed- 
ings; second, the rights, reputation, and conduct of Members, individu- 
ally, in their representative capacity only; and shall have precedence 
of all other questions, except motions to adjourn. 


Rvs X. 
OF COMMITTEES. 


(The principal changes in this rule consist of an increase of from 1 
to 3 members in many of the committees; also the addition of 4 
recently provided committees. ) 

1. Unless otherwise specially ordered by the House, the Speaker shall 
appoint, at the commencement of each Congress, the following standing 
committees, viz: 

On_ Elections, 3 committees, to consist of 9 members each, to be 
called No. 1, No. 2, and No. 8, respectively. (This committee divided 
into 3 committees in the Fifty-fourth Cougress.) 

m Ways and Means, to consist of 19 members. 
Appropriations, to consist of 17 members. 
the Judiciary, to consist of 18 members. 
Banking and Currency, to consist of 19 members. 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, to consist of 18 members. 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to consist of 18 members. 
Rivers and Harbors, to consist of 20 members. 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to consist of 19 members. 
Agriculture, to consist of 18 members. 
Foreign Affairs, to consist of 19 members. 
Military Affairs, to consist of 19 members. 
Naval Affairs, to consist of 19 members. 
On the Post Office and Post Roads, to consist of 18 members, 
the Public Lands, to consist of 19 members. 
Indian Affairs, to consist of 19 members. 
the Territories, to consist of 16 members. 

On Insular Affairs, to consist of 19 members. 

On Railways and Canals, to consist of 14 members. 

On Manufactures, to consist of 18 members. 

On Mines and Mining, to consist of 14 members. 

On Public Buildings and Grounds, to consist of 17 members. 

On the Pacific Railroads, to consist of 15 members. 

On Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River, to consist of 
145 members. 

On Education, to consist of 15 members. 

On Labor, to consist of 13 members. 

On the Militia, to consist of 145 members. 

On Patents, to consist of 1; members. 

On Invalid Pensions, to consist of 16 members. 

On Pensions, to consist of 145 members. 

On Claims, to consist of 16 members. 

On War Claims, to consist of 15 members. 

On Private Land Claims, to consist of 13 members. 

On the District of Columbia, to consist of 19 members. 

On Revision of the Laws, to consist of 13 members. 

On Reform in the Civil Service, to consist of 13 members. 

On Election of President, Vice President, and Representatives in 
Congress, to consist of 13 members, 

On Alcobolic Liquor Traffic, to consist of 11 members, 


PROPOSED RULES OF THE SIXTY-SECOND CONGRESS—continued. 
Rute Iv. 
DUTIES OF THE SERGEANT AT ARMS. 

1. It shall be the duty of the Sergeant at Arms to attend the House 
during its sittings, to maintain order under the direction of the Speaker 
or Chairman, and, pending the election of a Speaker or Speaker pro 
tempore, under the direction of the Clerk; execute the commands of 
the House and all processes issued by authority thereof, directed to 
him by the Speaker; keep the accounts for the pay and mileage of 
Members and Delegates, and pay them as provided by law. 


2. The symbol of his office shall be the mace, which shall be borne 
by him while enforcing order on the floor. 


Rup V. 
DUTIES OF THB DOORKEEPER. = 
1. The Doorkeeper shall enforce strictly the rules relating to the 


privileges of the Hall and be responsible to the House for the official 


conduct of his employees. 
2. At the commencement and close of each session of Congress he 


shall take an inventory of all the furniture, books, and other public 
property in the several committee and other rooms under his charge, 
and report the same to the House, which report shall be referred to 
the Committee on Accounts to ascertain and determine the amount for 


which he shall be held liable for missing articles. 
3. He shall allow no person to enter the room over the Hall of the 


House during its sittings; and 15 minutes before the hour of the 
meeting of the House each day he shall see that the floor is cleared of 
all persons except those privileged to remain, and kept so until 10 
minutes after adjournment. 

Rutz VI. 


DUTIES OF THE POSTMASTER. 

The Postmaster shall superintend the post office kept In the Capitol 
and House Office Building for the accommodation of Representatives, 
Delegates, and officers of the House, and be held responsible for the 
prompt and safe delivery of their mail. 


Rota VII. 


The Chaplain shall attend at the commencement of each day’s sitting 
of the House and open the same with prayer. 


Reis VIII. 
OF THE MEMBERS. 


1. Every Member shall be present within the Hall of the House 
during its sittings, unless excused or necessarily prevented; and shall 
vote on each question put, unless he has a direct personal or pecuniary 
interest in the event of such question. 

2. Pairs shall be announced by the Clerk, after the completion of the 
second roll call, from a written list furnished him, and signed by the 
Member making the statement to the Clerk, which list shall be published 
in the RecorpD as a part of the proceedings, immediately following the 
names of those not voting: Provided, That pairs shall be announced 
but once during the same legislative day. 

Rute IX. 
QUESTIONS OF PRIVILEGE. 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the 
House collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceed- 
ings; second, the rights, reputation, and conduct of Members, individu- 
ally, in their representative capacity only; and shall have precedence 
of all other questions, except motions to adjourn. 

Rute X. 


OF COMMITTEES, 


There shall be elected by the House, at the commencement of each 
Congress, the following standing committees, viz: 


On Elections, 3. committees, to consist of 9 members each, to be 
ealled No. 1, No. 2, and No. 3, respectively. 


Ways and Means, to consist of 21 members. 
Appropriations, to consist of 21 members. 

the ne to consist of 21 members. 

Banking and Currency, to consist of 21 members. 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, to consist of 18 members. 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to consist of 21 members. 
Rivers and Harbors, to consist of 21 members. 

the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to consist of 21 members. 
Agriculture, to consist of 21 members. 

Foreign Affairs, to consist of 21 members, 

Military Affairs» to consist of 21 members. 

Naval Affairs, to consist of 21 members. 

the Post Office and Post Roads, to consist of 21 members, 
the Public Lands, to consist of 21 members. 

Indian Affairs, to consist of 19 members. 

the Territories, to consist of 16 members. 

Insular Affairs, to consist of 21 members. 

Railways and Canals, to consist of 14 members. 


Mines and Mining, to consist of 14 members. 
Public Buildings and Grounds, to consist of 17 members, 


Education, to consist of 15 members. 
Labor, to consist of 13 members. 


Patents, to consist of 14 members. 

Invalid Pensions, to consist of 16 members. 
Pensions, to consist of 15 members. 

Claims, to consist of 16 members. 

War Claims, to consist of 15 members. 


the District of Columbia, to consist of 21 members. 
Revision of the Laws, to consist of 13 members. 
Reform in the Civil Service, to consist of 13 members. 
On Election of President, Vice President, and Representatives in 
Congress, to consist of 13 members. 
On Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, to consist of 11 members, 
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RULES OF THE SIXTY-FIRST CONGRESS—continued., 


On Irrigation of Arid Lands, to consist of 13 members. 
On Immigration and Naturalization, to consist of 15 members. 
On Ventilation and Acoustics, to consist of 7 members. 
On Expenditures in the State Department, to consist of 7 members. 
On Expenditures in the Treasury Department, to consist of 7 members. 
On Expenditures in the War Department, to consist of 7 members. 
On Expenditures in the Navy Department, to consist of 7 members. 
‘ On Expenditures in the Post Office Department, to consist of 7 mem- 
ers. 

On Expenditures in the Interior Department, to consist of 7 members. 
» On Expenditures in the Department of Justice, to consist of 7 mem- 
ers. 

On Expenditures !n the Department of Agriculture, to consist of T 
members, 

On Eapenditures in the Department of Commerce and Labor, to con- 
sist of 7 members. 

On Expenditures on Public Buildings, to consist of 7 members. 


On Accounts, to consist of 9 members. 

On Mileage, to consist of 5 members. 

On the Census, to consist of 16 members. 

On Indusiriai Arts and Expositions, to consist of 16 members. 
Also the following joint standing committees, viz: 

On the Library, to consist of 5 members. 

On Printing, to consist of 3 members. 

On Enrolled Bills, to consist of 7 members. 


2. He shall also appoint all select and conference committees which 
shall be ordered by the House from time to time. 

6. The first-named member of each committee shall be the chairman ; 
and in his absence, or being excused by the House, the next-named 
member, and so on, as often as the case shall happen, unless the com- 
mittee by a majority of its number elect a chairman; and in case of 


the a ath of a chairman it shall be the duty of the Speaker to appoint 
another. 


4. The chairman shall appoint the clerk or clerks of his committee, 
subject to its approval, who shall be paid at the public expense, the 
House having first provided therefor. 

5. There shall be a Committee on Rules, elected by the House, consist- 
ing of 10 members, 6 of whom shail be members of the majority party 
and 4 of whom shall be members of the minority party. The Speaker 
shall not be a member of the committee and the committee shali elect 
iis own chairman from its own members. {Approved Mar. 19, 1910.) 


Rceie XI. 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES. 


(The changes in this rule from clause 1 to 60, inclusive, correspond 
with the changes in Rule X.) 

All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in 
the preceding rule, as follows, viz: Subjects relating— 

1. To the election of Members; to the respective Committees on 
Elections. 

2. To the revenue and the bonded debt of the United States; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


8. To appropriation of the revenue for the support of the Government 
as herein provided, viz : For legislative, executive, and judicial expenses ; 
for sundry civil expenses; for fortifications and coast defenses; for the 
District of Columbia; for pensions; and for all deficiencies; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

4. To judicial proceedings, civil and criminal law; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

5. To banking and currercy; to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

6. To coinage, weights, and measures; to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

7. To commerce, Life-Saving Service, and lighthouses, other than 
appropriations for Life-Saving Service and lighthouses; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

8. To the improvements of rivers and harbors; te the Committee on 
tivers and Harbors. 

9. To the merchant marine and fisheries; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, e 

10. To agriculture and forestry; to the Committee on Agriculture, 
who shall receive the estimates and report the appropriations for the 
Agricaltural Department. 

11. To the relations of the United States with foreign nations, in- 
cluding appropriations therefor; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

12. To the military establishment ‘and the public defense, including 
the appropriations for its support and for that et the Military Acad- 
emy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

iz. To the Naval Establishntent, including the appropriations for its 
support; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

14. To the post offices and post roads, including appropriations for 
their support; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

15. To the lands of the United States; to the Committee on the 
*ublic Lands. 

. 58 To the relations of the United States with the Indians and the 

Indian tribes, including appropriations therefor; to the Committee on 
Affairs. 

ind to Territorial legislation, the revision thereof, and affecting 

Territories or the admission of States; to the Committee on the Terri- 

tories. . 

8. To all matters (excepting those affecting the revenue and the 
ansreciounons) pertaining to the islands which came to the United 
States through the treaty of 1899 with Spain, and to Cuba; to the Com- 

i > on Insular Affairs. 
moo To railways and coneia, ofthat than Pacific railroads; to the Com- 

> on Railways and Canals. 
= To the manufacturing industries; to the Committee on Manu- 

t 8. 
tae To the mining interests ; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

22. To the public buildings and occupied or improved grounds of the 
United States, other _— Soossenpeas therefor; to the Committee 

*ublic Build and Grounds, 

Ong to the railroads and telegraphle lines between the, Miss!ssipp! 
River and the Pacific coast; to the ittee on Pacific Railroads. 
24. To the levees of the M pi River; to the Committee on 


Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 
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On Irrigation of Arid Lands, to consist of 13 members. 
On Immigration and Naturalization, to consist of 15 members. 


On Expenditures in the State Department, to consist of 7 members. 
On Expenditures in the Treasury Department, to consist of 7 members, 
On Expenditures in the War Department, to consist of 7 members. 
On Expenditures in the Navy Department, to consist of 7 members. 
> On Expenditures in the Post Office Department, to consist of 7 mem- 
ers. 
On Expenditures in the Interior Department, to consist of 7 members. 
On Expenditures in the Department of Justice, to consist of 7 mem- 


rs. 

On Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture, to consist of 7 
members. 

On Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and Labor, to con- 
sist of 7 members. 

On Expenditures on Public Buildings, to consist of 7 members. 

On Rules, to consist of 11 members, of which the Speaker shall not 
be a member. 

On Accounts, to consist of 11 members. 

On Mileage, to consist of 5 members. 

On the Census, to consist of 16 members. 

On Industrial Arts and Expositions, to consist of 16 members. 

Also the following joint standing committees, viz: 

On the Library, to consist of 5 members. 

On Printing, to consist of 3 members. 

On Enrolled Bills, to consist of 7 members. 

On the Disposition of Useless Executive Papers, to consist of 2 
members. 

2. The Speaker shall appoint ali select and conference committees, 
unless otherwise ordered by the House. 

3. At the commencement of each Congress the House shall elect as 
chairman of each standing committee one of the members thereof; in 
the temporary absence of the chairman the member next in rank in 
the order named in the election of the committee, and so on, as often 
as the case shall happen, shall act as chairman; and in case of a per- 
manent vacancy in the chairmanship of any such committee the House 
shall elect another chairman. 

4. All vacancies in standing committees of the House shall be filled 
by election by the House. 


5. The chairman shall appoint the clerk or clerks or other employees 
of his committee, subject to its approval, who shall be paid at the 
public expense, the House having first provided therefor. 


Rute XI. 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES. 


All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in 
the preceding rule, as follows, viz: Subjects relating— 

1. To the election of Members; to the respective Committees on 
Elections. 

2. To the revenue and such measures as purport to raise revenue and 
= bonded debt of the United States; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

3. To appropriation of the revenue for the support of the Government 
as herein provided, viz: For legislative, executive, and judicial expenses ; 
for sundry civil expenses; for fortifications and coast defenses; for the 
District of Columbia; for pensions; and for all deficiencies; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

4. To judicial proceedings, civil and criminal law; to the Committce 
on the Judiciary. 

5. To banking and currency; to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

6. To coinage, weights, and measures; to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

7. To commerce, Life-Saving Service, and lighthouses, other than 
appropriations for a one Service and lighthouses; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

8. To the improvement of rivers and harbors; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

9. To the merchant marine and fisheries; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

10. To agriculture and forestry; to the Committee on Agriculture, 
who shall receive the estimates and report the appropriations for the 
Agricultural Department. 

11. To the relations of the United States with foreign nations, in- 
cluding appropriations therefor; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

12. To the military establishment, the militia, and the public defense, 
including the a for their support and for that of the Mili- 
tary Academy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

13. To the Naval Establishment, including the appropriations for its 
support; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

14. To the post offices and post roads, including appropriations for 
their support; to the Committee on the Post Office and Pest Reads. 

15. To the lands of the United States and private claims to lands; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

16. To the relations of the United States with the Indians and the 
Indian tribes, including appropriations therefor; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

17. To ‘Territorial legislation, the revision thereof, and affecting 
Territories or the admission of States; to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

18. To all matters (excepting those affecting the revenue and the 
appropriations) pertaining to the islands which came to the United 
States through the treaty of 1899 with Spain, and to Cuba; to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

19. To railways and canals; to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals. 5 


20. To the mining interests; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

21. To the public buildings and occupied or improved grounds of the 
United States, other than appropriations therefor; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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25. To education ; to the Committee on Education. 

26. To and affecting labor ; to the Committee on Labor. | 

©7. To the militia of the several States; to the Committee on the 
Militia. > E 

28. To patents, copyrights, and trade-marks; to the Committee on 
Patents. ; e 

29. To the pensions of the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid 


-ensions, 
, 30. To the pensions of all the wars of the United States, other than 
the Civil War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

31. To private and domestic claims and demands, other than war 
claims, against the United States; to the Committee on Claims. 

32. To claims arising from any war in which the United States has 
been engaged; to the Committee on War Claims. 

33. To private claims to land; to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

34. To the District of Columbia, other than appropriations therefor ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

35. To the revision and codification of the Statutes of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

36. Yo reform in the civil service; to the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service. 

37. To the election of the President, Vice 
tives in Congress; to the Committee on 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 

38. To alcoholic liquor traflic; to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Trafic 

39. To the irrigation of arid lands; to the Committee on Irrigation 
of Arid Lands. 

40. To immigration or naturalization; to the Committee on 
gration and Naturalization. 

41. To ventilation and acoustics; 
and Acoustics. 

42. The examination of the accounts and expenditures of the several 
departments of the Government and the manner of keeping the same; 
the economy, justness, and correctness of such expenditures; their con- 
formity with apprgpriation laws; the proper application of public 
moneys; the security of the Government against unjust and extrava- 
gant demands ; retrenchment; the enforcement of the payment of moneys 
due to the United States; the economy and accountability of public offi- 
cers; the abolishment of useless offices; and the reduction or increase 
of the pay of officers shall all be subjects within the jurisdiction of the 
nine standing committees on the public expenditures in the several de- 
partments, as follows: 

43. In the Department of State; to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the State Department. . 

In the Treasury Department; to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department. 

45. In the War Department; to the Committee 
the War Department. 

46. In the Navy Department; to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Navy Department. 

47. In the Post Office Department; to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Post Office Department. 

48. In the Interior Department; to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Interior Department. F 

49. In the Department of Justice; to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of Justice. 

50. Im the Department of Agriculture; to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Agriculture. 

51. In the Department of Commerce and Labor; to the Committce on 
Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and Labor. 

52. On public buildings ; to the Committee on Expenditures on Public 
Buildings. 

53. All proposed action touching the rules, joint rules, and order of 
business shall be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

54. Touching the expenditure of the contingent fund of the House 
the auditing and settling of all accounts which may be charged therein 
by order of the House; to the Committee on Accounts. 

55. The ascertaining of the travel of Members of the House shall 
= made by the Committee on Mileage and reported to the Sergeant at 

rms 


President, or Representa- 
Election of President, Vice 


Immi- 


to the Committee on Ventilation 


on Expenditures in 


56. Touching the Library of Congress, statuary, and pictures; to 
the Joint Committee on the Library. 

57. All Se legislation or orders touching printing shall be re- 
ferred tot oint Committee on Printing on the part of the House. 

58. The enroliment of engrossed bills; to the Joint Committee on 
Enrolled Bills. 


59. All proposed legislation concerning the census and the apportion- 
ment of Representatives ; to the Committee on the Census. 

60. All matters (excepting those relating to the revenue and appro- 
priations) referring to the centennial of the Louisiana Purchase and to 
—— expositions ; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Erpost- 

ions. 

61. The following-named committees shall have leave to report at 
any time on the matters herein stated, viz: The Committee on Rules, 
on rules, joint rules, and order of business; the Committee on Elec- 
tions. on the right of a Member to his seat; the Committee on Ways 
and Means, on bills raising revenue; the committees having jurisdic- 
tion of appropriations, the general appropriation bills; the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, bills for the improvement of rivers and har- 
bors; the Committee on the Public Lands, bills for the forfeiture of 
land grants to railroad and other corporations, bills ee specu- 
lation in the public lands, and bills for the reservation of the public 
lands for the benefit of actual and bona fide settlers; the Commitice on 
the Territories, bills for the admission of new States; the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, enrolled bills; the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
general pension bilis; the Committee on Printing, on all matters re- 
ferred to them of printing for the use of the House or two Houses; 
and the Committee on Accounts, on all matters of expenditure of the 
contingent fund of the House. 

It shall always be in order to call up for consideration a report from 
the Committee on Rules, and, nding the consideration thereof, the 

ker may entertain one motion that the House adjourn; but after 
the result is announced he shall not entertain any other dilatory mo- 
tion until the said report shall have been fully disposed of. The 
Committee on Rulcs shall not report any rule or order which shall pro- 
vide that business under paragraph 4 of Rule XXVI shall be set aside 
by a vote of less than two-thirds of the Members present; nor shall it 
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22. To education ; to the Committee on Education. 

23. To and affecting labor; to the Committee on Labor. 

24. To patents, copyrights, and trade-marks; to the Committee on 
Patents. 

25. To the pensions of the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

26. To the pensions of all the wars of the United States, other than 
the Civil War; to the Committce on Pensior 


27. ‘To private and domestic claims and demands, other than war 
claims, against the United States; to the Committee on Claims. 

28. To claims arising from any war in which the United States has 
been engaged; to the Committee on War Claims 


29. To the District of Columbia, other than appropriatior 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


3 therefor; 





30. To the revision and codification of the Statutes of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

31. To reform in the civil service; to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

32. To the election of the President, Vice President, or Repr nta 
tives in Congress; to the Committ ou Election of President, \ 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 

33. To aleoholic liquor traffic; to the Committee or 


Aleokolie Liquor 
Trafiic. 

o4. To the irrigation of 
Arid Lands. 

35. To immigration or naturalization; to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 


irid lands; to the Committee on Irrigation of 


36. The examination of the accounts and expenditures of the sev- 
eral departments of the Government and the manner of keeping the 
Same; the economy, and correetness of such expenditures; 
their conformity with appropriation laws; the proper application of 
public moneys; the security of the Government against unjust and ex- 
travagant demands; retrenchment; the enforcement of the payment of 
moneys due to the United States; the economy and accountability of 
public officers; the abolishment of useless offices; the reduction or in- 
crease of the pay of officers, shall all be subjects within the jurisdiction 
of the nine standing committees on the public expenditures in the sev- 
eral departments, as follows: 

37. In the Department of State; 
in the State Department. 

38. In the Treasury Department; to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department. 

39. In the War Department; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
War Department 

40. In the Navy Department; to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Navy Department. 

41. In the Post Office Department; to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Post Office Department. 

42. In the Interior Department; to the Committee 
in the Interior Department 

45. In the Department of Justice; to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of Justice. 

44. In the Department of Agriculture; to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Agriculture. 

45. In the Department Commerce and Labor; to the Co: 
on Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and Labor. 

46. On public buildings; to the Committee on Expenditures 
Buildings. 

47. All proposed action touching the rt joint 
business shall be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

48. Touching the expenditure of the contingent fund of the House 
the auditing and settling of all accounts which may be charged therein 
by order of the House; to the Committee on Accounts. 

49. The ascertaining of the travel of Members of the House shall be 
made by the Committee on Mileage and reported to the Sergeant at 
Arms. 

50. Touching the Library of Congress, statuary, and pictures; 
Joint Committee on the Library. 

51. All proposed legislation or orders touching printing shall be 
referred to the Joint Committee on Printing on the part of the House. 





justness, 


to the Committee on Expenditures 


on Expenditures 


of imittee 


on Public 


rules, and order of 


iles, of 


to the 


52. The enroliment ef engrossed bills; to the Joint Committee on 
Enrolled Bills. 

53. All proposed legislation concerning the disposition of usek 
executive ewes to the Joint Committee on Disposition of Useless 
Executive Papers. 

54. All proposed legislation concerning the census and the appor- 
tionment of Representatives; to the Committee on the Census. 

55. All matters (excepting those relating to the revenue and app 
riations) referring to proposed expositions; to the Committee on 
ndustrial Arts and Expositions. 

56. The following-named committees shall have leave to report at 
any time on the matters herein stated, viz: The Committee on Rules 
on rules, joint, rules, and order of business; the Committees on Elec 


tions, on the right cf a Member to his seat; the Committee on Ways 
and Means, on bills raising revenue; the committees having jurisdiction 
of appropriations, the general appropriation bills; the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, bills for the improvement of rivers and harbo1 
the Committee on the Public Lands, bills for the forfeiture of land 
grants to railroad and other corporations, bills preventing speculation 
in the public lands, and bills for the reservation of the public lands for 
the benefit of actual and bona fide settlers; the Committee on the 
ritories, bills for the admission of new States; the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, enrolled bills; the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
eneral pension bills; ihe Committee on Printing, on all matters re 
erred to them of printing for the use of the House or two Houses; 
and the Committee on Accounts, on all matters of expenditure of the 
contingent fund of the House. ' 

It shall always be in order to call up for consideration a report from 
the Committee on Rules, and, pending the consideration thereof, the 
Speaker may entertain one motion that the House adjourn; but after 
the result is announced he shall not entertain any other dilatory mo- 
tion until the said report shail have been fully disposed of. The 





Committee on Rules shall not report any rule or order which shall pro- 
vide that business under paragraph 7 of Rule XXIV shall be set aside 
by a vote of less than two-thirds of the Members present; nor shall it 
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report any rule or order which shall operate to prevent the motion to 
recommit being made as provided in paragraph 4 of Rule XVI. 

62. No committee, except the Committee on Rules, shall sit during 
the sitting of the House, without special leave. 

{The last clause of this rule in the Fifty-third Congress, which re- 
quires appropriation bills to be reported within a certain time, is 


omitted here.] 
Rute XII. 
DELEGATES. 


1. The Speaker shall appoint from among the Delegates one addi- 
tional member on each of the following committees, viz: Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures; Agriculture; Military Affairs; Post Office and 
Post Roads; Public Lands; Indian Affairs; Private Land Claims; 
and Mines and Mining; and two on Territories; and they shall possess 
in their respective committees the same powers and privileges as in 
the House, and may make any motion except to reconsider. 

2. The Resident Commissioner to the United States from Porto Rico 
shall possess the same powers and privileges as to committee service and 
in the House as are possessed by Delegates; and shall be competent to 
serve on the Committee on Insular Affairs as an additional member. 


Rute XIII. 
CALENDARS AND REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


1. ——— shall be three calendars of business reported from com- 
mittees, viz: 

First. A Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, to which shall be referred bills raising revenue, 
general appropriation bills, and bills of a public character directly or 
indirectly appropriating money or property. 

Second. A House Calendar, to which shall be referred all bills of a 
public character not raising revenue nor directly or indirectly appro- 
priating money or property. 

Third. A Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House, to which 
shall be referred all bills of a private character. 

2. All reports of committees (in the rule of the Fifty-third Congress 
this mode of making reports was limited to private bills, public bills 
being reported in the “ morning hour” for the call of committees, as 
per clause 2 of Rule XXIV), except as provided in clause 61 of Rule XI, 
together with the views of the minority, shall be delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper calendar under the direction of 
the Speaker, in accordance with the foregoing clause, and the titles or 
subject thereof shall be entered on the Journal and printed in the 
RecorD (this proviso takes place of clause 3 of the Rules of the Fifty- 
third Congress) : Provided, That bills reported adversely shall be laid 
on the table, unless the committee reporting a bill at the time, or any 
Member within three days thereafter, shall request its reference to the 
calendar, when it shall be referred, as provided in clause 1 of this rule. 

3. After a bill which has been favorably reported shall have been 
upon either the House or the Union Calendar for three days any Mem- 
ber may file with the Clerk a notice that he desires such a bill placed 
upon @ special calendar to be known as the “ Calendar for Unanimous 
Consent.” On days when it shall be in order to move to suspend the 
rules the Speaker shall, immediately after the serose’ of the Journal, 
direct the Clerk to call the bills upon the “ Calendar for Unanimous 
Consent.” Should objection be made to the consideration of any bill so 
called, it shall immediately be stricken from the Calendar for Unani- 
mous Consent, and it shall not thereafter be placed thereon. 


Route XIV. 
OF DECORUM AND DEBATE. 


1. When any Member desires to speak or deliver any matter to the 
House; he shall rise and respectfully address himself to ““ Mr. Speaker,” 
and, on being recognized, may address the House from any place on the 
floor or from the Clerk’s desk, and shall confine himself to the question 
under debate, avoiding personality. 

2. When two or more Members rise at once, the Speaker shall name 
the Member who is first to speak; and no Member shall occupy more 
than one hour in debate on any question in the House or in committee, 
except as further provided in this rule. 

3. The Member reporting the measure under consideration from a 
committee may open and close, where general debate has been had 
thereon ; and if it shall extend beyond one day, he shall be entitled to 
one ane to close, notwithstanding he may have used an hour in 
opening. 

ZY if any Member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress the rules of 
the House, the Speaker shall, or any Member may, call him to order; 
in which case he shall immediately sit down, unless rmitted, on 
motion of another Member, to explain, and the House shall, if appealed 
to, decide on the case without debate; if the decision is in favor of 
the Member called to order, he shall be dat liberty to proceed, but not 
otherwise; and, if the case require it, he shall be liable to censure or 
such punishment as the House may deem proper. 

5. If a Member is called to order for words spoken in debate, the 
Member calling him to order shall indicate the words excepted to, and 
they shall be taken down in writing at the Clerk’s desk and read aloud 
to the House; but he shall not be held to answer, nor be subject to the 
censure = the House therefor, if further debate or other business has 
intervened. 

6. No Member shall speak more than once to the same question with- 
out leave of the House, unless he be the mover, proposer, or introducer 
of the matter pending, in which case he shall be permitted to speak in 
reply, but not until every Member choosing to speak shall have a. 

a While the Speaker putting a question or addressing the House 
no Member shall walk out of or across the hall, nor, when a Member 
is speaking, pass between him and the Chair; and during the session 
of the. House no Member shall wear his hat, or remain by the Clerk's 
desk during the call of the roll or the we of ballots, or smoke 
upon the floor of the House; and the Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper 
are charged with the strict enforcement of this clause. Neither shall 
ANY person be allowed to smoke & the floor of the House at any 


time. (This prohibition applies to Members as well as others.) 
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report any rule or order which shall operate to prevent the motion to 
recommit being made as provided in paragraph 4 of Rule XVI. 

57. No committee, except the Committee on Rules, shall sit during 
the sitting of the House, without special leave. 


Rute XII. 
DELEGATES. 


1. The House shall elect from among the Delegates one additional 
member on each of the following committees, viz: Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures; Agriculture; Military Affairs; the Post Office and 
Post Roads; Public Lands; Indian Affairs; and Mines and Mining; 
and two on Territories; and they shall possess in their respective com- 
mittees the same powers and privileges as in the House, and may make 
any motion except to reconsider. 

2. The Resident Commissioner to the United States from Porto Rico 
shall possess the same powers and a as to committee service and 
in the House as are possessed by Delegates; and shall be competent to 
serve on the Committee on Insular Affairs as an additional member. 


Rue XIII. 
CALENDARS AND REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


1. There shall be three calendars to which all business reported 
from committees shall be referred, viz: 

First. A Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, to which shall be referred bills raising revenue, 
general appropriation bills, and bills of a public character directly or 
indirectly appropriating money or property. 

Second. A House Calendar, to which shall be referred all bills of a 
public character not raising revenue nor directly or indirectly appro- 
priating money or property. 

Third. A Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House, to which 
shall be referred all bills of a private character. 

2. All reports of committees, except as provided in clause 56 of 
Rule XI, together with the views of the minority, shall be delivered to 
the Clerk for printing and reference to the proper calendar under the 
direction of the Speaker, in accordance with the foregoing clause, and 
the titles or subject thereof shall be entered on the Journal and printed 
in the Recorp: Provided, That bills reported adversely shall be laid on 
the table, unless the committee reporting a bill, at the time, or any 
Member within three days thereafter, shall request its reference to the 
calendar, when it shall be referred, as provided in clause 1 of this rule, 


8. After a bill which has been favorably reported shall be upon either 
the House or the Union Calendar, any Member may file with the Clerk 
a notice that he desires such a bill placed upon a special calendar to be 
known as the “Calendar for Unanimous Consent.” On days when it 
shall be in order to move to suspend the rules the Speaker shall, im- 
mediately after the approval of the Journal, direct the Clerk to call the 
bills which have been for three days upon the “ Calendar for Unanimous 
Consent.”” Should objection be made to the consideration of any bill 
so called, it shall immediately be stricken from such calendar; but such 
bill may be restored to the calendar at the instance of the Member, and 
if again objected to, it shall be immediately stricken from such calendar, 
and shall not thereafter be placed thereon: Provided, That the same 
bill shall not be called twice on the same legislative day. 

4. There shall also be a Calendar of Motions to Discharge Committees, 
as provided in clause 4 of Rule XXVII. 

5. Calendars shall be printed daily. 


Rute XIV. 
OF DECORUM AND DEBATE. 


1. When any Member desires to speak or deliver any matter to the 
House, he shall rise and respectfully address himself to “‘ Mr. Speaker,” 
and, on being recognized, may address the House from any place on the 
floor or from the Clerk’s desk, and shall confine himself to the question 
under debate, avoiding personality. 

2. When two or more Members rise at once, the Speaker shall name 
the Member who is first to speak; and no Member shall occupy more 
than one hour in debate on any question in the House or in committee, 
except as further provided in this rule. 

3. The Member reporting the measure under consideration from a 
committee may open and close, where general debate has been had 
thereon ; and if it shall extend beyond one day, he shall be entitled to 
one peur to close, notwithstanding he may have used an hour in 
opening. 

4. If any Member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress the rules of 
the House, the Speaker shall, or any Member may, call him to order; 
in which case he shall immediately sit down, unless rmitted, on 
motion of another Member, to explain, and the House shall, if appealed 
to, decide on the case without debate; if the decision is in favor of 
the Member called to order, he shall be at liberty to proceed, but not 
otherwise; and, if the case require it, he shall be liable to censure or 
such punishment as to the House may deem proper. 

5. If a Member is called to order for words spoken in debate, the 
Member calling him to order shall indicate the words excepted to, and 
they shall be taken down in writing at the Clerk’s desk and read aloud 
to the House; but he shall not be held to answer, nor be subject to the 
censure of the House therefor, if further debate or other business has 
intervened. 

6. No Member shall speak more than once to the same question with- 
out leave of the House, unless he be the mover, proposer, or introducer 
of the matter pending, in which case he shall be permitted to speak in 
reply, but not until every Member choosing to speak shall have spoken. 

7. While the Speaker is putting a question or addressing the House 
no Member shall walk out of or across the hail, nor, when a Member 
is speaking, pass between him and the Chair; and during the session 
of the House no Member shall wear his hat, or remain by the Clerk's 
desk during the call of the roll or the counting of ballots, or smoke 
upon the floor of the House; and the Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper 
are charged with the strict enforcement of this clause. Neither shall 
any person be allowed to smoke upon the floor of the House at any time. 
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ON CALLS OF THE ROLL AND HOUSE. 
1. Upon every roll call the names of the Members shall be called 
a petically, by surname, except when two or more have the same 
S xe, in which case the name of the State shall be added; and if 
there be two such Members from the same State, the whole name shall 
be eailed, and after the roll has been once called, the Clerk shall call in 
their alphabetical order the names of the not voting; and thereafter 
the Speaker shall not entertain a request to record a vote [or aunounce 
a pair unless the Member’s name has been noted under clause 3 of this 
rule (This did not apply in the rule of the Fifty-third Congress.) 
©” In the absence of a quorum, 15 rs, ’ ] 
» is one, shall be author 
Member and in all . 





, ealls of ! 
3 in Rule XV of Fifty-thir 
( hall be closed, the 
Clerk, and the absentees not transpos 
third Congress) ; and those for whom no suf —_ 
py order of a majority of those present, be sent for an 














eyer they may be found, by officers to be apy 
Arms for that purpose, and their attendance se 
the liouse shall determine upon what condi 
eharced. Members who voluntarily appear s 
otherwise direct, be immediate]; itted to 
and y shall report their names t Clerk to be « l 
Journal as present. 
:. On the demand of any Member, or at the suggestion of the Speak 
the names of Members suficient to make a quorum in 


House who do not 
Journal, 


vote shall be noted bu the 


Clerk and recorded in 
and reported to the Speaker with 


the Hall of the 
> t] 
the names ( 


of the Member: 


t : 

voting, and be counted and announced in determining the presence of a 

quorum to do business. (This clause supersedes in part clause 2 of 
tule XV, Fifty-third Congress.) 

5. Whenever a quorum fails to vote on any question, and a quorum 


is not present and objection is made for that cause, unless the House 
shall adjourn there shall be @ call of the House, and the Sergeant at 
Arms shall forthwith proceed to bring in absent Members, and the yeas 
and nays on the pending question 


shall at the same time be considered 
as ordered. The Clerk shail cail the roll, and cach Member as he 








to his name may vote on the pending quesiion, and, after the 
roll call is completed, each Member arrested shali be brought by the 
Re mt at Arms before the House, whereupon he shail be noted as 


mresent, discharged from arrest, and given an nity to vote, and 
his vote shall be recorded. If those voting on the question and those 
who are present and decline to vote ehall together make @ majority of 
the House, the Speaker shall declare that a quorum is constituted, and 
the pending question shall be decided as the majority of those voting 


opportu 





shall appear. And thereupon further proceedings under the call shali 
be considered as dispensed with. it any time afier the roll call has 
been completed, the Speaker may entertain a motion to adjourn, if 
seconded by @ majority of those present, to be ascertained by actual 
count by the Speaker; and if the House adjourns, all proceedings under 
this ction shall be vacated. But this section of the rule shall not 


apply to the sessions of Friday night until further order of the House. 
(This clause is a complete innovation from the rule in the Fifty-third 
Congress.) 





Rutz XVI. 


ON MOTIONS, THEIR PRECEDENCE, ETC. 
1. Every motion made to the House and entertained by the Speaker 


shall bo reduced to writing on the demand of any Member, and shall be 
entered on the Journal with the name of the Member making it, unless 
it is withdrawn the same day. . 

(i 


2. When a motion has been made, the Speaker shall state it or 
it be in writing) cause it to be read aloud by the Clerk before being 
debated, and it shall then be in possession of the House, but may be 
withdrawn at any time before a decision or amendment. 

3. When any motion or prop sition is made, the question, Will the 
House now consider it? shall not be put unless demanded by a Member. 
4. When a question is under debate, no motion shall be received but 





(the words “to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn” and 
“to take a recess”’ in clause 4 of the rule of the Fifty-third Congress 


are omitted here) to adjourn, to ! on the table, for the previous 
question (which motions shall be decided without debate), to postpone 
to 2 day certain, to refer, or to amend, or postpone indefinitely ; which 
several motions shall have precedence in the foregoing order; and no 
motion to tpone to a day certain, to refer, or to postpone indefinitely, 
being decided, shall be again allowed on the same day at the same stage 
of the question. After the previous question shall have been ordered 
on the passage of a bill or joint reasclution one motion to recommit shall 
be in order, and the Speaker shall give preference in recognition for 
such purpose to a Member who is opposed to the bill or joint resolu- 
tion. (See clause 1, Rule XVII, of the Fifty-third Congress for motion 
to recommit.) 

5. The hour at which the House adjourns shall be entered on the 
Journal. (The motion to fix day, for a recess, etc., contained in this 
clause of the rule of the Fifty-third Congress is here omitted.) 

6. On the demand of any Member, before the question is put, a ques- 
tion shall be divided if it include propositions so distinct in substance 
that one being taken away a substantive proposition shall remain. 

7. A motion to strike out and insert is indivisible, but a motion to 
strike out being lost shall neither preclude amendment nor motion to 
strike out and insert; and no motion or proposition on a subject differ- 

from that under consideration shall be admitted under color of 
sndment. 

Pending a motion to suspend the rules, the Speaker may entertain 

motion that the House adjourn; but after the result thereon is 
announced he shall not entertain any other dilatory motion till the vote 
is taken on suspension. 

%. At any time after the reading of the Journal, it shall be in order, 
by direction of the ere committees (“ after the expiration of the 
morning hour” was the rule in the Fifty-third Congress), to move that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering bills raising revenue, 
or general eee bills. 

1. No ory motion shall be entertained by the Speaker. 


clause of the rule is not contained in the rules of the 
gress.) 
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ON CALLS OF THE ROLL AND HOUSE. 

1. Upon every roll call the names of t! Members shall be called 
alphabetically, by surname, except when two or more have the same 
surname, in which case th f << State shall be added; and if 
there be two such Members from t} e § . the whole nan hall 
be called; and after the roll hi: hee lled, the Clerk st! 1 eall 
in their al abetical rder the na ; f th ot voting; and there- 
after the Speaker shall not entertain r lest to 1 rd a vote or an 
nounce a pair unless the Member's n » has been noted under clause 3 
of this I 

2. In he ence ot 15 M “ } Speaker, 
if there is one, shall be it lt nee of bsent 
members, and in all calls i i loor ] 1, the 
names of the s shall i t ( it ntees 
noted ind tl whom no sutlicier excus order 
ot majority resent, | for and ‘ \ they 
may be found, by ers to be appointed by the Sergeant a , 
that purpose, and their attendance secured and ret ed ; { 

‘ ! at et n they shall be d ! \ 
\ ital ‘ sl I LHe ‘ 
i i ly a ted to the H { Hi and they t 
’ » the Clerk to | itered upon the Journal as pi 

>. On the der 1 of any Member, or at the sug tion Ss 
the na of M ers fei to n q ! 1 t Hal ft 
Hlou é < vote shall be noted | the Clerk ¢ it rded 1 the 
Journa ind reported to the Speaker with the nam of the Member 
yotir nd be « nted and announced in determining t! presence of a 
1 to do business. 

WwW never a quorum fails to vote n ly question, and a quorum 
is not p ent and objection is made f t ca . ess the House 

I adjourn there be a call of the Hort 1d ti sergeant t 
Arms all forth ceed to bring in s ibers, and t yeas 

l on tl 1estion tt tin be co d 

ed The Clerk shall call the roll, and 1 Memb 

s to I may vote on the pending question, and, t t 

I ! | Ss ‘ ! i¢ i 4 1IT i i . t 
t Arms betore th v ie All ! ; 
| ‘ d irged fre st, and given an ity to vote, 1 
is vot ull be rec If those voting on the questi nd t : 
nd d to vote shall together * a majority of 
eak lare that a quorum onstituted, and 
tion sl cided as the majori of tho voting 

f 1 thereupon further proceedin der the call all 
be cor dispensed with. At any time after t roll call ha 
been « leted, the Speaker may ntertain a motion to I rn, if 

d by I rity of those present » be ascer 1 actual 
t! Si r; and if the House adcjourns, all p: lings under 
t section ill be vacated. 
Rute XVI. 
ON MOTIO® THEIR PRI ~DEN( 

1. Every motion made to the Hou 11 S 
shall be reduced to writing on ed in n i 
entered on the Journal with the name of m : 
it is withdrawn the same day. 

2. When a motion has been made, the Speaker shall state it or r 
it be in writing) cause it to be read : d by the Clerk before being 
deb: i, 1d it shall then be in poss n of * but may 
wit! ; at ¢ tir befor 

3. W 1 an 1 < Dp 2, % ] t Will t! 
House now ¢ t? ull I ! de i by a Membe 

4. When a uf m is under debate, no motion s li I t 
to adjourn, to lay on the t ’ yr the previous q ti 
tions shall be decided witho debate), to | pone to a 
tain, to refer, or to am l, or etp ind t h 
motions shall have precs + in the ler ; 
tion to postpone to a y cel to re , ) I 

itely, being decided, shall be allowed on t day at t 
same staze of the qué +t yn. . r ire io q all 
been ordered on the passa of a bill ei i r 1 t 
recommit shall be in d the ker l 
recognition f ch pt toa M who i 1 to 
or joint resolution. 

5. The hour at which the House ljourns shall be er 1 
Journal. 

6. On the demand of any her the que 1 
tion shall be divided if it in ] it d I 
that one being taken away a stant proposition ’ 

7. A moti to strike or insert is indivi ’ 
strike ont being lost shall neither preciude amend t nor yn 
strike out and insert; and no motion or proposit! on a biect d 
ent from that under consideration shall be admitted under col 
amendment. 

8. Pending a motion to suspend the rules, the Speaker may ent 
one motion that the Hot journ; but after the 1 t th 
announced he sball not entertain any other motion till t! 
taken on suspension. 

9. At any time after the reading of the Journal, it shall be in 
by direction of the appropriate committees, to move that tl 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 


Union for the purpose of considering 


bills raising 1 
appropriation bills. 


10. No dilatory motion shall be entertained by the Speaker. 
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RULES OF THE SIXTY-FIRST CONGRESS—continued. 
Rove XVII. 
PREVIOUS QUESTION. 

1. There shall be a motion for the previous question, which, being 
ordered by a majority of Members voting, if a quorum be present, shall 
have the effect to cut off all debate and bring the House to a direct 
vote upon the immediate question or questions on which it has been 
asked and ordered. (Provision of the Fifty-third Congress for 30 min- 
utes’ debate on the question is omitted here, but is transferred to Rule 
XXVIII, “suspension of the rules,” and changed to 40 minutes.) The 
previous question may be asked and ordered upon a single motion, a 
series of motions allowable under the rules, or an amendment or amend- 
ments, or may be made to embrace all authorized motions or amend- 
ments, and include the bill to its passage or rejection. It shall be in 
order, pending the motion, for or after the previous question shall have 
been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to entertain and submit a 
inmotion to commit, with or without instructions, to a standing or select 
committee. (Motion to lay on table on second and third reading, as in 
rule of the Fifty-third Congress, omitted here.) 

2. A call of the House shall not be in order after the previous 
question is ordered, unless it shall appear upon an actual count by the 
Speaker that a quorum is not present. 

3. All incidental questions of order arising after a motion is made 
for the previous question, and pending such motion, shall be decided, 
whether on appeal or otherwise, without debate. 

Rute XVIII. 
RECONSIDERATION. 

1. When a motion has been made and carried or lost, it shall be in 
order for any member of the majority, on the same or succeeding day, 
to move for the reconsideration thereof, and such motion shall take 
precedence of all other questions except the consideration of a confer- 
eace report or a motion to adjourn, and shall not be withdrawn after 
the said succeeding day without the consent of the House, and there- 
after any Member may call it up fer consideration: Provide d, That such 
motion, if made during the last six days of a session, shall be disposed 
of when made. 4 

2. No bill, petition, memorial, or resolution referred to a committee, 
or reported therefrom for printing and recommitment, shall be brought 
back icto the House on a moticn to reconsider; and all bills, petitions, 
memorials, or resolutions reported from a committee shall be accompa- 
nied by reports in writing, which shall be printed. 

Rue XIX. 
OF AMENDMENTS. 


When a motion or proposition is under consideration a motion to 
amend and a motion to amend that amendment shall be in order, and 
it shall also be in order to offer a further amendment by way of sub- 
stitute, to which one amendment may be offered, but which shall not 
be yoted on until the original matter is perfected, but either may be 
withdrawn before amendment or decision is had thereon. Amendments 
to the title of a bill or resolution shall not be in order until after its 
passage, and shall be decided without debate. 

Rute XX. 
OF AMENDMENTS OF THE SENATE. 

Any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to 
the point of order that it shall first be considered in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union if, originating in the House, 
it would be subject to that point. 

Route XXI. 
ON BILLS. 


1. Bills and joint resolutions on their passage shall be read the first 

time by title and the second time in full, when, if the previous question 
is ordered, the Speaker shall state the question to be: Shall the bill be 
engrossed and read a third time? and, if decided in the affirmative, it 
shall be read the third time by title, unless the reading in full is 
demanded by a Member, and the question shall then be put upon its 
massage. 
, 4 No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation 
bill, or be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not 
previously authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations 
for such public works and objects as are already in progress; nor shall 
any provision changing existing law be in order in any general appro- 
priation bill or in any amendment thereto. (The exception from the 
inhibition against changing existing law, where the change effects 
reduction or retrenchment of expenditures, contained in the rule of the 
Fifty-third Congress, is here omitted in the rule of the Sixty-first 
Congress. ) 


8. No bill for the payment or adjudication of any private claim 
ngainst the Government shall be referred, except by unanimous consent, 
io any other than the following-named committees, viz: To the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, to the Committee on Pensions, to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, to the Committee on War Claims, to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, and to the Committee on Accounts. (The 
provision for the introduction and reference of river and harbor bills, 
private bills, ete., as contained in clause 3 of this rule in the Fifty- 
third Congress is here omitted.) 


Rute XXII. 
OF PRPTITIONS, MEMORIALS, BILLS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


1. Members having petitions or memorials er bills of a private nature 
jo present may deliver them to the Clerk, indorsing their names and 
the reference or disposition to be made thereof; and said petitions and 
memorials and bills of a private nature, except such as, in the judgment 
of the Speaker, are of an obscene or insulting character, shall be entered 
on the Journal, with the names of the Members presenting them, and 
the Clerk shall furnish a transcript of such entry to the official reporters 
of debates for publication in the Rrcorp. 

2. Any petition or memorial or private bill excluded under this rule 
shall be returmed to the Member from whom it was received ; and peti- 


PROPOSED RULES OF THE SIXTY-SECOND CONGRESS—continued, 
Rue XVII. 
PREVIOUS QUESTION. 

1. There shall be a motion for the previous question, which, being 
ordered by a majority of Members voting, if a quorum be present, sha!i 
have the effect to cut off all debate and bring the House to a direct 
vote upon the immediate question or questions on which it has beer 
asked and ordered. The previous question may be asked and ordered 
upon a single motion, a series of motions allowable under the rules 
or an amendment or amendments, or may be made to embrace al] 
authorized motions or amendments, and include the bill to its passag 
or rejection. It shall be in order, pending the motion for, or after the 
yrevious question shall have been ordered on its passage, for the 
Speaker to entertain and submit a motion to commit, with or without 
instructions, to a standing or select committee. 


2. A call of the House shall not be in order after the previous 


question is ordered, uniess it shall appear upon an actual count by the 
Speaker that a quorum is not present. . 

3. All incidental questions of order arising after a motion is made 
for the previous questicn, and pending such motion, shall be decided, 
whether on appeal or otherwise, without debate. 

Rute XVIII. 
RECONSIDERATION. 

1. When a motion has been made and carried or lost, it shall be in 
order for any member of the majority, on the same or succeeding day, 
to move for the reconsideration thereof, and such motion shall take 
precedence of all other questions except the consideration of a confer- 
ence report or a motion to adjourn, and shall not be withdrawn after 
the said succeeding day without the consent of the House, and there- 
after any Member may call it up for consideration: Provided, That such 
motion, if made during the last six days of a session, shall be disposed 
of when made. 

2. No bill, petition, memorial, or resolution referred to a committee, 
or reported therefrom for printing and recommitment, shall be brought 
back into the House on a motion to reconsider; and all bills, petitions, 
memorials, or resolutions reported from a committee shall be accompa- 
nied by reports in writing, which shall be printed. 

Rute XIX. 
OF AMENDMENTS. 


When a motion or proposition is under consideration a motion to 
amend and a motion to amend that amendment shall be in order, and 
it shall also be in order to offer a further amendment by way of sub- 
stitute, to which one amendment may be offered, but which shall not 
be voted on until the original matter is perfected, but either may be 
withdrawn before amendment or decision is had thereon. Amendments 
to the title of a bill or resolution shall not be in order until after its 
passage, and shall be decided without debate. 

RULE XX. 
OF AMENDMENTS OF THE SENATE. 


Any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to 
the point of order that it shall first be considered in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union if, originating in the House, 
it would be subject to that point. 

Rute XXI. 
ON BILLS. 


1. Bills and joint resolutions on their passage shall be read the first 
time by title and the second time in full, when, if the previous question 
is ordered, the Speaker shal! state the question to be: Shall the bill be 
engrossed and read a third time? and, if decided in the affirmative, it 
shall be read the third time by title, unless the reading in full is 
demanded by a Member, and the question shall then be put upon its 
passage. 

2. No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation 
bill, or be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not 
previously authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations 
for such public works and objects as are already in progress; nor shall 
any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing existing 
law be in order, except such as being germane to the subject matter of 
the bill shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of the number and 
salary of the officers of the United States, by the reduction of the 
compensation of any person paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States, or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill: 
Provided, That it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the 
report of the committee or aby joint commission authorized by law or 
the House members of any such commission having jurisdiction of the 
subject matter of such amendment, which amendment being germane to 
the subject matter of the bili shall retrench expenditures. 

3. No amendment shal! be in order to any bill affecting revenue which 
is not germane to the subject matter in the bill; nor shall any amend- 
ment to any item of such bill be in order which does not directly relate 
to the item to which the amendment is proposed. 

4. No biH for the payment or adjudication of any private claim 
against the Government shail be referred, except by unanimous consent, 
to any other than the following-naimed committees, viz: To the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, to the Committee on Pensions, to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, to the Committee on War Claims, to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and te the Committee on Accounts. 


Ruts XXII. 
OF PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, BILLS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


1. Members having petitions or memorials or bills of a private nature 
to present may deliver them to the Clerk, indorsing their names and 
the reference or disposition to be made thereof; and said titions and 
memorials and bills of a private nature, except such as, in the judgment 
of the Speaker, are of an obscene or insulting character, shall be entered 
on the Journal, with the names of the Members presenting them, and 
the Clerk shall furnish a transcript of such entry to the official reporters 
of debates for publication in the Recorp. 


2. Any petition or memorial or private bill excluded under this rule 


shall be returned to the Member from whom it was received; and peti- 
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RULES OF THE SIXTY-FIRST CONGRESS—continued. 


tions and private bills which have been inappropriately referred may, 
py the direction of the committee having possession of the same, be 
properly referred in the manner originally presented ; and an erroneous 
reference of a petition or private bill under this clause shall not confer 
jurisdiction upon the committee to consider or report the same. 

3. All other bills, memorials, and resolutions may, in like manner, 
be delivered, indorsed with the names of Members introducing them, 
to the Speaker, to be by him referred, and the titles and references 
thereof and of all bills, resolutions, and documents referred under the 
rules shall be entered on the Journal and printed in the Recorp of the 
next day, and correction in case of error of reference may be made by 
the House, without debate, in accordance with Rule XI, on any day 
immediately after the reading of the Journal, by unanimous consent, 
or on motion of a committee claiming jurisdiction, or on the report of 
the committee to which the bill has been ecrroneously referred. 

4. When a bill, resolution, or memorial is introduced “ by request,” 
these words shall be entered upon the Journal and printed in the 
RECORD. 

5. All resolutions of inquiry addressed to 
departments shall be reported to the House 
presentation. 


the heads of executive 
within one week after 


Rute XXIII. 
OF COMMITTEES OF THE WHOLE HOUSE. 


1. In all cases, in forming a Committee of the Whole House, the 
Speaker shall leave his chair after appointing a Chairman to preside, 
who shall, in case of disturbance or disorderly conduct in the galleries 
or lobby have power to cause the same to be cleared. 

2. Whenever a Committee of the Whole House or of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union finds itself without a quorum, [which shall 
consist of one hundred Members,) (a quorum of the committee was for- 
merly the same as that of the House) the Chairman shal cause the roll 
to be called, and thereupon the committee shall rise, and the Chairman 
shall report the names of the absentees to the House, which shall be 
entered on the Journal; but if on such call a quorum shall appear, the 
committee shall thereupon resume its sitting without further order of 
the House. 

3. All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the 
people; all proceedings touching appropriations of money, or bills 
making appropriations of money or property, or requiring such Sapte 
priation to be made, or authorizing payments out of appropriations 
already made, or releasing any liability to the United States for money 
or property, [or referring any claim to the Court of Claims,] (not 
contained in rule of Fifty-third Congress) shall be first considered in 
a Committee of the Whole, and a point of order under this rule shall 
be good at any time before the consideration of a bill has commenced. 

4. In Committees of the Whole House business on their calendars 
may be taken =, in regular order (order of consideration changed from 
the rule of the Fifty-third Congress, being determined by the committee, 
instead of by the House, as formerly), or in such order as the com- 
mittee may determine, unless the bill to be considered was determined 
by the House at the time of going into committee, but bills for raising 
revenue, general appropriation bills, and bills for the improvement of 
rivers and harbors shall have precedence. 

5. When general debate is closed by order of the House, any Mem- 
ber shall be allowed five minutes to explain any amendment he may 
offer, after which the Member who shall first obtain the floor shall be 
allowed to speak five minutes in opposition to it, and there shall be no 
further debate thereon, but the same privilege of debate shall be 
allowed in favor of and against any amendment that may be offered 
to an amendment; and neither an amendment nor an amendment to 
an amendment shall be withdrawn by the mover thereof unless by the 
unanimous consent of the committee. 

6. The committee may. by the vote of a majority of the members 
present, at any time after the five-minute debate has begun upon 
proposed amendments to any section or paragraph of a bill, close all 
debate upon such section or paragraph, or, at its election, upon the 
pending amendmefits only (which motion shall be decided without 
debate) ; but this shall not preclude further amendment, to be decided 
without debate. (Compare with clause 6 of this rule in the Fifty- 
third Congress.) 

7. A motion to strike out the enacting words of a bill shall have 
precedence of a motion to amend, and if carried shall be considered 
equivalent to its rejection. Whenever a bill is reported from a Com- 
mittee of the Whole with an adverse recommendation and such recom- 
mendation is disagreed to by the House, the bill shall stand recommitted 
to the said committee without further action by the House, but before 
the question of concurrence is submitted it is in order to entertain a 
motion to refer the bill to any committee, with or without instructions, 
and when the same is again reported to the House it shall be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole without debate. 

8. The rules of proceeding in the House shall be observed in Com- 
mittees of the Whole House so far as they may be applicable. 

Rute XXIV. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

1. The daily order of business shall be as follows: 

First. Prayer by the Chaplain. 

Second. Reading and appreval of the Journal. 

Third. Correction of reference of public bills. 

Fourth. Disposal of business on the Speaker’s table. 

Fifth. Unfinished business. 

Sizth. The morning hour for the consideration of bills called up by 
committees. 


Seventh. Motions to go into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Bighth. Orders of the day. (This clause supersedes in part clauses 
1, 2, and 5 of Rule XXIV of the Fifty-third Congress,) 

2. Business on the Speaker’s table shall be disposed of as follows: 

Messages from the President shall be referred to the appropriate com- 
mittees without debate. Reports and communications from heads of 
departments, and other communications addressed to the House, and 
bills, resolutions, and messages from the Senate may be referred to the 
appropriate committees in the same manner and with the same right o 
correction as public bills presented by Members; but House bills wit 
Senate amendments which do not require consideration in a Committee 
of the Whole may be at once disposed of as the House may determine, as 
may also Senate bills substantially the same as House bills already 
favorably reported by a Committee of the Whole, be disposed of in the 
same manner on motion directed to be made by such committee. (This 
clause supersedes in part clause 1, Rule XXIV, Fifty-third Congress.) 
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tions and private bills which have been inappropriately referred may, 
by the direction of the committee having possession of the same, be 
properly referred in the manner originally presented; and an erroneous 
reference of a petition or private bill under this clause shall not confer 
jurisdiction upon the committee to consider or report the same. 

3. All other bills, memorials, and resolutions may, in like manner, 
be delivered, indorsed with the names of Members introducing them, 
to the Speaker, to be by him referred, and the titles and references 
thereof and of all bills, resolutions, and documents referred under the 
rules shall be entered on the Journal and printed in the Recorp of the 
next day, and correction in case of error of reference may be made by 
the House, without debate, in accordance with Rule XI, on any day 
immediately after the reading of the Journal, by unanimous consent, 
or on motion of a committee claiming jurisdiction, or on the report of 
the committee to which the bill has been erroneously referred. 


4. When a bill, resolution, or memorial is introduced “ by request,” 
these words shall be entered upon the Journal and printed in the 
RECORD. 

5. All resolutions of inquiry addressed to the heads of executive 
departments shall be reported to the House within one week after 


preseniation. 
Rute XXIII. 
OF COMMITTEES OF THE WHOLE HOUSE 
1. In all cases, in forming a Committee of the Whole House, the 
Speaker shall leave his chair after appointing a Chairman to 
who shall, in case of disturbance or disorderly conduct in the 
or lobby, have power to cause the same to be cleared 
2. Whenever a Committee of the Whole House or of the Whole Hou 
on the state of the Union finds itself without a quorum, which sha 
consist of one hundred Members, the Chairman shall cause the roll t 
be called, and thereupon the committee shall rise, and the Chairm 
shall report the names of the absentees to the House, which shal! 
entered on the Journal; but if on such call a quorum shall appear, t 
committee shall thereupon resume its sitting without further 
of the House. 


3. All motions or propositions tax or upon 
people; all proceedings touching appropriations of money, or bills 
making appropriations of money or property, or requiring such appro- 
priation to be made, or authorizing payments out of appropriations 
already made, or releasing any liability to the United States for money 
or property, or referring any claim to the Court of Claims, shall be 
first considered in a Committee of the Whole, and a point of order 
under this rule shall be good at any time before the consideration of a 
bill has commenced. 

4. In Committees of the Whole House business on their .calendars 
may be taken up in regular order, or in such order as the committee 
may determine, unless the bill to be considered was determined by the 
Ifouse at the time of going into committee, but bills for raising revenue, 
general appropriation bills, and bills for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors shall have precedence. 


presic 


galleries 


he 


order 


involving a charge the 


5. When general debate is closed by order of the 


ber shall be allowed five minutes to explain any amendment he may 
offer, after which the Member who shal! first obtain the floor shall be 
allowed to speak five minutes in opposition to it, and there shall be no 


Hlouse, any Mem- 


further debate thereon, but the same privilege of debate shall be 
allowed in favor of and against any amendment that may be offered 
to an amendment; and neither an amendment nor an amendment to 


an amendment shall be withdrawn by 
unanimous consent of the committee. 

6. The committee may, by the vote of a majority of the members 
present, at any time after the five-minute debate has begun upon pro- 
posed amendments to any section or paragraph of a bill, all 
debate upon such section or paragraph, or, at its election, the 
pending amendments only (which motion shall be decided without 
debate) ; but this shall not preclude further «amendment, to be decided 
without debate. 


the mover thereof unless by the 


} 
ciose 


upon 


7. A motion to strike out the enacting words of a bill shall have 
precedence of a motion to amend, and if carried shall be considered 
equivalent to its rejection. Whenever a bill is reported from a Com 
mittee of the Whole with an adverse recommendation and such recom 
mendation is disagreed to by the House, the bill shall stand recommitted 
to the said committee without further action by the House, but before 
the question of concurrence is submitted it is in order to entertain a 
motion to refer the bill to any committee, with or without instructions, 
and when the same is again reported to the House it shall be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole without debate. 

8. The rules of proceeding in the House shall be observed in (: 
mittees of the Whole House so far as they may be applicable. 

Rute XXIV. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

1. The daily order of business shall be as follows: 

First. Prayer by the Chaplain. 

Second. Reading and approval of the Journal. 

Third. Correction of reference of public bills 

Fourth. Disposal of business on the Speaker's table. 

Fifth. Unfinished business. 

Sixth. The morning hour for the consideration of bills called up by 
committees. : 

Seventh. Motions to go into Committee of the Whole Hi 
state of the Union. 

Eighth. Orders of the day. 


lii- 


us¢ on the 


2. Business on the Speaker's table shall be disposed of as follow: 
Messages from the President shall be referred to the appropriate « 
mittees without debate. Reports and communications from head f 
departments, and other communications addressed to the Hous« nd 
bills, resolutions, and messages from the Senate may be referred t 


t 
appropriate committees in the same manner and with the sam 


right of 


correction as public bills presented by Members; but House bills with 
Senate amendments which do not require consideration in a Committe 
of the Whole may be at once disposed of as the House may determine, as 
may also Senate bills substantially the same as House bills already 
favorably reported by a committee of the Heuse, and not required to be 
considered in Committee of the Whole, be disposed of in the same mate 


ner on motion directed to be made by such committee. 
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8. The conesideretion of the unfinished business in which the House 
may be engaged at an adjournment, except business in the morning 
hour, shall be resumed as soon as the business on the Spcaker’s table is 
Anished, and at the same time each day thereafter until disposed of, and 
the consideration of ali other unfinished business shall be resumed when- 
ever the class of business to which it belongs shall be in order under the 
rulcs. (This clause supersedes in part clause 5 of this rule in the Fifty- 
third Congress.) 

4. After the unfinished business has been disposed of, the Speaker 
shall call each standing committee in regular order, and then select 
committees, and cach committee when named may call up for considera- 
tion any bill reported by it on a previous day and on the House Calendar, 
and if the Speaker shail not complete the call of the committees before 
the House passes to other business, he shall reswme the next call where 
he icft off, giving preference to the last bill under consideration: Pro- 
vided, That whenever any committee shall have occupied the morning 
hour on two days, it shall not be in order to call up any other bill until 
the other committees hare been called in their turn. (This clause super- 
sedes and takes the place of clause 4 of this rule im the Fifty-third 
Congress.) 

5. After one hour shall have been devoted to the considcration of bills 
calied up by committees, it shall be im order, pending consideration or 
discussion thereof, to entertain a motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole House on the siate of the Union; or, when authorized by a com- 
mittec, to go into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union to consider a particular bill, to which motion one amendment 
only, des ting another bill, may be made; and if cither motion be 
determined in the negative, it shall not be in order to make either motion 
agcin until the disposal of the matter under consideration or discussion. 
(This clause supersedes in part clause 6 of the rule in the Fifty-third 
Congress. ) 

6. On Friday of each week, after the unfinished business (substituted 
for “ morning hear ”) has been disposed of, it shall be in order to enter- 
tain a motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House to consider business on the Private Calendar; and if this 
motion fails, then public business shall be in order as on other days. 
(Supersedes third paragraph of clause 6 of this rule in the Fifty-third 
Congress. ) 


Rute XXV. 
PRIORITY OF BUSINESS. 
All questions relating to the priority of business shall be decided 
by a majority without debate. 


Rete XXvVvIi. 
PRIVATE AND DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS. 


1. Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of 
private business, unless otherwise determined by the House. 

© The House shall on each Friday at 5 o’clock p. m. take a recess 
until & o'clock, at which evening session private pension bills, bills for 
the removal of political disabilities, and bills removing charges of de- 
sertion only shall be considered; said evening session net to extend be- 
yond 10 o’elock and 30 minutes. (Substituted for clause 3 in this rule 
‘ e Fifty-third Congress.) 

Of ihe send and fourth Mondays in each month, after the disposal 
of such business on the Speaker's table as requires reference only, shall, 
when claimed by the Committee on the District of Columbia, be set 
apart for the consideration of such business 2s may be presented by said 

ee 
— Wednesday of each week no business shall be in order except as 
provided by paragraph 4 of Rule XXIV unless the House by a two-thirds 
vote on motion to dispense therewith shall otherwise determine. On 
such a motion there may be debate not to exceed five minutes for and 
against. Ona call of committees under this rule bills may be called up 
from either the House or the Union Calendar, excepting bills which are 
privileged under the rules; but bills called up — the Union Calendar 
shall be considered in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. This rule shall not apply during the lest tivo weeks of the 
session. It shall not be in order for the Speaker to entertain a motion 
for a recess on any Wednesday except during the last two weeks of the 
session. (This clause was first adopted March 1, 1909, and has no 
analogy with any rule of preceding Congresses.) 
Rute XXVII. 
UNFINISHED BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 

All business before committees of the House at the end of one session 
shall be resumed at the commencement of the next session of the same 
Congress in the same manner as if no adjournment had taken place. 

Rutz XXVIII. 
CHANGE OR SUSPENSION OF RULES. 

1. No rule shall be suspended except by a vote of two-thirds of the 
Members voting, a quorum being present; nor shall the Speaker enter- 
tain a motion to suspend the rules except on the first and third Mon- 
Gays of each month, preference being given on the first Monday to in- 
dividuais and on the third Monday to committees, and during the last 


six days of a 
2. All motions to suspend the rules shall, before being submitted to 
the House, be seconded by a majority of tellers, if demamicd. 
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3. The consideration of the unfinished business in which the House 
may be engaged at an adjournment, except business in the morning 
hour, shall be resumed as soon as the business on the Speaker's table is 
finished, and at the same time each day thereafter until disposed of, and 
the consideration of all other unfinished business shall be resumed when- 
— the class of business to which it belongs shall be in order under the 
rules. 


4. After the unfinished business has been disposed of, the Speaker 
shall call each standing committee in regular order, and then select 
committees, and each committee when named may call up for considera- 
tion any bill reported by it on a previous day and on the rouse Calendar, 
and if the Speaker shall not complete the call of the committees before 
the House passes to other business, he shall resume the next call where 
he left off, giving preference to the last bill under consideration: Pro- 
vided, That whenever any committee shall have occupied the morning 
hour on two days, it shall not be in order to call up any other bill until 
the other committees have been called in their turn. 


~ 


5. After one hour shall have been devoted to the consider:tion of bills 
called up by committees, it shall be in order, pending consideration or 
discussion thereof, to entertain a motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union; or, when authorized by a com- 
mittee, to go into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union to consider a particular bill, to which motion one amendment 
only, designating another bill, may be made; and if either motion be 
determined in the negative, it shall not be in order to make either motion 
again until the disposal of the matter under consideration or discussion. 


6. On Friday of each week, after the disposal of such business on the 
Speaker's table as requires reference only, it shall be in order to enter- 
tain a motion for the House to resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole House to consider business on the Private Calendar in the fol- 
lowing order: On the second and fourth Fridays of each month pref- 
erence shall be given to the consideration of private pension claims and 
bills remoying political disabilities and bills removing the charge of 
desertion. On every Friday except the second and fourth Fridays the 
Hiouse shall give preference to the consideration of bills reported from 
the Committee on Claims and the Committee on War Claims, alternat- 
ing between the two committees. 

7. On Wednesday of each week no business shall be in order except 
as provided by paragraph 4 of this rule, unless the House by a two- 
thirds vote on motion to dispense therewith shall otherwise determine. 
On such a motion there may be debate not to exceed five minutes for 
and against. On a call of committees under this rule bills may be called 
up from either the House or the Union Calendar, excepting bills which 
are privileged under the rules; but bills called up from the Union 
Calendar shall be considered in Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. This rule shall not apply during the last two 
weeks of the session. It shall not be in order for the Speaker to enter- 
tain a motion for a recess on any Wednesday except during the last 
two weeks of the sessien. 

8. The second and fourth Mondays in each month, after the disposal 
of such business on the Speaker's table as requires reference only, shall, 
when claimed by the Committee on the District of Columbia, be set 
apart for the consideration of such business as may be presented by 


enid committee. 
Rutp XXYV. 


PRIORITY OF BUSINESS. 


All questions relating to the priority of business shall be decided 
a maierity withont debate. 





Rete XXVI. 
UNFINISHED BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 
All business before committees of the House at the end of one session 


shall be resumed at the commencement of the next session of the same 
Congress in the same manner as if no adjournment had taken place. 


Rute XXVIl. 
CHANGE OR SUSPENSION OF RULES. ° 


1. No rule shall be suspended except by a yote of two-thirds of the 
Members voting, a quorum being present; nor shall the Speaker enter- 
tain a motion to suspend the rules except on the first and third Mon- 
—_ of each month, preference being given on the first Monday to indi- 

uals and on the third Monday to committees, and during the last 
six days of a session. 

2. All motions to suspend the reles shall, before being submitted to 
the House, be seconded by a majority by tellers, if demantied. 
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3. When a motion to suspend the rules has been seconded, it shall 
be in order, before the final vote is taken thereon, to debate the propo- 
sition to be voted upon for forty (changed from 30 minutes. Compare 
this clause with clause 1, Rule XVII, “ Previous questien,” Fifty-third 
Congress) minutes, one-half of such time to be given te debate in favor 
of and one-half to debate in opposition to such proposition; and the 
same right of debate shall be allowed whenever the previous question 
has been ordered on any proposition on which there has been no debate. 

5. Any Member may present to the Clerk a motion in writing to dis- 
charge @ committee — further consideration of any public bill or 
joint resolution which may have been referred to such committee. All 
such motions shall be entered in the Journal and printed on the calen- 
dar under an appropriate heading. Immediately after the Unanimous 
Consent Calendar shall have been called on any Monday, it shall be in 
order to call up any such motion which shall have been entered at least 
seven days prior thereto. Recognition for such motions shall be in the 
order in which they have been entered. Such motions before being sub- 
mitted to the House shall be seconded by a majority by tellers. If a sec- 
ond be ordered, debate on such motion shall be limited to twenty min- 
utes, one-half thereof in favor of the proposition and one-half in opposi- 
tion thereto. Such motions shall have precedence over motions to sua- 
pend the rules and shall require for adoption an affirmative vote of a 
majority of the membership of the House. Whenever such a motion 
shall prevail the bill so taken from the consideration of a committee 
shall thereupon be placed upon its appropriate calendar, and upon call 
of the committee from which any bill has been so taken it may be called 
for consideration by any Member prior to any bill reported by said com- 
mittee at a date pone to the discharge of said committee. (This 
clause, adopted June 17, 1910, has no analogy with any previous rule.) 


Rete XXIX. 
CONFERENCE REPORTS. 


1. The presentation of reports of committees of conference shall 
always be in order, except when the Journal is being read, while the 
roll is being called, or the House is dividing on any proposition. And 
there shall accompany every such report a detailed statement suffi- 
ciently explicit to inform the House what effect such amendments or 
propositions will have upon the measures to which they relate. 

2. It shall not be in order to consider the report of a committee of 
conference until such report and the accompanying statement shall 
have been printed in the Record, ercept on either of the siz days pre- 
ceding the end of a session. (This clause was adopted in 1902.) 


Rute XXX. 
SECRET SESSION. 


Whenever confidential communications are received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, or whenever the Speaker or any Member 
shall inform the House that he has communications which he believes 
ought to be kept secret for the present. the House shall be cleared of 
all persons except the Members and officers thereof, and so continue 
during the reading of such communications, the debates and proceed- 
ings thereon, unless otherwise ordered by the House. 


Rete XXXI. 
READING OF PAPERS. 


When the reading of a paper other than one upon which the House 
is called to give a final vote is demanded, and the same is objected to 
by any Member, it shall be determined without debate by a vote of the 


House. ne 
Rote XXXII. 
DRAWING OF SEATS. 


1. At the commencement of each Congress, immediately after the 
Members and Delegates are sworn in, the Clerk shall place in a box, 
prepared for that purpose, a number of small balls, of marble or other 
material, equal to the number of Members and Delegates, which balls 
shall be consecutively numbered and thoroughly intermingled, and at 
such hour as shall be fixed by the House for that purpose, by the hands 
of a page, draw said balls one by one from the box and announce the 
number as it is drawn, upon which announcement the Member or Dele- 
gate whose name on a numbered alphabetical list shall correspond with 
the number on the ball shall advance and choose his seat for the term 
for which he is elected. 

2. Before said drawing shall commence each seat shall be vacated 
and so remain until selected under this rule, and any seat having been 
selected shall be deemed forfeited if left unoccupied before the call of 
the roll is finished; and whenever the seats of Members and Delegates 
shall have been drawn, no proposition for a second drawing shall be 
in order during that Congress. 


Rcute XXXIII. 
HALL OF THE HOUSE. 


The Hall of the House shall be used only for the legislative business 
of the House and for the caucus meetings of its Members, except upon 
occasions where the House by resolution agree to take part in any cere- 
monies to be observed therein; and the Speaker shall not entertain a 
motion for the suspension of this rule. 


Rute XXXIV. 
OF ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


1. The persons hereinafter named, and none other, shall be admitted 
to the Hall of the House or rooms leading thereto, viz: The President 
and Vice President of the United States and their private secretaries, 
judges of the Supreme Court, Members of Congress and Members-elect, 
contestants in election cases during the pendency of their cases in the 
House, the Secretary and Sergeant at Arms of the Senate, heads of 
departments, foreign ministers, governors of States, the Superintendent 
of the Capitol Building and Grounds, the Librarian of Congress and 
his assistant in charge of the Law Library, the Resident Commissioner 
to the United States from Porto Rico, such persons as have, by name, 
received the thanks of Congress, ex-Members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives who are not interested in any claim or directly in any bill 
pending before Congress, and clerks of committees when business from 
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8. When a motion to suspend the rules has been seconded, it shall be 
in order, before the final vote is taken thereon, to debate the proposi- 
tion to be voted upon for 40 minutes, one-half of such time to be 
given to debate in favor of and one-half to debate in opposition to such 
proposition ; and the same right of debate shall be allowed whenever the 
oo question has been ordered on any proposition on which there 

as been no debate. 


4. Any Member may present to the Clerk a motion in writing to dis 
charge a committee. from further consideration of any public bill or 
joint resolution which may have been referred to such committee 15 
days prior thereto. All such motions shall be entered in the Journal and 
printed on a calendar to be known as a “ Calendar of Motions to Dis- 
charge Com tees."" Immediately after the Unanimous Consent Cal- 
endar shall have been called on any Monday, it shall be in order to 
eall up any such motion which shall have been entered at least Téedays 
prior thereto. Recognition for such motions shall be in the order in 
which they have been entered. When such motion shall be called up, 
the bill shall be read by title only prior to a second being ordered by 
tellers, and no such motion shall be entertained as to a bill or joint 
resolution the title of which contains more than 100 words; afier the 
reading of the bill by title the motion shall not be submitted to the 
House unless seconded by a majority by tellers; if such motion fails of 
a second, it shall be immediately stricken from the calendar and shall 
not be thereafter placed thereon If a second be ordered, debate on 
such motion shall be limited to 20 minutes, one-half thereof in favor 
of the proposition and one-half in opposition thereto. Such motions 
shall have precedence over motions to suspend the rules, and shall re 
quire for adoption an affirmative vote of a majority of the membership 
of the House. Whenever such a motion shall prevail, the bill so taken 
from the consideration of a committee shall thereupon be placed upon 
its appropriate calendar, and upon call of the committee from which 
any bill has been so taken it may be called up for consideration by any 
Member prior to any bill reported by said committee at a date sub 
sequent to the discharge of said committee: Provided, No Member shall 
have upon such calendar more than two motions at the same time. 

Rute XXVIII. 
CONFERENCE REPORTS. 

1. The presentation of reports of committees of conference shall al- 
ways be in order, except when the Journal is being read, while the roll is 
being called, or the House is dividing on any proposition. And there 
shall accompany every such report a detailed statement sufficiently ex- 
plicit to inform the House what effect such amendments or propositions 
will have upon the measures to which they relate. 

2. It shall not be in order to consider the report of a committee of 
conference until such report and the ac« mpanying statement shall have 
been printed in the Recorb, except on either of the six days preceding 
the end of a session. 7 


Rute XXIX. 
SECRET SESSION. 

Whenever confidential communications are received from the Prest- 
dent of the United States, or whenever the Speaker or any Member 
shall inform the House that he has communications which he believes 
ought to be kept secret for the present. the House shall be cleared of 
all persons except the Members and officers thereof, and so continue 
during the reading of such communications, the debates and proceed- 
ings thereon, unless otherwise ordered by the House. 

Rute XXX. 
READING OF PAPERS. 

When the reading of a paper other than one upon which the TH 

is called to give a final vote is demanded, and the same is objected to 


by any Member, it shall be determined without debate by a vote of the 
House. 


ce 


Rute XXXII. 
DRAWING OF SEATS. 
1. At the commencement of each Congress, immediately after the 
Members and Delegates are sworn in, the Clerk shall place in a box, 


prepared for that purpose, a number of small balls, of marble or 
material, equal to the number of Members and Delegates, which 
shall be consecutively numbered and thoroughly intermingled, and at 
such hour as shall be fixed by the House for that purpose, by the 
hands of a page, draw said balis one by one from the box and announce 
the number as it is drawn, upon which announcement the Member or 
Delegate whose name on a numbered alphabetical list shall corre 


other 
balls 


spond with the number on the ball shall advance and choose his seat 
for the term for which he is elected 

2. Before said drawing shall commence each seat shall be vacated 
and so remain until selected under this rule, and any seat having been 
selected shall be deemed forfeited if left unoccupied before the eall of 


the roll is finished; and whenever the seats of Members and Delegates 
shall have been drawn, no proposition for a second drawing shall be in 
order during that Congress. 
Rute XXXII. 
HALL OF THE HOUSE. 

The Hal! of the House shall be used only for the legislative 
of the House and for the caucus meetings of its Member 
occasions where the House by resolution agree to take 
ceremonies to be observed therein; and the Speaker 
a motion for the suspension of this rule 

Rute XXXIII. 
OF ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


1. The rsons hereinafter named, and none other, shall be admitted 
to the Hali of the House or rooms leading thereto, viz: The President 
and Vice President of the United States and their private secretar\ 
judges of the Supreme Court, Members of Congress and Memly« 
contestants in election cases during the pendency of their cases in t 
House, the Secretary and Sergeant at Arms of the Senate, 
departments, foreign ministers, governors of States, the Supe: 
of the Capitol Building and Grounds, the Librarian of Cong: ind | 
assistant in charge of the Law Library, the Resident Commissioner to 
the United States from Porto Rico, the Resident Commissioners from 
the Philippine Islands, such persons as have, by na 
thanks of Congress, ex-Members of the House of Representatives who 
are not interested in any claim or directly in any bill pending before 


busing 

except upon 
part in v 
shall not entertain 












state 


20 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





APRIE 4. 





RULES OF THE SIXTY-FIRST CONGRESS—continued. 


their committee ts under consideration; and it shall not be in order 
for the Speaker to entertain a request for the suspension of this rule 
or to present from the chair the r-quest of any Member for unanimous 
consent. 

2. There shall be excluded at all times from the Hell of the House 
of Representaticres and the cloakrooms alt persons not entitled to the 
privilege of the floor during the session, except that until 15 minutes 
of the hour of the meeting of the House persons employed in its service, 
aceredited members of the press entitled to admission to the press gal- 
lery, and other persons om request of Members, by card or in writing, 
macy be admitted. (This clause adopted in 1902.) 


Rute XXXV. 
OF ADMISSION TO THE GALLERIES. 


The Speaker shall set aside a portion of the west gallery fer the 
use of the President of the United States, the members of his Cabinet, 
justices of the Supreme Court, foreign ministers and suites, and the 
members of their respective families, and sball also set aside another 
portion of the same gallery for the accommodation of persons to be 
admitted on the ecard of Members. ‘The southerly half of the east 
gies Skall be assigned exclusively for the use of the families of 

embers of re in which the Speaker shail control one bench, 
and om request of a Member the Speaker shall issue a card of admission 
to his family, which shall include their visitors, and no other person 
shall be admitted to this section. 


Rutw XXXVI. 


OFFICIAL AND OfHER REPORTERS. 

1. The appointment and removal, for cause, of the official reporters 
of the House, including stenographers of committees, and the manner 
of the execution of their duties, shall be vested in the Speaker. 

2. Stenographers and reporters, other than the official reporters of 
the House, wishing to take down the debates and proecedings may be 
admitted by the Speaker to the reporters’ gallery over the Speaker’s 
chair, under such regulations as he may, from time to time, prescribe; 
{the remainder of this clause consists of amendments made from time 
to time down to February, 1909) and he may assign one seat on the 
Jloor to Associated Press reporters, one to the Sun Press Association, 
onc te the United Press Association, one to the New York Herald Syn- 
dicate, and ene te the Hearst News Service, and regulate the occupation 
of the same. And the Speaker may admit to the floor, under such regu- 
lations as he may prescribe, one additional representative of each press 


association, 
Ruta XXXVI. 


PAY OF WITNESSES. 

The rule for paying witnesses subpeenaed to ee before the House 
or either of its committees shall be as follows: For each day a witness 
shall attend, the sum of $2; fer each mile he shall travel in coming to 
and going from the place of examination, the sum of 5 cents each way; 
but nothing shall be paid for traveling when the witness has been sum- 
moned at the place of trial. 


Ruts XXXVITII. 
PAPERS. 


The clerks of the several committees of the House shall, within three 
days after the final adjournment of a Congress, deliver to the Clerk 
of the House all bills, joimt resolutions, petitions, and other papers 
referred to the committee, together with all evidence taken by such 
committee under the order of the House during the said Congress and 
not reported to the House; and in the event of the failure or neglect 
of any clerk of a committee to comply with this rule the Clerk of the 
House shall, within three days thereafter, take into his keeping all such 
papers and testimony. 

RvuLp XXXIX. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


No memorial or other per presented to the House shall be with- 
drawn from its files without its leave, and ff withdrawn therefrom 
certified copies thereof shall be left in the office of the Clerk; but when 
am act may pass for the settlement of a claim the Clerk is authorized 
to transmit to the officer charged with the settlement thereof the papers 
on file in his office relating to such claim, or may loan temporarily to 
an officer or bureau of the executive departments any papers on file in 
his office relating to any matter pending before such officer or bureau, 
taking proper receipt therefor. 


Rute XL. 


BALLOT. 

In all other cases of ballot than for committees a majority of the 
votes given shall be necessary te an election, and where there shall not 
be such a majority on the first ballot the ballots shall be repeated until 
a majority be obtained; and in all balloting blanks shall be rejected 
and not taken into the count in enumeration of votes or reported by 


the tellers. 
Rese XLI. 


MESSAGES. 


Messages received from the Senate and the President of the United 
States giving notice of bills passed or approved shall be entered in the 
Journal and published in the Recorp of that day’s proceedings. 


Rute XLII. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Estimates of appropriations and all other communications from the 
executive departments intended for the consideration of any committees 
of the House shall be addressed to the Speaker and by him referred ae 
provided by elause 2 of Rule XXIV. 


Rutz XLIII. 


QUALIFICATIONS OF OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES. 


No person shall be an officer of the House, or continue in its employ- 
ment, who shall be an agent for the prosecution of any claim against 
the Government, or be interested in such claim otherwise than as an 
original claimant; and it shall be the duty of the Committee on Ac- 
counts to inquire into and report to the House any violation of this rule. 
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Congress, and elerks of committees when business from their committ: 
is under consideration; and it shall not be in order for the Speaker t 
entertain a request for the suspension of this rule or to present from 
the chair the request of any Member for unanimous consent. 

2. There shall be exeluded at all times from the Hall of the House 


of Representatives and the cloakrooms all persons not entitled to the 
privilege of the floor during the session, except that until 15 minute: 
of the hour of the meeting of the House persons employed in its serv 


jee, accredited members of the press entitled to admission to the eo 
gallery, and ether persons on request of Members, by card or in writing, 
may be admitted. 


Rute XXXIV. 


OF ADMISSION TO THE GALLERIES. 


The Speaker shall set aside a portion of the west gallery for the 
use of the President of the United States, the members of his Cabinet, 
justices of the Supreme Court, foreign ministers and suites, and the 
members of their respective families, and shall also set aside another 
portion ef the same gallery for the accommodation of persons to be 
admitted on the ecard of Members. The southerly half of the east 
Gas shall be assigned exclusively for the use of the families of 
fembers of Cages in which the Speaker shall control one bench, 
and on request of a Member the Speaker shall issue a card of admission 
to his family, which shall include their visitors, and no other person 
shall be admitted to this section. 


Rute XXXYV. 


OFFICIAL AND OTHER REPORTERS. 


1. The appointment and removal, for cause, of the official reporters 
of the House, including stenographers of committees, and the manner 
of the execution of their duties, shall be vested in the Speaker. 

2. Such portion of the gallery over the Speaker’s chair as may be 
necessary to accommodate representatives of the press wishing to report 
the debates and proceedings shall be set aside for their use, and reput- 
able reporters and correspondents shall be admitted thereto under such 
regulations as the Speaker may from time to time prescribe; and he 
may assign one seat on the floor to Associated Press reporters, one to 
the Sun Press Association, one to the United Press Associations, one 
to the National News Association, and one to the New York Herald 
Syndicate, and regulate the occupation of the same. And the Speaker 
may admit to the floor, under such regulations as he may prescribe, 
one additional representative of each press association. 


Rute XXXVI. 


PAY OF WITNESSES. 

The rule for paying witnesses subpcenaed to appear before the House 
or either of its committees shall be as follows: Por each day a witness 
shall attend, the sum of $2; for each mile he shall travel in coming to 
and going from the place of examination, the sum of 5 cents each way ; 
but nothing shall be paid for traveling when the witness has been sum- 
moned at the place of trial. 


Rots XXXVII. 
PAPERS. 


The clerks ef the several committees of the House, shall, within three 
days after the final adjournment of a Cam. deliver to the Clerk of 
the House all bills, joint resolutions, petitions, and other papers re- 
ferred to the committee, together with all evidence taken by such com- 
mittee under the order of the House during the said Congress and not 
reported to the House; and in the event of the failure or neglect of 
any clerk of a committee to comply with this rule the Clerk of the 
House shall, within three days thereafter, take into his keeping all such 
papers and testimony. 

RULE XXXVIII. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

No memorial or other paver presented to the House shall be with- 
drawn from its files without its leave, and if withdrawn therefrom 
certified copies thereof shall be left in the office of the Clerk; but when 
an act may pass for the settlement of 2 claim the Clerk is authorized 
to transmit to the officer charged with the settlement thereof the papers 
on file in his office relating to such claim, or may loan temporarily to 
an officer or bureau of the executive departments any papers on file in 
his office relating to any matter pending before such officer or bureau, 
taking proper receipt therefor. 


RuLtp XXXIX. 
BALLOT. 


In all cases of ballot a majority of the votes given shall be necessary 
to an election, and where there shall not be such a majority on the 
first ballot the ballots shall be repeated until a majority be obtained; 
and in all balloting blanks shall be re ed and not taken into the count 
in enumeration of votes or reported by the tellers. 


Rute XL. 
MESSAGES. 
Messages received from the Senate and the President of the United 


States giving notice of bills passed or approved shall be entered in the 
Journal and published in the Rsecorp of that day’s proceedings. 


Rute XLI. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Estimates of appropriations and all other communications from the 
executive departments intended for the consideration of any committees 


of the House shall be addressed to the Speaker and by him referred as 
provided by clause 2 of Rule XXTV. 


Ruts XLIl. ‘ 


QUALIFICATIONS OF OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES. 


No person shall be an officer of the House, or continue in its employ- 
ment, who shall be an agent for the proseeution of nm against 
the vernment, or be interested in such claim otherw tham as an 


original claimant; and it shall be the duty of the Committee on Ac- 
counts to inquire into and report to the House any violation of this rule. 
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fHE SIXTY-FIRST CONGRESS—continued. rE SED RULES OF THT SIX OND ( 
Rete XLIiVy. I XLII 
F x’s MANUAL. JEFF! $3 MANUAL. 

The rules of parliamentary practice comprised in Jefferson's Manual The rules of parliamentary p: j comprised Jef ) | 
shall govern the Hous i to which they are applicable and shall rn the House in all « to W h the applica! 
in which they are not with the standing rules and orders which they are not inconsistent ith the stand rules « ‘ 
of the House and joi » 8S and House of Representa- the House and joint 1 and House of Repr 
tives 

Rute XLV. 
PRINTING. 

(The rule as to printing is now regulated by the statute law.) 

1. All documents referred to committecs or otherwise disposed of 
ghall be printed ualcss otherwise specially erdcred. 

*. Motions to print additional numbers of any bill, report, re solution, 
or other public document shall be referred to ihe Committee on Printing ; 
and the report of the committee thereon shail be accompanied by an 
estimate of the probable cost thereof. Unicss ordered by the House, no 
bill, resolution, or other proposition reported by a committee shall be 
reprinted unicss the same be placed upon the calendar. Of bills which 
have passed the Senate, and of House bills as amended by the Senate, 
when referred in the House, there shall be printed 400 copies. 

RESIGNATION OF A MEMBER. By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 2) providing f 
I 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following com- | © se of a site and the erection thereon of a public | 
munication. Coshocton, in the State of Ohio; to the Committee « Pal 

The Clerk read as follows: | Buildings and Grounds. 

Hon. ALEXANDER MCDOWELL, | By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 3) granting pensior 
Clerk of the House, Washington, D. C. | certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served 
eee to inform you ry have this day a > the gov- Civil War and the War with Mexico: to the Committ: 

ernor of Iowa my resignation as a Member of the Sixty-second Congress, | Invalid Pensions 
to take effect on the 15th day of March, 1911. | he tke F on nae “a . . . 
Respectfully, Water I. SMITH. By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 4) granting pensions to 


ASSIGNMENT OF ROOMS. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution and 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 24. 

Resolved, That the committee rooms in the House Office Building | 
now assigned to and occupied by the Committee on Banking and Cur- | 
rency be, and the same are hereby, assigned to the Committee on | 
Military Affairs; and the committee rooms now assigned to and occu- 
pied by the Committee on Military Affairs in the Capitol Building be, 
and the same are hereby, assigned to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution and 
ask for its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Pe it resolved, That the rooms 152 and 154 in the House Office | 
Buiiding, formerly occupied by the Ship Subsidy Committee, be, and 


they are hereby, assigned to the Committee on Expenditures in the | 
War Department. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I want to suggest to the | 
gentleman that these rooms were reserved to enable special 
committees created from time to time to have some proper | 
place with facilities to conduct their work, and if these rooms | 
are assigned there will be no place in the House Office Building 
to accommodate such committees. I suggest that the entire 
question of the reassignment of rooms go over until some time 
when a committee can take the whole matter up. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky to let his resolution go over. 

Mr. HELM. Very well. Mr. Speaker, I will withhold the | 
resolution. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—SAMUEL CUSTER. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. STertine 
to withdraw from the files of the House without leaving copies 
papers in the case of Samuel Custer, Sixty-first Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 

ADJOURN MENT. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House | 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 14 | 


minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Wednesday, April 5 
at 12 o’clock m. 


| 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Doorkeeper 
of the House, transmitting a list of public property in his 
charge in committee rooms of the House (H. Doc. No. 1), 
was taken from the Speaker’s table, referred to the Committee 
on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 1) granting a service 
pension to certain define? veterans of the Civil War; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| tories and foreign nations; 


| offices where the system of free delivery is 
| Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 


certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served in the 
Civil War and the War with Mexico; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 5) to provide revenue for the 


| Government by levying a special excise tax with respect to 


doing business by persons; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 6) to repeal paragraph 
355 of section 1 of the tariff act of 1909 and to provide for the 
importation of cotton bagging free of duty, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7) to repeal paragraph 125 ef section 1 
of the tariff act of 1909, approved August 5, 1909, and provide 
for the importation of cotton ties of iron or steel for the baling 
of cotton free of duty; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8) to repeal paragraph 285 of section 1 of 
the tariff act of 1909 and to provide for the importation of 
fresh beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, venison, and other game, 
free of duty, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9) to regulate the trial of contempts of 
courts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 10) repealing the tax on 
oleomargarine and other dairy products as fixed by the act of 
May 9, 1902, and substituting in lieu of said tax an annual 
license for manufacturers, wholesalers, and retailers; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11) to prohibit interference with com- 
merce among the States and Territories and with foreign na- 
tions, and to remove obstructions thereto, and to prohibit the 
transmission of certain messages by telegraph, telephone, cable, 
or other means of communication between States and Terri 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12) granting pensions t 
certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served in th: 
Civil. War and the War with Mexico; to the Committee on |! 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 13) to establish a department 
of labor: to the Committee on Labor 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14) to reduce postal rates, to improve the 
postal service, and to increase postal revenues; to the Com 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 15) to extend the penny 


postage rate on local delivery first-class mail matter to y 


} 
‘stablished; to the 


Also, a bill (H. R. 16) for the establishment of a mail-deli 


system at post offices of the second and third classes; to th 
Committee on the Pest Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17) authorizing the Postmaster Genera! to 
employ certain fourth-<class postmasters for the performance of 
mail-messenger service; to the Committee on the Post Office 


and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18) granting pensions to Army teamsters 
of the War of the Rebellion; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 19) to provide for the erection of a me- 
morial to Robert Fulton; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20) to declare Lincoln’s birthday a legal 
holiday; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21) to establish 
a uniform rate of tax on oleomargarine, to change the rate of 
tax on renovated butter, to protect the consumers, dealers, and 
manufacturers of all kinds of butter and oleomargarine against 
fraud, and to afford the Bureau of Internal Revenue more effi- 
cient means for the detection of fraud and the collection of the 
revenue; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 22) to promote reciprocal 
trade relations with the Dominion of Canada, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 23) for reduction of customs 
duties on pharmaceutical and bacteriological products, surgical 
instruments, and such instruments and apparatus as are used 
- eleemosynary institutions; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 24) creating Fort Wayne, Ind., in the dis- 


trict of Indianapolis, a subport of entry; to the Committee on | 


Ways and Means. 
By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 25) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 


at Valparaiso, in the State of Indiana; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 26) authorizing a judicial review of law 


and facts in fraud-order cases; to the Committee on the Judi- | 


clary. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 27) for the apportionment of Representa- 
tives in Congress among the several States under the Thir- 
teenth Decennial Census; to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 28) directing the Sec- 
retary of War to convey the outstanding legal title of the 
United States to lot No. 20, square No. 253, in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C.; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 29) for the purchase of the Oldroyd col- 
lection of Lincoln relics, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 30) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
increase the efficiency of the permanent military establishment 
of the United States,” approved February 2, 1901; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 31) con- 
ferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to determine the 
amount due certain individual Sioux Indians of the United 
States; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 32) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- 
culture station at Dell Rapids, S. Dak.; te the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 33) to establish mining experiment sta- 
tions, to aid in the development of the mineral resources of the 
United States, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 34) for the relief of certain white men on 
Pine Ridge Indian Reservation, State of South Dakota, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 35) to regulate corporations engaging in 
interstate and foreign commerce; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 36) to protect migratory game 
birds of the United States; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 37) making appropria- 





i 





tion to pay certain Indian claims investigated, found due, and | 


reported to the Department of the Interior; to the Committee | 


on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 38) to create a legis- 
lative assembly in the Territory of Alaska, to confer legislative 
power thereon, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 39) for the relief of the sur- 
vivors of McLean’s Pennsylvania regiment; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 40) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to protect trade and commerce against 


Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 41) limiting the hours of daily service of 
laborers and mechanics employed upon work done for the 
United States, or for any Territory, or for the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 42) to 
prevent payment of special tax on retail liquor dealers under 
assumed or fictitious name, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 








Also, a bill (H. R. 43) to increase the tax on beer and playing 
cards; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 44) to remove the charge 
of desertion on the rolls against officers and enlisted men of 
the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 45) affecting 
the town sites of Timber Lake and Dupree, in South Dakota; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 46) to amend section 2 of an act approved 
March 2, 1907, entitled “An act providing for the allotment and 
distribution of Indian tribal funds” (34 Stat. L., pp. 1221, 
1222) ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 47) for the erection of a public building at 
Madison, S. Dak.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 48) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Redfield, in the State of South Dakota; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 49) authorizing the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to classify and appraise unallotted Indian lands; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 50) authorizing the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to issue unrestricted patents for certain lands; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 51) to provide for the forfeiture of rights 
of way granted to railway companies across Indian lands; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 52) to authorize the payment of certain 
claims for damages sustained by prairie fire on the Rosebud 
Indian Reservation, in South Dakota; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 53) to extend the 
privileges of the transportation of dutiable merchandise witia- 
out appraisement to the city of Dallas, in the State of Texas; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 54) to provide for the investigation of con- 
troversies affecting interstate commerce, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 55) limiting the power of circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States and the judges thereof to issue 
injunctions and restraining orders against State laws and State 
officers; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 56) to prohibit interference with commerce 
among the States and Territories and with foreign nations, and 
to remove obstructions thereto, and to prohibit the transmission 
of certain messages by telegraph, telephone, cable, or other 
means of communication between States and Territories and 
foreign nations; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 57) to provide 
for the survey of the Schuylkill River, Pa.; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 58) to regulate the storage of food supplies 


| in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 


Columbia. . 
Also, a bill (H. R. 59) to provide for payment of interest on 
judgments rendered against the United States; to the Commit- 


| tee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 60) to amend section 2 of 
an act entitled “An act to increase the pension of widows, 
minor children, etc., of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late 
Civil War, the War with Mexico, the various Indian wars, etc., 
and to grant a pension to certain widows of the deceased sol- 
diers and sailors of the late Civil War,” approved April 19, 


| 1908: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 61) granting pensions to certain enlisted 
men, soldiers and officers, who served in the Civil War and the 
War with Mexico; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 62) to distribute 


| the surplus in the Treasury of the United States to the several 


States, Territories, and the District of Columbia for the sole 
purpose of improving the roads therein; to the Committee on 


Ways and Means. 
unlawful restraints and monopolies”; to the Committee on the | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 68) to create a commission to prepare a 
code of laws for the regulation and control of jnsurance com- 
panies doing business within the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 64) to provide for enlarging and improving 
the United States building at Staunton, Va.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 65) to provide for the improvement of 


Willis River, in Virginia; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 66) to establish a fish-cultural station in | 
the State of Virginia; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine | 
and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 67) providing for the erection of a public 
puilding in the town of Vaynesboro, Va.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 68) to provide for the improvement of 
Appomattox River, in Virginia; to the Committee on Rivers | 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 69) to repair a portion of the roadway to 
the national cemetery at Staunton, Va., and to keep said portion 
of said road in repair; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 70) to constitute a commission to investi- 
cate the purchase of American-grown tobacco by the Govern- 
ments of foreign countries; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 71) to construct a highway from the sta- 
tion in the town of Appomattox, Va., to the battle field of Appo- | 
mattox and other points of interest near said battle field; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 762) to provide for the pur- | 
chase of a site and erection of a public building at Jellico, 
Tenn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 708) to prohibit interstate carriers from 
transporting products of any factory or mine in which convicts 
are worked; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 704) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and erection of a public building at Maryville, Tenn.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 705) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
increase the pensions of widows, minor children, etc., of sol- 
diers and sailors of the Civil War, the War with Mexico, the 
yarious Indian wars, etc., and to grant a pension to certain | 
widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil 
War”; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 706) to regulate the hours of work of post- 
office clerks employed in first and second class post offices and 
to grant 30 days’ annual leave for clerks and carriers; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 707) requiring the United States Govern- 
ment to own its own post-office building in every county seat in 
the United States; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 708) to provide for the reduction of mileage 
to actual expenses ef Representatives and Senators; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 709) declaring such persons as were en- 
gaged in the operation and construction of the United States 
military railroads during the War of the Rebellion to have been 
a part of the Army of the United States and having a pension- 
able status in accordance therewith; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 710) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
commence and complete the locking and damming of the Clinch 
River in Tennessee above Kingston and to Walkers Ford, and 
in accordance with the plan heretofore adopted; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 711) for the construction of a lock and | 
dam in the Clinch River at or near Kingston, Tenn.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 712) to increase the compensation of rural 
letter carriers and granting them 30 days’ leave per annum; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 713) to establish a fresh-water mussel | 
hatchery on the banks of the Clinch River in the State of Ten- | 
nessee ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 714) to establish a mining experiment sta- 
tion at Knoxville, Tenn., to aid in the development of the re 
sources of the United States, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 715) requiring the flag of the United 
States to be displayed at educational institutions to which offi- 
cers of Army or Navy are assigned, at agricultural colleges | 
or experiment stations receiving Government aid, and at am- 
bassadors’, ministers’, consuls’, and consular agents’ offices; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 716) te amend an act entitled “An act 
temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” approved April 12, 1900; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Als, a bill (H. R. 717) to authorize the Postmaster General 
te establish a station, substation, or branch post office in certain 


—_ to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
oads, 
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a bill (H. R. 718) to provide for the erection of a 
statue or monument to the memory of Gen. John Sevier; to the 
(‘ommittee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 719) to extend the franking privilege to 
the officers of the National Guard and Naval Militia; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 

Also, a bill (H. R. 720) to create a board to correct military 
records; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 721) for the improvement 


Also, 


and muainte- 


| nance of Powell River; to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
; bors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 722) for the improvenm« and mainte 
nance of the Little Tennessee River; to the Committee on 

| Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 723) for the maintenance and improve- 

| ment of the Holston River; to the Committee « ' nd 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 724) for the maintenance and improve 
ment of the French Broad River; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 725) to grant an honorable discharge to 


singham’s company, National 
Guard of Tennessee, and directing the Secretary of the Inte 
pensions to the members and widows and minor 
children of the 


members of said company; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
Also, bill (H. R. 726) to provide for the erection of an 


Army and Navy hospital at Knoxville, Tenn.; to the Commit 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 727) authorizing and empowering rural 
free delivery carriers to administer oaths to pensioners as re 
quired to complete pension vouchers; 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 728) to prevent the pollution of navigable 
rivers or other bodies of water under the control of the United 
States; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 729) for incre 
the retirement of employees in the cla 
Comuinittee on Reform in the Civil S« 

Also, a bill (H. R. 730) 


to the Committee on the 


ising the salaries and 


esified civ 


for 
il service: to th 


‘rvice. 


to authorize the location of a branc! 
home for the widows of volunteer and regular soldiers and 
sailors at or near Knoxville, in the State of ' ssee, and fi 
other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs 
Also, a bill (H. R. 731) to create in the W and Navy De 
partments, respectively, a roll to be known as the “Civil Wai 


officers’ annuity honor roll,” to authorize placing thereon with 
pay certain surviving officers who served in the Volunteer o1 
Regular Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States in 
ihe Civil War, and who are not now on the retired list of th 
Regular Army, Navy, or Marine Corps, and for other purpos 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 732) to do justice to the Home Guards of 
Scott County, Tenn., and to grant honorable discharges and 
pensions under existing pension laws; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill 


° 
tou) 


(H. R. to grant an hoi ble discharge to 


, Nation ird 


Mk 


LG 
L 


of Tennessee, and directing the Secretary of the Interior t 
grant pensions to the members and widows and minor ildre 
of the members of said company; to the Committee on Milit 
Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 784) to provide for the erection of a build 
of the Treasury; to the C 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 735) to make certain funds applicable ir 
the payment of expenses encampments of 
Militia; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ot 


the Organized 


Also, a bill (H. R. 736) to amend the act of Congress ap 
proved February 6, 1907, entitled “An act granting pensions to 


certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who 
Civil War and the War with Mexico”; 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 737) to amend the im 
the United States; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 738) for the improvement and mainte 
of the French Broad and Pigeon Rivers, in the State oi 
nessee ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 739) to provide for the erection of pub 
lic building at Jellico, in the State of Tennessee: to tl 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 740) to provide for the er ( t pub 
lic building at Maryville, in the State of T: 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 741) extending the benef of the 
June 27, 1890; May 9, 1900; and February 6, 1907, to the offi- 


in tl 


served 


to the Committee on 


] f 
MiWws I 


Ligration 


the Wor 


ami, 
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cers and enlisted men of Capt. David Beaty’s company of inde- 
pendent scouts, Civil War, and to their widows and minor chil- 
dren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 742) for the relief of the survivors of the 
shipwreck of the steamboat Sultana; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 743) for the benefit of Federal soldiers and 
State militiamen who were confined in Confederate military 
prisons during the Civil War of 1861 to 1865; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 744) for the relief of soldiers of the War 
with Spain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 745) to pension the National Guards of 
East Tennessee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 746) to establish a fresh-water mussel 
hatchery on the banks of the Clinch River, in the State of Ten- 
nessee; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 747) to fix the compensation of the sur- 
veyor of customs at Knoxville, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 748) to increase the pensions of certain 
persons now on the pension roll under the general laws; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 749) for the relief of certain 
officers on the retired list of the United States Navy; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

3y Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 750) for the retirement of 
employees in the classified civil service; to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 751) to amend an act entitled 
“An act relating to rights of way through certain parks, reser- 
vations, and other public lands,” approved February 15, 1901; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

$y Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 752) to authorize the 
acquisition of a site and the erection of a Federal building at 


Thief River Falls, Minn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings | 


and Grounds. 


Also, a bill) (H. R. 753) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection of a Federal building at Detroit, Minn.; to the 
Committee on Pyblic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 754) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection of a Federal building at Bemidji, Minn.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 755) to compensate the | 


Delaware Indians for services rendered by them to the United 
States in various wars; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 756) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to furnish two condemned bronze or brass cannon 
to Porter Military Academy, Charleston, 8. C.; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 757) for the purchase of a 
site and erection thereon of a public building at Linton, Ind.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 758) to 
provide suitable medals for officers and men of the Navy and 
Marine Corps who participated in certain engagements of the 
Civil War; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 759) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
procure medals for the Sixth Massachusetts Regiment, who 
were the first fully equipped soldiers to arrive, on April 19, 
1861, for the defense of the city of Washington; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 760) for the relief of the widows of 
Union soldiers, sailors, or marines; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 761) to authorize the appointment of 
dental surgeons in the United States Navy; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 762) providing for the equipment of Army 
transports with life launches; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 763) for the erection of a post-office build- 
ing in the town of Wakefield, Mass.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 764) providing that the statute of limita- 
tions shall not be interposed in any suit brought by any la- 
borer, workman, or mechanic in the Court of Claims against 
the United States to recover wages claimed to be due him un- 
der the national eight-hour law; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 765) to amend the records on file at the 
War Department; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 766) for the recognition of services of a 
military nature rendered by certain civilians in the late War 
with Spain; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 767) granting pen- 
sions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served 
in the Civil War and the War with Mexico, and amending the 
act of April 19, 1908, relative to widows of soldiers, etc., of 
the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 768) granting pensions to 
certain enlisted men, soldiers, sailors, and officers who served 
in the Civil War and the War with Mexico; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 769) to create a Tariff 
Board; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

3y Mr. MOSS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 770) granting pen- 
sions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served 
in the Civil War and the War with Mexico; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 771) to incorporate the Com- 
mandery in Chief of the Sons of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 772) providing for the physical valuation 
of the properties of railroad companies engaged in interstate 
commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 773) fixing the price of gas in the District 
of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 774) to provide for the ap- 
pointment and compensation of professors and instructors at 
the Naval Academy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 775) to provide 
for the erection of a post office and courthouse at Rutland, Vt.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 776) providing 
for the cession of a portion of the unoccupied public lands in 
the State of Colorado by the Government to the State of Colo- 
rado; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 777) providing for the cession by the 
Government to the States of all unappropriated public land; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 778) to prohibit interference with com- 
merce among the States and Territories and with foreign na- 
tions, and to remove obstructions thereto, and to prohibit the 
transmission of certain messages by telegraph, telephone, cable, 
or other means of communication between States and Terri- 
tories and foreign nations; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 779) pensioning the surviving officers and 
enlisted men (or their widows) who served in the Indian wars 
of the western frontiers of the several States and Territories 
from the year 1865 to the year 1890, inclusive; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 1207) to indemnify the State 


| of Massachusetts for expenses incurred by it in defense of the 


United States; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1208) granting 30 working days’ leave of 
absence in each year, without forfeiture of pay during such 
leave, to certain employees at United States arsenals, proving 
grounds, and supply stations; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1209) authorizing the appointment of an 
additional assistant appraiser at the port of Boston, Mass.; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R.-1210) to confer 
upon the Commissioners of the District of Columbia the powers 
of a public-service commission ; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1211) to regulate the business of loaning 
money on security of any kind by persons, firms, and corpo- 
rations other than national banks, licensed bankers, trust com- 
panies, savings banks, building and loan associations, pawn- 
brokers, and real-estate brokers in the District of Columbia; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1212) to amend an act entitled “An act 
making it a misdemeanor in the District of Columbia to aban- 
don or willfully neglect to provide for the support and mainte- 
nance by any person of his wife or of his or her,minor children 
in destitute or necessitous circumstances,” approved March 23, 
1906; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1218) to establish and disburse a public- 
school teachers’ retirement fund in the District of Columbia; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1214) to enable the Telepost Co. to con- 
struct its plant, operate the same, and transact its business in 
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the District of Columbia, and to make necessary connections 
with other parts of its system; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1215) to provide for a report upon and a 
comprehensive map or maps showing the land necessary to be 
acquired for parks and park ways within the District of Colum- 
bia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1216) to provide for the payment of the 
debt of the District of Columbia, and to provide for permanent 
improvements, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 1217) to incorporate 
the East Washington Suburban Railway Co.; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1218) to require all transportation com- 
panies within the District of Columbia to provide separate 
accommodations for the white and negro races and to prescribe 
punishments and penalties for violating its provisions; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1219) to credit and pay to the several 
States and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys 
collected under the direct tax levied by the acts of Congress ap- 
proved, respectively, July 1, 1862; March 7, 1864; July 13, 1866, 
and March 2, 1867; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R..1220) to amend sections 
1791 and 1792 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1221) to increase the pension of certain 
pensioned soldiers and sailors who lost the sight of one eye or 
the sight of both eyes in the service of the United States, and 
to provide a rate of pension for those who have lost the sight of 
one eye and partial loss of sight of the other eye; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1222) to amend an act approved February 
6, 1907, granting pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers 
and officers, who served in the Civil War and the War with 
Mexico; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1223) to amend section 860 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1224) providing for the erection of a 
monument to Gen: Anthony Wayne at Defiance, Ohio; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1225) to place lumber on the free list; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1226) for the distribution of the cotton- 
tax fund collected in the State of Ohio; to the Committee on 
Claims, 


Toledo, Ohio, and Chicago, Ill.; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1228) to furnish bronze medals of honor 
to surviving soldiers who responded to President Lincoln’s 
first call for troops; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1229) providing for the purchase of a 
site and the erection thereon of a public building at Napoleon, 
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By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 1236) for the erection 
of an equestrian statue of Maj. Gen. John Stark in the city of 
Manchester, N. H.; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1237) making an appropriation toward the 
construction of a dry dock at the Portsmouth Navy Yard; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 1288) to 
authorize the appointment of boards of investigation and arbi- 
tration, and to define their powers and duties; to the Committee 
on Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1239) to prevent the Government or any 
officer, employee, or agent of the Government, the Territories, 
and the District of Columbia from contracting for products of 
convict labor; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1240) to limit the effect of a regulation of 
interstate commerce between the several States in goods, wares, 


and merchandise, wholly or in part manufactured by convict 


labor, or in any prison or reformatory; to the Committee on 
Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1241) to establish fish-cultural stations in 
the State of New Jersey; to the Committee on the Merch: 


Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1242) providing for the appointment of a 
chaplain in the Life-Saving Service of the United States in the 
district including the coast of New Jersey; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1243) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Mount 
Holly, in the State of New Jersey; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1244) to grant pensions to certain soldiers 
and sailors of the late Civil War, the War with Mexico, the 
various Indian wars, and to grant pensions to certain widows 
of such soldiers and sailors; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1245) to extend to the port of Thompsons 


| Point, in the district of Bridgeton, N. J., the privilege of imme- 
| diate 


transportation without appraisement of 
chandise; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1246) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Vineland, in 
the State of New Jersey; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. J. M. C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 1247) amending sec- 
tion 2 of an act entitled “An act to increase the pension of 
widows, minor children, etc., of deceased soldiers and sailors 
of the late Civil War, the War with Mexico, the various Indian 


dutiable mer- 


wars, etc., and to grant a pension to certain widows of the cd: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1227) for a survey for a canal between | 


ceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War,” approved 
April 19, 1908; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 1248) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to convey a certain frame building; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1249) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- 


cultural station within the second congressional district, Sta 


in the State of Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings | 


and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1230) providing for the erection of a 
public building at Van Wert, in the State of Ohio; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1231) providing for the purchase of a 
site and the erection thereon of a public building at Bryan, in 
the State of Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 1232) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to procure suitable memorial tablets to com- 
memorate the valor and patriotism of the Worth Infantry and 
York Rifles, who were the first fully armed and equipped sol- 
diers to do active service in response to President Lincoln’s call 
for 75,000 volunteers, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 1233) to fix the compensa- 
tion of watchmen, messengers, and laborers in the Post Office 
— to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1234) to reorganize and increase the 
efficiency of the commissioned grades of chief boatswain, chief 
gunner, and chief carpenter in the Navy of the United States; 
to the Cothmittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1235) providing for the retirement of 
petty officers and enlisted men of the United States Navy or 
Marine Corps, and for the efficiency of the enlisted personnel; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


of Oklahoma, and for other purposes; to the Committee on t 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1250) allowing a second homestead « 


| in certain cases; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 1251) authorizing two persons to uni 
making a homestead entry, and for other purposes; to the Com 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1252) to amend section 1 of an act entitled 
“An act granting pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and 
officers, who served in the Civil War and the War with Me 
ico,” approved February 6, 1907; to the Committee 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1253) for the relief of homestead entr; 
men; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1254) granting homestead entryman s 
months within which to begin improvements and establish 
residence, and authorizing registers and receivers to grant add 
tional time; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1255) to prohibit the issuing of specin 
tax stamps for the sale of intoxicating liquors in certain Stat: 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1256) to incorporate the Webster Nati 
Birthplace Association; to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1257) authorizing the Secretary of 
Interior to convey by patent a certain lot in the city of Al 
Okla.; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1258) to amend paragraph No. 233, section 
1, of an act entitled “An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, 
and encourage the industries of the United States, and for other 


on Invalid 


the 
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purposes,” approved August 5, 1909; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1259) to amend sections 2304 and 2305 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 1260) providing for the 
establishing of a Weather Bureau station at Laredo, Tex.; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1261) to amend an act entitled “ An act 
to provide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising 
from Indian depredations,” approved March 3, 1891; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1262) to repeal sections 1104 and 1108, 
Revised Statutes, edition of 1878; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 1263) to amend 
an act entitled * An act to authorize entry of the public lands by 
incorporated cities and towns for cemetery and park purposes,” 
approved September 30, 1890 (26 Stat., p. 502) ; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1264) to authorize cities and incorporated 
towns to purchase coal lands; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1265) granting to various States public 
lands to be sold under certain restrictions and the proceeds 
thereof used for the construction and improving of public 
highways; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1266) providing for appeals from decisions 
of the Secretary of the Interior to the Federal district court, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1267) granting public land to the city of 
Boulder, Colo., for public park purposes; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1268) granting public land to the city of 
Canon City, Colo., for public park purposes; to the Committee 
on the Publie Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1269) to change the name of Pennsylvania 
Avenue, in the city of Washington, D. C., to Lincoln Avenue; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1270) to grant certain lands to the city of 
Colorado Springs, the town of Manitou, and the town of Cas- 
eade, Colo.; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1271)to amend section 2320 of the Revised 


By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 1285) to provide for the 
taxation of incomes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1286) prescribing annual registration fees 
for corporations operating in the District of Columbia and pro- 
viding for enforcing payment thereof; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1287) requiring corporations organized 
outside of the District of Columbia and desiring permits to 
operate within the same to show that 10 per cent of authorized 
capital has been paid in, and to file with the recorder of deeds 
certified copies of their charters before such permit sha!l be 
issued; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1288) to amend the Code of Law for the 
District of Columbia regarding corporations; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1289) to establish 1-cent letter postage; 
to the Committee on the Pest Office and Post Roads. 

$y Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 1280) to 
protect American trade and American shipping from foreign 


| monopolies; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 


Fisheries. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 1291) to create a com- 
mission to develop sources of revenue outside of taxation 
through the utilization of the natural resources of the public 
domain; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1292) to establish in the Department of 
Agriculture the Office of Public Roads; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1298) prohibiting the issuance and opera- 
tion of Federal liquor licenses in communities where State or 
local laws forbid the sale of intoxicating liquors; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1294) to create a committee on interstate 
and foreign quarantine and public health; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 1295) for an investigation by the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture to promote the more general use of cotton 
goods and materials manufactured of raw cotton in the United 
States; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1296) to consolidate the Bureau of Manu- 
factures and the Bureau of Statistics of the Department of 
|} Commerce and Labor into one bureau to be ealled the “ Bureau 





Statutes of the United States: to the Committee on Mines and of Foreign and Domestic Commerce”; to the Committee on Ex- 


Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1272) to establish an agricultural experi- 
ment station on the western slope of Colorado; to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1273) to establish a botanical laboratory 
at Denver, Colo.; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1274) to establish and maintain a fish- 
hatching and fish-culture station in Garfield County, State of 
Colorado; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1275) to establish and maintain a fish- 
hatching and fish-culture station in La Plata County, Colo.; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1276) to make October 12 in each year a 
public holiday, to be called Columbus Day; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1277) to acquire a site for a public build- 
ing at Salida, Colo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1278) to acquire a site for a public build- 
ing at Cripple Creek, Colo.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1279) to acquire a site for a public building 
at Golden, Colo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1280) to acquire a site for a public building 
at Idaho Springs, Colo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1281) to acquire a site for a public building 
at Delta, Colo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1282) to acquire 2 site for a public building 
at Montrose, Colo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1283) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Glenwood 
Springs, State of Colorado; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1284) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of Durango, Colo.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 





penditures in the Department of Commerce and Labor. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1297) for the regulation and contro! of 
| fraternal benefit societies in the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 1298) to amend section 167 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 1299) to amend 
an act entitled “An act providing for publicity of contributions 
| made for the purpose of influencing elections at which Repre- 
sentatives in Congress are elected’; to the Committee on Elec- 
| tion of President, Vice President, and Representatives in 
| Congress. 
| By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 1300) to amend sections 1 
and 2 of an act entitled “An act to determine the jurisdiction 


of cireuit courts of the United States and to regulate the re- 
moval of causes from State courts, and for other purposes”; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 1801) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to prohibit the passage of local or special laws 
in the Territories of the United States, to limit Territorial in- 

| debtedness, and for other purposes”; to the Committee on the 

| Territories. 

| By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 1802) to reenact section 

| 12 of the act of August 5, 1909; to the Committee on Ways and 

| Means. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 1208) to import wild and domestic animals 
into the United States; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 1304) to 
provide American registers for the steamers San Jose, Limon, 
Esparta, Cartago, Parismina, Heredia, Abangarez, Turrialba, 
Atenas, Almirante, Santa Marta, Metapan, Zacapa, Greenbrier, 
Peralta, La Senora, and Sixraola; to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HOBSON: A bill (H. R. 1805) to lower the rates of 
customs duties on imports into the United States; te the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1206) to incorporate the Elementary Edu- 
cation Foundation; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1307) to establish a fish-cultural station 
in the State of Alabama; to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1308) to prevent the sale of intoxicating 
liquors on board vessels and in navy yards and naval stations 
owned by the United States Government; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1309) to establish a council of national 
defense; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1310) to encourage the development of | 
the American merchant marine and to promote commerce and | 
the national defense; to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1311) to provide for auxiliary vessels | 
for the Navy; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and | 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 1312) for estab- 
lishing a Bureau of Domestic Science; to the Committee on | 
Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1313) to establish a fish-cultural station 
near Chicago, in the State of Illinois; to the Committee on the | 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (HI. R. 1314) to incorporate the 
Carnegie Endowment for International Peace; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (11. R. 1815) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to set aside certain lands in Oklahoma, 
being a portion of Platt National Park, for a soldiers’ home; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1316) to establish a fish-cultural station | 
in the State of Oklahoma; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1317) to encourage and promote commerce 
between the United States and foreign countries as relates to 
the wood-pulp and printing-paper industry ; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1318) to repeal the duty on cotton ties; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1319) to repeal the duty on cotton bagging; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1320) to repeal the duty on lumber; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1321) providing.for the allotment of land 
to the Apache Indians now under the charge of the War De- 
partment at Fort Sill, Okla., as prisoners of war; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13822) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to make investigations and report to Congress where a 
suitable reservation can be secured on which to allot certain 
Apache Indian prisoners of war now under the charge of the | 
War Department at Fort Sill, Okla., and for other purposes; to | 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1323) to increase salaries of rural free- 
ae carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1324) to prevent gambling in cotton and 
grain futures, and providing penalties for the violation thereof; | 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1325) for the apportionment of Repre- | 
sentatives in Congress among the several States under the 
Thirteenth Decennial Census; to the Committee on the Census. | 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 1326) authorizing the Secre- | 
tary of War to have constructed a direct road leading from the | 
southern end of the New Highway Bridge across the Potomac 
River to the national cemetery at Arlington and Fort Myer; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1327) to provide for the erection of a | 
monument to the signers of the Declaration of Independence; | 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1328) for the construction of a public 
building at Warrenton, Va.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1329) providing for the coinage of cer- 
tain memorial half dollars for the benefit of the Washington 
Monument Association of Alexandria, Va.; to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1330) to protect the monuments already 
erected on the battlefields of Bull Run, Va., and other monu- 
Aftaion that may be there erected; to the Committee on Military 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 1331) regu- 
lating the payment of money to Indians; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1332) regulating Indian allotments dis- 
posed of by will; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 1333) to regulate the com- 
a of skilled machinists in the Naval Gun Factory of 

e Washington Navy Yard, in the District of Columbia; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


| the Government Hospital for the Insane in the District 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1334) amending section 2 of the fnvalid 
pension act of June 27, 1890; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. amending the pension act approved 
March 2, 1903 (Public act No. 134) ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1336) providing an old-age pension for 
honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines, Regulars 
or Volunteers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 1337) to extend the provi- 
sions of the pension laws to officers and enlisted men of State 
military organizations who rendered military service to the 
Union during the War of the Rebellion, and to their widows, 
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| minor children, and dependent parents; to the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (ff. R. 1338) for the | 
chase of the Oldroyd collection of Lincoln relics, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1339) to increase the pension of those who 
have lost limbs or have been totally disabled in the same in 
the military or naval service of the United States during the 
War of the Rebellion; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 1340) granting pensions to 
soldiers confined in so-called Confederate prisons; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1341) providing for an experimental 
parcel-post system to be confined entirely to rural delivery 
routes operating from post offices located in not to exceed four 
counties in the United States; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1342) granting pensions to certain enlisted 
men, soldiers and officers, who served in the Civil War and the 
War with Mexico; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 1345) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to regulate the immigration of 
aliens into the United States,” approved February 20, 1907; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Resolution (H. Res. 7) continuing John T. 
Chancey in his present position; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: Resolution (II. Res. 
8) to name the House Office Building Henry Clay Hall; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: Resolution (H. Res. 9) authorizing increase 
of salaries of superintendent of press gallery and messenger ; 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: Resolution (H. Res. 
10) authorizing the printing and binding of the history of the 
United States navy yard at Boston, Mass.; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Resolution (H. Res. 12) pro- 
viding for appointment of a special committee to investigate 
of 
Columbia; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Resolution (H. Res. 13) for investi- 
gation of expenditures in the State Department; to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the State Department. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 14) for investigation of expenditures 
in the Treasury Department; to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 15) for investigation of expenditures 
in the War Department; to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the War Department. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 16) for investigation of expendi- 
tures in the Navy Department; to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Navy Department. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 17) for investigation of expendi- 


| tures in the Post Office Department; to the Committee on Ex- 


penditures in the Post Office Department. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 18) for investigation of expendli- 
tures in the Interior Department; to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Interior Department. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 19) for investigation of expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justice; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 20) for the investigation of expendi- 
tures in the Department of Commerce and Labor; to the Com 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and 
Labor. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 21) for the investigation of expendi- 
tures in Department of Agriculture; to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Department of Agriculture. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 22) for investigation of expenditures 
on public buildings; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Resolution (H. Res. 23) expressing the 
opinion of the House of Representatives as to the propriety of a 
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joint agreement between the various Governments of America 


for the mutual guaranty of their sovereignty and territorial in- 
tegrity ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
ty Mr. FITZGERALD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 1) to 
correct errors in the enrollment of certain appropriation acts 
approved March 4, 1911; to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 2) making appropriations 


for the payment of certain expenses incident to the first session 
of the Sixty-second Congress; to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 3) making immediately 
available the appropriations for mileage of Senators and of 
Members of the House of Representatives; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 4) approving 
the constitution formed by the constitutional convention of the 
Territory of New Mexico; to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HARRISON of New York and Mr. GOLDFOGLE: 
Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 5) providing for the termination of 
the treaty between the United States of America and Russia, 
concluded at St. Petersburg December 18, 1832; to the Com- 
mittee on Woreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States provid- 
ing for the election of Senators by the people of the several 
Stutes; to the Committee on Election of President, Vice Presi- 
dent, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. SULZER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 7) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution providing for the election of 
Senators of the United States by direct vote of the people; to 
the Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 8) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution providing that Senators shall be elected by 
the people of the several States; to the Committee on Election 
of President, Vice President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. CLINE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 9) to declare the 
purpose of the United States to relinquish control over the 
Philippines, establish an independent government for them, and 
protect the same by a general treaty of neutrality; to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res, 10) designating a commission to examine buildings now 
lense by the Government in the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 11) making 
an appropriation for a Government exhibit at the Appalachian 
Exposition at Knoxville, Tenn.; to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 12) to enable Senators, Rep- 
resentatives, or Delegates to obtain certain information; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 13) authorizing and directing the Secretary of State to 
arrange an international conference to fix the maximum depth 
of rivers, harbors, and the approaches thereto; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 14) 
approving the constitutions formed by the constitutional con- 
yentions of the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona; to the 
Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. AUSTIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 15) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States respect- 
ing the commencement and termination of Congress; to the Com- 
mittee on Election of President, Vice President, and Representa- 
tives in Congress. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 16) to regulate and control the use of wireless telegraphy 
and wireless telephony; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
17) proposing an amendment to the Constitution providing that 
the right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be 
denied or abridged by the United States or by any State on ac- 
count of sex; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 18) 
authorizing the appointment of a commission to consider the 
restoration to the District of Columbia of a portion of Alex- 
andria County, Va.; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 19) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to award the congressional medal of 
honor to Peter B. Cupp; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAIR: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 20) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States provid- 
ing for the election of Senators of the United States; to the 
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Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

for the termination of the treaty between the United States 
of America and Russia, concluded at St. Petersburg, December 
18, 1832; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
22) proposing an amendment to the Constitution providing for 
the election of Senators of the United States; to the Committee 
on Election of President, Vice President, and Representatives in 
Congress. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 23) to in- 
crease and popularize the use of cotton materials in the United 
States by directing the executive departments to purchase 
same in preference to foreign materials and by requesting com- 
panies, firms, and individuals to make purchases with the same 
object in view; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
24) proposing an amendment to the Constitution providing that 
Senators shall be elected by the people of the several States; to 
the Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. STERLING: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 25) to 
amend the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAMERON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 26) approv- 
ing the constitution formed by the constitutional convention of 
the Territory of Arizona; to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. FERRIS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 27) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States provid- 
ing for the levy and collection of an income tax; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 28) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on 
Election of President, Vice President, and Representatives in 
Congress. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 1) arranging for improvement in the American tobacco 
trade conditions; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Concurrent resolution 
(H. Con. Res. 2) authorizing the printing of additional copies 
of the Eleventh Special Report of the Commissioner of Labor; 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HANNA: Memorial of the Legislature of North Da- 
kota, concerning Railway Mail Service; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 





PRIVATD BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 72) granting an increase 
of pension to Dennis Pitts; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 73) granting an increase of. pension to 
Leon Schuhmacher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 74) granting an increase of pension to 
Harman A. Fleming; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 75) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Gilts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 76) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Simcox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 77) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin J. Switzer; tv the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 78) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Armstrong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 79) granting an increase of pension to 
George J. Solly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 80) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Saul; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 81) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael 8, Ashton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 82) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank B. Sapp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 83) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Carew; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 84) granting an increase of pension to 
Loren G. Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 85) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Boland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 86) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses M. Haver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 87) granting an increase of pension to 
William Andrews; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 88) granting an increase of pension to 
Malissa Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 89) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Babel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 90) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Tennison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 91) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry A. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 92) granting an increase of pension to 
Willis Dennis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 93) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Baughman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 94) granting an increase of pension to 
Leven Corkwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 95) granting an increase of pension to 
David Wineland ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 96) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Lybold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 97) granting an increase of pension to 
Gregory Dolt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 98) granting an increase of pension to Lay 
W. Riehardson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 99) granting an increase of pension to 
James Stafford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 100) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph E. Kistner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 101) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Saer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 102) granting an increase of pension to 
John Stickle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 103) granting an increase ef pension to 
Nathan C. Warden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 104) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Spencer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 105) granting an increase of pension to 
James K. Nedry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 106) granting an increase of pension to 
James Turner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 107) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Boroff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 108) granting an increase of pension to 
Johu Ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 109) granting an increase of pension to 
Zephaniah Kinney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 110) granting a pension to Angeline Doane ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 111) granting a pension to Emma L. Cole; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 112) granting a pension to Frank Newman; | 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 113) granting a pension to Lena Lawrence; | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 114) granting a pension to Mary C. Ecken- | 
rhoad; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 115) granting a pension to Amanda 8. 
Kline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 116) granting a pension to Fred F. Travis; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 117) granting a pension to Ellen E. Wilson 
(now Webster) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4iso, a bill (H. R. 118) granting a pension to Moses G. Coates ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 119) granting a pension to Harriet M. | 
Slough ;‘ to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 120) granting a pension to Jonathan Budd; | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 121) granting a pension to Catharine | 
Crockett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 122) granting a pension to Mary Gary; | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 123) granting a pension to Ida L. Baker; to | 

} 





the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 124) granting a pension to Rachel Lobaugh; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 125) granting a pension to Sarah A. Long | 
(now Christy); to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 126) granting a pension to Mary A. Robin- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 127) granting a pension to Harman F. 
Schultz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 128) granting a pension to Minerva B. 
Scott; to the Committee on Invalid ‘Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 129) granting a pension to Sallie E. Burch; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 130) for the relief of Charles Dahling; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 131) for the relief of Thaddeus Harris; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 132) to remove charge of desertion from 
the record of William L. Wiles; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (TI. R. 133) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Burdett J. Lamson; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 134) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Allen Keffer; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 135) grantiug an in- 
erease of pension to Julius Bongner; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 136) granting a pension to Anton Opper 
mann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 137) granting a pension to Charles A. 
senham:; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 188) for the relief of the Lewis Publishing 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 139) granting an increase of 
pension to Alban G. Knode; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. f. 140) granting an increase of pension to 
Phillipine Steins; to the Committee on Invalid Pewsions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 141) granting an increase of pension 


to 
Edward French; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 142) granting an increase of pension to 


Harrison Moulthop; to the Committee on Invalid Pensivns. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 143) granting an increase of pensivn t 
Ulrich Schlaudecker ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 144) granting an increase of pension to 
Roswell 'T. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 145) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace M. Marquet; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 146) granting an increase of pension to 
Amaziah Brooks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 147) granting an increase of pension to 
Woodley C. Winsor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 148) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Bauchard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 149) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Eckert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 150) granting an increase of pension 
Edgar A. Sheldon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 151) granting an increase of pension 
Charles W. Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 152) granting an increase of pension 
Adam Bible; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 153) granting an increase of pension 
William J. Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 154) granting an increase of pension 


Thomas Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H, R. 155) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Dumars; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 156) granting an increase of pension to 


| George P. Ryan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 157) granting an imcrease of pension 
Horace Greeley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 158) granting an increase of pension to 
Ammi Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 159) granting a pension to Serena 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bili (H. R. 160) granting a pension to Wilhelm 
Neubert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 161) granting a pension to Justis W 
Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 162) granting a pension 
Day; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 168) granting a pension to William 
Disbrow ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 164) granting a pension to Eva Kern; | 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 165) for the relief of Robert M. Brown; 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 166) for the relief of John M. Deverea 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 167) to reimburse A. J. Canfman, of Girard, 
Erie County, Pa., in the sum of $300, together with interest 
thereon from October 16, 1862, for soldier furnished United 
States, being the amount paid by him to one Charles Morton as 
a substitute; to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 168) granting a pension to 
John Todd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 169) granting a. pension to Stocton Spon- 
seller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 170) granting a pensioh to George Sorrell ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 171) granting a pension to Bridget McIn- 
tire; to the Committee on Invalid Penstons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 172) granting a pension to Flora O. Mc- 
Ginnis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 173) granting a pension to John A. Mc- 
Cauley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 174) granting a pension to Frances Haring; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 175) granting a pension to A. H. Dolly; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 176) granting a pension to Sabina O. 
Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 177) granting a pension to A. J. Cline; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 178) granting an increase of pension to 
Eleam Welch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 179) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Turner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 180) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary C. Tattersall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 181) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Spiker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 182) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Shuttlesworth; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 183) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Penrod; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 184) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth R. Nelson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 185) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Michael; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 186) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson Hendrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 187) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Gould; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 188) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles 8. Fortney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 189) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben H. Dillon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 190) granting an increase of pension te 
John W. Combs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 191) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcellus Albright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 192) granting an increase of pension to 
Kenrick B. Combs; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 198) granting an increase of pension to 
Pryor G. Guseman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 194) granting a pension to Andrew N. 
Shuttleworth; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 195) granting a pension to Henrietta 
Stuart; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 196) to correct the military record of 
Urias Bolyard, deceased; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 197) for the relief of Willis B. Cross; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 198) for the relief of John Edwards, alias 
John D. Edwards; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 199) for the relief of William D. Garner; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 200) for the relief of James Irwin, alias 
James Williamson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 201) for the relief of Jacob Kesner; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 202) for the relief of John Lyons; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 203) for the relief of Lieut. Benjamin §. 
MeDonald; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 204) for the relief of Jacob Mallow; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 205) for the relief of Louis F. Upwright, 
alias Ludwig F. Rupprecht; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 206) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in case of Mary E. Buckey; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 207) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of William W. Myers, executor of 
James W. Myers, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims, 





Also, a bill (H. R. 208) for the relief of the estate of John 
Burns, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 209) for the relief of the estate of Jacob 
Custer, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 210) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
Gannon, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 211) for the relief of Santford Bruce; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 212) for the relief of Joseph R. Brown; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 213) for the relief of the employees of and 
the contractors who furnished castings to the United States 
armory at’ Harpers Ferry, Va., from January 1, 1861, to April 
19, 1861, inclusive; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 214) for the relief of the County court of 
Berkeley County, W. Va.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bil! (H. &. 215) for the relief of Mrs. Frances Apbo- 
gast, widow of Allen Arbogast, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 216) for the relief of Gideon C. Corley; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 217) for the relief of William D. Graham; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 218) for the relief of the board of educa- 
tion of the Harpers Ferry school district, of Jefferson County, 
W. Va.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 219) for the relief of Dennis A. Litzinger ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 220) for the relief of Edward Tearney, 
administrator of Samuel Ridenour, deceased; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 221) for the relief of Margaret A. Timber- 
lake, administratrix of Richard Timberlake, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 222) for the relief of Andrew J. Weese; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 223) for the relief of John Whittington; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 224) for the relief of the heirs of Archeles 
Stanley, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 225) for the relief of the heirs of John H. 
Smith, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 226) for the relief of the heirs of Benja- 
min Ryan, of Monongalia County, W. Va.; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 227) for the relief of the heirs of George 
Lamon, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 228) for the relief of the heirs of Lydia 
A. Hockensmith, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 229) for the relief of the heirs of James L. 
Geaslen, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 230) for the relief of the heirs of Charles 
A. Dinkle, heir of John F. Dinkle and J. Daniel Dinkle; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 231) for the relief of the heirs of John S. 
Chenoweth ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 232) for relief of the heirs of Isaac Clifford, 
deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 233) for the relief of John Hood; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 234) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin P. Scovill; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 235) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Danburg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 236) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard M. Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 237) granting an increase of pension to 
John Ladd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 238) granting an increase of pension to 
Job Trenholm ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 239) granting an increase of pension to 
John O’Bryan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 240) granting an increase of pension to 
John Eastman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 241) granting an increase of pension to 
John Mulligan; to the Committee on Invalid ‘Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 242) granting an increase of pension to 
Leicester B. Goodell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 243) granting an increase of pension to 
William Murdock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 244) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Desmuke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 245) granting a pension to George Sword; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (HL R. 246) for the relief of F. W. Schultz; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 247) for the relief of Allen Edward 
O'Toole and others, who sustained damage by reason of acci- 
dent at Reck Island Arsenal; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 248) for the relief of Rathbun, Beachy | 
& Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 249) for the relief of the Turner Produce 
Co.: to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 250) to correct the military record of 
Levi Conright; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (BH. R. 251) to correct the military record of 
Thomas EB. Philips; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 252) authorizing the cancellation of the | 


allotment of Peter Rousseau; to the Committee on the Public 





ands. 
, = Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. ) to correct the military 
record of Herman Radeck; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (1. R. 254) to complete the military record of | 
Andrew H. Johnson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 255) to compiete the military record of | 
Elijah M. Berand; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 256) for the relief of Lieut. Commander 
Jerome BE. Morse, United States Navy, retired ; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 257) to authorize and direct 
the President of the United States to place upon the retired list 
of the United States Navy Surg. L. W. Kite with the rank of 
medical inspector; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 258) for the relief of Thomas W. 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (1. R. 259) to pay Lewis J, Blair, late 
lieutenant colonel Eighty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, amount found due him by the Court of Claims; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 260) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Grice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill CH. R. 261) granting a pension to 
Julius 8. Veile; te the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Hs R. 262) granting a pension to Agnes W. Cul- 
ley; ‘o the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R, 263) granting a pension to Lorinda S. Wil- 
liams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 264) for the relief of Hans Peter Guttorm- 
sen; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 265) for the relief of James Dasson; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 266) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam A. Persons; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 267) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles W. Sexton; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 268) granting an increase of pension to 
Carlton Routzahn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 269) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel R. Russell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 270) granting an increase of pension 


on 


awe 


test; to 


to 
Asahel F, Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 271) granting an increase of pension to 


Enoch Cruea; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 272) granting an increase of pension 
Jacob Cooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 278) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Bowman ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 274) granting an increase of pension 


to 
Ephraim A, Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 275) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Ackerman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 276) granting an increase of pension to 


Winfield 8. Webster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 277) granting an increase of pension 
Homer ©. Tyler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 278) granting an increase of pension 
James W. Thorp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 279) granting an increase of pension 
George L. Catlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 280) granting an increase of pension 
Oliver 8. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 281) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Wolfe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 282) granting an increase of pension 
Henry W. Wise; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 283) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 


to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 284) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph L. Williams; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 285) granting an increase of pension to 


| Christ Westphal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 286) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward P. Washburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 287) granting an increase of pension to 
Green Wallace; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 288) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel K. Verrill: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 289) granting an increase of pension to 


| James W. Van Deman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 290) granting an increase of ision to 
Hattie A. Towle: to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 
Also, a bill (H. R. 291) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Tilton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 292) granting an increase of pension to 
| Frederick Tanner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 293) granting an f 
Richard C. Strumphford;: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 294) granting an ine 
William W. Storks: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 295) granting an increase of pension to 
Jobn Spies; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HI. R. 296) granting an increase of pension to 


increase of pension to 


“ase of pension to 


Joseph D. Sovern; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 297) granting an increase of pension to 
| Hiram Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Atso, a bill (H. R. 298) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Seigler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 299) granting an increase of pension to 
Phillip Schnepp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 300) granting an increase of px 
Patrick Reilley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 301) granting an increase 
Cyrus A. G. Rayhouser; to the Committee on 
Also, a bill (H. R. 302) granting an incre pension to 
William H. Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 308) granting 


nsion to 
of nsion to 
Invalid Pensions. 


' 
) 

pe 

oO} 


lOns, 

an increase of pension to 
Othmiel L. Moflitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 304) granting an increase of pension to 
James Mobley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 305) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Meehan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 506) granting an increase of pension to 
John O. McNabb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 307) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Loghry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 308) granting an increase of pension to 
Whitsel Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 309) granting an increase of pe 
Charles S. Leon, alias Samuel T. Jones; to the 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 310) granting an incr 
Richard Kolb; to the Committee on Invalid l’ensions. 


sion to 


Committee on 


ine of { 


pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 311) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Kelly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (HL R. 312) granting an ir pensi { 
Jobn A. Keller; to the Committee on Invalid Is 2 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 313) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi E 

Also, a bill (H. R. 314) granting an inc f pension to 
Jobn EK. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid VP : 

j bill (H. R. 315) granting an incr yh ) { 
William D. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid P 3. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 316) granting an incrs » of | sion 1 
Daniel S. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 317) granting an increase of peusion to 
Allen S. Jackson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 518) granting an increase of pension to 

John N. Jennings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 319) granting in of pen 

Philip Hawn; to the Committee on Invalid 1 ions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 320) granting an 


> * " ” 
\. an crease 


ion to 


increase 


of pension to 


Noah Huggins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 321) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Hastings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 322) granting an increase of pens 
William H. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 323) granting an increase of pens to 
Emanuel Gross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 324) granting an increase of pension to 


William J. Graham; to the Committee on Invalid Pen: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 325) granting an ir of pension to 


Oud) 


i Leslie Gragg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 326) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Gonyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 327) granting an increase of pension to 
Jobn Ginder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 328) granting an increase of pension to 
William Gillespie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 329) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Fuller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 330) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah J. Foster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 331) granting an increase of pension to 
John Fisher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 332) granting an increase of pension to | 


Lewis M. Fletcher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 333) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacobs L. Etnire; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 334) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Erwin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 335) granting an increase of pension to 
David 8S. Durbin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 336) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Donnelly ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 337) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse Dickens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 338) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret J. Deaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 339) granting an increase of pension 
Mary A. Davidson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 340) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Conley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 341) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


° 


Also, a bill (H. R. 342) granting an increase of pension to | 


Elias Corns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 343) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Collins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 344) granting an increase of pension to 
Warren Cochran; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 345) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 346) granting an increase of pension, to 
N. A. Chamberlain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 347) granting an increase of pension to | 


John M. Castle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 348) granting an increase of pension to 
John Cain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 349) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephraim M. Bryson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 350) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Bryant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 351) granting an increase of pension to 
John Brugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 352) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles C. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 853) granting an increase of pension to 
James Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 354) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah Allman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 355) granting an increase of pension to 
Wellington Carpenter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 356) granting a pension to Robert C. 
McCulloch; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 357) granting a pension to Edward West; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 858) granting a pension to Ida B. Fuller; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 359) granting a pension to Laura New- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 360) granting a pension to Fannie Conn; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 561) granting a pension to Henry Willis; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 362) granting a pension to Edward A. 
Stone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 363) granting a pension to Horace Stam- 
baugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 364) granting a pension to Phoebe J. 
Sawdey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 365) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Richardson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 366) granting a pension to Edward Mce- 
Queen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 367) granting a pension to Sarah Keys; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| 








Also, a bill (H. R. 368) granting a pension to Isaac Ho; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 369) granting a pension to Emma \,. 
Heimlich; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 370) granting a pension to Hoyt Haydey - 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 371) granting a pension to Harriett \{ 
Glazier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 372) granting a pension to Mary L. Ford: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 373) granting a pension to Mary A, 
Fisher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 374) granting a pension to Patrick Feeley - 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 375) granting a pension to John E. Clark; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 376) granting a pension to Anna Christie: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 877) granting a pension to Hiram W, 
Bays; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 378) to correct the military record of 
Joseph H, Rogers; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 379) to correct the military record of 
Louis Laddauer ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 380) for the relief of the legal represent: 
tives of Sewell Coulson, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 381) for the relief of Edward S. Carr; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 382) for the relief of Claude M. Waite; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 383) granting a 
pension to Walter English; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 384) granting a pension to Luthur MM, 
Southall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 385) granting a pension to Myers Fertig: 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 386) granting a pension to Emma L. Mil- 
ler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 387) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank H. Thomas; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 388) for the relief of the estate of Robert 
J. Hope, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 389) for the relief of the estate of Jolin 
Anderson, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 390) to reimburse the trustees of the Pres- 
byterian Church at McDowell, State of Virginia; to the Com- 


| mittee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 391) to reimburse William Van Derveer, 
of Millboro, Va., for excess revenue taxes assessed against and 
collected from him; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 392) granting an increase 
of pension to Fayette Adams; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 393) granting a pension to Mary R. C. 
Blanchard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 394) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Sarah 8. Woodward; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 395) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Weaber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 396) granting an increase of pension io 
J. Howard Willets; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 397) granting an increase of pension to 
George L. White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 398) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilbur F. Vannote; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 399) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles B. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 400) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 401) granting an increase of pension 
Hamilton M. Roney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 402) granting an increase of pension 
Theodore Ranigan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 403) granting an increase of pension 
Elizabeth Penn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 404) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael O’Neill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 405) granting an increase of pension to 
George Onens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 406) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan G. Maken; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 407) granting an increase of pension to 
William Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 408) granting an increase of pension al 
George Laws; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 409) granting an increase of pension 
James J. Lamb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 410) granting an increase of pension 
David B. Husted; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 411) granting an increase of pension 
William H. Henderson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 412) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Gennett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 418) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas L. Forbis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 414) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen H. Chew; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (7. R. 415) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 416) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas B. Coles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 417) granting an increase of pension 
Berdsall Cornell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 418) granting an increase of pension 
Daniel Brewster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 419) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 420) granting a pension to Jacob N. Wun- 
der: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 421) granting a pension to Thomas S. 
Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 422) granting a pension to Rebecca Ped- 
rick: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 423) granting a pension to David A. Nelli- 
gan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 424) granting a pension to Mary J. Mer- 
win; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 425) granting a pension to Providence S. 
Ludlam; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 426) granting a pension to George W. 
Hartman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 427) granting a pension to Margaretta B. | 
Hodson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 428) granting a pension to Edward G. 
srown; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 429) for the relief of Adolphus Yuncker; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 430) for the relief of the owners of the 
schooner 7. P. Leined, or their legal representatives; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 431) for the relief of the heirs of Marianne | 
Sainte Ana Schrepper; to the Committee on the Public Lands. | 

Also, a bill (H. R432) for the relief of Anna M. Mersion, | 
administratrix of Daniel S. Mershon, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 483) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam 8. Schenck ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 434) to correct the military record of 
Robert T. Short; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 485) to correct the military record of 
Bernard Rodgers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 486) to correct the military record « 
Daniel O’Sullivan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 437) to correct the military record 
George Davidson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 438) to correct the military record of 
William H. Cornell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 489) referring the claim of the legal repre- 
sentatives of William T. Duvall, deceased, against the United 
States to the Court of Claims; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 440) to permit Eugene Boehm to prosecute 
an action against the United States Government in the Court of 
Claims; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 441) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry W. Baker; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 442) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Bryan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 443) granting an increase of pension to 
Caleb A. Lott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 444) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Vaught; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 445) granting an increase of pension to 
James. Boner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 446) granting an increase of 


pension to Augustus Sponsler; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 447) granting an increase of pension to 
George Hostler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 448) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob D. Welsh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 449) granting an increase of pension to 
David W. Crider; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bil (HL. R. 450) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Platts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 451) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (CH. R. 452) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip T. Cashman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (CH. R. 4538) granting an increase of pension to 


Oliver W. Garrett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 


ns. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 454) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 455) granting an increase of pension to 


Hepry S. Swartz: to the Committee on Inyalia Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 456) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry S. Flory; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 457) to correct the military record of 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (CH. R. 458) to correct the military record of 
Robert Herr; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 459) to correct the military record of 
Henry Bubb; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 460) to correct the military record of 


Edward T. Lewis; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 461) to correct the military record of 
T. Abram Hetrick; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 462) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Rader; to the Committee on Inyalid Ven- 
Slons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 463) granting an increase of pension to 
James Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 464) granting an increase of pension to 
John Cooley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 465) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Cable; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 466) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel S. Van Wye; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 467) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus P. Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to 
Rufus M. Boring; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 469) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Massengail; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 470) granting an increase of pension to 
James Richey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 471) granting an increase of pension to 
Herman E. Hadley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 472) granting an increase of pension to 
George B. Stoner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 473) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Crum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 474) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Tatlow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 475) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah R. Thornton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 476) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Smyers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 477) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 478) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Strother; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 479) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis Remiatte; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 480) granting an increase of pension to 
General L. Rackley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 481) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Lucas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 482) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. McLaughlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 483) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Mecham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 484) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick H. McBride; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 485) granting an increase of pension to 
Benet Messer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 486) granting an increase of pension 
John M. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H, R. 487) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. McClarey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 488) granting a pension to John Moore; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 489) granting an incsease of pension to 
Noah Morrison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 490) granting an increase of pension to 
David McClain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 491) granting an increase of pension to 
William Misner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 492) granting an increase of pension to 
Newton J. Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 493) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Monroe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 494) granting an increase of pension to 
William Waldo; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 495) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter G. Wynegar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 496) granting an increase of pension to | 


John G. Wright; to the Cemmittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 497) granting an increase of pension to | 


William Swalley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 498) granting an increase of pension to 
John Swem; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 499) granting an increase of pension to | 


3enjamin F. Ralls; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 500) granting an increase of pension to 
Katharine Grant Jervey; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 501) granting an increase of pension 
William Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 502) granting an inerease of pension to 
John W. Jones: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 508) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Hooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 504) granting an increase of pension to 
William Hix: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 505) granting an increase of pension to 
Leonard Harper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 506) granting an increase of pension to 
Willshier S. Hawley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 507) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua Hubbard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 508) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Gable; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 509) granting an increase of pension to 
John Fulgroat; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 510) granting an increase of pension to 
Elbert Dixon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 511) granting an increase of pension to 
Joel Cokely ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 512) granting an imcrease of pension to 
Stephen Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 513) granting an increase of pension to 
Hezekiah C. Collier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bili (H. R. 514) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel ©. Enochs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 515) grantimg an increase of pension to 
Alexander Dugal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 516) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Castleberry ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 517) granting an increase of pension to 
James Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 518) granting an increase of pension to 
Bueil G, Alford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 519) granting an increase of pension to 
Herman H. Bockhorst; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 520) granting an inerease of pension to 
Wyatt Botts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HB. R. 521) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias E. Barker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 522) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Baysinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 523) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Brunsteter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 524) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine F. Edsall; to the Committce on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 525) granting an increase of pension to 
David Lloyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 526) granting an increase of pension to 
Columbus W. Donnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 527) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Lucas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill €H. R. 528) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry C. Hughes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 529) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Saling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 530) granting an increase of pension to 
Preston Woodmansee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 531) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher Sherer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 582) granting an increase of pension to 
Orange Scott Cummins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 533) granting an increase of pension to 
Shadrach Murphy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 534) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen A. Kennedy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 535) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Ragsdale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 536) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Odell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 537) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Clutter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 538) granting a pension to Hugh McKane; 
to-the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, = bilf (H. R. 539) granting a pension to Priscilla Me- 
| Carty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 540) granting a pension to Angeline G. 
| Kee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 541) granting 2 pension to James H. Ger- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 542) granting a pension to Louisa M. Fee; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 543) granting a pension to Edward A. 
Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 544) granting a pension to Eden N. Dailey; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 545) granting a pension to Mary E. Davis; 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 546) granting a pension to Claude Clark; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 547) granting a pension to Ann Bontrayer; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 548) granting a pension to Frances C. 
Bates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 549) granting a pension to Homer C. 
Putnam; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 550) granting a pension to Myrtle Webster; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 551) granting a pension to Samuel T. 
Pribble; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 552) granting a pension to John Schneider; 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 553) granting a pension to Robert Roberts: 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 554) granting a pension to Maggie E. 

| Middlecoff ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 555) granting a pension to Hester A. 
|} Barnes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R, 556) granting a pension to Mary D. Nelson; 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
} 





Alse, a bill (H. R. 557) granting a pension to Louis Seeberger; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 558) granting a pension to James M. 
Warner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 559) granting a pension to Martin L. 
Van Buren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 560) granting a pension to Andrew Pierce; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 561) granting a pension to Eliza Jane Lee; 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 562) granting a pension to William Wil- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 568) granting a pension to Charles Glyck- 
herr: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 564) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Ernst and grant him an hon- 
orable discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 565) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Alonzo Northrup and grant him an 
honorable discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 566) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Asa Morgan, alias William H. 
Francis, and grant. him an honorable discharge; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 567) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Charles H. Mattoon, alias Charles 
H. Waters, and grant him an honorable discharge; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 568) to remove the eharge of desertion 
from the military record of Richard Dove and grant him an 
honorable discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 569) to remove the charge of desertion 
against William J. Morris; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 570) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Jacob Mull; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

“Also, a bill (H. R. 571) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Cyrus McCue; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 572) to remove the charge of desertion 
against James M. Neal; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 573) for the relief of the estate of Israel 
Folsom; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 574) for the relief of the Mary E. Phillips; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 575) for the relief of James A. Nickell; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 576) for the relief of Fanny Donnelly; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 577) for the relief of Benjamin F. Eads; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 578) for the relief of William Redder; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 579) for the relief of Howard V. Hinckley, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 580) to grant an honorable discharge to 
Richard Corner; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 581) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to convey a certain tract of land to the city of Alva, 
State of Oklahoma; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 582) for 
the allowance of certain claims reported by the Court of Claims, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 583) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph S. Eastman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alse. a bill (H. R. 584) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Goss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 585) granting an increase of pension to 
John P, Jackson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 586) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel F, Oliver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 587) granting an increase of pension to 
Ebeneezer S. Bigelow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 588) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin B. Mason; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 589) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 590) granting an increase of pension 
Stephen Ellis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 591) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph H. Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 592) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Vaughn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 593) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Mears; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 594) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel S. Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 595) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Goodwin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 596) granting an increase of pension 
James E. Cushing; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 597) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas F. Rowley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 598) granting a pension to Sara M. John- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 599) granting a pension to Catherine B. 
Marshall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 600) granting a pension to Mary J. Sager; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 601) granting a pension to Mary J. Tay- 
lor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 602) to correct the military record of 
Henry W. Dunbrack; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 603) to correct the military record of 
Albert S. Austin; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 604) for the relief of the heirs of George 
W. Coombs; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 605) for the relief of Eudora Sherman 
Kelly, administratrix of the estate of James R. Kelly; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 606) for the 
relief of John Treffeisen; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 607) granting a pension to Walter Cox; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 608) granting an increase of 


et to John Halstead; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 609) granting an increase of pension to 
James Agnew; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 610) granting an increase of pension 
Mary J. Preuitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 611) granting an increase of pension to 
John Barnett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 612) granting an increase of pension 
William H. Allanson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 613) granting an increase of pension 
James J. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 614) granting pensions to Missouri Home 
Guards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 615) granting pensions to members of the 
Enrolled Missouri Militia; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 616) granting an increase 
of pension to Case J. Wentworth; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 617) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 618) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Welcome, alias John Gendron; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 619) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel F. Tewksbury ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 620) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 621) granting an increase of pension t 
Henry C. Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 622) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Pearl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 623) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob H. Graham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 624) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Gile; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 625) granting an increase of pension 
Harvey D. Gamsby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 626) granting an increase of pension 
Israel Fletcher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 627) granting an increase of pension 
A. Wesley Eastman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 628) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph L. Day; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 629) granting an increase of pension 
Charles H. Caswell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 630) granting an increase of pension t 
Charles C. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 681) granting an increase of pension to 
Elbridge G. Brackett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 682) granting an increase of pension to 
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| Charles H. Bassett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 633) for the relief of George A. 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 634) granting a pension to Ella Fall; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 635) granting a pension to Rose B. Dares; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 636) granting a pension to 8. 
Chandler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 637) granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew J. Daniels; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 638) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Bouldry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 639) granting a pension to Anna 8S. Ander- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 640) granting a pension to Ethel 
Guerin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 641) granting a pension to David K, Ar- 
rand; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 642) for the relief of David Smith; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 643) for the relief of Patrick Rattigan; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 644) for the relief of Mary E, Quinn; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 645) for the relief of Andrew H. Russell 
and William R. Livermore; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 646) for the relief of Elizabeth L. W. 
Bailey, administratrix of the estate of Davis W. Bailey, de 
ceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 647) for the correction of the military 
record of Maj. Horace P. Williams; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


Tarbox; 


Elizabeth 


K. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 648) for the relief of the city of Quincy, 
the towns of Weymouth and Hingham, and the Old Colony 
Street Railway Co., all of Massachusetts; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 649) to authorize the appointment of a 
professor of mathematics of the Navy; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 650) to provide for the appointment and 
retirement of late Ensign John Tracey Edson as lieutenant in 
the United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 651) authorizing the payment to the admin- 
istrator of the late Ephraim Perkins, captain, of the value of 
his three-fourths of brigantine Eliza and cargo, illegally cap- 
tured by the French, as ascertained by the Court of Claims; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 652) to correct the military record of 


. Charles Bowen; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 653) for the allowance of certain claims 
reported by the Court of Claims, and for cther purposes; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of llinois: A bill (H. R. 654) granting an 
increase of pension to John Dover; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 655) granting an increase of pension to 
John Quinn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 656) granting. an increase of pension to 
William J. Teed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 657) granting an increase of pension to 
James Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 658) granting an increase of pension to 
Alice J. Rank; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 659) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos Diemer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 660) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin H. Beardsley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 661) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Elliott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 662) granting an increase of pension to 
John Mertes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 663) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Sauers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 664) granting an increase of pension to 
Clark BD. Calligan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 665) granting an increase of pension to 
George P. Clayton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 666) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Fischback; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 667) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. Ranney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 668) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis R. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 669) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph D. Lakin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 670) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia E. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 671) granting an increase of pension to 
Columbus Ballard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 672) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Kinner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 673) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth B. Thomason; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 674) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Blair; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 675) granting a pension to Elnora J. Boyer; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 676) granting a pension to Adrienne T, 
Church; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 677) granting a pension to John K. Jamie 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 678) granting a pension to Louis J. Wilson; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 679) granting a pension to Mary O. Daum; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 680) granting a pension to Edgar C. Stur- 
ges; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 681) granting a pension to Melinda J. 
Perham Roberts; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 682) to appoint Edgar C. Sturges a cap- 
tain in the Army and place him on the retired list; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 683) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Timothy Crowley ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 684) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Michael Carter; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 685) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Frederick Frosch; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 686) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Michael J. Doyle; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 687) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Inglis; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 688) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of George S. Green and to allow his 
widow, Minnie BE. Green, a pension; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 689) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Melville N. Goodrich; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 690) to remove the‘ charge of desertion 
from the military record of John A. Curry; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 691) to correct the military record of 
Joseph C. Burkhardt; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 692) to authorize the President to reap 
point Egil T. Olsen assistant surgeon in the Publie Health and 
Marine-Hospital Service; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 693) for the relief of Clement, Curtis & 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 694) for the relief of E. C. Walker: to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 695) 
granting an increase of pension to Richard Hyam; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 696) granting an increase of pension to 
Timothy Stackpole; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 697) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Northway; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. ‘R. 698) granting a pension to Roxanna N. 
Wilford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 699) granting a pension to Sarah C. Col- 
quhoun ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 700) granting a pension to Sarah J. Por- 
ter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 701) for the relief of James Henry Payne; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 780) granting a pension to 
Thomas Cheatham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 781) granting a pension to Isaac Price; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 782) granting a pension to Mary A. Bron- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 783) granting a pension to M. Belle Houkj 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 784) granting a pension to Addie Jones; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 785) granting a pension to J. 8. Grubb; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 786) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 787) granting a pension to Nancy Lay; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 788) granting a pension to Martha 
Smithers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 789) granting a pension to J. T. Cooper; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 790) granting a pension to Elihu Wilburn; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 791) granting a pension to Zack Amis; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 792) granting a pension to Frank Medlin; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 793) granting a pension to Cleopatra Hen- 
shaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 794) granting a pension to Nancy A. 
Robbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 795) granting a pension to Daniel Best; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 796) granting a pension to Martha C. Ray- 
field; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 797) granting a pension to Lucy Artis; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 798) granting a pension to Sallie Baker; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 799) granting a pension to John McGhee; 
te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 800) granting a pension to George Graham ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 801) granting pensions to the minor heirs 
of Elisha Darity; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 802) granting a pension to Rachel Baird; | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. iW 


Also, a bill (H. R. 803) granting a pension to Isaac B. Price; | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 804) granting a pension te James Henson; | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 805) granting a pension to Loyd Reynolds; | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 806) granting a pension to Alonzo Shoot- | 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 807) granting a pension to Makissa C, Hall; | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 808) granting a pension to Sarah Duncan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 809) granting a pension to Sampson 
McGee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 810) granting a pension to John Green; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 811) granting a pension to James C. Clax- 
ton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 812) granting a pension to John W. Phil- 
lips; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 813) granting a pension to Swanzy N. 
Kennedy ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 814) granting a pension to Helen Grant; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 815) granting a pension to Jesse L, Riggs; 
to the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 816) granting a pension to Mary E. Witt; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 817) granting a pension to Martha Patter- | 


son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 818) granting a pension to William H, 
Shillings; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 819) granting a pension to James W. 
Mi‘chell; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 820) granting a pension to Rachel M. Mc- 
Neilly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 821) granting a pension to Sabra Shoot- 

man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 822) granting a pension to Thomas Kehoe ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 823) granting a pension to Daniel R. Jolin- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 824) granting a pension to D. W. Craw- 
ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H R. 825) granting a pension to James M. 
Thompson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 826) granting a pension to Pearl Jones; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 827) granting a pension to Anna Hill; 
the Committee on Inv alid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 828) granting a pension to Mollie Car- 
michael; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 829) granting a pension to James M. Kee- 
ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a*bill (H. R. 830) granting a pension to Masina Good- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 831) granting a pension to Mary Melta- 
barger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 882) granting 
Hatcher; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 833) granting a pension to Mitchell Fritts; | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 834) granting a pension to Benjamin Phil- | 


lips; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 835) granting a pension to Julia A. Rouse; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 836) granting a pension to Thomas Swal- 
low; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 837) granting a pension to John R. Kerley; 
to the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 838) granting a pension to David M. 
Bates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 839) granting a pension to Lawson J. 
Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 840) granting a pension to James F. 
Pryor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


a pension to George W. | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 841) granting a pension to Flem B. 
Duncan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 842) granting a pension to John TT. 
Mockabee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 843) granting a pension to Frank Romines; 
| to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 844) granting a pension to Benjamin 
‘ardell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 845) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 846) granting a pension to Polly Nelson; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 847) granting a pension to Daniel 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Burkett; 


Also, a bill (H. R. 848) granting a pension to William G, 
Blanton; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 849) granting a pension to S« da Day; 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 850) granting a pension to Jane Lo! 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 851) granting a pension to William Cooy 
to the Committee on on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. granting a pension to Othello T 
kinson; to the ¢ seaeantiine: on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HT. R. 853) granting a pension to Francis M. 
Oglesby ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 854) granting a pension to Robert G. Tin- 
| dle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 855) granting a pension to Alice Robert 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (II R. 856) granting a pen 
Ray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 857) granting a persion to Andrew Baird; 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill CH. R. 858) granting a pension to William R. 
Phillips; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. S59) granting a pension to George A. 
Walker; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 860) granting a pension to Catherine 
| Hartly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. Rt. 861) granting a pension to E. L. 
to the Committee on Sinideees 
Also, a bill (H. R. 862) granting a pension to Thomas E. Dun 
can: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Alse, a bill (Tf. R. 863) granting a pr maton to Jennie M. Dye; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (BH. R. 864) granting a pension to Delilah J. Chain- 
bers: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 865) granting a pension to Lewis Adkin: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 866) granting a pension to Jane Gentry; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (11. R. 867) granting a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. BR. 868) granting a pension to F r C. Grif 
fith: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 869) granting a pension to Henrictta F. 
Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 870) granting a pension to George We 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 871) granting a pension to Alfred M 
Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 872) granting a pension to Matilda Sur 
mers; to the aaa on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 873) granting a pension to Ada G. North 
ern: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill CH. R. 874) granting a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 875) granting a pension to Lucy Artis; | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. S76) gr: intir a pension to Georg \' 
Edwards; to the Committee on Pe nsio ns 
Also, a bill (H.-R. S77) granting a pension to Samuel Gri 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 878) granting a pension to Sue C. Bay 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 879) granting a pension to Wilson 
| Duncan: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. IR. 880) granting a pension to M ret A, 
Cate: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. B. 881) granting a pension to S re] TI. 
Thacker; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 882) granting a pension to John L. John- 


ion to Naney Aun 


Watkins; 


to Daniel Cahill: 


to Edward Going 





son; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 883) granting a pension to William C. 
Blevins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 884) granting a pension to Jane Henry; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 885) granting a pension to William M. 
Freels; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 886) granting a pension to Margaret Jane 
Leonard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 887) granting a pension to John H. Baker; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 888) granting a pension to Albert S. 
Kearney; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 889) granting a pension to Mike Cattarine; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 890) granting a pension to Jane Turner; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 891) granting a pension to Annie Rose- 
boro; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 892) granting a pension to Victoria Blan- 
ton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 893) granting a pension to Sarah Brimer; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 894) granting a pension to Harriet J. 
Knight; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 895) granting a pension to George W. Rus- 
sell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 896) granting a pension to Joseph A. Bray; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 897) granting a pension to George A. 
Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 898) granting a pension to Nancy J. Saint 
Clair; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 899) granting a pension to James C. Neil; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 900) granting a pension to James Perkins; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 901) granting a pension to R. H. Welch; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 902) granting a pension to Mattie R. Wil- 
loughby ; to the Committee on Invalid Persions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 903) granting a pension to Tirza E. B. 
Hendricks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 904) granting a pension to Sarah J. Blair; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 905) granting a pension to Lou E. Grill; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 906) granting a pension to Polly A. Blair; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 907) granting a pension to William Jasper 
McGhee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 908) granting a pension to Burrell F. 
Badget; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 909) granting a pension to Henry Kline; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 910) granting a pension to William 
Hutcheson, alias William King; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 911) granting a pension to Henry Dillard; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 912) granting a pension to Samuel Thomas 
Smith, alias Thomas Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 913) granting a pension to William May; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 914) granting a pension to John Metler; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








Also, a bill (H. R. 925) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy A. Bumgardner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 926) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel G. Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 927) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Brooks; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 928) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Edens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 929) granting an increase of pension to 
A, Kilen Graves; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 930) granting an increase of pension to 
John Dunahoo; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 931) granting an increase of pension to 
Howell E. Freeland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 932) granting an increase of pension to 
James Finley Patterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 933) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Henry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 934) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas L. Duncan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 985) granting an increase of pension 
George C. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 936) granting an increase of pension 
Andrew G. Kitts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 937) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Aldridge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 988) granting an increase of pension to 
Julian Barger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 939) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Letsinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 940) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther Lively; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 941) granting an increase of pension to 
William McLane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 942) granting an increase of pension 
Fletcher Lawson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 948) granting an increase of pension 
Mary E. Spangle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 944) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam T. Cottrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 945) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. McConnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 946) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 947) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Kidd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 948) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh Hubbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 949) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Qualls; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 950) granting an increase of pension to 
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| John W. Fielden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 951) granting an increase of pension to 


| John H. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 952) granting an increase of pension to 
James Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 953) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Chiles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 954) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew Bunch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 955) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 956) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Devaney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 957) granting an increase of pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 915) granting a pension to Harrison Levi Summay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Henny; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 916) granting a pension to Katherine 
Vines; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 917) granting a pension to Thomas Baker; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 918) granting a pension to David M. 
Bates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 919) granting a pension to Mary A. Sharp; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 920) granting a pension to Martha Talley; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 921) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Hill; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 922) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjman Ellison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 923) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse A, Lynn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 924) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel M. Bell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 958) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Prosise; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 959) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. Squibb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 960) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Selvidge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 961) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Goddard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 962) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. McKelvey, alias Jackson Burk; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 963) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Covington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 964) granting an increase of pension to 
Jerome B. Hendricks; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 965) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 966) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Cheatham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 967) granting an increase of pension 
hen Banks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 968) granting an increase of pension 
Robert W. Gibbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 969) granting an increase of pension 
Richard Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 970) granting an increase of pension 
Sylvester Cooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 971) granting an increase of pension 
Louise Meyers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 972) granting an increase of pension 
John W. Fielden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 973) granting an increase of pension 
Joel Dotson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 974) granting an increase of pension 
Robert N. Johnston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 975) granting an increase of pension 
John Coppock; to the Committee on Invalid Fensions. 

Also, a bill CH. BR. 976) granting an increase of pension 
Barnard J. Irwin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 977) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas M. Rankin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 978) granting an increase of pension 
Alford Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 979) granting an increase of pension 
Bruce Clifton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 980) granting an increase of pension 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 981) granting an increase of pension 
Andrew L. Cassady; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 982) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas J. Bales; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 988) granting an increase of pension 
G. W. Blakley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 984) granting an increase of pension 


Abner D. Rutherford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 985) granting an increase of pension 
senjamin H. Keith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 986) granting an increase of pension 
John A. Ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 987) granting an increase of pension 
James W. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 988) granting an inerease of pension 
Thomas W. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 989) granting an increase of pension 
Jesse J. Riggs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 990) granting an increase of pension 
Delos Odell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 991) granting an increase of pension 
Theodore 8. Smith: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 992) granting an increase of pension 
Nancy Sexton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 993) granting an increase of pension 


Nathaniel T. Gourley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 994) granting an increase of pension 
Hugh L. Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 995) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph Simmons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 996) granting an increase of pension 
Annie Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 997) granting an increase of pension 
Alexander Eckel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 998) granting an increase of pension 
Robert Crudgington;: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 999) granting an increase of pension 
Andrew J. Sanders; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1000) granting an increase of pension 
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Samuel M. Liggett; to the Committee 
to | Also, a bill (H. R. 1017) granting an increase of | 
|W 
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Morgan C. Hackworth: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 


| William LL. Northern; to the Committee 


; Thurman H. Rodeheaver: to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 


ions 





Also, a bill (H. R. 1009) granting an increase of pension to 


Lewis T. Custer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1010) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Washam ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1011) granting an increase of pension 


James Eldridge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1012) granting an increase of ]} 
Reuben Bean; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1013) granting an increase of | 
Walter Moore; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1014) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Roe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1015) granting an increase of pension 
John FF, Rankin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1016) granting 


nsion 


ension 


e 


increase of pension 
on Invalid Per 


an 


. . , . . : 
illiam W. Richardson; to the Committee on Invalid P 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1018) granting an increase of | 
Alva O. Brooks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1019) granting an increase of 
Godfrey D. Sanders; to the Committee on Invalix 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1020) granting an increase 
Reuben Hurtt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (Hi. R. 1021) granting an increase of p 
Richard Porterfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1022) granting an increase 
Moses R. Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1023) granting an increase of pension 
Calloway Roddy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1024) granting an increase 
on Inva 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1025) granting an increase of pensio1 
Christian Shores; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1026) granting an increase of pension 
John Ridge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1027) granting an increase of | 
Robert Orr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1028) granting an increase of pension 


of pension 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1029) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas W. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1030) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas W. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1031) granting an increase 


of pensiot 


Isaac B. Beals; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1082) granting an increase of pension 
Benjamin F. Houston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensior 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1083) granting an increase of pen 
Celina Wilhite; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10384) granting an ine 
Hazlewood A. C. Bradfute; to the yminittee 
sions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10385) granting an increase 


g rease of pen 
Cr 


Eli B. Miner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to | 
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to 


James Madison Rolain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
to | 


Also, a bill (H, R. 1001) granting an increase of pension 
Richard Luttrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1002) granting an increase of pension 
Mary V. Webster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1003) granting an increase of pension 
Robert N. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1004) granting an increase of pension 
Lewis H. Whitson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1005) granting an increase of pension 
William A. Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1006) granting an increase of pension 
John Kennedy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1007) granting a pension to Louisa 
Chesney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1008) granting an increase of pension 
Stephen Hooks; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Henry Rigsby; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10386) granting an increase of pension 
John B. Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1087) granting an increase of pension 
William M. Murrin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1038) granting an increase of pension 
Linsey H. Fields; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1039) granting an increase 
James Eldridge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1940) granting an increase 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1041) granting an increase of pension t 


Lewis M. Medlin: to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1042) granting an increase of pension | 


William A. MeClure; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10643) granting an increase of | 
Owens: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Sie 


Also, 
John J. 

Also, 
John A. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1046) granting an increase of pension 
George H. 8. Messer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1047) granting an increase of pension 
Richard Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1048) granting an increase of pension 
Charles Gentry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1049) granting an increase of pension 
Peter O. Benham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1050) granting an increase of pension 
William N. Sexton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Duff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


a bill (H. R. 1044) granting an increase of pension to 


a bill (H. R. 1045) granting an increase of pension | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1051) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1052) granting an increase of pension 
William H. Warner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1058) granting an increase of pension 
Prior P. Baird; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1054) granting an increase of pension 
William Roach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1055) granting an increase of pension 
James Vandergriff ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1056) granting an increase of pension 
Charlotte J. Triplett Lewis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1057) granting an increase of pension 
Lewis M. Moses; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1058) granting an increase of pension 
William Mooney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1059) granting an increase of pension 
James F. Foster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1060) granting an increase of pension 
William W. Dunn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1061) granting an increase of pension 
John N. Fagan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1062) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Weaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1063) granting an increase of pension 
John C. Carroll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1064) granting an increase of pension 
James W. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1065) granting an increase of pension 
John Hayden; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1066) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1067) granting an increase of pension 
John M. Letsinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1068) granting an increase of pension 
David U. Weagley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1069) granting an increase of pension 
Andrew T. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1070) granting an increase of pension 
Spencer H. Henry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1071) granting an increase of pension 
William G. French: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1072) granting an increase of pension 
William G. Russeli; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 1078) granting an increase of pension 
Heury McMahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1074) granting an increase of pension 
Isaac M. W. Keller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1075) granting an increase of pension 
Alga S. Roach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1076) granting an increase of pension 
Robert A. Patterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1077) granting an increase of pension 
Lemuel Main; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1078) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas M. Rankin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1079) granting an increase of pension 
William Lanallen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1080) granting an increase of pension 
Nancy C. Kirk; to the Committee on Infalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1081) granting an increase of pension 
William C. Chandler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1082) granting an increase of pension 
Daniel S. Fox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1088) granting an increase of pension 
Robert N: Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 1084) granting an increase of pension 
Peter Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1085) granting an increase of pension 
John A. Collier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1086) granting an increase of pension 
Alexander Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1087) granting an increase of pension 
Silas Arthur; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1088) granting an increase of pension 
William M. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1089) granting an increase of pension 
Adam Leak; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1090) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Hamilton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1091) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Arms; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1092) granting an increase of pension 
J. R. Doty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1093) granting an increase of pension ‘ 


Thomas C. Blevins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1094) granting an increase of pension | 


James McCulley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1095) granting an increase of pension | 


Alexander Bright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1096) granting an increase of pension | 


Sarah 8. Conway; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1097) granting an increase of pension | 


Henry Finger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1098) granting an increase of pension | 


Joseph M. Squibb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1099) granting an increase of pension | 


James Key; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1100) granting an increase of pension 
Lycurgus Peltier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1101) granting an increase of pension 


Andrew J. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1102) granting an increase of pension | 


Lewis M. Wester; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1103) granting an increase of pension 
Alexander R. Long; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1104) granting an increase of pension 
John Patrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1105) granting an increase of pension 
John W. Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1106) granting an increase of pension 
James Smiddy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
- Also, a bill (H. R. 1107) granting an increase of pension 
Orlin L. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1108) granting an increase of pension 
John H. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1109) granting an increase of pension 
Theodore S. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1110) granting an increase of pension 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1111) granting an increase of pension 
Bruce Clifton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1112) granting an increase of pension 
John H. Cross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1118) granting an increase of pension 


| Alex B. Tadlock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1114) granting an increase of pension 


| William M. Boles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1115) granting an increase of pension 
William H. Kidd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1116) granting an increase of pension 
Ferguson Fox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1117) granting an increase of pension 
George Lawson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1118) granting an increase of pension 
Charles Davis, alias Charles Russell; to the Committee 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1119) granting an increase of pension 
Alfred 8. Risden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1120) granting an increase of pension 
James Shelby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1121) granting an increase of pension 
Elijah Richardson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1122) granting an increase of pension 
Richard N. Salomon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1123) granting an increase of pension 
Jerome Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1124) granting an increase of pension 
Christian Schaick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1125) granting an increase of pension 
William J. Byerley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1126) granting an increase of pension 
Elijah Richardson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1127) granting an increase of pension 
William M. Freels; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1128) granting an increase of pension 
Elisha Disney; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1129) granting an increase of pension 


| Thomas M. Woods; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1180) granting an increase of pension 
William A. Alexander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1181) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas E. Galbreath; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1132) granting an increase of pension 
John V. Mays; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1133) granting an increase of pension 
Pleasant Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1134) granting an increase of pension 
Luvernia Newport; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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| Samuel B. Montgomery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1135) granting an increase of pension to 
arrie J. Harris; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1136) granting an increase of pension to | 
George Hutchinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1137) granting an increase of pension to | 
Joel Thomason; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1138) granting an increase of pension to | 
James D. Roberts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1139) granting an increase of pension to | 
Maggie BE. Atkinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1140) granting an increase of pension to 
Johniker L. Mynatt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1141) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Wyrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 1142) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Pearsall: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1148) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Greer: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1144) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia E. Angel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1145) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Dupes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1146) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred M. Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 1147) granting an increase of pension 
Eliinh Cates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1148) granting an increase of pension to 
Willism Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1149) granting an increase of pension to 
Gebrge R. West; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 1150) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Hutcheson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 1151) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Freeman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1152) granting an increase of pension to | 
Josiah D. Mater; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1153) granting an increase of pension to | 
Samuel M. Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1154) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Livsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1155) granting an increase of pension to 
John Lobach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (CH. R. 1156) granting an increase of pension to 
Emanuel Netherway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1157) granting an increase of pension to | 


—s 





Thomas C. Blevins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1158) granting an increase of pension to 


Joseph Shields; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1159) granting an increase of pension to 
John Daugherty, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 

Also, a bill (H, R. 1160) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Yarnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 1161) granting an increase of pension to 
Absalom P. Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1162) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Saint Clair; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 1163) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Edington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 1164) granting an increase of pension to | 
Cyrena M. Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1165) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Carney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1166) granting an increase of pension to | 
Thomas G. Pardue; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 1167) granting an increase of pension to | 
James M. Lawson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 1168) granting an increase of pension to | 
William T. Sims; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1169) granting an increase of pension to | 
Albert Varnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1170) granting an increase of pension to | 
William P. Tutterow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also. a bill (H. R, 1171) granting an increase of pension to 
Caswell Seamore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1172) granting an increase of pension to | 
David C. Sparks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1173) granting an increase of pension to 
John Farmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1174) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Hughett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1175) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Hubble; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1176) granting an increase of pension to 
Gilbert Zachary; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1177) granting an increase of pension to 


| Andrew J. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1178) granting an increase of pension 


as 


oO 


| John A. Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1179) granting an increase of pension to 


= 


| John Marney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1180) granting an increase of pension 
William N. Mabry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (f1. R. 1181) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Keeble; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1182) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin Patterson; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11838) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1184) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Osborn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1185) granting an increase of pension to 
Malinda C. Summers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1186) granting an increase of pension to 
Barzilla T. Monday; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 1187) granting an increase of pension to 
John Farmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1188) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie P. Gage; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1189) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander McNabb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1190) granting an increase of pension to 
James Ivy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1191) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjman Cannon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1192) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher C. Roddy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1193) granting an increase of pension to 
W. A. Herrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 1194) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie S. Cross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 1195) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Leinart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1196) granting an increase of pension to 
Hilery Humphery, alias Umphus; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1197) granting an increase of pension t 
Martin Kennedy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1198) granting an increase of pension t 
Robert Brashears; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1199) granting an increase of pension t 
Abner Brooks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1200) granting an increase of pension t 
Thomas W. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1201) granting an increase of pension t 


= 


) 


) 


Samuel Hamilton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1202) granting an increase of pension to 
A. J. Pedigo; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (CH. R. 1208) granting an increase of pension t 


) 


James Smiddy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (CH. R. 1204) granting an increase of pension t 
Samuel Keeble; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1205) granting an increase of pension to 


| James Richey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1206) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Arnold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 1344) granting an increase of 
pension to Pennell M. Keepers; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1345) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Harter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1346) granting an increase of pension to 


| Michael J. Boland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1347) granting an increase of pension t: 
James H. Werking: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1348) granting an increase of pension to 
Cicero C. Wait: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1349) granting an increase of pension 
James M. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1350) granting an increase of pension t 
Ward L. Roach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1551) granting an increase of pension to 
William Hazelbaker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 1352) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Klugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1553) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob W. Perkins: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1354) granting an increase of pension to 
Mathias House; to the Committee on Invalid lensions. 
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By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 1355) granting 
an increase of pension to Eli H. Stevens; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 1356) granting an increase of. pension to 
James Carmine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1357) granting an increase of pension to 
Burris M. Noland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 1358) granting an increase of pension to 
Gustav A. Janke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 1359) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas J, Evans; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1360) granting an increase of pension to 
George 8S. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1361) granting a pension to William Can- 
aday; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1362) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza Sells; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 1363) for the relief of George 
Marion Gaut; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1364) for the relief of Jeremiah Campbell ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1365) for the relief of Robert Allcorn; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1366) for the relief of Henry Jones; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1367) for the relief of Wilson L. Lowery; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 1368) for the relief of Frank B. Smith; to 
the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1369) for the relief of Lacy Mynatt; to 


the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1370) for tue relief of the personal repre- 


on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1371) for the relief of J. J. Starnes; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1372) for the relief of John M. Dailey; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1373) for the relief of G. A. Turner; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (HL R. 1374) for the relief of Henry B. Jones; to 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1375) for the relief of John T. Burchfield; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HE. R. 1376) for the relief of W. L. Brown; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1377) for the relief of Susan J. Jones; | mate against William A. Morgan; to the Committee on Mili- 


to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1378) for the relief of Martha V. Jones; 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1379) for the relief of Carrick W. Crozier; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (EL R. 1380) for the relief of Walter Lee Chris- 
tenberry ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 1381) for the relief of James W. Holt; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 1382) for the relief of George T. Larkin; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1383) for the relief of Reverend William 
Jasper McGhee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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| Brown, Kate D. Jarnagin, 
| B. Teague, heirs of Mary Jane Hubbard, deceased; to the Com- 
| mittee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1396) for the relief of W. J. McGhee; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1397) for the relicf of R. M. Magill; t 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1398) for the relief of F. A. R. Scott; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1399) for the relief of Clarrissa H. Tipton; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1400) for the relief of Joe 8S. Shipe; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1401) for the relief of David H. Marney; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1402) for the relief of William P. Doug- 
lass; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1403) for the relief of Annie Campbell; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1404) for the relief of Harry A. Claiborne; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1405) for the relief of William Spears; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1406) for the relief of Samuel Lewis; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1407) for the relief of Mrs. James Ken- 
nedy ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1408) for the relief of Charles J. Harvey; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1409) for the relief of James H. Galbraith; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1410) for the relief of Lee T, Kitts; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1411) for the relief of M. EB. Hall and 
the estate of James B. Hall, deceased; to the Committee on War 


| Claims. 
sentatives of Mitchell J. Childress, deceased; to the Committee | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1412) for the relief of Margaret Emma 
John Jacob Hubbard, and Georgia 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1413) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against John W. Bennett; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1414) to remove the charge of desertion 
against William Lawson; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1415) to remove the charge of desertion 
against George W. Chambers; to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 


| 


| 
| 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1384) for the relief of Lewis Turner; to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1385) for the relief of Isaac A. Duncan; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1386) for the relief of Charlies Baum; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1387) for the relief of George T. Larkin; | 


to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1388) for the relief of Sarah B. Cox; to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1389) for the relief of Calvin IL. Childress; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (HL R. 1391) for the relief of David J. Collins; 
te the ‘Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 1392) for the relief of Mrs. Amanda M. 
Brown; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 1393) for the relief of Mary A. Mynatt; 
te the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1394) for the relief of James J. Sellers; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 1595) for the relief of George Marion 
Gaut; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1416) to remove the charge of desertion 


tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1417) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Alkanah Ballinger; to the Committee on Military 
| Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1418) to remove the charge of d@ertion 
against Creed F. Casteel; to the Committee on Military Af- 


| fairs. 


Aliso, a bill (H. R. 1419) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Derious O. Bibee; to the Committee on Mili- 
“—— Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1420) to remove the charge of desertion 
against David J. Collins; to the Committee on Military Af- 
| fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1421) to remove the charge of desertion 
| standing against Jerry Fritts; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1422) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Hugh Washam; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1423) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Henry Wallace; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1424) to remove the charge of desertion 


| standing against Gideon Taylor; to the Committee on Military 
| Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1390) for the relief of Eli Sharp; to the | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1425) to remove the charge of desertion 

standing against Ranson Fritts; to the Committee on Military 
| Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1426) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against H. B. Jones; to the Committee on Military 


rs. 
Also, a bill (HL R. 1427) to remove the charge of desertion 


now standing against Thomas Martin; 
Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1428) to remove the charge of desertion 


standing against Samuel McKamey; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 


to the Committee on 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1429) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against William A, Morgan; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1430) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Pleasant M. Chapman; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1431) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Gilbert C. Smith; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1482) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Sampson Carroll; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1433) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Alexander English; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. Rt. 1484) to remove the charge of desertion | 


standing against Samuel S. Caldwell; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14385) to remove the charge of desertion | 


standing against George W. Mabry; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1436) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Mark Seiber; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


against Samuel Robbins; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1488) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Ben Graves; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1489) to remove the charge of desertion 
against George Washington; to the Committee on 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1440) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John C. White; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1441) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam Kennedy, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1442) for the relief of the estate of John 
Chesney, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1443) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam M. Goforth; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1444) for the relief of the estate of John 
North, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1445) for the relief of the estate of Noah 
C. Wenger; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1446) for the relief of the estate of William 
I. Sharp; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1447) for the relief of estate of Henry 
Sessler, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1448) for the relief of the estate of Joseph 
Galbraith; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1449) for the relief of the estate of David 
Tangle, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1450) for the relief of the estate of Nelson 
Mynatt; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1451) for the relief of the estate of Lemuel 
Cox, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1452) for the relief of the estate of Dr. 
Thomas J. Coward; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1453) for the relief of estate of William 
H. Dawson, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 


| 
| 
| 


Military | 
| Catherine J. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1454) for the relief of the legal representa- | 
tives of Jacob G. Carmichael, deceased; to the Committee on ' 


War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1455) for the relief of the legal representa- | 


tives of Jacob §S. Fritts, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1456) for the relief of the legal representa- | 
tives of William C. Blalock, deceased; to the Committee on | 


War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1457) for the relief of the personal repre- | 


sentatives of Horace L. Bradley, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1458) for the relief of the estate or heirs 
of William H. Turley, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1459) for the relief of the heirs of Bryant 
Wheeler, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1460) for the relief of heirs or estates of 
William Kennedy and Mrs. Jane H. Kennedy, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1461) for the relief of heirs of John Gates, 
deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 1462) for the relief of the heirs of Ben- 
jamin Prater; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1463) for the relief of the heirs of Ross 
Talbott, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1464) for the relief of the heirs of John 
W. Harle; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1465) for the relief of the heirs of Charles 
Frances; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1466) for the relief of the heirs of George 
Turner; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1467) to correct the military record of 
William H. Shillings; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1468) to correct the record of Roadman 
V. Burleson, Company H, Third Tennessee Mounted Infantry; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1469) to correct the war record of Samuel 
Braden; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1470) to correct the military record of 
George A. Tillett; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1471) to co,rect the war record of G. W. 
Swanay; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1472) to correct the war record of George 
Washington Pevyhouse; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1473) to correct the war record of Calvin 
Fielden; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1474) to carry into effect the findings of 


/ - | the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1437) to remove the charge of desertion 


Isaac Tipton, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1475) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of Warham 
Easley; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1476) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of John G. Henson, guardian of 
Gilson (insane) and administrator of estate of 
Samuel L. Gilson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1477) to earry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in case of Warham Easley; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1478) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of Clarissa H. Tipton, admin- 
istratrix of Isaac Tipton, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1479) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of Henry J. Kinzel; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1480) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of John G. Hen- 
son, administrator, etc.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1481) to grant an honorable discharge to 
T. J. Murphy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1482) to grant a discharge to Benjamin F. 
Cheatham; to the Committee on. Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1483) to furnish ex-soldiers medals of 
honor; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1484) to muster in and muster out Wilson 
W. Duncan, late of the Volunteer Army, Civil War; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1485) to muster John Curtis as captain; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1486) to muster out and grant an honor- 
able discharge to Sampson McGhee; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1487) to reimburse depositors of the late 
Freedman’s Savings & Trust Co.; 
and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1488) for the allowance of certain claims 
under the Tucker and Bowman acts; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1489) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Donnelly; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 1490) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Miriam P. Yates; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1491) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah L. Clark; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1492) granting a 


to the Committee on Banking 


pension to John A, 


Cherry; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1498) granting a pension to Charles E, 
Holcomb; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1494) granting a 
Kimbrough; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1495) granting a pension to Ed Schlueter; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1496) granting a pension to Douglas M, 
Weems; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1497) granting a pension to James R, 
Ward; to the Committee on Pensions. 


pension to John G, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1498) granting a pension to William 
Stephan, jr.; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1499) granting a pension to Charles Lav- 
ender; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1500) granting a pension to Byron J. 
Hunt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1501) granting a pension to Mrs. Idus 
Chambers; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1502) for the relief of Orin J. Lucas; to | 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1503) for the relief of Thomas F. Hast- | 


ings; to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1504) for the relief of J. M. King; to the | 


Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (CH. R. 1505) to correct the military record of | 


Jerome 8. Long; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1506) for the relief of the estate of John 
C. Green, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1507) for the relief of the estate of 
Caivin W. Battle, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1508) for the relief of Alberti Operti; to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1509) for the relief of P. A. Wingate; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1510) for the relief of Pinkney Persons; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1511) for the relief of Mrs. S. A. Dunn, 
formerly Mrs. S. A. Mitchell; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1512) for the relief of Mrs. J. M. Thomas, 
Lula Lawson, E. L. Lawson, and F. M. Lawson, heirs and legal 
representatives of Robert Lawson; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 1513) for the relief of Mrs. J. M. Thomas, 
Lula Lawson, EE. L. Lawson, and F. M. Lawson, heirs and legal 
representatives of Nancy Lawson; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1514) for the relief of Philip Epstein, 
Mordecai David, Henry Stein, Julius Louis, and Herman Som- 
ers; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1515) for the relief of Sarah E. Rankin, 
sole heir at law and next of kin of Emily R. Hathorn, deceased ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1516) for the relief of the heirs of R. W. 
Jemison; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1517) for the relief of the heirs of James 
Roberts, late of Jasper County, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1518) for the relief of the heirs and legal 
representatives of William N. Dickson, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1519) for the relief of the heirs and legal 
representatives of John P. Lamar, deceased; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1520) for the relief of the heirs of L. G. 
Brantley, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1521) for the relief of the heirs of Law- 
rence Smith, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1522) for the relief of the heirs and legal 
representatives of Martha McLeroy; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1523) for the relief of the heirs of Jordon 
Lyons, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1524) for the relief of the heirs of David 
R. Cook, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 1525) to carry 
into effect the findings of the Court of Claims in the claims of 
Jones and Laughlin and others; to the Committee on War 
Claims, . 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 1526) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. H. Adams; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1527) granting an increase of pension to 
Greenberry V. Miles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1528) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaih Fry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1529) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Boone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1530) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel A, Parrish; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1531) granting a pension to Denny H. 
Vocke; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1582) granting an increase of pension to 
William Waggoner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 1533) to reimburse 
the estate of Gen. George Washington for certain lands of h! 
in the State of Ohio, lost by conflicting grants made under th 
authority of the United States; to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

3y Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 1534) for th 
relief of Thomas H. Brown and B. H. Stickney; to the Com 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 1535) granting a pension to 
William A. Dew; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1586) granting a pension to William Heus 
lick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1587) granting a pension to William C. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1538) granting a pension to John Leving- 
ston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1539) granting a pension to Jacob C. Blood 
worth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1540) granting a pension to Luther McRi!! 
and Rena MeRill, helpless and imbecile children of Newton 


MeRill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1541) granting a pension to James Fields; 


| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1542) granting a pension to Jeremiah C. 
Wooten; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1548) granting a pension to G. W. Piland; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 1544) granting a pension to 
Maude S. Sherry and minor children; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 1545) granting an increase 
of pension to Barney Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1546) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Kennedy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1547) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Gorman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, ‘a bill (H. R. 1548) granting an increase of pension to 
Amelie Hoffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1549) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian Teubner; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1550) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Shute; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 1551) for the relief of 
Wesley 8S. Crane; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 1552) for the relief of 
William H. Schriver; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1558) for the relief of Francis H. Connelly ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1554) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis R. Collins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1555) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Kelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1556) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard M. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1557) granting an increase of pension to 
John Dougan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1558) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Stevenson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1559) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1560) granting a pension to Annie UH. 
Schuler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 1561) granting an increase 
of pension to James McElroy; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1562) to establish a military status for 
William B. Okeson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1563) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of William H. Gibson; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1564) for the relief of John C. De Lany; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1565) for the relief of the North American 
Transportation & Trading Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1566) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of William Birk; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1567) for the relief of Maria McMurdie; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1568) to correct the naval record of Eze- 
kiel Downey ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1569) to correct the military record of 
George F. Dewey; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1570) for the relief of the North-American By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 1606) for the relief of 
Transportation & Trading Co.; to the Committee on Claims. Charley Clark, a homestead settler on certain lands therein de 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1571) to remove the charge of desertion } scribed; to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 
from the record of C. G. S. Mills; to the Committee on Military By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 1607) to remove 


Affairs. the record of dishonorable discharge from the record of James 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1572) for the relief of Mary C. Mayers; | Parsons; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
to the Committee on Claims. By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 1608) for the relief of 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1573) for the relief of the North American | the heirs of General John A. Quitman: to the Committee on War 
Transportation & Trading Co.; to the Committee on Claims. Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1574) for the relief of the North American sy Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 1609) granting a 
Transportation & Trading Co.; to the Committee on Claims. pension to John F. Woods; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1575) to correct the military record of | sions. 
James B. C. Covel; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (HH. R. 1576) to correct the military record of PETITIONS. ETC 
Marcus A. Root; to the Committee on Military Affairs. . : SRT eae s 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1577) for the relief of the legal repre- Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
sentatives of Mrs. William W. Sherman, née Alice Park; to the | °" the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows : , ; 
Committee on War Claims. sy Mr. ASHBROOK : Resolutions adopted by the Centennial 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1578) granting an increase of pension to Grange, No. 1682, Vanatta, Ohio, in opposition to the proposed 
Seward §. Palmer; to the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. Canadian reciprocity treaty; also, resolutions adopted by the 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1579) to remove the charge of desertion | ©O@8Tess of the Knights of Labor in opposition to the proposed 
from the record of George W. Lord; to the Committee on Naval | C2@dian reciprocity treaty, especially with reference to wood 


Affairs pulp; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

4 ‘ Me . ‘ . ° $ » 1 ” > 7 ‘ P ee gauy nS No 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1580) to remove the charge of desertion | .“!S. Tesolutions adopted by the John F. Godfrey Post. No. 

from the record of Edwin Crossan; to the Committee on Mili- | ¥% “T@nd Army of the Kepublic, asking Vongress to pass a 

tary Affairs. general pension law at the first session of the Sixty-second Con- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1581) granting an increase of pension to | 8™@SS: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Charles Turner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of Defiance County Pomona 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1582) granting an increase of pension to Grange, of Defiance, Ohio, with reference to Canadian reci- 
Charles Walster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. procity and other legislation; to the Committee on Ways and 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1583) granting a pension to John Finu- | Means. : 
cane: to the Committee on Invalid + thee By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Oakland Auxil- 


Alsé, a bill (H. R. 1584) to correct the military record of lary of Oakland Methodist Episcopal Church, of Pittsburg, Pa., 
Joseph Rosenbaum; to the Committee on Military Affairs. urging passage of Miller-Curtis bill to protect “ dry territory 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 1585) grant- | bY excluding liquors from interstate commerce protection ; also, 
ing an increase of pension to Daniel Remington; to the Com- the Curtis bill to prohibit saloons in Hawaii, and the McCumber- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. . Terrell bill to forbid liquor selling in ships and buildings used 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1586) granting an increase of pension to | bY the United States Government; to the Committee on Inter- 
John C. Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. state and Foreign Commerce. ‘ : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1587) granting an increase of pension to _By Mr. FORNES: Petition of P. Rosenburg, against Cana- 
Corydon M. Turnbull; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. dian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

A'so, a bill (H. R. 1588) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. FULLER: Petition of citizens of Dekalb, Ill., for 


Robert Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. legislation to create a national department of health; to the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1589) granting an increase of pension to | Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 
Theodore H. Doescher ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, petition of Illinois Farmers’ Institute, against the 


Phen: a bill (H. R. 1590) granting an increase of pension to | pata reciprocity agreement; to the Committee on Ways 
badiah C. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions anc Seans. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1591) granting an Sa ae enc ol to By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn Township, 
James L. McWilliams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Williams County, N. Dak., urging a bill for parcels post, either 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1592) granting an increase of pension to | Similar to the one recommended by ex-President Roosevelt or 
James 8. Boar to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | = so eg fag Taft; to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1593 nting a pension to Frank S . ost Office and Post loads. 
field: to the Fc Fl s) F valid Pensions. aan Se Also, petition of farmers of North Dakota, protesting against 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1594) granting a pension to Israel Bower; | Canadian free trade on farm products, with protection on what 
to the Committee on Inval'd Pensions. ’ | farmers buy; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1595) granting a pension to Fred Olson By Mr. HILL: Resolutions of New Canaan Grange, Patrons of 
alias William Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | | Husbandry, New Canaan, Conn., in reference to reciprocity; to 
, Ane aie R, 1508) a = xing of Isaac Bettelyoun; egy egg ser wel -_ — fe a ae 
a“ e Committee on the Public Lands. 4150, 2SO § New abnad srange, Wo. v5, Sew 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1597) for the relief of John H. Janssen; | Canaan, Conn., and of North Cornwall Grange, North Cornwall, 
to the Committee on Claims. ” | Co with regard to parcels post; to the Committee on the 





Also, a bill (H. R. 1598) for the relief of Patrick Dewire, | Post Office and Post Roads. : a 
alias Patrick O’Donnell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. By Mr. LAPEAN: Evidence to accompany bills granting in- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1599) for the relief of Mary Russell, | crease of pension to Benjamin W. Unger, David W. Crider, and 
Jesus Gallegos, William H. Babby, Sophia Gallegos, Richard | Augustus Sponsler ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
C. Stirk, Manuel Martinez, Louisa Bianis, and Seberiano Sierra By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of Rock Island Chapter, No. 
of Pine Ridge, S. Dak.; to the Committee on Claims. * 1140, American Woman’s League, Rock Island, Ill., asking for 
By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 1600) to au- | 4 investigation of the Post Office Department; to the Commit- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue patent in fee | tee on Expenditures in the Post Office Department. 
simple to the National Lincoln Douglas Sanatorium & Con- Also, petition of residents of Illinois, for a national bureau 
sumptives’ Hospital Association (a corporation), of Denver, | of health; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior 
Colo., for a certain described tract of land, and for other pur- | Department. 
poses; to the Committee on Public Lands. By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: Resolution of the Mas- 
By Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: A bill (H. R, 1601) granting | sachusetts State Board of Trade in executive council, protest- 
an increase of pension to William Koons; to the Committee on | ing against any attempt at tariff revision during the extra 
Invalid Pensions. session of Congress; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 1602) granting an increase Also, petition of citizens of Massachusetts, for establishment 
of pension to Eli H. Kimberley; to the Committee on Invalid | of a national board of health; to the Committee on Expenditures 
Pensions, in the Interior Department. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1603) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. SULZER: Memorial of committee of wholesale 
Samuel D. Phillips; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. grocers of New York, relative to the duty on sugar; to the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1604) for the relief of Welcome M. Brack- | Committee on Ways and Means. 
ett; to the Committee on Military Affairs. Also, resolutions of John F. Godfrey Post, No. 93, Grand 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1605) for the relief of William Neal; to | Army of the Republic, of Pasadena, Cal., in favor of the Sullo- 
the Committee on Military Affairs, way bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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SENATE. 


Wepnespay, April 5, 1911. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
Joun H. BANKHEAD, a Senator from the State of Alabama, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. GALLINGER and Mr. Bacon, the committee appointed on 
the part of the Senate to wait upon the President of the United 
States, appeared, and, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the committee appointed 
by the Senate and the House of Representatives to wait upon 
the President of the United States and to inform him that the 
two Houses of Congress had assembled and were ready to re- 
ceive any communication he might be pleased to make, have 
attended to their duty, and in behalf of the Senate we beg leave 
to report that the President will communicate to Congress in 
writing at once, 


RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA, 


¥ M. ©. Latta, assistant secretary to the President of the 
United States, appeared, and said: Mr. President, I am directed 
by the President of the United States to deliver to the Senate a 
message in writing. 


The message was received by the Secretary and handed to the 
Vice President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the following message from the President of the United States, 
which will be read. 


an Assistant Secretary [Henry M. Rose] read the message, as 
Ows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmitted to the Sixty-first Congress on January 26 last 
the text of the reciprocal trade agreement which had been ne- 
gotiated, under my direction, by the Secretary of State with 
the representatives of the Dominion of Canada. This agree- 
ment was the consummation of earnest efforts, extending over 
a period of nearly a year, on the part of both Governments to 
effect a trade arrangement which, supplementing as it did the 
amicable settlement of various questions of a diplomatic and 
political character that had been reached, would mutually pro- 
mote commerce and would strengthen the friendly relations 
now existing. 

The agreement in its intent and in its terms was purely 
economic and commercial. While the general subject was 
under discussion by the commissioners, I felt assured that the 
sentiment of the people of the United States was such that 
they would welcome a measure which would result in the in- 
crease of trade on both sides of the boundary line, would open 
up the reserve productive resources of Canada to the great 
mass of our own consumers on advantageous conditions, and 
at the same time offer a broader outlet for the excess products 
of our farms and many of our industries. Details regarding 
a negotiation of this kind necessarily could not be made public 
while the conferences were pending. When, however, the full 
text of the agreement, with the accompanying correspondence 
and data explaining both its purpose and its scope, became 
known to the people through the message transmitted to Con- 
gress, it was immediately apparent that the ripened fruits 


of the careful labors of the commissioners met with widespread. 


approval. This approval has been strengthened by further 
consideration of the terms of the agreement in all their par- 
ticulars. The volume of support which has developed shows 
that its broadly national scope is fully appreciated and is re- 
sponsive to the popular will. 

The House of Representatives of the Sixty-first Congress, 
after the full text of the arrangement with all the details in 
regard to the different provisions had been before it, as they 
were before the American people, passed a bill confirming the 
agreement as negotiated and as transmitted to Congress. This 
measure failed of action in the Senate. 

In my transmitting message of the 26th of January I fully 
set forth the character of the agreement and emphasized its 
appropriateness and necessity as a response to the mutual needs 
of the people of the two countries as well as its common 
advantages. I now lay that message, and the reciprocal trade 
agreement as integrally part of the present message, before the 
Sixty-second Congress and again invite earnest attention to 
the considerations therein expressed, 
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I am constrained, in deference to popular sentiment and with 
a realizing sense of my duty to the great masses of our people 
whose welfare is involved, to urge upon your consideration 
early action on this agreement. In concluding the negotiations, 
the representatives of the two countries bound themselves to 
use their utmost efforts to bring about the tariff changes pro- 
vided for in the agreement by concurrent legislation at Wash- 
ington and Ottawa. I have felt it my duty, therefore, not to 
acquiesce in relegation of action until the opening of the Con- 
gress in December, but to use my constitutional prerogative and 
econvoke the Sixty-second Congress in extra session in order 
that there shall be no break of continuity in considering and 
acting upon this most important subject. 

Wm. H. Tart. 


Tue Wuite Hovss, April 5, 1911. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The message and accompanying 
paper (H. Doc. No. 2) will be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


BATTLESHIPS FOR ARGENTINE REPUBLIC. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States (S. Doc. 
No. 3), which was read and, on motion of Mr. La FOoLterrr, 
was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed in the RecorD, as 
follows: 


To the Senate: 


I transmit herewith the amswer of the Secretary of State to 
the resolution passed by the Senate of the United States on 
February 27, 1911, relating to the construction and armament 
in this country of two battleships for the Argentine Republic. 


Wm. H. Tarr. 
Tue Wuite Hovss, April 5, 1911. 


The PRESIDENT: 


The undersigned has the honor to make to the President the follow- 
ing report as responsive, in so far as compatible with the public inter- 
ests, to the resolution passed by the Senate of the United States on 
February 27, 1911, which reads as follows: 

“ Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he hereby is, directed 
to transmit to the Senate, if not incompatible with the public interest, 
copies of any written communications and report upon any verbal com- 
munications which may have passed between the State Department and 
any other department of the Government of the United States, or be- 
tween the State Department and any department or representative of 
the Argentine Republic, and any other communications, written or 
verbal, which may have been issued or received by the State Depart- 
ment pertaining to the construction and armament in this country of 
two battleships for the Argentine Republic.” 

As to communications between the Department of State and any 
othér department of the Government, such communication was prac- 
tically confined to that with the Navy Department. Its object and 
effect was to obtain from the Navy Department, in furtherance of the 

lacing of the Argentine orders for naval construction in the United 
Btates, all such facilities as might be found wholly compatible with 
the naval interests and policy of the United States, the Navy Depart- 
ment being the responsible and expert judge of this question. The pur- 

rt and essence of such communication is entirely clear from this 
Separtment’s letter of April 13, 1909, which is included, with other 
papers, in the report submitted to the President under this date by 
the Secretary of the Navy. 

Beyond its letter of April 13, 1909, just referred to, and some oral 
communications between officials of the two departments upon pre- 
cisely the same lines, such communications were confined to the trans- 
Staion to the Navy Department of confidential requests for informa- 
tion made by the Argentine Government or of questions touching upon 
naval technique which came before this department confidentially 
through the legation at Buenos Aires. 

As to communications between the Department of State and the 
Government of the Argentine Republic, such communication, except 
as already referred to, consisted in the oral or written expression of 
the Department of State, chiefly through its legation at Buenos Aires, 
of everything that could properly be said with the view to furthering 
the placing of these orders in the United States, together with such 
replies as were received from the Argentine Government. 

uch other communications as were made or received by the Depart- 
ment of State rtaining to the construction and armament in this 
coun of two battleships for the Argentine Government consisted of 
a great volume of correspondence, chiefly with the legation at Buenos 
Aires and the embassy in London, and a correspondence with all Amer- 
ican shipbuilders who were known to be interested or who it was 
thought might be interested in these contra this last correspondence 
ha been carried on with a list of manufacturers supplied by the 
oar ment of Commerce and Labor. 

t the beginning of the present administration, on August 5, 1909, 
the Congress appropriated $100,000 principally for the purpose of 
” ying the necessary expenses incu in connection with for- 
eign trade relations which come within the jurisdiction of the Depart- 
ment of State under tariff legislation and otherwise.” Thereupon the 
fo pe na of State was ey! reorganized, the very purpose of 
this reorganization being to make it possible, among other things, for 
the Government of the United States to lend vital, cordial, and effi- 
cient support to all legitimate and beneficial American enterprises in 
foreign countries. 

In the autumn of 1908 the Congress of the Argentine Republic 
appropriated for armaments the sum of £11,000,000, a part of which 
was to be expended in the construction of two battleships. The De- 


partment of State, upon receipt of a communication during the month 
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September, 1908, pointing out that American firms were keenly 
irous of submitting bids for this naval construction, telegraphed 
tructions to the legation at Buenos Aires to use its friendly good oilices 
the end that such American firms might secure the same opportunity 
in the competition about to ensue as that accorded to firms of other 
nationalities. On February 10, 1909, the president of the Fore River 
Shipbuilding Co., on the eve of his departure for England, wrote to 
1e Department of State that the Fore River company, among three 
other American firms, had been invited to submit designs and prices 
for the proposed Argentine warships and requested that this depart- 
1ent cable the embassy at London regarding the good standing of the 
company for use before the Argentine naval commission, then sitting 
in London. 

The call for tenders for the construction, for the Argentine Govern- 
ment, of the two largest battleships afloat, and the prompt coming 
forward of American manufacturers and shipbuilders, prepared to 
compete, afforded an immediate opportunity to test the ability of the 
cepartment, as reorganized, to secure in a concrete case real equality 
ef opportunity for American manufacturers in a foreign country. 

It should be borne in mind that this was the first time that Ameri- 
can shipbuilders and ordnance manufacturers had ventured into compe- 
tition for a contract of this importance with the naval constructors of 
the world, who were favored in many cases by the prestige of long- 
established international commercial relations and experience. The rep- 
resentatives of American industry labored under the added disadvan- 
tage of isolation by the necessities of negotiation at London and in 
Buenos Aires, while their competitors eyes all the powerful aid 
incident to the presence of large colonies and great masses of invested 
capital of their respective nationalities in the foreign country con- 
cerned. To overcome these enormous advantages and to give the Ameri- 
ean builders a favorable opportunity to demonstrate their competency 
to meet all requirements in free competition entailed, naturally, an 
amount of discussion commensurate with the great innovation it was 
sought to bring about. Hence the telegraphic and written correspond- 
ence is voluminous. 

The efforts of the Department of State were the more earnest by 
reason of the feeling that it was peculiarly appropriate that between 
American republics American manufacturers should have at least as 
favorable an opportunity as those of any other country. 

The undersigned had the honor to report to the President, with 
peculiar gratification, the conclusion of the Argentine Republic to or- 
der these great battleships in the United States. The advantages to 
American labor, industry, and commerce are self-evident. The national 
advanage of naval construction within the United States, as vastiy 
strengthening the efficiency of the manufacturers upon whom this Gov- 
ernment would have to depend if ever requiring great supplies of war 
material, has been set forth by the Secretary of the Navy. ‘The prestige 
of American industry is greatly benefited. This transaction has shown 
not only the high a of an important branch of American manu- 
facture but has proved the ability of American manufacturers to enter 
the lists against foreign competitors when given a fair opportunity, and 
when receiving from their own Government such support as it has been 
for years past the invariable practice of the governments of all really 
great commercial nations to give most energetically to their reputable 
producers. The Department of State has regarded the placing of these 
orders in the United States as a good augury for the commercial ex- 
pansion of the future. 

The commercial, industrial, and even political importance of such an 
international transaction is so great that the undersigned has thought 
it his duty to scrutinize with special care the question as to how far it 
is compatible with the national interests to make public the very ex- 
tended correspondence involved, much of which possesses an inherent 
quality of reserve. The undersigned has sought to give what, with the 
report of the Secretary of the Navy, constitutes a clear indication of 
all that is essential in the trend of the correspondence in question. To 
go beyond this he does not deem to be compatible with the public inter- 
est. To publish correspondence affecting the Argentine Republic would 
do violence to that delicacy and to that courteous consideration called 
for by the amenities of international intercourse. To publish the ancil- 
lary correspondence with American manufacturers would be scarcely 
fair, serving merely, as to matters of their foreign business, to compel 
them to disclose details which might in some respects tend to paralyze 
their future efforts and to impose upon them relative disadvantages by 
making known facts unknown to their competitors in the foreign market. 
In reaching this conclusion and in submitting this report the under- 
signed has, however, the honor to assure the President that, beyond the 
necessary reserves imposed by the national interests upon the text of 
correspondence of the character in question, it is his conviction that the 
present report will be found to serve the purpose contemplated by the 
resolution of the Senate. 

Respectfully submitted. 

P. C. Knox. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, March 30, 1911. 


EXPENDITURES OF TARIFF BOARD. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States (H. Doc. No. 
3), which was read and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
e In accordance with the provision of the act approved August 
5, 1909, making appropriation “ to enable the President to secure 
information and to assist the officers of the Government in the 
administration of the customs laws, as provided in section 2 of 
the tariff bill, relating to the maximum and minimum rates,” I 
transmit herewith a detailed statement of all expenditures 
under this provision for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1910. 

: s Wma. H. Tarr. 

fue Wuite Hovss, April 5, 1911. 

BATTLESHIPS FOR ARGENTINE REPUBLIC. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response 


to a resolution of February 27, 1911, certain information rela- 
tive to the construction in this country of battleships for the 
Argentine Republic (S. Doc. No. 2), which, on motion of Mr. 
La FOLLETTE, was, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
OFFICE or THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, March 30, 1911. 

Sir: By direction of the President and in accordance witb the 
Senate resolution of February 27, 1911, of which a copy is hereto 
attached, relative to the subject of information furnished by this de- 
partment to American shipbuilders, which brought to this country a 
contract amounting to about $23,000,000 for the construction and 
armament of two battleships of 28,000 tons each for th Argentine 


»} 


Republic, and with particular reference to the variou of, 
I have the honor respectfully to submit the following: 

“First. Copies of any and all orders which may have been issued by 
the Secretary of the Navy or his subordinates and of all communica 
tions received or sent by the Navy Department pertaining to th 1 
struction in private shipyards of two battleships for the : mt : 


Argentine Republic. 

There are transmitted herewith copies of the following: 

(1) Letter of the State Department, dated April 13, 1909, Fi 
the assistance of the Navy Department in carrying out the poli r 
the administration in regard to encouraging the building of |} 
ships for forelgn governments in this country. 

(2) Confidential memorandum of March 11, 1910, i: 


department's policy with reference to giving assistance to privat 
tractors in this country. 

(3) Correspondence relative to the construction of torpedo tubes at 
the Washington Navy Yard. 

(4) Letter to Admiral Garcia of April 5, 1910, informing him it 
the Argentine Naval Commission would be given all p ible : 
in having their battleships constructed in this countr nd th 


information would be regarded as of a confidential natui 

(5) List showing information given to our contr: rs or to 
Argentine Naval Commission. 

(6G) Instructions of April 4, 1910, relative to exchange of in 
tion in regard to the construction of the Argentine ships 

The correspondence to which this clause of the resolution ref 








very voluminous, dating back severz! years. It is beli 1, however, 
that the above papers will furnish all necessary information. 

“Second. What, if any, plans of guns, gun mounts, and other appli- 
ances pertaining to the armament of battleships the property of the 
Government of the United States in the custody of the Navy Depart- 


ment have been loaned, transmitted, or communicated to either the 
representatives of the Argentine Republic or to representatives of any 
shipbuilding company?” 

The correspondence described in’ the foregoing paragraphs includes 
a list which gives the plans of guns 






. sun mounts, and other app! 
pertaining to the armament of battleships that have been communi 
eated to either the representatives of the Arg Repub! 
shipbuilding company. This list contains three of the general 
of battleships Nos. 34 and 35. ‘The plan of the fire-control I 
has not yet been furnished, but it is the intention of the dep en 
to supply the necessary information for use in the installation « 


control systems in these ships at the proper time. The question « 
torpedo tubes and their construction at the Washington Navy ' 
will be referred to later on. The list of books and specifications ° 
nished the representatives of the Argentine Republic is submitted witl 
the correspondence referred to above 

“Third. What, if any, of such plans cover devices which 





through patents or secrecy, have been the exclusive property of the 
United States Government?” 
No devices contained in the plans furnished are cov 1 by 





the exclusive property of the United States. The question of holding 
certain plans or devices as secret is purely one of expediency, to be 
determined in view of all the circumstances of each particular case and 
depending much upon what military value may be assigned to their 
use. It is the usual practice for naval authorities of different countries 
to exchange information of this kind. It has therefore been deemed 
advisable to pursue this course fn regard to the particular devices to 
which the Senate resolution refers. 

“Fourth. What, if any, work has been done in the navy yard at 


Washington or elsewhere by any officials or employees of the Navy 
Department, civilian or otherwise, to aid in the construction of the two 
battleships being built in this country for the Argentine Republic?”’ 


There is transmitted herewith correspondence relative to th 
facture of two torpedo tubes at the Washington Navy Yard. ‘The j 





of these were developed by the Bureau of Ordnan and it has not been 
deemed advisable to make these plans public by giving ont a con 
for their construction by private manufacturers. ‘These t 3 could 
be purchased from any private firm or contractor in this untry wi 
out Government supervision, drawings, etc., and for this reason it 
decided to permit their manufacture at the Washington Navy Yard 
This procedure, furthermore, is in complete harn with num 
precedents in this country and abroad where the facillt of tl 
ernment docks and shops are often available for th ! , 
men-of-war and for commercial firms and merchant h 
ernment business is not interfered with and when the ¢ rr 
not brought into competition with private con: : 

“ Fifth. If any such plans have been so divulged or if : 
has been performed by employees of the Navy Department, t 
authority has such action been taken and such work | 1? 

The action above referred to in placing at the « ‘ t 
tractors for the Argentine ships plans and techn | 
department has been taken upon careful consideration ! 
of the Secretary of the Navy, in pursuance of tl 


tration to endeavor in every proper ’ y ‘cond 
American firms to procure for American shipyards and 
pation in the construction of these \v ls, as is outlined f 
of the State Department dated April 1°, 1909 

The American firms in competition for the Ar { n 
learned that the quality of the materia r ; 
regarded as most excellent by th 
tine Government. Nevertheless, it was : 
competitors were to offer bids upon a f 
foreign rivals ft was essential that they 1 











nal 


the same assistance and support as that which the great ordnance 
manufacturers of Europe obtained from their governments. 

The correspondence shows the restrictions placed upon the furnishing 
of plans and information as to naval matters, and the arrangements 
made to secure such advantages as would naturally be derived from an 
access to the new features of naval construction which would be certain 
to be incorporated in the specifications of these new war vessels of a 
came? tonnage than had been heretofore placed in American ship- 
yards. 

It should be borne in mind that these ships represent the very latest 
advances at home and abroad in naval construction and equipment. 
The Argentine commission, previous to the awarding of the contract for 
the construction of the vessels in this country, had traveled extensively 
abroad inspecting many plans and devices submitted by European con- 
tractors. he result of this personal study has undoubtedly gone into 
the preparation and development of plans and devices for the vessels 
laid down in the United States and will now become available to the 
American Navy. Indeed, it is reasonable to assume that there is no 
modern improvement in naval warfare that will not be embodied in 
these ships. The value, therefore, that the interest of this Government 
must attach to the exchange of information of this character can not 
be too strongly emphasized. 

Another consideration of the first importance which has had great 
weight with the department is that the construction and armament 
of foreign war vessels in the United States is of undoubted benefit to 
the country at large in view of the fact that a high development of 
the shipyards and ordnance factories of the United States constitutes 
an asset of military strength of inestimable value in time of war. 

Respectfully, yours, 
G. v. L, Meyer, 


Secretary of the Navy. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, 


{Inclosure No. 1.] 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, April 13, 1909. 
The Secrerary OF THE Navy. 

Sir: I have the honor to inclose a translation of a note from the 
minister of the Argentine Republic, transmitting a list of publications 
desired by his Government, for use in comparing the bids of American 
shipbuilders for work for the Argentine Navy with other bids. 

This department has already made efforts, through the legation at 
Buenos Aires, to get as large a portion of this work as possible for 
American shipyards, and will be very happy if you will facilitate a 
reply to the present eaqment of the Argentine Government, in so far 
as such compliance is likely to increase the American shipbuilders’ 
chances of success, and to such an extent and in such manner as may 
be deemed entirely consistent with the policy of your department. I] 
have the honor to be, sir, 

Your obedient servant, HUNTINGTON WILSON, 
Acting Secretary. 


{Inclosure No. 2.—Confidential memorandum. ] 


Marca 11, 1910. 
The following correspondence explains the inauguration of a policy 
which the department desires to follow concerning the cooperative 
assistance that may be rendered by officers to private contractors in 
this country in their contracts with foreign Governments: 


BETHLEHEM STEEL Works, 
South Bethlehem, Pa., May 12, 1909. 
CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, 
Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 

Srr: I have recently returned from a visit of some weeks to London, 
where I went to endeavor to procure the order for the ordnance material 
of two battleships of the first class for the Argentine Government and 
some smaller vessels. I am satisfied that the Argentine Government 
believes that the material we are offering them is of excellent quality, 
and that the prices are below those current in Europe; but we carry 
a great load in the fact that European Governments interest themselves 
very actively in their makers of war material, and, so to speak, put 
the authority of the Governments behind these makers. 

There were several American shipbuilding firms represented, but for 
the ordnance—the completed guns, ammunition, and armor—the Bethle- 
hem Co. alone made a proposition. If the Bethlehem Co. had not been 
able to furnish designs for the ordnance material, the American firms 
could have made no proposition. 

We made complete propositions for the ordnance material, with the 
important exceptions only that we offered no under water discharge 
tube for torpedoes and no completed design for the arrangements of fire 
control. We would like to have the bureau’s assurance that we can 
obtain its designs for these two features of ordnance ogpteseent. This 
would make us in all respects complete. The bureau 1 please under- 
stand that we have not as yet been specifically asked for these things ; 
but we believe that we shall be in time, if the work comes to this country, 
and desire to be prepared beforehand. The specific thing that we would 
like to do at the present time is to write to our agent in London and 
tell him to wait upon the tine commission and inform them that 
the bureau will give us its design of these two features. I —- add 
that it will be of assistance to us if the bpreau will say that it will aid 
us so far as it can; but, as already sta these two features referred 
to are the only ones in which our designs are defective and which we 
may be called u to deliver. All the other designs and specifications 
are filed with the commi: complete and have been gone over at 
great length and fully expiained by our agents. 

If the bureau should determine that our request can not be granted 
we trust that some way can be devised whereby we can obtain some aid 
and warrant in the same nature as the great ordnance manufacturers of 
Europe obtain from their Governments. It goes without saying that 
any indorsement from our Government will be most valuable, and the 
otventage to our Government in helping us is It will 
help to build up manufactories in which ordnance material can be pro- 


cured rapidly when req 
respectfully, BerHLeneM STEEL 
— . Joun F. Mares. 
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{First indorsement.1 
BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, May 14, 1909 

Respectfully referred to the department. 

The following recommendations are made with the approval of ¢ 
Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance, who has discussed the subject of t| 
letter at the bureau in the presence of the author: 

(a) It is believed to be in the best interests of the Government + 
encourage the private establishments of the country as far as practica 
in obtaining foreign orders for the building of ships and the manuf 
ture of war material, especially from those countries affected by 1 
Monroe doctrine. It is thought that it would result in increasing 
available resources in time of war or of threatened war, while addin- 
material to our commercial prestige and prosperity. 

(b) The specific designs requested are strictly confidential, and ¢! 
bureau takes especial care to keep them from becoming public propert 
The bureau, however, recommends that this request be granted, provid«! 
an assurance be obtained that adequate precautions will be taken |) 
insure that they will be used and treet as confidential by all th 
concerned in their use. 

With respect to “ Fire control,” the Bureau of Ordnance has cog: 
zance of the instruments only, the Bureau of Equipment plans and s1); 
plies the connections, and the Bureau of Construction and Repair mak: 
the installations. Representatives of these bureaus confer in advan: 
concerning the complete system, and constant experimentation and iu 
provement is in progress. 

(c) The bureau recommends, if permission be granted for the use . 
any of its designs, that the information be not furnished until after 
the signing of the contracts and after suitable agreements have been 
made that the confidential nature of the information will be preserve:! 

(d) The bureau respectfully suggests that if such transactions ar: 
approved by the department, it be distinctly understood that no firm is 
aa favored over any other with an established reputation in govod 
standing. 

(e) The bureau also respectfully recommends that proper safeguards 
be established to assure an understanding that this action will not favor 
one nation more than another. 

(f) The bureau further recommends that all contracts for the build- 
ing of warships in this country for a foreign government, in whic) 
assurances are given by the department for the use of its confidentia! 
information, ee the Ses parties to agree that the United 
States will be given the first refusal in case of a contemplated sale and 
that the United States will have the right to purchase such vessels at 
any time before delivery in event of any emergency in which the pur- 
chase would be to its best interests. 

There would be more likelihood of successful results and increase | 
foreign orders to the private establishments if it were understood tha 
the aid of the Navy Department would be given by consultation, advic:, 
and recommendation ae the plans; and the suitability of such 
ships for the purposes of the United States, in event of purchase, woul:| 
be increased, if the bureau’s ideas concerning standard dimensions of 
ordnance material and the plans of gun mounts were consulted. With 
these ends in view, the bureau would be pleased to lend its assistanc: 
to any extent considered by the department for the best interests of the 
Government. It is not thought that cooperation in his matter would be 
difficult, provided the remote ssibility of sale to the United States 
were considered as the price of cooperation. 


W. InvING CHAMBERS, 
Acting Chief of Bureau of Ordnance. 


[Second indorsement.] 
Navy DePpaRTMENT, May 21, 1909. 

Returned to the Bureau of Ordnance. 

The department desires the written assent of the Bethlehem Steel Co 
to all of the Bureau of Ordnance recommendations, as set forth in the 
first indorsement herein, before making a final decision in the matter. 

G. v. L. Meyer, Secretary. 


BUREAU OF ORDNANCR, 
Washington, D. C., May 21, 1909. 

Str: Referring to Bethlehem Steel Co.'s letter of May 12, 1909, to 
the Bureau of Ordnance, signed by Mr. John F. Meigs, requesting de 
signs of ordnance material for submission to the Argentine Government, 
etc. : 

The bureau forwards herewith copy of its first indorsement of M2) 
14, 1909, referring said letter to the Navy Department, making certain 
specific recommendations. 

The Secretary of the Navy has just informed the Chief of the Bureas 
of Ordnance that in case the Bethlehem Steel Co. assent to all of the 
recommendations of the bureau, as set forth in the above-mentioned in 
dorsement, and will agree to carry them out in case contracts are made 
with the Argentine vernment, that in all probability the Navy |) 

rtment would be willing to assist the company in the way they 


esire. 
It is therefore requested that the company forward its assent to the 
Bureau of Ordnance at its early convenience. 
Respectfully, 


The BETHLEHEM STEEL Co., 
South Bethlehem, Pa. 


N. BE. Mason, 
Chief of Bureau of Ordnance. 


BeTHLeneM Sreer Co., 
South Bethlehem, Pa., May 22, 1909. 
Cuier oF BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, 
Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 

Str: We have received the bureau’s 22745/4 (A) of May 21, referring 
to a request by this company under date of May 12 for certain designs 
of ordnance material, an to thank the bureau and the Secretary of 
the Navy very warmly for the decisions in this matter, which we are 
confident will give us great assistance in our representations to the 
Argentine Government in reference to the ships for which we are pro- 
posing to them, 

We assent to all the engagements which the Bureau of Ordnance re- 
quires that we shall make in the premises, and will take every pre- 
caution that the designs and other information shall be strictly con- 
fidential, as respects people in our employ and all others to whom it 
may be oe in any way to indicate — of the information 
furnished us. e will also attend to the wishes of the bureau in re- 
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enect to clauses e and f of pasegreeh 2 of the bureau’s indorsement of 
M 14, which appear, together with the requirement of keeping the 
information confidential, to be the only undertakings that the bureau at 
this time suggests that we should enter into. 


Respectfully, A. JOHNSTON, 


First Vice President. 


[First indorsement.] 


BuREAU OF ORDNANCE, May 25, 1909. 

Respectfully referred_to the honorable Secretary of the Navy, to- 
gether with a copy of Bureau of Ordnance letter of May 21, 1909, to 
the Bethlehem Steel Co. 

This correspondence is to be considered in connection with bureau's 
first indorsement of May 14, 1909, on letter from the Bethlehem Steel Co., 
dated May 12, 1909, to the Bureau of Ordnance, requesting designs of 
ordnance material for submission to the Argentine Government, etc. 

As will be seen within, the Bethlehem Steel Co. assents to all of the 
recommendations of the bureau, as set forth in the above-mentioned in- 
dorsement, and will agree to carry them out in case contracts are made 
with the Argentine Government. 

N. B. MASon, 


Chief of Bureau of Ordnance, 


— 
[Second indorsement.] 


Navy DEPARTMENT, May 29, 1909. 

Returned to the Bureau of Ordnance. 

The department accepts the assent of the Bethlehem Steel Co. to all 
the engagements which the Bureau of Ordnance requires, as set forth 
in the copy of Bureau of Ordnance first indorsement of May 14, 1909, 
herein, and is willing to assist the company in the way they desire, as 
far as lies within its power. 

G. v. L. Meyer, Secretary. 


[Inclosure No. 3.] 


Fore River SHIPBUILDING Co., 
Quincy, Mass., March 30, 1910. 

Sir: We shall be obliged if you would inform us if you could under- 
take to manufacture on our account, and under what conditions, the 
submerged torpedo apparatus, in whole or in part, for the battleship, 
our hull Na 187, building for the Argentine Government at these 
works. 

We are inclosing for your information the preliminary specifications 
for the torpedoes, torpedo tubes, air compressors, and accumulators, and 
would prefer, if you can undertake it, that you should supply the whole 
apparatus complete. An early reply will greatly oblige, 

Yours, respectfully, 
Fore RIVER SHIPBUILDING Co., 
By F. T. Bowes, President. 
Culer oF Brreav OF ORDNANCE, 
Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 


{First tndorsement.] 


BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, April 4, 1910. 

Respectfully forwarded to the Navy Department. 

This bureau can, with the approval of the Navy Department, under- 
take the manufacture, at the navy yard, Washington, D. C., of two 
broadside, under-water, side-loading torpedo tubes, one port and one 
starboard, after the drawings and plans of the type of tube now used 
in the United States naval service, the commandant certifying, in ac- 
cordance with article 926, paragraph 3, United States Navy 


| the existing regulations and deposit for the amount involved to 


{Fourth indorsement.] 


Unitep STates Navy YARD, 
Washington, D. C., April 19, 1910 
Respectfully returned to the Bureau of Ordnance. 
The following is an estimate of the cost for two 5m x 21”, submerged 
torpedo tubes, Mark I: 





Labor. | Material. 


Rs dccisndeacseeseacn debetaaeeecedeeucescdeccccess $12,110.42 | $9,021. 58 
icine. beakshwundedciedencecs ; 4, 289. 59 | 18. 42 
2 Mark VIII, model 2, firing locks, to be taken from store..|.... 341. 71 
2 solenoids for Mark VIII, model 2, firing locks. - . 60. 00 | 6. 00 
Spare parts and tools as per sketches No. 3351 and No. 3352 | 

(copies of which are forwarded herewith)............... 60. 52 176. 40 
WA teddinibhabinitedaidadtebiaane dabetenne ne 16, 720. 53 ). 164.10 

taint dictksadudbebte duntdananeuseatinwnnns ) 000. 06 
Ps sadedkGaddidddiebubawkdsatiddnaiibbendinad 22, 154. 7 A. TE 
| + 70 

aiduaaduens coke pitt Enna Genk cab daee yhawanne ted edenionas K 
Add 12 per cent of whole labor for leave and holiday.......|.......-- 658. 56 
GI Wad datincdcaaadesnnecdsadedecnnseuesnnseens DP aieacaaaaes 36, 467. 42 


To build these two tubes and the two tubes referred to in Naval Gun 
Factory second indorsement of this date, in reply to bureau's first in 
dorsement of April 12, 1910, it will require about nine months after 
receipt of order. The first two tubes would be completed in six months 
after receipt of order. 

It is considered advisable to change the design of mouthpiece of 
these tubes to allow more clearance for the tail of the torpedoes when 
torpedoes are fired at speeds greater than 18 knots, so that the 
tine battleships will not be subjected to the same serious defe 
speeds as recently encountered by the U. 8. 8S. Chester. 

The method of payment for this work should be in accordance with 


Argen- 
ts at high 


ne 
| made with the paymaster of the yard through the commandant. As 
the whole amount is rather large and the expenditures will run over a 
considerable period of time, it would seem equitable to allow several 
deposits on account to be made. One-third of the amount should be 


tegula- | 


tions, that these articles can not be purchased from private firms or | 


contractors. 
Air compressors, air separators, air accumulators, torpedoes, and 
yroscope testing tables are procured by this bureau by contract with 
rivate firms, but this bureau can, with the approval of the department, 

lish the Fore River Shipbuilding Co. with the specifications un- 
er which these articles are furnished. 





ans 


N. E. MAson, 
Chief of Bureau of Ordnance. 


[Second indorsement. ] 


APRIL 6, 1910. 

Respectfully returned to the Bureau of Ordnance. 

The department approves the recommendation contained in the pre- 
ceding indorsement that the two submerged torpedo tubes be manu- 
factured at the Washington Navy Yard, and that the specifications for 
such articles of the torpedo outfit as are procured from private firms 
be also furnished the Fore River company to assist that company in 
placing orders with private firms for the rest of the outfit. 

WINTHROP, 
Assistant Secretary of the Navy. 


{Third indorsement. ] 


BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, 
April 8, 1910. 

Respectfully forwarded to the commandant, navy yard, Washin: 
ton, D. C., and Superintendent Naval Gun Factory, calling attention 
to previous indorsements. 

The bureau, if possible, desires to undertake the manufacture of the 
Submerged-tube outfit and such parts connected therewith as can not 
ordinarily be purchased from private firms or contractors. 

Comments and suggestions are requested concerning “under what 
conditions these submerged tubes can be manufactured for the Fore 
River Shipbuilding Co.,” the probable limit of cost, the times of de- 
va and the method of payment for the work desired by the navy 

The torpedoes, air compressors, accumulators, and other parts of the 


outfit ordinarily contracted for by the bureau will not be furnished by 
the Government. 


Please return as soon as possible. 
N. B. Mason, 
Chief of Bureau of Ordnance, 
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deposited before work is begun and the balance in suitable 
promptly to meet the requirements of our pay ro 
made by the commandant or paymaster of the yard 


It will be noted in the above estimates that there is no cl 


installments 
, when request is 


irge pro- 














vided for the use of the Government drawings, patterns, e thus 
far completed and used for its own manufactures. rhe i e of 
the use of these is of considerable value, as they cost the rnment 
much time and money to develop. I would, however, leave this to the 
bureau to estimate how much, if any, charge shall be made 

These torpedo tubes can not be purchased from private firms or con 
tractors, nor could they be built by such without Government super- 

| vision, drawings, etc. 
yr. ¢. Bi 
Captain, United Stat Vavy 
Commandant and Superintendent Naval Gun I } 
[Inclosure No. 4.—Confidential.] 
NAVY DEPARTMIE , Api 10 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt o ir | r of 
Ap! : 1910, in regard to the a tan to be 1 lered t Navy 
Department in the construction of t itt ii to | t in this 
country for the Republic of Argentine, and note your assur that 
information furnished you will be regarded as of a confident nature 
which assurance, as set forth by you, quit itisfact to t 
department. 

Instructions have been sent by the department to its inspectors at 
the shipyards where these ships are to be built to furnish nece ry 
information in their power, and where such information must com 
from one of the bureaus of the department, it will be furnished 

| through the appropriate inspector. This will render it unnecessary for 
the officers of your commission to visit the bureaus of the department. 

The department would prefer not to issue any general authorization 
for your officers to visit the latest ships of the United States Navy, 


the circumstances attending it. 


whether in commission or under construction, with a 
tion of details, but in any special case would be ; 


v p 
glad to consider a 
special request from you, and to decide such case in a 


rdance with 


The plans, specifications, etc., referred to in the department's lett 








i r 

of March 25 will also be furnished through the local i 
The department would be pleased to receive from t of the 

members of your commission, showing the special ’ each, to- 

gether with a permanent address to which your mail can b t 

Very respectfully, 
Gv. L. M 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Rear Admiral M. Domecq Garcta, Argentine Navy, 
President Argentine Naval Com t. 
Argentine Legation, Washington, D. OC, 
{Inclosure No. 5.] 

INFORMATION FURNISHED TO NAVAL CONTRACTORS IN TH! ¥ AND 
TO THB ARGENTINE MINISTER TO AID IN THE CONSTRI i ) 
BATTLESHIPS. : 

NAVY DEPARTME? Wash fon 
Specifications for twin-screw Curtis turbine prop: ! vith 
boilers and auxiliary machinery for U. 8. battles \ 1907 


Specifications for Curtis turbine for shaft-propellin wit 
oil-burning boilers and auxiliary machinery for U. 8S. torpedo-boat de- 
stroyers No. 26 and No. 27. 1908. 

Specifications for building twin-screw armored batt! p No. 29 for 
the United States Navy. 1907. 
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Specifications for building torpedo-boat destroyer No. 27 for the 
United States Navy. 1908. 

Specifications for inspection of steel and iron material for hulls and 
hull fittings of vessels of the United States Navy. 1908. 

Specifications for inspection of copper, brass, and bronze for use in 
con-truction of auxiliaries and fittings. 1908. 

General instructions for painting and cementing vessels of the United 
States Nav; 1908 
; for riveting vessels. 1906. 

Instructions for making joints and for obtaining water-tightness and 
ofl-tichtness through bulkheads, decks, etc., of vessels of the Tnited 
States Navy. October, 1908. 

specifications for plumbing fixtures. 1908. 

Ceneral specifications for electrical appliances on shipboard. 1908 

Specifications for electric fixtures and lanterns, including their globes 
and shades, for ships of the United States Navy. Issued April, 1906. 


k 


Specifications for Wluminating outfits for ships of the United States 
Navy. Issued September 18, 1906. oi 
Specifications for standard electrical conductors. Issued February 


20. 1909. 

Specifications for accessories and instruments issued in connection 
with electrical plants and interior communications for ships cf the 
United States Navy. January, 1902 . 

Specifications for installing electrical plants and electrical means of 
intcror communication on board ships of the United States Navy. 
January, 1902. - 

Specifications for the manufacture of turret electrical appliances 
under the cognizance of the Bureau of Ordnance. May 1, 1905. 

Ordnance Pamphlet No. 311: Specifications for the manufacture of 
turret cleetrical appliances under the cognizance of the Bureau of Ord- 
pase: U. 8. S. Delaware and North Carolina. March, 1908. a 

Specifieations for the manufacture of 77-inch mounts. September 17, 
1903 - ; 

Specifications for the manufacture of 3-inch, 4-inch, and 5-inch rapid- 
fire guns and mounts complete with sights, spare parts, and accessories. 
February 21, 1905. 

Specifications for the manufacture of 6-inch, Mark VII, Model 1; 
f-inch, Mark II; 8-inch, Mark VI; 12-inch, Mark V, guns. January, 
1905. 

Snecifications for the manufacture of sights and sight mountings. 
September 16, 1904. : 

Cireular and specifications of the Navy Department concerning armor 
plate and appurtenances of the United States Navy. March 21, 1906. 

Cireular and specifications of the Navy Department concerning armor 
plate and appurtenances of the United States Navy. September 3, 1908. 

Specifications for steel castings. March 1, 1906. 5 

Specifications for steel and nickel gun forgings of the United States 
Navy. 1907. 

Ordnance Pamphlet No. 15: Specifications for forged stee] common 
shell of the United States Navy. November, 1906. 

Ordnance Pamphlet No. 11: Specifications for target projectile for 
the United States Navy. January, 1909. 

January 25, 1910: To Argentine minister, copy “ Detail specifica- 
tions for building battleships for the United States Navy, including 
specifications for equipment under the cognizance of the Bureau of 
Equipment and specifications for installation of ordnance and ordnance 
outfit.” 

March 28, 1910: Various plans and specifications furnished by Con- 
struction and Repair for Fore River Shipbuilding Co. 

April 7, 1910: Various specifications furnished by Bureau of Ordnance 
for Fore River Shipbuilding Co. 

May 19: Bureau of Ordnance circulars, specifications of armor plates 
Nos. 9, 11, 12, 25, 27, and 29. 

April 11, 1910: Letter of Bureau of Equipment relative to various 
specifications furnished. 

April 20, 1910: Various specifications furnished by Steam Enginecer- 
ing for Fore River Shipbuilding Co. 


October 20: Information regarding the manufacture of 4-inch, 6-inch, | 
and 12-inch guns, with special references to clearances, shrinkage, etc. | 


October 8: The following drawings were furnished: 14-inch gun, 
Mark I, .45 caliber; 14-inch, A/P projectile; 14-inch mount, Mark I, 
general arrangements; mounts, 14-inch slide, Mark I; 14-inch slide, 
Mark I, recoil cylinder; 14-inch deck lug, Mark I, trunnion bearings, 
general arrangement; 14-inch deck lug, Mark I. All the above were 
ordnance drawings. Also the following drawings from Construction 
and Repair: Contract plan No. 3, U. 8. battleships No. 8) and No. 835; 
part of contract plan No. 4, U. 8. battleships No. 35 and No. 35; con- 
tract oo No. 7, U. 8. battleships No. 3} and No. 35. Also there was 
furnished by Ordnance the ballistics of the 14-Inch, Mark I, Navy gun. 

October 26: Drawings of ignition fuses, copy of Instructions Goy- 
erning the Care of Ammunition Details and the Preparation of Am- 
munition at Naval Magazines on Shore, Ordnance Pamphlet No. 367, 
Register No. 58, and one copy of Ordnance Pamphlet No. 368, Instruc- 
tions for Marking and Painting Ammunition for the Naval Service. 

October 20: Statement that distance ae between rollers of 1i2- 
finch turrets are made of cast steel, class B. 

October 31: Information concerning use of oil fuel on board ship. 

November 1, 1910: Information respecting promotions, retirements, 
etc., in the United States Navy. 

November 18: One Vandyke print and two prints of the rifling for 
12-inch and 5-inch guns. 

December 22, 1910: Reports of Chief of Bureau of Ordnance, 1905 
to 1910, inclusive. 

December 19, 1910: Twenty-five ship record books to be used in 
recording measurements of guns. 

December 31, 1910: Furnish Fore River Shipbuilding Co. hull speci- 
fications of battleships Arkansas and Tezas. 

January 6, 1911: Information concerning storage of oil fuel on shore. 

January 7, 1911: Furnish Fore River Shipbuilding Co. information 
regarding dimensions of 14-inch turret. 

January 31, 1911: Furnish Fore River Shipbuilding Co. electrical 
specifications battleships No. and No. 35. 

seneety 19, 1911: Information regarding contracts for fuel oil for 
use afloat. 

January 21, 1911: Information regarding rifling of latest 12-inch 
guns. 

February 16, 1911: Cost of subcaliber attachments. 

February 4, 1911: Collision mats and coaling booms. 

January 18, 1911: Plan of battle towi target. 

January 31, 1911: Approximate cost of battle towing target. 

. ae 23, 1911: Information regarding elevators in engine and 
oller rooms. 
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{Inclosure No. 6.—Confidential.] 


{Memorandum for the Bureau of Ordnance, the Bureau of Construction 
eee, the Bureau of Steam Engineering, and the Bureau of 
“qu pment.; 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, April 4, 7 

lential memorandum dated March 24, 

ing certain information to be furnished to the Fore Ik 

apany, for delivery in confidence to the Argentine commission, you 

will please furnish to the department a list of all such information 
forwarded, if you have not already done so. 

Yeu will also inform the local inspectors of the cooperative policy 
of the department with respect to the assistance it is disposed to 
render to private firms in the execution of this contract with the 
Argentine Government, and you will issue instructions to the 
inspectors to keep in touch with the work and furnish the bu 1, 
confidentially, with details of any work involving innovations or de- 
partures from United States practice that may be made, and the bureau 
will furnish copies of these details as they are received to the depart- 
ment for the information of al! bureaus concerned and for file with the 
Office of Naval Intelligence. 

The memorandum dated March 24 was ordered to avoid delay in the 
commencement of the work, but hereafter, when the contractor or 
subcontractor desires to use a plan, method, or detail originated o1 
developed as part of the special work of the Navy Department cr its 
bureaus, he should notify, by letter, the local inspector, under wh 
cognizance the work would come, of the plans or methods he intends t 
use. The inspector should immediately forward the correspondence, 
with any comment necessary by him, to the bureau for transmission to 
the department for action. 





Referring to the conf 


“one 
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G. v. L. Meyer, Secretary of the Navy. 
EMPLOYMENT OF ASSISTANT CLERK. 


Mr. ROOT submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 5), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 


State be, and it is hereby, authorized to employ an assistant clerk,:at 
a salary of $1,800 per annum. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 12 o'clock 
and 25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, April 6, 1911, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


en 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 5, 1911, 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Maurice Maschke, of Ohio, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Cuyahoga, in the State of Ohio, in place of Charles 
F. Leach, removed. 

Russell H. Dunn, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the 
; district of Sabine, in the State of Texas. (Reappointment. ) 


PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTERB SERVICE. 


Second Lieut. Cecil Maunsell Gabbett to be first lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from November 10, 1910, in place of First Lieut. Asron 
Lichtenberg Gamble, promoted. 

Third Lieut. Roy Percival Munro to be second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as 
such from November 10, 1910, in place of Cecil Maunsell Gabbeit, 
promoted. 





SPeciAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS, ETC. 


Frederick W. Heyl, of Pennsylvania, to be special examiner 
of drugs, medicines, and chemicals in the district of Philadel- 
phia, in the State of Pennsylvania, in place of Benjamin P. 
Ashmead, removed. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE PupLtic HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL 

SERVICE. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Leland EB. Cofer to be surgeon in the Pub- 
lic Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, 
to rank as such from March 15, 1911, to fill an original vacancy. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Hugh S. Cumming to be surgeon in the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, 
to rank as such from March 15, 1911, to fill an original vacancy. 

George Parcher, of Maine, to be assistant surgeon in the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, 
to fill an existing vacancy. 

Louis Schwartz, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant surgeon in 
| the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, to fill an existing vacancy. 


REGISTER OF THE TREASURY. 


James ©. Napier, of Tennessee, to be Register of the Treas- 
ury, in place of William T, Vernon, resigned. 














1911. 


AUDITOR FOR THE Post Orrick DEPARTMENT. 


Charles A. Kram, of Pennsylvania, to be Auditor for the Post | 
Office Department in place of Merritt O. Chance, resigned. 


Deruty ASSISTANT TREASURER. 


George Fort, of Georgia, to be deputy assistant treasurer of 
the United States in place of William H. Gibson, appointed | 
assistant treasurer of the United States at Philadelphia, Pa. 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Francis W. Bird, of New York, to be appraiser of merchandise 
in the district of New York, in the State of New York, in place 
of George W. Wanmaker, resigned. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Fremont Leidy, of Kansas, to be collector of internal revenue | 
for the district of Kansas in place of James M. Simpson, re- 
signed. 

ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL. 


William H. Lewis, of Massachusetts, to be Assistant Attor- 
ney General (charged with the defense of Indian depredation 
claims), who was appointed during the last recess of the Senate, 
vice John G. Thompson, resigned. 

UnitTep States District JUDGE. 

Charles F. Clemons, of Hawaii, to be United States district 
judge of the Territory of Hawaii, who was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice A. G. M. Robertson, appointed 
chief justice, supreme court, Hawaii. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Guy D. Goff, of Wisconsin, to be United States attorney for 
the eastern district of Wisconsin, who was appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate, vice Henry K. Butterfield, resigned. 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 


Elmer B. Colwell, of Oregon, to be United States marshal 
for the district of Oregon. Mr. Colwell was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice Charles J. Reed, term expired. 

William Lindsay, of Montana, to be United States marshal for 
the district of Montana, who was appointed during the last re- 
cess of the Senate, vice Arthur W. Merrifield, term expired. 

Hyman D. Davis, of Ohio, to be United States marshal for 
the northern district of Ohio. Mr. Davis was appointed during 
the last recess of the Senate, vice Frank M. Chandler, term ex- | 
pired. 


CHIEF JUSTICE, SUPREME CouURT oF HAWAII, 


Alexander G. M. Robertson, of Hawaii, to be chief justice of | 
the supreme court of the Territory of Hawaii, who was ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Alfred S. 
Hartwell, resigned. 


MEMBER OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 


Col. Curtis McD. Townsend, Corps of Engineers, United States | 
Army, for appointment as a member of the Mississippi River | 
Commission provided for by the act of Congress approved June 
28, 1879, entitled “An act to provide for the appointment of a 
‘Mississippi River Commission’ for the improvement of said 
river from the Head of the Passes near its mouth to its head- | 
waters,” to which office he was appointed during the last recess | 
of the Senate, vice Col. Walter L. Fisk, Corps of Engineers, 
United States Army, relieved. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Capt. Charles J. Badger to be a rear admiral in the Navy 
from the 8th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Commander Charles C. Marsh to be a captain in the Navy | 
from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Commander Thomas W. Kinkaid, an additional number in 
grade, to be a captain in the Navy from the 4th day of March, 
1911, with the officer next below him. 

Commander Louis S. Van Duzer to be a captain in the Navy | 
from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Commander Wilson W. Buchanan to be a captain in the Navy | 
from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Commander William J. Maxwell to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 4th day of March, 1911, tu fill a vacancy. 

Commander William S. Smith, an additional number in grade, 
to be a captain in the Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, | 
with the officer next below him. 

Commander John A. Hoogewerff to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Commander Edward E. Capehart to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Commander Henry B. Wilson to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 
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Commander Kenneth McAlpine, an additional number in 
grade, to be a captain in the Navy from the 4th day of March, 
1911, with the officer next below him. 

Commander Emil Theiss, an additional number in grade, to 
be a captain in the Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, with 
the officer next below him. 

Commander Spencer S. Wood to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Lieut. Commander Urban T. Holmes to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 15th day of February, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Lieut. Commander Matt H. Signor to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacaney. 

Lieut. Commander Charles B. McVay, jr., to be a commander 
in the Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Lieut. Commander Lucius A. Bostwick to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Lieut. Commander Julian L. Latimer to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Lieut. Commander De Witt Blamer to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Lieut. Commander John K. Robison to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Lieut. Commander Arthur L. Willard to be a commander in 


| the Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 


Lieut. Commander Henry C. Kuenzli to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 8th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Lieut. Charles P. Nelson to be a lieutenant commander in the 
Navy from the 9th day of January, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Lieut. Allen Buchanan to be a lieutenant commander in the 
Navy from the 15th day of February, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Lieut. Edward B. Fenner to be a lieutenant commander in the 
Navy from the 18th day of February, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Sylvester H. Lawton, jr., to be a 
lieutenant in the Navy from the 29th day of January, 1911, to 
fill a vacancy. 

Ensign John FEF. Pond to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in the 
Navy from the 31st day of January, 1910, upon the completion 
of three years’ service as an ensign. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 13th day of February, 1911, upon the com- 
pletion of three years’ service as ensigns: 

William C. Barker, jr., 

Robert L. Ghormley, 

William L. Calhoun, 

Walter W. Lorsbough, 

William A. Glassford, jr., 

Herbert B. Riebe, 

Thomas Withers, jr., 

Leo F. Welch, 

Harry L. Pence, 

Ferdinand L. Reichmuth, 

Wolcott E. Hall, 

Fred M. Perkins, 

Frank H. Roberts, 

Lewis D. Causey, 

Francis M. Robinson, 

Randolph P. Scudder, 

Charles C. Hartigan, 

George A, Alexander, 

Edwin B. Woodworth, 

Wilson E. Madden, 

James P. Olding, 

Sherwoode A. 'Taffinder, 

John S. McCain, 

Ronan C. Grady, 

Harold Jones, 

Albert 8S. Rees, 

Frank N. Eklund, 

Claude A. Bonvillian, 

William B. Howe, and 

Jefferson B. Goldman. 

Midshipmen Francis J. Comerford and Paul E. Speicher to be 
ensigns in the Navy from the 6th day of June, 1910, to fill 
vacancies. 

Surg. Albert M. D. McCormick to be a medical inspector in 
the Navy from the 8th day of February, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Ulys R. Webb to be a surgeon in the Navy 
from the 7th day of January, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Charles M. Oman to be a surgeon in the 
Navy from the 8th day of February, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Robert A. Bachmann to be a surgeon in the 
Navy from the 27th day of February, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Asst. Surg. Dallas G. Sutton to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Navy from the 29th day of November, 1910, upon the 
completion of three years’ service as an assistant surgeon. 
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Naval Constructor Henry M. Gleason, with rank of lieutenant, 
to be a naval constructor in the Navy, with rank of lieutenant 
commander, from the 4th day of March, 1911. 

The following-named assistant naval constructors, with rank 
of lieutenant (junior grade), to be assistant naval constructors 
in the Navy with rank of lieutenant from the 4th day of March, 
1911: 

Allan J. Chantry, jr., 

Whitford Drake, and 

larry G. Knox. 

First Lieut. Arthur B. Owens to be a captain in the United 
States Marine Corps from the 6th day of November, 1910, to 
fill a vacancy. 

First Lieut. Gerard M. Kineade to be a captain in the United 
States Marine Corps, to fill a vacancy occurring Mareh 25, 1911, 
and to take rank from February 10, 1911. 

Tracy G. Hunter, jr., a citizen of Georgia, to be a second 
lieutenant in the United States Marine Corps from the 3d day 
of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Capt. Norman G. Burton, assistant quartermaster, United 
States Marine Corps, to be an assistant quartermaster in the 
Marine Corps with the rank of major from the 11th day of 
February, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

First Lieut. Jeter R. Horton to be an assistant quartermaster 
in the Marine Corps with the rank of captain from the 29th day 
of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

First Lieut. Bennet Puryear, jr., to be an assistant quarter- 
master in the Marine Corps with the rank of captain from the 
ist day of April, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

soatswain Frank Miller to be a chief boatswain in the Navy 
from the 16th day of May, 1910, upon the completion of six 
years’ service as a boatswain. 

The following-named boatswains to be chief boatswains in the 
Navy from the 4th day of February, 1911, upon the completion 
of six years’ service as boatswains: 

John Danner, 

Harry Williams, 

James F. Hopkins, 

Charles Schonborg, 

Alexander Stuart, 

William Derrington, and 

Frank D. Blakely. 

Gunners Richard H. Cheney and Constantine Clay to be chief 
gunners in the Navy from the 4th day of February, 1911, upon 
the completion of six years’ service as gunners. 

Gunner Roderick M. O’Connor to be a ehief gunner in the 
Navy from the 13th day of February, 1911, upon the completion 
of six years’ service as a gunner. 

Machinists George Growney and John R. Burkhart to be ehief 
machinists in the Navy from the 29th day of December, 1910, 
upon the completion of six years’ service as machinists. 

Machinist Louis R. Ford to be a chief machinist in the Navy 
from the 1st day of January, 1911, upon the completion of six 
years’ service as a machinist. 

Midshipman William H. Walsh to be an ensign in the Navy, 
from the 38d day of March, 1911, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of an act of Congress approved on that date. 

Passed Asst. Paymaster Edwin M. Hacker to be a passed 
assistant paymaster in the Navy, with rank of lieutenant, from 
the 23d day of October, 1907, to rank next after Passed Assist- 
ant Paymaster Thom Williamson, jr., United States Navy, in 
accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress approved 
March 8, 1911. 

Asst. Engineer Michael H. Plunkett, with rank of lieu- 
tenant (junior grade), on the retired list, to be a passed assist- 
ant engineer, with rank of lieutenant, on the retired list, from 
the 4th day of March, 1911, in accordance with the provisions 
of an act of Congress approved on that date. 

Chief Gunner Charles B. Magruder, ranking with, but after, 
ensign, on the active list, to be a chief gunner, ranking with, but 
after, lieutenant (junior grade), on the retired list, from the 
28th day of April, 1911, the date upon which he will be trans- 
ferred to the retired list, in accordance with the provisions of 
the act of Congress approved June 29, 1906. 


. PosTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 


G. R. Vaught to be postmaster at Monroeville, Ala. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1910. 


ALASKA, 


Daniel W. Figgins to be postmaster at Ketchikan, Alaska, in 
place of A. Z. Hopkins, resigned. 


APRIn. 5, 





ABIZONA. 
Joe V. Prochaska to be postmaster at Miami, Ariz. 0; 
became presidential April 1, 1911. 
Iisther A, Snider to be postmaster at Winkelman, Ariz, Of 
became presidential April 1, 1911. 


CALIFORNIA. 


Lizzie McGann to be postmaster at Richmond, Cal., in }) 
of Lizzie MeGann. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem! 
10, 1910. 

Winifred C. Sheldon to be postmaster at Fairfield, Cal... 
place of Rose M. Roberts, resigned. 

COLORADO. 


Frank FE. Griffith to be postmaster at Blanca, Colo. Of/ 
became presidential January 1, 1911. 

Carrie James to be postmaster at Loveland, Colo., in place of 
Carrie James. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
1911. . 

I’. M. Smith to be postmaster at Holyoke, Colo., in plac 
George W. Shuler. Ineumbent’s commission expired Jany 
28, 1911. 

William M. Thorne to be postmaster at Lyons, Colo. 0: 

became presidential October 1, 1910. 
CONNECTICUT. 

Lewis B. Sutton to be postmaster at New Canaan, Conn., in 
place of William J. McKendrick. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired January 31, 1911. 

FLORIDA. 


Horace M. Bradley to be postmaster at Green Cove Springs, 
Fla., in place of Edwin N. Bradley. Incumbent’s commission 
expired January 22, 1911. 

Henry O. Brown to be postmaster at Lake Butler, Fla. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1911. 


GEORGIA, 


Pet L. Cooke to be postmaster at Doerun, Ga. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1911. 


ILLINOIS. 


Thomas C. Grotevant to be postmaster at Forrest, Il., in 
place of Arthur F. Duckett, resigned. 

J. Stewart Lamont to be postmaster at Apple River, Il. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1911. 

William F. Temple to be postmaster at Fairmount, DL, in place 
of Howard B. White, resigned. 


INDIANA. 


Seward S. Watson to be postmaster at Winchester, Ind., in 
place of Seward S. Watson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 23, 1911. 


o 


IOWA. 


James L. Brown to be postmaster at Clarinda, Iowa, in place 
of James H. Dunlap, deceased. 

J. C. Davenport to be postmaster at Clear Lake, Iowa, in 
place of William Gray, deceased. 

Henry S. Ferris to be postmaster at Lorimor, Iowa, in place 
of George R. Lochrie, resigned. 

John J. Heverly to be postmaster at Center Point, Iowa, in 
place of John J. Heverly. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 31, 1911. 

Hiram Lamb to be postmaster at Murray, Iowa, in place of 
Hiram Lamb. Incumbent’s commission expired December 1), 
1910, 

Clarence A. Muehe to be postmaster at Dyersville, Iowa. in 
place of Henry D. Muehe. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 28, 1911. 

John Stevenson to be postmaster at Jefferson, Iowa, in place 
of Gardner S. Turrill. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 23, 1910. 

KENTUCKY. 


George M. Crider to be postmaster at Marion, Ky., in place 
of George M. Crider. Ineumbent’s commission expired May 9, 
1910. 

Rebecca Green to be postmaster at Barbourville, Ky., in place 
of Jesse D. Tuggle. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
7, 1911. 

W. Sherman Ball to be postmaster at Hardinsburg, Ky., in 
place of Marcus L. Kincheloe. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 12, 1911. 

Jesse C. Speight to be postmaster at Mayfield, Ky., in place 
of Jerry B. Mason, resigned. 








1911. 





MAINE. 


Jarvis C. Billings to be postmaster at Bethel, Me., in place of | 


jarvis C. Billings. Incumbent’s commission expired February 


1911. 


Luther W. Stanley to be postmaster at Springvale, Me., in | 


lace of George H. Roberts, deceased. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Elmer W. Hallett to be postmaster at Yarmouth Port, Mass. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1910. 
MICHIGAN. 

Samuel Fuller to be postmaster at Lewiston, Mich., in place 
of Charles B. Drake, resigned. 

Benjamin F. Oakes to be postmaster at East Tawas, Mich., 
in place of Benjamin F. Oakes. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 2S, 1911. 

MINNESOTA. 

J. D. Haradon to be postmaster at Park Rapids, Minn., in 
place of Leonard W. Bills. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 28, 1911. 

L. O. Haugen to be postmaster at Harmony, Minn., in place 
of Samuel Aaberg. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
28, 1911. 

George M. Kaupp to be postmaster at Blue Earth, Minn., in 
place of George M. Kaupp. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 28, 1911. 

Oscar Krook to be postmaster at Marshall, Minn., in place of 
Oscar Krook. Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 
1911. 

Oscar BE. Linquist to be postmaster at Dassel, Minn., in place 
of Oscar E. Linquist. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 20, 1910. 

Martin L. Murphy to be postmaster at Browerville, Minn., 
in place of Benjamin Borgert. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 22, 1910. 

N. C. Nelson to be postmaster at Two Harbors, Minn., in place 
of Frank M. Woodfill, removed. 

Emma ©. Taylor to be postmaster at Chaska, Minn., in place 
of Emma C, Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
28, 1911. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Robert L. Bradshaw to be postmaster at Moss Point, Miss., in 
place of Mellicent R. McInnis. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 29, 1911. 

Annette Simpson to be postmaster at Pass Christian, Miss., in 
place of Annette Simpson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June % 1910. 

MONTANA, 

William Cowgill to be postmaster at Chouteau, Mont., in place 
of Clarence H. Drake, resigned. 

John J. McDonald to be postmaster at Townsend, Mont., in 
place of William L. Cronk, resigned. 

NEBRASKA. 

Timothy C. Cronin to be postmaster at Spalding, Nebr., in 
place of Timothy C. Cronin. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 20, 1911. 

FE. S. Davis to be postmaster at North Platte, Nebr., in place 
of Robert D. Thomson. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 31, 1910. 

Charles 8S. Hughes to be postmaster at Pender, Nebr., in place 
of John G. Gannon, resigned. 

James H. Logan to be postmaster at Ponca, Nebr., in place 
of James H. Logan. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
10, 1911. 

Aaron W. Loucks to be pestmaster at Falls City, Nebr., in 
place of Glenwin J. Crook, removed. 

William W. McGaw to be postmaster at Wilsonville, Nebr. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1911. 

John H. MeGuire to be postmaster at Benson, Nebr., in place 
of John H. McGuire. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 31, 1911. 

Lewis H. McLaughlin to be postmaster at Emerson, Nebr., in 
place of Stephen E. Cobb. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 20, 1911. 

William B. Swindell to be postmaster at Minatare, Nebr. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1911. 

Otto Zuelow to be postmaster at Schuyler, Nebr., in place of 
— McLeod. Incumbent’s commission expired March 1, 


NEW JERSEY. 
James F. Sherman to be postmaster at Frenchtown, N. J., in 


Place of James F. Sherman. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 2, 1911. 
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| NEW MEXICO. 

William H. P t Fort Sumn N. Mex 
Oflice became presidential April 1. 1911 

Joseph A. Crane to b | er at Rochester ED ae 
place of William S. Whitt lnucumbent’s commission ex 
pired February 18, 1911 

John G. Cole to be ] Limuaster at W rd, N. Y., in pli 
of Hiram W. Vedder. Incum! on expired Jan 
ary 25, 1911. 

William L. Connor to be postn er at New Dor iM. Kea a 
place of Max Geldner, removed. 

James K. Cowan to be postm er at Wl I NN. Sa 
place of Freeman H. Merritt. Incumbent’s « é 
January 16, 1911. 

Harrold R. Every to be postmaster at Atl ee 
of Harrold R. Every. Incumbent’s commission ey 
ary 25, 1911. 

Bruce F. Martin to be postmaster at Watertown, N. Y.. 


place of Robert J. Buck, resigned. 
Owen B. Mulholland to be postmaster at Dunkirk, N. Y., 


place of Frank B. Barnard. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 18, 1910. 
John H. Scofield to be postmaster at Scottsville, N. Y.., 


place of William Purcell, deceased. 

Seneca D. Zek to be postmaster at Hillsdale, N. Y., in place « 

Seneca D. Zek. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1911. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 

John G, Brown to be postmaster at 
place of John G. Brown. 
cember 15, 1909. 

Moses L. Buchanan to be postmaster at Cone 
place of Moses L. Buchanan. Incumbent’s ec 
December 11, 1910. 

John M. Burrows to be postmaster at J 
became presidential January 1, 1908. 

Frank D. Dickey to be postmaster at Murphy, 
of Drury W. Deweese. Incumbent’s 
cember 12, 1909. 

Warren V. Hall to be postmaster at North Charlotte, N, 
Office became presidential October 1, 1910. 


Red Springs, N. C 


ncumbent’s commission expired D 


rd, N. C.. 


ynmission expired 


N. C. Office 
N. 
nm 


C., in place 
commissic expired Dy 


OHIO. 

John W. Beckett to be postmaster at North Baltimor 
place of George W. Wilkinson. Incumbent’s 
pired February 27, 1910. 

Leroy C. Benedict to be postmaster 
place of William S. Capeller. Incumb¢ 
March 9, 1910. 


» Ohio, i 


commission ex 


at Mansfield, 


mts commis 


Ohio 


sioh expireu 


Joel P. De Wolfe to be postmaster at Fostoria, Ohio, in pla 
of Joel P. De Wolfe. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan lary 
29, 1911. 

Elmer C. Jesse to be postmaster at Mineral City, Ohio, in 
place of Elmer C. Jesse. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
8B, 1907. 

Homer S. Kent to be postmaster at Chagrin Falls, Ohio, in 


place of Homer S. Kent. Incumbent’s commission expired I 
ruary 12, 1911. 

Earl W. Mauck to be postmaster at Gallipe 
of Sherman H. Hagie. Incumbent’s commissi: 


lis, Ohio, in | 
m expired June 2% 





1910. 

William A. Moxley to be postmaster at St. Marys, Ohi 
place of John A. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expir 
March 8, 1908 

George W. Rich to be postmaster at Love d, ¢ , in} 
of Minor T. Vandervort. Incumbent’s commission e 
March 1, 1909. 

Lester A. Smith to be postmaster at Jamestown, O 
place of Willi O. Custis. Incumbent 
February 10, 1909 

OKLAHOMA. 

John A. Banker to be postmaster at Kir her, Okla., f 
place of Wallace R. Kelley. Incumbent’s comm expired 
June 28, 1910, 

Bert B. McCall to be postmaster at Walter, Okla., 1 
of Elliott F. Hook. Incumbent’s commis expired J 
1910. 

PENNSYLVANIA 
| Benjamin Apple to be postmaster at Sunbu I 
| of Ferdinand K. Hill. Incumbent’s commission ¢ 1 Fel 
| ary 13, 1911. 

Mary J. Ensign to be postmaster at Ardmore, I | of 
Benjamin F. Hevener. Incumbent’s commission « l Jan- 


uary 23, 1911, 
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Charles L. Ferrebee to be postmaster at St. Clair, Pa., in place 
of Joseph H. Denning, deceased. 

Daniel J. Gensemer to be postmaster at Pine Grove, Pa., in 
place of George W. Schmeltzer. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 22, 1910. 

Isaac N. léghtner to be postmaster at Ephrata, Pa., in place 
of Isaac N. Lightner. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
1, 1911, 


SOUTH CAROLINA, se 

M. B. Cross to be postmaster at Ferguson, S. C., in place of 
Alton H. Felder, resigned. 

M. J. Spears to be postmaster at Lamar, 8S. C. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1911. 

Julia E. D. Tolbert to be postmaster at Ninety Six, 8S. C., in 
place of Julia E. De Loach, name changed by marriage. 


SOUTH DAKOTA, 


Charles S. Harter to be postmaster at Elk Point, S. Dak., in 
place of John F. Reid. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
28, 1910. 

Htram A. Mason to be postmaster at Bowdle, S. Dak., in place 
of Evan J. Edwards. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
18, 1911. 

William A. Schwichtenberg to be postmaster at Kadoka, 
S. Dak., in place of Leonore Green, resigned. 

May A. Knappen to be postmaster at Sisseton, S. Dak., in 
place of Charles C. Knappen, deceased, 


TEN NESSEE. 


Willis F. Arnold to be postmaster at Jackson, Tenn., in place 
of Joseph J. Losier, removed. 

James 8. Byrd to be postmaster at Jonesboro, Tenn., in place 
of Frank E. Britton, removed. 

Edward HB. Hathaway to be postmaster at Elizabethton, 
Tenn., in place of Edwin ©. Alexander, removed. 

Wayne J. Johnson to be postmaster at Oakdale, Tenn. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1911. 

W. 8S. Latta to be postmaster at Somerville Tenn., in place of 
John D. McCarley. Incumbent’s commission expired January | 
19, 1907. . 

Alvin J. Roller to be postmaster at Bristol, Tenn., in place of | 
Eli A. Warren, removed. 


é 


TEXAS, 


Malvina M. Anderson to be postmaster at Roby, Tex. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1911. 

Clara A. Boynton to be postmaster at Anson, Tex., in place of 
J. W. Boynton, resigned. 
E. N. Browning to be postmaster at Center, Tex., in place of 
Henry Liem, Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 

1909. 

E. G. Crabbe to be postmaster at Corpus Christi, Tex., in 
place of Thomas D, Ward. Incumbent’s commission expired | 
April 23, 1910. 

R. E. Dorsey to be postmaster at McLean, Tex., in place of 
H. W. Mullis, resigned. 

John A. Hooker to be postmaster at New Boston, Tex., in 
place of Richard B. Harrison. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 28, 1910. 

A. D. Hollingshead to be postmaster at Ganado, Tex. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1910. 
Leander Hopkins to be postmaster at Ferris, Tex., in place of 
Leander Hopkins. Incumbent’s commission expired February 

138, 1911. 

Benjamin F. Robey to be postmaster at Coleman, Tex., in | 
place of James O. Brown, resigned. 

George W. L. Smith to be postmaster at Henderson, Tex., in 
place of Ellie V. Flanagen, removed. 


VIRGINIA. 


Waverly S. Barrett to be postmaster at Dendron, Va. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1911. 

Joel W. Hortenstine to be postmaster at Abingdon, Va., in 
place of Oscar L. James. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- | 
uary 31, 1911. 

Howard T. Jenkins to be postmaster at East Radford, Va., 
in place of T. B. Einstein. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 30, 1910. 

Annie EB. Martip to be postmaster at Waverly, Va., in place 
of Annie B. Martin. Incumbent’s commission expired January | 
12, 1911. 

James T. Waddill to be postmaster at Victoria, Va. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1911. : 


i 





WEST VIRGINIA. 

E. E. Wells to be postmaster at Pennsboro, W. Va., in place 
of William H. Lantz. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 6, 1910. 

Albert S. Winter to be postmaster at Moundsville, W. Va., in 
place of Alonzo E. Linch. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 22, 1910. 

WISCONSIN. 

Robert V. Baker to be postmaster at Kenosha, Wis., in place 
of John B. Maloney, resigned. 

W. A. Jones to be postmaster at Oconomowoc, Wis., in plac: 
of John G. Gorth, removed. 

Henry G. Kress to be postmaster at Manitowoc, Wis., in 
a = Henry G. Kress. Incumbent’s commission expired May 

, 1910. 

Clayton G. Morgan to be postmaster at Oakfield, Wis. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

John F. Shaw to be postmaster at Ellsworth, Wis., in place 
of Eldon D. Woodworth. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 28, 1911. 

George W. Smith to be postmaster at Amherst, Wis., in place 
of Andrew Moberg, resigned. 

James D. Strickland to be postmaster at New Lisbon, Wis., 
in place of James D. Strickland. Incumbent’s commission’ ex- 
pired March 1, 1911. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, A pril 6, 1911. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

’ Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., as 
follows: 

Almighty God, our heavenly Father, we invoke Thy blessing 
upon the new Congress now convened. Impress, we beseech 
Thee, each Member of this House with the great responsibility 
resting upon him, that with high ideals of statesmanship he 
may give the best that is in him to his country. Let Thy 
blessing descend upon the Speaker, that with clear perceptions, 
noble endeavors, and lofty purposes he may preside over the 
deliberations of this House with justice and equity and lead on 
to the highest results. For Thine is the kingdom, and the 


| power, and the glory, forever. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO NOTIFY THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the committee appointed 
under a resolution of the House to wait upon the President 


| reports that in conjunction with a similar committee of the 


Senate it has performed its duty, that the President desires it 
to present his friendly greetings to Congress and to Say that he 
will without delay communicate further in writing. 

THE RULES, 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
resolution, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have 


| read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 30. 

Resolved, That the House shall proceed to consider the pending House 
resolution providing rules for the House of Representatives of the 
Bixty-secome Congress under the following terms, to wit: 

First. At the conclusion of the first reading of the resolution it ¢hal! 
be in order to offer one substitue for the resolution of the gentleman 
from Texas. : 

Second. There shall be four hours’ general debate, the time to be 
equally divided between the friends and opponents of the resolution, 
the time to be controlled on one side by Mr. Henry of Texas and on 
the other by Mr. Mann, of Illinois. 

Third. At the conclusion of the general debate as herein provided, a 
vote shall be taken without delay or intervening motion—first, on the 
question of adopting the substitute, if any, and then on the question of 
adopting the resolution of the gentleman from Texas or the substitute 
resolution, as the case may be. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the 
previous question. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to the 
gentleman from Nebraska? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield for a question. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman if 
he will not consent to permit amendments to be offered by any 
Member? It seems hardly fair that it should be confined to one 
motion to offer a substitute. There are many Members here, 





1911. 
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who in the best of faith desire to offer some amendments, who 
would like the privilege of doing so. 

r. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman will un- 
derstand that I am presenting this as a party measure, as a 
caucus action, and there is an opportunity for a substitute. 
The gentleman can embody his amendments in any substitute 
that may be proper. These rules are being presented as a party 
measure, as I say. There will be four hours of general debate. 
There ig an opportunity given to offer a substitute, and the gen- 
tleman’s party can offer a substitute with any modifications of 
the rules as heretofore obtained as they see proper, and there 
will be ample opportunity to present their side of the question 
just as we are presenting ours. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield further? 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will yield for a question or for a 
-stion. 


tlemaA 





sug 

Mr. NORRIS. It is in the nature of a suggestion. I could not 
confine it to a question. There are a good many of us who 
believe that the adoption of rules is not a party question, and 
who desire to take no party advantage whatever on the ques- 


tion of rules, but who would like an opportunity of presenting 
amendments that would perhaps not be contained in the sub- 
stitute which would be offered. I will say, frankly, to the gen- 
tleman that I do not know what the substitute is going to be. 
If it were the old rules of the House, I would prefer the rules 
that the gentleman has reported, but still I would like an oppor- 
tunity, and there are many others like me here, to offer some 
amendments even to those rules. It would be of little ad- 
vantage to us if we had a right to debate it and have no right 
to vote on any of the amendments that might be offered. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Let me suggest to the gentleman that 


all these questions of which he speaks can be considered later in | 


the House and by the Committee on Rules. The gentleman's 
party will undoubtedly offer a substitute and possibly may em- 
brace the propositions suggested by the gentleman from Ne 
braska. 

Mr. NORRIS. Oh, I think not; I am satisfied from past ex- 
perience it will not embrace some propositions that I want to 


offer. [Laughter.] 
Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Texas yield for a 
question ? 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. Is not the gentleman willing first to concede 
some debate on the adoption of the rule? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. You mean on this resolution? 

Mr. MANN. On the adoption of this rule. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Certainly I am. 

Mr. MANN. So that the gentleman will withhold his motion 
foe the previous question and possibly agree upon some time for 
debate, 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes; undoubtedly. 

Mr. MANN. Now, may—— 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Let me say to the gentleman I am 
perfectly willing to have 20 minutes on a side on this question, 
and that at the end the previous question shall be considered 
as ordered. 

Mr. MANN. Now, let me make this further inquiry in the 
way of a suggestion, and that is whether the gentlemen on that 
side of the House would not be willing to proceed to-day to 
general debate on the resolution in reference to the rules and 
then to-morrow give opportunity to offer amendments to the 
rules? I suggest to the gentleman I do not understand that 
the caucus on that side of the House has decided that there 
might be no amendments offered. I understand that the caucus, 
naturally, on that side of the House would resist any amend- 
ments unless we can present some amendments which I think 
will appeal to the gentleman himself. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Well, if the gentleman can do that, 


suppose we go ahead with the adoption of this resolution and | 


later, then, perhaps you might persuade us. 
Mr. NORRIS. 
Suggest to the gentleman, would preclude that. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
come to the other 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman has authority at any time to 
meve the previous question on the adoption of the resolution. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. I understand that. 
Mr. MANN. Why would not the gentleman be willing to 
proceed. 
Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts? 
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| whe 


But the adoption of this resolution, let me | 


We can adopt this, and then we will | 


| 
| 
| 





Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
Tllinois. 

Mr. MANN. And I was trying to ask a question. 

Mr. McCALL. I simply wanted to make a parliamenta 
inquiry, and that was if it was not in order to read the nm 
sage of the President, which has just been received? 

The SPEAKER. Why, the Chair thought that would be done 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. As soon as we settle this question I 
am perfectly willing to yield. 

Mr. MANN. Would not the gentlen ) id 
House be willing to proceed with general debate for the f 
hours first, as they will have the right to move the previous 


I only yielded to the gentleman from 


ry 


question, so that they will not now foreclose any oppor i 
for amendments if amendments be presented to which Ut! 
might agree? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will state to the gentlemai ‘ 


I would rather proceed in this way and all 
debate on each side on this resolution, and then 
to the other question. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THF UNITED SI 


Sundry messages, in writing, from the President of the U 
States were communicated to the House of Representati by 
Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries. 


CUSTOMS LAWS. 
The SPEAKER. Without prejudice to the position of th 
gentleman from Texas, the Chair lays before the House tl 
following message (H. Doc. No. 3) from the President of 


United States, which the Clerk will read 

The message was read, referred to the Committ 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

In aceordance with the provisions of the act 
5, 1909, making appropriation ‘“‘to en 
secure information and to assi the 
ment in the administration of the customs laws, as provided 
in section 2 of the tariff bill, relating to the | 
minimum rates,” I transmit herewith a deta 
all expenditures under this provision for the fiscal ye . ! 
June 30, 1910. . 


ap} 
ible the Pre u Lo 
rs 


st 


Ome* 


is 


Tue WHITE Hovwsr, April 5, 1911. 


CANADIAN RECIPROC 
The SPEAKER. The Chair also lays 
following message .(H. Doc. No. 
United States. 
The message was read, r 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
[For message see proceedings of the Senate 


THE 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Now, Speaker, I yield to ft] 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] for the 
about to make. 

Mr. MANN. The inquiry I made of the gentleman vw 
ther he would not be willing on that de to proceed y 
the general debate on the rules for four hours, and at the end 

of that time determine w side of the Ho 
would not give to this side of the opportunity to of 
amendments? 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
of the way. 
Mr. MANN. 


BULFS. 


\ir 


ye 47 
( 


Ho 


se 


Let first get this resolution « 


us 


That gets the whole thing out of the w 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. And if the gentleman desires 20 min 
utes on this resolution I am perfectly willing to concede it. 

Mr. KENDALL rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr 

| Henry] yield to the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Kenpatr]? 
| Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield to the gentleman for a q 
tion; yes. 

Mr. KENDALL. What I want to know is this: Is it the p 
pose of the gentleman from Texas to submit these rules 
printed to the House, with no alternative to amend e 
a substitute en bloc? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. It is. 

Mr. WEEKS. I would like to make an inquiry. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yicld to the ge f 
inquiry. 

Mr. WEEKS. At the convening of the Fifty ninth Congress 


the leader of the minority made an eloquent appeal supporting 
a motion which he made that the rules of the t Cor 





pa 
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adopted tentatively for 30 days and then have them taken up 
for consideration 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I desire to say that is hardly an in- 
quiry. It seems to be a speech. 

Mr. WEEKS. It is not a speech. He made a motion to that 
effect, and based that motion on the fact largely that the new 
Members 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
seems to be a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] 
declines to yield. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
for a question. 


Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman stated this resolution was a 
party measure, and therefore thought it proper. I wish to ask 
if the gentleman’s position is that, upon party measures, rea- 
sonable opportunity to offer amendments on the floor shall be 
denied to Members? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I desire to say to the gentleman that 
he limits my words too strictly. It is hardly a party measure, 
but a caucus action, and these rules have been made so good 
that I think the gentleman will find no difficulty in voting for 
them as proposed by this side of the House. 

I move the previous question on the resolution. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman was going to yield 
some time first. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will agree that we shall have 20 
minutes on a side for debate, by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] 
moves the previous question. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Texas have permission, without yielding the 
floor, to yield to me 20 minutes. That gives him the authority. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, by permission of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] I make this suggestion, 
namely, that by unanimous consent we agree to 20 minutes’ 
debate on a_ side on the resolution of the gentleman from 
Texas, and at the end of that time the previous question shall 
be considered as ordered on the resolution and the vote taken. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. That was my proposition to the 
gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD] again state his request? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The request is that the House have 
40 minutes’ debate, 20 minutes to be controlled by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. MANN] and 20 minutes by the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Henry], and that at the end of the 40 
minutes, without intervening motion, the House shall proceed 
to vote on the resolution of the gentleman from Texas. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unper- 
woop] asks unanimous consent that the House have 40 minutes’ 
debate, 20 minutes to be controlled by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Henry] and 20 minutes by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. Mann], and then that the previous question shall be 
considered ordered withort intervening motion. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, does that mean, then, that 
there is to be no further debate on the question of the adoption 
of these rules? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at all. 
the rules. 

The SPEAKER. Unless there is objection—— 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr, Speaker, I am constrained to ob- 
ject, because I think there ought to be a roll call on the motion 
for the previous question in this instance. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. You can have it when we get to that, 
if you desire it. 

I move the previous question, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. Those in favor of it will say “aye;” those opposed 
will say “no.” The ayes seem to have it 

Mr. MANN. I ask for the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 205, nays 138, 
answered “ present” 1, not voting 44, as follows: 








I decline to yield further. That 


I will yield to the gentleman, however, 


The resolution provides for 





YEAS—205. 
Adair Barnhart Buchanan Carlin 
Adamson Bartlett Bulkley Carter 
Aiken, 8. C. Bathrick Burke, Wis. Clark, Fla. 
Akin, N. Y. Beall, Tex. Burleson Claypool 
Alexander Blackmon Burnett Clayton 
Allen Boehne Byrnes, 8. C. Cline 
Anderson, Ohio Booher Byrns, Tenn. Collier 
Ansberr. Borland Callaway Connell 
Ashbroo Brantley Candler Conry 
Ayers Brown Cantrill Covington 


Cox, Ind. 
Cox, Ohio 
Cravens 
Cullop 
Curley 
Daugherty 
Davis, W. Va. 
Dent 
Denver 
Dickinson 
Dickson, Miss. 
Dies 
Difenderfer 
Dixon, Ind. 
Donohoe 
Doremus 
Doughton 
Driscoll, D. A. 
Dupre 
Edwards 
Ellerbe 
Estopinal 
Evans 
Faison 
Ferris 
Fields 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
‘lood, Va. 
Floyd, Ark. 
Fornes 
Foster, IIL 
Francis 
Garner 
Garrett 
George 
Glass 
Goeke 
Goldfogle 
Goodwin, Ark. 
Gordon 
Gould 


‘Anderson, Minn. 


Andrus 
Anthony 
Austin 
Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 
Berger 
Bowman 
Bradley 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Butler 
Calder 
Campbell 
Cannon 
Catlin 
Cooper 
Cepley 
Crago 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
DalzeH 
Danforth 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
De Forest 
Dodds 
Draper 
Driscoll, M. E. 
Dwight 
Dyer 

Esch 
Fairchild 
Farr 

Focht 
Fordney 


Ames 
Bates 
Bell, Ga. 
Bingham 
Broussard 
Burgess 
Burke, Pa. 
Cary 
Davenport 
Fowler 
Gallagher 


Graham Linthicum 
Gray Littlepage 
Gregg, Pa. Littleton 
Gregg, Tex. Lloyd 
Gudger Lobeck 
Hamilton, W. Va. McCoy 
Hamlin McGillicuddy 
Hammond Macon 
Hardwick Maguire, Nebr. 
Hardy Martin, Colo. 
Harrison, Miss. Mays 
Harrison, N. Y, Moore, Tex, 
Hay Morrison 
Heflin Moss, Ind. 
Helm Murray 
Henry, Tex. Oldfield 
Hensley O' Shaunessy 
Hobson Padgett 
Holland Page 
Houston Palmer 
Hughes, Ga. Patten, N. Y. 
Hull Pepper 
Humphreys, Miss. Peters 
Jacoway Post 
James Pou 
Johnson, Ky. Pujo 
Johnson, 8. C, Rainey 
Jones Raker 
Kent Randell, Tex. 
Kindred Ransdell, La. 
Kipp Rauch 
Kitchin Richardson 
aap Riordan 
Korbly Robinson 
Lafferty Roddenbery 
Lamb Rothermel 
Latta Rouse 
Lee, Ga, Rubey 
Lee, Pa. Rucker, Colo, 
Legare Rucker, Mo. 
Lever Russell 
Lewis Scully 
NAYS—138. 
Foss Langley 
Foster, Vt. Lawrence 
French Lenroot 
Fuller Lindbergh 
Gardner, Mass, Longworth 
Gardner, N. J. McCall 
Gillett McCreary 
Good McKinley 
Greene McKinney 
Griest McLaugblin 
Guernsey MecMorran 
Hamilton, Mich. Madden 
Hanna Madison 
Harris Malby 
Hartman Mann 
Hawley Martin, S. Dak. 
Hayes Matthews 
Heald Miller 
Helgesen Mitchell 
Henry, Conn. Mondell 
Higgins Moore, Pa. 
Hill Morgan 
Hinds Morse, Wis. 
Howland Mott 
Hubbard Murdock 
Humphrey, Wash. Needham 
Jackson Nelson 
Kendall Norris 
Kennedy Nye 
Kinkaid, Nebr. Olmsted 
Knowland Parran 
Kopp Patton, Pa. 
Lafean Payne 
La Follette Porter 
Langham Powers 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—1. 


Kinkead, N. J. 
NOT VOTING—44. 


Godwin, N. C. 
Hamill 

Haugen 
Howard 
Howell 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Kahn 


Konig 
Lev 
Lindsay 


Loud 
Loudenslager 
McDermott 
McGuire, Okla. 
eee 
McKenzie 
Maher 

Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn, 
Pickett 
Plumley 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Bett of Georgia with Mr. Ames. 
Mr. Howarp with Mr. Hucues of West Virginia. 


Mr. Tatsorr of Maryland with Mr. Bates. ’ 


Shackleford 
Sharp 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 

Sisson 
Slayden 
Small 
Smith, N. Y. 
Smith, Tex, 
Sparkman 
Stanley 
Stedman 
Stephens, Miss. 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stone 

Sulzer 
Sweet 
Talcott, N. Y, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thayer 
‘Thomas 
Townsend 
Tribble 
Turnbull 
Tuttle 
Underhill 
Underwood 
Watkins 
Webb 
Whitacre 


Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Witherspoon 
Young, Tex. 


Pray 

Prince 

Rees 

Roberts, Mass, 
Roberts, Nev. 
Rodenberg 
Sells 
Simmons 
Slemp 

Sloan 

Smith, J. M. C. 
Smith, Saml. W. 
Speer 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Cal. 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway 
Switzer 
Thistlewood 
Tilson 
Towner 

Utter 
Volstead 
Warburton 
Wedemeyer 
Weeks 

Wilder 

Willis 

Wilson, Ill. 
Wood, N. J. 
Woods, Iowa 
Young, Kans. 


Prouty 
Redfield 
Reilly 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Smith, Cal. 
Stack 
Talbott, Md. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Vreeland 
Young, Mich. 


Mr. Hucues of New Jersey with Mr. McGuire of Oklahoma. 
Mr. Lainpsay with Mr. Provuty. 
Mr. McHenry with Mr. VREELAND. 
Mr. Kinxeap of New Jersey with Mr. LoUDENSLAGER. 
Mr. Fowrer with Mr. Burke of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Moon of Tennessee with Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Saunpers with Mr. Howe tt. 











1911. 





Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey, Mr. WICKLIFFE, Mr. HOL- | 
LAND, and Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland appeared before the 
Speaker's desk and asked to be recorded. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
these gentlemen do not bring themselves within the rules and 
practice of the House of Representatives, in that they are gen- 
erally required to state that they were present and listening and 


French 
Fuller 
Gardner, Mass, 
Gardner, N. J. 
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Kendall 
Kennedy 
Kinkaid, Nebr. 
Knowland 


Miller 
Mitchell 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
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Rodenberg 
Simmons 
Slemp 
Sloan 


did not hear their names called. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. 


The Chair will attend to that. 
Mr. Speaker, I just came in 


when my name was called and had no opportunity to answer. 


The SPEAKER. 


it was called. 


— 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. 
as voting “yea” on this proposition. I 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LouDENSLAGER]. I 


to withdraw my vote and vote “ present.” 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. | 


The SPEAKER. 


of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry]. 
I ask for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. MANN. 


Mr. CANNON. 


inquiry. 


Did the gentleman hear his name called? 
Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. No; but a gentleman told me 


The gentleman is not entitled to vote. 


Mr. Speaker, I am recorded 
yas paired with the 


Mr. Speaker, pending that, a parliamentary 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. CANNON. 


debate was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. 


side, but was rejected. 


Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
CRUMPACKER] objected. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. 


Then I was in error. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 


That was offered to our friends on that 


the previous question be agreed to without a roll call. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 200, nays 135, 


answered “ present” 1, not voting 52, as follows: 
YEAS—200. 


desire 


Gillett Kopp Moore, Pa, Smith, J. M. Cc 
Good Lafean Morgan Smith, Saml. W. 
Greene La Follette Morse, Wis. Speer 
Griest Langham Mott Stephens, Cal. 
Guernsey Langley Murdock Sterling 
Hamilton, Mich. Lawrence Needham Stevens, Minn. 
Hanna Lenroot Nelson Sulloway 

| Harris Lindbergh Norris Switzer 
Hawley Longworth Nye Tilson 
Hayes McCall Olmsted ‘Towner 
Heald McCreary Parran Utter 
Helgesen McGuire, Okla. Patton, Pa, Volstead 
lienry, Conn. McKinney Payne Warburton 
Higgins MeLaughlin Porter Wedemeyer 
Hill McMorran Powers Weeks 

| Hinds Madden Pray Wilder 
Howell Madison Prince Willis 
Howland Malby Prouty Wilson, Il. 

| Hubbard Mann Rees Wood, N. J 


The question now recurs on the resolution | 


I understood that 20 minutes on a side for | 


Humphrey, Wash. Martin, S. Dak. Roberts, Mass. Young, Kans. 


Jackson Matthews Roberts, Nev. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—1., 
Kinkead, N. J. 
NOT VOTING—52. 
Berger Foss Korbly Redfield 
Bingham Fowler Legare Sabath 
| Brantley Gallagher Lewis Sells 
Broussard Godwin, N.C. Lindsay Smith, Cal. 
Burgess Hamill Loud Smith, N. Y. 
Burke, Pa, Hartman Loudenslager Sparkman 
Carlin Haugen McDermott Stack 
} Cary Howard McHenry Steenerson 


| Curley 
Davenport 


It was only offered on condition that 








Adair Dixon, Ind. Humphreys, Miss. Richardson 

Adamson Donohoe Jacoway Riordan 

Aiken, 8. C, Doremus James Robinson 

Akin, N. Y. Doughton Johnson, Ky. Roddenbery 

Alexander Dupre Jones Rothermel 

Allen Edwards Kent Rouse | 

Anderson, Ohio Ellerbe Kipp Rubey 

Ansberry Estopinal Kitchin Rucker, Colo, 

Ashbrook Evans Konig Rucker, Mo. 

Ayers Faison Konop Russell 

Barnhart Ferris Lafferty Saunders 

Bartlett Fields Lamb Scully 

Bathrick Finley Latta Shackleford 

Beall, Tex. Fitzgerald Lee, Ga, Sharp 

Bell, Ga. Flood, Va. Lee, Pa. Sheppard 

Blackmon Floyd, Ark. Lever Sherley | 

Boehne Fornes Levy Sherwood | 

Booher Foster, Ill, Linthicum Sims | 

Borland Francis Littlepage Sisson 

Brown Garner Littleton Slayden 

Buchanan Garrett Lloyd Small | 

Bulkley George Lobeck Smith, Tex. 

Burke, Wis. Glass McCoy Stanley 

Burleson Goeke MeGillicuddy Stedman 

Burnett Goldfogle Macon Stephens, Miss, 

Byrnes, S. C. Goodwin, Ark. Maguire, Nebr. Stephens, Tex. 

Byrns, Tenn. Gordon Maher Stone 

Callaway Gould Martin, Colo, Sulzer 

Candler Graham Mays Sweet 

Cantrill Gray Moore, Tex, Talbott, Md. 

Carter Gregg, Pa, Morrison Talcott, N. Y. 

Clark, Fla. Gregg, Tex. Moss, Ind. Taylor, Ala. 

Claypool Gudger Murray Taylor, Colo. 

Clayton Hamilton, W. Va. Oldfield Thayer 

Cline Hamlin O’Shaunessy Thomas 

Collier Hammond Padgett Townsend 

Connell Hardwick Page Tribble 

Conry Hardy Palmer Turnbull 

Cox, Ind. Harrison, Miss. Patten, N. Y. Tuttle 

Cox, Ohio Harrison, N. Y. Pepper Underhill 

Cravens Hay Peters Underwood 

Tallep Heflin Post Watkins 

Daugherty Helm Pou Webb 

Davis, W. Va. Henry, Tex. Pujo Whitacre 

Dent Hensley Rainey White 

Denver Hobson Raker Wickliffe 

Dickinson Holland Randell, Tex. Wilson, N. Y. 

Dickson, Miss. Houston Ransdell, La. Wilson, Pa. 

Dies a Ga. Rauch Witherspoon 

Difenderfer Hull Reilly Young, Tex. 
NAYS—135. . 

Ames Bradley Crago Driscoll, M. E, | 

Anderson, Minn. Burke, S. Dak. Crumpacker Dwight 

Andrus Butler Currier yer 

Anthony Calder Dalzell Esch 

Austin Campbell Danforth Fairchild 

Barchfeld Cannon Davidson Farr 

Bartholdt Catlin De Forest Focht 

Bates Cooper Dodds Fordney 

Bowman Copley Draper Foster, Vt. 


Covington Hughes, N. J. 


Hughes, W. Va. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Davis, Minn. Kahn Pickett 
Driscoll, D. A. Kindred Plumley 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. CARLIN with Mr. Foss. 

Mr. Covineton with Mr. HARTMAN. 

Mr. BrantLey with Mr. Davis of Minnesota. 

Mr. DANIEL A. DriscoLt with Mr. Woops of Iowa. 

Mr. Korsiy with Mr. McKINLEY. 

Mr. SPARKMAN with Mr. THISTLEWOoD. 

Mr. Moon of Tennessee with Mr. Seis. 


McKenzie 
McKinley 
Moon, Tenn. 


Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Vreeland 

Woods, lowa 
Young, Mich. 


Mr. SELLS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recorded as vot- 
ing no. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman wish to change his 
vote? 


Mr. SELLS. No; I want to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the House listening 
for his name? 

Mr. SELLS. I was not. 

The SPEAKER. The 
within the rule. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 19 years ago a dis- 
tinguished gentleman, several times Speaker, said on the floor 
of the House of Representatives : 

I have been 15 years in Congress and I never saw a Speaker's d 
sion overruled, and you will never live to see it, either 

That language was uttered by Thomas B. Reed, of Maine. 


gentleman does not bring himself 


eci 


| His prophetic vision, in the light of recent history, does not 


seem to have been entirely correct. Since that time the coun- 
try has seen the decisions of Speakers overruled on several 
occasions. It is but fair to say that perhaps some of the rea- 
sons which impelled the House to thus act did not come en- 
from a defect in 


tirely the rules themselves, but from the 
abusive administration of their provisions. 
The country inquired the reason for these things. They 


considered it and have entered their decree, and the Democrati 
Party is here to-day for the purpose of keeping its plighted 
faith and restoring this body to its ancient functions as the 
representative body of the American people. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I assume that the gentlemen do not intend to 
offer a substitute under the provisions of the special order. 
But’ I pause to inquire of the gentleman from Illinois whether 
he proposes to offer a substitute under the terms of the special! 
order just adopted? 

Mr. MANN. What are the terms of the special order? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the order again. 

The Clerk again read the special order. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from Texas desire to yield 
the floor now for me to offer the substitute? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I do not desire to yield right here 
unless the reading of the resolution is to be waived, as agreed 
by us yesterday, having already been printed in the Recorp 
in parallel columus for the information of Members. 
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Mr. MANN. There is no objection to waiving the first read- 
ing of the resolution. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Then there is no objection to the 
gentleman from Illinois offering his substitute at the present 
time. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ResoWwed, That the rules of the House of Representatives of the 


Sixty-first Congress be adopted as the rules of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the first or extra session only of the Sixty-second Con- 
gress, inchuding the standing orders of March 8 and March 14, 1900 


(relating to consideration of pension and claims bills on Friday), which 
are continued im force during said first session, with the following 


amendments to said rules of said Sixty-first Congress: 
First. That the Speaker be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint 
the following standing committees and no others (unless he is here- 


after specially authorized to appoint other committees by resolution of 
the House), viz: 

The Committee on Ways and Means, on Printing, on Accounts, on 
Mileage, and en Enrolled Bills. 

Second. That section 4 of Rule X be amended to read as follows: 


“There shall be a Committee on Rules, to consist of 15 members, who 
shall be elected by the Members of the House, said committee to elect 
its own chairman, which committee, when so elected, shall have all the 


rights, powers, and privileges eonferred upon the Committee on Rules 
by the rules of the House, and in addition to the powers so conferred 
upon it, it is hereby authorized and directed to revise, amend, simplify, 
and codify the rules of procedure of the House and report its conclusions 
to the House of Representatives on the first Monday in December, 1911, 
which repert shall be of the highest privilege and remain so until dis- 
posed ef by the House. Said committee shall have authority to sit dur- 
ing the session of Congress and in recess, to send for persons and 
papers, and to take testimony either before the full committee or any 
subcommittee thereof; that the necessary and actual expenses incurred 
in carrying out the purpose of this resolution shall be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House: Provided, That said Committee on Rules 
shall continue to act until said report shall be acted upon by the House.” 

Mr. MANN. Now, if the gentleman from Texas will pardon 
the interruption 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. The resolution that I have offered as a substi- 
tute is the same resolution that was offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] two years ago. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And which the gentleman from Illinois 
voted against at the time. 

Mr. MANN. And I may do so again; I do not know. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I felt sure that the gentleman from 
Illinois would make that statement. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will 
ask the Chair to notify me when I have proceeded 15 minutes. 
How much time have I already occupied? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has occupied four minutes. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. When I have occupied 20 minutes in 
all I will ask the Chair to notify me. Mr. Speaker, if I may 
be allowed to proceed; I will state in a brief way the changes 
made in the rules and undertake to explain what is proposed 
in the present code presented by the Committee on Rules. 

The first amendment is to Rule X. We here provide for the 
election of all standing committees. Heretofore those stand- 
ing committees have been appointed by the Speaker, until other- 
wise ordered; but we are now meeting the expectations of the 
American people and conforming to our own judgment, taking 
that power away from the Speaker of this House, as we prom- 
ised to do. Therefore, no longer is the Speaker of the House 
authorized to appoint standing committees, but hereafter dur- 
ing this Congress, and as long as subsequent Congresses may 
prefer to follow the precedent, you have the right to elect your 
committees. 

We have abolished six of the useless committees, to wit: The 
Committees on Manufactures, Militia, Private Land Claims, 
Pacific Railroads, Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi 
River, and Ventilation and Acoustics. We also provide for the 
election of the chairmen of all standing committees and filling 
vacancies therein by election in this House. We have changed 
the clause of the old rules in reference to the Committee on 
Rules and provided that hereafter such committee shall con- 
sist of 11 members, of which the Speaker shall not be a member. 











Committees, and also provide for the daily printing of calendars. 
We have also perfected the unanimous-consent rule in order 
that a Member may have a second opportunity to place his 
request upon the Unanimous Consent Calendar, and then if 
that request is denied by objection, after placing it there at his 
own pleasure, it must go off the calendar and not be again 
placed thereon. 

To Rule XXI we have added what is known as the retrench- 
ment amendment. Some call it the Holman amendment. Mr. 
Speaker, let me say in passing that if there is any one subject 
needing attention in this country it is the one appropriating 
the people’s money. Extravagance with the money of the 
people in the Treasury of the United States is eating into the 
very vitals of this Republic! Hence we have so amended this 
rule as to make it possible to cut down appropriations and save 
millions of public money every year. [Applause.] 

We have added an entirely new provision to Rule XXI in ref- 
erence to revenue bills, and it is perhaps fair that I call at- 
tention to the exact verbiage of that provision at this time. 
That new clause reads: 

No amendment shall be in order to any bill affecting revenue which 
is not germane to the subject matter in the bill; nor shall any amend- 
ment to any item of such bill be in order which does not directly relate 
to the item to which the amendment is proposed. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I ean not yield now. If I have time 
after concluding my statement, it will give me pleasure to do so. 

Rule XXIV, clause 6, adds an entirely new proposition. It 
takes the standing orders in regard to pension bills and claim 
bills and incorporates them in one rule. They will hereafter 
be known as a part of Rule XXIV. This rule is also changed 
and rearranges the order of business, and puts it in such form 
that there is logical sequence. 

Rule XXVII, known as the “Calendar of Motion to Dis- 
charge,” has been materially changed. It is one of the new rules 
forced from the Republican majority last Congress against their 
will, and we have largely improved it. It is so important to the 
House and the country that I may be pardoned for giving a 
brief analysis of that rule as formulated by its present word- 
ing. First, the Calendar of Motion to Discharge is established. 
It provides that a bill must have been in the appropriate com- 
mittee for 15 days before the discharge motion can be filed. 
Next, the calendar is named and called specifically a “ Calendar 
of Motion to Discharge Committees.” Again, the motion to 
discharge must have been entered for 7 days on the motion 
calendar prior to its being called up. Recognitions must be in 
the order in which they are filed. Again, a very important 
change is that a bill shall be read by title only when called 
up, and the title must contain not over 100 words. 

After reading the title, the bill can not be submitted to the 
House unless a majority, by tellers, so determines. If a second, 
by tellers, fails, then the motion must go off the calendar and 
can not be restored. If a second is ordered, debate is limited 
to 20 minutes, 10 minutes to each side. The motion has 
precedence over motions to suspend the rules, and must be 
ordered at this juncture by a majority vote of the House mem- 
bership. If it prevails, then the bill must be taken from the 
consideration of the committee and placed upon the proper 
calendar to which it belongs. And upon the calling of such 
committee the bill may be called up prior to any bill reported 
from the same committee subsequent to the discharge of the 
same. No Member can have on such calendar exceeding two 
bills at any one time. This is an entirely new provision of the 
rule. We found it convenient to drop Rule XXVI in rearrang- 
ing and renumbering certain rules, and that has been done. 
Whatever was deemed necessary for retention in the rule has 
been preserved. We changed Rule XXXIII by allowing the 

tesident Commissioners from the Philippine Islands the privi- 
leges of the floor. We slightly changed the verbiage of Rule 


The next change is in Rule XI. We have made the necessary | XXXIV in regard to the Press Gallery, and by specific language 


changes in order to harmonize it with the amendments of | have set apart a certain portion thereof for the benefit of the 

Rule X. | reporters and correspondents. The committee saw proper to 

e i Mr. LONGWORTH rose. abrogate the rule in regard to printing, because that matter is 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to | covered by general law. 





the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I nrust decline to yield 
at this time. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It is for a very brief question. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I must decline to yield until the com- 
pletion of my statement, and then if I have time will endeavor 
to answer the question. 

The next change is in Rule XIII. There we have provided 
for the requisite number of calendars of business, and placed 
under the appropriate heads in this rule the Calendar for 
Unanimous Consent, the Calendar of Motions to Discharge 


Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman perfectly confident-about that? 
That is not a partisan matter in any sense. I have not been 
able to discover myself any provision of law which provides 
for the printing as a document of matter referred by a Speaker 
to a committee. I think there is no such provision. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman from Texas will 
permit. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield to the gentleman from New 
York. 





1911. 





Mr. FITZGERALD. I will state to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois that a lot of printing formerly done under orders and rules 
was done under authority of acts which have been adepted from 
time to time. The only part of the rule there might be any 
question about is the first clause, providing that all documents 
disposed of by reference to committees and otherwise shall be 
printed. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to detain the House 
except to make this suggestion so gentlemen may look into this. 
I went over the matter myself, and then I requested the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. H1nps] to go over the matter, and neither 
of us were able to find or did find—I will not say we were not 
able to find—any provision which would authorize the printing 
of documents referred from the Speaker’s table to a committee, 
and there may be some question as to whether there would be 
any authority to print a bill which had been reported or passed. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. We can arrange all that by a standing 
order, and I will say to the House that we conferred with those 
in charge of the document room and those connected with the 
Committee on Accounts and others dealing with public printing 
and they all tformed us that the rule is practically obsolete 
and unnecessary, and therefore we struck it from the provisions 
of the rules. 

Mr. Speaker, there are a number of other amendments not 
necessary to discuss at this time and these have been laid 
before the House in this brief statement, the chief changes, the 
material alterations, and we are ready to submit the rules to 
the judgment of the House and country. The minor changes 
can be taken up and considered as we proceed. 

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to the 
gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. How much time have I occupied? 

The SPEAKER. Eighteen minutes. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire if there 
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| principles of wisdom and right. 


is any amendment to the old rules or a provision in the proposed | 


rules that will prevent the use of calendar Wednesday by one 
committee for more than two days? Is there any change of that 
kind made in the rules? 
Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman permit? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Henry] yield to the gentleman from Tennessee? 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. I do. 


Texas 


[Mr. | 


Mr. GARRETT. There is not, and it is not necessary, be- | 
cause it is always within the power of the House to prevent that | 


by the question of consideration being raised. 

Mr. MADISON. The gentleman remembers that while we had 
that same power during the last session of Congress, yet every 
calendar Wednesday was taken up by one bill. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will answer the gentleman by say- 
ing that we have preserved calendar Wednesday, and are sure 
the Speaker of the House will see that it is wisely administered. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question 
on that particular proposition? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
to the fact that there is no provision, as I read it, in the pro- 


posed new rule that will permit the Committee of the Whole, | when that will be? 


on calendar Wednesday, to limit debate or to prevent anyone 
speaking in general debate on a bill in the Committee of the 
Whole on calendar Wednesday about things ulterior and having 
no connection with the bill under discussion. I want to ask 
the gentlemen if they considered the proposition of changing 
that so that calendar Wednesday could not be frittered away as 
it has been several times before? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. We did, and we considered that we 


| shall be 


could proceed with perfect order and utilize calendar Wednes- | 


day as it is in the rule. 


We think that is covered by the gen- 
eral rules of the House. 


o9 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman the purpose of the amendment to paragraph 2 of Rule 
XI, with regard to the reference of bills to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. There is the additional language: 

Such measures as purport to raise revenue. 

What is the purpose of that? 

Mr. GARRETT. May I be permitted to say to the gentleman 
that there are some who hold to the belief that protective tariff 
bills, laid purely for protection, are not revenue bills and are 
not constitutional bills. This is the restoration of the language 
of an old Democratic rule. ‘ 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Is it desired to limit the functions of 
the Ways and Means Committee? 

Mr. GARREWT. Not in the least, ner will this do it. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. This will liberalize their 
when they are legislating in behalf of the people. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota and Mr. GARDNER of Massa- 
chusetts rose. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas, I yield to the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. Burke]. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. As to Rule XXIV, paragraph 
6, I would like the gentleman to tell the House how a bill on 
the Private Calendar, reported from some committee other than 
the committees named in the paragraph, can be considered. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. We will discuss that when we get to 
it seriatim. I can not yield any further. 

Permit me to say, in conclusion, that we have so amended 
these rules as to confer on every Member his privileges under 
the Constitution of the United States to legislate in behalf of 
his constituents, and if this body is not a deliberative forum, as 
intended by its founders, the Committee on Rules, in so far as 
they are concerned, will be willing and prompt to hear sugzes- 
tions and write the rules as they should be, in accordance with 
[Applause on the Democratic 


functions 


side. | 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to call the attention of the gentleman from Texas to paragraph 
2 in Rule XXI, which is known as the Holman rule. Has the 
gentleman got the paragraph before him? 

Mr. MANN. He has it in his head. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. We are going to get to that and dis- 
cuss it presently. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Now, that rule states 
what classes of amendments and what classes of provisions 
in order on general appropriation bills. The rule 
states that new legislation shall be in order, provided it 


re- 
trenches expenditures and is germane. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman suspend until I can 


make an inquiry of the gentleman from Illinois? Does the 
gentleman from Illinois yield to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts from his time? 

Mr. MANN. I yield one minute, Mr. Speaker. If the gentle- 
man desires more time, I will yield to him two minutes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. It will take several min- 
utes to discuss this question. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] just 
stated that he would consider these various items seriatim 
when he reached them. May I ask the gentleman from Texas 
Will it be to-day, or will it be after the 
rules are adopted? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. No. I meant to say that there would 
be Members of the House who would take up the various fea- 
tures of the rules and discuss them. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I would like three min- 
utes in which to raise this question now. 

Mr. MANN. Would not the gentleman prefer to wait until 
the gentlemen who are to discuss that rule have discussed it? 


Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I think it would be well 


| to discuss it now, because I think it is a matter which ought to 


Mr. NORRIS. Several times there was general debate on | 


some unimportant bill on calendar Wednesday taking place 


and consuming the entire day on subjects entirely different and | 


not connected with the bill under debate. 
occurred. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. We think we went as far as we 
should have gone at this time. 

Mr. LONGWORTH and Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts 
rose, 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Henry] yield? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. 


I yield to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. LoneworrtH]. 


I think that has proceeds, I would like to suggest to Members that they will aid 


| 
| 
| 


be looked into. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER, Before the gentleman from Massachusetts 


the Chair very much in keeping order if they will observe the 
ule that they address the Chair first when they want to inter- 
rupt a Member who has the floor. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. The gentleman from Texas 
will find that on line 6, paragraph Rule XXI, page 22, there 
is a provision quoted verbatim from the old Holman rule 


Nor shall any such provision in any such bill or amendment thereto 
be in order— 


9 








Re Gi Aa A et RS 


de ker 


60 


CONGRESSIONAL 


APRIL 5 


, 





unless certain requirements are met. Now, does that word 
“provision ” qualify the word “bill” and the word “amend- 
ment,” both, or does it only qualify the word “ bill’? 
very important question. 

Mr. MANN. There being no answer forthcoming—— 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I am willing to give an answer. Giv- 
ing my individual judgment, I think it would qualify the bill 
and amendment, both. 
on it. I have not the right to construe the language for him, 
but the language can speak for itself. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


It is a} 


The rules were revised again in 1890, and the Committee o) 
tules at that time was made up of men whose names are dis 
tinguished in our history. It consisted of Thomas B. Reed 


| William McKinley, Joserpn G. Cannon, John G. Carlisle, a: 


| Roger Q. Mills. 


The Speaker can place his construction | 


| tunity to offer amendments to the rules. 
The reason I raise this | 


question is because in the past this provision caused very much | 


confusion. The House before voting ought to know what it means. 


If the gentlemen will look up Crutchfield’s Digest, which was | 


prepared by order of the Congress that adopted these rules, he 
will find that in the first session of the Fifty-first Congress a 
situation arose in which Mr. Buchanan, of Virginia, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House, held an amendment in 
order in direct opposition to the views just expressed by the 
gentleman from Texas. The Post Office bill appropriated $450,- 
000 for rural free delivery. An amendment was offered re- 
ducing that amount to $449,000, and providing likewise that no 
rural routes should be established except under specified meth- 
ods. Now, it is true that that amendment reduced the appro- 
priation, but the all-important part of the amendment intro- 
duced changes in existing law which had nothing to do with 
retrenchment. The Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
held that under the reading of that rule, although the amend- 
ment might produce changes in the existing law not contem- 
plated by the spirit of the Holman rule, yet merely because 
one part of the amendment nominally reduced the appropria- 
tion, therefore the whole must be held in order, even though 
the important clause in no way related to retrenchment. Mr. 
Crutchfield, the Democratic parliamentarian, suggests possible 
modifications, so that the rule may be made clearer. Mr. 
Buchanan's decision and later decisions of like tenor have given 
this rule just the opposite construction to that which the gentle- 
man from Texas has just given us. 

I call the attention of this House to the fact that the gentie- 
man from Texas {Mr. Henry] says that the Speaker or the 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole will decide this mat- 
ter. I will try to point out that any Chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, unless guided by the interpretation which the 
gentleman from Texas has just given, would be constrained to 
construe the rule according to the ruling of the Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole, Mr. Buchanan, of Virginia, and 
the similar rulings of his successors. But inasmuch as the 
chairman of the Committee on Rules has given us his interpre- 
tion—— 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I regret that I can not 
yield. I say, inasmuch as the chairman of the Committee on 
Rules has given to the House his present interpretation of that 
clause, this fact would seem to be worthy of weight as an opin- 
ion overruling the decision rendered by the gentleman from 
Virginia, Mr. Buchanan. 

Mr. MANN. I yield 20 minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Datzetr]. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, at the commencement of our 
business to-day the Speaker said that no more important busi- 
ness was ever presented to a House than the consideration and 
adoption of its rules. I venture to say that never in the history 
of the American Congress has any House heretofore attempted 
to adopt a code of rules without giving to every Member of the 
House an opportunity to offer an amendment to those rules. 

This is not the adoption of a code of rules by a party that has 
been in power for a number of years, as the Republican Party 
has, but it is the adoption of a new code of rules by a party 
new to power. It is substantially, in all respects, a revision of 
the House rules. 

Heretofore on several occasions there have been important 
revisions of the rules. The rules were revised in 1880 upon a 
report from the Committee on Rules, which at that time con- 
sisted of several very distinguished men, Mr. Randall of Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. Stephens of Georgia, Mr. Blackburn of Kentucky, 
Mr. Garfield of Ohio, and Mr. Frre of Maine. Those rules were 
carefully considered by that committee of distinguished men, 
who represented both the majority and minority parties, and 
when presented to the House were accompanied by a written 
report. There is no written report accompanying this code of 
rules. Week after week was spent in deliberating upon those 
ruies in 1880, and opportunity was afforded to every Member 
of that House to present such amendments as he saw fit to 
present, to any and every one of those rules. 


ee 


Those rules were carefully deliberated upo: 
and after long consideration by the committee were presente: 
to the House, accompanied by a written report. Then the 
were debated day in and day out, and every Member of t! 
House of Representatives at that time was afforded an oppo: 
It was recognized then 
that every man on either side of the House, whatever might be 
his political faith, had an interest in the establishment of wis. 
rules for the government of the House of Representatives. 

There was another revision of the rules in the Fifty-secon | 
Congress, when the Democratic Party came into power. Th 
chairman of the Committee on Rules at that time was the 
Speaker, Mr. Crisp. Mr. Outhwaite, of Ohio, was on the com- 
mittee; Mr. Catchings, of Mississippi, was on the committec, 
all distinguished men in our parliamentary history; and on 
that occasion the rules were considered and deliberated upon 
over a great length of time by the committee and presented to 
the House, accompanied by a written report. A resolution 
was adopted that the rules should be read seriatim and du 
opportunity given to every Member of the House to consider the 
rules and to offer amendments. 

So that on every occasion heretofore when there has been a 
revision of the rules an opportunity has been afforded to Mem- 
bers of the House to offer amendments, to debate, and consider 
and come to a conclusion as to what should be proper rules for 
the government of the House. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does the gentleman recall what was done 
in the Fifty-fourth Congress with reference to the adoption of 
the rules? I think we had three days of consideration then. 

Mr. DALZELL. I recall very distinctly what was done in the 
Fifty-fourth Congress. I happened to be a member of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, with Mr. Henderson, subsequently Speaker, 
and on that occasion, as to every single rule in the code of rules, 
an opportunity was offered for amendment. I do not recall 
whether we had any lengthy general debate, but general debate 
on the rules amounts to nothing. Why should you have general 
debate if you can not offer an amendment? Why theorize about 
what might be if we know that it can not be? 

Mr. POU. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
to the gentleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do. 

Mr. POU. I would like the gentleman to tell us when it was 
from that day down to this that the minority have had an op- 
portunity to offer amendments to the various paragraphs of the 
rules of the House, or even so much as an opportunity to offer a 
substitute? We have had the gag put on us every time at the 
opening of every Congress. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, you gentlemen seem to have learned 
how to do it pretty well. [Laughter.] I have drawn a distinc- 
tion between the adoption of the rules by a party that has been 
continuously in power and has been acting under rules that it 
originally adopted after consideration by both sides of the 
House and a party that has just come into power and proposes 
to introduce a new code of rules. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman explain why that dis- 
tinction is of any value to the minority or to the new Members 
of the House? Why in the Fifty-eighth Congress, when I was 
a new Member, was not I just as much entitled to the privilege 
of amending the rules as if there had been a change of parties? 

Mr. DALZELL. The rules that were then adopted had been 
discussed originally by the members of the gentleman’s party 
and had been in force for many years. There is no analogy 
between that case and this at all. Here is a proposition—— 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania does 
not wish to yield further, I will not annoy him, ‘ 

Mr. DALZELL. I thought I had pointed out the distinction 
that exists in my mind. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If that is the gentleman’s full answer, then 
I am content. 

Mr. DALZELL. The proposition under which we are acting 
to-day is that after the reading of the resolution—and, by the 
way, the rules are offered as a single proposition en bloc—after 
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the reading of the proposition the minority is entitled to offer 


a substitute, and then after four hours of general debate, which 


means nothing, because in general debate we can do nothing | 


more than theorize, the gentlemen on the other side defending 
their position and we on our side defending our position, but 
no amendment can be offered, and then at the close of that use 
less general debate a vote is to be taken. How? “ Without 
delay or intervening motion.” 

Now, there is adopted in this order one of the most drastic 
phrases of any of the rules that have heretofore been adepted in 


this House by either the Republican or the Demoeratic Party, | 


and which is in violation of one of the provisions of the ma 
jority’s own code of rule, to the effect that even the Committee 
on Rules can repert no proposition that shall exclude a motion 
to recommit. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What would be the use of a motion to 
recommit if there is no committee to send it to, no committee 
of the House? 

Mr. MANN. We might recommit it to the Democratic caucus. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
had done it previously. 

Mr. MANN. It could not have made it any worse. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
engage in general debate on this proposition. I do not care to 
diseuss Republican theories or Democratic theories with re- 
spect to the rules, nor do I care to go into in detail the various 
amendments that have been made, that are proposed to be made, 
to the rules of the Sixty-first Congress by the code of rules now 
effered. Every material thing in the code of rules now offered 
that is of any advantage or of any value has been copied into those 
rules from the rules of the Republican Party. [Applause on the 
Republican side.} There is not a single new thing in the code 
of rules now offereda—— 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. What about Rule X? 
publicans put that in? And now, if they are so good, why are 
you not all willing to vote for them? 

Mr. DALZELL. I think, except in some particulars, they are 
a pretty good code of rules. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Then I hope the gentleman’s side wil! 
vote for them. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think the gentleman will be disappointed 
in his hope; not that I would not like to be in his company, but 
at this time I am afraid I can not be. 

Now, the fundamental change in the rules is embodied in 
Rule X and Rule XI—that is to say, in taking away from the 


House the opportunity to have the appeintment of committees | 


warough the medium of the Speaker. Under the Republican 
rules—because the rules of the Sixty-first Congress were Repub- 
lican rules—the language was “unless especially ordered by 
the House the Speaker should appoint the committees.” The 
language of these proposed rules is that there “ shall be elected 
by the House at the commencement of each Congress the 
following standing committees,” and so forth. 

So far as the question of electing committees, instead of 
selecting committees by the Speaker is concerned. I do not pro- 
pose now to discuss that question. Assuming that the gentle 
men on the other side of the House were justified in selecting 


That might not have been bad if you | 
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Mr. GARRETT. That is, of course, a change : 
mittee on Rules: but does not the gentleman think it is a 
consistent « that it is eonsistent with the genera! princi; 
that the committee was seeking to lay down? 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, well, perhaps it is. I have no crit 
to make on the ground of consistency. 


In the provision for 


' 
hanve 


| reports 


preferentia ports, reports of commit- 
tees which have a preference in the right to report, the present 
code of rules follows the rules of the Sixty-first Congress in 
striking out what was in the rules of the Fifty-third Congress, 
namely, the Committee on Banking and Currency and the Com 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and also follows the 


rules of the Sixty-first Congress in providing a preference for 
the Committee on Territories and for the Committee on Pen 
sions. 


Now, if [I would make any criticism on tha would be that, 
while good reason existed for striking out the Connmnittee on 
Banking and Currency and the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, because they were made preferent tte 
in the first place, during the free silver period, I think the e 

| logie that justified that action would justify the restorati of 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no disposition to | 


the Committee on Banking and Currency at this time, in view 
of the fact that we have an existing Monetary 
and that the probabilities are, if not in the immediate, at least 
within the near future, Congress will have to deal with ques 
tions of currency. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is that upon the theory that the Mone 
tary Commission is likely to report proposed legislation? 

Mr. DALZELL. I said, if not in the immediate, within the 
near future. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman serieusly propose 
that a Democratic Congress should make privileged bills coming 
from 2 Republican Monetary Commission? 

Mr. DALZELL. I was not undertaking to judge the action 


Commission 


| of the Democrats at all, either charitably or uncharitably. 


Did the Re- | 


their committees in the manner in which they have selected | 


them, there is no possible justification for their having added 
Members to the majority side of these committees without add- 
ing any to the minority side of the committees. 

I shall leave the discussion of that question to some of the 
gentiemen who shall follew me. 

I think, so far as the provision of these rules is concerned 
with respect to the appointment of select committees, that it 
is an imprevement on the rules of the Sixty-first Congress. 
That provision restores a clause that was in the rules of the 
House from the beginning of the Government up until 1880, 
which for some reason or other was omitted when the rules 
were then revised. It reserves to the House, in other words, 
the right to do as it pleases with respect to select committees 
and to conference committees, but I see no reason why there 
should have been taken away from the Members of the com- 
mittees the right to select their chairman. 

In this respect this rule is im one particular in direct viola- 
tion of the rule adopted at the last Congress, when a Committee 
on Rules was provided for, because the provision there was that 
that committee should elect its own chairman. The langunge is: 

And in case of a_permanent vacancy in the chairmanship of any 
such committee the House shall elect another chairman. 

That is, as I say, in direct violation of the terms of the rule 
adopted at the last Congress when the Committee on Rules 
was created and power given to it to elect its own chairman. 


Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman has that im- 
pression, it is no doubt based on the recent action of the 
minority with reference to the reciprocity treaty. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman, I understand, is face- 
tious and not serious in that suggestion. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, aside from the question of 
selecting committees, the only material change, in my judgment 
the only serious change, in my judgment—made in the rules 
of the Sixty-first Congress is in Rule XXI, section 2, by the 
adoption of what is known as the Holman amendment. [ can 
not, in view of the parliamentary history of this country, do 
otherwise than regard that as a most dangerous innovation in 
the rules of the House. Im order that the House may thor- 
eughly understand what that is, let me take the time to read it. 
As that clause appears in the rules of the Sixty-first Congress 
it is as follows: 

No appropriation shall be recorded im any general appropriation bil!, 
or be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not pre 
viously authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for 
such public works and objects as are already in progress 

Now, that is the existing rule. That has been the rule ever 
since the Forty-ninth Congress, with an exception. It was the 
rule in the Forty-ninth Congress, which was Democratic, and 
the rule in the Fiftieth, which was Democratic, both presided 
over by Speaker Carlisle, but not the rule, as I recollect now, 
in the Fifty-second and Fifty-third, which adopted the Holman 
amendment. Now, the Holman amendment is this: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto « 


ing existing law be in order, except such as being germane t 


ject matter of the bill shall retrenech expenditures by the rednetic of 





the number and salary of the officers of the United States, the 
reduction of the compensation of any person paid out of the Tre ry 
of the United States, or by the reduction of amounts of money co. { 
by the bill: Provided, That it shall be In order further to amend 
bill upon the report of the committee or any joint commission aut! 
ized by law or the House members of any such commission havin; 
diction of the subject matter of such amendment, whi rend 
being germane to the subject matter the bill shall retreneh exper 
tures. 

Now, that is a provision for legislation on appropriation 
bills. That is a provision for legislating by the Appropriatio: 


Committee. That is a provision which renders useless and 1 
necessary any other committee of the House. That is a pri 
vision which turns over to the Committee on App 
the powers of all the other committees of the House of Re 
sentatives. It is wrong in theory, because, in the first 


pr atio 


the Committee on Appropriations ought not to legislate, for t! 
reason that the other branch of Conzgress is entit te | 
appropriation bill not containing legislation which the ave 
| not considered; and, secondly, because the President of the 
| United States is entitled to have an appropriati: bill that 
does not require consideration at his hands of legislation. It 


is wrong in theory, furthermore, because it is a usurpation of 
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the rights of every other committee and of the jurisdiction of 
every other committee in the House of Representatives. Now 
let me call your attention to this rule, or rather to this amend- 
ment to the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Pennsylvania has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman five minutes addi- 
tional. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the rule, without the Holman 
amendment, was in operation until 1876, when the Holman 
amendment was adopted, and it remained in operation from 
1876 until 1880, until the adoption of the rules in the first 
session of the ¥ifty-ninth Congress. I want to show you what 
kind of legislation resu:ted from the operation of that rule. 
On February 5, 1879, an extensive scheme of legislation for the 
reorganization of the Army was admitted as an amendment to 
the Army appropriation bill on the discovery by the Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole that the general effect would be 
to reduce appropriations. 

Think of that. A reorganization of the Army put on an ap- 
propriation bill upon proof being made to the satisfaction of the 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole that on the whole it 
would reduce expenditures. Why, my friends, you take the 
sundry civil appropriation bill that deals with every single 
department of the Government, that touches the Government in 
every vital spot, and under this rule the Committee on Appro- 
priations can legislate for every department, for every bureau, 
for every question that the Government may be directly inter- 
ested in. Again, on February 19, 1879, an amendment to repeal 
a portion of the Federal election law was admitted upon dis- 
covery by the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole that 
it would be a retrenchment of expenditures. On May 18, 1880, 
an amendment providing for free seed distribution was admitted 
to the agricultural appropriation bill without a question of 
order, the wording being so arranged as to reduce the appro- 
priation $80,000 to $79,000. The extent to which legislation was 
placed on appropriation bills at that time was illustrated on 
July 27, 1882, the naval appropriation bill being before the 
Senate, when Mr. John Sherman, of Ohio, deplored the change 
which the bill had made in its rule to prevent legislation on 
appropriation bills, and said of the pending bill: 


The time of the gentleman from 


Here is a bill 40 pages long passed at the heel of the session. It is 
sent to us. I will say that three-fourths of this bill contains matter 
either of a mere recitative character or is general legislation affecting 
the whole organization of the Navy from beginning to end. 


Now, then, in the revision of 1880 the Committee on Rules, 
with John G. Carlisle, Samuel J. Randall, Mr. Morrison, of 
Illinois, Thomas B. ‘Reed, Mr. Hiscock, of New York, not only 
reported against the readoption of that rule, but they denounced 
it in the most strenuous terms, and on the floor of this 
House—— 

Mr. BUTLER. What Congress was that? 

Mr. DALZELL. That was the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. BUTLER. Democratic? 

Mr. DALZELL. A Democratic Congress. 

On the floor of the House it was denounced by Roger Q. 
Mills, of Texas; by Mr. Dockery, of Missouri; by Mr. Sayres, 
of Texas; by Mr. Springer, of Illinois; by Mr. Bland, of Mis- 
souri, all distinguished Democrats, and by every prominent 
Democrat whose name is historical in the life of that Congress. 
And yet you gentlemen come here to-day and, in view of the 
legislative history of that bill, and in view of its denunciations 
by these great Democrats, undertake to force upon the minor- 
ity a rule which, instead of reducing expenditures, which, in- 
stead of being in the interests of economy, is likely to increase 
the expenditures and to put upon the statute books legislation 
that otherwise could not get there. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then, of course, I can not yield. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pov]. [Applause.] 

Mr. POU. Mr, Speaker, we have heard a strange and an un- 
usual note from that side of the Chamber to-day. Our friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLzetL] complains that the Republican side 
of this Chamber has not the privilege to offer amendments to 
these rules, paragraph by paragraph. The rule provides that 
a substitute may be offered, but he complains that that is not 
enough. He wants opportunity to amend these rules section 
by section. This is rather an unusual demand from that side 
of the Chamber, in the light of the history of the past 10 years. 
For five successive Congresses, and even longer, I and other 


The gentleman’s time has again 


Members have sat in our seats here and had a code of rules 
offered to us, with no other privilege than that of voting for or 
against the entire code offered by the Republican side of this 
Chamber. We were not only not allowed to offer amendments 
in the manner suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
but, so far as I now recollect, we were net even accorded the 
privilege of offering a substitute, and often you adopted your 
rules almost without debate, and now the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Dauzett] makes this novel argument. Be- 
cause in 1894 the rules of the House were considered for some 
6 or 8 weeks, and because there was ampl) opportunity for 
debate 17 years ago, and because the rules were then amended 
as the Vifty-fourth Congress deemed proper, there has been no 
necessity for amending the rules in the same manner at any 
time since then until the opposite party came inté porver. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania complains now that the minority, 
of which he is a member, is not permitted under the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Texas to amend the code of rules 
offered by this side of the Chamber, rule by rule, peragraph 
by paragraph. 

Now, let us consider for a moment how the Demarratic 
majority in this Chamber is proposing to consider the rules 
offered for the government of the House. In the first place, 
let it not be forgotten that ample time is allowed for general 
debate. If that side of the Chamber had insisted upon even 
longer time for general debate, you could have gotten it. You 
were allowed to offer any substitute upon which you can agree 
among yourselves. 

How did you treat us when you were in power? Usually you 
adopted the rules of the preceding Congress, with little or no 
opportunity for debate, with no opportunity for amendment in 
the manner suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and, 
so far as I now recollect, without the privilege of offering a 
substitute. We simply had to vote “aye” or “no” on the 
adoption of the Reed rules. That was the treatment accorded 
to the minority for years by the Republican majority in this 
Chamber. For 17 years we have been told over and over again 
that the Reed rules were about as near perfect as any code of 
rules could be made. You on that side of the Chamber con- 
sidered them so nearly perfect that you felt justified in pre 
senting them time and again to this House and forcing Mem- 
bers to vote “aye” or “no,” without opportunity at any time 
to offer amendments or even a substitute. What is the matter 
with that side of the Chamber to-day? If your Reed rules 
have been perfect for 17 years, are they not perfect to-day? 
Are they any less perfect now than they have been during all 
the years when you forced their adoption, often without de- 
bate and never with privilege to amend? 

In the rules offered to-day we have taken away from the 
Speaker the power to name the committees of the House. 

Will you gentlemen vote to give that power back to the 
Speaker? We have written in our rules a provision that the 
Speaker shall not be a member of the Committee on Rules. Do 
you gentlemen desire to change that? Do you want to vote for 
the old rule allowing the Speaker to make up a Rules Com- 
mittee of five with himself as chairman? Why do you not 
stand by these perfect rules under which you have been run- 
ning the House? Are you ready to restore to the Speaker that 
power which so long made it necessary for the individual Mem- 
ber to go to him privately, get on his knees, and beg for the 
privilege of being recognized on the floor in order to ask for 
unanimous consent? Why do you not offer your perfect code 
of rules as a substitute for the rules offered by the gentleman 
from Texas? Are those rules so bad that no one can be found 
on that side of the Chamber who is willing to offer them as a 
substitute for the rules now under consideration? Has it come 
to pass that the rules which governed the House for nearly two 
decades are without a single friend on this floor? Every change 
which has been made, Mr. Speaker, is in the direction of limit- 
ing the power of the Speaker and restoring to the individual 
membership of this House rights and privileges which never 
should have been taken away. 

You gentlemen pursued your policy of centralization of 
power until you made the American House of Representatives 


well-nigh the laughingstock in the eyes of the world. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALEXANDER). Will the 


gentleman from North Carolina yield to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

Mr. POU. For a brief question. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Are the rules in respect 
to centralization in the Sixty-first Congress any different from 
the rules of the Fifty-third Congress which the gentleman has 
used as a model? I mean the Democratic rules. 
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Mr. POU. 
refers. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I mean with reference to 
a Member going to the Speaker on his knees for unanimous 
consent, and the Speaker having the power to grant it. 

Mr. POU. Nobody now has to go to the Speaker begging 
for unanimous consent unless he wants to do so. 

Mr. MANN. Both of these gentlemen voted against the rules. 

Mr. MADISON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. POU. For a question. 

Mr. MADISON. Is it not true that under the rules as now 
proposed, that upon the matter of the suspension of the rules, 
if any Member here under the rules, as you propose them, 
desires to make a motion to suspend the rules, he has to go +o 
the Speaker in his chamber and ask for recognition? 

Mr. POU. You have a perfect right to ask it right here on 
the floor. 

Mr. MADISON. I will ask the gentleman if there is any 
modification whatever in the rules of the Sixty-first Co 
as to that matter, and if it is not true that under those rules 
and the rulings made by a Democratic Speaker that you have 
still got to go to the Speaker’s chamber and make arrangements 
in advance for recognition for a suspension of the rules? 

Mr. POU. Not at all, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is done out in the open under a Demo- 
cratic Speaker and administration of the House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. POU. And, Mr. Speaker, a Democratic Speaker would 
not abuse that privilege, anyway. [Laughter on the Republican 
side.] Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not care to yield further. I 
submit again the proposition stated in the beginning, that every 
change recommended—and you gentlemen know it to be so— 
has been toward limiting the power of the Speaker and 
enlarging the power of the individual Members of this House. 

Now, there has been a good deal said with respect to Rule 
XXI and with respect to Rule XXVIII, which provides for the 
discharge of committees of the House. 
these rules are perfect. We do contend, though, 
are better than the old rules. If a fair trial shall prove that 
these rules do not work well, they can and will no doubt be 
amended. Now, I want to say this: If gentlemen propose de- 
liberately to go about it to make Rule XXVIII a farce, when it 
was intended to confer upon individual Members larger powers, 
possibly they can to some extent succeed. If gentlemen delib- 
erately plan and scheme to nullify the laudable purpose of this 
rule, it is possible, I say, they may partially succeed; and that 
can be said of other rules as well. Any man who sets out to 
obstruct legislation can do a great deal along that line. We all 
know that, but we have improved Rule XXVIII in several re- 
spects, we think, and if necessity shall develop, it can be still 
further amended. 

The same may be said with respect to the criticism of Rule 
XXI, which is among the most important changes we have 
made. The rule provides two things—first, that a proposition 
which changes existing law shall be germane; second, that its 
effect shall be to retrench and economize. Those two require- 
ments must be met, but if revolutionary measures are offered 
under eover of this rule, if it shall be found that there are 
real dangers of abuse, the Committee on Rules will, I am sure, 
take such action as may be deemed wise and necessary; but I 
do not believe there is basis for the criticism of this rule. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman 
a minute there? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from North 
Carolina yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. POU. I do. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I understand a ruling was 
made on this provision in the Fifty-second Congress and at 
various other times. An amendment was offered to the post 
office appropriation bill which nominally reduced the amount 
of the gross appropriations. With that same amendment there 
was incorporated a totally different provision, totally changing 
existing law in a way not contemplated by the spirit of the 
Holman rule. Yet, as that rule was then interpreted by Mr. 
Buchanan, of Virginia, chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House, and as it was subsequently held on other occa- 
sions, such amendments were held in order merely — 
they reduced the gross amount of an appropriation, irrespe tiv 
of what else they might do. 

Mr. POU. Now, Mr. Speaker, I can not yield further. The 
gentleman is making a speech in my time. I do not believe 
there is basis for fears expressed as to the abuse of this rule, 
but if experience shall show that the purpose of the rule can 
be perverted in the manner suggested we will simply have to 
amend that rule. 


I do not know exactly to what the gentleman 


hgeress 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from North Carolina has expired 


Mr. POU. Just 2 word more, Mr. Speaker. I am sort hat 
so much of my time has been taken up by interruptions. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield a minut 
to the gentleman from North Caroliaa. ; 

Mr. POU. The Committee on Rules, Mr. Speaker, has made 
an honest effort to revise these rules in a way that will 
proper manner, enlarge the powers of the individual me I 
ship of this House. ‘ If it shall develop that further amendments 
are necessary, the committee will not stand for the policy of 
stifling legislation demanded by the people, and i » far as it 
has the power, it will aid in r ring to each Member every 
right he is entitled to exercis¢ nd enjoy in this Chamber. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] , 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say thi No code of 
rules which ever will be adopted by this If » will ! t 
We claim that the rules offered by the ge man from ‘I 
who wili be chairman of the Committee on Iu are bett by 
far than the code of rules under which the House | et) 
working for years. 

Reforms begun have not been abandoned. There has | no 


step backward. The right of the Member to request una : 
consent for the present consideration of any measure in \ hh 


he is interested is enlarged by the provision allowing him to 
reinstate his measure a second time. Several useles at 
mittees have been abolished and other changes made which will 
result in a saving of many thousands of Gollan: and I want 


to repeat, if other changes shall become necessary to restore 
to every Member every right to which he ou i: to be entitied 
under the Constitution, the committee will not turn a deaf ear to 
any reasonable suggestion. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Norris]. [Applause.] 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I have been one of those who 
have always believed that the question of rules for the goy- 
ernment of the House was not a partisan proposition. I have 
always thought we ought to adopt rules for the government of 
this body without taking into consideration which ee al 
party was in control of it. I ought to demand the same rules 
for my government and my control as a Member of this Hor 
when my political opponents are in the majority that I insist 
upon for myself when my own political party is in control 

I want to discuss briefly the proposed rules, now before the 


House, and to suggest to the House some amendments that I 
believe will appeal to every man, regardless of his political 
affiliations, if he believes in fair play and good legislation, and 
likewise believes in remedying the defects that have been de 


veloped in the past under our rules. 


I regret that we are placed in such parliamentary situa 
tion here that while we can talk and talk and talk we are not 
allowed to offer amendments and to vote. One of the greatest 
prerogatives of Members of this House is to be permitted to 
vote upon propositions material to our people and upon propo 


sitions material to the control of our own body. 


Now, to begin with, I want to say that some of the a d 
ments to the old rules that are proposed in this schedule 
now before us are, in my judgment, good ones and amendments 
that I would gladly support. At the same time the irst 


that I am going to mention, I believe, does not give, in place of 
the old rule, as good a remedy for what I believe to 
acknowl dged defects of the old rule as we ld 

man’s hands were tied by a caucus and every 

felt and not as he feared. 

These rules provide that the committees of the Hou 
resentatives shall be selected by the House. It tak 

from the Speaker the power of appointin; » st 
mittees. That 
the power to appoint the standing committ of | i 
something that a good many of us over here on tl 
stood for, worked for, and almost died f for tl 
three years. As far as you go in taking that | 
the Speaker you have done well and ‘1 
you put down the gag rule then and say that 
you provide in its place anal not be amen 
man’s hands and refuse to a 
You let us talk, but deprive us of the right to offe 

amendments. 

If I had had the opportunity, I would have « i ! 
ment that in substance is the same as the orig t 
that was offered here on th > 17th day of M r : 
month, and for which many of us over | [1 L 
that this particular amendment cou d I prevail, because you 
are tied up by caucus action, and I believe that the amend- 


llow any amendme! 


particular principle of taking from the §S er 
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ments that I am going to suggest would prevail if every man 
here was free. I believe that there is a majority of Members 
here who believe in it, and that it would bring the proper relief, 
so that we ought to have had the right to offer it and to vote 
upon it. The right to vote is much more precious than the 
right to discuss. On page 6 of the pamphlet containing these 
rules I would offer an amendment as follows: 


Strike out the first paragraph of Rule X and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: “ The standing committees of the House shall be selected 
by the Committee on Rules, which committee shall consist of 15 mem- 
bers, 9 of whom shall be members of the majority party and 6 of 
whom shall be members of the minority party or parties, to be selected 
as follows: The States of the Union shall be divided by a contmittee of 
three, appointed by the Speaker for that purpose, into nine groups, each 
group containing as near as may be an equal number of members be- 
longing to the majority party. The States of the Union shall likewise 
be divided into six groups, each group containing as near as may 
an equal number of members belonging to the minority party or par- 
ties. At 10 o'clock a. m. of the day following the adoption of the report 
of said committee each of the said groups shall meet and select one of 
its number a member of the Committee on Rules. The place of meeting 
for each of said groups shall be designated by said committee of three 
in its report. Each of said groups shall report to the House the name 
of the member selected for membership on the Committee on_ Rules. 
Each standing committee shall elect its own chairman. The Speaker 
shall not be eligible to membership on any standing committee. The 
following shall be the standing committees of the House, namely.” 

Mr. GARRETT and Mr. SHERLEY rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Nebraska yield? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield first to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. GagrettT]. 

Mr. GARRETT. Does not the gentleman think it would be 
very bad policy to put into the rules and continue in the rules 
a proposition of majority and minority parties? 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to say to the gentleman, as I have 
already said, that I firmly believe, and there are a good many 
others that think with me, that that particular change in the 
rules would bring the greatest possible relief and provide a 
very good way for the selection of committees. As I said be- 
fore, I do not expect this to carry, but we ought to have had 
the right to go on record for what we believe, and conscien- 
tiously believe, to be the best remedy for this situation. Having 
said that much about it, unless I can be afforded further time 
I hope gentlemen will not take my time on this amendment, be- 
cause I have others that I want to discuss. 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield for one question right 
there? 

Mr. NORRIS. If I had the time, I would be glad to. The 
objection to the method of selecting committees provided in this 
schedule of rules is, as I look at it, that it results in caucus 
selection of committees. I believe the amendment I have sug- 
gested would obviate that. I believe we ought to get away 
from the caucus just as much and just as often and just as far 
as we can. I believe the time is not far distant when the 
progressive, patriotic sentiment of the American people will 
drive the caucus and the political boss and the political machine 
out of business. 

Now, I want to suggest another amendment on page 9 of this 
pamphlet, and I would like to have the membership follow me, 
because I am satisfied these amendments will meet with the 
approval of a vast majority here if they will consider them. 
= the end of clause 4, Rule X, add a new paragraph, as fol- 
ows: 

No Member shall be eligible to serve at the same time on more than 
one of the following standing committees: Appropriations, the Judi- 
ciary, Interstate and Foreign Commerce, Rivers and Harbors, Agricul- 
ture, the Post Office and Post Roads, and Ways and Means. 

Now, I have no objection to adding other committees to this 
list, if there would be an opportunity here to offer an amend- 
ment. I would not confine it myself to those particular com- 
mittees, but, as far as these committees are concerned, it ought 
to appeal to every man who has been in the House of Repre- 
sentatives for any length of time that there are two reasons 
why no Member should serve at the same time on two of these 
cominittees. First, it is not just to the other Members who are 
deprived of the privilege and who are not allowed to serve on 
any of those important committees; and, second, it is not fair 
to the House and the country, because a Member can not per- 
form the duties properly as a Representative if he is liable to 
be called, for instance, by the Ways and Means Committee and 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce on very 
important matters for consideration at the same hour. 

Members will realize that I will not be able to discuss in de- 
tail all of the benefits that would come from that rule and 
some others that I will offer, because my time is too limited. 

On page 5 of this pamphlet I would like to offer an amend- 
ment as follows: 


After section 5, Rule X, add a new section, as follows: 
“Sec. 6, The Speaker shall not be eligible to serve on any standing 
committee.’ 
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I am not going to discuss that, because I want to go on with 
some other amendments that I would like to propose; but [ 
think the justice of that will appeal to every Member of the 
House. 

If I were not prevented by this caucus gag I would offer the 

following amendment: 
‘ b ta page 13, after paragraph 57, Rule XI, add a new paragraph, as 
Oe Unless otherwise ordered by the committee, the business and record 
of all committees shall be public, and the record of a vote to go into 
executive session shall be public.” 

I am satisfied that much of the criticism that has come— 
some of it justly and some of it unjustly—against the House of 
Representatives has been because there have been too many 
executive sessions of committees. We ought to open the door 
and give the light of publicity full sway in the committee room 
as we do here on the floor of the House, Every man knows 
that it is out of order on the floor of the House for a Member 
to state what took place behind closed doors in the committee 

The public—the press—are not able to get the information, 
and naturally there is a suspicion, in many cases, perhaps, a 
wrong impression goes out. It may be in many instances that i/ 
is necessary to have a secret meeting. I can imagine such con 
ditions might arise, but we ought to at least reverse the present 
rule, and instead of making the presumption true that all the 
business must be secret unless otherwise ordered, we ought to 
make it public unless the members of the committee are ready to 
go on record and say that it is of such nature that it ought to be 
private. Publicity will not injure any honest attempt at legis. 
lation, and we all know many meritorious bills are secretly 
killed in the committee room, and the country is not able to 
locate the responsibility. 

Now, I would like to offer on page 28 of this pamphlet the 
following amendment, and this refers to calendar Wednesday, 
a subject that was called up just a while ago in debate by my 
friend the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Maprson]. After the 
word “ Union,” in line 11, paragraph 7 of Rule XXIV, insert the 
following: 

And in considering any such bill before the Committee of the Whole 
House all general debate shall be confined to the bill under consideration, 
and the said committee shall have the power to limit and to close such 
general debate. 

Under the rule as brought in here and as it existed in the 
last Congress, the Committee of the Whole House can not close 
general debate, and we all know, those of us who were here in 
the last Congress, that there were instances when men got the 
floor under general debate on calendar Wednesday and con- 
sumed the entire time discussing something that was not before 
the committee, and the committee was helpless to limit general 
debate or to close it. To do that, it was compelled to go back 
into the House and get action by the House. No man would 
vote against this amendment if King Caucus would only un- 
fasten the fetters. 

I would like to have offered on page 30 of this code of rules 
the following amendment: 

At the end of paragraph 1, Rule XXVII, add the following: 

“ The ee shall not entertain any motion to suspend the rules 
unless such motion or the substance or notice thereof shall be printed 
on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent on the day when such motion 
is entertained.” 

Now, the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pov] said that 
the object of these proposed rules was to lessen the power of 
the Speaker and increase the power of the Member. Under the 
rule, the same as it existed before and as you have repeated it 
in the proposed code, the Speaker is absolutely in control on 
suspension day. He is absolutely supreme. He can recognize 
or not recognize as he sees fit. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes more to the 
gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Speaker need not recognize a Member, 
and no Member is entitled to recognition under this rule unless 
the Speaker desires to give it to him. Now, I do not seek to 
take that power away. If I had my way about it, I would take 
it away altogether; but I wanted to make this change moderate, 
so it would have no doubt in passing, and therefore I only pro- 
vided that notice must be given to the House so that it will be 
published on the calendar and the Members of the House may 
know what is coming up under suspension. There is no way 
now, under this Democratic caucus proposed rule, of find- 
ing out what it is. The Speaker and the man he is going 
to recognize carry it in their breasts. We will sit here all day 
and never know what the next motion to suspend the rules is 
going to be unless one of these men tells us. Why would it not 
be reasonable and fair to put on the calendar a notice of this 
motion, the same as must be done with all bills reported from 
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committees. 
be vested in the Speaker, why not require that notice to the 
membership shall be given as to what bills the Speaker is going 
io have taken up? 

I want to refer briefly now, in conclusion, because I have 
not the time to discuss these questions as I would like to, to 
the parliamentary situation as it exists at the present time. 
The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pou] said he wantel 
to enlarge the power of the individual, and yet this very rule 
you have brought in here and have adopted by a party vote 
cuts off the right of every individual Member here to offer 


amendments to these rules, something I must serve under, 
something you must serve under, and the country must live 


under for the next two years. 
practicing what you preach. 


I want to say that you are not 
[Applause on Republican side. | 


o | 
If this wonderful power on suspension day is to 


| 


| for the first 


You ought to have permitted amendments to be offered here. | 


I do not care whether in the past some Republican majority 
has been that tyrannical or not. I never have stood for it. I 
never believed in a gag rule from my own party, and I want 
to say that it does not taste any better when it comes from the 
other party. [Applause on Republican side.] It seems to me 
you have given us an exhibition here of just what you have 
claimed you were going to avoid. We ought to have had the 
right to offer amendments here in good faith. These rules 
must govern me just the same as they must govern you, and I 
want to say that you can not justify yourself by saying that 
Republicans did the same thing some other time. 

I have heard that argument and excuse made many times on 
both sides of this House. 
their application of the gag by referring to equally drastic gags 
applied by the Democrats, and to-day we find the Democrats 
citing Republican precedent. In neither case is the argument 
either good or logical. Democratic sin will not justify Repub- 
lican wickedness and Republican tyranny will not excuse Demo- 
cratic coercion. Instead of seeing if we can not be as bad as 
our opponents have been we should bend our energies and 
ambitions toward improvement. The people will not be satis 
fied when we tell them we were no worse than someone 
has been. Instead of imitating what is wrong we should try to 
improve and stand for what is right. I have refused, when ni: 
party was in control of the House, to surrender my convictions 
at the behest of King Caucus, and I decline to-day to submit 
my hands to his shackles when he comes in the guise of a 
Democrat. There ought to be no caucuses on matters of lezis- 
lation. You know these amendments I have proposed to-day 
would be adopted if your hands were not shackled and every 
man was allowed to follow the dictates of his own conscience. 
Many of you men on the Democratic side, and nearly all of your 
newspapers, condemned Republican Party machine methods. 
There are some of us over here who came out in the open, and 
at the expense of political punishment and the surrender of 
political patronage, fought those same methods and that same 
machine. That machine to-day seems to be on the Democratic 
side of the aisle. King Caucus seems to be there in control, and 
if you surrender your consciences to him you will be in as great 
a political slavery as though you were ruled by a czar on the 
Speaker’s throne. When my party was in power I stood here in 
ny place and denounced rules that came in from this side and 
said then that we could not afford to back up our action by s: 
ing that Democrats had done the same thing some time b 
ond that applies to you to-day. It ought to be nonpartisan. 
We ought not to tie ourselves up here w a gag rule and by a 
caucus. You are not elected here to serve a 


caucus. A caucus 
nine times out of ten means only that 51 men shall compel 50 
men to do what they do not want to do and do not believe 


It means that a majority of a majority will control the House, 
which often will be a minority of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
has again expired. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY]. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have listened very attentively 
to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris]. He talks well 
and intelligently, as he always does, and yet, when you sum it 
up, he has arraigned not the tentative rules of this House, but 
the caucus. Now, I would say to the gentleman from Nebraska, 
there are caucuses and caucuses. A caucus can bea dog and cat 
fight and a caucus can be a friendly conference of conceding 
brethren. It depends upon whether it was held on Jast Satur- 
day or the Monday following. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] This caucus action is nothing more or less than a unani- 
mous statement of the Democratic membership of this House to 
the country of the concurrent views of men willing to concede 
to their brothers. The rules of this House will find in their 
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I have heard Republicans justify | 
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last analysis no more perfect defense than the fact that when 
time in eight long years, to my knowledge, an op- 
portunity was given to the minority party to offer a substitute, 


which substitute could have cured all the ills of which you 
complain, no such substitute was offered. 
These gentlemen have arraigned against particular flaws 


against this or that or the other provision of these new rules, 


Is it true, gentlemen, that your objections are captious, ill-con- 
sidered, extemporized on the spur of the moment simply for 
the purpose of finding fault? If objections have weight 
with your own party, if these objections have not behind them 
majority of your membership, or if they were worthy of con- 
sideration, why were not they incorporated in the substitute 
which is offered to the rules of the House? I know of nothing 
which more commends the Democratic Party to the House than 
rules as offered, unless it be the captious and almost 
tlemen upon the other side. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] concedes that 
in their essentials they are admirable rules. The gentk n 
from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] makes objection not to the sub 
stance, but to the form of the rules. It is a matter of compara- 


these 


are 
named by caucus and made in harmony, as far as Democrats 
und Republicans are concerned, or made by particular sections. 
The only thing which the country demanded, and the thing 
which these rules have provided, is the right that the House 
should name its committees, and the manner in which the House 
acted, so it acted untrammeled and intelligently, is of infinitely 
small importance. It is a mere matter of detail. 

Every other objection that has been offered to these rules has 


been of a like character. The truth is that the rules as a whole 


stand unassailed and are unassailable. When they are re 
viewed it will be found that there is not a single popular de 
mand, there is not a single rational reform demanded by the 


people that is not conceded by the rules. It has beer 
sir, that committees of this House were formerly cre 
for the purpose of reporting legislation that was accept: 


oterie, some for the purpose of becoming a mausoleum of 

| Jegislation that was foredoomed to eternal death. Under the 
rules of this House no man can hereafter name, organize, and 

control these committees. They provide further, even after a 
‘committee has been organized, a rational and efficient n 1 


‘ 
by which committees can be discharged from fi 
tion of a bill if the people demand consideration of tl 
In all other details we present the rules of this House to tl 
House, believing that they contain all the provisions, believing 
that they are a system by which a harmonious party can o| 
ate with facility and with efficiency in carrying out the gr 
the wise, and the beneficent which 


rther consicde 


at bill 


legislation it will soon be 


our pleasing duty to crystallize into the statutes of the country 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I suggest that the gentleman f i 
Illinois [Mr. MANN] use some of his time now. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 20 minutes to the gent) n 


from Illinois [Mr. CANNON }. 
Mr. CANNON, 
always tried 


[Applause. } 

Mr. Speaker, in my legislative life I 
to be candid and direct. I believe in a 
ment by the people acting through majorities. 1 is t] 
we got here as individual Representatives, and I belie 
the majority in the House of Representatives, 1 sib 
to the people of the United States, could not avoid the re 


bility if they would—and I dare say they would not if 
conld—and must be the sole judge, with plenary power 
| what rules they will adopt and as to what legislation t 
enact. 


And I want to say here and now that substantially the rul 
proposed by this resolution are an indorsement of n 
that is good in the rules that have evoluted since the a 
of the Constitution, and, therefore, I am 


t 
y 


T 

le 
not going to crit 

n 


the rules where they do or where they do not sin ere 
because the majority of the House proposes to adopt the 
Sometimes majorities and minorities tear passion to tatte 
and appeal—and I do not say it offensively—sometimes fron 


the standpoint of demagoguery and claptrap to people tl 
would not know a rule or a code of rules if they would me 
the middle of a street. 

I have had a good deal to do with rules during my leg 
life. I reported, as a member of the Committee on R 
Fifty-first Congress, what were then denounced b; 
unanimous press and by a violent minority as the 
Reed rules.” I examined again this morning to see! that code 
was considered. It was thrown open to amend t, with two 
days’ general debate, and, in addition, one d ler e five 
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minute rule, and with the most perfect freedom of amendment, 
and the previous question ordered at 5 o’clock on the third 
day upon the rule and all pending amendments. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] And at that time the Republicans had 
a majority of 5. You now have a majority of 63. I submit 
to you, as you are now flopping your wings together on that | 
side and have complete harmony and solidarity, that perchance 
you might, from the standpoint of propriety, give the minority 
ince to offer amendments to the rules for consideration. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 
ut, after all, you are the best judges. You have full power. | 
I say that you are the best judges, because you are responsible, 
as majorities are always responsible, and, therefore, if you are 
mistaken in Judgment, and it leads to bad consequences, the re- 
sponsibility will prove uncomfortable to you. 
I say again that, substantially, I agree that this is a valuable | 
code of rules as proposed by your resolution. I recollect very 
well that at the close of the Fifty-first Congress there was | 
no leader upon the other side, there was no member of the 
minority, that would observe the usual courtesies and offer a 
resolution thanking Speaker Reed for his courtesy and fairness. | 
I offered the resolution, and had to move the previous ques- 
tion upon it, and on a roll call, without any exception, every | 
member of the minority voted “no.” It was a great revolution. 
And yet in the two Congresses that were presided over so ably 
by the late Speaker Crisp, you absolutely took all the reforms, 
counting a quorum, and others, and adopted them; and you 
propose to do it to-day. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
Well, for 16 years the Republican majority have lived and en- 
acted legislation under these rules, and in that time—and 
I measure my words—proved by ‘the legislation that has beeu 
written upon the statute books that it is wiser legislation, bet- 
ter legislation, and more far-reaching and important legisla- 
tion than was ever written upon the statute books in all the 
history of the American Congress for over 120 years. So much | 
for that. 
3ut you say you have come in and that you are here. That is 
true. In my time of nearly 40 years of service I served in the 
minority 14 years. So you have come in 7 times before com- 
ing in now. I trust that your legislation will be such and that 
your legislative action will be such that you may not go out 
on account of the conditions to which the country will come 
under your jurisdiction and action. That remains to be secn. 
Now, it is wonderful how, as the pendulum swings back and 
forth, men change in their opinions and in their votes. The 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry], in my absence from the 
floor, I having his remarks now before me, referred evidently 
to the late Speaker of the House, and I just got in in time to 
hear the applause that followed his remarks. Gentlemen, the 
late Speaker of the House has no apology to offer to the ma- 
jority, to the minority, to the country for the manner in which 
he administered that great office under the rules of the House 
for eight years. [Applause on the Republican side.] But the 
gentleman from North Carolina referred to a saying of Speaker 
Reed that in 15 years no Speaker had been overruled and, in 
his opinion, would not be. There was further great applause. 
But the former Speaker of this House in the last Congress, 





after a two days’ contest, was overruled by a majority. Ma- | 


jorities are all powerful. For the time being they may disre- 
gard the fixed law of the land. 
over and spit upon and trample upon the rules of the House. 
They have full and plenary power, including the power to re- 
move a Speaker. I could rise in my place, Mr. Speaker, now, 
under the highest constitutional privilege, and move, sir, to 
remove you, and you would be compelled to entertain the mo- 
tion, and you would be removed, provided the m<«jority said 
7 {Laughter.] But, in any event, it would force considera- 
on. 

Now, one further matter. One year ago and a little over 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] arose in his place. 
as he stated, to a constitutionally privileged question. He had 
to be recognized. For what? He proposed to change the rules. 
It was debated. The Chair ruled that the rules could not be 
amended in that way and cited all the precedents that had 
ever been made by Speakers of all parties that had preceded him. 

The gentleman from Nebraska appealed, and then there was 
a majority that overruled the Speaker. How? By a solid 
Democratic minority, plus enough voting with them on the | 
Republican side to constitute a majority; and there was a new | 
majority, and the Speaker’s decision was overruled. 

At the late session of Congress the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Futter] arose to a question of constitutional privilege | 
and proposed to amend the rules, offering his resolution. It was | 
debated. The gentleman from Missour!, the present Speaker, | 
and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unbr= woop], and other | 


For the time being they may run | 





gentlemen debated the point of order, and held inside of 19 
short months that that motion was not in order. And when thy 
Chair sustained the point of order, saying that one decisio: 
made by a majority of the House would not in his opinion co: 
stitute such a precedent as to overrule all former decisions, ; 
appeal was had, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry}, 
who arraigned the ex-Speaker to-day by inference, and the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, the leader of the majority now, but of 
the minority then, and the gentleman who is the present Spea! 


| of the House, fell over themselves to sustain the Chair on pr 


p! 
cisely the same question upon which they had previously vot 
to overrule the Chair. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
submit to the criticizing gentleman from North Carolina—no, | 
am told that it was the gentleman from Texas, and I wi 
apologize to North Carolina—— 

SEVERAL Mempers. It was the gentleman from North Car 
lina. 

Mr. CANNON. 
pend on the notes. 


I did not hear him, and I have had to de- 
I submit to him that the criticism that tI 


| former Speaker was overruled is fully answered by the stat 


ment that he voted along with all his party colleagues to su 
tain the Speaker. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

And now it is said that we have a Unanimous Consent Cal- 
endar. Iam glad that we have. Along with that is the saying 
in the language of the distinguished gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Murpock] and the universal representation of the uplift 
magazines [laughter], that it is no longer necessary to craw 
upon your knees, hat in hand, to ask the Speaker for recoc- 
nition for unanimous consent. 

No, no. The Speaker is a Member of the House. I am a 
Member of the House, and I never felt less like dying than I do 
now. [Laughter and applause.] When the Unanimous Consent 
Calendar is called, if my judgment prompts me to object to the 
consideration of a bill, no doubt the man in charge of that bil! 
will, figuratively, come on his hands and knees, with hat in hand, 
even the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock], trying to con- 


| vince his co-Member on the floor that the consideration of the 


bill ought not to be objected to. 

I said I was glad there was a Unanimous Consent Calendar. 
You will not pass so many bills by unanimous consent; but I 
congratulate you, Mr. Speaker, as I congratulated myself upon 
the creation of the Unanimous Consent Calendar. Before that 
time I made it an absolute rule, as one Member of the House, 
not to submit any bill under a request for unanimous consent 
that I would have objected to from the floor; because the 
Speaker is a Member of the House, and when he refuses to sub- 
mit a matter for unanimous consent he does not refuse as 
Speaker, but as a Member, for the Speaker always can object 
as a Member. 

The old practice entailed upon the Speaker the absolute duty 
to examine eyery bill submitted for unanimous consent, and he 
did not submit a bill unless, in his judgment, it had that merit 
and that want of importance, if you choose, that entitled it to 
be considered with safety in the way in which we consider 
unanimous-consent bills. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 
expired. 

Mr. MANN. 
desire? 

Mr. CANNON. Very brief time. 

Mr. MANN. I yield five minutes more to the gentlemsn. 

Mr. CANNON. I think I ean finish in that time. I say you 
will not pass so many unanimous-consent bills as you did under 
the old practice, but I shall vote against any amendment, now 
or in the future, to dispense with that calendar, because I know 
how it relieves the Speaker to have it. 

Ah, but, Mr. Speaker, you are not a member of the Committee 
on Rules, and that {s a great thing that has been established, 
because otherwise you would have been a czar. [Laughter on 
the Republican side.] Let me tell you about the rules. Under 
the uniform practice, up to the last session of Congress, the 
Speaker was a member of a committee of five, of which he was 
chairman. Proposed amendments to the rules and proposed 
special orders were sent to that committee. No report was 
ever made from any Committee on Rules until there had been 
a thorough canvass of the majority side of the House, and it 
was practically certain that it was the will of the majority 
that the temporary rule or special order should be made, be- 
cause the business could not be properly done under the ordi- 
nary rules of the House in the presence of 30,000 other bills, 
and that the proposed special order would secure a majority 
vote. So, how the ezar fades out! 

To the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] I have this 
to say: I am neither a prophet nor the son of a prophet. 
The gentleman is chairman of the Committee on Rules, or 


How much more time does the gentleman 











will be chairman of that committee, consisting of 11 men. I 
venture the prophecy here that no report will come from that 
eommittee until a caucus of the other side of the House have in- 
structed the gentleman to make it, or there has been the equiva- 
lent of a caucus by canvassing his side of the House to assure 
him that he has a majority. Czar Henry, are you any more or 
less a czar than was the Speaker? 

Mr. ELLERBE. Hurrah for Henry! [Applause.] 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; hurrah for Henry! He has done pretty 
good work on these rules [applause on the Democratic side] 
with the exception of two things. There is the want of one 
amendment and the presence of another that are subjects of 
legitimate criticism. If you will read the amendments touching 
the discharge of committees, you will find that there is no pro- 
yision that enables the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BrercEer] 
constituting one party and the only member of it, or any other 
genlueman who has perchance a wild-eyed or sensible proposi- 
tion, to obtain a discharge of the Committee on Rules. The 
gentleman drops a resolution into the box to go to the Com- 
mittee on Rules providing that they shall report a rule for the 
consideration of his bill. Every other committee in the House 
may be discharged, but under this resolution to discharge the 
Committee on Rules from consideration of a bill and bring it 
before the House a motion will not be in order, and no amend- 
ment can be offered here to amend this resolution. Why did 
you do it? My dear friend and colleague, the honorable gen- 
tleman from Texas, why, oh, why did you do it? 

Was there any danger of interfering with your czar-like power 
if you were subject to the same rule that the Ways and Means 
Committee and the Appropriations Committee and every other 
committee is subjected? Nay, nay. 

The hci The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 
expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes more to the 
gentleman. [Applause.] 

Mr. CANNON. Now there is one vicious amendment to these 
proposed rules and that is known as the Holman amendment. 
It proposes to make in order legislation upon an appropriation 
bill provided it decreases the appropriation—by way of a salary 
to officers and various other provisions. 

I undertake to say as practiced by the House heretofore that 
a man might move to amend an appropriation for a million of 
dollars by striking off one dollar and then loading on enough 
iniquitous legislation to be dragged through on an appropria- 
tion bill to wreck a party. You tried it, and after you tried 
it your own people amended it, and now you bring it back with 
a flapping of wings and a crowing, and say that you are going 
to work out great economies. Gentlemen, I should be appre- 
hensive of your power had I not in my lifetime in Congress and 
out of Congress heard people thunder in the index. We will 
wait and see, and if, perchance you should be clothed with 
power again in 1912 [applause on the Democratic side] I said 
“if perchance” [laughter and applause on the Republican side], 
you will modify or repeal that provision. 

Now, I think that is about all I care to say. I thank you for 
allowing me to consume more time than perhaps I ought to have 
taken. I yield back to the gentleman from Illinois the remainder 
of my time. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, we have listened with interest 
and with profit to the very entertaining and illuminating discus- 
sion, both of political conditions and of the rules to which we have 
Just been treated by the distinguished gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON]. Whatever may be the state of our feelings politi- 
cally toward that gentleman, most of the Members on this side 
entertain for him the kindest personal feelings, and however 
much we rejoice and the country rejoices at the downfall of 
the political system of which he so long stood out as the most 
conspicuous example, yet we not only entertain toward the 
ceutleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] the kindly personal 
feelings already alluded to, but also have for him that respect 
we feel for the warrior who can endure defeat but rebels at 
surrender; and when we meet him in joint discussion we feel 
for him that “stern joy that warriors feel for foemen worthy 
of their steel.” The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann}, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Datzet.], and the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNoNn] have undertaken to complain 
bitterly of this side of the House, because they say that the 
majority has gagged the minority. While I am not an old man 
either in years or point of service on this floor, yet I must say 
that I have had enough experience here to be utterly aston- 
ished that these gentlemen should advance such a contention. 
For four successive Congresses I have seen the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania {Mr. Datzert] rise in his place on the majority 
side and move that the rules of the last House be adopted and 
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upon that motion demand the previous question, after allowing 
20 minutes’ debate to each side, and without offering the slight- 
est opportunity for amendment. And yet to-day, because the 
Democratic Party, in power in this House for the first time in 
16 years, insists that after a general discussion of 4 hours 
and after the minority has been afforded an ample opportunity 
to offer a complete substitute for each and every rule of the 
code of rules we offer, these gentleman, with amazing incon- 
sistency, in view of their past performances, cry out to the 
country against the “gag” that the Democratic Party has ap- 
plied to them and to the minority. 

When the gentlemen have fully collaborated with each other 
and have completed their new treatise on “ gagging,” it will be 
a most interesting as well as amusing production. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAwzetri] 
that the code of rules we present to-day is “substantially, in 
all respects, a revision of the House rules.” Against this state- 
ment of his we shall put the contention of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who asserts that “substantially the 
rules proposed by this resolution are an indorsement of nearly 
all that is good in the rules that we have evoluted since the 
adoption of the Constitution.” The gentleman from Pennsy|l- 
vania [Mr. DALzELL] criticizes the majority for not throwing 
open the rules to individual amendment, because, as he con- 
tends, they are substantially different from the rules of the last 
Congress, and yet the gentieman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] 
asserts that the new rules are practically the same as those of 
the last House, and has congratulated the majority upon them. 
The truth is, in my judgment, neither gentieman is right. 
The rules we propose are in many respects identical with the 
similar rules of the last Congress and of many preceding Con- 
gresses, and yet in some respects they are vitally and funda- 
mentally different from those of any previous Congress. The 
complaint of the American people against the last and the three 
immediately preceding Congresses was that under the rules 
and under the practice the power of the Speaker had been 
built up until he had become a literal boss, able to control 
legislation in the House, to stifle it when it suited his purpose, 
and to pass it when he favored it. This was accomplished, or 
was at least capable of accomplishment, by the two powers that 
rested in the Speaker: First, the power to appoint all com- 
mittees, and, second, the power of recognition. 

The American people do not believe in bosses, either in city, 
in State, or in Nation. Least of all will they tolerate a sys- 
tem of bossism in the House of Representatives. They have 
determined that no such system shall be possible here in this 
House, composed of their direct and chosen Representatives, 
and when the Republican Party turned a deaf ear to their de- 
mand that the system which had fastened its iron grip upon 
the House be destroyed, they commissioned the Democratic 
Party to work their will. In the last Congress enough Repub- 
lican Representatives joined the solid Democratic minority to 
work a great reform by providing that the Committee on Rules 
should not be appointed by the Speaker and that the Speaker 
should not be a member thereof. They did not go far enough, 
in that they failed to also provide that the House itself, in- 
stead of the Speaker, select all of the great committees to con- 
sider and report proposed legislation. To-day we execute the 
will of the American people and bow to their mandate when we 
provide that the House itself shall elect every standing com- 
mittee. This change in itself is fundamental, sweeping, and 
far-reaching. If no other change than this was made, the fight 
for popular rights in this House would not have been made in 
vain, and the Democratic Party would have fulfilled its pledges 
and served the people well. 

So far as the power of recognition is concerned we frankly 
concede that the Speaker’s right of selection among several 
Members who seek recognition at the same time on questions 
of equal privilege can not and ought not to be impaired. This 
power is discretionary and must, in the very nature of things, 
be lodged somewhere. Where, then, except in the duly chosen 
Speaker? So far as the Speaker’s power of recognition for 
legislative purposes, strictly speaking, is concerned, we have 
very much curtailed it and rendered the individual membership 
of this House freer and more independent. We think we have 
very much improved both the Calendar for Unanimous Consent, 
calendar Wednesday, and the Calendar of Motions to Dis- 
charge the Committees. We believe that under the practical 
operation of the rules that we propose the individual Member 
will have a larger opportunity if he is only diligent and active. 
When it is asserted that some of these last-named reforms 
came during the Sixty-first Congress, we reply that such of 
them as did come were literally forced down the throats of 
an. unwilling and protesting majority by the solid Democratic 
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vote aided by a few independent Republicans. To-day the Demo- 
cratic Party preserves these reforms, has improved them, and 
hopes to still further improve them in the future. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I quite agree with the gen- 
tieman on the proposition that the rule as to discharging com- 
mittees is improved, Does not the gentleman think that rule 
ought to be further amended, so that there will be a way left in 
the rules themselves for their own amendment? In other 
words, so that a resolution introduced for the purpose of amend- 
ing a rule and being referred to the Committee on Rules, if not 
acted upon by that committee, might be gotten before the 
House? 

Mr. HARDWICK. I will answer the gentleman with perfect 
candor on that proposition. In theory he may be right; but the 
Rules Committee is the one important political committee in 
this House controlling general procedure in the transaction of 
its business, and we do not think the Rules Committee should 
be discharged by any procedure until the majority can fully 
consider it and fully manifest its will. Until this happens, it 
should not be done. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Is it not true that under 
the rules as now proposed there is no way left for amending a 
rule unless the Committee on Rules shall see fit to recom- 
mend it? 

Mr. HARDWICK. 
of such a proposition. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
consideration of it. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I will also say to the gentleman that the 
objection he makes could also be applied to all propositions on 
the Calendar of Motions to Discharge Committees, Then, if you 
put a bill on its appropriate calendar, you would not get im- 
mediate consideration for it. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
get it on the way. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I will tell the gentleman again candidly 
that we do not think that the political party in power should 
make the concession he suggests. 

The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr, Norris] and several of 
his associates on that side of the Chamber who sympathized 
with him in his fight in the last House on this rules question 
complained that we did not allow each and every Member of 
the minority full opportunity of amending each and every rule 
we present. 

In reply, we say that we realize that this Government of ours 
is practically operated and conducted through the agency of 
political parties, and we submit that on so important a ques- 
tion as the adoption of rules for the transaction of public busi- 
ness and for the execution of the will of the people the party 
in power must adopt such rules as it thinks best suited to meet 
the responsibility resting upon it and to enable it to execute the 
popular will. Of course if it should adopt rules that are unfair 
to the minority, unjust and oppressive to thé people, and sub- 
rersive of their rights, then the party in power must pay the 
penalty for such exercise of its power, as the Republican Party 
cid in the last election; but the Democratic Party in this House, 
conscious of its responsibility and anxious to meet it, presents 
to the House and to the country, as a result of party action, a 
code of rules upon which it is willing to stand, as fair and just 
to the minority and to the country, and thinks it has the per- 
fect right to require of its great political opponent in this body 
that it shall present its proposition on this great subject as a 
matter of party policy, if at all. If we are able to agree on 
this side of the Chamber unanimously and harmoniously on our 
proposition about this much-vexed and much-discussed question 
of rules, and it shall develop that the minority is unable to pre- 
sent any definite proposition in lieu of what we offer to the 
House and to the country, or any policy on this question on 
which they can agree upon among themselves, then we say it 
but serves to emphasize and drive home the fact that the Demo- 
cratic Party is united and harmonious, able to transact the pub- 
lic business, and able to meet its responsibilities, while the Re- 
publican Party on this floor is divided and discordant, unable 
to agree on anything, even when in a minority. [Loud ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Speaker, just one more word in reference to the criticism 
made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. The gen- 
tleman objects to the provision of the rules reenacting what is 
known as the Holman amendment, which provides in effect that 
n provision of or an amendment to an appropriation bill shall 
not be subject to the point of order that it changes existing 
law, provided the amendment retrenches expenditure. I am 


Yes; there is no way to get consideration 


There is no way to get 


That is true; but you will 


not surprised that the gentlemen on the other side object to «», 
rule that renders it impossible to reduce expenditure. 
present performances are quite consistent with their past 
ord. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] particu! 
objects to this Holman provision, because he says that it « 

on the House the power to legislate in connection with ez 
appropriation bills. 

The reason that he gives for objecting is one of the stron- 
reasons I have for supporting this great change in the ry 
which, in my opinion, will do so much to enhance both ; 
dignity and importance of this body. 

It is my deliberate judgment that when the House surre: 
dered some years ago the right to legislate on approprini 
bills it immeasurably lowered both its dignity in the e; 
the public and its power as a legislative factor. [Applau 
the Democratic side.] Certainly I shall favor, and I thi I 
voice the sentiment on this side when I say we shall favor, 
employment of all reasonable and proper means to increa 
dignity and importance of this House; that comes direct « 
two years from the American people and is responsive to 
popular will. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The : 
we have presented to-day are, of course, not perfect; the 
of man never is. We do not believe, however, that the mi 
can offer as a substitute any definite proposition that is bet 
nor do we think that the trifling and unimportant chang: 
have been suggested during the progress of this discussi: 
of enough value to justify the House in halting now at 
adoption of the resolution of the gentleman from Texas 
Henry]. We believe we have met the popular demand 
us and have executed the popular will in the preparation 
presentation of this code of rules, and we have endeavore: 
make our general rules as fair and just as possible, and w 
not think that special rules should be forced out of the < 
mittee on Rules except in response to the definite will and 
clared policy of the party in power. [Applause.] 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I trust the gentleman from II!i 
{Mr. MANN] will use some of his time now. 

Mr. MANN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from P: 
sylvania [Mr. O_mstTep]. [Applause.] 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, under the special rule 
adopted under the previous question, without any opportunit 
debate, the time allowed is of course too short to discuss 
proposed body of rules, but of what use is discussion wh 
are not permitted to amend them? Under that special rule t 
arbitrarily and unfairly adopted we are not permitted eve 
offer amendments. I deem it worth while, however, to ca!! 
attention of the House and of the country to one or two )* 
There never was before submitted to this House, from 
foundation of the Government to the present moment, any 
siderable revision of the rules which had not first been 
sidered by a committee of the House and then submitted w 
a printed report of that committee—and usually, also, with 
minority report—setting forth in each instance the old rule, t 
alleged mischief, and the proposed remedy. 

Here we have thrust upon us, without any such report 
explanation and without even any opportunity to read then 
body of rules which most of us have been permitted to see 
the first time this morning, and which we must, under | 
special rule, take up at once for passage. We are gracio: 
permitted two hours for discussion, not time enough ev: 
read these rules, and then we must vote for or against t! 


as a whole, being denied the privilege of offering a si 
amendment. Is this “the free and untrammeled expression « 


the representatives of the people” which the country has | 
taught to believe the Democrats would permit when they 
control of this House? I call attention to the proposed Ru 
XXI. It is our rule plus what is styled the Holman amend 
ment. Away back in the early days there obtained in 
body the practice of “log rolling” and passing all kinds of ! 
islation by riders upon appropriation bills. It was found to | 
absolutely destructive of good order, good government, and eco: 
omy, and it was abolished. The rule finally adopted, in force in 
the last Congress and many previous Congresses, made it « 
of order for the committee to report or for anybody to sugs: 
as an amendment any provision changing existing law or pro- 
viding for an appropriation without previous authority of law. 

That rule, which has sayed the Government so many millions 
of dollars, was contained in Rule XXI of the Rules of the Sixty- 
first Congress in this language: 

2. No a riati 
bill, or aa ‘a page my eS ere not 
peertoun’y authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations 
or such public works and objects as are already in p ess. No 


shall ang provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing 
existing law be in order. 
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at committee in charge of pretty near all the legislation 


; House. It will enable appropriations to be made with 
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ment, adopted by a Democratic Congress, under the op- 
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committee, after meeting in conference, these gentlemen think, 
would bring about the most satisfactory results of all. But 
you do not give them a chance to offer such an amendment and 
have it voted upon. 

I heard a Democratic Member of this House, when discussing 
the Republican rules, say: 

Give these Representatives their rights upon this floor. Let every 
man have the privilege to rise in his place to present what he chooses 
for the consideration of this House, and then let that matter be dis- 
posed of by a free and untrammeled expression of the representatives 
of the people. 

That same honorable gentleman is one of the men assigned 
for duty on the Ways and Means Committee, delegated to pre- 
pare and submit to the Democratic caucus the assignments to 
places on all the other committees. That same gentleman has 
just voted for the previous question, which deprived us of an 
opportunity for “a free and untrammeled expression” or any 
expression at all upon the adoption of the special rule under 
which we are now proceeding, which rule requires us to vote 
for or against the adoption of this body of 43 rules without the 
poor privilege of any Member to rise in his place and present 
even the smallest amendment, or any amendment whatever, 
“to be disposed of by a free and untrammeled expression of 
the representatives of the people.” 

The platform adopted by the Democratic national convention 
at Denver demanded a change in the rules and regulations of 
this House. Through the press, by means of campaign litera- 
ture, and upon the stump, the people were led to believe that 
there was semething terribly wrong about the rules of this 
House, which made it impossible for every Member to get every 
bill passed that he or his people wanted. They were led to 
believe that if your party got in power you would bring about 
some great reforms. Now, what do you propose to do? Why, 
simply to reenact the Republican rules, with a few unwise 
changes, the worst of which is the readoption of the Holman 
amendment. Indeed, if that were omitted, and you had allowed 
opportunity for discussion and amendment, I should not be 
complaining. I do not now so much complain of what you pro- 
pose to do as of the manner in which you are doing it. You 
have held out to the people through all these years that Repub- 
lican rules and Republican majorities were arbitrary and 
despotic, that free debate was not allowed, and that Members 
were given no freedom of action. Now let us make a little 
comparison. The so-called Reed rules wrought only about four 
important changes in the rules as they had previously existed. 

The revision made at that time was first considered by the 
Committee on Rules. It was then submitted to the House with 
two reports:from that committee, a majority report and a 
minority report, each of which discussed minutely each pro- 
posed change, and the two reports together gave every argu- 
ment that could possibly be made either for or against the 
changes. Then the proposed new rules were read in the House 
and were debated for three days. They were then read again, 
paragraph by paragraph, under the five-minute rule, and any 
Member on either side of the House who desired to offer an 
amendment had an opportunity to do so. It was only at the 
end of the third day that the final vote was taken. What have 
you done? You have brought in a set of 43 rules, They have 
not even been read from the Clerk’s desk. This side is al- 
lowed two hours to discuss them. No one on either side is 
permitted to offer or will have an opportunity to vote upon 
any amendment, It is no answer to say that in other cases 
in matters of legislation Republican majorities may have 
been arbitrary and drastic. You have condemned those things. 
You have preached to the people about them. You have told 
what you would do when you got in power. I wish merely to 
expose the insincerity of your promises and to contrast them 
with this present performance. I wish merely to call the atten- 
tion of the country to the fact that in the matter of stifling 
debate, in the matter of depriving the people’s representatives 
of an opportunity to present by way of amendment matters in 
which they or their constituents may be interested, in short, in 
all those things of which you have heretofore so loudly com- 
plained you have within the first 24 hours after your accession 
to power made the Democratic little finger thicker than the Re- 
publican thigh ever was. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Would the gentleman from Illinois 
prefer to go on with another speech on his side now? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman knows that we have occupied 
nearly twice as much time as the gentleman has. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I will yield 15 minutes 
to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHerrtry]. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SuHerr- 
LEY] is recognized for 15 minutes. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have never agreed to +) 
political heresy of the poet that— - 
For forms of government let fools contest; 
That which is best administered is best. 
but I have been impressed with the fact that it contains <« 
thing of truth by the criticisms offered here to-day to the 
proposed by the majority. 

The American people are a practical people, and as a pract|>.| 
people they will judge this side of the House as they have 
judged that side of the House—not by the intricacies of pay)ia. 
mentary law, but by the results that follow from the admin 
tion of the power given to us as a party. 

This is still a country that is governed by and through part ics 
The day may come when the speech of the gentleman fro), 
Nebraska [Mr. Norris] may be logical and proper, but that ¢ y 
has not yet come. 

Having then party government, it is to my mind entirely 
logical and proper that the party here charged with tesponsj 
bility should present as a party the rules that it considers ners. 
sary to enable it to properly discharge that responsibility. Ang 
equally should the minority party present its proposition toch. 
ing procedure. In presenting its rules, the majority must pay 
proper heed to the rights of the minority and to the rig! f 
the individual Member, and if it fails to do so, to that extent it 

t 


A. 


lleg 


abuses its power and is censurable. It is the province of th, 
minority to make clear such abuse by criticism and to preven 
it, if possible, by offering a substitute proposition reinedying 
such evils. But that the majority in assuming contro! js 
properly subject to criticism in not affording each Member of 
the House opportunity to express his individual views an) to 
offer individual amendments embodying them I do not aii: 

I have never stood in this House as the advocate of extreme 
rule on the part of the majority. I believe civilization is meas 
ured by the rights that are secured to a minority, no mat 
how small. But I believe that in a legislative body like { 
when we of the majority present to you of the minority the 
opportunity to present a code of rules that you consider should 
be adopted as against ours, we have done all that can be asked 
of us in fairness. 

Much is said about this being the adoption of a new code of 
rules, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Da.zeri] 
undertakes to draw a fanciful distinction, so far as the righis 
of the minority are concerned, between Congresses that repr 
sent a change of party control from the prior Congress ani 
those that do not—a distinction that I am quite sure exists only 
in the gentleman’s mind. We present here not an entirely new 
set of rules, but we present a set of rules that undertakes in 
two major particulars to change the rules that have been 
known as Republican rules, and which until recently have 
controlled the House. One change has been in taking aw. 
from the Speaker the power of appointing committees. 
other rule, and to my mind a very much more far-reaching 
rule, is that which takes away from committees the power 10 
stifle legislation. The complaints that we have had, as I have 
pointed out heretofore, have not been so much as to the per- 
sonnel of committees as they have been to the power of con- 
mittees, and you do not change personnel necessarily, thouch 
you do sometimes, by changing method of selection, but you do 
afford a great relief by changing the power of committees. \Ve 
have provided here a rule whereby a committee may be dis- 
charged from the consideration of legislation when, in the opin- 
ion of the House, it is not considering that legislation in good 
faith or desirous of reporting it. 

Personally, I should have liked a rule not only discharging 
committees but one enabling the majority using it to ma 
preferential the bill taken from the committee. I embodied my 
view in the proposed rule introduced by me in the last Congress 
and which served as a basis for the rule now offered. It is 
believed by many that this rule is all that is necessary, and 
until experience shall prove to the contrary, I am willing to 
abide by it. If this rule works as it is intended, we will have 
given real liberty to the House. If it does not work as intended, 
I for one shall favor an enlargement of it so that it will work 
that way. 

Much criticism has been made of the Holman amendment be- 
cause it gives to the House the power to legislate on appropria- 
tion bills. I agree with the statement of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Harpwick] that when the House surrendered its 
power, under proper circumstances, to put legislation upon ap- 
propriation bills, it surrendered what has been the greatest 
instrument in favor of the liberties of the English-speaking 
people since the time that parliamentary government was estab- 
lished. It was in England that the House of Commons, by 
putting conditions upon the supply bills of the King, gained for 
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people their greatest liberties and rights; and a Democratic 
Congress, confronted with a Republican President, confronted 
with the other branch of the National Legislature in control 
oppesite party, can well afford to give to itself such 
- as will enable it to enforce those demands which it be- 
eves to be in the interest of the people, whose mandate it so 
recently bears. [fApplause.] It may be that a party having 
' trol ef every branch of the Government need not have this 
- but speaking for myself, I am glad that the majority of 
House will be in a position to make its voice actually felt 
se other branches whose cooperation is essential to legisie- 

ion in this Government. 

vr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman yield? 

» SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield to 
ceenticoman from Indiana? 

ir. SHERLEY. Yor a question. 

* CULLOP. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
»e criticism made on the adoption of these rules by the oppo- 
te side of the House is not all remedied in the opportunity 
they have under the rule to offer a substitute to liberalize or 
end the rules as they may desire? 
r. SHERLEY. As I have said, in my judgment ampli 
en to the minority in that particular. 
ir. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question ? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I desire to ask whether [ correctly infer 
from what the gentleman said that if his party had control of 
all branches ef the Government, he would not be in favor of 
the so-called Holman amendment? 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman is drawing an inference of 
his own: but this I do say to him, that the fact that we have 
ot sueh control is one of the warrants for the rule. If that 
he treason, the gentleman is welcome to make the most of it. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.]} 

Mr. OLMSTED. It is the same thing that I inferred. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Now, we bave had some suggestions made 
here as to amendments, though none of the seriously proposed 
amendments are embodied in the substitute offered by the mi- 
rity leader, Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Nebraska [ Mr. 
Norrgts] complains bitterly of the condition im which he finds 
himself, and he suggests various rules that he thinks would im- 
prove the present proposed rules. He suggests that instead of 
the one master we were supposed to have when the Speaker ap 
pointed the committees we should have 15 masters, arranged by 





right 








graphy. If I am to have a master at all, I would rather 

1 than 25, because I could at least place res; vility. 

The Democrats, in arranging that the coi ittees should not be 
appointed by the Speaker, did not give into the hands of 15 
the power to name those committees. They have used a 





eommittee in the preliminary arrangement 





of proj xt COD 

mittee membership in this House, but these rules provide that 
1 membership on committ shall be determined by the 
House itself. [Applause on the Demoecratic side.} I was sur 
‘ised that the gentleman from Nel who would have us 





iew him as the embodiment of all progress and reform, is so 

ing to create 15 masters from whose decision there would 
be no appeal. [Applause on the Democratic side} He also 
criticized the rules of the House because we did not provide for 
( meetings of all committees. In my judgment no man who 
2S ever served upon any great committee of this House but 
ows that the enforcement of such a rule would benefit no 

e, but would result in great delay and great hindrance of 
he publie business. Such a rule is predicated on the idea that 
Members of Congress are not honest men, and that unless the 
flood light of publicity is always turned upon every movement 
of theirs they will be guilty of wrongdoing. 

I am not willing to admit such a contention as to myself, 
and I am not willing to believe it of my colleagues. I do not 
lieve that the membership of this House is composed of cow- 
ds, and I do not believe that the people’s cause has suffered 
‘cause of holding our committee meetings as we Lave held them 
The trouble has been not in the discussion of committee mem- 
bers among themselves, but it has been the fact that heretofore 
there has been no way for the majority of the House to compel 
‘ committee to report. Such a method was imperative for the 
liberty of this House, and I believe we have provided for it; 
and having provided for it, we have answered all the just criti- 
eisms that could be brought against the rules. 

_In the past eight years I have not indulged in undue criti- 
eism; I have not undertaken to criticise the majority simply 
because they were the majority. I have always put to the test 
every rele—was it fair to the minority and to the majority? 
without reference to which side I happened to be on. I believe 
that that fs the only test, and I am willing here in my place 
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to-day to say that the proposed rules of the House give at pres 














ent am] liberty to the Members, and I believe that it depends 
largely upon the membership as to how far they will hay "et 
dom. Many restrictions have been placed upon membership 
here because men have not been willing to restrain themselves. 
If every Member will lertake to enforce these rules in the 
true spirit of their enactment, we will not have any just cause, 
in my judgement, to complain. 

Now, something has been said abo ail to provide a 
wiry to discharge the Committee on li rhere is some force 
in the ism, but bear in mind that the Co on Rules 
a Ih fist referred to it propositions | ‘They 
enly have referred to it questions relating t re Now, 
if you have actually and effectively provided a method b 

sislation can be brought ferward before t House, any * 
ther question ¢ I “lure becomes of ! 
portane [t is not ar so important that the Commi in 
Rules s 1} bie { ot to « I 

itive conrmit should be s wbiect 

5 MIi.LER. Will the gentleman yield for a question 

Phe PAKER. I t ntleman from Kentucky yield to 
the I » Vi ‘ tn iit 

Mr. SHERL®E) ] pute I 

iY. i i Cen t man state how n res s 
e! e Ru Committee at the k ( gress 

Mi Lic} x. I 

Mr. MIE! -. Was there not over a thousand? 
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enable this side of the House to put into operation the laws 
that the people have demanded for their relief. 

I think the rule, which was an old rule of the Fifty-third 
Congress, that will enable an amendment to be placed upon 
an appropriation bill when it retrenches expenditures, if the 
amendment be germane to the subject, making that amendment 
in order, is a very important rule to the House of Representa- 
tives, as it will enable the Members whenever it is necessary 
to cut down expenses. We have seen the time in the last Con- 


gress when a recommendation had been made to do away with | 


a certain item in a bill, and because that item was authorized 
by law, although it was a ruthless expense on the Government, 
it was impossible to get the item out of the appropriation bill, 
because it sometimes affected the districts of the individual 
Members and was perhaps demanded by some particular part 
of the country. Under this rule no man can make a point of 
order upon that sort of an amendment to an appropriation 
bill. 

It has also been provided by these rules that any Member 
who has a bill upon the Calendar for Unanimous Consent, if it 
is once objected to, may have an opportunity to again place 
that bill upon the calendar and at some future time to ask its 
consideration. It occurs to me that this is but fair and right to 
Members who desire to pass bills by unanimous consent. 

The rule providing the way bills affecting the revenue shall 
be considered in this House is also an important one. It seems 
to be the settled policy of the majority party of this House to 
revise the tariff by amending one schedule at a time. This way 
of revising the tariff was advocated a good many years ago by 
a Representative from the State of Illinois, Hon. William M. 
Springer. 

President Taft became a convert to this Democratic form of 
revision after the passage of the Payne-Aldrich bill, and there 
was published in the Republican campaign textbook of 1910 a 
letter written by the President to Hon. Duncan E. McKinlay, of 
California, in which he uses the following language in refer- 
ence to the passage of bills through Congress revising the tariff 
by schedule and the kind of rule that should be adopted. He 
says: 

Of course, this will be impracticable unless Congress itself shall 
adopt the anaes rule, as I hope it will, that a bill to amend 
one schedule of the tariff may not be subject to a motion to amend by 
adding changes in other schedules. 

It occurs to me that the Members on the other side of this 
House have little cause of complaint of such a rule being passed 
at this time. One of the greatest reforms of the rules of the 
Sixty-first Congress was made when the Democrats combined 
with a minority of the Republicans and elected a Committee 
on Rules and provided that the Speaker should not be a mem- 
ber of that committee. 

These rules which are now before the House for action go 
further, and provide that all standing committees of the House, 
together with the chairman, shall be elected by the Members of 
the House, thus taking away from the Speaker the power to 
form these committees with any reference to control legislation, 
and putting in the hands of the membership of this House the 
control of its committees and say what Members shall constitute 
those committees. The country has demanded that these re- 
forms should be made in the rules, and the Democratic Party, 
in keeping faith with the people, have endeavored to carry out 
their will. These rules I have no doubt will permit the will 
of the people to be carried out if it is so desired by the mem- 
bership of this House. It should be the object of a legislative 
body as constituted by representatives of the people to endeavor 
to enact such legislation as is demanded by a majority as near 
as possible. Relief from excessive taxation and an economical 
administration of the affairs of this Government have been de- 
manded, and it is the duty of this House to carry out this 
mandate. As Representatives we would be recreant to our duty 
if we failed to do these things. The Democratic Party of this 
House proposes to give fair discussion to all matters proposed, 
but they do not intend that filibustering for the purpose of de- 
feating legislation that a majority of the people have demanded 
shall be permitted. There have been other changes in these 
rules which, in our judgment, we believe will work well. I 
have every reason to believe that if any amendments are neces- 
sary for the proper regulation and to secure the orderly pro- 
eedure in this House that the rules will be so amended as to 
carry out the wishes of a majority of the Members and of the 
country. It should be the duty of the Committee on Rules to 
give free and fair hearing to all matter proposed. The Rules 
Committee will not be a graveyard where propositions for the 
good government of the House can be laid away. This side 
of the House has offered to the minority an opportunity to 
propose a substitute for these rules and an opportunity to put 





every Member on record as to his vote on these two projwsit' 
as now proposed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. James in the chair). 1 
time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster] has expire: 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the ge 

man from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor]. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I believe the proposed m 
are, in the main, an improvement over the rules of the Si 
first Congress, but they fall far short of what should be 
bodied in the rules governing this body. For a number 
years there has been upon this side of the House a little gr. 
of Republicans called “ insurgents,” who have been fighting 
freedom in this House—freedom of debate, freedom of am: 
ment—and during those many contests they have had alm 
the unanimous support of the Democratic minority. Wha‘ 
the situation before us to-day? You have adopted a resolut 
as drastic in effect, as subversive of freedom in this House 
any resolution that has ever been adopted in the House . 
Representatives. Were you sincere two years ago when ; 
protested against this very kind of a proceeding? If you were, 
are you sincere this afternoon when you stand for the same 
kind of a proceeding? The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry | 
said, in the first place, that a distinction was made with ref- 
erence to this resolution because it was a party measure, and 
later, he said that a distinction should be made because it w 
a caucus measure. All of the old Members will recall that ty 
years ago during the special session the gentleman from Nor 
Carolina [Mr. Kircu1n] stood in this aisle beside my de: 
and condemned caucus rule, condemned the action of the lte- 
publican majority in preventing amendments upon the tariff 
bill, and do you remember how he pictured so graphically the 
Members going into a caucus and having their hands man- 
acled? I would like to have the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina {[Mr. Krrenrn] hold up his hands this afternoon for in- 
spection of this House, and tell us how he likes being manacled. 
If we had an opportunity to offer some amendments, they would 
be adopted by this House, and the reason that you have denied 
the opportunity for amendment is that you do not dare trust 
your own majority to stand by these rules when improvemenis 
may be offered to them from this side. 

I want to speak of one or two such amendments. You all 
remember during the last session of Congress calendar Wednes- 
day was entirely done away with through a defect of the rule; 
that a committee secured the consideration of a bill upon cal- 
endar Wednesday and held the floor during the balance of that 
session until the consideration of that bill was completed—— 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. LENROOT. I will when I finish this sentence. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania secured consideration of tle 
judicial codification bill, and every Wednesday during that ses 
sion was taken up by that bill when many more important 
measures remained upon the calendar and failed for want of 
action. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Now will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LENROOT. I will. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Could not the House on calendar Wednes- 
day have ended that by a majority vote? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. The Chair will state that the gentleman from Illinois 
has 35 minutes and the gentleman from Texas 37 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Mapison]. 

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of reply- 
ing to my friend from Kentucky [Mr. SHERtgy]. I want to teil 
him why it was impossible to pass a motion to lay aside the 
codification bill, or Moon bill, as it was called. It was because 
there were so many men here who knew that there were other 
bills which would come up on calendar Wednesday that would 
embarrass them to vote upon them, and they did not want to 
face those embarrassing situations. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman permit? 

Mr. MADISON. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is not that simply another way of saying 
that the majority preferred the Moon bill to something else? 

Mr. MADISON. No; it is not. If this rule remains as it is 
proposed to have it, then, as in the past, calendar Wednesday 
can and will be used for the purpose of blocKing legislation and 
affording a refuge for men who do not care to face questions 
that ought to come up before this House for consideration. 
{Applause.] I deplore the fact, as one of the few men who stood 
here on this side during the recent Congress for the liberation 
of this House, that my friends on the other side, who have now 
come into possession of this House, and who have the oppor- 
tunity to completely revise and reform its rules, have not 
improved their opportunity and have not risen to the high 
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standard that the country expected of them in the system of 
rules they now propose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GarRretr]. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I have been agreeably sur- 
prised by hearing so little of criticism from gentlemen on the 
other side of the aisle of the rules that are presented. It is ex- 
ceedingly gratifying to find it so, and I am constrained to believe 
that it may be possible, judging from the lack of criticism which 
has come from that side of the aisle, that the reading of the 
rules as presented may have been another of those disappoint- 
ments that have been so frequently coming to that side of the aisle 
recently growing out of the fact that the Democratic Party was 
showing itself able to do the business of the country. It is very 
gratifying, Mr. Speaker, for a different reason, and that is that 
there is not a suggestion in such criticisms that have been 
offered that there is in the code of rules proposed here a single 
proposition unfair to the minority, whether it be the political 
minority or the legislative minority of this House. I assume, 
therefore, that the lack of criticism in that respect must indi- 
cate that they have found in these rules nothing that is unfair 
to the minority as a minority. It is true there has been a sug- 
gestion on the floor that there was a certain unfairness in the 
enlargement of committees or rather in the manner in which 
that enlargement was to be made, but that criticism does not 
go to the rules themselves. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT. Certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. In the early part of the debate the gentle- 
man from South Dakota [Mr. Martin] made an inquiry, with 
regard to Rule VI, page 28, as to business on the Private Cal- 
endar, and he was informed that later in the debate the mat- 
ter would be discussed. I desire to call the gentleman’s at- 
tention to the new rule, which seems to me to be so drafted 
that it would not be possible, if experience of the future shall 
be that of the past, to reach private legislation or legislation on 
the Private Calendar other than legislation coming from the Com- 
mittees on Claims and War Claims, and from the Committee on 
Military Affairs touching the removal of charges of desertion. 
The gentleman is aware of the fact that the Committee on 
Public Lands, the Committees on Military Affairs and on Naval 
Affairs are committees reporting a large amount of legislation 
that goes on the Private Calendar. In the 14 years I have 
been in the House there never has been a time when that class 
of legislation could be reached under this rule, for there never 
has been a time when the private bills on the Private Calendar 
from these other committees have all been disposed of. 

Mr. GARRETT. I think the gentleman is mistaken about 
the bills from the other calendars not being disposed of. The 
effect of this rule, I will say to the gentleman, is this: That it 
gives to this character of business coming from those two com- 
mittees the same privilege that the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions has heretofore had, and with that character of privilege 
there will be such an expedition of that business that it will be 
easy to reach the claims to which the gentleman refers. 

Mr. MONDELL. If my memory serves me right, and I have 
made some inquiries, in the last seven Congresses the legisla- 
tion on the Private Calendar from these preferred committees 
has never all been disposed of, and therefore other legislation 
coming from the Public Lands Committee, from the Military 
and Naval Committees, could not have been reached under this 
form of rule. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, the difficulty has been that 
this business coming from these two committees has been per- 
mitted to accumulate on the calendars in such quantities that 
it was not possible to deal with it in the limited time allowed 
under the rule to these committees. There has not been a day 
during the entire session of Congress, at times, that these com- 
mittees have had a chance, because they have not the privilege. 
They have the privilege now and can deal with the business. I 
think the gentleman will not find practical difficulty about that; 
but, if that should be, it is a minor detail, which can be, of 
course, corrected. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think there is a much more serious criti- 
cism to be made than that made by the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming. Under all the rules that have existed heretofore, both 
Democratic and Republican, Friday has been set apart for pri- 
vate business. In other words, to get rid of private business 
you would have to have an affirmative vote of the House. Now, 
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in this code of rules you have omitted that rule, and you have 
provided, on the other hand, that private business should be 
entertained when you take affirmative action, when you make 
a motion to go into Committee of the Whole for the considera- 
tion of private business. 

In other words, under the rule as it existed up to this time, 
Friday is the day set aside for private bills automatically, 
unless dispensed with. Under your rule you can not have a 
private-bill day unless you have affirmative action on the part 


of the House. Suppose the House resolves to go into Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar and pass a number of 


bills, say, 10, 12, or 15, and reports to the House, and does not 


order the previous question, when will those bills come up again, 
or will they ever come up? 


Mr. GARRETT. If I understand the gentleman correctly, 
he asks if the committee reports to the House and does not 
order the previous question, when would those bills come up 
again? Whenever the House chose to order the previous ques- 
tion. That is to say, when it would be in order to move the 


previous question. 


Mr. DALZELL. They would not come up at any time de- 
voted te other business by the rule. Under our rules now those 
bills would come up again on the next calendar day. 

Mr. GARRETT. That does not change the rule in that re- 
spect in any way. 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly it does, 

Mr. GARRETT. It does this: It places those claims in pre- 
cisely the same condition that the invalid-pension claims have 
been placed in heretofore. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman misunderstands me. He is 
talking about another matter. I say that under the rules 
that existed up to this time, in both Democratic and Republican 
Congresses, Friday was private-bill day and you could not get 
rid of it except by vote of the House. Now, you have not a 
private-bill day. 

Mr. GARRETT. Yes; we have. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. The same rule that we had be- 
fore—the special order. 

Mr. GARRETT. Precisely the same rule as the special order 
carried. 

Mr. DALZELL. What rule? 


Mr. GARRETT. If the gentleman will pardon me, I think 
I have answered him. The language in regard to invalid pen- 
sions is precisely the language of the standing order, and the 
language in regard to the war claims and claims is precisely 
the language of the standing order, except it gives them the 
privileged character that invalid pensions has had heretofore. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would like to know where in your code of 
rules you establish a private-bill day. 

Mr. GARRETT. In that section—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. James in the chair). 
The time of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garrett] has 
expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I beg to con- 
gratulate the gentlemen on the opposite side of the House on 
the liberality of the resolution under which we are considering 
this code. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

To be sure, you do not throw the code open to amendment, 
and you do not permit it to be read, but you to provide that it 
shall be introduced and that it shall be voted upon. Oh, gentle- 
men, why do you not give an opportunity for amendment? I 
have not heard a single argument advanced as to why this 
code should not be open to amendment which would not be 
equally sound if it were brought forward as a reason to show 
that no bill of any sort should be open to amendment. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STaNtey] says: “ Oh, it 
is because this code includes every rule which the people have 
asked for.’ How does he know? I do not see anything in these 
rules about a committee on committees, although I know of my 
personal knowledge that Members on your side of the House are 
pledged to their constituencies to vote for a committee on com 
mittees. 

I can tell you why you gentlemen do not want this Dill 
amended. It is because your solidarity would be destroyed the 
moment you had to go on a record vote on that question of a 
committee on committees. I have never spoken on the floor of 
this House in behalf of that particular provision in the rules, 
but I know that you gentlemen do not wish to meet that ques- 
tion, and you are in the same position which you have accused 
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us of being in so often. You do not dare to trust yourselves. 
[Applause on the Republican side.) 


Mr. Speaker, this is as drastic a rule as the old rules that used to 
be brought In here. * * ®* JT have taken a good part, first and 


last, in general debate in this House, but every time I do so it ts with 
increased reluctance, because I have come to the conclusion that 
general debate very rarely changes the situation on a bill. * * 


[ had rather have two hours’ debate, section by section, on this bill, 
or apy other important bill, under the five-minute rule, with the 


privilege of offering amendments, than have eight hours of general 
det} ate * * 

{ do not know how long I shall be here, but as long as I am here 
I in tend to fight for the right to amend every section of every great 


bill which comes into this House, and I do not care a straw whether 
the Democrats control the House or the Republicans. 


I am going to maintain that proposition as far as I am individually | 


concerned. 


The last time those words were spoken in this House I find | 


in the Recorp these words: 
Appleuse on the Democratic side. 
Sut not one handclap do [I hear at the present moment. 


[Laughter on the Republican side.] For the benefit of those of | 
you who were not in the last Congress I inform you that I am | 


reading from the eloquent speech made by the present Speaker 


of the House, the Hon. CHamp CrarK. [Laughter and applause | 


on the Republican side.] Ob, gentlemen, indeed the Speaker is 


no longer a czar when, after the terrific battle which he prom- | 


ised upon these occasions, he can not command a single vote on 
his own side! [Applause and laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from New. York [Mr. Firzexrarp]. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, on March 15, 1909, when 
there was a bitter controversy over the rules, I stated that if 
certain amendments then proposed by me were adopted the 


rules would be perfectly satisfactory to me. At that time I | 
proposed amendments to eliminate what I considered to be | 


the glaring abuses in the procedure of the House. After an 


exhaustive and careful investigation it was apparent to me | 
that the abuses in the House were not due to the rules so much | 
as to the abuse of power in their application and enforcement. | 


One of the amendments which I proposed provided for the 


Calendar for Unanimous Consent. The second provided that | 


business in order on calendar Wednesday should not be set 
aside excepting by a two-thirds vote. The third provided that 
the right to recommit after the previous question had been 
ordered should be retained, and that the minority, or those 
in opposition to the bill, should have a preferential right to 
recognition in making that motion. The fourth provision was 
that the Committee on Rules should not report any rule which | 
would deprive the minority or opposition of the right to move 
to recommit after the previous question had been ordered, or | 


permit the setting aside of business in order on calendar |? 


Wednesday by less than a two-thirds vote. 

Those amendments I then believed corrected every abuse 
in the procedure of the House, and the experience of the last 
two years has fully and completely demonstrated the accuracy 
of my contention. 

Since then two important changes have been made in the 
rules. One was the elimination of the Speaker from the Com- 
mittee on Rules and providing for its election by the House 
and the other was the so-called Motion to Discharge Calendar. 

I favored the latter change, because I believed it would 
silence all criticism of committee designations and remove the 
cause of the charges that the committees of the House were 
packed for one or another purpose. I believed then as now that 
if an orderly method were provided by which bills might be 
taken from various committees upon the demand of a majority 
of the House it made no difference who appointed the com- 
mittees so long as the House had complete control over its 
committees and opportunity to record its will in an orderly 
way. 

These proposed rules, Mr. Speaker, retain all of the amend- 
ments proposed by me on March 15, 1909. I take it that now 
that the heat and passion have died out and the differences 
which grew up from that controversy have passed away, every- 
body will be willing to admit the accuracy of the statement I 
made et that time, that these amendments, known as the “ Fitz- 
gerald amendments,” did effect useful, important, and drastic 
reforms in the procedure of the House, beneficial to the Mem- 
bers, helpful to legislation, and so satisfactory in their opera- 
tion that no suggestion will be made in the near future to 
abandon them. Indeed, Mr. Speaker, one great satisfaction 
derived by me from this discussion is that no one has suggested 
that a single one of the reforms resulting from the “ Fitzgerald 
amendments” be repudiated or that any of the amendments be 
changed in a fundamental respect. 
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Mr. Speaker, the rules now proposed dispose of the one other 
important matter regarding the rules about which there has 
been any controversy since March, 1909. That is the method 
of the selection of the committees by the House. I do not favor, 
and never have favored, the election of the committees. I am 
frank to say that, in my judgment, the power should be con- 
centrated in the Speaker and the responsibility placed in him. 
I believe there should be no doubt as to the responsibility for 
the make-up of the committees. 

But the Democrats in this House had a fair, open, and free 
discussion of that question in caucus. They determined other- 
wise than I believe most wise. As one who is a stanch*adyo- 
cate of party government, and I believe thAt the suecess and 
| permanence of our institutions depends upon strong party 
| government, I am perfectly willing to acquiesce in the deter- 
| mination of a majority of my party wpon every question that 
| 
j 
- 


does not involve such matters of principle upon which I could 
not conscientiously surrender my convictions to act in concert 
with others, This is not such a question. And so I am support- 
| ing the proposed rules with this change, providing for the 
| election of the committees by the House, and taking the power 
| to appoint them away from the Speaker. 

These rules, however, go further. They provide that the 
| chairman of the various committees shall be elected, so as to 
| do away with the criticism that the Speaker’s instruments or 
lieutenants are at the head of the committees having charge of 
the business upon the floor, to the injury of the rights of Mem- 
bers of the House. The provision is logical and demanded by 
the other change. 

The rules contain another important provision. They pro- 
; Vide that bills affecting the revenue shall not be open to 
|} amendments other than those germane to the subject matter 
| contained in the bill. I suppose nobody upon the other side 
| of the House will object to that change, since a Republican 
| President has taken up and advocated the old Democratic 
| proposition, first advanced by Mr. Springer, of Illinois, that 
| the tariff should be revised by special bills affecting single 
| schedules rather than in a general bill affecting all schedules 
of the tariff. 

Mr. Speaker, .the criticism indulged in by that side of the 
| House has not been against the proposed rules, but it has been 
| because opportunity has not Sams given Members upon that 
side to offer amendments to the rules. Personally, I should be 
willing to permit anyone to offer any amendment to any pro- 
| vision in the rules. I have always believed that any intelli- 
| gent discussion of them would prevent very material changes. 
| But no fundamental or important proposition has been sug- 
gested from that side of the House which should be incorpo- 
| rated in these rules; no really important change has been sug- 
gested, either to facilitate business or to protect individual 
Members; so that after all the criticism is merely of the form 
of procedure rather than the statement of a substantial griev 
ance. The minority is given the right to propose and have 
voted upon, a code of rules in the form it would adopt if it 
were in the majority. It should have such opportunity. It is 
a privilege of much importance, and the order under which the 
| House is proceeding gives such privilege. If not availed of, it 
will be because no really important change can be suggested. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Mapison} regretted that 
we have not risen to the opportunity to strike the shackles from 
the Members of the House now that the opportunity is here. 
And yet the only amendment or proposition that he suggests 
should be adopted is one that would put a more powerful 
weapon in the hands of the majority than it ever has had in 
the past. [Applause on the Democratic side.] He wishes to 
give to this side of the House the right in Committee of the Whole 
on Calendar Wednesdays to close debate, to throttle the minor- 
ity, and compel them to accept the good Democratic legislation 
which shall be on the calendars during this Congress. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

It gives me the greatest pleasure to learn that there are a 
number of gentlemen on that side of the House so convinced 
that this side intends to legislate for the benefit of the entire 
people that they are begging us to enact drastic rules to force 
such legislation down their throats and compel them to accept 
it even against their will. [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side.] But the adoption of the proposed change 
would not be beneficial, but very harmful. Gentlemen either 
forget or do not know that one of the most important reasons 
for many of the proposed rules, as well as those which have 
been in force in the past, is to prevent the majority exercising 
its power in a drastic, tyrannical, and unjust manner. To 
adopt the suggestion of the gentleman from Kansas would be 
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to give the majority a power I should deplore if in the minor- 
ity; and so I am unwilling to have it in the majority. 

It is not true, as has been several times asserted, that the 
order under which the House is proceeding is the most drastic 
eyer adopted by the House. Gentlemen on that side of the 
House known as insurgents joined the regulars and voted for a 
rule for the consideration of the postal savings bank bill which 
deprived the House of the right to appeal from the Speaker, 
whom they had denounced so viciously on so many previous 
occasions, merely because the bill happened to be one they 
favored. I have never been able to understand how the insur- 
gent Republicans, after denouncing the Speaker of the House 
as a czar, as they had done so repeatedly, were willing to vote 
for a rule which would prevent even an insurgent Republican 
appealing from any decision which might be made by him 
during the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, criticism has been made of the Holman rule, 
which is incorporated in the proposed rules, 


der the operation of that rule provisions were inserted in an 
appropriation bill in 1879, if I be not mistaken, by which the 
entire Federal supervisory election law was repealed, and yet he 
failed to recall that the Federal supervisory election law was 
enacted and placed on the statute books in the very same way, 
by being incorporated in an appropriation bill on June 10, 1872. 
It was the necessity of the situation which compelled the Demo- 


The gentleman | 
from Pennsylvania [Mr, Dauzeti] referred to the fact that un- | 


| 





crats to get rid of that infamous measure, and they adopted | 


the same method as had been adopted in order to enact it. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Few Democrats will be 


worried by such an argument against the reviving of the rule. | when a real majority of this House desired to amend the rules 


| they were not given the opportunity to offer a substitute. 


How shall expenditures exceeding a thousand million dollars a 
year be curtailed unless some method be devised by which 
wasteful expenditures, when found, may be eliminated? 
familiar with the parliamentary history of our Government, 


Those | 


and who have given consideration to the existing political condi- | 


tions, realize the necessity of utilizing the appropriation bills 
as the vehicles in which imperative reforms must be carried. 

The complaint that was made 30 years ago, let me say to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, was not so much as to the 
usefulness and the operation of the Holman rule, but because 
of the condition that existed in the House prior to 1885, and 
which does not exist at this time. 


Prior to 1885 the jurisdiction over all the appropriation bills | 


was centered in the Committee on Appropriations. 


Those bills | 


were so manipulated that with the Holman rule in force other | 


committees having general legislative jurisdiction were de- 
prived of an opportunity to be heard in the House, because 
legislation beyond the scope and intention of the rules was con- 
tinually incorporated in all the appropriation bills. 

Conditions now are differe-t. The Military Committee has 
charge of the Army appropriation bill, the Naval Committee 
has charge of the naval appropriation bill, the Post Office Com- 
mittee has charge of the Post Office appropriation bill, the In- 
dian Committee has charge of the. Indian appropriation bill, 
the Foreign Affairs Committee has charge of the diplomatic 


ago, and to-day, in these rules that are presented by the Demo- 
cratic Party for the action of this House, every pledge and every 
promise that was made has been carried out by the Committee 
on Rules. [Applause on Democratic side.] What more can you 
ask; what more can your constituency ask? The power to run 
this House is to-day placed in the hands of the Members of the 
House. You elect a Committee on Rules that by your votes un- 
der a privileged motion you can discharge if they drop the legis- 
lation that the majority of the House desires. 

Mr. MANN. Where is that provision? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Committee on Rules will be elected, 
when the proper time comes, by the membership of this House. 
They then become the officers of this House. It has never been 
questioned that it is the privileged right of any Member of this 
House to rise and move to turn any officer of this House out of 
bis place, and I say that the same power will exist as to every 
committee of this House when these rules are adopted, and we 
elect them from the floor of the House instead of having them 
appointed by the Speaker. So that I say, that when you adopt 
these rules the power to control legislation in the House of 
Representatives is absolutely placed in the majority of this 
House, whether it be a partisan majority or not. 

I have heard some gentlemen complain to-day that the right 
of absolute amendment has not been given here; that we have 
given four hours for general debate, and only propose to allow 
one substitute to be offered. Why, if that objection comes from 
the gentlemen on that side of the House who stand behind the 
distinguished gentleman from Illinois, and the position that he 
took two years ago, I have to say to them that two years ago 


If it 
comes from the gentlemen who acted with us, the progressive or 
insurgent Republicans, I desire to call their attention to the fact 


that when we united to try and force an amendment of the 
rules two years ago, they recognized, and we recognized, that 
you could not amend a set of rules out on the floor of the 
House. And why? Because we did not propose, then, to bring 


the rules into the House for general amendment, recognizing 
that it required special attention to every word that you write 
in the rules and every paragraph that goes into the rules in 
order that business may be orderly conducted on the floor of 
the House; but they proposed, and we proposed, to elect a spe- 
cial Committee on Rules and give them the authority to revise 
the rules and report back to this House at the December ses- 
sion. So that every Republican who stood with us at that time 
recognized the impossibility of going into a general amendment 
of the rules on the floor. He recognized the necessity of having 
the changes of those rules carefully worked out by a committee. 

Now, to-day we are going to do what you did not do two years 


| ago or four years ago or six years ago, or since I have been a Mem- 


ber of this Congress. We are going to give you an opportunity 


| absolutely to present to the House and to the country an entire 


and consular appropriation bill, the Agriculture Committee has | 


charge of the Agriculture appropriation bill. These committees 
not only have control of the appropriations for those various 
services, but they have jurisdiction of the legislation for the 
departments which expend the money. They should be given 
an opportunity in this coming Congress to demonstrate to the 
country the sincerity of this side of the House to cut out all 
useless and wasteful expenditure of the public money, and in 
this way alone, considering the political complexion of other 
branches of the Government, can it be done. [Applause.] 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop]. [Applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, two years ago the Demo- 
cratic Party and the insurgent or progressive Republicans stood 
for a change of the rules of this House. What was the change 
that we demanded? We demanded that the power of the 
Speaker to control the legislation of this House should be taken 
away from him. We recognized that as long as the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives had in his hands the power of 
recognition for private bills that each Member desired to put 
through, as long as he had the power to make up and absolutely 
control the Committee on Rules of this House, as long as he 
had the power to appoint the standing committees of this House, 
he had within his control as Speaker absolute power over the 
legislation of the American people. Against that power and 
against the exercise of it by the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives the Democratic Party made its protest. Against 
that power the progressive Republicans joined with us and 
made their protest. Now that was all there was in the fight. 
There was nothing else contemplated in the fight of two years 


change of rules from what we have proposed, to suit yourself. 
If you do not like the changes we have made in these rules, 
your leader can strike them out. He can present them to the 
House as he sees fit. He can have an absolutely fair vote and 
a roll call on his proposition, that we have been denied ever 
since I have been a Member of-this House. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] We have demonstrated to the coun- 
try in the past two years and to-day that we wanted the rep- 
resentatives of the American people to control the legisla- 
tion in this House. We have presented to you a set of rules 
by which the Speaker can no longer control the legislation 
of this House, where an opportunity will be given to any 
man that has a majority of this House behind him to write 
the law on the statute books that his constituency and the 
American people stand for. Can you ask for more than that? 
We do not say we will stop here. The Rules Committee is to 
be elected by this House. They are subject to be dethroned by 
this House. It is open to every Member of this House to go 
before them and present any proposition that he sees fit look- 
ing to a change of the rules. There is no man who has the 
right to assume to-day that that committee will not give him 
a.fair hearing. There is no man who has the right to assume 
that that committee will not be responsive to the will of the 
majority of the representatives of the American people. [Loud 
applause. ] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I compliment and congratulate the 
distinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] and those 
behind him upon the resolution which he has presented providing 
for the rules of this House in this Congress. After all the cry 
which has resounded throughout the country for years, increas- 
ing in volume until it had affected a congressional! election, after 
the people had been persuaded from one end of the land to the 
other that the old rules of the House were rules of tyranny and 
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not suitable for rules for a free people, the rules now proposed 
by the Democratic majority are substantially the rules of the 
last Republican House of Representatives. 

There are 240 paragraphs in the rules as now proposed, and 
nearly all of the 
which were in force while my distinguished colleague from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] was the Speaker. Most of the actual 
changes which have been made relate to the committees. 

It is proposed by these rules to abolish six of the committees 

' the House as they have existed for many years and to con- 
centrate the power previously exercised by those committees in 
the other committees. We have had for many years a Commit- 
tee on the Militia, which rendered important service and gave 


STV 


You propose to abolish that committee and concentrate its 
power in the already powerful Committee on Military Affairs. 

You propose to abolish the Committee on Levees and Im- 
provements of the Mississippi River, which has existed for 
many years, and to concentrate its power in the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

You propose to abolish the long-standing Committee on Pa- 

Railroads, which has rendered most important service in 
with Government-aided transcontinental railroads, 
ind concentrate its power in the Committee on Railways and 
Janais, 

With the same ruthless disregard of the manufacturing 
terests of the country, which leads you to oppose the Ameri 
protective system, you propose to entirely abolish the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. 
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You propose now to 
take 14 and give us 7. 


Take the important Committee on Foreign Affairs. In the 


| Fifty-third Congress, with a Democratic majority of 84, you 


are identical in language with the rules | 


| the minority 7. 


‘ial study to the subjects relating to the National Guard. 


| places and gave to the minorii 
an | 


These changes are not in the interest of individual freedom | 


in the House, but tend to the further concentration of power in 
the hands of the few. Although the committee rooms and the 
committee tables are now crowded with the present size of the 
large committees, you propose to increase the size of 15 of the 
leading committees of the House in order to provide additional 
places to satisfy the demands of your Democratic Members 
arising out of your new system of selecting committees through 
a party caucus. And in this connection, I wish to take a few 
moments in appealing to the Democratic side of the House to 
show some degree of fairness in dealing with the Republican 
minority as to committee assignments. 

Every game must be played by fair rules, and even prize- 
fighters shake hands in advance and are barred from hitting 
below the belt. It is a rule in practice everywhere that a ma- 
jority should in the preliminaries treat the minority fairly, and 
that I been the practice in the House, I believe, during the 
history of the Republic. You now propose to violate that 
practice. 

You propose to increase the membership of 15 of the leading 
committees and take the increase for the majority. In 
lifty-third Congress, when the Democratic side of the House 
had a majority of 84, 20 more than it has in this House, al- 
though the total membership of the House was much less than 
it now is, you divided the great committees on the basis of 
11 Democrats to 6 of the minority. With your great majority 
at that time you were still fair enough to give to the minority 
more than one-third. In this House you have a Democratic 
majority of 63. In the Sixfieth Congress, with a Republican 
majority of 58, we gave to you 7 Members to our 12 on most of 
these 15 committees. 

In the last House, or the Sixty-first Congress, we had a ma- 
jority of 47, only 16 less than you now have in this House, and 
we took 12 Members and gave you 7 on most of these leading 
committees, and on the Committee on Rivers and Harbors we 
took 12 and gave you 8. 

You propose now to increase these 15 committees to a mem- 
bership of 21 each and to take 14 and give to the Republicans 
only 7 on each committee. That is hitting below the belt. 

Take the great Committee on Appropriations. 
third Congress it stood 11 majority to 6 minority. 
Democratic House. In the Fifty-fourth Congress, with a Repub- 
lican majority of over 130, it stood 11 majority to 6 minority. 
In the Fifty-ninth Congress, with a Republican majority of 116, 
it stood 11 majority to 6 minority. With your majority now of 
63 you propose to make it 14 Democrats to 7 Republicans. 

Take the great Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
In the Fifty-fourth Corgress, with a Republican majority of 
over 130, we took 8 places and gave to the minority 5. In the 
Republican Fifty-sixth Congress we teok 10 places and gave to 
the minority 7. In the last Congress we took 12 places and gave 
you 7. You propose now to take 14 members and give us only 7. 


the | 


| of the 
| nority only one of the increas 


In the Fifty- | 
That was a | 


took 9 places and gave the minority 6. In the Fifty-fourth 
Congress, with a Republican majority of over 130, we took 9 
places and gave to the minority G6. In the Fifty-sixth Congress. 
with a small Republican majority, we took 10 places and gaye 
In the last Congress, with a Republican ma- 
jority nearly as large as you now have, we took 12 places and 
gave you 7. You propose now to take 14 places and give us 
only 7. 

Take the great Committees on Military Affairs and Naval 
Affairs. On each of those committees in the Democratic Fifty- 
third Congress, with a Democratic majority of 84, you took 9 
and gave to the minority 6. In the Republican Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress we took 10 and gave to the minority 7. In 1] 
gress, with a Republican majority of we took 
gave to the Democrats 7 

In this Congress, with a Democratic majority « 
pose to take 14 places and give to the minority only 7. 

Take the great Committee on Ways and Me: In the Fifty- 
third Congress, with a Democratic majority o , you tool if 
places and gave to the minority 6. In the Fiity-fourth Con- 
with a Republican majority of over 130, we took 11 
ity 6. In the Fifty-sixth Congress 
with a Republican majority, we took 10 places and gave to the 
minority 7. In the Sixtieth Congress, with a Republican ma- 
jority of 58, we took 12 places and gave to the mi 7. In 
the last Congress, with a Republican majority of 47, we took 
12 places and gave you 7. You now, with a Democratic ma- 
jority of only 63, propose to take 14 places and give to us only 7. 

Heretofore, when there kas increase in the size of 
committees, that increase has usually divided between 
the majority and the minority parties. You propose now to 
make an increase and to take the ‘or yourself. I ap- 
peal to the fairness of the gentlemen Democratic side 

minority as to 
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in the hope that you will deal fail I 
committees. 

You propose to increase the membership of 15 of t 
ing committees to 21. Their member 

of them at present having a membership of i9. 
crease in numbers will change of the furniture of 
every room which is occupied i The rm 
and tables are now can 
each end of the table anc 
and it does not take a 
for 21. 

You have a membership in this House of 
has 2a membership of 164. If you observe the traditional spirit 
of fairness which has prevailed in the past, both on the Demo- 
cratic and Republican sides when they have respectively been in 
a majority, you will be willing now to give to the minority S$ 
members on each of these committees to your 14. 

By the rules you have proposed you have incr« 
bership of these 15 committees by addi 
them, and you propose to take for t 
places and give to the gentleman from W 
Socialist Party, one 


on 


ship is now 
most 
involve 
, these com 
that one member 
others have seats alo 


room 
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for 22 members than 
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227 and the min 


rity 


1 the mem- 
ii members to 
he majority 33 of these new 
[Mr. Bercer], 
place and give to the Republican mi- 
1 membership. You prop to 
take on these 15 committees 38 more places than we took 
we were the majority, and give to us only one more place 
we gave you when you were t®e minority. 

You propose to abolish 6 committees which in the past have 
had a majority membership of 44 and a minority membership 
of 32. You propose to abolish 32 minority committee 
places and 44 majority committee places, and add on other com- 
mittees for the majority 33 new places and for the Republican 
minority only 1 new place. You propose to take a net loss on 
committee assignments of 11 places and give to the minority 


or «. . 
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isconsin 
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an 
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|} a net loss of 30 places. 


| Rivers and Harbors, 


| committees. 


Take the great’Committee on Agriculture. In the Democratic | 


Fifty-third Congress you took 11 members and gave the minor- 
ity 6. In the Republican Fifty-fourth Congress, with over 130 
majority, we took 11 members and gave you 7. In the last Con- 


The committees which you propose to increase in size are 
the Committees on Ways and Means, Appropriations, Judiciary, 
Banking and Currency, Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, Agricul- 
ture, Foreign Affairs, Military Affairs, Naval Affairs, the Post 
Office and Post Roads, Public Lands, Insular Affgirs, and Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

In the Fifty-ninth Congress there was a Republican member- 
ship of 250, and the Republicans took 179 places on these 15 
You now have a Democratic membership in this 


227 and you propose to take 210 places on these 15 


House of 227 

committees. 
We ail know that on most of these committees partisan ues- 

tions seldom arise, and that it is just as important fsr the 
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country that the minority be well represented on the committee 
as for the majority to be. Nor have you anything to fear in 
regard to numbers. If we have been able to legislate with a 
majority of only 11 to 7, or 12 to 7, you certainly can carry 
out your plans with a committee majority of 14 to 8. 
COMMITTEE ON COMMITTEES. 

Mr. Speaker, I understand why this unfair distribution of 
committee membership is now proposed. Under the rules which 
are now offered it is provided that the House shall elect its 


committees, and your side of the House heralds that as a great 


change of the rules. Why, sir, under the rules of the House 
for many years the House has had the power to elect its com- 
mittees. There never has been a requirement in the rules that 
the Speaker appoint the committees if the House otherwise 
provided. 

When your side of the House provided for the selection of 
committees by a Democratic caucus committee and caucus 
action it found what every party endeavoring to do the same 
thing will find, that it is necessary to increase the majority 
membership on the leading committees in order to pacify the 


Jamnni “hich are made individus smbers 0 he | ; ; ; : 
demands which are made upon the individual members of the | consideration which the Speak 


} could pass which did not bear the O. K. of the Speaker. 


committee on committees in order to put your committee list 
through the caucus. And hence you generously provided to 
give to yourselves more places, but to deny them to us. 

You say now that you have made a great change in the rules 
by providing for the election of committees. You propose, you 
say, to elect the committees in the House; but you do not pro- 
pose to elect the committees by ballot; you do not pro- 
pose to give to the individual membership of the House an 
opportunity to pass upon the qualifications of Members for 
committee assignments by either an open or secret ballot. 
What is the difference, pray, between having the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop], the Democratic floor leader, rise in 
his place and offer a resolution providing for the election of the 
gentlemen he names in the resolution as members of committees, 
which you have already named in your caucus, and having the 
Speaker of the House, as you could have done, say that the 
Speaker appoints the following committees which you had 
selected by your caucus action? 

The idea which went through the land as to the selection of 
committees by a Committee on Committees was to have a 
committee of the House, where both sides were represented in 
the committee, select the membership of the various commit- 
tees. You have eliminated that. You have simply provided a 
different method of carrying out your caucus action, which you 
could have carried out under the old rule with equal facility. 

Under the old method of selecting committees by the Speaker 
every Member of the House was given an equal opportunity of 
expressing his wishes and desires and explaining his quali- 
fications for committee assignments. The Speaker became the 
clearing house of information on the subject. He could con- 
sider not only the wishes of Members, but the interests of the 
public and of legislation and the geographic interests in repre- 
sentation, both of the majority and of the minority. 

The Democratic caucus has already adopted its membership 
on the committees, and in general has accepted the Democratic 
committee assignments which were made by Speaker CANNON 
and former Speakers, thereby showing that you approve on the 
Democratic side of the House the action of the Speakers in mak- 
ing assignments in the past. You have turned over the selec- 
tion of the Democratic members of committees to a caucus com- 
mittee of 14 Democratic Members, which for weeks has been 
engaged, not so much in considering qualifications and suita- 
bility as in trading among themselves, in order to take care of 
personal friends and factional adherents. 

The Republican caucus has decided that the recommendations 
for Republican assignments on committees shall be made by 
myself as the selected minority leader. I shall give considera- 
tion in my selections to the interests of the public as well as 
the desires and capabilities of the Members, their length of 
Service in the House and on the committees, and their experi- 
ence and qualifications. 

Your method of selecting committees will inevitably lead to 
committees of unwieldly size and packed for political purposes 
through the influence of the brute power of factional majori- 
ties. You have failed entirely to meet the sentiment of the 
country, which you largely worked up through misleading state- 
ments, that committees of the House should be selected through 
a House committee on committees, composed of both majority 
and minority Members. 

REPUBLICAN RULES. 


For years you have been denouncing the rules of a Repub- 
lican House. The Republicans were in power in this House 
for 16 consecutive years. During that time more wise legisla- 
tion of a reform and progressive nature was enacted than during 
any other equal period in our country’s history. Under the rules 
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of the House which were in force a membership of nearly 400 
was enabled to reach those matters for consideration which the 
majority desired to consider without permitting a small minor- 
ity to waste the time of the House considering legislation which 
the majority did not desire or propose to enact. 

Rules of a large legislative body which enable the minority 
to fritter away the time only tend to prevent legislation, but 
the rules must provide some manner for protecting the right of 
the minority to be heard, both in opposition to measures which 
the majority proposes and in advocacy of measures which the 
minority propose and the majority do not take up. Such are 
the rules which have been in force in the past. You have 
denounced them as tyrannical, unworthy of free men, and sub- 
versive of individual freedom in the House. You made the 


country believe that our rules were rules of tyranny; that the 


Speaker was an autocrat and czar combined; at no bill could 
receive consideration in the House without iirst obtaining the 
consent of the Speaker. You have declaimed on the floor of the 
House and on the stump in the country that no Member in the 


House could be recognized to call up a bill without maki I 
vious arrangement with the Speaker; that no bill could receive 
did not approve; that 


} 


ill 
Tone 
have frequently said on the Democratic side that the Speak 
was the House and that the Members were merely attendant 
upon the Speaker, waiting to hear his will, because under the 
rules the power of the House and of its Members was lodged 
in the Speaker. 

And yet, in the rules which you now propose, you hay 
no change which affects the power of the Speaker i: 
recognition, or in affecting the consideration of measure 


i 


e made 

giving 
; to be 
brought before the House or actually brought up in the House. 
You acknowledge by your course that your charges and state- 
ments in the past were mere declamation; that the autocratic 
power of the Speaker under the former rules is a mere myth, 
and that the newspaper and magazine articles which have 
represented the Members of the House to be mere automatons, 
acting only when the Speaker pulled the wires, were mere fanci- 
written by sensational writers who had never 
read the rules and were not familiar with the practices in the 
House. 





CHANGES PROPOSED. 

The truth is as to most of you on the Democratic side of the 
House that you have read and studied the rules now for the 
first time since you assumed responsibility as a majority. Upon 
reading and studying the rules you have found little to cri 
and less to change. 

I propose to discuss the changes which you have actually 
made in your proposed rules from the rules as hers 
isting. You have inserted as paragraph 3 of Rule 
following: 


ticize 


tafar 
Lolore ex- 


XXI the 


No amendment shall be in crder to any bill affecting revenue which 
is not germane to the subject matter in the bill: nor shall : lend 
ment to any item of such bill be In order which does not directly 
relate to the item to which t amendment is prop ! 


Do you propose this as a new rule of parliamentary law? 
Why, every man who has even a rudimentary knowledge of 
parliamentary law knows that an amendment not germane to 
the subject matter of a bill was never in order under general 
parliamentary law, and yet you write it into your rules as a 
discovery. Is your knowledge of parliamentary law so lax that 
you do not know that an amendment not germane to the subject 
matter of the bill is not in order? [Laughter and applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Then you provide that it can not be in order with re 
to a particular item, unless it relates to the item. Since wl 


did anyone think he could offer an amendment in order to an 


one item which did not relate to the item? [I ht and 
plause on the Republican side.] Is that a Democratic d 
ery of parliamentary law? You have referred to this 
Democratic side as one of the important changes you 

in the rules. While this provision in the rules will do1 

it will not change to the extent of the dotting of an 


the crossing of a “t” the parliamentary law as shown in th 
precedents from the time of Jefferson’s Manual down to th 
present time. 


You have another important amendment or change fr 
rules. You provide for the election by the House of J 
Committee on the Disposition of Useless Documents. Has th 
attention of the distinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Henry] never been called to the fact that the statute law pro 
vides for that committee and provides that the Speaker shal 
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appoint the House members of it? Repub- 
lican side.] That committee has certain fu is to discharge 
which are very important. It can authorize t! ruction of 
papers in the departments. The committee must be appointed 
in conformity with the law, because w! they harge the 
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functions of the committee and authorize the destruction of 
papers, they may find that unless they are legally appointed 
they are guilty of a penitentiary offense for authorizing the de- 
struction of official papers which can only be destroyed by au- 
thority of the law, and the law says the members on the House 
side shall be appointed by the Speaker. You say they shall 
be elected by the House. 

Another one of the changes which you have made in the 
rules is to consolidate the rules providing for the consideration 
of the Private Calendar. A consolidation of those rules was 
undoubtedly desirable, and in practice they have been treated 
as consolidated for many years. But you will find when you 


come to work under the rule which you have adopted, being | 
paragraph 6 of Rule XXIV, that you have not covered the case | 


at all. 
omits to provide any method by which a bill reported by the 
Committee on the Whole to the House can be acted on in the 
House unless it is disposed of on the same day it is reported, 
and very often it is not possible to do that; and you have in- 
advertently changed the rule so as to cut out the consideration 
of bills reported from other committees when calling the cal- 
endar of bills reported from the Committee on Claims or the 
Committee on War Claims. 

One other change you have proposed is by including as para- 
graph 2 of Rule XXI the so-called Holman rule, which un- 
dertakes to make in order on the general appropriation bill an 
amendment changing the existing law, if it shall retrench ex- 


penditures by the reduction of the number and salary of the | 


officers of the United States, by the reduction of the compensa- 
tion of any person paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States, or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by 
the bill. 

This provision was adopted many years ago as one of the 
rules of a Democratic House, and after trying it and finding that 
it resulted not in the reduction of expenditures, but in the 
increase of expenses, it was left out of the rules of subsequent 
Democratic Houses as a dangerous rule, tending to provoke 
extravagance rather than economy. Under it an amendment 
will be in order providing for the reduction of an appropria- 
tion from $100,000 to $99,000, and requiring the department 
receiving the appropriation to render some service, which service 
may cost more than the entire appropriation, and which service, 
when authorized, will have to be cared for by a deficiency or 
subsequent appropriation. 

This is authorized by the language of the rule, and, in fact, 
was the result of the working of the rule when in force in the 
past. Under this rule the Southern Railway mail subsidy, cost- 
ing, I believe, $250,000 a year, was originally provided for by 
proposing to reduce some appropriation for the Post Office De- 
partment a nominal amount and requiring the department to 
render the service. It took many years to abolish that subsidy, 
which became intrenched behind the power of the southern Mem- 
bers of Congress, whose districts were claimed to receive the 
benefit of it. 

You have now proposed this rule through your lack of in- 
formation, although your predecessors in Congress on your side 
of the House, when they were in power, discarded it after prac- 
tice and threw it on the scrap heap. If you had been aware of 
its history you would not have now proposed it, but you found 
it in the rules of some Democratic House of the past, and with 
the innocence of ignorance and the infatuation of a novelty you 
seized it as a great Democratic rule, thinking that it had been 
thrown aside by a Republican House and unaware of the fact 
that it was a Democratic House which, after years of experience 
with the rule, had cut it out of the rules. But you will learn, 
for we are here to teach you. 


COM MITTEE-DISCHARGE RULE. 


One of the new rules which you brag most about is the com- 
mittee-discharge rule, which reads as follows: 


Any Member may present to the Clerk a motion in writing to dis- 
charge a committee from further consideration of any public bill or 
joint resolution which may have been referred to such committee 15 
days prior thereto. All such motions shall be entered in the Journal 
and printed on a calendar to be known as a Calendar of Motions to Dis- 
charge Committees. Immediately after the Unanimous Consent Calen- 
dar shall have been called on any Monday it shall be in order to call up 
any such motion which shall have been entered at least seven days prior 
thereto. Recognition for such motions shall be in the order in which 
they have been entered. When such motion shall be called up the bill 
shall be read by title only prior to a second being ordered by tellers, and 
no such motion shal! be entertained as to a bill or joint resolution the 
title of which contains more than 100 words; after the reading of the 
- ¥ title the motion shall not be submitted to the House unless sec- 
onded by a majority by tellers ; if such motion fails of a second, it shall) 
be immediately stricken from the calendar and shall not be thereafter 

laced thereon. If a second be ordered, debate on such motion shal! be 
imited to 20 minutes, one-half thereof in favor of the proposition and 
one-half in opposition thereto. Such motions shall have precedence over 
motions to suspend the rules and shall require for adoption an affirma- 


Your new rule, unless you adopt a forced construction, | 








tive vote of a majority of the membership of the House. Whenever 
such a motion shall prevail the bill so taken from the consideration of aq 
committee shall thereupon be placed upon its ao calendar, and 
upon call of the committee from which any bill has been so taken it 
may be called up for consideration by any Member prior to any bill re- 
ported by said committee at a date subsequent to the discharge of said 
committee: Provided, No Member shall have upon such calendar more 
than two motions at the same time. 

In the last campaign you, on the Democratic side, told the 
people—and they believed you—that, under the rules of the 
House, it was a practice for committees to pigeonhole impor- 
tant bills and refuse to bring them before the House and give 
the House a chance to vote upon them. Under the old rules and 
under these proposed rules, every bill which is introduced is 
referred to a committee. You said that under our rules, if the 
committee was adverse to the bill, there was no method by 
which it could be brought before the House, and while I have 
frequently controverted that statement and have proven in the 
House by actual fact that there was a way of bringing a bil! 
before the House, although the committee to which it had been 
referred was opposed to reporting it, yet I propose now only to 
consider this rule which you offer as a complete remedy for the 
evils which you have charged existed under the old rules. 

In every set of rules adopted by a legislative body, it is im- 
portant that there shall be a method by which the majority of 
the Members can bring before the legisiative body for consid- 
eration and action any proposition which the majority desires 
to have considered. A legislative body like this House, com- 
posed of nearly 400 Members, can not afford to be held up by 
the small number of Members constituting a majority of one 
of its committees, and if there be no method by which a 
majority in the House can bring before the House for consid- 
eration a bill, notwithstanding the opposition of less than a 
dozen members on some committee to which the bill has 
been referred, then we are, indeed, lacking in virility and 
power. 

I do not propose to discuss the methods which have existed 
in the past by which the majority could act, but to simply dis- 
cuss this new rule which is offered as a panacea for all the 
evils. What does the rule provide? It is that if a committee 
declines or neglects to report a bill any Member may place upon 
the calendar a motion to discharge the committee from further 
consideration of the bill. a 

A somewhat similar rule was prepared in the last House 
by the distinguished gentleman who is now the Speaker of this 
House, and adopted by the House. I undertook to show the 
futility of that rule, and although there were placed upon the 
calendar in the last House in the neighborhood of 100 inotions 
to discharge committees, the House never got past motion No. 
1, which I filed. And the rule in the last House was no more 
a joke than the rule which is now proposed. 

What does the rule propose to do? When your motion is on 
the calendar to discharge a committee, and you call it up, if 
it is ever reached, which very likely it never wil! be, you first 
have to have it seconded by a majority of all the Members 


| present before it can be put to the House, and then when put 


to the House it must receive a favorable vote from a majority 
of the entire elected membership of the House. Considering the 


| fact that on the Mondays when this calendar will he ealled 


there is seldom much more than a quorum of the House pres- 
ent, it is not likely that a majority of the membership of the 
House will often be found to vote for the motion, if there be 
sufficient opposition to a bill to have a committee refuse to 
report it. But suppose you have a motion, and it is reached on 
the call of the calendar, and the majority of the Members pres- 
ent second the motion and the majority of the Members-elect 
of the House vote for your motion, then what happens? Does 
the bill come before the House for consideration? Why, not 
at all. The bill goes on the calendar. Any bill which has been 
previously reported from the same committee has priority over 
your bill when the calendar is called. It is not likely that a 
House in its early days will discharge a committee from the 
consideration of a bill, because that might be considered unjust 
to the committee, and even unfair to the House, which is 
usually entitled to have the benefit of committee consideration 
first; and if the committee is not discharged until late in the 
Congress, the calendar will already be so full that there is 
scarcely any chance of the bill being reached for considera- 
tion in the House, even after the committee -has been dis- 
charged. 

You will note that the rule provides for the discharge of a 
committee from the further consideration of any “ public bill or 
joint resolution.” This does not include a simple House reso- 
lution. Suppose we should strike out the words “ public” and 
“ joint ” and provide for the discharge of a committee from con- 
sideration of any bill or resolution. You could then introduce 
a resolution providing that on a certain day the House should 
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hands of a committee, or whether it has been reported from 
ittee and is on the calendar. Such a resolution weuid be 
erred to the Committee on Rules. If you could move to dis- 
the Committee on Rules, you could bring that resolution 
the House, and when if it should be, you would 
he bill itself up before the House for consideration; but 
telman from Texas [Mr. Henry], who is to be the chair- 
I if the Committee on Rules, in introducing these rules for 
adoption earefully provides that a simple House resolution 
referred to the Committee on Rules, his committee, shall be be- 
i the control of the House. You can not discharge the Com- 
on Rules under this new rule from the consideration of a 
solution providing that the House shall proceed to consider 
nd vote upon a pending bill or other proposition. 
You can get at a bill now by going out to the document room 
1d asking for it, and that is about as near as you can get to it 
under this new discharge rule. [Laughter on the Republican 


ndonted 


mittee 


I may undertake to demonstrate if I choose, and I make no 
promises that I will not choose, to show the utter absurdity, not 
to say idiocy, of the rule that is now proposed. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

You have denounced us for years, as well as the rules we 
adopted in Republican Houses, because we did not permit any 
individual Member at any time to waste the time of the House 
on motions to discharge committees. You have said that we 
were tyrants; that we were afraid; that we were -unwilling to 


meet the issues. You made the public believe that you were 
e and in earnest; that you had a method by which any 
bill at any time could be brought before the House for con- 


ideration without unduly delaying the proceedings in the 
House. And now that you have the power you offer your 
remedy. It is a gold brick. It will not work to aid the 





jority, but you will find that even the rule that you have 
proposed can be used to annoy the majority. You will have the 
pportunity during this Congress to vote upon many motions 
to discharge committees from the farther consideration of bills. 
You will have the responsibility of voting those motions up or 
down. You will find that the rule will not work efficaciously to 
produce any good results to the majority, but when we have 
tried the rule for some time on your majority the Democratic 
side of this House will be inclined to purchase a patent self- 
kicking machine, and furnish it to the distinguished gentleman 
from Texas in order that he may supply himself with what the 
other Democratic Members would like to give him. 

The rule that you bring in on this subject, as well as the 
other changes in the rules, are mainly inspired through lack 
of experience and knowledge. With all the talk you have in- 
dulged in before the country, you have no more desire than 
any other majority in a legislative body has to deprive itself 
of the power te control legislation in the body where it is 
responsible. [Applause on the Republican side.] All the talk 
you have indulged in has been for the purpose of deluding tlh 
people and to get votes, and now that you have come into 
power you decline to put into effect the remedy which you have 
been talking about and talked for, lo, these many years. 

T do not criticize you, but you have proven that you have not 
been sincere. Let us hope that when you come to real legisla- 
tion, for which rules are only preliminary, you will be sin- 
cere. 

Mr. Speaker, I have introduced a substitute, which is in 
terms and in language in effect the resolution offered two years 
ago by the present Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CrarkK]. I do not intend myself to vote for it, but I want to 
have the pleasure of seeing the Democratic side of the House, 
then hailing and hurrabing for it, now voting against it. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 





nroceed to the consideration of a certain bill, whether it be in | would no longer be left to the sweet will of the Speaker 1 


Mr. Speaker, I have referred to all of the important changes | 


which have been proposed in the rules. In the 240 para- 
graphs constituting the, rules there is no other important 


change from the rules as existing in the House under Speaker | 


CANNON, 
RECOGNITION STILL REMAINS WITH THE SPFAKER. 


Rule XIV still provides that “when any Member desires to | 


speak, or deliver any matter to the House, he shall rise and re- 
spectfully address himself to ‘Mr. Speaker,’ and on being recog- 
nized may address the House.” The autocratic power in the 


Speaker to recognize or not to recognize, which has been so | 


ferociously denounced all over the country as a Cannon rule 
of tyranny, still remains in the identical language of the rule 
in force while Speaker Gawwow presided over the House. I 
have heard Democrat after Democrat on this floor denounce 
this rule as depriving Members of their rights, and say that 
when the Democratic Party came into power in the House it 
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recognize or refuse to recognize a Member, but that the S; 
would be required to recognize any Member who rose and : 
for recognition. I have heard Member m tl 





» Democratic 





of the House, while Mr. CaANNoN was Speaker, indignantly ex 
claim against the question so often p i th Speaker when 
the Member was asking for recognition, “For what purpose 
does the centleman rise?” 

Under this rule that same question will be frequentlv asked 
by Speaker Crarx, and I listen and wait in \ ‘any Mem: 
ber on the Democratic side to now obiect to t my 1 of 


this rule. 
One other change you have made in the rul ' nd 
that is in regard to correspondents ha 


gallery. Heretofore pres 


right to use the press gallery under reculat 

pared 1 enforced by the body of corres 

I notice in the rules now that this rie) S « i l 
table reporters and correspondents.’ Who is to 
whether the correspondent is “ reputable’ e S$ 
this arbitrary power given to the Speaker add 

powers which the Speaker has had hers re? W 


sinuation put in this rule that newspaper correspondents y 
have been favorably passed upon by the committee of t] 
respondents may not be reputable‘ 











Mr. Speaker, I have now gone through t —— 1 
by these new rules from the old rules. They are of 
portance. There wi no substantial dif 


of the new rules from the old 


ing practice 


will be conducted in the same old manner. Pro 1 
had as heretofore. The precedents of the past wi i 
the future. The legislative mill will grind i r 
in this Democratic House as it ground under Speaker ¢ 
in the Republican House. I have never de y 
of the rules or the tyranny of the Speaker. ! known full 
well that so long as the Speaker obser l I » 4 d 
not be a tyrant and that so long as the rule ere served 
they were not tyrannical. 

I congratulate again the Democratic side of the H . in 


now bringing before the House, after their study 

tion of the rules, practically the same he Renub 
licans had in force. I wish I could congratulate them on } 
ing the courage and the manliness to say to the public and to 
the House, “ We had never studied the rules, because we did 
not have the responsibility, but when we did obtain respm 
bility, we studied the rules and we find that our charges ag st 
the old rules were unjustified; that they did not permit 
Speaker te be a tyrant or a czar; that they l preserve indi 
vidual liberty to the Members, and power to the House; | 


ruies that tl 


i that we have not been able, after study of the subject, to make 


y manifest change in the rules or any pract 
them, and we apologize to Speaker CANNON and the Republica 


House for the misleading charges we hurled for years against 
him and the Republicans.” [Loud applause on the Republican 
side. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] 


has seven minutes remaining. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, if there is anyt , 
“idiotic” and “farcical” in the rules as here pr ed. it 
certainly called forth from the gentleman from Illinois 


MANN] the most doleful speech we have ever heard 
liver. [A] plause on the Democratic side } Permit 
mind his side of the House that the Committee « 
and Foreign Commerce, of which he has been the dist 
chairman, was constituted in the Sixty-first Cong: 
Republicans and 6 Democrats. [Applause on the De: 


side.] I did not think the gentleman would make wry 
if we gave him a homeopathic dose of his own medi 


adhering to the same proportion. [Laughter and appiau 
the Democratic side.] Many points made by the geut! 
are not tenable, although he assumes to himself all kiax 
ef parliamentary law. He says that the : 
to revenue measures is not good and that we have acted as if 
we had discovered something new. Let me say to him, if t1 
amendment is satisfactory to his side, it suits us over h 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] The ex-Spr 
Hiouse winced because I politely alluded to the fact 
to his administration of that great office no Speaker’s dec 
had ever been overruled. I regret these things did occur wh 
he was the Speaker of the House, and am satisfied now he 
regrets that such record fell to his lot. 
Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from ‘Texas 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. I have not the time 
Mr. CANNON. It is only to correct a sintement. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. Then I will yield. 


mendment 


olrar 


that pri 


. 


yi 1d? 
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Mr. CANNON. The books are full of instances where many 
other Speakers were repeatedly overruled. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. My remarks were only a quotation 
from Thomas B. Reed, the accuracy of which is left to rest 
with his speech and memory. Now, Mr. Speaker, the ex-Speaker 
also said, “ You have taken the power of appointing committees 
away from the Speaker and vested it in the Committee on 
Rules,” and added, “ This House must drive the Committee on 
Rules to make it conform to its views.” That is not a bad prop- 
osition. ’Tis well! It is much better than when the distin- 
guished gentleman from Illinois carried the “ bait gourd” and 
appointed the committees and Members were compelled to do 
obeisance to his will. [Applause on the Democratic side.] This 
is a different story. Let me say that although he has Said the 
epithet of “ezar” may be transferred from the Speaker’s chair 
to the floor of this House and applied to my humble self, I hope 
no such unhappy fate may ever befall me. In so far as I am 
individually concerned, whenever the majority of this House, 
which has elected the Committee on Rules, gives their command 
to bring in a rule to conform to their will a ready response will 
be found. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Yes; the American people demanded that we should take 
power away from the Speaker and restore it to the membership. 
They decreed that we should elect the committees. That is 
where the power belongs, and our Speaker consented to it. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman complains of the retrenchment 
provision placed in the new rules. They have gone back and 
dug up ancient history. Let me say to you gentlemen that 
some of the most important matters of legislation ever passed 
through legislattve bodies have been on appropriation measures. 
Riders have been placed on such bills, shaking the foundation 
of kingdoms and republics! We have only enlarged and re- 
stored the power of appropriation to the representatives of the 
people, fresh from their constituents, bearing the banner -of 
economy for the good of the whole country. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 2 

And while the President of the United States is a Repub- 
lican, and the Senate is controlled by the Republican Party, 
thanks to popular approval this House has been commissioned 
to retrench and economize and save the people’s money. And 
when the final chapter of the history of this Congress has been 
written it will perpetuate the living truth that we have saved 
the American people millions of dollars. [Applause on the | 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. Speaker, if there are any other amendments necessary 
at a later day, they will be added in behalf of the country. At 
present we are ready and willing to indorse this work and now | 
invite the formal vote. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. Under the order adopted by the House the 
vote will first be taken on the substitute. 

The question was taken, and the substitute was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on agreeing to the | 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Henry of Texas, a motion to reconsider the | 
last vote was laid on the table. | 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- | 
sent that 1,000 copies of the rules just adopted be printed 
(Order No. 1). 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous | 
consent that 1,000 copies of the rules just adopted be printed. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know how they 
will be distributed. 

Mr. MANN. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Alabama 
that under the law as now provided for if documents of this 
kind are ordered the document room will have liberty to in- 
crease the number and order as many copies as are necessary. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I understand that, but I wanted to be 
understood by Members. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that 1,000 copies of the rules as adopted be printed. 
Is there objection? 

There was ne objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make one 
more request, and that is that Members be allowed five legis- 
lative days in which to print on the subject of the rules. 

The SPEAKER. Is that to apply to all Members or to 
Members who spoke upon the rules to-day? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. To all Members. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that all Members have five legislative days within 
which to print remarks in the Recorp on the subject of the 
rules. Is there objection? 





Mr. OLMSTED, Mr. Speaker, would that give to a Mem! 
Wie wis ., acu tbe rigut to extend his remarks? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to obj 
I want to inquire if it is the purpose of the gentleman fi 
Texas to allow everybody to print remarks in the Recorp u; 
this proposition? 

Mr. MANN. That is the request. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. That is the request. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas objects. 

Mr. MANN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous cons 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the subject of the ru 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request, 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I make the sa 
request. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I make the same request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fost: 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Stantey], the gentlen 
from Kentucky [Mr. Suertey], the gentleman from Penns 
vania [Mr. O_mstep], the gentleman from North Carolina [M 
Pov], the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick] ask una! 
mous consent to extend their remarks in the Recorp. Is th: 
objection? 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all gentlemen who have spoken be permitted to extend thei: 
remarks in the Recorp for five legislative days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan! 
mous consent that all gentlemen who spoke on the question « 
the rules shall have five legislative days in which to print 
that subject. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Tex 
{Mr. Henry] will give me his attention a moment, it occurs | Bi 
me that there is no doubt but that a motion permitting gent 
men to print on this subject would be in order, and a majori 
could agree to give them the opportunity to print on the subje 3 
of the rules unless there is a demand for the regular orde e 
We have now got rules. Such a motion of course could be c 
off by a demand for the regular order. The regular order, « 
course, is to clear the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, in order to simplify the sit 
ation, I demand the regular order. 


MESSENGER TO SPEAKER’S TABLE, 


Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for t! 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to t! 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hiouse resolution 31. 


Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of t 
House, until otherwise provided for by law, compensation at the rate 
$1,200 for the services of a messenger to be appointed by the Speal 


| to serve at the Speaker's table, said office to be in lieu of the messe: 


at the Speaker's table at $1,200 per annum, office of the Doorke: - 
as now authorized. 


Resolved, That the Speaker shall control the appointment and r 
moval of the messenger at the Speaker's table, the salary of which 
provided for in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriati 
act, under the office of the Doorkeeper. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu 
tion. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the resolution provide that the 
Speaker shall have authority to appoint an official which t) 
law provides shall be appointed some other way? 

Mr. LLOYD. The sole purpose of this resolution is to autli 
ize the Speaker to appoint a messenger at his table. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have no objection 

Mr. LLOYD. Under existing law the messenger at tl 
Speaker’s table is appointed by the Doorkeeper. 

Mr. MANN. I suggest to the gentleman, after all, I did no! 
intend to say anything about it, it would be better to provid: 
privately that the Speaker direct the Doorkeeper to dischars« 
that clerk, because the law provides the Doorkeeper shall make 
that appointment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The appointment by the Speaker, until 
the law has been changed, will not give the person designated 
the salary, which is the important thing. 

Mr. LLOYD. This provides that the salary which is now 
allowed to a messenger at the Speaker’s table under existing 
law shall be given to him when appointed by the Speaker. 








a 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman can not do that by reso- | Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman ask unanimous con- 


lution of the House; provide that what the law provides shall 
be paid to a person designated in one way shall be paid to a 
person designated in another way. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
matter, it occurs to me, if the resolution provides that until 
further provided for the messenger who shall be appointed by 
the Speaker shall be paid out of the contingent fund. I think 
it will meet all requirements of the law, because under the 
precedents, under rulings of the Comptroller of the Treasury 
time and time again, it has been held that the House has abso- 
lute control over its contingent fund, and if this resolution pro- 
vides for the payment of a messenger to the Speaker's table, to 


be paid out of the contingent fund until provided for by law, | 


and the Doorkeeper does not appoint some one to take the place 


Mr. Speaker, there is no trouble about the | 


of the man whem the Doorkeeper is authorized to reappoint, | 


there will be no one to draw the salary, and it will lapse into 
the Treasury, so that while you can not change the law by a 
resolution you can provide for the paymeut of money out of 
the contingent fund for any purpose that the House sees fit 
to pay. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
resolution be reported again. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the resolution. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I wish the resolution to be read 
in the form in which I have just modified it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the modified resolution. 

Mr. MANN. The other resolution is before the House. Un- 
less the gentleman withdraws it 

Mr. LLOYD. I wish to withdraw the other resolution, and 
I offer the modified one. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the modified resolu- 
tion. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House, until otherwise provided for by law, compensation at the rate 
of $1,200 per annum for the services of a messenger to be appointed by 
the Speaker to serve at the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 





i 


The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
j 


JOHN T. CHANCEY. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolution, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That John T. Chancey be continued in the service of the 
House of Representatives in his present position during the Sixty-second 
Congress at his present compensation. 

[ Applause. ] 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the resolution re- 
ported again. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, that position is already pro- 
vided for under the law. The resolution is not necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the resolution. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. BARTLETT rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Datzetx] yield to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have no desire, and do not intend, to 
oppose the proposition to continue this man, whom I know; but 
if the gentleman will examine the legislative bill he will find 
that this employee is carried on the rolls of the House until 
1912 at his present salary, and this resolution might be a recog- 
nition of some authority somewhere to remove. He is an employee 


| resolution does not provide that the journal clerk shal! be 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for | 


| Indian wars; 


of the House, originally specified in a resolution, and bas been | 


continued for a great many years under the original resolution 
and carried in every appropriation bill since. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, if it is unnecessary, of course 
I do not care to press it. I withdraw the resolution. 


JOURNAL CLERK. 


Mr. LLOYD. 


present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 


House, until otherwise oe for by law, compensation at the rate of 
$4,000 per annum for the services of a journal clerk. 
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| collectors of internal revenue; to the Committee 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the | 


sent for that? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 
tion of a journal clerk. 

Mr. LLOYD. The law provides for the payment of a journal 
clerk, but the law also provides that the journal clerk shall be 
appointed by the Clerk, and the purpose of this resolution is to 
authorize the Speaker to appoint the journal clerk 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The resolution does not 
whom the clerk shall be appointed at all. 

Mr. LLOYD. This resolution provides that the Speaker shall 
appoint the journal clerk. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I suggest that it go over. 
made for it by law. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Lioyp] to the fact that this 


The law does provide for the compensa- 


provide by 


Provision is 


[)- 
pointed by the Speaker. 


Mr. MANN. Let it go over, and take time to consic ; 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, for the present I withdraw the 
resolution. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. LoupDENSLAGER, by unanimous consent, was granted 
of absence indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


} 
enve 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Thursday, April 
1911, at 12 o’clock m. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
17 
G, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examina- 
tion of Newport News Creek, Va. (H, Doc. No. 5); to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of exsmina 
tion of Dabob Bay, Wash. (H. Doc. No. 4) ; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

$y Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 1610) to extend to 
the veterans of the several Seminole Indian wars and to the 
widows of veterans of the several Seminole Indian wars the 
benefits of the act of Congress of February 6, 1907 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 1611) to prohibit the receipt of mon: 
payment of special taxes as dealers in intoxicating liquor 
internal-revenue officials of the United States, except in cert 
cases, and to provide punishments for its violation; to the © 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1612) granting pensions to the soldiers of 
the different Seminole Indian wars and their widows; 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1613) to extend the provisions of 
ing bounty-land laws to the officers and enlisted men 
officers and men of the boat companies of the Florida Sen 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1614) to prescribe the terms of office «of 


- to the ¢ 


the 


diciary. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1615) for the relief of the 
Florida; to the Committee on War Claims 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1616) to provide for the erection of a 
treasury building and the establishment of a 
Jacksonville, in the State of Florida: to the 


subtreas 


Committers 


| Public Buildings and Grounds. 


$y Mr. EDWARDS: A Dill (H. R. 1617) to provide for a 
trial by jury of persons charged with contempt of court 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PATTEN of New York: A bill (HL. R. 1618) amendir 
paragraph 6 of the act relating to the Metropolitan 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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Also, a bill (AH. R. 1619) for the relief of certain retired 
oflicers of the Navy and Marine Corps; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

ty Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 1620) to prevent the nullification 
of State antigambling laws by international or interstate trans- 
mission of race-gambling bets or of racing odds; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 1621) for the refunding 
of the cotton tax; to the Committee on War Claims. 

ty Mr. PALMER (by request): A bill (H. R. 1622) granting 
pensions to soldiers who served 90 or more days in the Philip- 
pines and were honorably discharged for disability; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A Dill 
University of the United 
cation. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (BH. R. 1624) to erect a monument 
to the memory of John Summerfield Staples at Stroudsburg, 
Pa.; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1625) providing for the purchase of an 
oil painting entitled “The death of Brevet Lieutenant-Colonel 
Alonzo H. Cushing; ” to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1626) to amend sections 5136 and 5137 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, known as the “na- 
tional-bank act: ” to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 1627) to repeal the 
duty on lumber; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill CH. R. 1628) authorizing an in- 
crease in expenditure for the purchase of a post-office site at 
Fordyce, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1629) making it unlawful to falsify any 
memorandum, enumeration, report, or tabulation relating to 
the census; to the Committee on the Census. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1630) authorizing the Independent Order 
of B'nai B'rith of the United States to occupy and construct 
buildings for the use of the organization on lots Nos. 3 and 4, 
block No, 114, in the city of Hot Springs, Ark.; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1631) to prohibit interference with com- 
merce among the. States and Territories and with foreign na- 
tions, and to remove obstructions thereto, and to prohibit the 
transmission of certain messages by telegraph, telephone, cable, 
or other means of communication between States and Terri- 
tories and foreign nations; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1632) providing for the enlargement, im- 
provement, and repair of the Army and Navy Hospital at Hot 
Springs, Ark.; to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16383) to authorize and provide for the 
investigation and survey of swamp, wet, and overflowed lands 
in the Mississippi Valley susceptible of drainage, and to devise 
plans and systems therefor; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

\lso, a bill CH. R. 1634) authorizing the construction of a 
post-office building at Stuttgart, Ark.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (BH. R. 1635) for the construction of 
1 memorial and mortuary chapel in the Arlington National Cem- 
etery ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 16386) for the erection 
of a monument to the memory of Brig. Gen. Nathaniel Lyon at 
St. Louis, Mo.; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 1637) authorizing an appropriation for the 
Interparliamentary Union for International Arbitration: to | 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1688) providing for the protection of the 
interests of the United States in lands and waters comprising 
any part of the Anacostia River, or Eastern Branch, and lands 
adjacent thereto, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1639) directing the Secretary of War to 
convey the outstanding legal title of the United States to sub- 
lots 31, 32, and 33 of original lot 3, square No. 80, in the city | 
of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on the District of Co- | 

| 
1 


(H. R. 
States; 


1623) to establish the 
to the Committee on Edu- 











tumbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1640) to convey the outstanding legal 
title of the United States to lots 3 and 4, square 103; to the | 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 1641) author- 
izing the Connecticut River Co. to construct a dam or dams 
across the Cennecticut River above the village of Windsor Locks, | 
in the State of Connecticut; to the Committee on Interstate and | 
Foreign Commerce. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1648) to give religious and charitable pub 
lications the benefit of the second-class postage rates; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1644) granting the public lands belonging 
to the United States and situated in the State of Missouri to 
the State of Missouri for the use and benefit of the common 
schools of that State; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1645) to extend the provisions of the pen- 
sion acts of June 27, 1890, and of February 6, 1907, respectively, 
to all State militia and other organizations that were organized 
for the defense of the Union and cooperated with the military 
or naval forces of the United States in the Civil War; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1646) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries 


| of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved August 


5, 1909; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

ty Mr. MOORE of Texas: A bill (H. R. 1647) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to increase the limit of cost of certain 
public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public 
buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of publi 
buildings, and for other purposes”; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1648) for the erection of a Federal build- 
ing for the post office at Navasota, Tex.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1649) to provide for a public building at 
Huntsville, Tex.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1650) to provide for the selection of a site 
for the establishment of a navy yard, dry dock, and naval 
training station on or near Morgans Point, in San Jacinto Bay, 
in the State of Texas; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1651) to establish a subtreasury at Hous- 
ton, Tex.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 1652) supple- 
mentary to and amendatory of the act entitled “An act for the 
division of the lands and funds of the Osage Nation of Indians 
in Oklahoma,” approved June 28, 1906, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRISON of New York: A bill (H. R. 1653) mak- 
ing the 12th day of October in each year a legal holiday; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1654) to amend the law of patent designs; 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1655) to acquire the manuscript of Charles 
Chaillé Long, containing an account of the unveiling of the 
McCleltan statue; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 1656) providing for the ex- 
tension of the provisions of the pension act of June 27, 1890, to 
the Seventy-second Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1657) to amend an act to authorize the 


| employment of volunteers to aid in enforcing the laws and pro- 
| tecting public property, approved March 3, 18683; 
| mittee on War Claims. 


to the Com 


o7 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1658) to amend the act of June 27, 1890, 
as amended by the act of May 9, 1900; to the Committee on In- 


| valid Pensions. 


*» 
» 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1659) to amend sections 2 and 3 of the 
act of June 27, 1890, in relation to pensions, etc.; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1660) establishing the Wilson Creek 
tional Military Park; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1661) providing for an amendment to sec- 
tion governing the compensation of registers and receivers of 
United States land offices; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1662) to amend chapter 90, Twenty-fourth 
Statutes at Large, page 373, approved February 3, 1887, and 
fixing term of office of electors of President and Vice Presi 
dent of the United States; to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 1663) to correct the military 
record and provide for the granting of pensions to survivors 
of certain battalions of Kentucky Militia; to thé Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (EL R. 1664) to regulate the sale of unstemmed 
leaf tobacco in the hand; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1665) for the benefit of railway postal 


Na- 


By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 1642) establishing a stand- | clerks; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


ard gauge for sheet and plate iron and steel; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, a bill (H. RB. 1666) establishing the Mammoth Cave 
National Park; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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| 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1667) granting pensions to certain enlisted 


men, soldiers and officers, who served in the Civil War and the 
War with Mexico; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 1668) to promote the safety of 
employees and travelers upon railreads by requiring the use 
of the block system by common carriers engaged in interstate 
commerce, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 1669) to create in the War 
and Navy Departments a roll to be known as the volunteer 
retired list, to authorize placing thereon with retired pay certain 
surviving officers of the United States Volunteer Army, Navy, 
and Marine Corps of the Civil War, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORNES: A bill (H. R. 1670) to amend section 657 
of the Code of Laws for the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1671) to provide a suitable memorial to 
the memory of the North American Indian; to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 1672) to construct a Lincoln 
memorial highway from the White House, Washington, D. C., 
to the battle field of Gettysburg, in the State of Pennsylvania; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 1673) requir- 
ing the Washington, Spa Springs & Gretta Railroad Co. and the 
Washington Railway & Electric Co. to issue free transfers for 
passengers using their lines; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. BOEHNE: A bill (H. R. 1674) to provide for en- 
larging and improving the United States building at Evans- 
ville, Ind.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1675) for the construction of a lock and 
dam in the Ohio River below mouth of Wabash River; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1676) to establish a fish-cultural station 
in the State of Indiana; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LATTA: A bill (H. R. 1677) for the restoration of 
annuities to the Medawakanton and Wahpakoota (Santee) 
Sioux Indians, declared forfeited by the act of February 16, 
1863; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 1678) providing for taxation 
of and fixing the rate of taxation on inheritances, devises, be- 
quests, legacies, and gifts in the District of Columbia, and pro- 
viding for the manner of payment as well as the manner of 
enforcing payment thereof; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. PRAY: A bill (H. R. 1679) to accept the cession by 
the State of Montana of exclusive jurisdiction over the lands 
embraced within the Glacier National Park, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 1680) to enable the city of 
Phoenix, in Maricopa County, Ariz., to apply a portion of the 
proceeds derived from the sale of its sewer bonds to the pur- 
chase of the sewer system of the Phoenix Sewer & Drainage 
Co., in said city; to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 1681) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act granting to certain employees of the United 
States the right to receive from it compensation for injuries 
sustained in the course of their employment,” approved May 
30, 1908; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 1682) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to construct bridges across the San 
Carlos and Gila Rivers on the White Mountain or San Carlos 
Indian Reservation, in the Territory of Arizona, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1683) to enable the city of Phoenix, in 
Maricopa County, Ariz., to issue its bonds for the purpose of 
constructing buildings for the housing of its fire department, 
equipping its fire department, and constructing and installing a 
fire-alarm system in said city; to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1684) to authorize and empower the town 
of Glendale, Maricopa County, Ariz., to issue its bonds in the 
sum of $10,000, for the purpose of providing $8,000 for the im- 
provement of its streets and $2,000 for the purchase of an 
apparatus for extinguishing fires; to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1685) to establish a fish-culture station in 
the Territory of Arizona; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1686) to enable the town of Tempe, in 
the County of Maricopa, Territary of Arizona, to issue its 
municipal bonds for the purpose of acquiring an electric-light 
and power plant for the use of the inhabitants of said town; 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1687) to enable the board of supervisors 
of the county of Mohave, in the Territory of Arizona, to issue 
the bonds of said county in the sum of $60,000 to construct and 
furnish a courthouse and to grade and improve the courthouse 
grounds; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1688) to enable the town of Tempe, in the 
County of Maricopa, Territory of Arizona, to issue its munici- 
pal bonds for the purpose of erecting a city hall for the use of 
the inhabitants of said town; to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 1689) providing for the sinking of experi- 
mental artesian wells in the Territory of Arizona; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill CH. R. 1690) to provide 
pensions for prisoners of war; to the Committee on Invalid 
L’ensions, 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 1691) to revive and 
amend an act to provide for the collection of abandoned prop 
erty and the prevention of fraud in insurrectionary districts 
within the United States and acts amendatory thereof; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 1692) in amendment of the 
act of June 25, 1910, providing for publicity of contributions 
made for the purpose of influencing elections at which Repre- 
sentatives in Congress are elected; to the Committee on Election 
of President, Vice President, and Representatives in Congress 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 1693) to establish a fish- 
cultural station near Walterboro, Colleton County, in the State 
of South Carolina; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 1694) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to furnish one condemned cannon to the 
Appleton City Academy, Appleton City, Mo.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 1695) to amend an act 
entitled “An act granting to certain employees of the United 
States the right to receive from it compensation for injuries 
sustained in the course of their employment,’ approved May 
30, 1908; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 1696) to decrease the expense and 
increase the efficiency of the staff service of the Army; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 1697) to regulate the selec 
tion of lieu lands by railroads in the State of Oregon; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 1698) to amend section 6 of an act en- 
titled “An act to regulate commerce,’ approved February 4, 
ISS7, and acts amendatory thereof; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1699) providing that certain soldiers and 
sailors who served in the United States Army and Navy or 
Marine Corps during the Civil War, the War with Spain, or 
the Philippine insurrection for 90 days shall have a preference 
right in making entry on the public lands of the United States 
hereafter opened to settlement; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1700) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a building thereon at Oregon City, in 
the State of Oregon; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1701) to authorize the establishment of a 
life-saving station at the mouth of the Siuslaw River, Oreg.; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1702) providing for the manner of making 
payment for water rights under the reclamation act of Ju: 
1902; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1703) to provide pensions for the offic 
‘and soldiers of the Indians wars of the United States whi 
occurred prior to the year 1880; to the Committee on Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1704) to further amend section 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Commi 
the Public Lands, 


‘ \7, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1705) to provide for reserving froim t! 
public lands in the State of Oregon as a public park for the 
benefit of the people of the United States, and for the protection 
and preservation of the game, fish, timber, and al! other natural 
objects therein a tract of land herein described, etc; to the 


| Committee on the Public Lands. 
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By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 1706) to improve the navi- 
gation in the Connecticut River between Hartford and Holyoke; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 1707) for an investigation 
by the Geological Survey of the water resources of the Red 
River Basin; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 1708) directing the Office of Public Roads 
of the Agriculture Department to advise and cooperate with 
State and local authorities as to the best methods of maintain- 
ing roads used as rural routes in passable condition, and to in- 
spect and report the condition of said reads with recommenda- 
tions to the Post Office Department whenever requested by it 
to do so; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1709) for the establishment of a fish hatch- 
ery in the State of Texas; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 1710) to prevent the use 
of coupons and other devices; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1711) providing for the construction of a 
dredge boat to be used upon the Ohio River; to the Committee 
ou Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1712) authorizing a survey of Tradewater 
River, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1713) for dredging and removing sand 
bars in Ohio River. near Hawesville and Uniontown, Ky., and 
near the mouth of Green River; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1714) authorizing a survey of Pond River, 
Ky., and for other purposes; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1715) for the construction of a lock and 
dam in the Ohio River below the mouth of Green River; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1716) for the erection of a cold-storage 
warehouse in Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1717) requiring a more complete record 
of all unmanufactured tobaccos; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1718) providing for the sale of the old 
Federal building and site at Owensboro, Ky.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1719) for the relief of the drafted men of | 


Henderson County, Ky., and other counties of Kentucky ; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1720) relating to punishment for contempt | 


in Federal courts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1721) for the relief of farmers and tobacco 
growers; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Aliso, a bill (H. R. 1732) to prevent the use of coupons and 
other devices; te the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1733) placing licorice and licorice paste, 
ete., on the free list;.to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

ty Mr. EDWARDS: A* bill (H. R. 1734) to locate a sub- 
treasury at Savannah, Ga.; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

$y Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 1735) in amendment of section 
2 of an act entitled “ An act to increase the pensions of widows, 
minor children, etc., of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late 
Civil War, the War with Mexico, the various Indian wars, etc., 
and to grant a pension to certain widows of the deceased sol- 
diers and sailors of the late Civil War”; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 1736) granting pensions to certain enlisted 
men, soldiers and officers, who served in the Civil War and the 
War with Mexico; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 1737) to amend 
section 1 of an act approved January 30, 1897, entitled “An act 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors to Indians, providing 
penalties therefor, and for other purposes”; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LENROOT: A bill (H. R. 1738) to create a Tariff 
Commission and defining its powers and duties; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 1739) to amend section 
4875 of the Revised Statutes, to provide a compensation for 
superintendents of national cemeteries; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 1740) to grant to soldiers 
pensioned on aceount of wounds received in battle the same 
‘ate of pension to which they would be entitled on account of 
old age under the act of February 6, 1907; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1741) to prevent the manufacture or use 
of dishonest or fraudulent weighing or measuring appliances in 
commercial transactions; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1742) to amend sections 3536 and 3548 of 
the Revised Statutes in regard to the standard weight of coins; 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

sy Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 1743) to create a Tariff Board; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 1744) to change 
the date of the regular annual session of Congress to March 
4 or 5, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1745) to amend the revenue laws so as to 


| provide for furnishing certified copies of certain records to offi- 
| cers and other persons; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1722) relating to punishment for contempt | 


in Federal courts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1723) to admit free of duty certain articles 
inanufactured in the United States of America; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1724) to admit free of duty certain articles 
manufactured in the United States of America; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1725) for the erection of a public building 
at Hopkinsville, Ky.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1726) for the relief of farmers, merchants, 
and other dealers in leaf tobacco; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1727) to enable the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to conduct experiments and determine the practicability 
of making paper materia! out of cornstalks, and to erect build- 
ings and purchase apparatus therefor; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 1728) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- 
cultural station in Christian County, in southwestern Ken- 
tucky; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1729) to prohibit persons engaged in the 
manufacture and sale of railroad cars, locomotives, railroad 
ratls, and structural steel, or in the mining and sale of coal 
from becoming directors or other officers or employees of rail- 
roads engaged in interstate commerce; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 1730) for the erection of a public building 
at Madisonville, Ky.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1731) for the relief of tobacco growers; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


sy Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 1746) amending section 2 of 
the act of Congress approved August 5, 1909, entitled “‘An act to 
provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries 
of the United States, and for other purposes; ” to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAYS: A bill (H. R. 1747) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at the city of Marianna, in the State 
of Florida; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 1748) for the relief of 
the Miami Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 1749) directing 
the Secretary of War to ascertain the amount of money ex- 
pended by the State of Texas between January 1, 1866, and 
December 31, 1876, inclusive, and report the same to Congress 
for its consideration; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1750) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from 
Indian aGepredations,” approved March 3, 1891; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 1751) to make October 12 
of each and every year a public holiday in the District of Co- 
lumbia, to be known as “Columbus Day”; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1752) for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Taylorville, in the State of Illinois, and appro- 
priating money therefor; to the Committee on Public Build- 

cs and Grounds. % 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1753) amending section 3 of an act en- 
titled “An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are 
incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and pro- 
viding for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent 
parents,” approved June 27, 1890; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: Resolution (H. Res. 25) calling on 
the President of the United States for a statement of Philip- 
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pine expenses; to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Also, a bill (H. R. 1758) granting an increa 
Department. \ndrew M. York: to the Committee on Invalid 
By Mr. SHEPPARD: Resolution (H. Res. 26) for facilitating Also, a bill (H. R. 1759) granting an increa 
the distribution of public documents; to the Committee on | Reuben S. Weldon: te the Committee on Invalid Px 
Printing. Ai a bill (HH. R. 1760) granting an mcrease o 
3y Mr. STANLEY: Resolution (H. Res. 27) requesting the | D | yood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 
President, if not incompatible with the public interest, to fur- A a bill ¢(H. R. 1761) granting an increas f 
nish the House with certain information; to the Committee on § J ro nt; @ ¢ niit m Invalid I 3 
the Judiciary. Liso, a bill (H.R i62) an mere 
Also, resolution (H. Res. 2S) requesting the President, if not | Ja aylor; to the Comm : Invalid P 
incompatible with the public interest, to furnish the House Also, a bill (HL I iG3 ' t 
with certain information; to the Committee on the Judiciary. Jol ay the Cor itt 
Also, resolution (H. Res. 29) to investigate violations of the Also, a bill (H. R. 1764) 2 i 
antitrust act of 1890; to the Committee on Rules. John B. Thompsen; to the Committ i 
By Mr. BERGER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 29) relative Also, a bill ¢H. R. 1765) grantins 
to the Mexican situation; to the Committee on Military Affairs. | Ed Sharp; to the Committee on In aP 
By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 30) in \iso, a bill (H. R. 1766) granting of | 
reference to the employment of enlisted men in competition ©. A. Stine; to the Committee on Invali 
; with loeal civilians; to the Committee on Labor. \iso, a bill (CH. R. 1767) grantimg an incr ' 
: By Mr. HARRISON of New York: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. *% iW.S dan; to the Committee on In 
eB 31) concerning the manuscript prepared by Charles Chaillé Long, viso, a bill (H. R. 1768) granting an incr 

containing an account of the proceedings at the unveiling of th« Tames D. Ramey; to the Committee on Invalid | 

statue of the late Maj. Gen. George B. McClellan; to the Com- \!lso, a bill (H. R. 1769) granting an incre 

mittee on the Library. George Russell: to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

By Mr. GRIEST: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 32) directing \iso, a bill (H. R. 1770) granting an re t | 
the Commission on Universal Peace to repert upon a plan fer Oscar M. Pe to the Committee on Invalid Pensior 
commemorating the one hundredth anniversary of the signing Also, a bill (H. R. 1771) granting an increase of pen 
of the treaty of Ghent; to the Committee on Fereign Affairs. Andrew J. Norris: to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 33) creating a commission Alse, a bill (H. R. 1772) granting an increase of pensi to 

‘ to consider and report upon a plan for the promotion of uni- Elbert Nugent; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
Es versal peace among nations by commemorating the one hun- Also, a bill (HL. R. 1773) granting an iner of pension to 
% dredth anniversity of fhe signing of the treaty of Ghent; to | John T. Norris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
7 the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Also, a bill (H. R. 1774) granting an incrense of pension to 
4 3y Mr. BOEHNE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 34) author- | Andrew Kepler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
izing the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army to pre- Also, a bill (H. R. 1775) granting an increase of pension to 
pare plans and specifications for docks in certain cases; to the James A. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5 Committee on Rivers and Harbors. Also, a bill (H. R. 1776) granting an increase of pension to 
By Mr. TRIBBLE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 35) propos- | William E. Lawrence; to the Conmmittee on Invalid Pensions. 
= ing an amendment to the Constitution providing that Senators Also, a bill (H. R. 1777) granting an Increase of pension to 

Ba shall be elected by the people of the several States; to the Joseph Dixon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
: Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Rep- Also, a bill (H. R. 1778) granting an increase of pension to 
resentatives in Congress. James Dodson; Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 36) propos-| Alse, a bill (H. R. 1779) granting an increase of pension to 
ing an amendment to the Constitution providing that Senators | Andrew J. Davison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
shall be elected by the people of the several States; to the Also, a bill (H. R. 1780) granting an mecrease of pension to 
Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Repre- | R. R. Dill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
sentatives in Congress. Also, a bill (H. R. 1781) granting an increase of pensi to 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 37) re- | William P. Camp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
questing the President of the United States to renew negotia- Also, a bill (H. R. 1782) granting an increase of pension to 
tions with the Government of Russia to secure for American | Michael Coplinger; te the Commitiee on Inyalid Pension 
nissionaries in Russia the same rights enjoyed by Russian Also, a bill (H. R. 1783) granting an incrense of pension to 
missionaries in the United States: to the Committee on Foreign Jonathan C. Crane; to the Commitice on Invalid Pensior 
Affairs. Also, a bill (H. R. 1754) granting an erease of yp " 

ty Mr. FITZGERALD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 38) to | Moses Callison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
grant authority to the American Red Cross to erect temporary Also, a bill (H. R. 1785) granting an increase of pension to 
structures in Potomac Park, Washington, D. C.; to the Com- | Henry Bedwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
mittee om Appropriations. Also, a bill (H. R. 1786) granting an inerease of px 

By Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. | John H. Bull; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
39) proposing an amendment to the Constitution providing that Also, a bill (H. R. 1787) granting an increase of pensic 
Senators shall be elected by the people of the several States; Louis FE. Allen: to the Committee on Invalid lensions 
to the Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Also, a bill (H. R. 1788) granting an increas ! 
Representatives in Congress. Mahlon N. Boardman; to the Committee on invalid 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Memorial of the Legislature of Ohio, Also, a bill (H. R. 1789) granting an merease of jx 
asking Congress to make provision for the calling of a con- Thomas H. Wilkerson; to the Committee on Invalid P 
stitutional convention to amend the Constitution to prohibit Also, a bill (H. R. 1790) granting an increase of 
polygamy; to the Committee on the Judiciary. W. M. Jolly; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

jy Mr. ANSBERRY: Memorial of the Legislature of Ohio, Also, a bill (H. R. 1791) granting an increase of 
‘oncerning the law against polygamy ; to the Committee on James C. Haden: to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 
the Judiciary. Also, a bill (H. R. 1792) granting an increase of px 

_ Logan Hughes: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. Also, a bill (H. R. 1798) granting an increase of per 


John W. Johnson: to the Committee on Invalid Pension 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions Also, a bill (H. R. 1794) granting an increase of pension to 


were introduced and severally referred as follows: 


ie : James Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

By Mr. EDWARDS (by request): A bill (H. R. 1754) for Also, a bill (H. R. 1795) granting an increase of pensi 
the relief of the Georgia Railroad & Banking Co.; to the Com-! Solon B. Hale: te the Committee on Invalid Pensio 
mittee on Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 1796) granting an increase of pen 


Also, a bili (HH. R. 1755) for the relief of the legal representa- William B. Gis 
tive of James Doyle; to the Committee on War Claims. Also. a bill (H. BR. 1797) granting an ine ! 
By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 1756) granting an increase’ J. ID. Ginger: to the Committee on Invalid ! s 
of pension to Thomas Young; to the Committee on Invalid Also, a bill (HL. R 


- to the Committee on Invalid P 


Pensions ‘ . ne \. 1798) granting an i f nsion to 
: Rtn E. FE. Garner; to the Committee on Invalid | 
Also, a bill (FE. R. 1757) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 1799) granting an inet pension to 
Anderson Weese: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Slisha Enox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 
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Also, a bill (FH. R. 
Franklin Blackledge 
Also, a bill (H. R. 
James A. Ellison; 
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1800) granting an increase of pension to 
; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1801) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1802) granting a pension to Tazwell T. 
Ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bil! (H. R. 1803) granting a pension to B. F. Warner; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1804) granting a pension to Mary Welr- 
mann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1805) granting a pension to W. 
taker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1806) granting a pension to James M. 
Wilkerson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1807) granting a pension to Fred Wake- 
field; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 1808) granting a pension to Levi Taylor; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bil! (H. R. 1809) granting a pension to Mary M. 
Varble; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1810) granting a pension to Malissa R. 
Vaughn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1811) granting a pension to Marion Yest; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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VAL RECORD—IHOUSE. 











Also, a bill (H. R. 1812) granting a pension to W. I. Sharp; | 


to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1813) granting a pension to Amanda Sex- | 


ton; to the Committee on Pensions. 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Aliso, a bill (H. R. 1815) granting a pension to Jesse G. | 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1816) granting a pension to Paris G. | 


Strickland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1817) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry G. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1818) granting a pension to John Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1819) granting a pension to James W. 
Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1820) granting a pension to N 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1821) granting a pension to Mary 


varcissa E. 


A. Run- 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1842) granting a pension to Ella Mansell; 


| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 18483) granting a pension to Conrad F, 
Korthanke; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1844) granting a pension to Jefferson 
Knaus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1845) granting a pension to Vina Linden- 
bower; to the Committee on Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1846) granting a pension to Joseph T, 
Kerby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1847) granting a pension to Helena Koes- 
ter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1848) granting a pension to Louis Legune; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 1849) granting a pension to A. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1850) granting a pension to James J. 
Davison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 1851) granting an increase of pension to 
| Richard L. Drumwright: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1852) granting a pension to George W. 
Drake; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1853) granting a pension to J. G. Dollison ; 


N. Day; 


| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1854) granting a pension to Solomon Coan ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1855) granting a pension to James T. Cal- 


| vin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1814) granting a pension to Dora Snyder; | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1856) granting a pension to George W. 
Chapman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1857) granting a pension to John I. Chap- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1858) granting a pension to Tim Clifford; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1859) granting a pension to Joseph Caton; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1860) granting a pension to John B 
Clements; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1861) granting a pension to Samuel M 
Coleman: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1862) granting a pension to John R. Cropp; 


| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H.-R. 1863) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 


yan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, } Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1822) granting a pension to Thomas F.| Aiso, a bill (H. R. 1864) granting a pension to Edwin W. 
Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Bretz: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1823) granting a pension to Joseph L.| Also, a bill (H. R. 1865) granting a pension to George T 
Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Beal: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1824) granting a pension to I. T. Robin- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1825) granting a pension to Nicholas 
Potter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1826) granting a pension to Sophrona 
Pursley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1827) granting a pension to Sarah F. 
Preston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1828) granting a pension to Thomas 
Payne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1829) granting a pension to Kezi ah | 
Phiegly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Aiso, a bill (H. R. 1830) granting a pension to Solomon | 


Perkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1831) granting a pension to William F-. | 


Neet; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 1882) granting a pension to A. A. McAlis- 
ter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1833) granting a pension to James G 
Munday; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1834) granting a pension to O. A. Martin; 


‘to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1835) granting a pension to James McCabe: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1836) granting a pension to Glenn A. 
Means; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1837) granting a pension to Thomas B. | 


Maberry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1858) granting a pension to Lucy F. Mel- 
ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1839) granting a pension to Samuel Moser; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 
Meyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1841) granting a pension to Fay Milligan; 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


a bill (H. R. 1840) granting a pension to Henry B. 


| Also, a bill (H. R. 1866) granting a pension to Mary Brady; 
| to the Conimittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1867) granting a pension to Thomas B. 
Maberry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1868) granting a pension to William 8. 
Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1869) granting a pension to M. C. Bixby; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1870) granting a pension to J. P. 


Akin; 





to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1871) granting a pension to Samuel 
| Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1872) granting a pension to James M. 
Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1878) granting a pension to William 
| David Allee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1874) granting a pension to Lemuel Aus- 

tin: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


.| Also, a bill (H. R. 1875) granting a pension to Harriet L. 


Gist; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1876) granting a _ pension 
Holmes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1877) granting a pension to Oliver P. Jack- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1878) granting a pension to James G. 
Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1879) granting a pension to Rhoda A. 
Jones: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1880) granting a pension to Robert 8. 
| Hoge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1881) granting a pension to Ozias Haw- 
kins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1882) granting a pension to Leonidas H. 
Hightshoe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1883) granting a pension to Julia E. John- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 


to James 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1884) granting a pension to Louisa K. Also, a bill (H. R. 1925) granting an increase of pe to 
Holbert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Joseph E. Cox: to the Committee on Invalid | 3. Fi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1885) granting a pension to Easter Hen- \lso, a bill (H. R. 1926) granting an pe 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Mionroe Abbott: to the Committee on Invalid ! 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1886) granting a pension to Ira Gill; to \Iso, a bill (CH. R. 1927) granting an ease of ) 
the Cominittee on Invalid Pensions. George F. Blood: to the Co ee on Invalid I ns 
Also, a bili (H. R. 1887) granting a pension to James Gladish ; Iso, a l (H. R. 1928 in z al wreas i 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. James Baragar: to the Con m= 1 di 
Also, a bill (TI. R. 1888) granting a pension to Mordecai Also, a bill (H. R. 1929) er: re of pens ) 
Gladish; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Joseph Campbell; to the Committee on I 1 lid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1889) granting a pension to J. J. Gilli- \lso, a bill (HE. R. 1980) gra g an of pe 
land; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Lieuary Flatter: to the Cenmnittec « ~ 
Aiso, a bill (H. R. 1890) granting a pension to Napoleon B. iso, a bili (IL R. 1951) gr ga ) 
Goodknight; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Faxon Hayford: to the C miitte mI 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1891) granting a pension to R.*C. Gos- Also, a bill (HL. R. 1952) gran ‘ » to 
well; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Jokn B. Shafer; to the Committee on Iny bs 3 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1892) granting a peusion to Jane D. Goss; (Also, a bill (H. RR. 1933) granting : ei , C 
to the Cemmittee on Invalid Pensions. Rviand; to the Committee « Invalid Pens , 
Also, a bill CH. R. 1895) granting a pension to John Gerdts; Also, a bill (H. R. 1984) granting a pens i L.. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. liobertson; to the ¢ tee Pet ‘ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1894) granting a pension to Mary A. Gur Iso, a bill (H. R. 1935) grantin a 1M u 
ley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Shihley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi ns 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1895) granting a pension to Eliza Faries; Also, a bill (EL R. 1986) granting f i 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Mct'arthy: to the Committee on Invalid Penst 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1896) granting a pension to R. H. Farrow; Also, a bill CH. R. 1987) granting a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1897) granting a pension to William Eng- Also, a bill (H. R. 1988S) granting a pensi: } 
land; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Davis; to the Committee on Pensions. 
2 Also, a bill (H. R. 1898) granting a pension to Mary Esser; Also, a bill (H. I. 1989) granting a pension M ( 
3 to the Committee on Pensions. to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1899) for the relief of John Thomas; to the, “#80, a bill (H. R. 1940) granting a | 
Committee on War Claims. Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1900) for the relief of Dennis Sullivan; to| 4!80, a bill (H. BR. 1941) granting a pens 
the Committee on War Claims. ander; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1901) for the relief of Omar A. Du Esler; \iso, a bill (H. R. 1942) granting a pensi »W mS. 
y to the Committee on Claims. Curtis; to the Committee on Pensions 
{ Also, a bill (H. R. 1902) for the relief of Louis Dunham; to | ,.*/50 @ Dil CH. Bt. 1945) grauting a pension to Charles W 
in the Committee on Military Affairs. Se neers ne) 
R Also, a bill (H. R. 1903) for the relief of Josiah Baugher; to |, spo" DUE UH. BR. tod!) for the relief of the State of Oregor 
ii the Committee on Military Affairs to the <emuamiites om Cialaes, 
fs Also, a bill (H. R. 1904) for the relief of Henry Stufflebam; — . = nap iy lla ste Reagan tle 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. os es ae es yt ee oan ave 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1905) for the relief of Greene County, Mo.; ae 22 a (HH. BR baG) en a : 
to the Committee on War Claims. wer Ramee > = eS Military Adil 
Also, a bill (H. R, 1906) for the retief of Joseph W. Hawkins; | 1. ae ie on Ve one eee, Se cee eee Sena 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. hin ae ia. 2 Saker" taa tea maenaky ARSM 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1907) for the relief of the Presbyterian | pont Vae- te tho Cotten a Aint 
Church of Glasgow, Howard County, Mo.; to the Co ittee o1 sa ~ aay oe ee a ee oe 
. ; mmitt i hry > 1046 
War Claims. ee See ee eee ' 2 a -: Pngamiasl 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1908) restoring the name of Berry Weese _ at” bi HH R 1950) oa ; adie 1 7 et disch 
to the pension roll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. C ae pee Dal ; ff - te the Cor aaiting p> Mil ts a v 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1909) to correct the military record of Also. a Dil! (EL B. 1951) for the re S Seaaeil te 
Charles J. Lanning; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Hres of Sri po Ww Moss: t 3 t} d C ( 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1919) to correct the military record of "Pata 1; , (TH PP 197 ry f vets i} [ 
Rudolph Kraut; to the Committee on Military Affairs. o Inu Seon. dl ed. 1 ‘aan aa : 
5 | ( jO> Li i} ,» Geceased, ior it ¢ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1911) to correct the military record of tained in d predati ns of Ind oan Yio 4 
Bennett Lopp; to the Committee on Military Affairs. fea oie ST ie ae = 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1912) to correct the military record of ao 1 — eee ee 
Oliver T. Worman: to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; rT Cc 8 ( 
By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 1913) granting an increase | PODS" f° them a cit ea 
of pension to Mathew Maroney; to the Committee on Invalid ~ .,. 154 
Pensions. lh aa ie 
Cc) es Walters: to the Committ r fy id I’ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1914) granting an increase of pension to tIeo. a bill (FT. R. 1955) granting f 
Milton Lee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ter T. Adams: to the Cor st 1 
. - . . 2 i 4 4 ‘ i Ss 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1915) granting an increase of pension to Algo. a bill (H. TR. 1956) granting f 
tetsey A. Phelps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. we oO Mi a t . the Committ: 1 Invalid P 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1916) granting an increase of pension to Also 4 bi | (FE. R. 1957) er ne 
Alexander Ginty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Riel wt i ‘Eh - to the Comn on Invalid P 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1917) granting an inerease of pension to ae . pill H. R. 195 : 1? at r 
David A. MeKee; to the Committee on Pensions. Fd q Re ie a ( t } 71 | 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1918) granting an increase of pension to!) ~ 44, hill (H. R ) ! 
Merit D. Wilson: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. W +W04ia ws y seit nbe io <'bay Stes €% , he as 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1919) granting an inerease of pension to 4] hill (HT. R. 1960) ¢ ne an tne 
William Russell: to the Committee on Pensions. Avilla ‘Watl ins: to the Committee on Im ! 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1920) granting an inerease of pension to ria 1 bill (i R. 1961) granting an inere 
John H. Turpin, jr.: to the Committee on Pensions. Aon rT. Patrey: to the Committee on Iuvalia P 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1921) granting an increase of pension to! Also. a bil! (H. R. 1962) errmfing 
William N. Ruggles; to the Committee on Pensions. John Marley: to the Commit | 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1922) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 1963) era to 
George W. Hobbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. William Hill: to tl mmitt i " 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1923) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. RR. 1964) grantin re fy 0 
Andrew J. Haydon; to the Committee on Pensions. James P. Chaffee; to the Committee on I Pensi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1924) granting an increase of pension to Also. a bill (H. R. 1965) grant 
Robert H. Dollarhide; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ John H. Summers; to the Committ I I 
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By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 1966) granting an increase 
of pension to Maj. C. C. Pike; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1967) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Clifton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRAY: A bill (H. R. 1968) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Weller; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
BLOnS, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1969) granting a pension to Charles M. 
Walker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1970) for the relief of Thomas W. Wil- 
liams; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 1971) granting an increase of 
pension to William Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1972) granting an increase of pension to 
Hattie L. Benedict; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 1973) granting 
an increase of pension to Ann Elizabeth Kitchin; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1974) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

$y Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 1975) granting an increase of | 
pension to David Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1976) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Higgs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1977) granting an increase of pension to 
John \W. Priest; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1978) granting an increase of pension to 
William Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1979) granting an increase of pension to 
Rezin F. Mumma; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1980) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew K. Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1981) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward W. Larue; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1982) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Fisher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1983) granting an increase of pension to | 
Saniuel P. Hoeffer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1984) granting an increase of pension to 
Jefferson R. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1985) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson Pegg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1986) for the relief of William E. Mur- 
ray; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 1987) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry M. Rouse; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1988) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Slackford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1989) granting an increase of pension to 

Bateman Zoll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1990) granting an increase of pension to 
John Martin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 1991) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jacob A. Barr; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1992) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1993) granting an increase of pension to | 
Louis H. Paulick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1994) granting an increase of pension to 
George Brenizer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1995) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1996) granting an increase of pension io 
Reaser W. Eberhardt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 1997) granting an increase 
of pension to Martha J. Stout; to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1998) granting a pension to Emma Mc- 
Daniel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1999) granting a pension to Harry Har- 
well: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 2000) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Marion Finley; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 2001) for the relief of 
the J. Kennard & Sons’ Carpet Co., of St. Louis, Mo.; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOERHNE: A bill (H. R. 2002) granting an increase 
of pension to Willard D. Cook; to the Commitiee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2003) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry J. Klotz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (#2. ©. 2004) granting an increase of pension to 
G. W. Roberts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2005) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Painter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2006) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2007) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Schreiner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2008) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda McGillum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2009) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Westfall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Als@ a bill (H. R. 2010) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2011) granting an increase of pension to 
P. R. Baldridge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2012) granting an increase of pension to 
David T. Weir; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2013) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Snider; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2014) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Selby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2015) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth F. Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2016) granting an increase of pension to 
William Pirkle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2017) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F, Stewart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2018) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Noel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2019) granting an increase of pension to 
America Mears; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2020) granting an increase of pension to 
John ©. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2021) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph C. MeGarrah; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2022) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh J. Hales; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2023) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Ficklin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2024) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza J. Corn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2025) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard A. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2026) granting an increase of pension to 
Haydon Watson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2027) granting an increase of pension to 
M. M. Angleton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2028) granting an increase of pension to 
John Beiger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2029) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Carrol; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2030) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2081) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin A. Sutton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2082) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Thurman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2033) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2034) granting a pension to Mary Alex- 
ander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2035) for the relief of Abel J. Mosby; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2036) for the relief of Henry A. Polen; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2037) for the relief of the legal representa- 


| tives of L. H. Cook, deceased; to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2038) for the relief of William Niehaus; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2089) for the relief of Henry G. Roetzel 
and Paul Chipman; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2040) to correct and complete the military 
record of Anderson G. Pittman; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 2041) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas J. Turner; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2042) granting an increase of pension to 


| James C. Settle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Henry T. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2044) granting an increase of pension to 
« Cohn: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

_a bill (H. R. 2045) granting an increase of pension to 
Sumner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 2046) granting an increase of pension to 


J 
Als 


John L. 


A - 


James M. Steel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_a bill (H. R. 2047) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Williamson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


\iso, a bill CH. R. 2048) granting an increase of pension to 
m P. Crayne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2049) granting a pension to C. E. Burkitt; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 2050) granting a pension to John W. 
MeKissick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2051) granting a pension to Henry E. 
Patee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill CH. R. 2052) granting a pension to Thomas Glynn; 


W 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill CH. R. 2053) granting a pension to Florence M. 


- to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a. bill (CH. R. 2054) granting a pension to Charles R. 
Carter: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2055) for the relief of A. L. H. Crenshaw; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 2056) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam Morrison; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2057) for the relief of the estate of Robert 


Woods 


G. Wilson, sr.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2058) to correct the military record of 
George H. English; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2059) granting an honorable discharge to 
George D. Heoker; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH, R. 2060) to remove the disabilities of John 
Farrell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R, 2061) to remove the disability of Floyd J. 


*: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2062) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of Harriet L. Young, adminis- 
tratrix of the estate of Solomon Young, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2063) to carry into effect the findings of 

the Court of Claims in the case of Stephen E. Brown; to the 
( mittee on War Claims, 
, a bill (H, R. 2064) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of Nannie, Oscar W., John R., 
and Emma Cogswell, heirs of O. H. Cogswell, deceased; to the 
( iittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2065) to carry out findings of the Court 
of Claims in the ease of the estate of Alexander Bradshaw; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
fy Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 2066) for the 
J. Sampson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 2067) for the relief of Dr. Warren E. Day; 
to the Committee on Claims. 


< 


relief of 


A, 


By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 2068) granting an increase 
. pension to Margaret I. Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid 
P ons, 


By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 2069) to carry into effect the 
gs of the Court of Claims in the case of Alice E. Davis, 


] it law of John C. Davis, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 
; Also, a bill CH. R. 2070) for the relief of the estate of Antonia 


. deceased; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2071) for the relief of Herbert Thompson; | 


to the Committee on Claims, 

by Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 2072) granting an in- 
se of pension to Julius Cohn; to the Committee on Invalid 
sions. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 2073) granting an increase of pension to 

Enos R. Woods; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

so, & bill (HL R. 2074) granting an increase of pension 


4 


Marcus D. Warner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a Also, a bill (H. R. 2075) granting an increase of pension to 
reorge A, Shephard ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. 80, & bill (H. R. 2076) granting an increase of pension to 
“amuel Sansom ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
c —_ a bill (H. R. 2077) granting an increase of pension to 
‘audius L. Pyle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
: pews, a bill (H. R. 2078) granting an increase of pension to 
ouisa Pitts ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2079) granting an increase of pension to 


Lee W. Putnam; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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slso, a Dill (H. R. 2043) granting an increase of pension to | 


| John H. Keller; 
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Also, a bill (HI. R. 2080) granting an increase of pension to 
Osborn Parrish; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2081) granting an increase of pension to 


James W. 
Also, a 


Orvis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 2082) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian B. Old; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2083) granting an increase of pension 
Jacob G. Lobaugh; to the Committee on Invalid 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2084) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2085) granting an increa of 
Vernon L. Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 


Pensions 


Se 


pensi m to 


ASE) 


granting an increase of pension to 

George R. Ingersoll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20S7) granting an increase of pension to 
James Hudgins; to the Committee on Invalid VPensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2088S) granting an increase of pension to 
Fields B. Glenn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bil! (H. R. 2089) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Gregg: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2080) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph L. Duncan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2091) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Crosby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2092) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bridge: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2098) granting an increase of pension to 
Garrick McCain: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2094) granting an increase of pension to 
David Potarf;: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2095) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Phelps; to the Committee on Invalid Ven s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2096) granting an increase of pe n to 
Jesse T. Moore: to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2097) granting an increase of yj 1 to 
John W. Hall: to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2098) granting an increase of | to 
William Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2099) granting an increase of pension to 
William Bybee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also. a bill (HL. R. 2100) granting an increase of pension ) 
William H. Brown: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2101) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Alien: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2102) granting an increase of pension to 
John Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Px ons 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2103) granting a pension to John W. 8S: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2104) granting a pe nm to Margaret ‘J 
lor: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2105) granting a pension to R 1 
Martin: to the Committee on Invalid Vensio1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2106) granting a pension to W m J 
Lee: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2107) granting a pension to J iH 
ford: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2108S) granting a pension to Sudie H 
kins: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2109) granting a pension to D 
Woody; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2110) granting a pension to Fred Y« 
mans: to the Committee on Densions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2111) granting a pension to M J 
Thorne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2112) granting a pension to Anna Rog 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2113) granting a pension to The is G. 
Butner; to the Committee on Invalid Pens ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2114) for the relief of Abraham Smith: 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.°2115) for the relief of W. W. Wall: to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a “bill (H. R. 2116) to carry into effect the findings « 


the Court of Cizims in the matter of the claim of J b. H 
relson, administrator of the estate of Nathan E, Harrelson, d 
ceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2117) to carry into effect 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim 
Hammontree, administrator of the estate of John Han 


‘ , 
the find 


of Elij I; 


deceased; to the Committee on War Claims 
| By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 2118) granting an ( ( 
| pension to Jeshuron Bailey; to the Committee on Inyalid 


| Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2119) granting an increase of pension to | By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 2156) granting an 
| 


jitugh Baker; to the Conrmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

\iso, a bill (H. R. 2720) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles QO. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2921) granting an increase of pension to 
Al ©. Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (BH. R. 2922) granting an imcrease of pension to 
Je W. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (HM. R. 29123) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Dunn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


so, a bill (HM. R. 2924) granting an increase of pension to | 


Charles A. Fritz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2925) granting an irscrease of pension to 
Jobn Landis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2126) granting an increase of pension to 
Tennis O. Lawrence: te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Alse, a bill (H. R. 2127) granting an increase of pension to 
lierbert M. Nogle;: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HH, R. 2128) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Peterson: te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2129) granting an increase of pension to 


William H. Rees: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 






Also, a bill (H. R. 2130) granting an increase of pension to | 


William D. Weed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2131) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Yarrington; to the Cemmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2132) granting a pension to Emily A. 
Ballard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2133) granting a pension to Emma Bur- 
rows; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21384) granting a pension to Martin Page; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HB. R. 2135) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to issue a certificate of service in the name of Charles B. Wal- 
worth; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2136) to remove charge of desertion from 
military record of Geerge W. Moore, alias George W. More; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2137) granting a medal to Herbert N. 
Nogle; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER eof Vermont: A bill (H. R. 2138) for the 
relief of the estate of F. Z. Tucker, deceased; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 2139) granting an increase 
ef pension to Alvin Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2140) granting a pension to Peter E. Lut- 
trell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 2141) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob Lyerly; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Alsd, a bill (H. R. 2142) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Sherfy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2143) granting an increase of pension to 
Absalom P. Carlock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2144) granting an increase of pension to | 


John W. Wandling; to the Committee en Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2145) granting an inerease of pension to 
William T. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (HL. R. 2146) granting an increase of pension to | 


Mary W. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 2147) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Sarver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2148) granting a pension to Hannah Ellis; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2149) granting a pension to John Walker ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2150) removing the charge of desertion 
against William H. H. Edwards; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2151) to remove the charge of desertion 
now standing on the records against John F. Harbaugh; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2152) for compensation for the nursing 
and treatment of sick soldiers of the United States by St. John’s 
Hospital at Springfield, Il].; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2153) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
place the name of Joseph F. Ritcherdson on the rolls of Cem- 
pany ©, One hundred and twenty-second Regiment Tilinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and issue him an honorable discharge: to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 2154) for the relief of 
Richard W. Clifford; to the Cemmittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2155) for the relief of Wilson B. Strong; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


pension to Joseph M. Guthrie; to the Committee on Ih 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2157) granting an increase of 

| Soloman Brebst; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2158) granting an increase of 
Villiam Sills; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2159) granting an increase of } 
Isaac Spicher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Llse, a bill (H. R. 2160) granting an increase of | 
Rose C. Hughes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2161) granting an increase of }) 
Thomas R. Dumont; to the Committee on Invalid Per 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2162) granting an increase of 1 
John Harrington: to the Committee on Invalid Pensik 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2163) granting an increase of p 
Lucien F. Kellogg: to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2164) eranting a pension to Char 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2165) granting a pension to Otis 
liff; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2166) granting a pension to Ba 
don; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (HB. R. 2967) granting an 
| of pension to John 8S. Rodgers: to the Committee o 
Peusions,. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2168) granting an increase of 
| Jacob H. Hartman: to the Committee on Invalid Pei 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2169) granting an increase of jx 
George R. Sutton; te the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
| Also, a bill (H. BR. 2170) granting an increase of } 
Nathan Howe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Blair; to t! 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

$y Mr. HARRISON of New York: A bill (H. R. 2172 
|} ing a pension to Catherine Arnould; to the Commit 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2173) to remove the charge of 
from the military record of John Beyel and grant him 
erable discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2174) to remove the charge of des 


alias Joseph McDonough, and grant him an honoral 
charge; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 2175) granting an increase of per 
Cecilia Quinlan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2176) granting a pension to James T 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 2177) granting an in 
|of pension to Henry W. Sanford; to the Committee o: 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2178) granting an increase of pens 


Tracey Edson; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 2980) granting a pen: 
Robert L. Henry; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 2181) granting an in 
of pension to Joseph M. Westwood; to the Committee 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2182) granting an increase of pens 
Temple Short; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2183) granting an increase ef pen: 
Sarah A. Robertson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2184) granting an increase of pens 
W. N. Peirce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2185) gramting an increase of pen: 
William Marvin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2186) granting an increase of pens 





Christopher C. Kelly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi. 


Also, a bill (Hl. R. 2187) granting an increase of pens 
Margaret J. Haskell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23188) granting an increase of pen: 
George F.. Hodge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2189) granting an increase of pensi! 
| Chester Greemwood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensicon- 
Also, a bill (BH. R. 2190) granting an increase of pensi: 


John A. Grant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2191) gramting an increase of pension 


Martha C. Dodge; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 29192) granting an increase of pensi 


Jolin W. Carroll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2198) granting an increase of pension 
Charles Blanchard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


and insubordination from the record of Michael J. © 


Charles G. Shearer; te the Committee on Invalid Pensioi- 
By Mr. HOBSON: A bill (H. R. 2179) for the reli 
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4}s pill (H. R. 2194) granting a pension to Caroline 

ote: to the Committee on Pensions. 
*"vso, a bill CH. R. 2195) granting a pension to Isaac Baum; 
.. «he Committee on Pensions. 
eo a bill CH. R. 2196) granting a pension to Anna Jones 
Bar <: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

siso, a bill CH. R. 2197) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
packer: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
; ,Iso, a bill (H. R. 2198) granting a pension to.Anna Jones | 
panks; to the Committee on Pensions. 

sso, a bill CH. R. 2199) granting a pension to James Carlile; 
+, ¢he Committee on Pensions. 
* iso, a Dill (H. R. 2200) granting a pension to Alexander 
Cowan: to the Committee on Pensions. 

,iso, a bill (H. R. 2201) granting a pension to Mary C. | 
Higbee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

iso, a bill (H. R. 2202) granting a pension to Thomas | 
Kenney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2203) granting a pension to Temperance | 
Moon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2204) granting a pension to James Henry 
Martineau; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2205) granting a pension to Louis Miller; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2206) granting a pension to John McDon- 
ald: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2207) granting a pension to Marcena | 


| 


De Witt McKane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2208) granting a pension to John McLaws; | 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2209) granting a pension to Nymphus 
Murdock; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2210) granting a pension to Persis M. 
McKee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2211) granting a pension to James Park; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2212) granting a pension to William 
McDonald; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2213) granting a pension to Samuel Park; 
to the Committee on Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2214) granting a pension to Matilda Rob- | 
ertson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bil! (H. R. 2215) granting a pension to Ann Robert- | 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2216) granting a pension to Charlotte B. 
Rudd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2217) granting a pension to Thomas D. 
Stevensen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2218) granting a pension to Margaret 
Ann Sperry; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2219) granting a pension to John Walker; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2220) granting a pension to John Woo!l- 
ley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2221) granting a pension to Harriet 
Wild; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. granting a pension to Anna L. 
Young; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (CH. R. 2223) granting a pension to Nancy A. 
atkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2224) for the relief of William P. Alex- 
ander; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2225) to correct the military record of 
Thomas Smith; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 2226) granting an increase of 
pension to James Price; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2227) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Chance; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 2228) granting an increase of pension to 
Ne son Burris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A so, a bill (H. R. 2229) granting an increase of pension to 
Victor B, Crowell; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2230) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Huffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


oo ) 
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Also, a bill (H. R, 2231) granting an increase of pension to 


Thomas Porter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2232) granting a pension to Neill Wallace; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2233) for the relief of Mary J. McGloth- 
len; to the Committes on War Claims. 

sy Mr. KONOP: A bill (H. R. 2234) granting an increase of 
Pension to John Fellion ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2235) granting an increase of pension to 
William §, Halladay ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 2236) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to L. B. Nichols; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2237) granting an increase of pension to 
William H, Staples; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2238) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. James; to the Committee on Invalid I NH) 

By Mr. McHENRY: A bill (H. R. 2239) gra: 
Charles W. Faux, alias Charles M. Ward; 
Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R, 2240) granting a pension to Sarah Ann 
Wittenmeyer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2241) granting a pension to Sarah Wil 
liams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2242) granting a pension to William K. 
Wertman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2243) granting a pension to F: 
Wagner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2244) granting a pension to Os S 
Thornton; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2245) granting a pension to Laura C 
Robison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2246) granting a pension to F sB 
Savage; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2247) granting a pension to Jacob M. 
Stratiff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2248) granting a pension to Edwin HI. 
Moyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2249) granting a pension to Emma B 
Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2250) granting a pension to Warren W. 
Klinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2251) granting a pension to Jeremiah 
Love: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2252) granting a pension to Jane McNalley ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2253) granting a pension to Kate IL. 
Lovett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2254) granting a pension to Jacob Kelch- 
ner: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 2255) granting a pension to Mary A 


John; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2256) granting a pension to Luther L. 
Kauffman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 2257) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Hackley, alias Thomas Jefferson; to the Committee on In d 
Pensious. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2258) granting a pension to Jane Heist; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2259) granting a pension to Sophia G. 
Eckman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2260) granting a pension to William H, 


Eoute; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2261) granting a pension to Ellen Gunton; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2262) granting a pension to Michael S. 
Dietrich; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2263) granting a pension to Alfred Dre 

ler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2264) granting a pension to Charles C. 
Diehl: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HH. R. 2265) granting a pension to Harriet Barnd; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2266) granting a pension to Emma Bound; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2267) granting a pension to Emma Crewitt; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2268) granting a pension to Mary E. Clark; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2269) granting a pension to Benjamin E. 
Kneibler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Be 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2270) granting a pension to Harry W. 
| Albeck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2271) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Zerbe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2272) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Woolley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2273) granting an increase of pension to 
William Walt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2274) granting an increase of pension 
to Joel W. Strohecker; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2275) granting an increase of pension to 


{ William H. Utt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (HL R. 2276) granting an increase of pension to 
William Stephens: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4] a bill (FL. I. 2277) granting an inerease of pension to 
Abraham Str ser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


i 
Also, a bill (A. R. 2278) granting an increase of pension to | 
, 


iam Spotts; to tl 


i e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2279) granting an increase of pension t 
John N. Snyder; to the Committee on Invatid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2280) granting en increase of pension to 
William Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2281) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles P. Sloan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2282) granting an increase of pension to 
Christepher Sigmund; to the Cemmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2283) granting an imerease of pensien to 
James Sheap; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2284) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas F. Search: to the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2285) granting an inerease of pension to 
David Rueckel: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2286) granting an increase of pensi 
Samuel W. Riddell: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2287) granting an incre: 
Charles W. Raver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 2288) granting an inerease of pension to 
John Powell: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2289) granting an inerease of pension to 
John Nungesser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2290) granting an increase of peusion to 
William H. Merton: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2291) granting an increase of pension to 
J. Hunter Miles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2292) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse Metz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2298) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Leib; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2294) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Knarr; to the Committee on Invalid Peusiens. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2295) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Kearns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. IR. 2296) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorenzo Db. Kase; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2287) granting an increase ef pensien to 
Elizabeth C. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2298) granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Hart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 2299) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Garner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2300) granting an increase ef pensien to 
William H. Francis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. .” 

Also, a bill (HE R. 2301) granting an increase of pevsien to 
Joseph L. Frame; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL BR. 2302) granting an increase of pension to 
Alem B. Fisher; to the Committee on Invalid Peusicus. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2808) granting an inerease of pension to 
George Duke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (EL R. 2304) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Dietrich; to the Committee en Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2805) granting am increase of pensien to 
Thomas Croft; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 2306) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Crague; to. the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2307) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Conner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2308) granting an inerease of pension to 
Daniel Bubb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2309) granting an increase of pension to 
Gideon Beishline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 2310), for the relief of J. K. Beltz; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 2311) for the relief of Jeremiah Rader; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





se of pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2812) for the relief of Joseph G. Swank: | 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2313) for the relief of Louisa Weaver; to 
the Committee en War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2314) authorizing the Secretary of War 


to bestow a medal of honor upon. Lieut. Russell Karns; to the | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 


| 





Also, a bill (H. R. 2317) granting an increase of 
Noah Tohill: te the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2318) granting an increase « 
Elizabeth F. Peddecord; to the Committee on I 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2819) granting an inerease 


| James S. Gustin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 


Also, a bill (H. BR. 2320) granting an imere: 
George M. Bence; to the Committee on Invalid Pe: 
A , a bill (HL R. 2821) granting an increase 
Samuel F. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Ps 
Also, a bill (HL R. 2522) granting an increase « 


Albert Alien: te the Committee on Invalid Pensix 


Al (H. R. 2323) granting an increase of 
En Vi to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
Also, a bi (Hi. R. 2524) granting an inerease « 
William Vandeventer: to the Committee on Invalid | 
Also, a | (A. OR. 2325) granting an inerease « 


Oliver P. Helton: to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a 1 (if. R. 2326) granting an increase of 
Nathan Grover; to the Committee on Invalid Pensic 
Also, 2 bill (H. R. 2327) granting an increase of 


| Willfan: R. Rennels; to the Committee on Invalid Ps 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2328) granting an imcrease of 
Martin Davis; to the Committee on [Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2529) granting an increase of 
Jesse M. Williams: to the Committee on Invalid Pen: 
Also, bill (H. R. 2330) granting an inerease of 


| J. A. MeCeskey > to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 


Also, a bill (HL. R. 2831) granting an increase of 
John Heit: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CHL. R. 2852) granting an inerease of 
David ©. Giffin: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bill (HL. R. 2323) cranting an inerease of |x 
| David Morgan: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill CH. R. 2384) granting fin inerease of yx 


Clarkson Tryen: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill CHL R. 2335) granting an inerease of p 
Willisi: Groy: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2386) granting an inerease of | 
John HH. Watsren: to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2337) granting an inerease of jx 
Miche2el Weick: to the Committee ow Invalid Pensions 
Also. a bill (H. R. 2228) granting a pension to A! 


| Van Deren: to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2822) granting a pension te Anna IL! 
to the Connnittee on Tovalicd Peasiens. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2849) granting a pension to W. H 
to the Conmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2341) granting a pension to F J 
Himes: to the Committee on Pensions. 

\Iso, a bill (H. R. 2342) granting a pension to J 
Kerans: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2343) granting a pension to Lena 
yenson: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2344) te remove the charge of de= 
against Tehn McElhiney;: to the Committee on Military -\ 

Also, a bill (A. R. 2345) to correct the military re 
A. €. Burk: to the Cenunittee en Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2346) toe correct the military re 
John Healy: to the Cemmittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, bill (H. R. 2347) to correct the military r 


| Lewis Rankin; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, 2 bill (CH. R. 2348) to cerrect tie military re 
Norman Bb. Roberts: to the Cemmittee on Military Affail 

Also, a bill (BH. BR. 2849) for the retief of Francis M. W 
to the Conimnittee on Military Affairs. 

Ky Mr. MeKINNEY: A bil) (H. R. 2350) granting 
crense of pension to Matthew H. Jamison; to the Co 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 2351) granting an 
of pension to Naney.W. Coffey; to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2252) granting an increase ef pens 
James Howard: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2253) granting a pension to Ok 


| Hagerson: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (HL R. 2315) granting an in- | 


erease of pension to Richard Harkness; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2316) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry A. Butcher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| 


Also, a bill (TL R. 2254) granting a pension to Ellen W: 


| to the Committee en Inyalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2355) granting a pensien to Kate J 
son; te the Cemmittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2356) granting a pension to Thomas | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2857). granting a-pension to Charlies 
Heywood; to the Committee on invalid Pensions. 














a bill (H. R. 2358) granting a pension to Edward Wil- 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
‘iso, a DU CH. R. 2859) to refund certain tonnage taxes and 


3: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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R ir. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 2360) granting an increase | 
of pension to Charles Hartman; to the Committee on Invalid 
re 
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2361) granting an increase of pension to 
Evau Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2362) granting an increase of pension 
Jacob Mann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2363) granting an increase of pension 
So n Barr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\Iso, a bill CH. R. 2864) granting an increase of pension 
James Murray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2865) granting an increase of pension 
‘manuel Kresge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a DIM (EL RB. 
to 
to 
to 
to 


to 
Uriah Shell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2367) granting an increase of pension 
Harrison Brecht; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 2368) granting an increase of pension 
Elmer BE. Frederick; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 2369) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Heim; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2370) granting an increase of pension 
Charles C. Warner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2371) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Zellner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (BH, R. 2372) granting an increase of pension 
Thompson Decker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2378) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Moyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2374) granting an increase of pension 
Morris Ecker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2375) granting an increase of pension 
John Burger; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2376) granting an increase of pension 
Martin Creahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2877) granting an increase of pension 
Isaiah Snyder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2378) granting an increase of pension 
Patrick Fitzpatrick: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2879) granting an increase of pension 
Stephen Vogel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2380) granting an increase of pension 
George Starner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2381) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Wildrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2382) granting an increase of pension 
George King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2383) granting an increase of pension 
Theodore Weaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2384) granting an increase of pension 
William Peltz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2385) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Ramsey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTEN of New York: A bill (H. R. 2386) granting 
an inerease of pension to Laura Shelby Converse; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2387) for the 
relief of W. J. Bilderbacker; to the Committee on War Claims. 


to 


to 


to 


to 


to 


to 


to 


to 


to 


to 


to 


to 


to 


to 


to 


re heir of Cirley Fairchilds, deceased; to the Committee on 
yar Claims, 

' Also, a bill (H. R. 2389) for the relief of the heirs of John 
live 


r, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2390) for the relief of the widow and 
the eirs of Daniel R. Wright, deceased; to the Committee on 


Claims. 
: Also, a bill CH. R. 2391) for the relief of the heirs of Rebecca 
eames, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 2392) for the relief of the estate of 
Elizabeth Riley, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. R. 2393) for the relief of the 
— rican West Indies Trading Co.; to the Committee on 
A11mMs, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2394) 
Sh 
By 


? 
cre 


granting a pension to Henrietta 
nin; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 2395) granting an in- 


valid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (HL. R. 2896) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver Ayers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to | 


ant; 
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ee 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2397) granting an increase of pension to 
J. B. Megehan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2398) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert McConnell: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2399) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Konicka; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2400) granting a pension to A. G. Hamilton, 
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alias Garland Hammond; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2401) granting a pension to Thomas H. 
Hicks; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2402) granting a pension to Anne FE. 
Preddy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2403) granting a pension to Samuel A. 
Mitchell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2404) granting a pension to B. BE. De V: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2405) granting a pension to Sarah L. 
Peters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2406) granting 
Garen; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R,. 2407) granting a pension to David Hubert; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


a pension to Thomas 8. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2408) granting a pension to Rhoda L. 
Hendricks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2409) granting a pension to Minnie Bry- 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2410) granting a pension to Misses M. FE. 
and S. J. Gladney; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2411) granting a pension to Nancy E. 


Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2412) granting a pension to William B. 
Howard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2413) granting a pension to Phoebe A. 
Montgomery: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2414) granting a pension to Albert I. 
Merrill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2415) granting a pension to Julius C. 
Parrott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2416) granting a pension to John B. 


| Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2417) granting a pension to G. A. Joyner; 


to | to the Committee on Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2418) granting a pension to Charles 


| Woolston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to | 


\lso, a bill (HI. R. 2388) for the relief of Nancy M. Cocker- | 


' of pension to Samuel P. Beck; to the Committee on In- | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2419) for the relief of Margaret 
wick; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2420) for the relief of Thomas J. 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2421) for the relief of H. C. 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2422) for the relief of Mrs. M. A. 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2423) for the relief of Lizzie BE. McCord, 
administratrix of Moses S. MeCord, deceased: to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. QR. 2424) for the reli 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2425) for the relief of Annie 
and heirs of William S. Rainey; to the Committe 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2426) for the relief of 
Dillon; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2427) for the relief of W. J. 
the Committee on Claims. 


Hard- 
Estes; 
Chase; 


to the 


Hibbard: 


‘f of William M. West; 


i Rainey 


irs of W. L. 


the he 


Masse 3 to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2428) for the relief of the heirs of Miles 
Knowlton; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2429) for the relief of the heirs of John G, 
Freeman, deceased; to the Committee on War Clain 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2430) for the relief of the heirs of John H. 
Austin, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2431) for the relief of the heirs of Mary 
Edwards, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 2432) for the relief of the heirs of George 
Sink: to the Committee on War Claims. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2433) for the relief of the heirs of G. W. 


Morris; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2434) for the relief of the heirs of William 


W. Davis, deceased: to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2435) for the relief of the heirs of ‘I 
O. Burkhead; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2436) for the relief of the heirs of J. A 


Patillo; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2437) for the relief of the heirs of 
on War Claims 


guerite EB. Dennis; to the Committee 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2488) for the relief of the heirs of Eliza | 
Ann Ashcraft; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H, R. 2439) for the relief of the heirs of Susan | 
McCurley, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R, 2440) for the relief of the heirs or estate of | 
Jesse E. Lacey, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2441) for the relief of the heirs of Azraihb | 
Mitchell; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2442) for the relief of the heirs of Wesley | 
W. Wallace; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2443) for the relief of the heirs of Levander | 
Jevkins, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2444) for the relief of the heirs of the late 
Jennie Hunter; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2445) for the relief of the heirs of the late 
Hugh Rowen; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2446) for the relief of the heirs of H. S. 
Young; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2447) for the relief of the heirs of John J. 
Johnson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2448) for the relief of the heirs of David R. 
Lamb; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2449) for the relief of the heirs of Samuel | 
J. Jones, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2450) for-the relief of the heirs of John 
Kirk; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2451) for the relief of the estate of J. H. 
Moreby, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2452) for the relief of the estate of James | 
Scull; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2453) for the relief of the estate of Moses 
S. McCord; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2454) for the relief of the estate of 
Amanda E. Buck, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2455) "to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of Virginia A. Jones, adminis- 
tratrix of Samuel J. Jones, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2456) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of William A. Bethel, admin- 
istrator of Martha Harrison, deceased, and Oliver P. Lister; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2457) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of William E. Floyd, adminis- 
trator of Asa Crow, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2458) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of heirs of Thaddeus N. Fer- 
rell, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2459) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Dr. W. D. Barnett, deceased, late of Cleveland 
County, Ark.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2460) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Pine Bluff, Ark.; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 2461) 
to provide for the repayment of the ransom of Ellen M. Stone; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 2462) granting an increase 
of pension to James N. Hamilton; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2463) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Forbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2464) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Elwood Mason; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 2465) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Pride; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2466) granting an increase of pension to 
James Crain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2467) granting a pension to A. M. Huck- 
step; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (H. R. 2468) granting an increase 
of pension to Barzillar P. Irons; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 2469) granting an increase of 
pension to Llewellyn W. French; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2470) granting an increase of pension to 
T. S. Dexter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2471) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Rail; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2472) granting an increase of pension to 
William Rech; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 2473) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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| Osborn; to the Committee on War Claims. 


| the retired list with the rank of captain; to the Comm 


| Perry Knox; to the Committee on Pensions. 


| William A. Parker; to tke Committee on Pensions. 


a a 








Also, a bill (H. R. 2474) granting an increase of jx 
John Rexford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2475) granting an increase of pen: 
Jeremiah Gatton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2476) granting an increase of pe: 
Samuel D. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2477) granting a pension to Frank [ij-». 
ardson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2478) granting relief to Thomas p 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2479) to place Jonathan J. MeCla1 


Military Affairs. 
sy Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 2480) granting an i 
of pension to Louisa Jacobs; to the Committee on Pensi: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2481) granting an increase of pe 
S. G. Ragsdale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2482) granting an increase of pen: 
John Coombs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2483) granting an increase of pens 
Nathaniel S. Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiv). 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2484) granting an increase of pens 
Marcus E. Cartwright; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2485) granting an increase of pens 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2486) granting an increase of pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2487) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth A. Pearce; to the Committee on Pensions. 

AJso, a bill (H. R. 2488) granting an increase of pens 
Catharine May; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2489) granting a pension to Enuuett 
Puckett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2490) granting a pension to Edwin ‘ 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2491) granting a pension to Sophia (ood- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2492) granting a pension to Mary S., 
Overby; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H, R. 2493) granting a pension to William PF. 
Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2494) granting a pension to Columbus 


Wise; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2495) granting a pension to Stephen II, 
Harrell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2496) granting a pension to William | 
Jones; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2497) granting a pension to Robert 
Hill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2498) granting a pension to Ulysses 3s. 
Davis: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2499) granting a pension to George 1’) 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2500) for the relief of George D. Blakey; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2501) for the relief of Francis M. Ii 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2502) for the relief of Frank W. Clark: to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2503) for the relief of Walter Langley: t 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2504) for the relief of George W. Lac! 
surviving partner of the firm of William Lackey & Sons; to | 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2505) for the relief of the estate of J: 
M. Higgins, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2506) for the relief of the estate of WV. | 
Russell, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2507) to carry into effect the finding: 
the Court of Claims in the case of A. W. Richards, admi: 
trator of estate of Kinchen Bell, deceased; to the Cominittee « 
War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2508) to enr 
James B. Nichols and others as Choctaw Indians in Ok 
homa; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 2509) granting an increa- 
of pension to Absolom Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Peu 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2510) granting an increase of pension tv 
Thomas B. Smedley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2511) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Gibbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2512) granting an increase of pension to 
John Walsh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Tt 








Die ak 


4lso, a bill 


(H. R. 
Swaim; to 
(iH. BR. 


A 2013) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


\ a bill 


Charies Van Schoick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HI. RR. 2515) granting an increase of pension to 


Ja P. Grove; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2516) granting an increase of pension to 
W m Burrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CHL R. 2517) granting an increase of pension to 


John T. Starr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\Iso, a bill (CH. R. 2518) granting an increase of pension to 
Jol ‘elson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CHL BR. 2519) granting an increase of pension to 


Wi Van Winkle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
{ a bill (H. R. 2520) granting an increase of pension to 


Th s S. Murray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2521) granting an increase of pension to 
Seraphim T. Thery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2522) granting an increase of pension 
William Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 2525) granting an increase of pension to 
on Bishop; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 2524) granting an increase of pension to 


2514) granting an increase of pension to | 
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San Mishler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2525) granting an increase of pension to | 
Ger » W. Gallagher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2526) granting an increase of pension to 


John H. Watson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (IL BR. 2527) granting an increase of pension to 
George P. McClellan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (IL Rt. 2528) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Shropshire; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, @ bill (H. R. 2529) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas B, Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 2530) granting an increase of pension to 
Downey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 2531) granting an increase of pension to 
Jal W. McMillen; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2532 


sim, 


2552) granting an increase of pension to 
njamin F. Owen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R, 2553) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Bray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
, a bill (H. R. 2534) granting an increase of pension to 
mas A. Banks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2535 
Jacob B. Proctor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2536) granting an increase of pension to 
Job J. Whiteman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





, a bill (H. R. 2537) granting an increase of pension to 
G e W. Horine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Oro 


Also, a bill (AL. R. 2588) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Stauffer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2539) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Z. Stine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

, a bill (H. R. 2540) granting an increase of pension to 

Thomas F, Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
lso, a bill (H. R. 2541) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Morgan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. a bill (HW. R. 2542) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Latham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2548) granting 
Sylvanus G. Peppel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2544) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron Will; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2545) granting an increase of pension to 
Russell Punteney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2546) granting an increase of pension to 
William ©. Rike; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2547) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Towner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
: Also, a bill (H. R. 2548) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Hazenwinkle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


AI&0 


Ezekiel Justiee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


tis, a bill (BH. R. 2550) granting an increase of pension to 
William Sutton; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 2551) granting a pension to William L. 
A rcher; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2552) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Bess; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\iso, a bill (H. R. 2553) granting a pension to Clark Con- 
hers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 2554) granting a pension to William E. 
Gilchrist; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


a 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 


Haddock; to the Committee 


on=- Any? ’ 
ede ded D Anna IF. 


granting a pension to 


on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2556) granting a pension to Maria Fix; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (i. BR. 2507) granting a pensi m to Francis M. 
Phares; to the Committee on In ad Pension 
Also, a bill (CH. R. 2558) granting a nsion to Je Bb. Kopt; 
to the Committee on Pensions y 
Also, a bill (HL. R.. 2559) granting a pension to Ema 8S. 
Gates; to the Committee on Invalid I 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2560) for the relief of Jose] M. H 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2561) to correct the mi ! 
| William Schroeder; to the Committee on M 
Also, a bill (HU R. 2562) to corre ihe m I 
John B. Ford; to the Committee on Military Affai 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2563) to r ve the « ine fd 
against Ephraim H. Gallion; to t Com! ( i 
Affairs. 
By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 2564) 
an increase of pension to Henry Selover; to t ( ter 
Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2565) granting an increase of jx 1 to 
Isaac Seymour; to the Committee on Inv: Pens 
Also, a bill (H. R..2566) granting an increa i to 
Alfred S. Weymouth; to the Comuitt on I iP 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2567) granting al l ) 
James P. Aney; to the Committ n Invalid 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2568) granting a pension to Mary 8 
to the Committee on Invalid Pens! 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2569) granti i to Re l i 
to the Committee on Invalid Vensio 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2570) granti a] 1 to Mary Doy 
to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2571) for the relief of Lydia Mah Lo 
the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2572) for the relief of the McBride 1 
| tric Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2573) for the relief of I 
| guardian of John Flaherty, claimant; to the ¢ mittee ¢ 
Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2574) to correct the 1 \ l l of 


2535) granting an increase of pension to 


an increase of pension to | 


Also, a bill (HL. R. 2549) granting an increase of pension to | 





Andrew J. Weidle; to the Committee on Military Afluirs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2575) for the relief « 1 


M. Cannon, administrator; to the Committ 


PETITIONS, EF 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 


"ct 














on the Clerk’s desk and referred as foll 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Evid » a { | tro 
duced for the ecial relief of Ik n W. Eberhardt; to the 
Committee on Invalid P iS. 

By Mr. COPLEY: IP on of citizens of Glen Ellyn, UL, 
cainst the establishment of a parcels post, and protest of ci 
izens of Aurora, l., against 1 establishment of a parcels 

t: to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Ro: 

Also, petition of citizens of the eleventh district of Illi 
favoring the establishment of a t il health departm« to 


the Committee on Interstate an 

By Mr. DRAPER: Peti 
city of New York, indorsing 
ing the extra session ant 
procity;: to the Committee on Ways and } 
" By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Socialist 
against increased rate of postage; to the 
Office and Post Roads. 





Also, petition of George D Eggleston Post » 123. Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Applet Vis., urging ge of il. 
29346, of the third session « ve Sixty-first C ( 
known as the “Sulloway bill”; to the Co! 1 i d 
Pensions 

Also, petition of Wisconsin associations of creamery « rs 
and managers, against Hepburn bill; to the Committee on Agri 
culture. ; a 

Also, petition of Wisconsin citizens, favoring election of 


United States Senators by direct vote; to the Committee or 


Election of President, Vice President, and Representativs i 
Congress. 
Also, petition of Count Union of the 


the Trempealeau 


American Society of Equity, in favor of retaining the present 
10-cent tax on all colored oleomargarine; to the Comm! 
Agriculture. 
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Also, petition of Wisconsin citizens, against Canadian reci- 
procity; petition of citizens of Wisconsin, favorng retention of 
duty on barley and oleomargarine; and resolution of the Ameri- 
can Protective Tariff League of New York City, opposed to the 
adoption of the Canadian reciprocity agreement; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of citizens of Streator, Il, for 
the creation of a national department of health; to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

Also, petition of American Protection Tariff League, in op- 
position to Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Alvin Green; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Belvidere, Ill., concerning dona- 
tion of public lands to Archbishop of Santa Fe, N. Mex.; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GOOD: Petition of 44 citizens of Cedar Rapids, Iowa, 
against accepting the silver service offered by the State of 
Utah for the battleship Utah; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of 150 resi- 
dents of Haverhill, Mass., favoring the establishment of a na- 
tional department of health; to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Interior Department. 

Also, petition of 244 residents of Newburyport, Mass., favoring 
the establishment of a national department of health; to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

By Mr. GREGG of Pennsylvania: Petition of South Side 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Butler, Pa., favoring 
passage of Miller-Curtis bill, (1) to protect dry territory by ex- 
cluding liquors from interstate-commerce protection; (2) the 
Curtis bill, to prohibit saloons in Hawaii; (3) the MceCumber- 
Terrell bill, to forbid liquor selling in ships and buildings used 
by the United States Government; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, insisting upon the 
building of the battleship New York in compliance with the law 
of 1910; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Bolivar Lodge, No. 570, of Bolivar, Pa., and 
America’s Pride Council, No. 952, of Export, Pa., Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, in favor of illiteracy test for im- 
migrants; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition signed by Mrs. H. S. Townsend, 
W. F. Swan, F. Dunsterberg, and other citizens of Utah, pro- 
testing against any increase in second-class rates of postage; 
to the Comniittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KONOP: Petition against parcels post by J. W. Bas- 
sett and others, of Lena, Wis.; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kaukauna, and Henry Jonen, of 
South Kaukauna, and other citizens of adjoining towns, favor- 
ing parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition against parcels post by Thomas F. De Wave 
and others, of Cooperstown; G. J. Stodola, of Brageau; and 
R. D. Zuehike and others, of Suring, Wis.; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of 150 citizens of Oklahoma City, 
Okla., favoring the establishment of a national health depart- 
ment; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior De- 
partment. 

Also, petitions from various citizens and business firms of 
Waynoka, Avard, Woodward, Moorland, Alva, Cherokee, Inger- 
soll, Carmen, Okeene, Ringwood, Oklahoma City, El Reno, 
Yukon, Cement, Apache, Anadarko, Luther, Geary, Taloga, 
Okla., protesting against a parcels post; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petitions of D. A. Fraser and 6 others, 
of Port Huron, Allen Phillips and 15 others of Port Huron, 
BE. P. Draper and 8 others of Allenton, Mrs. Mary Russell and 
26 others of Silverwood, all of Michigan, favoring the Miller- 
Curtis bill (S. 7528 and H. R. 23641); to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of Fred. W. Pohley and 24 others, of Avoca, St. 
Clair County, and William R. Simons and 37 others of China 
Township, St. Clair County, Mich., favoring parcels post; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition adopted by the Republican caucus of Goodland 
Township, Lapeer County, against the passage of the Canadian 
reciprocity bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of Theodore Munger 
and 55 others, of Rochester, Mich., relative to the conservation 
of the soil; to the Committee cn Agriculture. 
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sy Mr. SHARP: Protest of citizens of Greenwich. 
against reduction in woo! schedule; to the Committee on \ 
and Means. 

By Mr. UTTER: Resolutions of the Polish National 
ance, Group No. 1180, of Woonsocket, R. I., against f; 
restriction of immigration; resolutions of Local Unio: 
1831, Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Arctic, | 
favoring an illiteracy test for immigrants; resolutio 
Street Sweepers’ Union No. 13114, of Pawtucket, R. I., fay. 
an illiteracy test for immigrants; to the Committee on | 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, statement of the adjutant general of Rhode Isla; 
support of the so-called militia pay bill; to the Committ: 
Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Providence Division, No. 57, Broth: 1 
of Locomotive Engineers, for an investigation concerning . 
products and for the repeal of the 10 per cent tax on ok 
garine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, remonstrance of Fletcher W. Lawton, Henry K. I 
field, and John T. Gardner, members of the General Ass: 
of Rhode Island, protesting, in behalf of the fishing int: 
in and about Newport, R. I., against ratification of the pro | 
reciprocity agreement with Canada relative to fish; to the « 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Woonsocket, R. I., f 
ing the establishment of a department of public health; to 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Papers to accompany 
granting an increase of pension to Ann Elizabeth Kitchi: 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Washington Camp, No. 79, Patriotic © 
Sons of America, of Frenchtown, N. J., urging the immed 
passage of H. R. 15413, Sixty-first Congress, providing fo: 
ditional legislation for checking undesirable immigration ; 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Millstone Valley Grange, No. 169, Patrons 
Husbandry, of Millstone, N. J., urging the passage of a 
providing for the correction of the defects in the Federal + 
utes governing the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine: to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, affidavits to accompany bill granting an increas 
pension to Samuel H. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


SENATE. 


Tuurspay, April 6, 1911. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

Le Roy Percy, a Senator from the State of Mississippi, : 
peared in his seat to-day. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and : 
proved. 


REFERENCE BUREAUS IN LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi 
tion from the Librarian of Congress, transmitting a special ro- 
port relative to the legislative reference bureaus in the Lil: 
of Congress (S. Doc. No. 7), which, with the accompanyiiz 
paper, was referred to the Committee on the Library and « 
dered to be printed. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a commun! 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmi! 
ting the findings of fact and conclusions of law filed under t!ic 
act of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims sei © 
in the annexed findings by the court relating to the vess:! 
schooner Yedtman, Roger Crane, master (S. Doc. No. 5), whi 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from 1! 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the findinss 
of fact and conclusions of law filed under the act of January 2', 
1885, in the French spoliation claims set’ out in the annex! 
findings by the court relating to the vessel brig Sally, Janes 
Wallace, master (S. Doc. No. 4), which, with the accompanyiis 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered tv 
be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of tle 
Legislature of the State of Montana, which was referred to tle 
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in tue Recorp as follows: 
House joint memorial No. 6—Requesting the Congress of the United | 


<:ates to take steps to prohibit the changing of the old names of 


Montana’s mountains and streams. 

T ne honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress | 
. mbled: 

Whereas the Government officials in charge of the work of making 
¢ zical, topographical, and other Government surveys of Montana, 
hoth in and out of forest reserves, have seen fit to change the old names 
of many of our mountains and streams; and | 

Whereas the old names index Montana's early history and should be 


preserved as part of the old West: Now therefore be it 
‘esolved (the Senate concurring), That we, the Twelfth Legislature of 
the State of Montana, do hereby petition the Congress of the United 
s for the passage of necessary legislation forbidding the changing 
names of Montana’s mountains, rivers, and streams, and to make it 
obligatory upon those in authority to use the old names in making 
maps of this State; be it further 
Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and is hereby, instructed to 
transmit properly authenticated copies of this resolution to the Secre- 
ent 
Director of the United States Geological Survey, and to the President 
of the United States Senate and Speaker of the House 


ntatives. 
W. W. McDowe tt, 
Speaker of the House. 
W. R. ALLEN, 
President of the Senate. 
Approved, March 3, 1911. 
Epwin L. Norris, Governor, 
Viled Mareh 3, 1911. 
A. N. Yoporr, Secretary of State. 
By Davip Pizer, Deputy. 
Uxrtrep STaTes oF America, State of Montana, ss: 


cert 
ria 


of t! 


No. 6, requesting Congress to take steps to prohibit the changing 
e old names of Montana's mountains and streams, enacted by the 
twelfth session of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana, 
and approved by Edwin L. Norris, governor of said State, on the 3d 
day of March, 1911. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of said State. 

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this 4th day 
of March, A. D, 191}. 

[SEAL] A. N. Yoper, Secretary of State. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Montana, which was referred to the 


Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


House joint memorial No. 12—Memorializing the Congress of the 
United States to create a commission whose duties shall be to classify 


and segregate all agricultural lands in forest reserves in the United 
States, 


To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress 
assembled: 


Whereas large areas of agricultural lands are included in the various 
forest reserves of the United States that are more valuable for agri- 
culture than for forestry; and 


of the Interior, our Senators and Representatives in Congress, the | 


of Repre- | 


I. A. N. Yoder, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby | 
ify that the above is a true and correct copy of house joint memo- 


Whereas the same should be speedily opened to actual and bona fide 


settlers applying for same under the homestead laws: Now therefore be it 
Resolved, the senate concurring, That we, the Twelfth Legislature 


of the State of Montana, do hereby petition the Congress of the United | 


States that a commission of 
State In which forest reserves are located; said commission to consist 
of one resident of such State and one person connected with the For- 
estry Service and one person whose residence shall not be in the State. 
The duties of said commission shall be to enforce the laws relative to 
homesteads in the forest reserves in a just and liberal manner, and to 
immediately pass on the application of all persons applying for home- 
Steads upon such reservations; be it further 


Resoltéed, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, instructed | 


to transmit properly authenticated copies of this resolution to the Sec 
retary of the Interior, our Senators and Representatives in Congress, to 
the President of the United States Senate, and to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives. 


W. W. McDowetr, 
Speaker of the House. 
W. R. ALLEN, 


President of the Senate. 
Approved, March 2, 1911, 


2 Epwin L. Norris, Governor. 
Filed March 2, 1911. are 


A. N. Yoprer, Secretary of State. 
Unrrep StaTes or AMERICA, State of Montana, ss: 


I, A. N. Yoder, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby 
cortety that the above is a true and correct copy of house joint memorial 


12, memorializing Congress to create a commission whose duties 


three persons be appointed f eacl ; 
I PP ~ —- | tion of the said treaty 
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mittee on the Geological Survey and ordered to be printed | the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in 


the Recorp, as follows: 


Senate joint memorial 10. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatires in the Con- 
gress of the United States assembled: 
Whereas under the present statutes and rulings of the Department 
of the Interior relating to the disposition of coal lands owned by the 
United States it is now possible that the price of coal lands may fiue- 


tuate or change between the date of entry and the time of payment by 
the entryman; and 
Whereas it is the sense of the Twelfth 


Legislative 
State of Montana that such fluctuation or 


Assembly of the 
change of 


price during that 






period is unfair and unjust to the entryman: Now therefore be it 
Resolved (the House concurring), That we, the Twelfth Legislative 
Assembly of the State of Montana, do hereby tition the Congress of 


pe 

the United States for the passage of necessary legislation to correct and 

remedy the evil herein above referred to. 
Resolved further, That a copy of this memorial he 


forwarded by the 
secretary of state of the State of Montana to the Senate of the United 
States, and that a copy of this memorial be forwarded by the secretary 


of state of the State 
the United States; and be it further 
Resolved, That a copy hereof be 
state of the State of Montana to the Senators and Representative in 
Congress of the State of Montana, with the request that they use 
every effort within their power to bring about a speedy action for the 
accomplishment of the ends and purposes herein indicated. 


of Montana to the House of of 


Representatives 


transmitted by the secretary of 


W. R. ALLEN, 
President of the Senate. 
W. W. McDowe tt, 


Speaker of the House. 


Approved, March 3, 1911. 


Epwin L. Norris, Governor. 
Filed March 4, 1911. 


A. N. Yonrr, Secretary of State. 
By Davip Pizer, Deputy. 
Unitep STatres OF America, State of Montana, ss: 
I, A. N. Yoder, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby 
certify that the above is a true and correct copy of senate joint memo 


rial No. 10, relating to the disposition of coal lands by the United 
States, enacted by the twelfth session of the Legislative Assembly of 
the State of Montana and approved by Edwin L. Norris, governor of 


said State, on the 3d day of March, 1911. . 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of said State. ; eh 

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this 6th day 
of March, A. D. 1911. - 

[ SEAL. ] A. N. Yoprer, Secretary of State. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Montana, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in 
the RecorbD, as follows: 

House joint memorial 15. 

Whereas by the terms of a treaty entered into between the United 

States of America and the Government of Russia in the year 1832 it 


was provided that the inhabitants of each of the respective contracting 
States and all of such inhabitants should be at liberty to sojourn and 


reside in all parts of the territories of the other and should enjov 
the same security and protection as natives of the country wherein 


they reside, on condition of their submitting to the laws and ordinances 
there prevailing; and 
Whereas the said Government of Russia now claims the right, under 
the provisions of such treaty, to exclude from its territories American 
citizens of the Jewish faith, because of local laws and ordinances; and 
Whereas the American people have always regarded the said treaty as 
enaranteeing to all our citizens the right of sojourn within the Russian 
Empire, without discrimination on account of either race or creed; and 
Whereas the premises being recited a_ resolution is now pending 
before the National House of Representatives calling for the termina 
because of the unwarrantable construction 
put upon it, after due notice to the Government of Russia; and 
Whereas in the opinion of this house such exclusion of American 


50 


| citizens on any such ground is contrary to the spirit of the age and par- 


shall be to classify and segregate all agricultural lands in forest re- | 


serves in the United States, enacted by the twelfth session of the Legis- 
lative Assembly of the State of Montana and a proved by Edwin L. 
Norris, governor of said State, on the 2d day of March, 1911. 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set h 
great seal of said State. ree ee 


Done at the city of 
of March, A. D. 1911. eer ee oe Ne Ey Oe dp 


{SEAL.] A. N. Yooerr, Secretary of State. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Montana, which was referred to 


XLVII——7 


ticularly obnoxious to the sentiment of religious toleration historically 
characteristic of the people of this country: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Montana 
(the Senate concurring), That the resolution so pending before the 
Congress merits the approbation of all lovers of liberty and justice, and 
ought to be adopted without delay. 

Resolved, That the Representatives In Congress from this State be, 
and they hereby are, urged to use all honorable means to procure the 
speedy passage of the said resolution and action in accordance there- 
with by the Department of State. 

Resolwed, That a copy of this memorial, duly attested by the secre 
tary of state, be by him transmitted to the President of the United 
States, the presiding officer of each House of Congress, and to the Sen- 
ators and Representative in Congress from the State of Montana. 

W. W. McDowe tt, 
Speaker of the House. 
W. R. ALLEN, 
President of the Senate. 
Approved, March 6, 1911. 
EDWIN L. Norris, Governor. 

Filed March 6, 1911. 

A. N. Yoper, Secretary of State. 
Unitrep States or Amenica, State of Montana, ss: 

I, A. N. Yoder, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby 
certify that the above is a true and correct copy of house joint memoria! 
No. 15, petitioning Congress to adopt the resolution now pending to recog 
nize the rights of American citizenship under treaty, enacted by the 
twelfth session of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana and 
approved by Edwin L. Norris, governor of said State, on March 6, 1911 

n testimony whereof I have hereunto set my band and affixed t 
great seal of said State. 

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this 
March, A. D. 1911. 

[SEAL.] 


ie 
6th day of 


A. N. Yover, Secretary of State. 





SO ae eo ter aes 
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The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Montana, which was referred to 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 
Game and ordered to be printed in the Rrecorp, as follows: 


House joint memorial 3. 


To the Renerdtte Senate and House of Representative in Congress as- 
sembied: 

Whereas a national forest reserve has been established in central 
western Montana known as the Snowy Mountains National Forest: and 

Whereas the territory included within such Snowy Mountains Na- 
a Forest is the natural home of great numbers of game animals; 
ane 

Whereas such game animals have not now in the State of Montana 
any place or shelter where they are safe from the destruction of 
hunters; and 

Whereas it is deemed advisable that these game animals should be pre- 
served and allowed to breed and grow without molestation of hunters: 
Now therefore be it 

Resolved (the senate concurring), That we, the Twelfth Legislative 
Assembly of the State of Montana, do hereby petition the Congress of the 
United States for the passage of necessary legislation to, at as early a 
date as practicable, euthorize the President of the United States, by 
proclamation or executive order, to set aside and designate the territory 
included within the Snowy Mountains National Forest as a game pre 
serve wherein the natural wild game will be forever protected and 
immune from the attacks of the hunters. 

Resolved further, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded by the 
secretary of state of the State of Montana to the Senate of the United 
States, and a copy thereof be forwarded by the secretary of state of the 
ae of Montana to the House of Representatives at Washington, 

, C5 and 

Resolved further, That a copy thereof be transmitted by the secretary 
of state of the State of Montana to each of the Representatives of the 
State of Montana in the Congress of the United States with the request 
that they use every effort within their power to bring about a speedy 
action for the accomplishment of the ends and purposes herein indicated. 

y y. McDoweELt, 
Speaker of the House. 
W. R. ALLEN, 
President of the Senate. 

Approved, March 4, 1911, 

Epwin L. Norris, Governor. 

Filed March 4, 1911. 

A. N. Yoprr, Secretary of State. 
By DAviIp Pizer, Deputy. 
Unitrep States or America, State of Montana, ss: 

I, A. N. Yoder, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby 
certify that the above is a true and correct copy of house joint memo- 
rial No. 3, asking Congress to set aside and designate the territory 
included within the Snowy Mcuntains National Forest as a game pre- 
serve, enacted by the twelfth session of the Legislative Assembly of the 
State of Montana, and approved March 4, 1911, by Edwin L. Norris, 
governor of said State 

In testimony whereof, I haye hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of said State. 

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this 6th day of 
March, A. D. 1911. 

A. N. Yoprr, Secretary of State. 


The VICE .PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Montana, which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the 
tecorp, as follows: 


Senate Joint Memorial No. 7—Asking for the construction of two steel 
bridges over the Kootenai River in the Kootenai National Forest 
Reserve by the United States Government acting in conjunction with 
the civil government of Lincoln County, Mont. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in the Congress 
of the United States assembled: 


Whereas vast tracts of valuable public lands of Montana have here- 
tofore been withdrawn from settlement and set aside by the Federal 
Government as forest reserves thereby permanently preventing their 
occupation and development; and 

Whereas these forest reservations in the county of Lincoln, State 
of Montana, particularily, cover a large portion of the area of the 
county and are only accessible by mere forest trails snfficient alone 
for footpaths, and are utterly inaccessible at present to vehicles of 
any character as there are but few roads and bridges in any part of 
these reservations over which a wagon can be driven; and 

Whereas the land over which these forest trails have been built 
can not be made by public taxation to bear any part of the expenses 
of oe roads and bridges required by the inhabitants of these 
regions; an< 

Whereas recent experiences have shown that the lack of suitable 
roads and bridges in these forest reserves has resulted in enormous loss 
by forest fires of vast quantities of very valuable timber and in a 
terrible sacrifice of human life: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate of the Twelfth Legislative Assembiy of 
the State of Montana (the House of Representatives concurring 
herein), That we petition the Congress of the United States for the 

ary legislation enabling and directing the construction, under 

pervision of the board of county commissioners of Lincoln County, 

it.. of two steel highway bridges across the Kootenai River at 

able and convenient places in Lincoln County, one half of the 

nses of the construction of said bridges to be paid out of the funds 

set aside for the maintenance and protection of the national forests 

and the other half of said expenses to be paid out of the public treasury 

ef the said county of Lincoln under an agreement to be entered into 

between the proper Federal officers and the county commissioners of 
Lincoln County, Mont. 

Resolved further, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded by the 
secretary of the State of Montana to the Senate of the United States; 
and that a copy of this memorial be forwarded by the secretary of 
the State of Montana, to the House of Representatives of the United 
States: and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy hereof be transmitted, by the secretary of 
state of the State of Montana, to the Senators and Representatives 
in Congress of the State of Montana, with the request that they use 








every effort within their powen to bring about a speedy action 
accomplishment of the ends and purposes herein indicated. 
W. R. ALLEN, 
President of the s& 
W. W. McDowe tt, 
Speaker of the li 


e 


Approved, March 2, 1911. 

Epwin L. Norris, Gove 

Filed, March 2, 1911. 

A. N. Yoprr, Secretary of § 
Unirep Stares or Amentca, State of Montana, ss: 

I, A. N. Yoder, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do | 
eertify that the above is a true and correct copy of Senat: 
Memorial No. 7, asking for the construction of two steel bridg: . 
the Kootenai River in the Kootenai National Forest Reserve, « } 
by the twelfth session of the Legislative Assembly of the S&S: 
Montana, and approved by Edwin L. Norris, governor of said 


on the 2d day of March. 1911. P 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affix 10 
great seal of said State. 

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this ‘ lay 
of March, A. D. 1911. 

[ SEAL. ] A. N. Yooper, Secretary of St 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution ad d 
by the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, which was referred 


to the Committee on Industrial Expositions and ordered 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Joint resolution (J. Res. 61 A) indorsing the action of the | 
States House of Representatives in selecting San Francisco : 
site for the Panama Canal Exposition of 1915. 

Whereas the people of California have raised seventeen and : 
million dollars for the purpose of holding an international exposit 
San Francisco in 1915 to celebrate the opening of the Panama ‘ 
and neither ask nor desire aid from Congress other than a mere i: 
tion to foreign nations to participate in said exposition ; and 

Whereas the House of Representatives of the United States of Ar 
January 31, 1911, by decisive vote, has chosen San Francisco : 
city in which to hold the exposition commemorating the opening « 
Panama Canal: Now therefore be it 

Resolved ty the assembly, the senate concurring, That we do | 
approve and indorse the said action of the House of Representati 
the United States in selecting San Francisco as the site for said « 
sition. 

C. A. INGRAM, 
Speaker of the Assen 
THOMAS MORRIS, 

President of the Scnat 
C. BE. SHAFFER, 
Chief Clerk of the Assem)ly 
F. M. WYLIE, 
Chief Clerk of the Sen 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution ado) 
by the Legislature of the State of California, which wa ( 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Senate joint resolution 10—Relative to the establishment of a | 
post. 

“Whereas the establishment of a parcels post would be an inesti: 
benefit to the State of California and an incalculable stimulus to tra 
— domestic and foreign, throughout the whole of the United Sta 
an 

Whereas it has been found possible for the American express « 
panies to unite in giving to the British post office a flat rate of 2 
cents on parcels up to 11 pounds for all distances between New York 
and San Francisco, thus proving the economic practicability of : 
desired parcels post: Be it 

Resolved, That the Senate and Assembly of the State of California 
hereby join in requesting our Representatives in the Senate and [House 
of Representatives at Washington to do their utmost to forward s 
legislation as may insure the establishment of a parcels post at rat 
not to exceed those accorded by American express companies to t! 
foreigner, viz, 24 cents for packages up to 11 pounds: and be it furt 

Resolwed, That a copy of these resolutions be forthwith transmitted 
by the secretary of the senate to the President of the Senate of t! 
United States and the Speaker of the House of Representatives of 1 
United States, and a copy hereof to each Member of Congress from t! 
State of California. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Montana, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


— 


House joint memorial 7. 


Whereas it appears from investigation recently made by the Senate 
of the United States and otherwise that polygamy still exists in certain 
places in the United. States notwithstanding prohibitory statutcs en- 
acted by the several States thereof; and 

Whereas the practice of polygamy is generally condemned by tlic 
people of the United States, and there is a demand for the more 
effectual prohibition thereof by placing the subject under Federal juris- 
diction and control, at the same time reserving to each State the richt 
to make and enforce its own laws relating to marriage and divorce: 
Now therefore ’ 

Resolved (if the senate concur), That the application be made, and 
hereby is made, to Congress under the provisions of Article V of the 
Constitution of the United States for the calling of a convention to 
propose an amendment to the Constitution of the United States whereby 
polygamy and polygamous cohabitation shall be prohibited, and Con- 
gress shall be given power to enforce such prohibition by appropriate 
legislation. i 

Resolved, That the legislature of all other States of the United 
States, now in session or when next convened, be, and they are hereby, 
respectfully requested to join in this application by the adoption of 
this or an equivalent resolution. 








1911. 


—_—_ 


Resolved further, That the secretary of state be, and he hereby is, 
directed to transmit copies of this application to the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United States and to the several Members 
of said bodies representing this State therein; also to transmit copies 
hereof to the legislatures of all other States of the United States. 

, W. W. McDowE Lt, 

Speaker of the House. 
W. R. ALLEN, 
President of the Senate. 





Al nroved, March $. 1911, 


Epwin L. Norris, Governor. 
Filed March 1, 1911. 
4. N. Yoprr, Secretary of State. 
Unxrvep States oF America, State 0; Montana, ss: 
I. A. N. Yoder, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby 
certify that the above is a true and correct copy of house joint me- 


morial No. 7, relating to the practice of polygamy, enacted by the 
twelfth session of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana 


{| approved by Edwin L. 
f March, 1911. 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
t seal of said State. 


I ne at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this Ist day of 
March, A. D. 1911. 


BAL.) A. N. Yoper, Secretary of State. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Brother- 
hood ef the First Presbyterian Church of Parkersburg, Pa., 
praying for the ratification of the proposed arbitration treaty 
between the United States and Great Britain, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Iie also presented resolutions adopted by the Philadelphia 
Annual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Penn- 
sylvania, of sundry members of the Sunday school of the | 
Church of the Brethren of East McPherson, Kans., and of the 
congregation of the Church of the Brethren of McPherson, 
Kans. praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the suppression of the opium evil, which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Lincoln Park Citizens’ 
Association of the District of Columbia praying for the passage 
of the so-called Judson bill to systematize the finances of the 
District of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Congress of the Knights | 
of Labor remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed 
reciprocal agreement between the United States and Canada, | 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Local Branch National Ger- | 
man-American Alliance of America of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying 
that an investigation be made into the conditions existing at 
the Bureau of Immigration, Ellis Island, N. Y., which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Federation of Jewish 
Organizations of New York, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the appointment of Jewish chaplains in the 
United States Army and Navy, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Laymen’s Missionary | 
Movement of Hendersonville, N. C., and a petition of the 
Woman’s Board of Missions of the Interior of Chicago, IIL, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the sup- 
pression of the opium evil, which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of Sammamish Valley Grange, 
No. 286, Patrons of Husbandry, of Bothwell, Wash., and the 
memorial of B. F. Anderson and sundry other citizens of the 
United States, remonstrating against the ratification of the pro- 
posed reciprocal agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Salem, 
Oreg., and Union, La., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called parcels-post bill, which were referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. BROWN. I present a joint resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of Nebraska, which I ask may be 
ae in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


Joint resolution by House and Senate of Nebraska Legislature, thirty- | 
second session—Antipolygamy resolution. 


Whereas it appears from investigation recently made by the Senate | 
of the United States, and otherwise, that polygamy still exists in cer- 
tain places in the United States notwithstanding prohibitory statutes 
enacted by the several States thereof; and 

Whereas the practice of polygamy is generally condemned by the 
people of the United States, and there is a demand for the more ef- 
fectual prohibition thereof by placing the subject under Federal juris- 
diction and control, at the same time reserving to each State the right | 
to make and enforce its own laws relating to marriage and divorce: | 
Now therefore 

Resolved, That the application be made and hereby Is made to Con- 
ress under the provisions of Article V of the Constitution of the United 


Norris, governor of said State, on the ist 
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States for the calling of a convention to propose an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States whereby polygamy and polygamous 
cohabitation shall be prohibited, and Congress shall be given power to 
enforce such prohibition by appropriate legislation. 

Resolved, That the legislatures of all other States of the United States, 
now in session or when next convened, be, and they hereby are, respect- 
fully requested to join in this application by the adoption of this or an 
equivalent resolution. 

Resolved further, That the secretary of state be, and hereby ts, dil- 
rected to transmit copies of this application to the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United States, and to the several Members of 
said bodies representing this State therein; also to transmit copies 
hereof to the legislatures of all other States of the United States. 

JOHN KURHL, 
Speaker of House of Representatives. 

M. RK. Hopewe.u, 

President of Senate. 
Approved, March 14, 1911. 
Cuester H, ALpricu, Governor. 
Filed March 14, 1911, 
AppIson Wait, Secretary of State. 

UNITED STaTes or America, State of Nebraska, ss: 

I, Addison Wait, secretary of the State of Nebraska, do hereby certify 
that the above is a true and correct copy of a joint resolution relating 
to the practice of polygamy, adopted by the thirty-second session of the 


Legislature of Nebraska and approved by Chester H. Aldrich, governor 
of said State, March 14, 1911. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of said State. 

Done at the city of Lincoln, this, the 14th day of March, A. D. 1911. 


[SEAL.] ADDISON Walt, Secretary of State 


Mr. BROWN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Clay 
Center, Nebr., remonstrating against the ratification of the pro 
posed reciprocal agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the city council of Rock 
Island, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation relative to 
the condition of the employees at the Rock Island Arsenal, 
Ill., which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Illinois 
praying for the establishment of a national department of pub 


lic health, which were referred to the Committee’ on Vublic 
Health and National Quarantine, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I present a memorial from 28 of 
the leading furniture manufacturers of Grand Rapids, Mich. 


I should like to have the memorial read for the information of 
the Senate, and the signatures may be printed with the consent 


| of the Senate. 


There being no objection, the memorial was read and referred 


| to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 


GRAND RAPIDS, MICH, 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
We commend the statesmanship of President William H 


March 15, 1911. 


Taft for his 


negotiation of the Canadian reciprocity treaty as a step to larger 
commercial activity and freer trade with the countries of North 
America. 


We believe, however, that amendments should be made to the treaty 


| lowering or abolishing the duties on some classes of manufactured 
goods that will be mutually beneficial: Therefore ; 
We the undersigned manufacturers respectfully request that our 


Senators and Representatives favor the removal of all duties between 
the two countries on manufactured furniture and refrigerators 
Sligh Furniture Co., C. R. Sligh, president; Grand Rapids 


Refrigerator Co., C. H. Leonard, president; Imperial 
Furniture Co., F. Stuart Foote, secretary; Century 
Furniture Co., D. H. Brown, secretary; Luce Furniture 
Co., John Hoult, vice president; Michigan Chair Co., 
H. S. Jordan, president; Nichols & Cox Lumber Co., 
F. I. Nichols, president; Phoenix Furniture Co., R. W. 
Merrill, secretary and treasurer; Nelson Matter Fur 
niture Co., James G. McBride, secretary; The Gunn 
Furniture Co., Jno. P. Homiller, secretary; The Widdi 


comb Furniture Co., Wm, Widdicomb, president; John 
Widdicomb Co., H. Widdicomb, jr., president; Berkey & 
Gay Furniture Co., Jno. A. Cavode, secretary; Sterling 
Desk Co., D. C. Cawthra, president; Wm. A. Berkey Fur 
niture Co., F. F. Peck, secretary; Mueller & Slack Co., 


Chas. A. Eckart, treasurer; Grand Rapids Furniture 
Co., E. W. Irwin, secretary; Wilmarth Show Case Co., 
O. B. Wilmarth, secretary and treasurer; Retting Fur- 
niture Co., Chas. B. Retting, treasurer; The Welch 
Manufacturing Co., L. W. Welch, treasurer; E. 8. 
Paine Co. (Ltd.), E. 8S. Paine, chairman; Jno. D. 
Raab Chair Co., John D. Raab, president; Stickley 
Bros. Co., Albert Stickley, president; Royal Furniture 
Co., R. W. Irwin, secretary; Grand Rapids Chair Co., 
M. D. Ryan, treasurer; Grand Rapids Show Case Co., 
S. D. Young, treasurer; Wagemaker Co. (Ltd.), I. 
: Wagemaker, chairman; Snyder Furniture Co., Chas. 


Snyder, secretary. 

Mr. PERKINS. I present a joint resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of California, which I ask may be 
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


Senate joint resolution 16—Relative to the cession by the United 
States to the State of California of certain lands adjacent to Dead 
mans Island, in the County of Los Angeles, State of California 


Whereas by an act of the Legislature of the State of California en- 


titled “An act relinquishing to the United States of America the title 
of this State to certain lands,” approved March 9, 1597, the State of 
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California granted all its right and title in and to the parcels of land 
extending from high-water mark out to 300 yards below low-water 
mark, lying adjacent and contiguous to such lands of the United States 
in the State of Callfornia as lie upon tidal waters and are held, occu- 
pied, or reserved for military purposes or defense, lying adjacent and 
contiguous to any island, the title to which is in the United States, or 
which island is reserved by the United States for any military or naval 
purpose or for defense, were granted, released, and ceded to the United 
States of America under certain terms, conditions, and reservations 
expressed in said act; and 

Whereas the title to Deadmans Island, a certain island situate in the 
waters of the Pacific Ocean, and being within the boundaries of the city 
of Los Angeles, in Los Angeles County, State of California, is in the 
United States, and by said act there was granted to the United States a 
certain tract of land consisting of tide and submerged land surrounding 
said island, which said tract of land is bounded by a line distant 300 
yards out beyond low-water mark at all points where the boundaries of 
said island touch high-water mark; and 

Whereas said Deadmans Island is situated on the easterly side of 
the main entrance channel to that portion of Los Angeles Harbor 
formerly known as the inner harbor of San Pedro, and the said tract of 
land surrounding said island and so granted to the United States in- 
cludes a certain parcel of submerged land situated in the city of Los 
Angeles, in the county of Los Angeles, State of California, more par- 
ticularly described as follows: 

Beginning at the point of intersection of the northerly boundary line 
of said tract of land so granted to the United States with the harbor 
line established by the United States on the westerly side of said chan- 
nel, said point being at or near station No. 16 of said harbor line; 
thence southeasterly along said harbor line to station ZZ thereof; 
thence continuing southeasterly from said station ZZ of said harbor line 
in a straight line to the point of intersection of the southerly boundary 
line of said tract of land so granted to the United States, with the said 
harbor line, which said last-mentioned point is at or near station No. 
15 of said harbor line; thence northwesterly, northerly, and north- 
easterly along the westerly boundary line of said tract of land to the 
point of beginning; and 

Whereas said parcel of land above described is 1,875 feet, more or less, in 
length along the said channel and adjacent thereto, and has a maximam 
width of 360 feet, more or less, and contains approximately 11 acres of 
land; and said pareel of land lies adjacent to other tide and submerged 
lands wholly under public ownership and control, lying on the westerly 
side of said channel; and 

Whereas the said city of Los Angeles has incurred a bonded in- 
debtedness of $3,000,000 for the purpose of developing and improving 
said Los Angeles Harbor, including that portion of the lands and waters 
thereof adjacent to said parcel of land, by the construction of docks, 
wharves, and warehouses upon the water front of said city, the same to 
be owned and operated by said city, by the operating and construction 
of publie streets and highways to the navigable waters of said harbor, 
and by the construction of slips, canals, and other waterways, and it is 
now proposed to expend the proceeds of said bonds for said purposes; 
and said parcel of land is so situated that it is urgently required for the 
construction and maintenance of public docks, wharves, slips, and other 
commercial appliances appurtenant thereto for the accommodation of 
commerce in said Los Angeles Harbor, and for the purpose of provid- 
ing the necessary frontage for and access to the ssme upon and from 
said channel and the other navigable waters of said harbor; and the 
use of said parcel of land for said purposes is necessary in order that 
ihe said lands adjacent to said channel on the westerly side thereof 
may be adequately used for the purposes aforesaid, in order to properly 
develop and improve said harbor for commercial purposes ; and 

Whereas said parcel of land, by reason of its loeation and irregular 
shape, is not required or suitable for any of the purposes specified in 
said act, and the United States has never used and does not now use 
_ — for any of said purposes, or for any other purpose : Now there- 
ore be it 

Resolved by the Senate and Assembly of the State of California, 
jointly, That the fslature of the State of California memorializes 
the Congress of the United States to cede to the State of California 
that certain parce! of land situate in the city of Los Angeles, county 
of Los Angeles, State of California, hereinbefore referred to and more 
particularly described as follows: 

Beginning at the point of intersection of the northerly boundary line 
of said tract of land so granted to the United States with the harbor 
line established by the United States on the westerly side of said chan- 
nel, said point being at or near station No. 16 of said harbor line; 
thence southeasterly alomg said harbor line to station ZZ thereof; 
thence continuing southeasterly from said station ZZ of said harbor 
line in a straight line to the point of intersection of the southerly 
boundary line of said tract of land soe granted to the United States, wit 
the said harbor line, which said last-mentioned point is at or near 
station No, 15 of said harbor line; thence northwesterly, northerly, and 
northeasterly along the westerly boundary line of said tract of land to 
the point of beginning ; 

For use for the construction and maintenance of public docks, slips, 
and wharves, and other commercial a liances eee thereto for 
the accommodation of commerce in said Los Angeles Harbor; and that 
the Government of the United States and the Secretary of War be re- 
quested not to use said parcel of land for any of the purposes specified 
in said act or for any other purpose; and be it further 

Resolred, That the State of California will accept the cession and 
transfer from the Government of the United States of said parcel of 
land last above described, to be held for public purposes, to wit, for 
the construction and maintenance of public docks, slips, and wharves, 
and other commercial appliances as thereto for the accommo- 
dation of commerce in Los Angeles Harbor; and be it further 

Resolved, That the State of California er offers to grant and 
relinquish to the United States its right and title to such other lands 
in, upon, or adjacent to the waters of said harbor, in addition to the 
lands heretofore granted to the United States, as shall be selected by 
the United States for military purposes or defense, or for such other 
surposes as the Government of the United States may require; and be 
t further 

Resolved, That upon the passage ef this resolution the secretary of 
the senate be directed to forward a copy thereof to the Secretary of 
War and to the Senators and Representatives of the State of California 
in Congress, requesting them to present the resolution to the Senate and 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. PERKINS. I present a joint resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of California, which I ask may be 
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printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee o; 
Offices and Post Roads. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was r } 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and « 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Senate joint resolution 10—Relative to the establishment of a 
post. 

Whereas the establishment of a parcels post would be an ing 
benefit to the State of California and an incalculable stimulus to 


both domestic and foreign, throughout the whole of the United +s 
and 

Whereas it has been found possible for the American expres 
panies to unite in giving to the British post office a flat rate of 2+ 
on parcels up to 11 pounds for all distances between New Yo: 
San Francisco, thus proving the economic practicability of such 
parcels post: Be it 


Resolved, 'That the Senate and assembly of the State of Ca 
hereby join in requesting our Representatives in the Senate and 
of Representatives at Washington to do their utmost to forwar 
legislation as may insure the establishment of a parcels post a‘ 
not to exceed those accorded by American express companies | 
foreigner, viz, 24 cents for packages up to 11 pounds; and be it f 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forthwith trans 
by the secretary of the senate to the President of the Senate 
United States and the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
United States, and a copy hereof to each Member of Congress fr 
State of California. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Ministers’ 
ciation of Laconia, N. H., praying for the ratification « if 
proposed treaty of arbitration between the United State ] 
England, which was referred to the Committee on Foreig 
lations. 

He also presented a petition of the Lincoln Park Citizens 
Association of the District of Columbia, praying that Li 
Park, in the District of Columbia, be selected as the sii 
the proposed Lincoln Memorial, which was referred to thx 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Lincoln Park Citi»: 
Association of the District of Columbia, praying for th: 
actment of legislation to systematize the finances of the [Di 
trict of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee on tl: 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of \ 
Hampshire, remonstrating against the ratification of the |; 
posed reeiprocal trade agreement between the United Siat 
and Canada, which was referred to the Committee on Finance 

Mr. BURNHAM presented memorials of Fremont Grang 
Raymond; Pembroke Grange, of Pembroke; and of Candia 
Grange, No. 167, of Candia, all of the Patrons of Husbailry. 
in the State of New Hampshire, remonstrating against i! 
ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement betwee! 
the United States and Canada, which were referred to the Co: 
mittee on Finance. 

“Mr. BRISTOW presented a memorial of Pioneer Grange, \ 
69, Patrons of Husbandry, of Kansas, and a memorial of Mount 
Pleasant Grange, No. 1445, Patrons of Husbandry, of Kanes 
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed recipi 
eal trade agreement between the United States and Canada 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of William B. Meehan, o! 
Boston, Mass., and of 600 citizens of Massachusetts, praying for 
the establishment of a’ national department of publie health 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Health and 
National Quarantine. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Wadena, Minn., remonstrating against the action of the Presi 
dent of the United States in sending United States troops i 
the Mexican border, which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented a petition of Thomas H. 
Marshall Post, No. 42, Grand Army of the Republic, of Belfast, 
Me., and a petition of the Somerset County Veterans’ Associa 
tion, of Madison, Me., praying for the passage of the so-ca!! 
old-age pension bill, which were referred to the Committe: 
Pensions. 

He also presented memorials of the Maine State Grange: of 
Local Grange No. 338, of Monticello; of Eureka Grange, N 
113, of Mapleton; of Eastern Star Grange, No. 1, of Ham)! 
all of the Patrons of Husbandry: and of Amara Howe a 5 
other citizens of Aroostook County; of George H. Smiti 
146 other citizens of Aroostook County, all in the Stat 
Maine, remonstrating against the ratification cf the pr 
reciprocal agreement between the United States and Cai 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FLETCHER presented a memorial of sundry membe« 
the local chapter of the American Woman’s League of Miawi, 
Fla., remonstrating against the high rate of postage charge! on 
the Woman’s National Daily, published at University City, Mo., 
which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 
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Mr. HITCHCOCK. I present a joint resolution of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Nebraska, in behalf of soldiers who served 
in Indian wars. I ask that the joint resolution be printed in 
the ecorp and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions and ordered to be printed in the 
Recoxp, as follows: 

Joint resolution. 
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To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America: 
Your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
State of Nebraska, now in session, do hereby submit for your favorable ! 


consideration the following memorial : 
Wheress the soldiers who served in the Indian campaigns from 1865 







to 1883, rendering valuable service and enduring great hardship, many 
sat ‘ing their lives, and all giving to the Natfon the best years of 
their life in opening up these vast western territories to be developed | 
by industry of the pioneer, have been unjustly neglected and for- 


" by the National Government. 
And while many whose services have made it possible to change the 


Gr North American Desert, as it was called on the maps of less 
than 50 years ago, into rich and prosperous States have passed into 
eternity, there are a few aged veterans who still remain with us await- 





+} 


ing the final summons, we believe ft to be the grateful duty of the 
Government to see that these men in their declining years shall not 
lack the necessities of life. 

Therefore your memorialists respectfully request the 
bill giving to the surviving soldiers who served the United States Gov- 
ernment 90 days or more in actual service in the Indian wars from 
1865 to 1883, inclusive, the same pensions accorded those who served 
in the Indian wars previous to 1860, during the Civil War, and during 
the Spanish War. 

The foregoing resolution was adopted by the Senate of the State of 
Nebraska on March 29, 1911. 


assage of a 


Wm. H. Smits, 
Secretary State Senate. 
Approved by the house of representatives March 31, 1911. 
Harry C. RICHARDSON, 
Chief Clerk. 
SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I offer a privileged 
resolution (S. Res. 6). 

Tie PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Curtis in the chair). 
Secretary will read the resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Whereas the Senate by resolution adopted on the 20th day of June, 
1910, authorized and directed the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
to investigate certain charges against WiLL1AM Lorimer, a Senator 
from the State of Illinois, and to report to the Senate whether in the 
election of said Lorimer as a Senator of the United States from said 
State of —e there were used and employed corrupt methods and 
prac iceS; an 

Whereas said committee, pursuant to said resolution, took the testi- 
mony of a large number of witnesses, reduced the testimony to printed 
form, and reported the same to the Senate, which was thereafter con- 
sidered and acted upon by the Senate; and 

Whereas the Illinois State Senate thereafter appeinted a committee 


The 


| the reorganization 


to investigate like charges against Writtam LORIMER and to report to | 


said State senate whether in the election of said Lorrmer to the United 


— 3 Senate corrupt methods and practices were employed and used; 
ant 


Whereas as it appears from the published reports of the proceedings | 


of the said Illinois State Senate committee’ that witnesses who were 
not called amd sworn by the committee of this Senate appointed to 
invest 
Illinois State Senate, and upon being interrogated have given important 


material testimony tending to prove that $100,000 was corruptly ex- 
pena 
Senate: 


igate said charges have appeared before the said committee of the | tha outstanding title of the United States to lots 3 and 4, square 


d to secure the election of WitLiAmM Lorimer to the United States | 


Resolved, That Senators Jonn D. Works, CHartes E. TOWNSEND, | 


Grorcs P. McLean, Jonn W. Kern, and A?TLer PoMERENE be, and they 
are hereby, appointed a special committee, and as such committee be, 
and are hereby, authorized and directed to investigate and report to 


the Senate whether in the election of Witu1aAM Lorimer, as a Senator | 


of the United States from the State of Illinois, there were used and 
employed corrupt methods and practices; that said committee be au- 
thorized to sit during the sessions of the Senate and during any recess 
of the Senate or of Congress, to hold sessions at such place or places 
as it shall deem most convenient for the purposes of the investigation, 
to employ stenographers, to send for persons and papers, to administer 
— i = ee the results of its investigation, including all testi- 
nony taken by it; 


from the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers to be approved 
by the chairman of the committee. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask to have the resolution printed and 
lie cn the table subject to call. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 
joint resolutions is next in order. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


sis and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 


time, and by unanimous consent the second time, and referred 
as follows: 


By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (8. 1) to establish a department of health, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Public Health and National 
Quarantine. 

A bill (8. 2) supplementary to and amendatory of the act 
entitled “An act for the division of the lands and funds of the 
Osage Nation of Indians in Oklahoma,” approved June 28, 1906, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Is there objection? The Chair 
The introduction of bills and 


| 32, and 33 of original lot No. 3, square No. 80, 


and that the expenses of the inquiry shall be paid | 


SENATE. 101 


ty Mr. PAGE: 

A bill (S. 3) te cooperate with the States in encouraging in- 
struction in agriculture, the trades and industries, and home 
economics in seeondary schools; in maintaining instruction in 
these vocational subjects in State normal schools: in maintain- 
ing extension departments in State colleges of agriculture and 
mechanie arts; and to appropriate money and regulate its ex- 
penditure; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 


A bill (S. 4) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Stumpff; 

A bill (S. 5) granting an increase of pension to Samuel C. 
Whitwam; and 

A bill (S. 6) granting an increase of pension to Leander O. 
| Tucker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 7) for the relief of Daniel M. Frost; to the Co 
mittee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 8) to amend an act entitled “An act to prohibit 


the importation and use of opium for other than medicinal pur- 
poses,” appreved February 9, 1909; 

A bill (S. 9) to amend the act of October 1, 
p. 1567), regulating the manufacture of smoking opium wit 
the United States; and 

A bill (S. 19) imposing a tax upon and regulating the pro- 
duction, manufacture, and distribution of certain habit-forming 
drugs; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 11) authorizing the Supreme Court of the United 
States to make rules of practice (with accompanying paper) ; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 12) to give effect to the provisions of a treaty be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain concerning the fish- 
eries in waters contiguous to the United States and the Do- 
minion of Canada, signed at Washington on April 1, 1908, and 
ratified by the United States Senate April 15, 1908; 

A bill (S. 18) to regulate the practice of pharmacy and the 
sale of poisons in the consular districts of the United States in 
China ; and 

A bill (S. 14) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for 
of the Consular Service of United 
States ”; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

A bill (S. 15) for the relief of the North American Transpor- 
tation & Trading Co.; and 

A bill (8S. 16) for the relief of George Q. Allen; 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 17) to amend an act entitled “An act making ft a 
misdemeanor in the District of Columbia to abandon or will- 
fully neglect to provide for the support and maintenance by any 
person of his wife or of his or her minor children in destitute 
or necessitous circumstances,” approved March 23, 1906; 

A bill (S. 18) to incorporate the Grand Army of the Republic; 
A bill (S. 19) authorizing the Secretary of War to convey 


1890 (26 Stat., 


hin 


the 


to the Com- 


103, in the city of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (S. 20) directing the Secretary of War toe convey the 
outstanding legal title of the United States to sublots Nos. 31, 
in the city of 
Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (S. 21) for the relief of Ida A. Chew, owner of lot 
112, square 721, Washington, D. C., with regard to assessment 
and payment of damages on account of changes of grade due to 
construction of the Union Station, District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 22) to establish and disburse a_ public-school 
teachers’ retirement fund in the District of Columbia ; 

A bill (S. 238) to authorize the extension of Underwood 


=v) 


| Street NW.; 


A bill (S. 24) for the creation of the police and firemen’s 
relief fund, to provide for the retirement of members of the 


| police and fire departments, to establish a method of procedure 


for such retirement, and for other purposes; 

A bill ¢S. 25) to regulate the business of loaning money on 
security of any kind by persons, firms, and corporations other 
than national banks, licensed bankers, trust companies, savir 
banks, building and loan associations, pawnbrokers, and rea! 
estate brokers in the District of Columbia ; 

A bill (S. 26) to authorize the acceptance by the United 


States of the gift of the Nathan Straus Pastenrized M 
Laboratory ; 
A bill (S. 27) to authorize the town of Chevy Chase, Md., 


to connect its water system with the water system of the Dis 
trict of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 28) prohibiting corporations transacting business 
in the District of Columbia under a name similar to another 
corporation doing business therein; 
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A bill (8S. 29) to amend paragraph 43 of an act entitled “An 
act making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 
government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 50, 1903, and for other purposes,” approved July 1, 
1902 ; 

A bill (8S. 30) to provide for the extension of Kenyon Street 
from Seventeenth Street to Mount Pleasant Street and for the 
extension of Seventeenth Street from Kenyon Street to Irving 
Street, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

> bill (8. 31) to authorize the extension of Park Place NW.; 
anc 

A bill (S. 32) to amend an act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the extension of Newton Place NW. from New Hamp- 
shire Avenue to Georgia Avenue, and to connect Newton Place 
in Gass’s subdivision with Newton Place in Whitney Close sub- 
division,” approved February 21, 1910; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


_A bill (S. 33) granting an increase of pension to Ellen B. 
Kittredge; and 

A bill (S. 34) granting an increase of pension to Truman 
Hall (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: 

A bill (S. 35) creating an additional division of the Railway 
Mail Service, with headquarters at Omaha, Nebr., and provid- 
ing the necessary officials therefor; to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 


A bill (S. 36) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Wheeler ; 


UA bill (S. 37) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Stonebarger ; 

A bill (8S. 38) granting an increase of pension to Jacob B. 
Mowry; 


a bill (S. 39) granting an increase of pension to Wesley A, 
Maze; . 

A bill (8. 40) granting an increase of pension to E. J. Webb; 

A bill (S. 41) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Jefferson ; 

A bill (S. 42) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Reynolds ; 


a ‘ bill (S. 43) granting an increase of pension to William Q. 
wanan 5 


A bill (S. 44) granting an increase of pension to William 
Smith Brown; 


A bill (S. 45) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Liebhart ; 


; A bill (S. 46) granting an increase of pension to C. W. 
een ; 

A bill (8. 47) granting an increase of pension to Cornelius S. 
Munhail; 
A bill (8S. 48) granting an increase of pension to L. D. For- 
1and ; 

A bill (S. 49) granting an increase of pension to Arden R. 
Chapman ; 

A bill (S. 50) granting an increase of pension to Squire C. 
French ; 

A bill (S. 51) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Scofield ; 

A bill (8. 52) granting an increase of pension to John Brown; 

A bill (S. 53) granting an increase of pension to W. H. 
Wyatt; 

A bill (8S. 54) granting an increase of pension to David Pick- 
erell; 

A bill (S. 55) granting an increase of pension to Lester 
Walker; 

A bill (S. 56) granting a pension to Joseph P. Morris; 

A bill (S. 57) granting an increase of pension to Abel Buck- 
ingham ; 

A bill (S. 58) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Lennon; 

A bill (S. 59) granting an increase of pension to John F. 


ng; 

A bill (S. 60) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Stege ; 

A bill (S. 61) granting a pension to Katie A. Stewart; 

A bill (S. 62) granting a pension to Susan Perry; 

A bill (S. 68) granting an increase of pension to Wilson 
Aler (with accompanying papers): and 

A bill (S. 64) granting an increase of pension to Wingate K. 
Wachtel (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON: 

A bill (S. 65) providing for an additional judge for the dis- 
trict of Montana; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


CC LO 


APRIL 6. 


A bill (S. 66) for the survey and allotment of lands n. 
braced within the limits of the Crow Indian Reserva‘ 
the State of Montana, and the sale and disposal of all s 
lands after allotment; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 67) for the relief of Capt, Joseph Herring, | 
States Army, retired (with accompanying paper) ; to th: 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 68) for the relief of John Lynn; 

A bill (S. 69) for the relief of William O. Mallahan ; 

A bill (S. 70) to remove the charge of desertion si 
against the military record of Minor Berry (with acco: 
ing paper) ; 

A bill (S. 71) for the relief of James M. Mulcahy (with : 
panying papers); and 

A bill (S. 72) to further increase the efficiency of the © 
ized Militia, and for other purposes (with accompanyii: 
pers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 73) granting an increase of pension to I: k 
Lavelle; 

A bill (S. 74) granting an increase of pension to Wade I: 
(with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 75) granting a pension to Lucretia Coleman ; 4) 

A bill (8S. 76) for the relief of Bull Snake and Old (| 
Crow Indians; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM: 

A bill (S. 77) to provide for the appointment of one ; 
tional district judge in and for the district of Colorado; t 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 78) to acquire a site for a public building « 
ling, Colo.; 

A bill (S. 79) to acquire a site for a public building 
rado City, Colo. ; 

A bill (S. 80) to acquire a site for a public building at ' 
wood Springs, Colo. ; 

A bill (S. 81) to acquire a site for a public building at \ 
rose, Colo. ; 

A bill (S. 82) to provide for the erection of a public bui g 
in the city of Durango, in the State of Colorado; and 

A bill (S. 83) to provide for the erection of a public build 
in the city of Fort Morgan, in the State of Colorado; to 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 84) to correct the military record of Evans Ow: 

A bill (S. 85) for the relief of Simon P. O'Neil; 

A bill (S. 86) for the relief of John Burke; 

A bill (S. 87) for the relief of George W. Brown; and 

A bill (S. 88) granting an honorable discharge to 1): 
Booth; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

_A bill (S. 89)‘ to establish a subtreasury at Denver, Colo. ; 
the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 90) to establish a fish-cultural station in the St: 
of Colorado; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 91) to provide for instruction in forestry in the 
colleges of agriculture and mechanic arts established under tle 
provisions of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862, and fi 
experiments in forestry in agricultural experiment stations: 

A bill (S. 92) to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to ior 
effectually suppress and prevent the spread of diseases of 
potatoes known as black scab and wart disease, and for other 
purposes ; 

A bill (S. 98) to establish a botanical laboratory at Denver, 
Colo. ; 

A bill (S. 94) for the building of a national road from Wagon 
Wheel Gap to the Wheeler National Monument, Colo.; and 

A bill (S. 95) to establish standard packages and grades fur 
apples, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 96) granting to the State of Colorado for tlic 
Colorado State University certain lands in lieu of lands in- 
closed in forest reservations; 

A bill (S. 97) for the relief of George W. Wicks; and 

A bill (S. 98) creating the Monument National Park; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 99) for the relief of the White River Utes, the 
Southern Utes, the Uncompahgre Utes, the Tabeguache, Muachie, 
Capote, Weeminuche, Yampa, Grand River, and Uinta Bands of 
Ute Indians, known also as the Confederated Bands of Ute 
Indians, of Colorado; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 100) to carry into effect the findings of the military 
board of officers in the case of George Ivers, administrator ; 

A bill (8S. 101) for the relief of Jarib L. Sanderson; 

A bill (S. 102) for the relief of Alfred James Saynor ; 

A bill (S. 103) for the relief of Samuel H. Caldwell; 

A bill (S. 104) for the relief of Carl Krueger; and 

A bill (S. 105) for the relief of Mrs. Julia L. Hall; to the 
Committee on Claims, 


{ 


ut ¢ 
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pill (S. 106) to extend the provisions, limitations, and bene- 
fits of an act entitled “An act granting pensions to the sur- 
yivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as 
the Black Hawk War, Creek War, Cherokee disturbances, and 
the Seminole War,” approved July 27, 1892, and of the act 
at datory thereto; and 


nd the widows of members of the Forsythe Scouts; to the 
ynmittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: 

pill (S. 108) to authorize the sale and disposition of the 


surplus and unallotted lands in the Cheyenne. River Indian 
Reservation, in the State of South Dakota, and making appro- 
priation and provision to carry the same into effect; 

A bill (S. 109) to authorize the sale and disposition of the 
surplus and unallotted lands in the Standing Rock Indian Reser- 
yation, in the States of South Dakota and North Dakota, and 


making appropriation and provision to carry the same into 
effect ; 


A bill (S. 110) to authorize the sale and disposition of a 


portion of the surplus and unallotted lands in Todd and Bennett 
Counties, in the Rosebud Indian Reservation, in the State of 
South Dakota, and making appropriation and provision to 


y the same into effect; and 

bill (S. 111) to authorize the sale and disposition of the 
lus and unallotted lands in Washabaugh County, in the 
Ridge Reservation, in the State of South Dakota, and 
ig appropriation to carry the same into effect; to the Com- 
on Indian Affairs. 

bill (S. 112) granting an increase of pension to David 
Lams; 

bill (S. 113) granting an increase of pension to Philip 


cart 

A 
Pine 
ma! 
mitté 

A 
Wi 

A 
Lucas; 

A bill (S. 114) granting an increase of pension to Frank A. 
Fassett; and 

A bill (8. 115) granting an increase of pension to James 
Goodwin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (8. 116) to maintain at the United States Military 
Academy an Engineer detachment; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs 

A bil! (S. 117) granting an increase of pension to Annie G. 
Hawkins; and 

A bill (S. 118) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Pierson Porter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

ty Mr. BURTON: 

A bill (S. 119) regulating the manner of appointing post- 
masters of the first, second, and third classes; to the Commit- 
tee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

A bill (8. 120) for the relief of the several States under the 
act of July 8, 1898, and acts amendatory thereto; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (8. 121) to authorize the use of certain unclaimed 
moheys now in the registry of the United States circuit court 
for the northern district of Ohio for the improvement of the 
libraries of the United States courts for said district; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr, NEWLANDS: 

A bill (8. 122) to create a Board of River Regulation and to 
provide a fund, for the regulation and control of the flow of 
navigable rivers in aid of interstate commerce, and as a means 
to that end to provide for flood prevention and protection and 
for the beneficial use of flood waters and for water storage and 
for the protection of watersheds from denudation and erosion 
and from forest fires and for the cooperation of Government 
services and bureaus with each other and with States, munici- 
palities, and other local agencies; to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

ty Mr. ROOT: 

A bill (8. 123) to alter the regulations respecting the manner 
of holding elections for Senators; to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

A bill (8. 124) to incorporate the Carnegie Endowment for 
International Peace; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

A bill (8. 125) to permit the American Academy in Rome to 
enlarge its purposes, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Library. 

By Mr. BURNHAM: 


A bill (8. 126) granting an increase of pension to Frank P. 
Sargent; 


A bill (8. 127) granting an increase of pension to James 
Lynch; 
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bill (S. 107) granting pensions to the surviving members | 
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A bill (8S. 128) granting an increase of peasion to Abner F. 
Clement; 

A bill (S. 129) granting a pension to Jennie H. Dennett; 

A bill (8S. 130) granting an increase of pension to Charles J. 
Esty: 

A bill (8S. 131) granting an increase of pension to Joseph L. 
Mitchell; and 

A bill (S. 132) granting an increase of pension to Frank V. 
Marshall; to the Committee on Pension 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 





A bill (S. 138) to provide for a site and the erection of a 
public building at Marianna, Fla.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (8S. 134) providing for amending section 3142 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, making the lice of 
internal-revenue collector a term oflice and fixing the term at 
four years, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Finan 


By Mr. HEYBURN: 

A bill (8S. 135) to establish land courts of the United States 
and an appellate land court of the United Sta to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 186) to prevent the 
state or foreign commerce of articles of food held in co 
for more than the time herein specified, and for 
traffic therein, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 187) to prevent fraudulent representations as to 
Government guaranties of foods and medicines; and 

A bill (S. 138) for preventing the manufacture, sale, or trans- 
portation of adulterated or mislabeled paint, turpentine, 
linseed oil; to the Committee on Manufactures. 


tes: 
‘ ’ 


im inter 
} bans 
ld storage 


reguialing 


sale or transportati 


e fic 


or 


A bill (S. 189) authorizing the purchase of grounds for the 
accommodation of public buildings for the use of the Govern- 
ment of the United States in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds. 

A bill (S. 140) for the relief of Frank B. Crosthwaite; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 141) extending to the members of the Forsyth 
Scouts the provisions of the pension acts of June 27, 1890, and 
February 6, 1907; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 142) to establish a fish-cultural station 
State of Idaho; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 143) to validate the location of mineral claims 
heretofore made by United States deputy mineral surveyors 
during their incumbency in office; to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 


in the 


A bill (S. 144) to legalize a bridge across the Pend Oreille 
tiver, in Stevens County, Wash.; to the Committee on Com 


merce. 

A bill (S. 145) to authorize popular subscriptions at all post 
offices for the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, and for publishing and 
mailing the same; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

A bill 
Trexler; 

A bill (S. 147) granting an increase of pension to Sartin Mc 
Comas; 

A bill (S. 148) granting an increase 
H. B. Moulton; 

A bill (S. 149) granting an increase of pension to Israe 
Gamblin; 

A bill (S 
Back ; 

A bill (S. 
Martin: 

A bill (S. 
A bill (S 
2 Ward; 
A bill (S. 154) granting an increase of pension to John \V\ 
Mowery; 


(S. 146) granting an increase of pension to Abram 


of pension to Pierpont 


. 150) granting an increase of pension to Henry § 
151) granting an increase of pension te George I 
152) granting a pension to Grant Noble; 


. 153) granting an increase of pension to August 
I 


A bill (S. 155) granting an increase of pension to Edw 
Totten ; 

A bill (8S. 156) granting an increase of pension to Anse 
Decatur; 

A bill (S. 157) granting an increase of pension to Hir 


Smith; 

A bill (S. 158) granting an increase of pension to Joseph C. 
| Norris; 
| <A bill 

heimer ; 

A bill (S. 160) granting an increase of pensii 

Edwards; 


(S. 159) granting a pension to Cleora E. Mason 


n to Hiram L. 





ay 


A 
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A bill (S. 161) granting an increase of pension to William 
Dickson ; 

A bill (8S. 162) granting an additional pension to soldiers who 
were confined in Confederate prisons during the War of the 

tebellion ; 

A bill (8. 163) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
W. Wheeler; 

- A bill (8. 164) granting an increase of pension to David D. 
Sullivan; 

‘ A bill (S. 165) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
togers; 

; A bill (8. 166) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
’owers; 

: bill (S. 167) granting an increase of pension to John Hays; 
anc 

A bill (8S. 168) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Chretien; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 169) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the claims of Jones & Laughlin and others; and 

A bill (8S. 170) for the relief of Anna T. W. Albree, adminis- 
tratrix of James T. Wood, deceased, and the Safe Deposit & 
Trust Co, of Pittsburg, Pa.; to the Committee on Claims. 

sy Mr. SMITH of Maryland: 

A bill (8. 171) placing John W. Saville, passed assistant en- 
gineer, United States Navy, on the retired list with an advanced 
rank; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 172) to amend an act authorizing the Washington, 
Spa Springs & Gretta Railroad Co., of Maryland, to enter the 
District of Columbia, with amendments, approved February 18, 
1907 ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. YOUNG: 

A bill (8. 173) granting an increase of pension to Edward S. 
Allen (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: 

A bill (8S. 174) to provide for an experiment in the improve- 
ment of certain highways by the Secretary of Agriculture, in 
cooperation with the Postmaster General, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. CHILTON: 

A bill (S. 175) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
B. Sims; 

A bill (S. 176) granting a pension to Silas Bradley ; 

A bill (S. 177) granting a pension to G. C. Acree; 

A bill (S. 178) granting a pension to Harrie Pierson; and 


A bill (S. 179) granting a pension to Isaac Wharton; to the | 


Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BRADLEY: 

A bill (S. 180) providing for the celebration of the semi- 
centennial anniversary of the act of emancipation, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Industrial Expositions, 

A bill (S. 181) for the relief of the estate of George Vaught, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 182) for the relief of George B. Duncan; and 


A bill (S. 183) for the relief of G. A. Embry; to the Commit- | 


tee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 184) for the erection of a public building at Lan- 
caster, Ky.; and 

A bill (S. 185) for the erection of a public building at Ash- 
land, Ky.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 186) to correct the military record of Francis M. 
Grinstead; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 187) granting an increase of pension to Cornelius 
Cc. Vaughan; 

A bill (S. 188) granting an increase of pension to Darius 
Young; 

A bill (S. 189) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth S. 
Phillips; 

A bill (S. 190) granting a pension to William P. Mandeville; 

A bill (S. 191) granting an increase of pension to Peter M. 
Bryant; 

A bill (S. 192) granting an increase of pension to James 
Short: 

A bill (S. 193) granting an increase of pension to S. Burdine; 

A bill (S. 194) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Jarrett; 

A bill (S. 195) granting an increase of pension to John Luns- 
ford; 

A bill (S. 196) granting an increase of pension to David H. 
Burge; 

A bill (S. 197) granting an increase of pension to James. H. 
Baker ; 

A bill (8S. 198) granting an increase of pension to H. J. 
Mullins; f 
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A bill (S. 199) granting an increase of pension to Jo), 
Slaughter; 

A bill (S. 200) granting an increase of pension to Th 
Lewis; . 

A bill (S. 201) granting an increase of pension to Da 
Moneyperny ; 

A bill (S. 202) granting an increase of pension to Th. 
Clay; 

A bill (S. 203) granting an increase of pension to Asahe! \. 
Wells; 

A bill (S. 204) granting an increase of pension to Willis 
Jones; 

A bill (S. 205) granting an increase of pension to Tho: 
Taylor; 

A bill (S. 206) granting an increase of pension to J: 
Sumpter ; 


A bill (S. 207) granting an increase of pension to Join J 
Hill; 

A bill (S. 208) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J, 
North; 


A bill (S. 209) granting an increase of pension to Abe! | 
nington; 

A bill (S. 210) granting an increase of pension to W. J. 
Nash; 

A bill (S. 211) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Brady ; 

A bill (S. 212) granting an increase of pension to Julius .\ 
Pherson; and 

A bill (S. 213) granting an increase of pension to Willi 
R. Arnold; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (8S. 214) to provide for the opening to settlement of | 
Klamath Indian Reservation, in Oregon, and for other | 
poses ; 

A bill (S. 215) to authorize allotments and the sale and ( 
position of the surplus and unallotted lands in the Umati 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Oregon, and making aj))) 
priation and provision to carry the same into effect; and 

A bill (S. 216) to authorize allotments and the sale and di 
position of the surplus and unallotted lands in the Wa: 
Springs Indian Reservation, in the State of Oregon, and mak 
appropriation and provision to carry the same into effect; 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 217) to provide for refund to Adam Pfeife: 
money erroneously paid by said Adam Pfeifer to the Goyer 
ment of the United States in making final homestead pro 

A bill (S. 218) for the relief of George Thompson; and 

A bill (S. 219) granting to the State of North Dakota 50.00) 


| acres of land to aid in the maintenance of a normal schoo! it 


Minot, N. Dak.; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 220) providing for the erection of a public buildi 
at Valley City, N. Dak.:; and 

A bill (8S. 221) providing for the erection of a public buildi 
at Dickinson, N. Dak.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 222) to establish an agricultural plant, shrub, aud 
tree experimental station at or near the city of Mandan, west «! 
the Missouri River, in the State of North Dakota; 

A bill (S. 223) to provide for the inspection and grading « 


| grain entering into interstate commerce, and to secure uni- 


formity in standards and classification of grain, and for other 
purposes; and 

A bill (S. 224) to establish an agricultural experiment st::- 
tion at or near the city of Williston, in the State of North D:- 
kota; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 225) authorizing the cancellation of the Indian «l- 
lotment of Peter Rousseau; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 226) to permit citizens of the United States to be 
admitted to Government tuberculosis hospitals; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

A bill (8. 227) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries of 
the United States;” to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 228) for the relief of John H. Howlett; to tle 
Committee on Claims. 2 

A bill (S. 229) for the relief of Charles O. Hanna; to tle 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

A bill (S. 230) to prevent the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
buildings, ships, navy yards, and parks and other premis:s 
owned or used by the United States Government; to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

A bill (S. 231) to establish a fish-culture station at the city 
of Fargo, in the State of North Dakota; to the Committee on 
Fisheries. 
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A bill (S. 232) to provide for the incorporation, control, and 
government of associations organized to carry on business enter- 
ing into or becoming a part of interstate commerce; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 233) establishing rate of pay for rural free car- 
riers; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 234) amending section 2 of an act entitled “An act | 
to increase the pension of widows, minor children, etc., of de- | 
ceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War, the War with 
Mexico, the various Indian wars, etc., and to grant a pension to | 
certain widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors of the late 
Civil War,” approved April 19, 1908; 

A bill (S. 285) granting an increase of pension to Cyril 


ae 
Boutiette; and 

A bill (S. 2386) granting an increase of pension to James 
Kenyon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama: 

A bill (S. 237) for the proper observance of Sunday as a 
day of rest in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 238) to authorize the extension of Lamont Street 
NW., in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 239) to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 
of Alabama; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A biil (S. 240) authorizing the Independent Order of B’Nai 
Brith of the United States to occupy and construct buildings 
for the use of the organization on lots Nos. 3 and 4, block No. 
114, in the city of Hot Springs, Ark; to the Committee on Public | 
Lands. 

A bill (S. 241) to repeal section 3480 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
A bill (S. 242) to improve navigation on Black Warrior 
River, in the State of Alabama; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 248) for the relief of the heirs of Gen. John A. | 
Quitman; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 244) extending the operation of the act of June 10, 
1910, to coal lands in Alabama; to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 245) providing for the adjustment of the claims of | 
the States and Territories to lands within national forests; and | 
A bill (S. 246) to amend section 2291 and section 2297 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to homesteads; 

to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 247) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Twin Falls, Idaho; 

A bill (S. 248) providing for the erection of a Federal build- 
ing at Coeur d’Alene, Idaho; 

A bill (S. 249) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Caldwell, Idaho; 

A bill (8, 250) to provide for the erection ef a public building 
at Idaho Falls, Idaho; and 

A bill (S. 251) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Nampa, Idaho; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 252) to establish in the Department of Commerce 
and Labor a bureau to be known as the Children’s Bureau: 

A bill (S. 253) limiting the hours of daily service of laborers 
and mechanics employed upon work done for the United States | 
or for any Territory or for the District of Columbia, and for | 
other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 254) to establish the United States University; to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

A bill (S. 255) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
issue patent in fee to the Presbyterian Board of Home Missions 
for certain lands situated in the State of Idaho; and 

A bill (S. 256) affecting the sale and disposal of public or 
Indian lands in town sites, and for other purposes; to the Com- | 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (8S, 257) prohibiting Senators, Representatives, or Dele- 
gates from receiving compensation or acting as counsel in cer- | 
tain matters where the United States is interested, or for parties 
or corporations engaged in interstate commerce; and 

A bill (S. 258) providing for the dismissal of indictments in | 
case of failure to prosecute; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
_A bill (S. 259) for the relief of the First National Bank of | 
Cottonwood, Idaho; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 260) providing that entrymen for homesteads within 
reclamation projects shall receive patent upon satisfactory proof 
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My Mr. LA FOLLETTE: 


A bill (S. 261) to create a Tariff Commission and defining 
its powers and duties; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 262) to amend an act entitled “An act to regu 
late commerce,” approved February 4, 1SS8S7, and all acts 


amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission; to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

By Mr. NELSON: 


A bill (S. 268) to establish a fish-cultural station in the 
State of Minnesota; to the Committee on Visheries, 

A bill (S. 264) to amend section 4875 of the Revised Stat 
utes, to provide a compensation for superintendents of national 
cemeteries; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

A bill (S. 265) to provide for the punishment of rta 
crimes against the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 266) authorizing national banking associati to 
make loans on real-estate security in certain cases; to | 
Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 267) providing for assisting indigent pers 
other than natives, in the District of Alaska; to the Commiite> 


‘Territories. 

By Mr. WETMORE: 

A bill (S. 26S) to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 
of Rhode Island; to the Committee on Fisheries. 


on 


A bill (S. 269) referring the claim of the State of Rhod 
Island to the Court of Claims for adjudication (with accon 
| panying paper); to the Committee on Claims. 
A bill (S. 270) for the relief of Matthew Logan: and 
A bill (S. 271) to authorize the compilation of the military 


and naval records of the Revolutionary 
their publication; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 272) to accept and fund the bequest of Gertrude 
M. Hubbard; to the Committee on Finance. 


War with a view to 


By Mr. DILLINGHAM: 

A bill (S. 273) for the relief of the estate of F. Z. Tucker. 
deceased: to the Committee on Claims 

A bill (S. 274) providing for the removal of snow and ice 
from the paved sidewalks of the District of Columbia; to thi 
| Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 275) authorizing the appointment of an assistant 


appraiser at the port of Boston; 


A bill (S. 276) to create a Tariff Board; 

A bill (S. 277) to provide for refunding duties on bituminous 
and culm coal imported into the United States from October 6, 
1902, to January 15, 1903, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 278) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 


give to the city of Newburyport, in Massachusetts, the United 


stands: and 

A bill (S. 279) providing for the refund of certain duties in- 
| correctly collected on cutch; to the Committee on Finance 
| <A bill (S. 280) incorporating the National Academy of Arts 
and Letters; and 

A bill (S. 281) incorporating the National Institute of Arts 
and Letters; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 282) to fix the sizes of baskets or other open con 
tainers for small fruits or berries; to the Committee on Stand 
ards, Weights, and Measures. 

A bill (S. 283) providing for a site for a publie building at 
Provincetown, Mass.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds. 

A bill (S. 284) for the relief of Andrew 
liam R. Livermore; and 

A bill (S. 285) to indemnify the State of Massachusetts for 
expenses incurred by it in defense of the United States; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 286) to correct the military record of Henry Butter 
field (also known as Henry Johnson) and to grant him an hon 
orable discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 287) for the relief of James Henry Payne; and 

A bill (S. 288) to authorize the President to Ensigt 


H. Russell and Wil 


pla e 


| John Tracey Edson on the retired list of the Navy with the ra) 


of lieutenant: to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
(By request.) A bill (S. 289) to establish a National Memo 


of residence, improvement, and cultivation for five years, the | District of Columbia. 


same as though said entry had been made under the original 


homestead act; to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation 
of Arid Lands. 


rial Home for Aged and Infirm Colored People in the District 
of Columbia, and for Working Girls; to the Committee on the 
ty Mr. PERKINS: 
A bill (S. 290) to authorize the appointn of de l sur- 


| geons in the United States Navy; and 
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A bill (S. 291) providing for the retirement of petty officers 
and enlisted men of the United States Navy or Marine Corps, 
and for the efficiency of the enlisted personnel; to the Com- 
mittee on Nava! Affairs. 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (8. 292) for the relief of the estate of John Frazer, 
deceased: and 

A bill (8. 293) for the relief of the estate of Zephaniah Kings- 
ley, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: 

A bill (S. 294) granting an increase of pension to William F. 
McKellup; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOURNE: 


A bill 


(S. 295) to adjust the claims of certain settlers in 
Sherman County, Oreg. (with accompanying paper to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 296) to direct the construction of a lightship and 


its maintenance near Orford Reef, off Cape Blanco, Oreg. (w 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on Commerce. 
By Mr. WETMORE: 


ith 


A bill (8. 207) for the establishment of a park at the junc- | 
tion of Maryland Avenue, Fifteenth Street, and H Street NE., | 


Washington, D. 
Grounds. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I introduce a joint resolution and ask that 
it be read and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The joint resolution (8S. J. Res. 1) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution providing that Senators shall be elected by 
the people of the several States was read the first time by its 
title and the second time at length and referred to the C 
tee on the Judiciary, as follows: 


C.; to the Committee on Public 


onimit- 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House con- 
curring therein), That in lieu of the first paragraph of section 


3 of 





Article I of the Constitution of the United States, and in lieu of so 
much of paragraph 2 of the same section as relates to the filling of 
vacancies, the following be proposed as an amendment to the Consti- 








tution, which shall be valid to all intents and purposes as part of the 
Constitution when ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths of the 
States: 

“The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators 
from each State, elected by the people thereof for six years, and each 
Senator shall have one vote. The electors in each State shall have the 
qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of the 
State legislatures. 

“When vacancies happen in the representation of any State in the 


ALLi | 


| alter regulations 


3uildings and | 





By Mr. BURTON: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 3) extending the operation of 
the act for the control and regulation of the waters of Niagare 
Niver, for the preservation of Niagara Falls, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

CULBERSON. I introduce a joint resolution, which f 
ask to have printed in the Recorp and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 4) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution providing that Senators shall be elected b) 
ihe people of the several States was read twice by its title and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 

Resoived by the Senate and House of Representatires of the Unit 
States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House co 
curring therein), That in lieu of the first paragraph of section 3 
Article I of the Constitution of the United States, and in lieu of 
much of paragraph 2 of the same section as relates to the filling 
vacancies, and in lieu of all of paragraph 1 of section 4 of said Article I, 
in so far as the same relates to any authority in Congress to mak 

t as to the times or manner of holding elections { 


Aly 
Mr. 





| Senators, the following be proposed as an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion, which shall be valid to all intents and purposes as part of t 
Corstitution when ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths of th 
| States: 

‘The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senator: 
from each State, elected by the people thereof, for six years; and ea 
Senator shall have one yote. The electors in each State shall have t 
qu ene requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of t 
State legislatures 


Senate, the executive authority of such State shall issue writs of elec- | 


tion to fill such vacancies: Provided, That the legislature of any State 
may empower the executive thereof to make temporary appointments 
until the people fill the vacancies by election, as the legislature may 
irect. 

: “This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the election 
er term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as part of the 
Constitution.” 


Mr. BROWN. I introduce a joint resolution, which I 
may be read and lie on the table. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 2) approving the constitu- 
tions formed by the constitutional conventions of the Territory 
of New Mexico and the Territory of Arizona was read the first 
time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the constitution formed 
by the constitutional convention of the Territory of New Mexico, elected 
in aceordance with the terms of the act of Congress entitled “An act to 
enable the people of New Mexico to form a constitution and State gov- 
ernment and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the 
original States, etc.,” approved June 20, A. D. 1910, which said constitu- 
tional convention met at Santa Fe, N. Mex., on the 3d day of October, 
A. D. 1910, and which adjourned November 21, A. D. 1910, and which 
constitution was subsequently ratified and adopted by the duly qualified 
electors of the Territory of New Mexico at an election held according to 
law on the 2ist day of January, A. D. 1911, being republican in form 
and not repugnant to the Constitution of the Unit States and the 
principles of the Declaration of Independence, and complying with the 
terms of said enabling act, be, and the same is hereby, approved, subject 
te the terms and conditions of the joint resolution entitled “ Joint 
resolution reaffirming the boundary line between Texas and the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico,” approved on the 16th day of February, A. D. 1911. 

Sec. 2. That the constitution formed by the constitutional conven- 
tion of the Territory of Arizona, elected in accordance with the terms 
of the act of Congress entitled “An act to enable the people of Arizona 
to ferm a constitution and State government and be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States, etc..”’ approved 
June 20, A. D. 1910, which said constitutional convention met at 
Phoenix, Ariz., on the 10th day of October, A. D. 1910, and which con- 
stitution was subsequently ratified and adopted by the duly qualified 
electors of the Territory of Arizona at an election held according to 
law on the 9th day of February, A. D. 1911, being republican in form 
and not repugnant to the Constitution of the United States and the 
principles of the Declaration of Independence and complying with the 
terms of said enabling act, be, and the same is hereby, approved. 


Mr. BROWN. I ask that the joint resolution may lie on the 
table. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ordered. 


ask 


Without objection, it is so 








‘ ** The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senato: 
shall be as prescribed in each State by the legislature thereof. 

“When vacancies happen in the representation of any State in t! 
Senate, the executive authority of such State shall issue writs of ele 
tion to fill such vacancies: Provided, That the legislature of any Stat 
may empower the executive thereof to make temporary appointment 
until the people fill the vacancies by election, as the legislature may 
direct. 

“This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the election 


7“ term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as part of the 
‘onstitution.” 


Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I introduce a joint resolu- 
tion and, if there is no objection, I ask for its present considera- 
tion. The Senate has heretofore acted upon a similar joint reso- 
lution. It is simply to provide for the continuance of the Joint 
Special Committee for the Revision and Codification of the Laws. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
joint resolution for the information of the Senate. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 5) to create a joint committee 
to continue the consideration of the revision and codification of 
the laws of the United States, was read the first time by its 
title and the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That a special joint committee 
be appointed, consisting of five Senaters, to be appointed by the Vice 
President from Members of the Sixty-second Congress, and five Mem 
bers of the House ef Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker 
from the Members of the Sixty-second Congress, to examine, consider, 
and submit to Congress recommendations upon the revision and codifica- 
tion of laws reported by the Statutory Revision Commission, heretofore 
authorized to revise and codify the laws of the United States, including 
all lews of a general nature, permanent in character, passed since the 
submission to Congress, on December 15, 1906, of the final report of 
said commission ; and that the said joint committee be authorized to sit 
during the recess of Congress and to employ necessary assistants, to 
order such printing and binding done as may be required in the trans- 


|} action of its business, and to incur such expenses as may be deemed 


| necessary, all such expense to be 


paid in equal proportions from the 
contingent funds of the Senate and House of Representatives. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, under the law the joint 
resolution must necessarily go to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. It is a matter 
of statutory provision. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think that is correct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 6) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the in- 
dustries of the United States, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved August 5, 1909; to the Committee on Finance. 

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 7) to print Special Report on 
the Diseases of the Horse; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. LODGE: : 

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 8) authorizing the selection of 
a site and the erection of a statue of Alexander Hamilton in 
Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A joint resolution (8S. J. Res. 9) approving the constitutions 
formed by the constitutional conventions of the Territories of 
New Mexico and Arizona; to the Committee on Territories, 








1911. 


Mr. BORAH. I introduce a joint resolution and ask that | 
be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on the | 
Judiciary. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 10) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution providing that Senators shall be elected by 
the people of the several States, was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of cach House con- 
curring therein), That in lieu of the first paragraph of section 3 of | 
Article I of the Constitution of the United States, and in lieu of so 
much of paragraph 2 of the same section as relates to the filling of 
yucancies, and in lieu of all of paregraph 1 of section 4 of said Article I, | 
in so far as the same relates to any authority in Congress to make or 
alter regulations as to the times or manner of holding elections for 
Senators, the following be proposed as an amendment to the Constitu- | 
tion, which shall be valid to all intents and purposes as part of the 
constitution when ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths of the 
States: 

‘The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators 
from each State, elected by the people thereof for six years; and each 
Senator shall have one vote. The electors in each State shall have the 
qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of the 
State legislature. 

“The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators | 
shall be as prescribed in each State by the legislature thereof. 

“When vacancies happen in the representation of any State in the | 
Senate, the executive authority of such State shall issue writs of election 
to fill such vacancies: Provided, That the legislature of any State may | 
empower the executive thereof to make temporary appointments until the | 
people fill the vacancies by election, as the legislature may direct. 

“This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the election 
or term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as part of the 
Constitution.” 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—NANCY E. F. BAKER. 
On motion of Mr. OLIver, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Nancy FE. F. Baker (S. 9245, | 
Gist Cong., 3d sess.) be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, no 
udverse report having been made thereon. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—DAVID RB. SPENCE. 
On motion of Mr. SHIVELY, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of David B. Spence (S. 7554, 
Gist Cong.), for original pension, be withdrawn from the files of the | 
Senate, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


RULES OF PROCEDURE, 

Mr. ROOT. I submit a resolution, which I ask may be 
printed and lie on the table. 

The resolution (S. Res. 7) was read and ordered to lie on | 
the table, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, and it is hereby, in- 
structed to report for the consideration of the Senate a rule or rules 
to secure more effective control by the Senate over its procedure, and 
especially over its procedure upon conference reports and upon bills 


which have been passed by the House and have been favorably reported 
in the Senate. 





ADDITIONAL LABORER IN STATIONERY ROOM. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia submitted the following resolution | 
(S. Res. 8), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized to employ an additional laborer in the Senate stationery 
room at the rate of $720 per annum, to be paid from the contingent 
fund of the Senate until otherwise provided for. 

UNITED STATES EXPRESS CO. 

Mr. GORE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 9), 
which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to transmit to the Senate a copy of the contract between the 
Government of the United States and the United States Express Co., 
entered into on or about April 21, 1889, together with any renewal 
or substitute contract therefor, and the annual amounts of compensa- 
tion paid to said company in pursuance of said contract. 

BULINGS OF POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. DAVIS. I submit a resolution, with an accompanying 
paper. I ask that the resolution be read, and I ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res. 10) was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be required and directed to 
furnish to the Senate copy of the rulings of his department, and his 
reasons therefor, in regard to the circulation of the Woman's National 
Weekly ; also the Harpoon, of Denver, two newspapers published in the 
Unit States, inasmuch as serious charges are made against said rul- 
ings, as is shown by letter attached and made a part of this resolution; 
that said information be furnished to the Senate at the earliest possible 
convenience of the department. 


Mr. DAVIS. I ask to have the letter read for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 
tary will read the letter for the information of the Senate. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
BANK OF DENNING, 
Ozark, Ark., March 31, 1911 
Hion. Jerr Davis, Washington. D. C. 


Dear Str: As one of your constituents In this neck of the 


woods, 
} would like to ask that you give a few moments serious thought to 
of the recent rulings of the postal department, from which it has 
been made to appear that certain officials have made arbitrary rulin 
relative to certain newspapers, and without apparent cause have de 
manded that one paper strike from its subscription list the names of 
upward of 100,000. subscribers for the reason that relatives or friends 
| saw fit to make them a present of the paper for a year by paying in 
advance the regular subscription price of said publication. 

It occurs to me that there is a rotten egg in the basket somewhere, 
that the postal department should say that, ause a f nd desires to 
give a year's subscription, that the department can step in and say 
that they can not receive same because they did no pparently td 

|} in the money in their own name 

Having followed your record for election of Senat 3 by ir 
vote, and believing that you are in a sincere desire t ve tl n 
people a square deal, I will note with considerable pleasu a 1 
you may take with reference to a thorough airing of the p te 


ment and its arbitrary rulings. 
Yours, very sincerely, R. M. ADAM 

I refer to the Woman's National Daily, now the Woman's Nat l 
Weekly ; also the Harpoon, of Denver 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the jn 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. BURTON. I ask that the resolution may go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The resolution will lie 
objection having been made. 


REPUBLIC OF PORTUGAL. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I submit a resolution and ask that it be 
considered at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read t! 
resolution for the information of the Senate 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 11), as follows: 

Whereas under the inipulse of the world movement for popular rights 
and republican government, with which the United States are and have 
ever been in sympathy, the people of Portugal in October, 1910, 
threw the monarchy and established a republic: It is therefore 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not 
, to inform the Senate whether the 


over- 





performing the duties and fulfilling the obligations of an independent 
power; and if so, whether the Republic has been officially and fully ree- 
ognized by the executive department of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I hope the motion will not be adopted. 
The resolution merely requests of the President certain in- 
formaticn, and that is its only purpose. The people of Portu 
ral—I do not want to discuss the matter— 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me the resolution recites a good 
many facts. I think it ought to go to the Committee on Fore 
Relations. I hope the Senator from Texas will not object 
its reference. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I presume the majority will sustain the 
motion of the Senator from Illinois, but the facts recited are 
those of current history and are known of all men—that 
the people of Portugal overthrew the monarchy, expelled the 


to 


| king from their borders, and established a republic in October, 
| 1910, 


Mr. CULLOM. If the resolution is all right it will be re- 
ported back from the committee very soon. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I hope the motion of the Senator fi 
Illinois will not be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
the motion of the Senator from Illinois that the resolutic 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS, 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President, I wish to announce that « 
Monday next, if it shall be the pleasure of the Senate, iminv 
diately after the routine morning business, I desire to submit 
some remarks on certain reforms in representative government 
presented by various proposed constitutional amendn 


OPINION ON DIRECT LEGISLATION, 


Mr. BROWN. I present an opinion by the supreme court of 


the State of Oregon involving the constitutionality of direct 
legislation provisions in their constitution. It is by Judge King, 
a very able judge. I ask that the paper be printed as a | ( 
document (S. Doc, No. 6). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the r 
quest of the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. SMOOT. I did not hear the statement of the Senator 
from Nebraska as to the character of the pape! 

Mr. BROWN. It is the opinion of the supreme court of 
Oregon, speaking through Justice King. I ask that it be printed 
as a public document, 
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Mr. SMOOT. 
form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 


I have no objection to its being printed in that 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 o’clock 
and 8 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, April 
10, 1911, at 12 o'clock meridian. 





—s 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 6, 1911. | 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Frederick ©. Harper, of Washington, to be collector of cus- | 
toms for the district of Puget Sound, in the State of Wash- 
ington. (Reappointment. ) 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 
William L. Day, of Ohio, to be United States district judge | 
for the northern district of Ohio, vice Robert W. Tayler, de- | 
ceased. | 
Unitep STaTeEs ATTORNEY. 

Ulysses G. Denman, of Ohio, to be United States attorney for 


the northern district of Ohio, vice William L. Day, nominated 
to be United States district judge. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 


Col. Brasmus M. Weaver, Coast Artillery Corps, to be chief 
of Coast Artillery with the rank of brigadier general for the 
period of four years, beginning March 15, 1911, vice Brig. Gen. 
Arthur Murray, chief of Coast Artillery, who accepted an ap- 
pointment as major general, United States Army, March 14, 1911. 

MEDICAL OORPS, 
To be first lieutenants. 

John 8S. Coulter, from February 2, 1911, vice Capt. Benjamin 
J. Edger, jr., promoted. 

Frederick H. Foucar, from February 38, 1911, vice Capt. 
Samuel M. Waterhouse, promoted. 

Paul W. Gibson, from February 4, 1911, vice Capt Eugene H. | 
Hartnett, promoted. 

George B. Lake, from February 5, 1911, vice Capt. Clyde &. | 
Ford, promoted. 

Frank N. Chilton, from February 6, 1911, vice Capt. Charles | 
EK. Marrow, promoted. 

Horace M. Roberson, from February 7, 1911, vice Capt. 
Walter D. Webb, retired from active service January 1, 1909. 

Leo ©. Mudd, from February 8, 1911, vice Capt. M. A. W. 
Shockley, promoted. 

Leonard 8. Hughes, from February 9, 1911, vice Capt. Robert | 
WN. Winn, promoted. 

Jay D. Whitham, from February 10, 1911, vice Capt. Theodore 
C. Lyster, promoted. 

Henry P. Carter, from February 11, 1911, vice Capt. Sanford 
H. Wadhams, promoted. 

James L. Robinson, from February 12, 
Chandler P. Robbins, promoted. 

Francis X. Strong, from February 13, 1911, vice Capt. Thomas 
L. Rhoads, promoted. 

Robert C. McDonald, from February 14, 1911, vice Capt. Harry 
L. Gilchrist, promoted. 

Howard Clarke, from February 15, 1911, vice Capt. William 
J. lL. Lyster, promoted. 

Alleyne von Schrader, from February 16, 1911, vice Capt. 
Elbert B, Persons, promoted. 

Clemens W., McMillan, from February 18, 1911, vice Capt. 
William N. Bispham, promoted. 

Harry G. Ford, from February 19, 1911, vice Capt. Edward F. 
Geddings, promoted. 

Raymond W. Mills, from February 20, 1911, vice Capt. Chester 
J. Stedman, honorably discharged February 17, 1909. 

James F. Johnston, from February 21, 1911, vice Capt. William 
W. Quinton, retired from active service February 26, 1909. 

Henry C. Maddux, from February 22, 1911, vice Capt. Edward 
P. Rockhill, retired from active service February 26, 1909 

Samuel 8S. Creighton, from February 23, 1911, vice 
Arthur W. Morse, promoted. 


| 








1911, vice Capt. 


‘Capt. 


Bert R. Huntington, from February 24, 1911, vice Capt. Fran! 
GC. Baker, promoted. 

Henry ©. Michie, jr., from February 25, 1911, vice Capt. Jom 
D. Yost, retired from active service March 13, 1909. 

Lauren 8S. Eckels, from February 26, 1911, vice Capt. Char) 
R. Reynolds, promoted. 

Albert P. Clark, from February 27, 1911, vice Capt. Walter 
Cox, honorably discharged April 20, 1909. 

Charles E. McBrayer, from February 28, 1911, vice Firs 
Lieut. Wallace E. Sabin, retired from active service June 7 
1909. 

BEugene G. Northington, from March 1, 1911, vice Capt. Pau 
©. Hutton, promoted. ' 

Harley J. Hallett, from March 2, 1911, vice Capt. Henry § 
Kiersted, retired from active service June 26, 1909. 

Josiah H. Holland, from March 3, 1911, vice First Lieut. 
Howard A. Reed, retired from active service June 30, 1909. 

Sanford W. French, from March 4, 1911, vice Capt. Frederic 
A. Dale, promoted. 

Thomas J. Flynn, from March 5, 1911, vice Capt. William 
M. Roberts, promoted. 

George E. Pariseau, from March 6, 1911, vice Capt. George Ll. 


| Heard, honorably discharged December 15, 1909. 


Robert H. Gantt, from March 7, 1911, to fill an original va- 
cancy. 

Daniel I’. Maguire, from March 8, 1911, to fill an origina! 
vacancy. 

Kdward C. Register, from March 9, 1911, to fill an origina! 
yacancy. 

John M. Willis, from March 10, 1911, to fill an original va- 


| cancy. 


Joseph L. Siner, from March 11, 1911, to fill an original 
vacancy. 

William Denton, from March 12, 1911, to fill an origina! 
vacancy. 

Joseph QO. Walkup, from March 13, 1911, to fill an original 
vacancy. 


Fred R. Burnside, from March 14, 1911, to fill an original 


| vacancy. 


John J. Reddy, from March 15, 1911, to fill an original va- 
cancy. 
Herbert H. Sharpe, from March 16, 1911, to fill an original! 


| vacancy. 


Lloyd A. Kefauver, from March 17, 1911, to fill an original 


vacancy. 


William T. Cade, jr., from March 18, 1911, to fill an origina! 
vacancy. 


John R. McKnight, from March 19, 1911, to fill an original 
vacancy. 

George G. Divins, from March 20, 1911, to fill an original 
vacancy. 


MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 


Charles Loftus Grant Anderson, of the District of Columbia, 
to be first lieutenant in the Medical Reserve Corps with rank 
from March 21, 1911. 

Joseph Milton Heller, of the District of Columbia, to be first 
lieutenant in the Medical Reserve Corps with rank from March 
21, 1911. 

John Adam Metzger, of Pennsylvania, to be first lieutenant in 
the Medical Reserve Corps with rank from March 24, 1911. 

John George Ingold, of Illinois, to be first lieutenant in the 
Medical Reserve Corps with rank from March 25, 1911. 

Douglas Wiltz McEnery, of Lonisiana, to be first lieutenant in 
the Medical Reserve Corps with rank from March 25, 1911. 

William Patrick Joseph Ruddy, of Pennsylvania, to be first 
lieutenant in the Medical Reserve Corps with rank from March 
25, 1911. 

Samuel Jay Turnbull, of Florida, to be first lieutenant in 
the Medical Reserve Corps with rank from March 25, 1911. 

Alfred Parker Upshur, of Virginia, to be first lieutenant in 
the Medical Reserve Corps with rank from March 25, 1911. 

Anton Robert Schier, of Georgia, to be first lieutenant in the 
Medical Reserve Corps with rank from March 27, 1911. 

Charles John Boehs, of the District of Columbia, to be first 
lieutenant in the Medical Reserve Corps with rank from March 
27, 1911. ' 

William Culbert Lyon, of Maryland, to be first lieutenant in 
the Medical Reserve Corps with rank from March 31, 1911. 

INFANTRY ARM, 

William Allison Reed, of Tennessee, late second lieutenant 
Second Infantry, United States Army, to be second lieutenant 
of Infantry with rank from April 1, 1911, vice Second Lieut. 
Fred W. Pitts, Sixth Infantry, promoted June 29, 1910. 
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APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE AEMY, 


FIELD ARTILLERY. 


Second Lieut. John Magruder, Twenty-second Infantry, to be | 

md lieutenant of Field Artillery with rank from September | 
9, 1910. 

Second Lieut. E. Francis Riggs, Eighth Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant of Field Artillery with rank from February 
11, 1911. 


The House met at 12 
Prayer by the Chapla ’ ouden, 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker 


Oo CLOCK <r) 













































The SPEAKER. The gentle: 1 from Missi is recognized 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. | The Chair, however, will request the gentleman t pend 
. | moment until a Member can be sworn in 
QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. | 
| OATIL OF ¢ 
Lieut. Col. Isaac W. Littell, deputy quartermaster general, to | ppe oath of office was adi istered by the S ker to Mr 
be assistant quartermaster general with the rank of colonel | Konic Represent ‘tion from Mat ca 
rom March 3, 1911, to fill an original vacancy. : 
Lieut. Col. Gonzalez S. Bingham, deputy quartermaster gen- PRESENTATION OF GAVEL TO 
eral, to be assistant quartermaster general with the rank of | Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker. I am delegated by 
colonel from March 3, 1911, to fill an original vacancy. | Ralls County. in the ninth coner al district of M 
Maj. Winthrop 8. Wo nd, quartermaster, to be deputy quar- | which is the district the Speaker has the honor to ré 
termaster general with the rank of lieutenant colonel from | present to him on this occasion a gavel which he i 
March 3, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Isaac W. Littell, promoted. | as the first Democrat Speaker west of the Mississippi I 
Maj. Chauncey B. Baker, quartermaster, to be deputy quar- | to wield in evidence of his power. [General applause. | 
termaster general the rank of Heutenant colonel from | ‘There has been sent to me by mail a statement of the h y 
March 3, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Gonzalez 8. Bingham, promoted. | of this mallet. I will ask the Clerk to read that stat t 
Maj. George McK. Williamson, quartermaster, to be deputy | which has been prepared and sent to me | y Hon. David W 
quartermaster general with the rank of lieutenant colonel from | of Ralls County. Mi 
March 3, 1911, to fill an original vacancy. | The Clerk read as follow 
Maj. Thomas H. Slavens, quartermaster, to be deputy quar-/|... Seek) ebhiee"s ; re saeiiate ; 
termaster general with the rank of lieutenant colonel from | country. mo. anp To Pu ppeee ) TO HIM ON 1 1 
March 3, 1911, to fill an original vacancy. | SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES AT W 
Maj. David S. Stanley, quartermaster, to be deputy quarter-| 4 ™7 OF HisToRY AnoUT THIS GAVEL 
master general with the rank of lieutenant colonel from March | - —— yy ‘on, SUPPOst 1 to be the first white child mm in B 
3, 1911, to fill an original vacancy. Sar Or ther Gait tr eel tee ee oa 
Capt. Harry B. Chamberlin, quartermaster, to be quarter- of Missouri in the year 1816, settlir . in the valley of I 
master with the rank of major from March 3, 1911, vice Maj. | W: fers near the town of Clarksville, Pike ¢ ity. The next year he 
Winthrop S$. Wood, promoted. | marnad-€ ) ae nks “ Per o . very rap - Stren of the co anty of Joe 
Capt. Louis F. Garrard, jr., quartermaster, to be quarter- | and put up the first cristmill run by water power north of ¢ lis 
master with the rank of major from Mareh 3, 1911, vice Maj. | souri River. <A tall and oth bur-oak tree clo felled 
Chauncey B. Baker, promoted | rea this S. bv foot section wa * iken, which became | . pre 
; . ; ee ee . | the dam he mill was operated for many years by t { 
Capt. Bertram T. Clayton, quartermaster, to be quartermaster | and was from far and near visited by the early pior | 
with the rank of major from March 3, 1911, vice Maj. George | with grist to grind in the making of the ash-eooked pone bread 
McK. Williamson, promoted. teat eo toe eee 
t Dy Many orm y Knev t il. 
Capt. Ira L. Fredendall, quartermaster, to be quartermaster | ~' There was a iber of the Matson family in these part 4 
with the rank of major from March 3, 1911, vice Maj. Thomas the descendants of the elder Matson took a party of Rall i 
H. Slavens promoted him fast Sulumer eas went hunting rol the ith 
. . aos | uncarthing one of the timbers, from which i { \ 
Capt. Harry L. Pettus, quartermaster, to be quartermaster CLARK, so sure were they that he would be elected Speake 
with the rank of major from March 3, 1911, vice Maj. David 8S. | to control with mallet of oak the I te] 
Stanley, prometed. a eee Come PM : G 
2 2. r ‘ ; After diligent irch Mr. A. Matso! nd i 
Capt. Frank A. Grant, quartermaster, to be quartermaster | Clark enthusiasts, discovered the sleeping apron log at t 
with the rank of major from March 3, 1911, to fill an original | old dam, deeply embedded in sand and water, and cut away 
ae | secil The timber was well preserved, sound and hearty, and a 
vacancy. idl | of Missouri mules pulled it « layligh \ al saw! 
Capt. Archibald W. Butt, quartermaster, to be quartermaster | the severed piece into dimension sizes, ont of which a gavel ha 
with the rank of major from March 3, 1911, to fill an original | made a the use of Mr. CLARK and another for the use of H n. Wil 
: > liam T. Tagland, judge of the tenth judicial cireuit court, an 
vacancy. — 2 ee Sek? one a os a , 
per ol ns LICKS il t nh mad in t ‘ ri 0 t 
ATE CORPS mill it was a frequent custom of tt in tl! T 
re a owner, to do their own tolling and of the by 
Capt. Clement C. Whitcomb, Medical Corps, to be major from om, Se wat . a ae ‘d the power i rinding, pouri 
>} Sant rude hopper tne gr: 1 o be ground, and t n, at another p 
January 1, 1911, to fill an or sit l vacancy. ; ; mill, down in the basement, to sack up tl round materi 
Capt. George H. Crabtree, Medical Corps, to be major from | occasion, it is related, a neig! ( to ft mill and f 
January 911 » fill az ‘iginal vacancy. | him was his pack of hounds. While attending to the grin 
lary 1, 1911, to fill an original ang | attention was called to the fact that d I left 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. | deep distant baying of the hounds told him ume } 
: | by them. On seareh it v us a vered that ick i t 
First Lieut. Clarence H. Knight, Corps of Engineers, to be | > of the mh wit hele mut, lapy - 
captain from February 27, 1911, to fill an original vacancy. alae Yaer, eee. the beeen cons the supply of meal would 
y | tl is the he unds W yuld et up al Wil ik Oliver iv » § 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. an. Bak ik to Gaether selated that bedese the pee ae 
7 Y . eae . ‘overet the rist ‘ i I { iH Pr * to the ile 
Commander Gustav Kaemmerling, an additional number in covered. on Peno Creek by Enoch Matson he brought with 
grade, to be a captain in the Navy from the 4th day of March, | hand-mill stones used in one of the Carolinas, and these, aft 
1911, with the officer next below him. | used in Kentucky for a number of years, \ ct 
T i li |} used until the Peno mill was put ' | fait 
The following-named lieutenant commanders to be com- | 48 inches in diameter and : ar in 
manders in the Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill | of Mr. A. P. 3 on, of New London, M da grand of t 
vacancies: | Matson. The site of the old mill is t t 1 
mow and that India irits 1 it. The 
Carl T. Vogelgesang, | many years ago, in the d re the advent of 7 
John R. Edie, and ful indian maiden who lived near the old dam site f¢ l 
Clark D. Stearns. white man. § unr pette 1 t , t 
* : ne ; ‘ young brave, and eloped with the white youth 1 ed 
The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu- | yee ee ae oe wnmbher of hie braves bnrsenty a os 
. : chief, and, gathering ar f his br % inted 1 cs 
tenants in the Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill | pair and, after torturing both of them, threw the bodies in ¢ 
acancles - water at the dam; hence the lit l [ t I t 
eee: the phantom beinss 3 
Halford R. Greenlee, and ‘It may be that the span of mules which pulled the 5 f § 
Charles M. Austin. log out of its hiding place of nearly a_centur not the t 
» + . <6. , Col nke *me of Cc { Mf 
Ensign Alexander S. Wadsworth, jr., to be a lieutenant ; = tg Luke M. Em » Ee & » Mo., t 
+ ’ msylvania Aven WV 1 | 
(junior grade) in the Navy from the 3ist day of January, 1910, | 45 "the seat-so lone and ably held by Henry Clay, bot if the 
upon the completion of three years’ service as an ensign. though the best in this imperial State, they «: very 1 beln 
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in that task by the treacherous quicksand in and about the old mill- 
dam; it was a narrow escape for team and men. 

So Mr. CLARK will have a gavel with a history of love and romance 
attached; a history of ancient as well as present usefulness; a history 
of love, hatred, and revenge as well. 

The gavel bears a silver plate on its face and handle, and on the 
larger plate is the following inscription: “ Made from apron log of 
first mill built north of the Missouri River, on Peno, Pike County, by 
Enoch Matson, in 1817; presented to CHAMP CLARK, first Speaker of 
the House of Representatives from Missouri, by his constituents in 
Rails County, 1911.” On the other plate is the following quotation 
from one of Mr. CLARK’s recent speeches and often used by him: “ He 
serves his party best who serves his country well.” 

With the growth of the country and the clearing of the forest the 
water supply of Peno Creek became periodically insufficient to run the 
mill there, and Mr. Matson in after years abandoned this mill and put 
up another water mill on the bank of Salt River, where he followed 
the milling business for many years, and the ruins of this second mill 
are still to be seen. 





DaviID WALLACB. 
[Applause. ] 


Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I take pleasure, on behalf of 
your own constituents, as an evidence of their confidence and 
esteem, in presenting to you at this time this gavel. [General 
applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The first legislature of the State of Mis- 
souri did two remarkable things. ‘The first was to elect David 
Barton United States Senator unanimously. That performance 
has been repeated a few times, notably in Michigan on one 
occasion. Then there was a prolonged deadlock for the other 
Senatorship. Colonel Thomas Hart Benton, one of the greatest 
of all American statesmen, Judge J. B. C. Lucas, whose son 
Benton had killed in a duel, and several other distinguished 
men were competitors for that place. The fight was intensely 
bitter. At last the legislature did a thing that has never been 
duplicated, and in all human probability never will be dupli- 
cated. They asked David Barton, the Senator elect, to pick 
bis senatorial mate. He chose Colonel Benton, but the fight 
was so bitter that even after Barton picked him there was a 
prolonged struggle. 

The legislature was holding its sessions in the lower story of 
the old St. Louis Hotel, the upper stories being used for hotel 
purposes. Hon, Daniel Ralls, one of the representatives of 
Pike County, the county in which I live, was sick unto death 
in one of the rooms upstairs. In the legislature they lacked 
1 vote of having enough to elect Benton on the last ballot they 
took on Saturday. That night they got a French representa- 
tive, by the name of Phillip Leduc, out and agonized with him 
all night to induce him to vote for Benton. He had sworn that 
he would have his arm cut off at the shoulder before he would 
do it. They induced him to vote for Benton by stating to him 
that Benton represented all the French land claimants out 
there, and Leduc was one of them. At about sun up on Sun- 
day morning he finally agreed to vote for Benton. That would 
elect Benton, provided Daniel Ralls lived until noon on Monday, 
and the question uppermost in the public mind of St. Louis that 
day was to inquire after Daniel Ralls’s health. He lived until 
noon on Monday. Four colored men carried him down into 
the legislative hall on a mattress. The last act of his life was 
to vote for Benton. They carried him back upstairs and he 
was dead within an hour. That legislature, out of gratitude 
for his services, cut a slice out of Pike County nearest her 
heart and constituted it into a new county, named Ralls County, 
in honor of Daniel Ralls, 

David Barton and Col. Benton came to Washington and drew 
straws for the six-year and four-year terms. Benton drew the 
six-year straw, was reelected four times, and was the first man 
who ever served 30 years in the Senate of the United States. 
Senator Barton drew the four-year term, was reelected for six 
years, quarreled with Gen. Jackson, and that was the end of 
him, as it was of most men who quarreled with Gen. Jackson. 
Benton had nothing to do with promising Leduc assistance 
about the French land-grant claims, knew nothing about it, and 
so soon as he was elected called his clients together, retired 
from the cases, and refused even to nominate an attorney to 
succeed himself, on the ground that he might have to vote in 
the Senate on the subject; so jealous was he of his honor and 
reputation. 

There is no better citizenship on the face of the earth than 
the people who live in the ninth congressional district of Mis- 
souri. [Applause.] The elder Matson, one of Washington’s 
soldiers, who went out there a pioneer, was a type of the pio- 
neers who settled that country, and it is fitting, meet, and 
proper to reflect on the simple beginning of that mill, which has 
developed into the splendid civilization that exists there now. 
I am not very old, but I myself have ridden astride of a horse 
on a sack of corn to an old-fashioned horse mill. [Applause.] 

I thank the people of Ralls County for presenting to me this 
gavel, I will treasure it so long as I live and then transmit it 
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to my son. I hope my friends in Ralls will be as enthusiastic 
about me when I finally lay it down as they are now. 


With honest pride the gift I take, 
And prize it for the givers’ sake. 





[Applause. ] 

MESSENGER TO SPEAKER’S TABLE, 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote by 
which we passed the resolution (H. Res. 31) on yesterday after- 
noon affecting the messenger at the table of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves to re- 
consider the resolution passed concerning the messenger at the 
Speaker’s desk yesterday. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to with- 
draw the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to withdraw the resolution. Is there objection’ 

There was no objection. 


REVISION AND CODIFICATION OF THE LAWS. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 68) to create a joint committee to continue 


the consideration of the revision and codification of the laws of th 
United States. 


Resolved, etc., That a special joint committee be appointed, consist 
ing of five Senators, to be appointed by the Vice President, and five 
Members of the House of Representatives, to the appointed by the 
Speaker, to examine, consider, and submit to Congress recommendations 
upon the revision and coditication of laws reported by the statutory 
revision commission heretofore authorized to revise and codify the laws 
of the United States, including all laws of a general nature, permanent 
in character, — since the submission to Congress on December 15. 
1906, of the final report of said commission; and that the said join 
commission be authorized to sit during the recess of Congress and to 
employ necessary assistants, to order such printing and binding done 
as may be required in the transaction of its business, and to incur suc! 
expense as may be deemed necessary; all such expenses to be paid in 
equal proportions from the contingent funds of the Senate and House of 
Representatives. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I should like to 
ask the gentleman first whether the resolution limits the dura- 
tion of the commission to this Congress? 

Mr. SHERLEY. The resolution is in the exact form that bas 
been twice approved and passed by previous Congresses, and is, 
in the contemplation of myself and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Moon], intended to continue-the commission only 
for the life of this Congress. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman understands, of course, as we 
all do, that it has been supposed that the joint commission 
heretofore created expired with the end of the Congress. If this 
is in the precise language of the former resolution, I have no 
objection to it, although on its face it would seem to create a 
commission which would exist hereafter. 

Mr. SHERLEY. It is absolutely in the language of the for- 
mer resolution and is not intended to create a commission to 
live beyond the life of this Congress. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to ask if I correctly understood the gentleman 
from Kentucky to say that this committee is to be appointed 
by the Speaker? 

Mr. SHERLEY. It is a joint committee, to be appointed from 
the Members of the Senate by the President of the Senate 
and from the Members of the House by the Speaker of the 
House, being a select committee and therefore not in contra- 
vention of the rule adopted yesterday. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have not the slightest objection to the 
appointment of the committee by the Speaker, but it seems to 
me that, to be in harmony with the doctrine advocated yester- 
day by that side of the House, the committee ought to be 
elected by the House. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I suggest to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that if he will read the rule with some degree of 
care he will not make that statement. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have read the rule and heard the speeches, 
and I think, in order to be consistent with the doctrine there 
advocated, the committee should be elected by the House and 
not appointed by the Speaker. Personally, I have no objection 
to the appointment by the Speaker. 

Mr. MANN. Is it not a fact that the rule presented and 
adopted yesterday did provide for the election of the House 
Members to the Joint Committee on the Disposition of Use- 
less Papers, of which the gentleman from Maryland is one of 
the honored members, and has been acting in the past by vir- 
tue of the law which provides that the Speaker shall appojnt 
that committee? 
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Mr. MONDELL. 
a question? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina de- 
mands the regular order, 

Mr. FINLEY. I have objected. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have moved, if I am recog- 
nized, that the resolution be adopted. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
that motion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
South Carolina on his point of order. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, this is a matter that proposes 
to appoint a joint committee. The gentleman from Kentucky 
has asked unanimous consent for the consideration of this 
resolution. Objection was made. Then the gentleman moved 
that the joint committee be appointed; so, Mr. Speaker, this is 


the morning hour—I do not make the point that this com- 
mittee—— 


Mr. CULLOP. 
question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from South Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOP. I desire to ask the mover of this resolution a 
question bearing on it. Was not there a commission appointed 
some time in 1897 or 1898 for the purpose of codifying the 
laws? 

Mr. SHERLEY. There was and that commission—— 

Mr. CULLOP. And at large salaries? 

Mr. SHERLEY. And that commission was abolished, on my 
motion, because it seemed never to come any nearer to finish- 
ing its work. 

Mr. CULLOP. They never did anything except draw their 
salaries. 

Mr. SHERLEY. And because this work had to be gone all 
over again we abolished that expensive commission, and we 
created a joint committee. I do not know a Member of this 
House who was a Member of previous Congresses but who 
knows there has been labor of the very greatest magnitude per- 
formed by that joint committee. 

Mr. CULLOP. That is what they are elected for, I presume. 

Mr. FINLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, this matter brought up at 
this time is to appoint a special joint committee. The com- 
mittees of the House are provided for, and while I do not make 
the point it is out of order to appoint this special committee 
in this way—I do not make that point—but I make the point 
it is not in order at this time. It is not business properly in 
erder during the morning hour and besides that it is a matter 
that is not necessary from any standpoint—— 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that the gentleman is not speaking to his point of order. 

Mr. FINLEY. Well, I make the point of order the gentle- 
man does not know what he is talking about. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CARLIN. As this is a change of statute law it occurs 
to me under the rule it would have to be referred to a com- 
mittee, and I therefore make the point of order that this ought 
to go to a committee 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I will be perfectly fair to the 
Chair, I do not think it is in order under the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Virginia is well taken. Clause 
3, Rule 22, provides that resolutions shall be introduced by 
delivering them to the Speaker. The point of order is sus- 
tained. 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 


Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a 


RATIFICATION OF INCOME-TAX AMENDMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following commu- 
nications announcing the ratification of the constitutional amend- 
ment relative to the taxation of incomes: 

State or Iowa, EXScCUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
Des Moines, March 16, 1911. 
SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE, 


Congress of United States, Washington, D. C. 

Str: By direction of Gov. Carroll, of Iowa, I am oo 
certified copy of a joint resolution passed by our last gener: 
and relating to the income-tax amendment, Con 

. NyB, 


Respectfully, yours, 
” Secretary to the Governor. 


Strate or Iowa, EXgecUuTIVE DEPARTMENT. 
Speaker of the House of Representatives of the Congress of the United 

States, greeting: 

1, B. F. Carroll, governor of the State of Iowa, do hereby certify that 
the attached document Is a true and correct copy of a joint resolution 
known as house joint resolution No. 1; that the same has peas both 
houses of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa and has been 
approved by me as governor of the State. 


herewith 
assembly, 
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In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and have caused 
be affixed an impression of the great seal of the State of Iowa. 


Done at Des Moines, the capital of the State, this 15th day of Ma: 
A. D. 1911. 
[SBAL.] B. F. CARROLL, 
Governor of Iowa 
Attest: 


W. C. Haywarp, 
Secretary of Stat: 


Joint resolution ratifying the amendment to the Constitution of + 
United States proposed by Congress as the sixteenth amendment th: 
to, relative to laying and collecting a tax on income. 

Whereas both Houses of the Sixty-first Congress of the United Stat 
of America, at its first session, by a constitutional majority of ty 
thirds thereof, made the following proposition to amend the Consti 
tion of the United States of America in the following words, to wit: 


“A joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of th 
United States. 

“Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Unit! 
States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each Hous 
concurring therein), That the following article is proposed as an amen: 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, which, when ratified by 
the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, shall be valid | 
all intents and - as a part of the Constitution: 

“*ARTICLH XVI. The Congress shall have power to lay and collect 
taxes on incomes, from whatever source derived, without apportio: 
ment among the several States, and without regard to any census « 
enumeration.’ ” 

Therefore be it 
Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, That the 
said proposed amendment to the Constitution of the United States « 
America be, and the same is hereby, ratified by the General Assem)|y 
of the State of Iowa; and be it further 

Resolved, That certified copies of this joint resolution be forwarde| 
by the governor of this State to the Secretary of State at Washington 
and to presiding officers of each House of the National Congress. 

Pau E. STILLMAN, 
Speaker of the Hoyse. 

GrorGce W. CLARKE, 
President of the Senate. 

I hereby certify that this joint resolution originated in the house, 
and is known as house joint resolution No. 1. 

C. R. BENEDICT, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 


B. F. CARROLL, Governor. 


Approved, February 27, 1911. 


STATE OF MICHIGAN, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
Lansing, March 17, 1911. 
The SPEAKER Or THE Hous OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. @. 

Sir: Under separate registered mail I am forwarding you house joint 
resolution No. 1 of the Michigan Legislature of 1911 relative to tax- 
ation of incomes and ratifying the proposed amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, SHEHAM R. OAKES, 
Secretary to the Governor. 
House joint resolution 1—Relative to the taxing of incomes and ratify- 

ing the proposed amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

Whereas the Congress of the United States, after solemn and mature 
delibération therein, has, by a vote of two-thirds of both houses, passe 
a concurrent resolution, submitting to the legislatures of the several 
States a proposition to amend the Constitution of the United States, 
which resolution is in the following words: 

“Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Unite! 
States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House con 
— therein), That the SeRouteg article is proposed as an amen 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, which, when ratified |) 
the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, shall be valid to 
all intents and purposes as a part of the Constitution: 

“*ARTICLB XVI. The Congress shall have power to lay and collect 
taxes on incomes, from whatever source derived, without apportionment 
ow the several States and without regard to any census or enumer: 
tion.’ ” 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the State of 
Michigan, That in the name and behalf of the people of this State, we 


| do hereby ratify, approve, and assent to the said amendment. 


Resolwed, That a copy of this assent and ratification, engrossed on 
parchment, be transmitted by his excellency the governor to the Senate 
and House of eee of the United States in Congress assem- 
bled, and to the Secretary of State of the United States. 

We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the 
house of representatives January 19, 1911. 
H. F. Baker, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Pact H. Kine, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the 
senate February 23, 1911. 

Joun Q. Ross, 
President of the Senate. 

BE, V. CHILSON, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Attest: 


CuHass 8. OsBorne, Governor. 
ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr, Speaker, as the committees are not 
made up yet, and I wish to give time to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] to make up his list of committees, I move 
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourns to meet on 
Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourns to meet on Monday 
next. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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ADJOURN MENT. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 41 


minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, April 10, 
1911, at 12 o’clock m. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Librarian of 
Congress, transmitting a special report relating to the estab- 
lishment of a Legislative Reference Bureau (S. Doc. No. 7), was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, referred to the Committee on 
the Library, and ordered to be printed. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and me- 
mnorials were introduced and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. GOEKE: A bill (H. R. 2576) for the erection of a 
public building at St. Marys, Ohio; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLARK of Flicrida: A bill (H. R. 2577) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at the city of De Land, Fla.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2578) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at the city of St. Augustine, Fla.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2579) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Sanford, Fla.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2580) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Orlando, Fla.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2581) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Live Oak, Fla.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 


2582) to prohibit the intermarriage of 


persons of the white and negro races within the District of | 


Columbia; to declare such contracts of marriage null and void; 


to prescribe punishments for violations and attempts to violate | 


its provisions; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. NYE: A bill (H. R. 2583) relating to the assessment 
of personal property within the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2584) regulating wages in the District 
of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 2586) granting pensions to 
certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served in the 


Civil War and the War with Mexico; to the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 2587) to improve and per- 
petuate the site of old Fort Hamilton; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 2588) to promote the efficiency 


of the Naval Militia, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 2589) granting pensions to | 
Post Roads. 


certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served in the 
Civil War and the War with Mexico; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 2590) to provide for the | 


erection of a public building at Hoosick Falls, N. Y.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

sy Mr. BLACKMON: A bill (H. R. 2591) to amend the acts 
to regulate commerce so as to provide that interstate railroads 
may grant free or reduced transportation to agents and em- 
ployees of the Cooperative Farm Demonstration Work of the 
Department of Agriculture; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 2592) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Washington Court House, in the State of Ohio; to the Commit- 
tee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 2593) to amend an act author- 
izing the Secretary of War to erect headstones over the graves 
of Union soldiers who have been interred in private, village, or 
city cemeteries, as approved February 3, 1870; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


Mr, CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 2585) to repeal section 3480 | 
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By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 2595) putting bagging for 
cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics, suitable for covering 
cotton, composed of single yarns made in whole or in part of 
jute, jute butts, hemp, seg, Russian seg, New Zealand tow, aloe 
or mill waste on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2596) putting grain, buff, split, rough, and 
sole leather, boots and shoes made wholly or in chief value 
from cattle hides or cattle skins, and harness, saddles, and 
saddlery, in sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, composed 
wholly or in chief value of leather, band, bend, or belting 
leather, on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2597) putting salt imported into the United 
States on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2598) putting wire nails or staples made 
of wrought iron or steel, horseshoe nails, horse or mule shoes, 
made of wrought iron or steel, round iron or steel wire not 
smaller than No. 13 wire gauge, and round iron or steel wire 
smaller than No. 13 and not smaller than No. 16 wire gauge, 
and barbed fence wire, and hoop or band iron, or hoop or band 
steel, cut to lengths, or wholly or partly manufactured into 
hoops or ties, coated or not coated with paint or any other 
preparation, with or without buckles or fastenings, for baling 
cotton or any other commodity, on the free list; to the Com 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAKER: A Dill (H. R. 2599) for the erection of a 
public building at the city of Red Bluff, State of California, and 
appropriating moneys therefor; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 2600) authorizing that com- 
mission of ensign be given midshipmen upon graduation from 
the Naval Academy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GOEKE: A bill (H. R. 2601) for the erection of a 
public building at Delphos, Ohio; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (HL. R. 2602) to repeal section 5480 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. ROTHERMEL: A bill (TI. R. 2603) to increase the 
limit of cost for the enlargement of the Federal building 
Reading, Pa.; to the Committee on Public 
Grounds. ° 

By Mr. SISSON: A bill (H. R. 2604) to provide for repaying 
the rightful owners, their heirs or legal representatives, the 
proceeds of the tax illegally collected by the United States on 
eotton during the years 1862, 1863, 1864, 1865, 1866, 1867, and 
1868, and for the disposition of such proceeds as may remain 
unclaimed and unawarded; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2605) to authorize a survey of Yallabusha 
River, Miss.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2606) to provide a punishment for the 
procuring of a special retail liquor license under an assumed or 
fictitious name, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2607) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Winona, in 
the State of Mississippi; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2608) to increase the compensation of 
rural letter carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2609) to provide for the purchase of a 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Water Valley 
in the State of Mississippi; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2610) to tax the manufacture and sale of 
deadly weapons and to tax the manufacture and sale of all 
cartridges; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 2611) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to grant and regrant all right, title, 
and interest of the United States of, in, and to all that particu- 
lar tract of land known as the “ Settling Basin,” in Yuba County, 
Cal., which was obtained from James O’Brien by deed dated 
Decetnber 6, 1901, to James O’Brien, the original grantor thereof, 
and his heirs and assigns, upon repayment therefor to the 
United States of a certain amount; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Resolution (H. Res. ) providing for an 
investigation of the Panama purchase; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 49) providing 


site 
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By Mr. ESTOPINAL: A bill (H. R. 2594) providing for the | for the termination of the treaty between the United States « 


appointment of an additional professor of mathematics in the 
Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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America and Russia concluded at St. Petersburg, De 
1832; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. SISSON: 


tion available bearing upon the validity of the fourteenth and | 
fifteenth amendments to the Constitution of the United States; | 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: A memorial from the Legislature of 
Ohio to define the law against polygamy as clearly as the law 
is defined against bigamy; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions | 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADATR: A bill (H. R. 2612) granting an increase of | 
pension to James G. Demint; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2613) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry T. Addington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2614) granting an increase of pension 
Frederick S. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2615) granting an increase of pension 
Peter Grimes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2616) granting an increase of pension 
William J. Davisson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensicns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2617) granting an increase of pension 
James EB. Ashvyill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2618) granting an increase of pension 
Nathan N. Spence; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2619) granting an increase of pension 
Edward F. Reed; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2620) granting an increase of pension 
Ninyon McCurdy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2621) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas A. Stone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 2622) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Michael Moss; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2623) granting an increase of pension to 
William Wince; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2624) granting an increase of pension to 
Fred H. Wilson; to the Committge on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2625) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert P. Merkel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2626) granting an increase of pension to 
Solomon D. Stutz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 2627) for the relief of 
Dean Sage, executor of the estate of Charles Backman, de- 
ceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOEHNE: A bill (H. R. 2628) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert Edmondson; to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
Joseph: D. Barber; to 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
William Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2631) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander H. Mills; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 2632) for the relief 
of the heirs of Alois Kodalle, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 2683) granting an increase 
of pension to William Reer; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2684) granting an increase of pension to 
J. E. Worster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ty Mr. ESTOPINAL: A bill (H. R. 2635) for the relief of 
the heirs of Myra Clark Gaines, deceased; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 2636) 
granting an increase of pension to David Amos; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2637) granting an increase of pension to 
James Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 2638) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Jennings; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 2639) to correct the military 
record of George W. Stape; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: A bill (H. R. 2640) granting an increase 
of pension to Taylor D. Rhines; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


to 


2629) granting an increase of pension to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 41) directing the | 
Attorney General to submit to the Supreme Court all informa- | 


2630) granting an increase of pension to 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2641) granting an increase of pens 
Johnson J. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2642) granting an increase of pens 
Lucien H. Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2643) granting an increase of pensi: 


Michael A. Overdorff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2644) granting an increase of per 


| Daniel W. Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2 

an increase of pension to Thomas Reid; to the 

Invalid Pensions. 

| By Mr. NYE: A bill (H. R. 

| Wilson C. Winslow ; 


645) gr: 
Committ 


2646) granting a pens 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2647) granting a pension to Oli 
| @ecnaue: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2648) granting a pension to Nora C. | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2649) granting a pension to Nic! 
Murphy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2650) granting a pension to Charles J, 
Meggison; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2651) granting a pension to Math: 
Ledwien; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2652) granting a pension to Johanna Kk 
holz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2653) granting a pension to Alice W 
Jackson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2654) granting a pension to Imogen: 
Ingersoll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2655) granting a pension to Sophi: MM. 
Hutchins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2656) granting a pension to Mary PF. 
Hitchcock ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2657) granting a pension to Co l 
Guenther; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2658S) granting a pension to Dudley‘c. 
Griswold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2659) granting a pension to Francis \. 
Goodman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2660) granting a pension to Julia Dud: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2661) granting a pension to Eugenia |, 
Dennis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2662) granting a pension to Wilba P. 
Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2668) granting a pension to Emeline Rt. 
Bishop; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2664) granting a pension to Henry Becke 
tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2665) granting a pension to Charles Alin 
dinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2666) granting an increase of pension to 
| Patrick Magrath; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2667) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Wyeth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2668) granting an increase of pension to 
Roderick M. Woodville; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2669) granting an increase of pension | 
C. H. Woodburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2670) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2671) granting an increase of pension to 
| Joseph Whitcomb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2672) granting an increase of pension t 
George B. Whidden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2673) granting an increase of pension 
George P. Wassman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2674) granting an increase of pension t 
George Washington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2675) granting an increase of pension t 
David 8. Waltermire; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2676) granting an increase of pension 
James W. Walsh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2677) granting an increase of pension 
Oliver B. Tillotson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2678) granting an increase of pension 
David P. R. Strong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2679) granting an increase of pension 
David R. Shockey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2680) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth M. Rutherford; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2681) granting an increase of pension to 
Volney P. Roberts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2682) granting an increase of pension 
Theophile Rainville; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2683) granting an increase of pension 
Alphonso C. Pray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2684) granting an increase of pension 
Clinton BE. Olmstead ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 2685) granting an increase of pension 
Charles H. Norred; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2686) granting an increase of pension 
William J. Newton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2687) granting an increase of pension 
Eben S. Nason; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2688) granting an increase of pension 
Columbus G. Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2689) granting an increase of pension 
Clement Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2690) granting an increase of pension 
Cyrus B. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2691) granting an increase of pension 
William F. Merriam; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H, R. 2692) granting an increase of pension 
Albert D. Malin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2693) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel B. McGuire; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2694) granting an increase of pension 
Jay McDonald; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2695) granting an increase of pension 
‘lement Lovely; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H, R. 2696) granting an increase of pension 
Hugh Longstaff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2697) granting an increase of pension 
Albert E. Longman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2698) granting an increase of pension 
Mary Lee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2699) granting an increase of pension 
William H. Leavitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H, R. 2700) granting an increase of pension 
Eben Kneeland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2701) granting an increase of pension 
William G. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2702) granting an increase of pension 
Stanley H. Husted; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Alsc, a bill (H. R. 2708) granting an increase of pension 
Charles Hull; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2704) granting an increase of pension 
John Hodge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2705) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph B. Hardy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2706) granting an increase of pension 
Torger Hanson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H, R. 2707) granting an increase of pension 
Frank Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2708) granting an increase of pension 
Theodore Golden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2709) granting an increase of pension 
Daniel W. Getchell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2710) granting an increase of pension 
Eben B, Fuller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2711) granting an increase of pension 
Dana §S. Fuller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2712) granting an increase of pension 
George M, Fry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2713) granting an increase of pension 
Augusta Fels; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2714) granting an increase of pension 
Chester Durfee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2715) granting an increase of pension 
William J. Denney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2716) granting an increase of pension 
Burnett W. Davison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_Also, a bill (H. R, 2717) granting an increase of pension 
Chauncey W. Curtis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R, 2718) granting an increase of pension 
George L. Crosier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2719) granting an increase of pension 
Silas E. Crandall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2720) granting an increase of pension 
George D. Corp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2721) granting an increase of pension 
ie ae t the ee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, granting an increase of pension 
—_ — i ee om Invalid Pensions. 
Also, granting an increase of pension 
Tobias Cederstrom; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2724) granting an increase of pension to 
John Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H, R, 2725) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Butler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2726) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander A. Bates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2727) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of William Alonzo Williams; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2728) to correct the military record of 
Silas Overmire; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2729) to eorrect the military record 
Patrick Mullen; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2730) to correct the military record 
Edwin F. McDonald; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2731) to correct the military record 
Constant Livery; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2732) to correct the military record 
George E. Day; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2733) to correct the military record of 
James H. Bishop; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2734) to correct the military record of 
Calvin R. Benton; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2735) to correct the military record of 
Robert Abernethy; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 2736) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Bell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 2737) granting an increase of 
pension to Lott D. Hull; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2738) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac N. Bonham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2739) granting a pension to Theodore 
Shockley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 2740) to correct the military 
record of A. W. Hubbard; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2741) to correct the military record of 
James M. Wiley; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2742) to correct the military record of 
James M. Wiley; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2743) to correct the military record of 
William C. B. Gillman; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2744) to correct the military record of 
Charles D. Morse; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2745) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2746) granting a pension to William L 
Armstrong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2747) granting a pension to Daniel P. 
Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2748) granting an increase of pension to 
George Goodpastor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2749) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Wise; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2750) granting a pension to Samuel Pol- 
lock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 2751) granting a pension 
to William Bleckwendt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2752) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Sharp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 2753) granting a pension to 
Peter M. Clause; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2754) granting a pension to Robert A. 
Boyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2755) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Bingham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2756) granting a pension to Herman Bey- 
land; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R: 2757) granting a pension to Lydia M. 
Butler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2758) granting a pension to Thornton 
Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2759) granting a pension to Henry D. 
Bender; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2760) granting a pension to Henry H. 
Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2761) granting a pension to Emily Crooks; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2762) granting a pension to Eliza J. Cam- 
eron; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2763) granting a pension to Daniel L. Cun- 
ningham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2764) granting a pension to James C. Dar- 
nell; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2765) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Dean: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2766) granting a pension to William Dick- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2767) granting a pension to Nettie Eckler ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2768) granting a pension to William Fort- 
ner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2769) granting a pension to Alberta BE. 
Fieming; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2770) granting a pension to Mary Graham; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2771) granting a pension to Betsy Hare; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alsc, a bill (H. R. 2772) granting a pension to Catherine 


at 


24% 
Hart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2773) granting a pension to Anna K. Har- 
ris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (FH. R. 2774) granting a pension to Thomas John- 
s0n; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2775) granting a pension to William H. 
Liter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2776) granting a pension to Herbert Mont- 
gomery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2777) granting a pension to W. H. Mul- 
lins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2778) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2779) granting a pension to W. B. May; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2780) granting a pension to James W. 
Mullins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2781) granting a pension to Florence 
Meader; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2782) granting a pension to Sarah Moore; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2783) granting a pension to William Mc- 
Cormack; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2784) granting a pension to Bridget M. 
Perry; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2785) granting a pension to Coleman 
Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2786) granting a pension to Clara A. Rit- 
ter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2787) granting a pension to Henrietta B. 
Rogers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiéns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2788) granting a pension to David BE. 
Redman; to.the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2789) granting a pension to Caroline Sie- 
benthaler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2790) granting a pension to Retta S. | 
Snowden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2791) granting a pension to Alexander | 
Sanders; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2792) granting a pension to Margaret 
Sylvester; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2793) granting a pension 
Salmons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2794) granting a pension 
Skillman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2795) granting a pension to Frank Tap- 
horn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2796) granting a pension to Thomas B. 
Youtsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2797) granting a pension to Augusta Weg- 
ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2798) granting a pension to Maria M. 
Wandelohr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2799) granting a pension to Rachael E. 
Yager and two infant heirs, Thomas Yager and Ellick Yager; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2800) granting a pension to Henry Wehr- 
mann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2801) granting a pension to Alpheus L. 
Woodard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2802) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Bethel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2803) granting an increase of pension to 
Norval L. Bennett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2804) granting an increase of pension to 
Uriah Bickers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2805) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Bristow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2806) granting an increase of pension to 
James Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2807 ) granting an increase of pens 
D. B. Finnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2808) granting an increase of per 
George G. Hughes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2809) granting an increase of pen 
W. 8. Hardin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2810) granting an increase of pensi 
Mary Kearns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alsp, a bill (H. R. 2811) granting an increase of pe 
Lewis Michael; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2812) granting an increase of pens! 
Walter McDaniel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2813) granting an increase of pe: 

Julius A. Pherson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2814) granting an increase of pen: 
Simon Schmitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2815) granting an inerease of pe 
William Selhorst; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2816) granting an increase of pen 
Joseph Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2817) granting an increase of pens 
Julius Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2818) for the relief of Thomas Calla! 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2819) for the relief of John A. Cass 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2820) for the relief of Jerry Carpe 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2821) for the relief of John Armst: 
jr.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2822) for the relief of Caroline Hi: 
Harrell; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2823) for the relief of John W. Mciki! 
ben; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2824) for the relief of L. M. Northecu 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2825) for the relief of John Riley: to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2826) to remove the charge of desertiv: 
against Conrad Seither; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2827) for the relief of the heirs of Jan 
M. Anderson; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2828) for the relief of the heirs of the late 
John Hawkins; to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. SISSON: A bill (H. R. 2829) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Rebecca Carroll; to the Committee on len- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2830) for the relief of Mrs. P. A. Eskride; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2831) for the relief of the heirs of Stephen 
Daggett, deceased, Julia D. Harris, administratrix ; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2832) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Price, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2833) for the relief of the estate of! 
Phereby R. Sheppard, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2834) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of John Lewis Tindall, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. ; 

By Mr. J. M. C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 2835) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frederick Warren; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2836) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvan G. Fleury; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2837) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel B. Carson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2888) granting an increase of pension to 
Judson F. Snyder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2839) for the relief of William Homive!s 
berg; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 2840) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Blake; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2841) granting an increase of pension to 
Israel Fletcher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2842) granting an increase of pension to 
Sewell L. Day; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2843) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas H. Bradley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2844) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph G. Marsh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THAYER: A bill (H. R. 2845) for the relief of Wil- 
liam T. Thacher; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of F. M. Barnhart and 27 
ether farmers, of Lodi, Ohio, in opposition to the Canadian 
reciprocity treaty; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. AYRES: Petition protesting against the indignities 
practiced on American citizens returning to their homes by the 
New York customhouse; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. ; 

By Mr. BATHRICK: Protest of Williamsfield (Ohio) Grange, 
No. 1654; Burton Grange, No. 1580, of Burton, Ohio; and Say- 
prook (Ohio) Grange, No. 1739, against Canadian reciprocity ; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Farmers’ Institute, of Thompson, Ohio, 
praying for a parcels post, and election of Senators by direct 
yote, ete.; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

jy Mr. BOEHNE: Petition asking for a more liberal pro- 
cedure on the part of the Patent Office in granting patents; to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: Resolutions adopted by the directors of 
the National Tariff Commission Association and heartily ap- 
proved and indorsed by the executive committee of the Day- 
ton Chamber of Commerce, urging the enactment of a satis- 
factory law creating a permanent Tariff Board; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John F. Godfrey Post, No. 98, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of California, located at Pasadena, 
urging the passage of Sulloway bill; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

jy Mr. DRAPER: Papers to accompany bill for relief of J. E. 
Worster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of citizens of Spring Valley, IIL, 
asking for the creation of a department of public health; to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

Also, petition of committees of wholesale grocers of New 
York, favoring reduction of duty on sugar, and petition of the 
American Paper & Pulp Association, concerning the proposed 
Canadian reciprocity agreement; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Resolutions from the 
Philo-Celtic Society of Haverhill, Mass., opposing any efforts 
looking toward arbitration between the United States and Great 
Britain; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr, GUERNSEY: Resolutions passed by the Pomona 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, Aroostook County, Presque Isle, 
Me.; 8S. P. Archibald and others, of Monticello, Me.; S. S. Dud- 
ley and others, of Mapleton, Me.; Foster Gove and others, of 
Perry, county of Washington, Me.; protesting against the pas- 
sage of the reciprocity agreement with Canada; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

sy Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of Anderson & Buscho and 20 
others, of Wells, Minn., protesting against the establishment of 
local rural parcels-post system; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of 60 citizens of Brush Creek Township, of 
Faribault County, Minn., protesting against establishment of 
free trade with Canada; and resolutions of the Rotary Club, 
of St. Paul, favoring a reciprocal trade agreement with 
the Dominion of Canada; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petition of Seattle Local, No. 2285, 
Farmers’ Union, of Texas, asking for the enactment of a parcels- 
post law; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. NYE: Resolutions passed by the Rotary Club, of St. 
Paul, Minn., favoring reciprocity with Canada; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of American Woman's League, of Lon- 
don, Ohio, for investigation of the Post Office Department; 
— Ane. Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office Depart- 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Papers to accompany bills for 
relief of William Hommelsberg, Judson F. Snyder, Samuel B. 
Carson, Alvan G. Fleury, and Frederick Warren; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Socialist Local of Flint, Mich., rela- 
tive to the massing of United States troops on the Mexican bor- 
der ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, protest of the South Lyon (Mich.) Socialist Party, 
against the interference by United States troops with Mexico; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. ; 








SENATE. 
Monpay, April 10, 1911. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 
The Assistant Secretary read the following: 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, UNITED STATES SENATE, 
April 10, 1911. 
Being temporarily absent from the Senate, I appoint Hon. WILLIAM 
ALDEN Situ, Senator from Michigan, to perform the duties of the 
Chair. 
WM. P. Frre, 
President Pro Tempore. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan thereupon took the chair as pre- 
siding officer. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
VESSEL SCHOONER “APOLLO.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting the findings of fact and conclusions of law filed 
under the act of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation 
claims set out in the annexed findings by the court relating to 
the vessel schooner Apollo, Richard H. Richards, master (IH. 
Doc. No. 6), which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER presented resolutions adopted by 
the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York, favoring 
the ratification of arbitration treaties with Great Britain, 
France, and other leading nations, which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of the State of New York, favoring the creation of a 
permanent tariff board and also the ratification of the pending 
reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the committee of the Robert 
Emmet celebration, held at Passaic, N. J., remonstrating against 
the ratification of a new arbitration treaty between the United 
States and Great Britain, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the 
Chureh of the Brethren of Hartman, Colo., and Mount Ida, 
Kans.; of the Ministerial Association of Franklin, Pa.; and of 
the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Mitchell, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of opium and cocaine in the United States; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr, CULLOM presented memorials of Local Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Peoria; of the Alta Farmers’ Elevator Co., of 
Alta; and of sundry citizens of Holder and Champaign County, 
all in the State of Illinois, remonstrafing against the ratifica- 
tion of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the 
United States and Canada, which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have a bundle of coupons signed by 
policyholders in the Metropolitan Life Insurance Co., New York, 
in favor of the establishment of a national department of 
health. It seems to be a propaganda on the part of that co 
pany, but the petitions should be received. I move that they 
be referred to the Committee on Public Health and National 
Quarantine. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. BRISTOW presented memorials of the National State 
Grange; of Local Grange No. 1455, of Fontana; and of Local 
Grange No. 1461, of Westphalia, all of the Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, in the State of Kansas, remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the 
United States and Canada, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I present resolutions adopted 
at a State convention held in the city of Grand Forks, N. Dak., 
April 4, 1911. Mass meetings were held in every county in the 
State for the purpose of electing delegates to this conventio: 
It was a nonpartisan one—Republicans, Democrats, and Socia 
ists participating in the meeting. I am informed that it was 
the most harmonious and the most numerously attended conven 
tion ever held in the State. After the pending agreement known 
as the reciprocity agreement had been thoroughly discussed anid 
was fully understood, the following resolutions were unani- 
mously adopted. I ask that they may be read and appropri- 
ately referred. 
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There being no objection, the resolutions were read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 

We, the farmers and business men of North Dakota in convention 
assembled, protest against the ratification by the Congress of the United 
States of the pending trade agreement with Canada. In view of this 


amnee, the folkbwing declarations and resolutions were unanimously 
adopted : 
(1) That it is unfair and unjust to the agricultural interests, offer- 


ing to them no semblance of reciprocal equivalent in return for what it 
purposes to er. 
(2) That it will bring suffering and disaster to a very large number 


of our producers with no hope that the price of bread will be lowered 
to the consumer, 


(3) That the duty on barley will accrue in benefit solely to the 
brewer, ones great loss to the producer. 

(4) That it p aces our farmers in the position of competing in our 
own home markets with an alien people, upon conditions most advan- 
tageous to our competitors. 

(5) That the Canadian producer, with his cheaper land, requires 
smaller investment, while his new, virgin soil returns greater yields 


with cheaper tillage, making the per bushel cost of his product much 
less than ours. 

(6) That it “blazes the way” for the emigration of thousands of 
on and millions of our wealth to a foreign field. 

(7) That it will reduce farm values, increasing the burden of the 
debtor, destroy incentive for the greater development of farm produt- 
tion, and lure to alien benefit untold millions of our wealth that should 
and would accrue to this and future generations if employed in _ the 
development of those vast, untilled acres’ that lie between the Mis- 
sissippi River and the Pacific within our own borders. 

(8) That it will lower the standard of farm life, reducing it to one 
of drudgery, lessen the opportunities for the better education of farm 
children, and drive from, instead of encouraging them to remain upon 
the farm. 

(9) That it will lessen the purchasing power of our own producers, 
and by so doing, the commercial interests will suffer a greater loss than 
can possibly be overcome by any gain in trade with Canada. 

(10) That in trading our home markets of over 90,000,000 people 
(markets that are abundantly supplied by our own producers; markets 
that have been largely made and earned, and which, by orerz signe 
and heritage, belong to our own producers), for that of 8, ¥ 


Canadians with its doubtful increa: advantage to the commercial and 


eeereeEeS interests, is not only unfair and unjust, but reprehensi- 
“Adopted this 4th day of April, 1911. 
R. 8. Lewis, Chairman, 
THEO. B. Exton, Secretary, 
North Dakota Anti-Reciprocity Convention. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented memorials of Burritt Grange, 
No. 39, of New Britain; Local Grange No. 21, of Lebanon; Local 
Grange No. 171, of Mystic; Local Grange No. 158, of Chester; 
Local Grange No. 157, of East Lynne; Wichita Grange No. 132, 
of Warren; Local Grange No. 108, of Woodbridge; Unity Grange, 
No. 117, of Deep River; Local Grange No. 122, of Watertown; 
Farmill River Grange, No. 130, of Huntington; Senexet Grange, 
No. 40, of Woodstock; Local Grange No. 44, of Newington; 
Tocal Grange No. 75, of Coventry; Local Grange No. 176, of 
Groton; Local. Grange No. 149, of Easton; Local Grange No. 
112, of Killingly; Matabessett Grange, No. 42, of Middletown; 
Local Grange No. 82, of Colebrook; Local Grange No. 119, of 
Morris; Local Grange No. 154, of Kent; Local Grange No. 131, 
of Columbia; Local Grange No. 72, of Plymouth; Konomoc 
jrange, No. 41, of Waterford; Local Grange No. 136, of East 
Canaan ; Local Grange No. 70, of Canterbury ; Shetucket Grange, 
No. 69, of Scotland; Local Grange No. 170, of Gaylordsville; 
Woodstock Grange, No. 150, of North Woodstock; Local Grange 
of New Canaan; Local Grange of Glastonbury; Local Grange 
of Colchester; Local Grange of Ledyard; and of Local Grange 
of Winchester, all of the Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of 
Connecticut, remonstrating against the ratification of the pro- 
posed reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Rock Rimmon Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Beacon Falls, Conn., praying for the ratifica- 
tion of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the 
United States and Canada, which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Meriden, 
Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing the 
withdrawal of the United States troops from the Mexican bor- 
der, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Clan-na-Gael, of Dan- 
bury, Conn., remonstrating against the ratification of the pro- 
posed treaty of arbitration between the United States and 
Great Britain, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented memorials of Rock Rimmon Grange, Silver 
Lake Grange, New Canaan Grange, Wichita Grange, North 
Stonington Grange, Canterbury Grange, Cheshire Grange, 
Orange Grange, Seymour Grange, North Haven Grange, Walling- 
ford Grange, Totoket Grange, Indian River Grange, and Nort 
Cornwall Grange, all of the Patrons of Husbandry, in the State 
of Connecticut, remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called parcels-post bill, which were referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 
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Mr. WARREN presented a memorial adopted at the thirty. 
fift annual convention of the Cattle Haisers’ Association |; 
Texas, held at San Antonio, Tex., and a memorial of the lev 's. 
lative committee of the National Grange, Patrons of Husban< ry, 
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed re 
rocal trade agreement between the United States ahd Can: 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented a memorial of the Society of Frie)\:\s 
of Richmond, Lincolnville, Pennville, Westfield, and Milton. «| 
in the State of Indiana, rembnstrating against any appro)) 
tion being made for the fortification of the Panama (C.) 
which was referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 161, Ovder of 
Machinists, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enactment f 
legislation to further restrict immigration, which was referrd 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the publishers of the Coll, 
Journal and College Bulletin, of Goshen, Ind., praying that 
increase be made in the rate of postage on second-class \, 
matter, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offi. s 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Ancient Order of Hi! 
nians of Marion County, Ind., remonstrating against the r:: 
cation of the proposed treaty of arbitration between the United 
States and Great Britain, which was referred to the Committv-e 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Home Mis 
sionary Society of Goshen, Ind., remonstrating against ei: +t- 
ment of legislation providing for the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors, which was referred to the Commnittce 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Bremen, Ind., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called Heyburn cold-storage bill, which was referred 
to the Committee on Manufactures. 

' He also presented a petition of sundry veterans of the Grand 
Army of the Republic of Rockville, Ind., praying for the pass:ice 
of the so-called old-age pension bill, which was referred to thie 
Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Elkhart, Ind., praying for the repeal of the present oleomarg:- 
rine law, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of Hope Grange, No. 2101, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Wright Corner, Ind., and a memoria! 
of Jefferson Pomona Grange, No. 22, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Madison, Ind., remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the United States 
and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Florence Condrey, Belle Perry. 
Mrs. Mary Paynter, Miss Tulley, Robert Zimmerman, Charics 
Baaske, Frank Keller, Mary B. Hauck, Mrs. Anna Berg, John 
Winchester, May Barrett, Mrs. Minnie Walle, Mrs. F. G. Moir. 
John Schneider, Sarah J. Williams, Lillie Emhardt, Mrs. Laura 
Davis, David Speerman, Mrs. T. F. Messer, John Dowden, Mrs. 
Arthur Todd, John R. Morgan, Mary J. Roell, Mrs. Rose Shep- 
herd, Harrison Riley, Mrs. Minnie Bohn, Katherine Sutter, Mrs. 
Mary Martin, Mrs. Maude White, Rebecca Martin, Blanch Hill, 
Mrs. Mary Teeters, and sundry other citizens of Indianapolis. 
Ind., praying for the establishment of a national department of 
public health, which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Health and National Quarantine. 

Mr. CULBERSON. By special request, I present a memorial 
signed by 488 citizens of El Paso County, Tex., which I ask may 
be read and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the memorial was read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 

Ext Paso, Tex., February 28, 1911 


To President W. H. Taft and the honorable Senate and Speaker of tiie 
House of Representatives, greeting: 


We, the undersigned citizens of the city of El Paso and bona fide 
residents of the State of Texas, being a liberty avis people, and be- 
lieving in and espousing the cause of liberty in all that term implies, 
and being opposed to the as of liberty at home and abroad, 
and, further, believing it to a God-given right and that this liberty 
should not only be enjoyed by the people of the United States, but by 
all the nations of the earth, we most ully submit our names 
and most earnestly and solemnly uest that the United States take 
no steps or interest in the revolution which is being waged in t° 
Republic of Mexico at present, and if any steps have been taken which 
would in any manner or in any degree interfere with the revolutionists 


or insurrectos, we respectfully request that such action or such steps 
may be inded at once, 
Believing with all that is in us that this is a struggle for existence, 
for life, and for liberty on the part of the insurrectos. 
Respectfully submitted. 


Mr. FLETCHER presented a memorial of the Georgia-Florida 
Saw Mill Association, of Jacksonville, Fla., remonstrating 
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against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agree- 
ment between the United States and Canada, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McLEAN presented petitions of Mystic Grange, of Mystic; 
Montville Grange, of Montville; Konomoc Grange, of Water- 
ford: Colchester Grange, of Colchester; 


wich Grange, of Norwich; Cheshire Grange, of Cheshire; Toto- 


ket Grange, of Totoket; Indian River Grange, of Milford; | 


Orange Grange, of Orange; Seymour Grange, of Seymour; 
North Haven Grange, of North Haven; Wallingford Grange, of 
Wallingford, all of the Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of 


Connecticut, praying for the passage of the so-called parcels- | provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the me- 


post bill, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of Brooklyn Grange, of Brook- 
lyn; Winchester Grange, of Winsted; Burritt Grange, of New 
Britain; Ledyard Grange, of Ledyard; Colchester Grange, of 


Colchester, of the Patrons of Husbandry, and the memorial of | 


North Stonington | 
Grange, of North Stonington; Welcott Grange, of Wolcott; Nor- | 


_A bill (S. 306) to confirm the name of Commodore Barney 
Circle for the circle located at the eastern end of Pennsyl- 
vania Avenue SE., in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 307) to change the name of Fort Place, from Sev- 
enteenth to Eighteenth Streets NE., to Irving Street; and 

A bill (S. 308) to amend an act entitled “An act to dis- 
tinctively designate parcels of land in the District of Colum- 


| bia for the purposes of assessment and taxation, and for other 





C. H. Dexter & Sons, of Windsor Locks, all in the State of | 
Connecticut, remonstrating against the ratification of the pro- | 
posed reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and | 


Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. BURTON presented a petition of Local Union No. 5, | 


Licensed Tugmen’s Protective Association of Ohio, praying for 
the enactment of legislation authorizing the opening before 
March 1 of the life-saving stations on the Great Lakes, which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. LORIMER presented memorials of Local Union No. 18, | 


Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative Union of America, of 
Raleigh; of Turkey Hill Grange, No. 1370, of St. Clair County; 
ef Local Grange No. 1751, of Belvidere; and of Local Grange 
No. 1757, of Farmdale, of the Patrons of Husbandry, all in the 
State of Illinois, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the United States 
and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Chapter, American 
Women’s League, of Belleville, and a memorial of sundry citi- 
zens of Kent, Morseville, and Willow, all in the State of Ili- 
nois, remonstrating against any change being made in the rate 
of postage on second-class mail matter, which were referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Chestnut, 
Ill., remonstrating against the establishment of a national de- 
partment of public health, which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

Mr. CRANE presented the petitions of Adolf Siressman, of 
Adams, Mass., and 400 citizens of the State of Massachusetts, 


praying for the establishment of a national department of pub- | 


lic health, which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Health and National Quarantine. 


THE FORSYTH SCOUTS. 
Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 


which was referred the bill (S. 141) extending to the members | 
of the Forsyth Scouts the provisions of the pension acts of | 
June 27, 1890, and February 6, 1907, asked to be discharged | 
from its further consideration and that it be referred to the | 


Committee on Pensions, which was agreed to. 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 


time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 


By Mr. McLEAN: 
A bill (8. 298) authorizing the Connecticut River Co. to con- 
struct a dam or dams across the Connecticut River above the 


Village of Windsor Locks, in the State of Connecticut; to the | 


Committee on Commerce. 
sy Mr. CULLOM: 


A bill (8. 299) making appropriation for expenses incurred 


| 
| 
} 
| 
j 


purposes,” approved March 3, 1899 (with accompanying papers) ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 309) to amend an act entitled “An act donating 
public lands to the several States and Territories which may 


chanic arts,” approved July 2, 1862, and the acts supplementary 
thereto, so as to extend the benefits thereof to the District of 
Columbia (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (8.310) relative to joint operations of the Army, Navy, 
and Marine Corps; 

A bill (8S. 311) to encourage rifle practice and promote a 
patriotic spirit among the citizens and youth of the United 
States ; 

A bill (8S. 312) to provide for raising the volunteer forces 
of the United States in time of actual or threatened war; 

A bill (8. 313) relative to the exchange of certain properties 
between the insular government of Porto Rico and the War De- 
partment ; ™ 

A bill (S. 314) to transfer the Alaskan cable and telegraph 
system to the Post Office Department; 

A bill (S. 315) fixing the rank of military attachés (with ac- 
companying papers); and 

A bill (8S. 316) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
section 4843 of the Revised Statutes,” approved February 9, 
1900, with reference to insane civilian employees of the Military 
Establishment (with accompanying papers); to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 317) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Sundance, in the State 
of Wyoming; and 

A bill (8S. 318) to provide for the acquisition of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Newcastle, Wyo.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 319) for the relief of Emory Scott Land (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 320) for the relief of Herman Glafcke; 

A bill (S. 321) for the relief of Clarence D. Houck; 

A bill (S. 322) for the relief of Henry Altman; 

A bill (S. 323) for the payment of certain claims for damages 
to and loss of private property; 

A bill (S. 324) for the relief of Allen Edward O”’Toole and 
others, who sustained damage by reason of accident at Rock 
Island Arsenal; and 

A bill (S. 325) for the relief of Aaron H. Appel; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 326) authorizing the resurvey of certain lands in 
the State of Wyoming; and 

A bill (S. 327) granting to the State of Wyoming 2,000,000 
acres of land to aid in the maintenance of a system of public 
roads in the State of Wyoming; to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

A bill (S. 828) granting an increase of pension to Annie Jane 
Saffell ; 

A bill (S. 329) granting an increase of pension to Susan R. 
Lovell; 

A bill (S. 330) granting an increase of pension to Cornelia M. 
Clagett ; 

A bill (S. 331) granting an increase of pension to Carrie H. 
Travis; 

A bill (S. 332) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 


under the treaty of Washington; to the Committee on Claims. | Underwood; 


A bill (8. 300) granting a pension to Thomas W. Dickey ; 


A bill (8S. 333) granting an increase of pension to Isabella 8S. 


A bill (8. 301) granting a pension to Melvina Chambers (with | Snyder; and 


accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 302) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Lipsey (with accompanying papers): and 

A bill (8. 303) granting an increase of pension to Peter 


ae (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
3Si0ns, 


By Mr. GALIANGER: 

A bill_ (8. 304) for the erection of a statue to the memory 
of Gen. James Miller, of Peterboro, N. H.; and 

A bill (8. 305) for the erection of a statue of Maj. Gen. 


John Stark in the city of Manchester, N. H.; to the Committee 
on the Library. 


A bill (8. 334) granting an increase of pension to Kate Dodge 
Augur; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: 

A bill (8S. 335) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Eagle (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 386) to amend section 1753 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to the civil service; to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

A bill (S. 337) to promote the safety of travelers and em. 
ployees upon railroads by compelling common carriers engaged 
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in interstate commerce to adopt uniform rules for the opera- 
tion of railroad trains and to use a uniform system of signals 
for authorizing the movement of railroad trains; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 338) authorizing the sale of certain lands in the 
Colville Indian Reservation to the town of Okanogan, State of 
Washington, for public-park purposes; and 

A bill (8. 339) providing for the reappraisement and sale of 
certain lands in the town site of Port Angeles, Wash., and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

(By request.) A bill (8. 340) to amend the national banking 
law; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (S. 341) granting an increase of pension to Lorentz 
Thoreson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNHAM: 

A bill (S. 342) for the relief of Daniel B. Roberts; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 343) granting an increase of pension to Seth 
Goldthwait; 

A bill (S. 344) granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Riley ; 

A bill (S. 345) granting a pension to Alfred Faucher ; 

A bill (S. 346) granting an increase of pension to Edwards O. 
Dodge; 

A bill (S. 347) granting a pension to John A. Connolly; 

A bill (S. 348) granting a pension to Verona Harriman; 

A bill (S. 349) granting an increase of pension to Albert D. 
Scovell; and 

A bill (S. 350) granting a pension to Edward F. Shaugh- 
nessy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 851) granting an increase of pension to John Bos- 
singer ; 

A bill (S. 352) granting an inerease of pension to Anna K. 
Rhoades; : 

A bill (S. 353) granting an increase of pension to William D. 
Kelley ; 

A bill (S. 354) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Wingrove; 

A bill (8S. 355) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 356) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Yost; 

A bill (S. 357) granting an increase of pension to Israel 
Osman ; 

A bill 
Statton; 

A bill (S. 359) granting an increase of pension to William 
Marks; and 

A bill (8. 360) granting an increase of pension to Clarinda 
M. Marks; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (8S. 361) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Redfield, in the State of South Dakota; 

A bill (S. 362) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Chamberlain, in the 
State of South Dakota; and 

A bill (8S. 363) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Rapid City, in the State 
of South Dakota; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 364) for the relief of Ranney Y. Lyman; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 865) to establish a fish-hatching and fish-culture 
station at a point in the eastern portion of the State of South 
Dakota to be selected by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor; 
to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (8S. 366) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Scannel; 

A bill (8S. 367) granting a pension to Francis Bills; 

A bill (8. 368) granting a pension to George Boothroyd; 

A bill (8S. 369) granting a pension to Urban Coon; 

A bill (S. 870) granting a pension to Wellisley Crane; 

A bill (S. 371) granting a pension to William H. Harvey; 

A bill (S. 8372) granting a pension to Charles H. Hushaw: 

A bill (S. 873) granting an increase of pension to John 
Leister ; 

A bill (8. 874) granting a pension to William J. Marshall; 

A bill (S. 375) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
M. Moore; 

A bill (S. 876) granting a pension to William Roach; 

A bill (8S. 377) granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Anderson ; 





(S. 858) granting an increase of pension to Abel 
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A bill (S. 378) granting an inerease of pension to David 
Strayer; 
A bill 
Smith; 

A bill 
Powers; 

A bill (S. 381) granting an increase of pension to Charles 0 
Peterson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 382) granting an increase of pension to Jane F 
Norton (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 383) granting an increase of pension to Georye 
Kent (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pe- 
sions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 384) providing that a portion of the land whi} 
was formerly the right of way of the Washington branch of tiie 
Baltimore & Ohio Railroad, in the city of Washington, D. C., he 
reserved for use as an avenue and improved; to the Committ 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A bill (S. 385) to further exclude undesirable immigrants, 
improve conditions on immigrant vessels, and raise funds for 
the proper enforcement of the immigration laws; to the Con- 
mittee on Immigration, 

By Mr. WORKS: 

A bill (S. 386) to remove the charge of desertion froin the 
military record of Frederick Heer (with accompanying paper) ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 887) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Phillips (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 388) granting an increase of pension to William F. 
Clark (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Peu- 
sions. 

By Mr. NIXON: 

A bill (S. 389) to authorize the acquisition of a site and the 
erection of a Federal building at Fallon, Nev.; 

A bill (S. 390) to authorize the acquisition of a site and the 
erection of a Federal building at Las Vegas, Nev.; 

A bill (S. 391) to authorize the acquisition of a site and the 
erection of a Federal building at Elko, Nev.; and 

A bill (S. 392) te authorize the acquisition of a site and the 
erection of a Federal building at Winnemucca, Ney.; to thc 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 393) to place Luther Sage Kelly upon the retired 
list of the Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 394) granting an increase of pension to FreJerick 
L. Jones; to the Committee on Pensions. 

jy Mr. BRADLEY: 

A bill €S. 395) for the relief of the estate of William Thomas 
Lowe; and 

A bill (S. 396) for the relief of the county of Nelson, State of 
Kentucky ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: 

A bill (S. 397) granting an increase of pension to Albert L. 
Rivers; 

A bill (S. 398) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
Montgomery ; 

A bill (S. 399) granting an increase of pension to Augusttis 
Knowles; 

A bill (S. 400) granting an increase of pension to William L. 
Goodsell ; 

A bill (S. 401) granting an increase of pension to Jolin 
Covert; 

A bill (S. 402) granting an increase of pension to Louis J. 
Hinkley ; 

A bill (S. 403) granting a pension to Minerva Keel; and 

A bill (S. 404) granting a pension to Caroline Banks; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: 

A bill (S. 405) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
classify and appraise unallotted Indian lands; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 

A bill (S. 406) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Vermilion, in the State 
of South Dakota ; ; 

A bill (S. 407) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Madison, S. Dak.; 

A bill (8. 408) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Canton, in the State of 
South Dakota ; [ 

A bill (8. 409) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Redfield, S. Dak.; and 


(S. 379) granting an increase of pension to Samue! 


(S. 380) granting an increase of pension to Jo! 
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A bill (S. 410) to provide for the acquisition of a site on 
which to erect a public building at Milbank, S. Dak.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 411) granting an increase of pension to James 
McCue (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 412) to provide for the refunding of certain moneys 
illegally assessed and collected in the district of Utah; to the 
Committee on Finance. ; 

A bill (8S. 413) for the relief of Henry N. Bird; 

A bill (S. 414) for the relief of Lemuel H. Redd; 

A bill (8S. 415) for the relief of Lachoneus Barnard; and 

A bill (S. 416) for the relief of John F. Wilkinson; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 417) to enlarge the Grand Canyon game refuge; to 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 
Game. 

A bill (S. 418) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Nephi, Utah; and 

A bill (S. 419) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at American Fork, Utah; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 420) to correct the military record of Thomas 
Smith ; 

A bill (S. 421) to correct the military record of Joseph B. 
Forbes; and 

A bill (S. 422) to correct the military record of James Judd; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 423) to establish a fish-culture station in the 
State of Utah; to the Committee on Fisheries. 
A bill (S. 424) to reimburse George Heiner, postmaster at 
Morgan, Utah, for loss of postage stamps; to the Committee on 

Claims. 

A bill (S. 425) granting an increase of pension to James 
Henry Martineau ; 

A bill (S. 426) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Liddle; 

A bill (S. 427) granting a pension to Ann O. Burt; 

A bill (S. 428) granting a pension to Gust Carlson; 

A bill (8S, 429) granting a pension to Mary Butterfield; 

A bill (8S. 480) granting a pension to John H. Kidd; 

A bill (S. 431) granting a pension to Budge T. Underwood; 

A bill (8. 482) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Bean; 

A bill (S. 433) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor P. | 
Bigler; 

A bill (S. 434) granting an increase of pension to John W. A. 
Lawson; 

A bill (S. 485) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Goshen; and 

A bill (S. 436) granting an increase of pension to Seth H. 
Tolles (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: 
A bill (8. 487) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
McDermott; 
A bill (8S. 488) granting an increase of pension to William F. | 

Barnett; 

A bill (S. 439) granting an increase of pension to George 
Reiber; - 

A bill (8S. 440) granting a pension to Ulysses J. Wanne- | 
maker ; 

A bill (S. 441) granting a pension to James K. Rainey; 

A bill (S. 442) granting a pension to Margaret Roddy ; 

A bill (S. 448) granting a pension to Warren Hilliard; 

A bill (S. 444) granting a pension to Eliza Finley Fosha; 

A bill (8. 445) granting an increase of pension to Olive A. 
Comfort; 

J A bill (S. 446) granting an increase of pension to Elijah C. 
Javey; 

A bill (8. 447) granting a pension to Mrs. M. R. Clark; 

A bill (8. 448) granting a pension to Lyda McKenna; 

A bill (8S. 449) granting an increase of pension to Susannah 
Roberts; 

A bill (8. 450) granting a pension to Louisa May Losee; 

A bill (S. 451) granting an increase of pension to Ira 
Howell; 

A bill (8. 452) granting a pension to Mary A. Jones; 

A bill (8. 458) granting a pension to Annie M. Lunn; and 


A bill (8. 454) granting a pension to O. M. Towles; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. LODGE: 


A bill (8. 455) ‘for the relief of John I. Brown & Son and 
others; to the Committee on Finance. 
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By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 456) to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 
of Oklahoma; and 

A bill (S. 457) to establish ¢ fish-cultural station 
State of Oklahoma; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 458) for the relief of the Turner Hardware Co. ; 

A bill (S. 459) to adjust and settle the claims of the loyal 
Shawnee and loyal Absentee Shawnee Tribe of Indians; 

A bill (S. 460) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to hear, determine, and render judgment in claims of the Ton- 
kawa Tribe of Indians against the United States: and 

A bill (S. 461) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to hear, determine, and render judgment in claims of the Ponca 
Tribe of Indians against the United States; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE: 


in the 


A bill (S. 462) for the relief of Slavo Ramadanovitch, of 
Cettigne, a Montenegrin subject, heir and administrator of 
Marcus Ramadanovitch, alias Radich, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (S. 463) granting an increase of pension to Darius 


Wells; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BOURNE: 

A bill (S. 464) to authorize the establishment of fish-cul- 
tural stations on the Columbia River or its tributaries in the 
State of Oregon: to the Committee on Fisheries. 

By Mr. CRANE: 

A bill (S. 465) for the relief of the contributors to the Ellen 
M. Stone ransom fund; and 

A bill (S. 466) for the relief of the Bates & Guild Co.; 
the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 467) granting an increase of pension to Charles B, 
Stuart; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: 

A bill (S, 468) to abolish the involuntary servitude imposed 
upon seamen in the merchant marine of the United States 
while in foreign ports, and the involuntary servitude imposed 
upon seamen of the merchant marine of foreign countries 
while in the ports of the United States, to prevent underman- 
ning and unskilled manning of American vessels, to encourage 
the training of boys in the American merchant marine, and to 


to 


amend the laws relative to American seamen; to the Committee 


on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 469) granting an increase of pension to August 
Scholz: to the Committee on Pensicns. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 470) for the relief of Mrs, Tessie Du Bois; to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 471) for the relief of John T. Glynn; and 

A bill (S. 472) for the relief of the Watson Mill Co., of the 
city of Wichita, State of Kansas; to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 473) relating to Navy retirements; to the Com- 


| mittee on Naval Affairs. 


A bill (S. 474) granting an increase of pension to John 


| Brannan; 


A bill (S. 475) granting a pension to Daniel G. Webster (with 


| accompanying paper) ; 


A bill (S. 476) granting an increase of pension to Jesse J. W. 
Thompson ; 

A bill (S. 477) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Tyler; 

A bill (S. 478) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
Taylor; 

A bill (S. 479) granting an increase of pension to James Scott; 

A bill (S. 480) granting an increase of pension to William 


| Bishop; 


A bill (S. 481) granting a pension to Alexander R. Banks: 

A bill (S. 482) granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
Wakefield ; 

A bill (S. 483) granting pensions to certain enlisted men, 
soldiérs and officers, who served in the Civil War and the War 
with Mexico; 

A bill (S. 484) granting an increase of pension to B. F. 
Havens; 

A bill (S. 485) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Connor ; 

A bill (S. 486) granting a pension to H. BE. Hagar; 

A bill (S. 487) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Johnston ; 

A bill (S. 488) granting an increase of pension to Andrew O, 
Ramsey ; 

A bill (S. 489) granting an increase of pension to Charles B, 
Fessenden, jr.; 
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A bill (S. 490) granting an increase of pension to William 
Ainsbury; 
A bill 
Mercer; 

A bill (S. 492) granting a pension to Henry Sheairls (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 493) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Tay- 
lor (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 494) granting an increase of pension to Susan R. 
Lovell (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 495) granting an increase of pension to Zachariah 
Kramer (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 496) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
FI. Henry (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8S. 497) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Springer (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (8S. 498) -granting an increase of pension to A. Dienst 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 499) granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 
Eckert (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 500) granting an increase of pension to Davis J. 
Howard (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 501) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Rumbley (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 502) granting an increase of pension to Zora W. 
Elder (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 503) granting an increase of pension to W. M. Cope- 
land (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 504) granting an increase of pension to Arthur W. 
Brittingham (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 505) granting an increase of pension to William C. 
McClenney (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 506) granting an increase of pension to John Gib- 
son (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 507) granting an increase of pension to Caleb Eldred 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8S. 508) granting an increase of pension to Abbott A. 
Mills; 

A bill (8. 509) granting an increase of pension to George L. 
Hiatt (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 510) granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Lambden (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 511) granting a pension to Elise G. Irving (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 512) granting an increase of pension to 8. D. Ful- 
mer (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 513) granting a pension to Sarah Wilson (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (8S. 514) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Graham (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 515) granting a pension to Josephine P. Whitney 
(with accompanying papers); and 


(S. 491) granting an increase of pension to J. C. 


A bill (8. 516) granting a pension to Cora E. Ruttinger (with | 


accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
3y Mr. SHIVELY: 
A bill (8. 
Johnson ; 
A bill (8 
Comstock ; 
A bill (8. 51 
martin ; 


9) granting an increase of pension to James Kill- 


A bill (8. 520) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Hogelan ; 
- A bill (8. 521) granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand 
Hercher ; 

A bill (8S. 522) granting an increase of pension to Andrew F. 
O'Neill; 

A bill (S. 523) granting an increase of pension to James T. 
Brown ; 

A bill (8S. 524) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Campbell ; 

A bill (8. 525) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Thompson ; 


A bill (8. 526) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Fry; 

A bill (8S. 527) granting an increase of pension to James 
Ohaver ; 

A bill (8. 528) granting an increase of pension to John Jones; 

A bill (8S. 529) granting an increase of pension to Balaam 
Hornaday ; 

A bill (8. 530) granting a pension to Josephine Moore; 

A bill (S. 531) granting a pension to E. Belle Piatt; 

A bill (8. 532) granting a pension to Susannah Lindsey ; 

A bill (8S. 583) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Snurpus; 


517) granting an increase of pension to Warren | 


. 518) granting an increase of pension to William Gates 








A bill (S. 534) granting an increase of pension to Nelson G. 
mith ; 

A bill (S. 535) granting a pension to Mary 8. King; 

A bill (S. 586) granting a pension to Emily Velare Thompson : 

A bill (8. 587) granting an increase of pension to Amos T, 
Phares (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 588) granting an increase of pension to George 
Milholland (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 539) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
IF. Cain (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 540) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Riggs (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 541) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Doty (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 542) granting an increase of pension to George P. 
McKee; 

A bill (8. 543) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Jones (with accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (8, 544) granting an increase of pension to James 
Sexton (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 545) for the relief of John Geabhart Abbott; to 
the Committee on Indian Depredations. 

A bill (S. 546) authorizing the adjudication and payment of 
the claim of Charles Dupre; and 

A bill (S. 547) for the relief of Sarah A. Waite; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (8S. 548) retiring Thomas Harrison, a clerk in the 
Naval Observatory, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (8. 549) awarding a medal of honor to George Mur- 
phy, late private, United States Marine Corps; to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 550) for the relief of Thomas Huggins; 

A bill (8S, 551) for the relief of John Dalton; and 

A bill (S. 552) for the relief of George Wilson, alias Jorgen 
Well; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

A bill (S. 553) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Holman ; 

A bill (58. 
Leavell; 

A bill (8. 
Weaver ; 

A bill (8S. 56 
Mullen; 

A bill (S. 
Slightam ; 

A bill (8. 
Hoover; 

A bill (S. 559) granting a pension to Martin Markeson; 

A bill (S, 560) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Douglas; 

A bill (8. 561) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Turner ; 

A bill (8. 562) granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 


554) granting an increase of pension to John 
555) granting an increase of pension to William 
6) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
557) granting an increase of pension to George H. 


558) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M, 


Cox 
A ‘bill (S. 563) granting an increase of pension to Orlando 


A pill (S. 564) granting an increase of pension to Warren J. 
Bowman ; 

A bill (S. 565) granting an increase of pension to Robert H. 
Parker ; 

A bill (8S. 566) granting an increase of pension to David 
Mills; 

A bill (8. 567) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Culp; 
A bill (8S. 568) granting an increase of pension to Chauncey 
M. Carpenter ; 

A bill (S. 569) granting an increase of pension to Edmund 
Gould; 

A bill (S. 570) granting a pension to George A. Torchio; 

A bill (8. 571) granting a pension to Hannah J. Matter: 

A bill (8. 572) granting an increase of pension to Asbery 
Byrd; 

A bill (S. 578) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Warner; 

A bill (8. 574) granting an increase of pensidn to Howard 
Brooks; 

A bill (8. 575) granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 
Simmons; 

A ae (S. 576) granting an increase of pension to Jens C. 


| Jense 


A bill (S. 577) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Dupray ; 
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A bill (S. 578) granting an increase of pension to George W. | 
McKain; 
A bill (S. 579). granting an increase of pension to George 

Liddle ; 

A bill (8. 580) granting an increase of pension to David W. | 
Fox; | 

A bill (S. 581) granting an increase of pension to James R. 
McKee; 

A bill (S: 582) granting an increase of pension to Winfiekl S. | 
Blain ; 

A bill (S. 583) granting an increase of pension to’ Zachariah | 
H. Robins; 

A bill (S. 584) granting an increase of pension to Alfred E. | 
Robinson ; 

A bill (8. 585) granting an inerease of pension to William J. | 
Salisbury; anc 

A bill (S. 586) granting an increase of pension to David | 
Bishop: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM: 

A bill (S. 587) to authorize the President to appoint Col. | 
James W. Pope, Assistant Quartermaster General, to the grade | 
of brigadier general in the United States Army, and place him 
on the retired list; 

A bill (8. 588) authorizing the appointment of M. J. Hogarty, 
captain, United States Army, retired, to the rank and grade of 
brigadier general on the retired list of the Army; and 

A bill (8. 589) for the relief of George S. Wells; to the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 590) granting an increase of pension to Anna B. | 
Heckelmann ; 

A bill (S. 591) granting an increase of pension to Matthew C. | 
Deering ; 

A bill (S. 592) granting an increase of pension to Manford 
Mott; 

A bill (S. 593) granting an increase of pension to Ellen M. 
Price; 

A bill (S. 594) granting an increase of pension to Webster N. | 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 595) granting an increase of pension to John B. | 
Starr; 

A bill (S. 596) granting an increase of pension to James | 
Stephenson ; 

A bill (S. 597) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Swift; 

A bill (S. 598) granting an increase of pension to Charles A. | 
Underwood ; 

A bill (8S. 599) granting an increase of pension to David W. 
Miller; 

A bill (8S. 600) granting an increase of pension to Ellen | 
Williams; 

A bill (S. 601) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Shafer ; 

A bill (S. 602) granting an increase of pension to Kate 
Brown: 

A bill (S. 603) granting an increase of pension to John H. | 
Williamson ; 

A bill (8S. 604) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Milby; 

A bill (S. 605) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Clark; 

A bill (S. 606) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
Cooper ; 

A bill (S. 607) granting an increase of pension to David 
Milford; 

A bill (8. 608) granting an increase of pension to James S§S. 
Carlton; 

A bill (8. 609) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
surns; 

A bill (8. 610) granting an fherease of pension to Ferdinand 
Capansky ; 

A bill (8, 611) granting an increase of pension to Josiah 
Chatfield ; 


: A bill (8S. 612) granting an increase of pension to Charles A. 
Auman; 


A bill (8. 613) granting an increase of pension to Christopher 
M. McGuire; 


A bill (8. 614) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Madden ; 


aie bill (8S. 615) granting an increase of pension to Mary R. 
acon; 


on Ba (S. 616) granting an increase of pension to George 
viichey ; 


A bill (S. 617) granting an increase of pension to Laura E. 
Morton; 


| F. 





A bill (S. 618) granting an increase of pension to Samuel EB. 
Johnson; 

A bill (8. 619) granting an increase of pension to David M. 
Harned ; 

A bill (S. 620) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Giller; 

A bill @. 621) granting an increase of pension to Jacob ‘A. 
Carter; 

A bill (S. 622) granting an increase of pension to Harriet L. 


| Chittenden ; 


A bill (S. 623) granting an increase of pension to Adoniram 
J. Goff: 

A bill (S. 624) granting an increase of pension to John N. 
Williams; 


A bill (S. 625) granting an increase of pension to John 
Barthel ; 
A bill (S. 626) granting an increase of pension to Alice T. 


Smith; 
A bill (S. 
Hawkins; 
A bill (S. 
Burnett; 


627) granging an increase of pension to Lorin N, 


628) granting an increase of pension to George H. 


A bill (S. 629) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
B. Noel; 
A bill (S. 680) granting an increase of pension to James R. 
Holdeman; 
A bill (S. 681) granting an increase of pension to Jesse M. 
| White; 


A bill (S. 682) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A, 


| Stratton; 


A bill (S. 
Noll: 
A bill (S. 
Stephenson ; 

A bill (S. 
Price; 

A bill (S. 636) granting an increase of pension to Willis J. 
Kendall; 

A bill (S. 687) granting an increase of pension to David 
Lakin: 

A bill (S. 688) granting an increase of pension to William A. 


633) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 


634) granting an increase of pension to Sarah B. 


635) granting an increase of pension to Robert H. 


| Sharp; 


A bill (S. 639) 
Baker: 
A bill (S. 640) 


granting an increase of pension to Alonzo IL. 


granting an increase of pension to Michael R. 


| Shultz; 


A bill (S. 641) granting 
Simons; 
A bill 


an increase of pension to Betsy B. 


S. 642) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


| Stewart; 


A bill (S. 648) granting 
Watsbaugh; 

A bill (S. 644) granting an increase of pension to Patrick G. 
Murphy; 

A bill (S, 645) granting an increase of pension to Harry Jere- 
miah Parks; 

A bill (S. 646) granting an increase of pension to Elmer 
Howe; 

A bill (S. 647) granting an increase of pension to Willis G. 
Miner; 

A bill (S. 648) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Moser : 

A bill (S. 649) granting an increase of pension to Ellen C. 
Welch; 

A bill (S. 650) granting an increase of pension to Eunice A. 
Starr; 

A bill (S, 651) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
Selby; 

A bill (S. 652) granting an increase of pension to Cora G. 
Davison ; 


an increase of pension to John W. 


A bill (S. 653) granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. 
Shields; 
A bill (S. 654) granting an increase of pension to John C. 


Kennedy ; 

A bill (S. 
Geiling; 

A bill (S. 656) granting an increase of pension to Theodore A, 
Mather; 

A bill 
George; 

A bill (S. 658) granting an increase of pension to John 
Mather; 

A bill (S. 659) granting an increase of pension to Francis M, 
McMahan; 


655) granting an increase of pension to John G. 


(S. 657) granting an increase of pension to Annie 
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A bill (8. 
3utler ; 
A bill (S. 661) granting an increase of pension to Willis E. 
Hall: 
A bill (S. 662) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Mattocks: 
A bill (8. 663) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Surby; 
: A bill (8S. 664) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
thodes; 
A bill (8. 665) granting an increase of pension to William L. 
Switzer; 
A bill (8. 666) granting an increase of pension to Hiram W. 
Foss: 
A bill (8S. 667) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Stauter ; 
A bill (S. 668) granting an increase of pension to Sarah F. 
Meade; 
A bill (8. 669) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Parks; 
A bill (8S. 670) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Roden ; 
A bill (8S. 671) granting an increase of pension to Cassius B. 
Kimball; 
A bill (8S. 672) granting an increase of pension to Sara B. C. | 
Stephenson ; 
A bill (8S. 673) granting an increase of pension to Leander 
Chase; 
A bill (S. 674) granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Donley, alias Joseph McCormick ; 
A bill (8. 675) granting an increase of pension to Daniel D. 
Desmond ; 
A bill (8. 676) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Lloyd ; 
A bill (8. 677) granting an increase of pension to Martha F. 
Martin; 
A bill (8S. 678) granting an inerease of pension to Patrick J. 
Meehan ; 
A bill (8. 679) granting an inerease of pension to Christian 
Trostel ; 
A bill (S. 680) granting an increase of pension to Ruth Ann 
Baird; 
A bill (8S. 681) granting an imecrease of pension to Daniel 
Clark ; 
A bill (S. 682) granting an increase of pension to Robert G. | 


660) granting an increase of pension to Henry 





Edgar ; 

A bill (8. 683) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
A. Withrow; 

A bill (S. 684) granting an increase of pension to Oscar 
White; 

A bill (8. 685) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Wallace; 

A bill (S 
Farnsworth; 

A bill (s. 687) granting an increase of pension to William 
Fullerton ; 


S. 686) granting an increase of pension to James F. 


A bill (S. 688) granting an increase of pension to John R. | 
| Moy 


Long ; 
A bill (8. 689) granting an increase of pension to Uriah J. 
Loop; 


A bill (8. 690) granting an increase of pension to Frank M. | 


Osgood ; 

A bill (S. 601) granting an increase of pension to Shepard 
Goodwin Patrick ; 

A bill (S. 692) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Andrews; 

A bill (8S. 693) granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Wahl; 

A bill (8. 694) granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Benton ; 

A bill (S. 695) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie H. 
Dole; 

A bill (S 
Fisher ; 

A bill (8. 697) granting an increase of pension to John Roy; 

A bill (S. 698) granting an increase of pension to W. P. 


. 696) granting an increase of pension to Frank L. 


pson ; 

A bill (8S. 699) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Walker; 

A bill (8. 
Escobado ; 

A bill (S. 701) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Fadgecomb ; 
A bill (8. 
Frazier ; 


700) granting an increase of pension to Tomas 


702) granting an increase of pension to David 





A bill (S. 703) granting an increase of pension to Elmer D. 
Hackett; 

A bill (S. 704) granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 
J. Hervey; 

A bill (8S. 705) granting an increase of pension to Gordon 
Kimball; 

A bill (8. 706) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Edmonds; 

A bill (S. 707) granting an increase of pension to Danic!l 
Mangus; 

A bill (8. 
Murpby; 

A bill (8. 708) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Estes; , 

A bill (S. 710) granting an inerease of pension to William 
B. Norton; 

A bill (8. 711) granting an increase of pension to Luzerne 
Jones; 

A bill (S. 
Johnson ; 
co A bill (S. 713) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 

rice 

A bill (Ss. 
| Anderson ; 

A bill (s. 715) granting an inerease of pension to John B. 
Wilson; 

A bill (S. 716) granting an increase of pension to Flavius J. 
Jordan ; 

A bill (8. 717) granting an increase of pension to Susannah 
Sprague; 

A bill (8. 718) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Clark ; 

A bill (8. 719) granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 
Brown; 

A bill (8. 720) granting an increase of pension to Ephraim P. 
Beers; 

A bill (S. 721) granting an increase of pension to Thereon 


708) granting an increase of pension to John 


712) granting an increase of pension to Peter C. 


714) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. 


| G. Crowningshield ; 


A bill (8. 722) granting an increase of pension to James D., 
Smith; 
A bill (8. 723) granting an increase of pension to John F. 


| Smith; 
A bill (8S. 724) granting an increase of pension to Jackson H. 
Thompson ; 


A bill (S. 725) granting an increase of pension to Robert H. 
Fernsworth ; 

A bill (S. 726) granting an increase of pension to Robert S. 
Faught; 

A bill (8S. 727) granting an inerease of pension to Jonas 
Schrock ; 

e bill (S. 728) granting an increase of pension to Hiram R. 


ith; 
‘- 7 (8. 729) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


Tove 

A bil (S. 730) granting an increase of pension to William 
Bradley ; 

= bill (S. 731) granting an increase of pension to John O. 


A bill (S. 732) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Blakewell ; 

A bill (S. 733) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Mclivain ; 

A bill (8S. 734) granting am increase of pension to Sadie 
M. W. Likens; 

A bill (8S. 735) granting an increase of pension to James C. 
Sellers; 

A bill (S. 736) granting a pension to Francis E. Searway; 

A bill (S. 787) granting a pension to Harry M. Osborne; 

A bill (S. 738) granting a pension to William J. Clark: 

Bie bill (S. 739) granting an increase of pension to Jacques 


A till (8. 740) granting an increase of pension to William D. 
Tanner; 
A bill (S. 741) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Nelson ; 

A bill (8S. 742) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Wilsey ; 

A bill (S. 743) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
H. Williams; and 

A bill (8S. 744) granting an increase of pension to Mahala A. 
Brumley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 12) approving the constitutions 
formed by the constitutional conventions of the Territories of 
New Mexico and Arizona; to the Committee on Territories, 
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Mr. WORKS. 


1 us 
ala : 


I intreduce 
consent for its ] 


a joint resolution and ask unani 
nt consideration. 

The joint reselution (S. J. Res. 11) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to deliver a condemned cannon to the National Encamp 
ment of the Grand Army of the Republic was read the firsi 
time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That of War is hereby authorized to 
deliver to the order of Col. D. R. Stowilts, quartermaster general of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, one dismounted, condemned bri ‘ 
cannon, in the Civil War, to be used by the Grand Army of th 


res 


Secretary 


, 
used 





Republic fer the purpese ef furnishing official badces of the order: | 


Provided, That no expr hall be caused to the United Stat 
the delivery of said condermed cannon. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 








Is there objection to the pres 


Mr. GALLINGER. I think the joint resolution ought to 


go 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the 


joint resolution will be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. . 
PROPOSED CHANGE IN THE HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. BAILEY. I desire to submit a notice of a resolution 
proposing certain amendments to the rules. I ask that the 


resolution be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the resolution be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 12), as follows: 

NOTICE TO AMEND THE RULES. 

Resolved, That the rules of the Senate be, and are hereby, amended 
1s follows: 

Amend Rule VII by striking out all after the word “for,” im line 7, 
dewn to and inciuding the word “ resolutions,” in line 11. 

Beginning with the word “ pension,” in the first line of section 2 


of 
Rule Vil, strike out all down to and inciuding the word “ hour,” 


in 


| 


S tiarough | 
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approved the act in accordance with the provisions of tion 
13 of the act of Congress above mentioned. 
Wma. H. Ta 
Tae Wuire Hovs pril 10, 1911 
RULIN( POST OFF! DEPART NI 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chaii s before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, whicl 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 10) hymitted by 
Mr. Davis on the 6th in ‘ Ww 

Reselwed, That the I i ( re : ‘ ted to 
furnis to the Senate <« i hi 

a therefor, in ré » nal 
Weekiy: also the Harpoon, of I 1 the 
United States, inasmuch ‘ i ral 
ne is ¢ wn by letter a hed on 
that senid information t ? t } 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I desire to s the or 
mation of the Senate, a letter from © ol v 1 
ask that it be read for the information of { 
preferred, that it may be printed in the Revcorp. I also hat 
a clipping, which is quite lengthy, relating strictly to t 
resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire the 
letter to be printed in the Recorp? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir. I want to say, Mr. President, that 


the only object of the resolution ts that the Post Office Depart- 


| ment shall furnish the Senate its reasons for discriminating 
|} against the two pupers referred to. I know that the Woman's 


line 3 of said section, and insert the words “bills and report of a | 


committee.” 

Strike out all of the secord paragraph of section 2. 

Amend Rule VIII by striking out the figure “2” in the first line of 
the second paragraph and inserting the figure “3.” 

Amend Rule VIII by striking out, in line 4, the figure “2” 
insert the figure “ 3.” 


Amend Rule 1X by striking out the figure “2” in the second line 
and inserting the figure “ 3.” 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I only desire to say that those 
are amendments to the rules which will be made necessary if 
the Senate should determine to amend its standing order and 
meet at 2 instead of 12 o'clock. 


and 


| himself. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the Chair understands, the | 


Senator from Texas asks that the resolution lie upon the table? 
Mr. BATLEY. Yes. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course will be taken. 
TREATY OF 1832 WITH RUSSIA. 
Mr. CULBERSON. 


National Weekly, formerly a daily, has a large circulation in 
iny State, and I am constantly receiving a great many com 
Maints, especially from the ladies of my State, asking why the 
Post Office Department has arbitrarily ordered this paper to 
discontinne 108,000 copies of its circulation. This paper is sent 
to ladies of the country and to friends largely by other people 
fer instance, each Member of the Senate might send to 
10 or a hundred copies of the paper. 
devoted to literature, art, education, demestic duties, and mat- 
ters of that kind. It seems that the Post Office Department 
contends that the person receiving the paper must pay for it 
I want to know why this ruling has been made. 
Therefore I ask that the resolution be adopted directing the 
Post Office Department to furnish us the information. 


others 


It is a very cheap paper, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
| presents a communication, together with a clipping, which he 
asks may be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. LODGE. Let it be read, Mr. President. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have no objection to having it read. It is 


Mr. President, on the 21st of February | 


last I introduced a resolution looking to the abrogation of the | 


treaty of 1832 with Russia. I reintroduce the resolution and 
ask that it be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
It is short, and I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
resolution, as requested. 

The resolution (S. Res. 13) was read and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the treaty of 1832 
between the United States and Russia shoald be abrocated because of 


the discrimination by Russia between American citizens in the adminis 
tration of the treaty. 


ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States (H. 
Doc. No. 8), which was read and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on the Philippines and or- 
dered to be printed: 


To the Senatc and House of Representatives: 


AS required by section 13 of the act of Congress approved 
July 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide for the 


administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philip- 


pine Istands, and for other ” - : . 
act of the purposes,” I submit herewith an 


Philippine Legislature amending the pablicland laws 
of the Philippine Islands by specifying the officials before whom 
the final evidence to perfect homestead grants may be taken. 
The law as it stands requires applicants for homesteads to 
furnish certain affidavits, but does not indicate the officials be- 

fore whom they may be executed. 
The amendment seems essential to a proper understanding by 
as to what is required of them. 


I have therefore | wide the doors for higher education in art, music, busin: dot 


quite lengthy, but it relates entirely to the resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire that the resolution be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts requests that the resolution be again read. The Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary again read the resolution of Mr. Davis. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, what is the reqnest? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request of the Senator 
from Arkansas is that the communication which he has sent to 
the Secretary's desk may be printed in the Recorp. In the 
absence of objection it will be se ordered. 

The letter is as follows: 

HaRnison, Argk., April 3, 191! 
Hon. Jerr DATIs, 
Senator from 

Most HonoraBie Sir: I am a full-paid member of the Amerk 

Womnan’s Leaguc; subscribed for the Woman's National Daily, and paid 


p 
for it with my own hard-carned money. Because it was a clean, pure, 


Arka 


sae. 





honest, moral, educational paper I sent it te some ef my friends whom 
I was under obligations to for similar favors Sinc they received it, 
the most of them have paid me for it, because they found it met the 
demands of the tired, busy housewife and mother in her own home in 
that it was small, easily handled, no extra adwertismg sheets to litter 
up the house, clean, pure, and inspiring to higher ideals in honesty, 
refinement, and culture along all lines that make for the best type of 
womanhood and manhood 

Now, because some of Umcle Sam's employees thimk that to nany 
suck people are reading such a clean, pure, little paper daily, hi es 
the rate of postage and says 105,000 of these readers shall not have 
their paper. 

I have a right to demand that the United Stat mails bring m« 
mail if I pay, or am willing to pay, the same postage that other | 
pay for the snme kind of mail or literature. That the Government 


no Tricht to stop, or raise the postage on it as long as it paid f nd 
a Clean, moral, newsy paper is what we demand in the name of t 
and justice in this the land of the free and home of the brave 

We mothers and wives have, thaouch that litt ner nd 


league, been given greater opportunities for the educat ( 
and children than any State can give us, because the time and to 
secure an education could not be had for lack of lt ha ed 
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science, and every line of education given to-day by correspondence, and 
as citizens of these United States of America we demand that our rights 
be given us and humbly beg your honorable self to do all within your 
ower to secure for us our rights in working, praying, and fighting to 
J the postage reduced and the restricted number be allowed to 
receive their paper. The last two papers have been filled with adver- 
tising matter to meet the extra postage. We trust that the spirit of 
liberty, justice, and honor is still alive in the hearts and minds of our 
Repr oemsatives and that you will see that this postal law is righted. 
Sincerely, 





Mrs. DANNIE MAGGARD BAKER. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I am informed that one of the 
publications named in the resolution is now under investigation, 
and it seems to me, therefore, there should be added to the reso- 
lution the language “if not incompatible with the public inter- 
est.” If that addition be made, I have no objection to the adop- 
tion of the resolution, I think the department should clearly 
state the ruling it has made. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
object to that? 

Mr. DAVIS. I do. Mr. President, I am not ordinarily the 
champion of newspapers. I have received no kindness nor con- 
sideration at their hands. I have been hounded and dogged by 
these emissaries of advanced thought until the epidermis has 
become a little bit raw; but it seems to me that here are two 
worthy newspapers. One is the Woman’s National Weekly, 
purely a home paper, and as to the other, while the Senator 
from Ohio has said it is under investigation, I may say that it 
has under investigation certain Federal officials in the columns 
of its paper, and is making certain exposures that I think are 
entirely proper, if true; exposures that go to the very root of 
things; exposures that ought to be made, if the charges are 
true, and if not, there is a proper mode of suppression. There- 
fore I think the papers, especially the paper for the benefit of 
the homes and families of the country, ought to be given the 
widest circulation, no matter who pays for them, no matter 
whether they are paid for directly by the person who receives 
them or by his friend or neighbor. 

I certainly think, Mr, President, that the Harpcon, of Denver, 
so long as it has the fight on its hands that it has, ought to be 
given the widest circulation and ought not to be restricted by 
arbitrary rulings of the Post Office Department. To say that this 
resolution shall be answered, provided it is not incompatible 
with the public service, is simply to say to the Post Office De- 
partment, “You may refuse to answer if you so elect; if 
some little spirit of delicacy prompts you to do so, you may re- 
fuse to answer it.” No, sir, I want this resolution passed as it 
is, and let the Post Office Department say to the Senate why 
it is 

Mr. BURTON. I yielded to the Senator from Arkansas 
merely for an answer to a question. I have no objection, how- 
ever, to his proceeding for a reasonable time during the course 
of my remarks, 

Mr. DAVIS. I am through, sir. Mr. President, I have 
finished. I want this resolution passed as it is, and let the 
Post Office Department say to the Senate why these unreason- 
able and unheard of restrictions are placed against these two 
publications. 

Mr. BURTON. I do not care to enter into the merits of this 
particular controversy. I will only say, in passing, that it is 
evident that the writer of the letter, whose epistle is set forth 
here on page 91, must have been laboring under some misappre- 
hension. He says that objection was made and the sending of 
papers was withheld in a hundred thousand cases where the 
‘papers were subscribed for by relatives and friends. It shows 
a very unusual assistance from relatives and friends, which 
enlarges the subscriptions to the extent of a hundred thousand 
copies, 

What I wish to call attention to, however, is the precedent 
that would be established by passing this resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield. 

Mr. DAVIS. To enlighten the Senator from Ohio on the 
question as to the 103,000 subscriptions, I ask that the clipping 
from the paper of Mr. Lewis be read to the Senate for its 
information, together with the so-called ruling of the Post 
Office Department. 

Mr. BURTON. I prefer to proceed. The point to which I 
wish to call attention, which furnishes the substantial objec- 
tion here, is this: We would, by passing this resolution, make 
it possible, whenever a publication was under investigation, 
even under criminal accusatign—under any accusation—for it to 
come here nnd make a demand upon the Post Office Department 
to give its reasons for its proceedings, and thus unfold to the 
public and give to those against whom the department is pro- 
ceeding, or whose transactions it is investigating, all the facts 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Apri 10. 


and circumstances upon which a possible prosecution might | 
based, 

It seems to me, Mr. President, we can not for a mome 
think of establishing such a precedent, and I therefore mo, 
as an amendment that there be added at the end of the reso! 
tion thg words “if not incompatible with the public interest,” 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator from Georgia will pardon n 
for a moment, I will be through. 

There is no criminal charge pending against the Woman’ 
Weekly Journal, published by Mr. Lewis. The Post Offi 
Department has given him a pretended reason there for t! 
taking away of 103,000 of his circulation, and the reason i 
simply puerile and silly. There is no criminal prosecution 
pending and no criminal investigation being had. 

It is a woman’s paper, published purely for women, for their 
education and enlightenment and their home use, and now t! 
Post Office Department simply says “‘ You can not let one of 
your friends send out 50 copies of this paper and pay for it : 
25 cents a year.” It says so there, as shown by the report o! 
the department. “You can not let one of your friends se: 
out 50 or 100 copies of this paper to his friends.” A Senator 
could not send a hundred copies of this paper to his friend 
and pay for it. That has brought this paper under the ban 0! 
the Post Office Department, and they arbitrarily say to Mr. 
Lewis “ You must cut off 103,000 of your subscribers which \ 
find are unpaid subscribers.” 

I am receiving letters constantly from people in my State 
saying “ We have paid for this paper, and it is being cut off b) 
the Post Office Department under this arbitrary ruling. We 
want to know why it is so.” That relates purely to this 
woman’s paper. 

As regards the other, if the Senate of the United States wants 
to interpose whitewash proceedings here as against charges tha‘ 
are being fought out by the Harpoon, of Denver, against certain 
Federal officials, the sooner the country knows it the better. 
The paper is making certain charges against certain Federa! 
officials. I do not know whether they are true or false, but 
there is a fight on between them. But if the charges are not 
true, let these Federal officials show it to the country. If they 
are true, the officials ought to be turned out of office; and I say 
that the Senate of the United States is in no position to-day to 
take the side of a whitewash proceeding and say that the Post 
Office Department shall not furnish this information to the 
Senate and to the country. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have no information such 1s 
would give me a very definite opinion as to the merits of the 
particular matter being discussed by the Senator from Arkansis 
and the Senator from Ohio. I think, however, that the Senate 
should determine definitely whether or not it desires this infor- 
mation, and it is simply with reference to the amendmen 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio that I desire to say a word 
to the Senate. 

It is not in accord with the practice of the Senate, it is not 
in harmony with what I may say is the uniform, unvarying 
practice of the Senate, to add the words which are now suc- 
gested by the Senator from Ohio, except in case of communica- 
tions addressed to the State Department, and the reason for 
that is manifest. Matters within the jurisdiction of the State 
Department frequently concern relations between this Govern- 
ment and foreign Governments which are necessarily of a nature 
where their publication may sometimes be not compatible with 
the public interest. Therefore whenever a request is addresse:l 
to the President of the United States it is the custom of the 
Senate not only when it relates to foreign affairs, but to any 
other affairs, as a matter of courtesy, to say to the President 
of the United States that the request is made if it is not incom- 
patible with the public interest, and whenever addressed to the 
Secretary of State, he having charge of that particular brancl 
of the governmental functions which relates to foreign affairs, 
it is the custom to add the words. But it is not the custom in 
ease the direction is given to any other of the departments. 

Now, I wish to say, Mr. President, that in the days when [ 
first had the honor to come into the Senate there was no pos- 
sible question upon this subject, and the men from whom I first 
learned that such was the practice were men who had been of 
the longest experience in the Senate. I recollect that the first 
Senator from whom I ever heard the objectioh made when a 
similar amendment was proposed, or when the original resolu- 
tion had come in to that effect, was Mr. Sherman of Ohio, who 
sat only three seats, I think, to the right of where the present 
Senator sits, though possibly I may be mistaken about that; 
the seat to the immediate right of the seat of the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. McCumsper]. The statement was then made 
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by him that the Senate, except in cases where it desired to get | 


information from the State Department, should always “ di- 
rect” the department as to what it wished to have done and 
not leave it to the discretion of the department; that it was not 
consistent with the necessities of the Senate in dealing with 
the large public affairs which were committed to it to have ii 
in the discretion of the head of a department to say whether he 
would or would not comply with such a direction. 


One of the Senators who was most insistent upon that rule | 


was Senator Hoar, of Massachusetts, than whom a more ac- 
complished man, I think, never sat in the Senate, either before 
his day or subsequent to it. Possibly some men excelled him in 


some particulars, but I use the word “ accomplished” with due | 


regard to its weight, for I do not think a more accomplished 
man in all respects ever sat in the Senate; certainly not one who 


had a more just and proper conception of the attributes and | 


functions and prerogatives of the Senate. 

Therefore I hope that if the Senator from Ohio thinks the 
information should not be required, and the Senate agrees with 
him, it will determine it upon the question whether or not 
we want the information. If we do want the information, 
there ought to be a direction to the department in accordance 
with what I say has been the uniform, unvaried practice of the 
Senate, except in cases of matters within the charge and keep- 
ing of the State Department. 
tion, we ought to direct it to be furnished. If we do not think 
it is proper information to be required, we ought not to pass 
the resolution. 

I do not express any opinion as to whether or not the in- 
formation should be required. 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator from Georgia a ques- 
tion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 


Mr. LODGE. Is there not sometimes a third course adopted— 
to refer the resolution to the committee having the subject in 
charge—— 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. ‘To determine whether or not it is wise to 
make the inquiry? 

Mr. BACON. 


leave it to the discretion of a department; and I think that 
might be the best direction to be given to this matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the pleasure of the 
Senate? The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio to the resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I am not an expert in the postal 
laws; I have no doubt the Senator from Arkansas has given 
this matter a great deal of consideration; but I should like 
to ask him whether it is not the case that gratuitous copies fall 
under a different class. For instance, if any one of us buys 
a thousand copies of a newspaper in circulation, I do not under- 
stand that we can send them at the pound rate. It has to be a 
legitimate subscription, and that applies alike to every publica- 
tion. The Senator can tell me whether that is the law or not. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is the very information we want. We 
want to know whether it is a just or unjust discrimination 
against the Woman’s Weekly. My constituents claim that it is 
an unjust discrimination. 


The Senator from Ohio says that the man who wrote me the 


letter, which accompanies the resolution, must be misinformed. | eo eliminated are bona fide paid-in-advance subscribers of lawful 


Mr. R. M. Adams, of Ozark, Ark., is one of the best citizens 
of our State, a man of general information, a banker. He says 
that he has bought this paper, that he has paid the subscrip- 


ae for a number of his friends, and the paper was sent 
to them. 


Now, the Post Office Department makes the complaint that 
because each person receiving the paper does not himself pay 
for it, it falls under this ban. I say that is not just; that it 
is not fair. 
_Mr. LODGE. Do I understand that he has paid a subscrip- 
tion for each paper? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LODGE. That is a different thing. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is exactly the situation. 

And to clarify this matter—I am in earnest about it—I ask 
that the clerk read the clipping from Mr. Lewis’s paper for the 
information of the Senate. It will not be but a moment. 


‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 
clipping will be read. 





The Secretary read as follows: 

One hundred and three thousand paid-in-advance subscribers of tl 

iper will fail to get it Who they are we do not as yet know our 
selves. The reason why they will not get it is shown below. When 
' temporzrily changed t National Daily to a weekly, in accordance 

ith the postal requirements, we made an application for a new entry. 
eiztr t pportunity to further hound this concern, the postal 
ficials at Washingten applied the extraordinary ruling that we must 
leposit third-class postage of S . per pound, but also construed 
this to mean 1 cent fér each - fraction there nd demanded 
that we pay postage at the rate of 1 cent per copy, or 17 cents per 
ound, me $5,000 per 101 than the lawful postage rate 
red a publishers. \ i flatly to s mit to this out- 
rag ind after many telegrams back and forth and t holding up of 
the issue for 2 week, we appealed direct by telegram to Postmaster 
General Hitchcock and asked him to give this paper lawfal treatment 
and a square deal. The response was quick and to th it, and the 
following telegram was received Monday from Third ‘ t Post 
master General Britt. who had previously demanded the exorbitant and 
wful postage and refused to reconsider his « Here the 
message : 
WT t 7 i911 
PosTMAsSTER, St. Louis, Mo. 

Deak Sir: Replying to your letter of the 27th of March, ir sing 
the copy of telegram from James J. Britt, Third Assistant Postmaster 
General, as follows 

“Application of publisher of the Woman’s National Weekly, cated 

| Mareh 21, received to-day. Information in possession of the depart 
ment obtained through queries to claimed subscribers to the publicati 
indicates that at least 24 per cent thereof are not subscribers in f 
This is strongly corroborated by reports of nonacceptance of pub! tion 


If the Senate desire the informa- | 


by alleged subscribers at many post offices throughout the count: iS 
well as by the statement of the publisher in admitting that a large | 


i 
centage are gift subscriptions and also by excessive use of premiums 


You will inform publisher that upon removal of 24 per cent of the 
| claimed list, 103,920, required deposit will be waived. lffective with 
| date of application, pending further inguiry. Should the publisher 


| desire to mail copies of the publication to persons whose 


I think that has frequently been done, and it | 


is a very wise disposition of a doubtful matter rather than to submit to the decision of the department or else face complete ruin 


DAL ‘ 

eliminated from claimed list, they may be accepted at the transient 

second-class postage rate of 1 cent for each 4 ounces or fraction thereof, 

prepaid by stamps affixed. You will obtain the publishers’ decision 

and report to this bureau immediately. 
“James J. Britt, 

“Third Assistant Postmaster General.” 


It seems that Mr. Britt objects to the “gift” subscriptions (sub- 
scriptions po for by others as a gift). We have long warned our 
friends to be very careful about “gift” subscriptions, even furnishing 


n separate blank form for them. Of course this ruling that itt” 
subscriptions are not legitimate is, as usual, applied to this paper only. 
The ridiculous part of the matter is that we are ordered to cut off 
103,000 subscribers without being informed which ones to cut off. Not 
being mind readers, we can only bow our heads, chop off a hundred and 
three thousand subscribers with our eyes shut, and submit, so that the 
other hundreds of thousands may get their papers. We replied to Mr. 
Britt’s telegram as follows: 

‘We beg to state that having no option in the matter other than to 
end confiscation of our journal, we therefore must submit, under protest, 
and will reduce the amount of our mailings as required, by 103,920 
copies, but as we are not informed as to which one of the subscribers 
on our list of more than 490,000 paid-in-advance subscribers are taken 
by the department to be illegitimate, we are, therefore, under the neces 
sity of arbitrarily cutting off the required number of copies. As soon 
as the department will inform us which particular subscriptions the 
department takes exception to, we will eliminate these particular sub 
scriptions and notify the subscrfber of the reason therefor; but until 
so advised by the department as to which particular subscriptions it 
has taken exception to, we, of course, have no means of knowing which 








subscriptions they consider legitimate and which subscribers they do 
| not, and must, therefore, mail the number permitted us arbitrarily 
without any power to conform to the department’s requirement of 
eliminating objectionable subscriptions until such time as we are 





| or whether they are subscribers whose subscriptions have been paid for 


advised by the department which are the objectionable subscription 
The result of this, of course, must be that many thousands of 
seribers to whose subscriptions the department has taken no exception 
will fail to receive their papers, while many thousands of subscriber 
to whom the department has taken exception will continue to recei\ 
their papers until such a time as we are duly advised which to elimi 
nate and which to retain. If the subscriptions to which the department 
has taken exception are those paid by others as gifts, if the depart 
will so advise us, we can then intelligently eliminate such subseri; 
from the list and explain the reason to the subscribers: bat as w ‘ 
not so advised by the department, but are simply arbitrarily directed 
to reduce our subscription list by 103,920 regardiess of whether tl 


nt 





and sound mind who have paid for the papers with their own money 


by others, we can only act to the best of our intelligence in the lig! 


of the information vouchsafed us. We will, therefore, proceed to mat! 
the Woman's National Weekly to 351,580 of the subscribers on ¢ 


list taken at random, and the remaining 103,920 subscribers eliminated 
will be obliged to whistle for their papers until the department ) 
safes us sufficient information to intelligently comply with its rutir 
We therefore bow and submit under protest to the superior and 
trary power of the department as outlined in this ruling. 

“Thanking the department for the privilege accorded us of 


to our subscribers at least a portion of the papers for which they 
paid in advance, oy 
“Very respectfully, E. G. I 


If you or any of your friends fall to get their pape: n 
us; we are doing the best we can under the oppressive and 
rulings made for our particular benefit. There was no donbt bat that 
it was intended to suppress and destroy this great newspaper, | t! 





women of America again made themselves felt. We shall, how d 
as we said we would—stay on the job of exposing the rotte f 
Judge Goodwin's department until either Judge Goodwin succes in 


suppressing this newspaper or we succeed lifting the l hi 
department by a congressional investigation. 

Ve desire to express our thanks to Mr. Hitc? k 1 t 
and courtesy with which he dropped other pressing matte! 
hold of our demand for lawful treatment. May he continue 


in 





1 


| 
job until this newspaper is fully accorded the same treatment, rights, 


or “ privileges ” accorded all others. We never asked for anything else. | 
bE. G. LEWIS. 


N. B.—Write a few more letters to your Congressman. This is the 
second battle you have won for justice from the Pest Office Depart- 
ment. Before we get through there may yet be a free press in this 
country. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BURTON. Evidently this is a question as to what sub- 
scriptions are entitled to second-class privileges. Is that all 
there is of it? 

Mr. DAVIS. No, sir; it is a question as to whether or not 
this paper shall be stopped or whether it shall be printed to be 
sent out to patrons—the papers that are paid for, whether 
paid for by the persons receiving them or paid for by other 
people and sent to them in a complimentary way. They are 
all paid subscriptions, paid in cash, paid in advance. 

Mr. BURTON. I had supposed that some other questions 
were involved, but I do not see more in it than a plain con- 
troversy in regard to the extent of the second-class privileges 
as to newspaper subscriptions. I think we had better refer the 
resolution to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
and I make that motion. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to ask the Senator what 
becomes of the amendment he proposed? 

Mr. BURTON. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio with- 
draws his amendment, and moves that the resolution be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, to refer it to that committee 
means its death, There it sleeps “the sleep that knows no 
waking ”; that is to say, it goes to a graveyard. If the Senate 
wants to adopt that course and wants to shirk the responsi- 
bility of calling on the department for this information, of 
course the Senate is at liberty to do it, but on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BURTON. That is not the intention of the motion in 
any degree. This is rather a general question pertaining to all 
newspapers than to this specific one, and it is one on which 
perhaps there should be legislation defining and making clearer 
the rule to be adopted. I see no reason for calling on the Post 
Office Department for this specific information, and it might 
work a prejudice. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, just a word. I have some fa- 
miliarity with this controversy between Mr. Lewis, the pub- 
lisher of the Woman’s Journal and the publisher of other papers 
as well, and the Post Office Department. I do not arise, how- 
ever, to discuss that controversy or lay before the Senate the 
information in my possession. 

I understand that there are two questions, as they might be 
designated, running through this controversy. One is as to the 
price at which the paper is sold to subscribers. It is claimed 
to be purely a nominal sum, and that it is issued as an adver- 
tising sheet rather than as a newspaper. 

Another question is that the paper has been subscribed for 
and is sent out through the mails by persons other than those 
receiving it, and it is objected by the department that that is 
not permissive. The intention of the department is, I under- 
stand, that in order to make a publication admissible to the 
mails under the pound rate it must be subscribed for by the 
individual to whom it is sent and not by another and forwarded 
in a complimentary way. 

I will not say anything about this latter phase or this second 
question involved in the controversy to which I have just ad- 
dressed myself, but as to the first issue between the department 
and publisher—that is, as to the price at which the paper is sold 
and the contention that it is a mere advertising sheet—I wish 
to say that I know of papers printed daily in this country, 
some of them in my own State—great newspapers, as great 
newspapers as are printed in any section of the Union, with a 
great corps of correspondents scattered all over the continent, 
receiving the Associated Press dispatches, ably edited, ably 
conducted, with a large circulation—the price of which to the 
subscriber does not exceed that at which the Woman’s Journal 
is sold to subscribers. 

I have not heard of any objection coming from the Post Office 
Department against the admission of those great daily political 
journals to the mails. I have in mind now one publication of 
that character. It is hardly necessary to designate it, but the 
company which prints it publishes a journal in the morning 
and another in the afternoon, and these papers are scattered 
all over my State and all over Kansas and Oklahoma and 
Arkansas and go in large numbers into other States. Just be- 
fore I returned to this session of Congress I had occasion to 
go to a news dealer in a town where I was sojourning for a 
short time and make arrangements to have the publication of 
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which I am speaking, both the morning and the afternoon edi- 
tions, sent to my room, and the two cost me only 10 cents « 
week, including the Sunday edition. 

The point I wish to make, if there be any point to it, the 
objection I urge against this edict excluding the Woman's 
Journal from the mails, is that if it is to be the rule of the 
department it ought to be universal in its application. I seo 
no reason why a weekly paper, and I believe this is a weekly 
journal—— : 

Mr. DAVIS. It is. 

Mr. STONE. I see no reason why a paper that is sent out 
to subscribers who are scattered through numerous States and 
read by the mothers and daughters of the land should be dis- 
criminated against when great political journals are put into 
the mail every day at a price equally low. I protest against 
that as a manifest injustice. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I am rather prompted to 
seek information in this matter. I did not know that the Pos: 
Office Department held to it as a legal proposition that the per- 
son to whom the paper is sent must pay for it. Personally | 
have been all my life in the habit—and I assume that to be the 
case with many others in this Chamber and out of it—of sul- 
scribing to papers on behalf of others, where I desired that they 
should have the benefit of a certain class of journalism. | 
eae times it is a common practice by both or all politic: 
parties, 

I am rather astonished, if I correctly understand this situa- 
tion, to be informed that the department maintains the positico 
that one may not subscribe to a newspaper for another ani! 
receive the same benefits as to the rates of mail. I had never 
heard of it before, 

I have received many circulars and documents in reference 
I presume, to the papers that are included within this reso 
tion. I have read some of them. I have read enough of the: 
to give me a general understanding of the situation involve: 
but I did not know that it involved the question of the right 
one person to subscribe for another. It should not. There 
no more beneficial act performed by any part of the people th 
that of assisting through this means in the dissemination «| 
knowledge of which they approve. It is perfectly legitimate. 

I will not go into the question of the character of thes: 
papers because I do not know enough about it, but if it is a) 
plied to one class of papers it should be applied to all. 

Mr. LODGE. I wish to ask the Senator a question, for | 
desire information, as he does. I should like to know whet! 
these two papers are on the same plane and whether that i 
the whole difficulty? I understood that there was a crimin 
proceeding against one of them. 

Mr. HEYBURN. In answer to the question of the Sena! 
from Massachusetts I will say that through something that f: 
from the lips of the reading clerk in regard to the matter 
appears that so far as the paper that is designated the Woman’ 
Journal is concerned the objection is not based upon the char 
ter of the paper, because they concede the right of 45,000 copi 
of it to go through the mails that are not within this particu! 
class of subscription, so that 

Mr. DAVIS. Three hundred and three thousand copies a) 
excluded. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Well, whatever the number; any number of 
them; if 10 might go through the mails it could not be urged 
that the prohibition was because of the character of the paper. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly not. That did not include the Har- 
poon, I understood. 

Mr. DAVIS. No, sir; it did not. I understood from the 
Senator from Massachusetts or from some Senator who his 
addressed the Chair on this question that probably there wis 
a criminal investigation against the Harpoon. I do not know 
anything about that personally. 

Mr. LODGE. That was suggested by the Senator from Olio 
[Mr. Burton]. 

Mr. BURTON. I suggested it merely as an illustration. [ 
do not know of any criminal proceeding pending against either 
publication. I said, however, merely by way of illustration, 
that if criminal proceedings or any other were contemplated, 
the Government would show its case, 4 

Mr. HEYBURN. I did not take into consideration whether 
there was or was not a criminal proceeding existing. I wis 
inquiring as to the legal proposition whether or not any part 
of the Government was authorized by law to say that one mig) 
not subscribe on behalf of another to a paper. If you can nol 





subscribe on behalf of 100 or 1,000, you can not subscribe on 
behalf of one. 

Mr. PAGE. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly, 
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Mr. PAGE. I should like to know how the Senator would 
treat this case. I am in a business, and I wish to advertise it. 
I have to pay 1 cent on each cireular I send out. But I start a 
newspaper, a nominal newspaper, for the purpose of advertising 
ny business. I go to the editer or publisher with whom I ar- 
range and I say, “I want to send out my circular. It will cost a 
cent to send out the circular, I want to give you an order for 
100,000 copies of your paper. Your paper will have enough 
news matter to be a newspaper, but in reality the paper is to 
advertise my business. Here is my check for a hundred thou- 
sand subscribers. Send out the papers.” 

The purpose of this ruling on the part of the Government is 
to prevent such a procedure. I think the Senator will see how 
this matter may be abused very gravely. If you permit a man 
to subscribe for 100,000 copies for the purpose of advertising 
his business, as in the case of the Woman’s Journal, he would 
furnish perhaps 100,000 subscribers and a premium be given 
with each subscription, and all at the rate of 10 cents. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have not reached the consideration of 
the question of advertising, directly or indirectly, because that 
is a very large question, and its discussion would involve the 
consideration of not only newspapers, but of other classes of 
publications. I rose to the single inquiry as to whether any 
part of this Government was authorized to discriminate between 
the man who subscribed for one paper for one person and the 
man who subscribed for 100,000. The question whether it is 
a legitimate newspaper or not is not involved in this matter, 
at least it is not involved in my consideration of it, because 
that comes under a different provision of the law. It is com- 
petent, and we have provided the method of determining the 
fact, to discriminate between purely advertising sheets and 
newspapers. 

I think they have a rule; but whether they have it or not, 
some one is authorized to determine it, because I, in common 
with other Senators, have had many letters from those who 
have been put to the test for the purpose of determining 
whether their newspapers were entitled to come in under news- 
paper rates or whether they should pay the rates that belong to 
an advertising sheet. I do not intend to pursue it that far, 
because that question is not necessarily involved in the issue I 
raised; but I should like to know from some one under what 
section of the statute, under what law, any part of the Gov- 
ernment may say that one may not subscribe for another and 
have the paper go directly from the publisher to the beneficiary. 

Mr, PAGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask the Senator if he can not readily see how 
easily a great abuse might be practiced upon the public and the 
department if a publisher having a real newspaper, if you wish 
to call it so, or some one who introduces enough news matter 
into a publication so that it becomes a newspaper, should per- 
mit an advertiser pure and simple, for no other purpose than to 
advertise his own wares, to give to the publisher his check for 
100, or 200, or 500,000 copies, thus enabling him to reach a 
constituency as an advertiser purely under the guise of pub- 
‘ishing a paper? Would not that be a fraud upon the depart- 
nent? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, there are perhaps very few 
aws upon the statute books that might not be made the medium 
vf doing wrong. My right to walk across the street might be 
juestioned, because, forsooth, in doing so I might do wrong. 
‘hat foundation for reasoning is not a very safe one, especially 
m regard to this matter. 

My conscience was pricked at once when it was stated here 
that you might not hand to a publisher a list of names to whom 
you desired to send a paper and pay him for it, because I have 
done that during the greater portion of my life. I am now 
doing it, and I supposed that I was entirely within my legal 
rights when I did it. When I find that a publication is main- 
taining a high order of journalism and is a useful paper, I think 
of young merr or others in different parts of the country whose 
minds I am anxious to have directed in the right course, and I 
frequently ask the publisher to send his paper for a year or 
some other period to a list of subscribers, and I pay for them. 
Is that to be a crime—for this action is based upon the proposi- 
tion that this is a criminal proceeding? Such orders can only be 
issued against criminal proceedings. The question whether 
the paper is an advertising sheet or is a legitimate newspaper is 
far distant in the future consideration of this question. 

: Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, in v to the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Pace], I desire to say his illustration is not 
apt, because this is not a fraud; it is a real, genuine newspaper, 
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a wholesome journal, sent to the mothers and wives of our 
country for their weekly betterment. We do not give the women 
of this country many rights; we do not allow them to vote or 
to hold office; they have very little control of their domestic 
affairs; and of all the men on earth that ought not to object to 
a little latitude being given to the women of this country the 
Senator from Vermont is the last one, I think. 

As I have said, this is a wholesome, clean paper. Why the 
department arbitrarily says “you must shut off 103,000 sub- 
seribers,” without giving any rhyme or reason or the name of 
the subscribers, is more than I can understand. 

It seems to me that we can discuss the merits of the proposi- 
tion after the reply of the department shall have been given. 
I only ask by the resolution for information. Why the Senate 
should attempt to—I will not say it in an offensive sense, be- 
cause I do not mean it in that way—thwart the object of the 
resolution by sending it to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads I am at a loss to know. I want the information, 
and if the Senate agrees with me, I should like to have the 
resolution passed. 

Can it be said that I can not go down town to-morrow morn- 
ing and ask the publishers of the Washington Herald to send 
10,000 copies of their paper to my constituents, giving their 
names and post-office addresses and my check for the money? 
Shall it be said that postage on that paper shall be increased, 
or that an edict shall go from the department that that is an 
improper subscription simply because I pay for it? Why, Mr. 
President, at every session of my legis!ature in Arkansas they 
appropriate 25 cents per diem for each member of the house 
and senate to pay the postage and subscription for two daily 
newspapers to send to their constituents. Shall that be said to 
be an improper subscription? 

Sir, this is a most remarkable discussion here. I simply ask 
for a little information, and it brings up all this row. If the 
Senate does not want the information, refer the resolution to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads; but if the Sen- 
ate does want the information, then pass the resolution. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, it seems to me that we 
have launched upon the discussion of a very important ques- 
tion. I should like to know if it is not possible for the Post 
Office Department to invoke this same rule with reference to 
the club system that is almost universally used in this country 
by publishers in order to secure subscribers to their papers. 
That method is especially used with reference to the country 
press. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 
bama yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I shdéuld like to inquire of the Senator from 
Alabama if he does not think it would be well, first, to have 
the statement of the department as to why it issued this order? 
The discussion has gone on for an hour or two here without 
any knowledge as to why the Postmaster General has issued 
the order that is complained of. It seems to me that the reso- 
lution whieh the Senator from Arkansas has introduced is all 
right. Let us have the reasons which the Postmaster General 
assigns for taking this position. 

If it is thought wise that the resolution should first go to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, I can see no obje« 
tion to that. The Senator from Alabama is a member of the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, and I take it for 
granted he would favor reporting out the resolution. A great 
many important questions have been discussed, but none of us 
know the reason upon which the Postmaster General bases the 
order as affecting either of the publications in question. We 
are discussing at random something upon which we all have 
convictions, but we do not know what his purpose was at all. 
I would inquire of the Senator if he does not think it would be 
well to send the resolution either to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads or direct to the Postmaster General, and 
let us get the information, and then we can discuss it with more 
definite purpose? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas 
anticipates my motive and purpose. I rose merely for the pul 
pose of suggesting the importance of this question and to add 
that, in my opinion, it deserves very careful consideration. 
There must be some evil at the back of this that ought to be 
developed and remedied. Therefore I rose for the purpose of 
suggesting that the resolution should properly go to the Com 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, and let them summon the 
Postmaster General or anybody else—they can do it very 
speedily—inquire into this whole matter and report by bill or 





from Ala- 











130 


otherwise a remedy for the evil, if one exists. 
resolution will go to the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Burton]. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, just a moment. As the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] has suggested, the 
method of subscribing for papers by clubs is perhaps the method 
that has been pursued with reference to the Woman’s National 
Weekly. I have received a number of petitions from the 
American Woman’s League, which is evidently a league made 
up of a number of elubs formed by women in different parts 
of the country. They are in my State, I know, of the very 
highest position in every way, and are engaged in a splendid 
work of civic improvement and development. Unquestionably 
the Woman’s National Weekly is a newspaper within the mean- 
ing of the law, and is not simply an advertising scheme, or, as it 
has been designated, an advertising sheet. 

The point raised with reference to its circulation is the 
point which the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Heypurn] has so 
strenuously insisted is without merit; and that is that the 
subscriptions are paid for by the various clubs and sent in in 
that way to the newspaper. I myself think the resolution does 
not get to the root of the difficulty, it does not solve any ques- 
tion, but it will bring forth the ruling of the department, and 
when that ruling is before the Senate it can then be referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads for them to de- 
termine what amendment to the law, if any, is required to 
meet a situation of this kind. I am in favor of adopting the 
resolution, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Ohio, on which the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Davis] has demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, it seems to me the request of the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis] for the information 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President—— , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. After hearing the remarks of the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Frercner}, I am inclined to think that his 
is the best suggestion that has been made covering this propo- 
sition ; that is, for the report of the Postmaster General to come 
in, and then to refer that report to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads for such action as they may deem proper. 

Mr. DAVIS. That suits me. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I am perfectly willing that it shall take 
that course. ; 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to me for a moment? I did not exactly understand 
the suggestion of the Senator from Alabama. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Okla- 
hema yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

-Mr. BANKHEAD. The suggestion was that of the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. FiercHer] that the resolution be adopted, 
let the Postmaster General reply to it, and when his report is 
received, if the Senate shall so desire, it may refer that report 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads for such 
action as they deem necessary. I think that is perhaps the 
wiser course. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Okla- 
homa further yield to me for a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield further to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BURTON. I desire once again to ask whether there is 
anything more contemplated in the resolution, as originally in- 
troduced, than information why certain subscriptions are denied 
the second-class privilege? 

Mr. DAVIS. Does the Senator from Ohio direct his question 
to me? 

Mr. BURTON. The Senator from Arkansas, I presume, is 
best informed in the matter. 

Mr. OWEN. I should be glad to have the Senator from 
Arkansas reply to that question. 

Mr. DAVIS. The only object I had in offering the resolu- 
tion, Mr. President, was to get the information. Then if the 
information furnishes the basis for further action I shall un- 
dertake to carry out what seems proper after the information is 
at hand. Now, just on that line, if the Senator from Oklahoma 
will pardon me, I will accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
Florida [{Mr. Fretcuer] that the resolution be passed and the 
information be furnished, and then refer the whole matter to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. It seems to 
me that that will expedite matters and end the discussion. 
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Mr. BURTON. That would require a further proceeding 
possibly; but, Mr. President, in view of that assurance, I with 
draw the motion to refer the resolution to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, the more recent action of the 
various Senators makes unnecessary the remarks I had pro 
posed to make. I rose merely to emphasize the point made by 
the Senator from Florida [Mr.:FiercHer], and to insist upon 
the information being obtained, which would automatically go 
when furnished, to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads for their action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing t 
the resolution of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there further morning busi- 
ness? If not, morning business is closed. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President, if I had anticipated the long 
and interesting debate which has just taken place on the matter 
of newspaper circulation and postage, I should not have given 
notice of an intention to submit remarks to-day on a subject 
involving many phases of representative government. 

The intelligent observer must have discovered during the 
past 25 years a constant and general increase, not in the func 
tions of government, but in the subdivisions and consequeni 
division of authority among those who discharge those functions. 
I refer to the government of the States as well as to the govy- 
ernment of the Nation. In every State there are samples of 
duplicated power. For instance, where a county contains : 
large city there is maintained both a county and a city govern 
ment. In the Nation lately the country had an example of an 
effort upon the part of the President of the United States to 
discover whether he or the head of the Bureau of Forestry was 
running the country. Strangely enough a considerable numbei 
of American people joined in the controversy and helped the 
subordinate to the belief that he was running the country. 

I believe that government is best which is most simple and 
direct and thus easily comprehended. The tendency in the 
business world has been for many years toward concentration, 
but in our political affairs we may be following the example of 
the Chinese Empire, where every educated man is supposed to 
be in the employ of the Government. When he comes out 0! 
school, if there is no office for him to hold, they assign him tuo 
watching another Chinaman who already holds an office. In 
other words, they put the young Chinamen to watching the 0}! 
Chinamen. The division and diversification of authority has 
resulted in the ‘“‘bluebooks” of the majority of the States 
being burdened with the names of boards of review, committees, 
and commissions almost without number. It is a peculiarity of 
American government for those charged with authority to dele- 
gate a part of it to somebody else.. This results in great con- 
fusion and in no practical help to the people. 

Some years ago there came to the western country a distin 
guished railroad manager from Pennsylvania. He thought he 
could teach the western railroad managers how to run rail 
roads. His road in the East had been hauling hard coal. The 
cars could be switched and jammed around the sidetracks witL- 
out much danger of damage. He thought the hog and cattle 
trains could be treated in the same way. He boasted that he 
was going to take as many as 40 cars of live stock in one 
train. While congregating his trains the animals would lic 
down. When he started his trains those that happened to be 
standing up were thrown onto those that were lying down. He 
found out, also, when he started his trains there was consid 
erable slack at the couplings. This was so much that the 
last car in the train had a lurch of about 33 feet, which was 
not very healthy for cattle. He soon discovered that his idea 
of hauling big trains of cattle and hogs was a mistake. He 
had to return to the simplicity of the methods which had pr 
ceded him. Our American system of government has sprea: 
out to such an extent that, in my judgment, it is time to begin 
to take up the slack. Our railroad man is not thus moving 
live stock to-day. He has learned better methods. The Amer!- 
can system of government is rapidly reaching a condition where 
it is well enough to consider better business methods. 

In every county in the Middle West you wil! find govern. 
mental functions multiplied. I presume the same is true else- 
where. In a county which also supports a city there are town- 
ship clerks and clerks of independent school districts; township 
treasurers and treasurers of independent school districts. Then, 
besides all this, there are township trustees and road super- 
visors. Above all these in a county there are boards of super- 


A nS 


eee 
al iar 





1911. 





visors, and if a city is included in the county, there will be 
found a mayor, a city council, and all the officers incident to a 
city government. All this machinery is cumbersome, and though 
the officeholders draw small salaries, in the aggregate they con- 
sume large parts of the taxpayers’ money. An effort to abolish 
any of these offices is like taking one’s life in one’s hand. Thus 
a government to insure the protection of life and property and 
which ought to be an incident of citizenship becomes one of 
the objects of existence. As a consequence, we can almost say 
that we have a professional officeholding class. Young men 
are urged to hold offices. They are told to adopt a “ career,” 
and by career is meant a life of office-holding. The real career 
ought to be in one of the great professions or in manufacturing 
or farming. Victories won in any of these fields can not be 
taken away by a primary election. 


The government nearest to the people ought to be the city 


or village government, and being nearest the people ought to 
be the nearest perfect. But this is not a fact. The usual city 
or municipal government is the one for which all men now 
apologize, 

It seems that our forefathers were so afraid that our Re- 
public would be converted into a monarchy that they thought 
it necessary that every municipal government should imitate a 
republic in its form. Therefore every municipal government 
has been endowed with legislative authority. It is true it is 
limited, but notwithstanding that limitation every municipal 
government has been operated as if its main function were that 
of making laws. For this purpose every city building has what 
they call a city hall. In this city hall the legislative body 
meets, and the gentlemen from the various wards are there. 
The mayor presides, and all the formalities of a deliberative 
body are observed. The gentleman from the third ward ad- 
dresses the presiding officer and the gallery, having in mind 
his intelligent constituents, as he frequently remarks, and also 
having in mind his own reelection. The alderman has been 
called a “ false-alarm statesman,” but he deceives a great many 
people. He is doubtless at his best when speaking in opposition 
to the abolition of any office. He regards such a move as one 
toward curbing the liberties of the people. His admiring con- 
stituents and his admiring contractors are prepared to applaud 
his utterances, In some States cities have been known to have 
two branches of a legislative body, an upper and a lower house. 
Yet their authority is so limited that they can neither add to 
nor subtract from the penalty of any offense against the laws. 
They can order sewers and sidewalks and designate what 
months within which dogs shall be muzzled. They can also 
prohibit chickens from running at large. The legislatures of 
States make the important laws, and practically every function 
discharged by a city council is executive rather than legisla- 
tive. The claims are allowed by a committee on claims. The 
report is generally adopted without reading. The men who be- 


lieve in committees on claims and who are willing to adopt the | 


report of the same are radically opposed to reducing the num- 
ber of members of the council, and they are especially opposed 
to the abolition of ward lines. 

It happens in many cities that men who represent wards 
practically represent contractors. Having members of a city 
government from subdivisions of any nature is a mistake. Men 
are elected from wards who never could be elected from the 
city at large. Bad men are elected from bad wards and good 
men are elected from good wards. But the good men often- 
times receive as much criticism and as much blame for a bad 
city government as do those who are really responsible. Thus 
good men are deterred from becoming members of the city 
council because the general citizenship has been in the habit of 
dismissing all city councils as being inefficient, neglectful, if not 
actually corrupt. People have been deterred from undertaking 
to reform city governments because they regard the task as too 
large ever to be successfully performed. 

The principal error in municipal government of the old style 
has been in connecting politics with it. The average American 
connects politics with every form of government. But this has 
been especially true with municipal government. In many 
cities candidates for the municipal offices are nominated by 
political parties, which ought never to be the case. It ought not 
to matter what a man believes in regard to tariff or reciprocity. 
He may be as badly mistaken as the most radical insurgent, yet 
he might make a good member of a city government. Clays and 
Websters are not demanded to look after letting sewer contracts 
or putting down pavement. Municipal governments need men 
who know how to transact business in a businesslike way. 
Municipal governments do not need -theorists nor dreamers. 
Men are wanted who know when contractors are properly doing 
their work. 

1 am trying to illustrate the follies and foolishness of city 
governments in America, Until recently no thought of actual 
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business has ever entered the head of the men in cities. They 
have always had bad government, and they are used to it. 
They have always submitted to graft and are accustomed to it. 
A man in Arkansas told me the beat story illustrating how men 
become used to graft. It is related that an employee of a grain 
elevator discovered a knot hole in the lower part of a bin. He 
stopped up the hole with a cob, and when night came he went 
by stealth to the elevator and filled bags with the grain which 
trickled out through the knot hole. He then restored the cob. 
Every night of his life for 25 years he stole a wagonload of grain 
from his employer, and when he died he undertook to leave that 
knot hole to his heirs by his will as part of his estate. This 
illustrates the acceptance of the situation and the legitimacy of 
graft. 

In the old form of riunicipal government, where the responsl- 
bilities are so divided, it is impossible to find out who is to 
blame when anything goes wrong. To have a good government, 
those who do right should be praised and those who do wrong 
should be criticized. But the public has formed the habit of 
criticizing everybody and praising nobody. The public formed 
this plan because there has been vastly more for the critic than 
for the eulogist. 

The public is scarcely informed as to the never-ending division 

of authority under the old plan of city government, with boards 
of public works, cemetery boards, library boards, fire and police 
boards, boards of review, boards of inspection, boards of public 
parks, boards having charge of the waterworks, and so forth. 
No man has yet made a list of the boards having to do with 
| the old form of city government. Some months ago I was in 
a city in Michigan and having occasion to refer to the telephone 
directory I discovered four pages of the telephone book made up 
of those who had telephones for the use of the city. Every man 
had some authority or else he would not have had a telephone 
at the expense of the city. Such an array of official dignity and 
authority could not be found on this continent. If every man in 
that Michigan town having municipal authority should go to the 
world’s fair on the same particular day, there would not be 
men enough left at home in that town to milk the cows, pro- 
vided they have not reached that stage of intelligence where they 
let the women do the work. This is cited as a sample of the 
overgrown municipal system prevailing in most cities. This 
distribution of authority is not the result of one year, but of a 
century’s growth. It has resulted in inefficiency and, in most 
cases, inaction. The same system has been provoking to the 
taxpayer, who has never been able to find out or locate the 
blame when anything has gone wrong. 

If any man in any modern city undertook to find out who was 
to blame about any minor happening in his local government, 
he would be old enough to be a Revolutionary pensioner before 
he discovered and located the blame. 

In one western city it is related that at the time of high 
water a man whose home was on low ground had his cellar 
flooded with water. He resorted to the city government for 
relief. He called on the mayor, who was polite, but could not 
help him. He made the rounds of all the boards and commis- 
sions and finally came back to the board of public works and 
complained that he could get no relief. Having on a former 
visit related that the high water had drowned his chickens, a 
waggish member of the board of public works told him to go 
back home and go to raising ducks instead of chickens. 

In many cities political machines have been formed and have 
been so strong that their destruction has seemed impossible. 
The municipal machine has been the “ mother” in the muiic- 
ipal vinegar 


The American people have been eager to correct political ills 
far away, but have been neglecting the ills immediately around 
them. 


In the year 1907 we adopted in the city of Des Moines, where 
I live, a simplified form of city government. It consists of five 
trustees, or commissioners, elected by the entire city at one 
election, each for a two-year term and without any ward lines, 
This has been called the Des Moines plan of city government. 
The idea originated at Galveston, Tex. The people of Galves- 
ton, in their distress after their great calamity, had to have a 
simplified form of city government. Their affairs were too com- 
plicated for the old form. It is a strange fact that a few men 
can do successfully what a large number of men are unable to 
do. For instance, we often discover that a receiver appointed 
by the courts can make a business successful, the very business 
that a large number of stockholders had failed in. The Des 
Moines plan, while evolved from Galveston, is greatly improved 
and seems to us quite complete. The five commissioners have 
power to elect all the other city officers. They select the auditor, 
clerk, treasurer, city solicitor, police judge, and so forth. The 
people hold these five men responsible for the city government, 
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They do not go to their subordinates when things go wrong, 
they go to the commissioners direct, or the commissioner. The 
idea in the Des Moines plan has been concentration of power 
and concentration of responsibility. We are building a city 
building which shall not have a legislative chamber in it. We 
have abolished party politics. We have, as near as may be, 
established a business government. The people are backing the 
commissioners in every good thing. Publicity is a main factor. 
Notice must be given before any ordinance is passed, but we 
have but few ordinances. We have cleaner streets, better pave- 
ments, and in all respects we have a better governed city. A 
great move is made forward when partisan politics is abol- 
ished. The commissioners are chosen at a nonpartisan primary. 





The 10 receiving the highest number of votes are voted for at | 


the polls. Five of these are elected. 
called mayor. However, he has no more authority than his 
associates. Each commissioner is the head of a department by 
mutual agreement. The commissioners give their whole time to 
work and are on duty during business hours. We have the 
initiative, the referendum, and recall for the commissioners, but 
not for any of their subordinates. None of these features of 
the charter have been used. I would not favor the recall in an 
organization so large as a State. I have never observed the 
workings of the initiative and referendum in a State. I am 
much opposed to the recall when applied to the judiciary. Such 
a restriction would embarrass an honest judge and do no par- 
ticular good with one who did not desire to do right. All can- 
didates for commissioner must publish an account of their 
campaign expenditures, and there can be no promises made for 
offices to be distributed. 

In regard to the recall as applied to the judiciary, I would 
like to ask what would become of the former decisions of such 
a discredited judge? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr, President, I wish to ask the Senator 
from Iowa a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. YOUNG. Yes. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Do you have municipal judges who could 
be recalled? 

Mr. YOUNG. No, sir. These five men who compose the 
board of commissioners are selected by the people, and they 
select the judge. The recall applies only to those who are 
elected. 

Mr. HEYBURN. You elect judges in your municipality? 

Mr. YOUNG. No, sir; not in the city. Every official, every 
judge, attorney, auditor, treasurer are appointed by the com- 
biission. 

Mr. HEYBURN. And they can be recalled? 

Mr. YOUNG. No, sir. 

Mr. HEYBURN. You could recall the power that created 
them, but you could not recall the creature created? 

Mr. YOUNG. Certainly, we could recall the commission. At 
the conclusion of my remarks I shall insert the Des Moines 
charter, under which our municipality operates. 

Mr. President, I am a mechanic. In years gone by the 
upper part of every building used for manufacturing was filled 
with shafting and belting. These were for the distribution of 
power. The engineer and fireman worked longer hours than 
anybody else to take care of this belting and shafting. It took 
40 per cent of all the fuel to run the idle shafting and belting 
without turning a single machine. All the shafting had to run 
or none of it. Now every modern factory runs its machines 
with separately connected power, and when one machine only 
is running expenses are cut down accordingly. Why should not 
the improvements in the political world be kept apace with 
the improvements in the mechanical world? The useless offices 
represent the pulleys and shafting of the political machines. 
Forty per cent of the public money is spent in maintaining 
this useless expense. Why not reduce it? This is the purpose 
of the Des Moines plan. 

There is not a great railway enterprise in America that could 
operate for one year if it were conducted with as little system 
and. with as many independent heads as characterize the aver- 
age city government of the old plan, with ward aldermen and 
all the old machinery. 

It is pleasant to know that American people are giving some 
attention to reforms in municipal governments. It is satisfy- 
ing to know that nearly 100 American cities have adopted the 
commission form of government. This form of government puts 
the control closely into the hands of the people. 

Some men who have considered this subject have suggested 
that the commissioners ought not to be elected or retired at the 
same time. But, upon second thought, this will be found to 
be a virtue. When the people of a given city are all awakened at 
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one time, they can make a revolution at one election. 
tions in municipal affairs in many cities have never been at 
tempted because of their seeming impossibility. Hunters in the 
West years ago delighted to have prairie chickens sit in a roy 
on the top rail of a fence so that the hunter could kill a num 
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ber of them with one shot. This commission form of govern 
ment, with two-year terms, figuratively speaking, puts the five 
commissioners on the top rail of the municipal fence to be swept 
off at one ballot by the voter. When people find that it is pos 
sible to produce a change in the entire city government at on 
election, they will take hope and attempt to act. 

Great men are not required to manage the affairs of a city 
They need not be familiar with Greek and Roman history 
They may not be able to name many of the constellations. Bu 
they ought to be able to take care of small details. They 
ought to keep a city clean. They ought to see that sidewalk 
and pavements are in repair. These things we have accon 
plished in Des Moines. We have not attempted to reduce taxa 
tion because that is hard to do in a growing city. But we do 
say we have the best government we have had in 50 years 
Des Moines has been under the commission system about 
years, and there has not been a voice raised in favor of goin; 
back to the old system. There is no complaint that the city 
government has been taken out of the hands of the people. | 
think the old form of city government is as far behind the times 


| as the ox cart is behind the automobile. 





I am in favor of simplifying the forms of government in tl: 
State, in the Nation, in the municipality. I am in favor of 
making governmental matters so plain that there can be no 
mistake made. The present or the old style city government is 
as much out of date to-day and as far behind the demands 0: 
the present as the ox cart is behind the automobile. 

Every State and every community should have well-restricted 
primary election laws, where the partisans shall determine sepa 
rately who their nominees shall be. Political platforms ough! 
to be so clear that there could be no misunderstandings of 
them, and parties should adhere to their platforms. Every 
public office should be properly filled: Every man in city, State 
or municipal employment should earn his salary. Integrit; 
should be demanded in all the small as well as in the large 
places. In the larger States state-wide primaries for nomina 
tions of all offices are impractical. I would advocate nominat 
ing a governor, lieutenant governor, and candidate for United 
States Senator by direct vote of partisans at state-wide pri- 
maries. I am in favor of all other nominations being made }) 
State conventions. I am in favor of delegates being elected to 
State conventions by partisan voters at county primaries, the; 
being -obliged to announce themselves as candidates, the del: 
gates to be chosen to the State conventions by partisan votes 
direct, without the intervention of county conventions. All dis 


| trict nominations should be made by direct partisan principles 





I am in favor of electing United States Senators as Repre- 
sentatives in Congress are now elected. I am in favor of keep 
ing all departments of the Government as free from complica 
tions as possible. I think the time will come when it will !: 
necessary for every man who holds a public office to tell tir 
truth about his own government and about other men as w: 
as himself. I am in favor of every rational reform which can 
help in the upbuilding of a great country. I need not say wha! 
I have said many times before, that I am in favor of looki 
after the welfare of the American people before giving particn 
lar attention to the welfare of any other people. 

In the interest of honesty in public life, in the interest of 
general political integrity, we all owe it to ourselves not to 
complicate the Government further, but to simplify it. Not to 
make it so complex that no one can understand it, but to make 
it so plain that all can understand it. 


APPENDIX. 
Tue Des Mornes PLAN OF City GOVERNMENT. 

{Passed by the Thirty-second General Assembly of Iowa and amen 
ments passed by the thirty-third general assembly. Adopted by t) 
city of Des Moines, Iowa, at a special election held June 20, 1); 
The election of the first council ww provided for in th 
act took ee in March, 1908. The “plan” became operatis 

April 1, 1908.] 

An act to provide for the government of certain cities, and the adop 
tion thereof by special election “ additional to Title V of the code. 

Be it enacted by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa: 


Section 1. That any city of the first class, or with special charter, 
now or hereafter having a population of 25,000 or over, as shown by 





the last preceding State census, become organized as a city unde! 
the srovidens of this act by = ing as hereinafter provided. : 
Sre. 2. Upon petition of electors equal in number to 25 per cent o! 


the votes cast for all candidates for mayor at the last preceding city 
election of any such city, the mayor shall, by a proclamation, submit 
the question of organizing as a city under this act at a special election 
to be held at a e specified therein within two months after 
said petition is filed. If said plan is not adopted at the special election 
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led, the question of adopting said plan shall not be resubmitted to | and the said clerk shall thereupon cause the primary ballots 
the voters of said city for adoption within two years thereafter, and | printed, authenticated with a facsimile of his signat i 
n the question to adopt shall be resubmitted upon the presentation | said ballot the names of the candidates for mayor, arranged 
of a petition signed by electors equal in number to 25 per cent of the | ically, shall first be placed, with a square at the left of each nat nd 
yotes cast for all candidates for mayor at the last preceding general | immedi y below the words “ Vote for one.’ Following these names 
ity election. | likewise arranged in alphabetical order, shall appear the names of the 
At such election the proposition to be submitted shall be, ‘“ Shall candidates for councilmen, with a square at the left of each na ud 
the proposition to organize the city of (mame of a city), under chapter | immediately below the names of such candidates shail appear the words 
(naming the chapter containing this act) of the acts of the thirty-second | “ Vote for four.” The ballots shall be printed upon plain bstaniial 
eneral assembly be adopted?” and the election thereupon shall be white paper, and shall be headed: 
onducted, the vote canvassed, and the result declared in the same | CANDIDATES FOR NOMINATION FOR MAYOR AND COUN¢ 
manner as provided by law in respect to other city elections. If the CITY AT THA PRIMARY ELEcTIO? 
majority of the votes cast shall be in favor thereof, the city shall there ie chi tone & Pd peer gop “a 
upon proceed to the election of a new mayor and four councilmen, as |__|! ut shall have no arty designation or mark w I r 
hereinafter provided. Immediately after such proposition is adopted, | shall be in substantially the following form 
be mayor shall transmit to the governor, to the secretary of state, and | [Place a cross in the square preceding the names 
to the county auditor each a certificate stating that such proposition was favor as candidates for the respective p 
adopted. | OFFICIA RIMARY RAI 
‘te the regular city election after the adoption of such proposition oa sate ‘ : - wr ee ; 
there shall be elected a mayor and four councilmen. In the event, | (Candidate for nomination for mayor ar 1 councilmen 
however, that the next regular city election does not occur within one | the primary election. ) 
year after such special election, the mayor shall, within 10 days after For mayor 
such special election, by proclamation, call a special election for the | [] (Name of candidate.) 
election of mayor and four councilmen, 60 days’ notice thereof being | a (Vote for one.) 
n in such call, such election in either case to be conducted as here- For councilman 
naiter provided. ‘= (Name of candidate.) 
Sec. 3. All laws governing cities of the first class and not incon- | ' ~ (Vote for four.) _ 
sistent with the provisions of this act and sections 955, 956, 959, 964, ial ballot attest: ie 
989, 1000, 1023, and 1053 of the code now applicable to special-charter | eT c (Sienature.) 
ties and not inconsistent with the provisions of this act shall apply ae 
to and govern cities organized under this act. All by-laws, ordinances, | Cites Clerl 
nd resolutions lawfully passed and in force in any such city under | : ‘ . ; ‘ ' a 
former organization shall remain in force until altered or repealed Having caused said ballots to be printed, the sai ty clerl 
the council elected under the provisions of this act. ‘The territorial | cause to be delivered nc cach polling place a number ¢ ald 
limits of such city shall remain the same as under its former organiza- | equal to twice the number of votes cast in such polling precinct 
ion, and all rights and property of every description which were vested last general municipal election for mayor. The pe ho are 
in any city under its former organization shall vest in the same under | fied to vote at the general municipal election shall be qualified 1 
the organization herein contemplated, and no right or Mability, either | at such primary election, and challenges can be ma not more tl 
in favor of or against it, existing at the time, and no suit or prosecu- | two persons, to be appointed at the time of opening the | s by th 
tion of any kind shall be affected by such change unless otherwise pro- | judges of election; and the law applicable to challenges at a eral 
vided for in this act. municipal election shall be applicable to challeng t I 
Sec. 4. In every such city there shall be elected at the regular bien- | mary election. Judges of election shall, immediately upon tl 
nial municipal election a mayor and four councilmen. of the polls, count the ballots and ascertain the nu: of votes ca 
If amy vacancy occurs in any such office, the remaining members of | !2 such precinct for each of the candidates, and n return thereo 
e said council shall appoint a person to fill such vacancy during the bal- | to the city clerk, upon proper blanks, to be furnished by the said k 
; anee of the unexpired term. | within six hours of the closing of the polls. On the day followi th 
: Said officers shall be nominated and elected at large. Said officers | said primary election the said city clerk shall canvass said retur ) 
: shall qualify and their terms of office shall begin on the first Monday | received from all the polling precincts, and shall make and publish in 
¥ after their election. The terms of office of the mayor and council- | all the newspapers of said city, at least once, the result thereo Sald 
Pe men or aldermen in such city in office at the beginning of the terms | canvass by the city clerk shall be publicly made. The two candidates 
Bf of office of the mayor and cduncilmen first elected under the provisions | receiving the highest number of votes for mayor shall be the candidates 
i of this act shall then cease and determine, and the terms of office of | 2nd the only candidates whose names shall be placed upon the | t 
% all other appointive officers in force in such city, except as hereinafter | for mayor at the next succeeding general municipal election, 
By. provided, shall cease and determine as soon as the council shall by | cight candidates receiving the highest number of vo r ilman, 
x resolution declare. or all such candidates if less than eight, ll be | ! 
= Sec. 5. Candidates to be voted for at all general municipal elections | ballot for councilman at such municipal election. 
B at which a mayor and four councilmen are to be elected under the pro- All electors of cities under this act who by the laws gov i¢ 
oe visions of this act shall be nominated by a primary election, and no | of the first class and cities acting under special charter would he en 
other names shall be placed upon the general ballot except those se- | titled to vote for the election of officers at any general municipal e! 
lected in the manner hereinafter prescribed. The primary election for | tion in such cities, shall be qualified to vote at all elections under this 
. such nomination shall be held on the second Monday preceding the | act; and the ballot at such general municipal election shall be in the 
neral municipal election. The judges of election appointed for the | Same general form as for such primary election, so far as applicable, 
general municipal election shall be the judges of the primary election, | and in all elections in such city the election precir voting | 
and it shall be held at the same place, so far as possible, and the polls | method of conducting the election, canvassing the vot and at 
hall be opened and closed at the same hours, with the same clerks as | ing the results shall be the same as by law provided for ele 
are required for said general municipal election. officers in such cities, so far as the same are applicable and not incon 
Any person desiring to become a candidate for mayor or councilman | sistent with the provisions of this act. 
shall, at least 10 days prior to said primary election, file with the said Sec. 5A. Any person who shall agree to perform any services in the 
a statement of such candidacy, in substantially the following | interest of any candidate for any office provided in this act in consid 
: eration = ony money + other a, thing for ch servi I 
rh OP . ' - formed in the interest of any candidate shall be punished by a fine not 
re OF Iowa, --—— County, 28: exceeding $300 or be imprisoned in the county Frail not exceedir 30 
I - -— , being first duly sworn, say that I reside at —-—— | gays. ’ 
Street, city of , county of ——, State of Iowa; that I am a quali Sec. 5B. Any person offering a bribe, either in nu y or other 
fed voter therein; that I am a candidate for nomination to the office | sideration, to any elector for the purpose of influencing his vote at ar 
mayor or councilman) to be voted upon at the primary election to | election provided in this act, or any elector entitled to vot n 
held on the ——- Monday of ————, 19—, and I hereby request | such election receiving and accepting such bribe or other consideration; 
t it he name be printed upon the official primary ballot for nomina- | any person making false answer to any of the provisions of t! : 
tion by such primary election for such office relative to his qualifications to vote at said election; any i 1! 
7 : a et ae fully voting or offering to vote at such election who has 
Subscribed and sworn to (or affirmed) before me by ————- ——-— | resident of this State for six months next preceding sald el } 
on this — day of ————-, 19—.. who is not 21 years of age, or is not a citizen of the Un Ss 
—_—_—_—-- or knowing himself not to be a qualified elector of such precinct 
and shall at the same time file therewith the petition of at least 25 | he offers to vote; any person knowingly procuring, aiding, or abett 
qualified voters requesting such candidacy. Each petition shall be veri- | 22y violation hereof shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
fled by one or more persons as to the qualifications and residence, with | Conviction shall be fined a sum not less than $100 nor more than $500 
street number, of each of the persons so signing the said petition, and | 22d be imprisoned in the county jail not less than 10 nor 
the said petition shall be in substantially the following form: a, Every such city shall 1 ‘ i 
i x nee . Sj n Sec. 6. Every s ‘ity she e governed by a « cor 
mi PETITION ACCOMPANYING NOMINATING STATEMENT. the mayor and four councilmen, chosen as provided hi a 
Che undersigned, duly qualified electors of the city of ———— and | of whom shall have the right to vote on all questi 
siding at the places set opposite our respective names hereto, do | the council. ‘Three members of the council shall « \ 
reby request that the name of (name of candidate) be placed on the | and the affirmative vote of three members : l ! 


lot as a candidate for nomination for (name of office) at the primary | any motion, resolution, 
‘ection to be held in such city on the 


We 


or ordinance, or pa 

— Monday of ————, 19—. | greater number is provided for in this act. pon 

further state that we know him to be a qualified elector of said | and nays shall be called and recorded, aad every 

¢ ty and a man of good moral character and qualified, in our judgment, | ordinance: shall be reduced to writing and read for 

for the duties of such office. thereon. The mayor shall preside at all meetings 
. Sanne | ——— | shall have no power to veto any measure, but ev 





















Names of qualified electors. Number.) Streets nance passed by the council must be signed by the n 
: councilmen, and be recorded before the same shall be i: 
” ane ak enn, fl Sec. 7. The council shall have and possess and tl! ou 
| | members shall exercise all executive, legislative, and judicial ¢ 
| | duties now had, possessed, and exercised by the nu 
board of public work, park commissioners, board of poll ind 
| | missioners, board of waterworks trustees, board of library 
| | solicitor, assessor, treasurer, auditor, city engineer nd otl 
ieee na meme — |__| tive and administrative officers in citles of the fi nd 
and porn, upon the expiration of the time of filing the statements | acting under special charter. The executive and ad ve | 
fleben te ons for candidacies, the said city clerk shall cause to be pub- | authority, and duties in such cities shall be distribut nto and n 
in the ot three successive days in all the daily newspapers published | five departments, as follows: 
upon the y, in p form, the names of the persons as they appear 1. Department of public affairs 
e primary ballots, and if there be no daily newspaper, then in 2. Department of accounts and finan 


two iss 






ues of any other newspapers that may be published in sald city; | 3%. Department of public safety. 
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4. Department of streets and public improvements. 

5. Department of parks and public property. 

The council shall determine the powers and duties to be performed 
by, and assign them to, the appropriate department ; shall prescribe the 
powers and duties of officers and employees; may assign particular offi- 
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cers and employees to one or more of the departments; may require an | 


officer or employee to perform duties in two or more departments; and 
may make such other rules and regulations as may be necessary or 
proper for the efficient and economical conduct of the business of the 
city. 

Sec. 8. The mayor shall be superintendent of the department of public 
affairs, and the council shall, at the first regular meeting after election 
of its members, designate by majority vote one councilman to be super- 
intendent of the department of accounts and finances, one to be super- 
intendent of the department of public safety, one to be superintendent 
of the department of streets and public improvements, and one to be 
superintendent of the department of parks and public property, but 
such designation shall be changed whenever it appears that the public 
service would be benefited thereby. 

The council shall, at said first meeting, or as soon as practicable there- 
after, elect by majority vote the following officers: A city clerk, solici- 
tor, assessor, treasurer, auditor, civil engineer, city physician, marshal, 
chief of fire department, market master, street commissioner, three 
library trustees, and such other officers and assistants as shall be pro- 
vided for by ordinance and necessary to the proper and efficient conduct 
of the affairs of the city, and shall appoint a police judge in those 
cities not having a superior court. Any officer or assistant elected or 
appointed by the council may be remove 
of a majority of the members of the council, except as otherwise pro- 
vided for in this act. 

Sec. 9. The council shall have power from time to time to create, fill, 
and discontinue offices and employments other than herein prescribed, 
according to their judgment of the needs of the city; and may by 
majority vote of all the members remove any such officer or employee, 
except as otherwise provided for in this act; and may by resolution or 
otherwise prescribe, limit, or change the compensation of such officers 
or employees. 

Sec. 10. The mayor and council shall have an office at the city hall, 
and their total compensation shall be as follows: In cities having by the 
last preceding State or nationa! census from 25,000 to 40,000 people, the 
annual salary of the mayor shall be $2,500 and of each councilman 


$1,800, In cities having by such census from 40,000 to 60,000 people, the 
mayor's annual as shall be $3,000 and that of each councilman 
$2,500; and in cities having by such census over 60,000 population, the 


mayor's annual salary shall be $3,500 and that of each councilman 
$3,000. Such salaries shall be payable in equal monthly installments. 

Any increase in salary occasioned under the provisions of this scale 
by increase in population in any city shall commence with the month 
next after the official publication of the census showing such increase 
therein. 

Every other officer or assistant shall receive such salary or compen- 
sation as the council shall by ordinance provide, payable in equal 
monthly installments. 

The salary or compensation of all other employees of such city shall 
be fixed by the council and shall be payable monthly or at such shorter 
periods as the council shall determine. 

Sec. 11. Regular meetings of the council shall be held on the first 
Monday after the election of councilmen, and thereafter at least once 
each month. The council shall provide by ordinance for the time of 
holding regular meetings, and special meetings may be called from 
time to time by the mayor or two councilmen. All meetings of the 
council, whether regular or special, at which any person not a city 
officer is admitted shall be open to the public. 

The mayor shall be president of the council and preside at its meet- 
ings, and shall supervise all departments and report to the council for 
its action all matters requiring attention in either. The superintend- 
ent of the department of accounts and finances shall be vice president 
of the council, and in case of vaaseey in the office of mayor, or the ab- 
sence or inability of the mayor, shall perform the duties of the mayor. 

Sec. 12. Every ordinance or resolution appropriating money or or- 
dering any street improvement or sewer, or making or authorizing the 
making of any contract, or granting any franchise or right to occupy 
or use the streets, ears. ya or public places in the city for 
any purpose, shall be complete in the form in which it is nee | passed, 
and remain on file with the city clerk for public inspection at least one 
week before the final passage or adoption thereof. No franchise or 
right to occupy or use the streets, highways, bridges, or public places 
in any city shall be granted, renewed, or extended, except by ordinance, 
and every franchise or grant for interurban or street railways, gas, or 
waterworks, electric light or power plants, heating plants, telegraph 
or telephone systems, or ee service utilities within said city, 
must be authorized or approved by a majority of the electors voting 
ee at a general or special election, as provided in section 776 of 

e code. 

Sec. 13. No officer or employee elected or appointed in any such city 
shall be interested, directly or indirectly, in any contract or job for 
work or materials, or the profits thereof. or services to be furnished 
or performed for the city; and no such officer or employee shall be in- 
terested, directly or indirectly, in any contract or job for work or ma- 
terials, or the profits thereof, or services to be furnished or performed 
for any person, firm, or corporation operating interurban railway, street 
railway, gas works, waterworks, electric light or power plant, heat- 
ing plant, telegraph line, telephone exchange, or other public utility 
within the territorial limits of said city. No such officer or employee 
shall accept or receive, directly or indirectly, from any person, firm, or 
corporation operating within the territorial limits of said city, any 
interurban railway, street railway, gas works, waterworks, electric light 
or power — heating plant, telegraph line or telephone exchange, or 
other business using or operating under a public franchise, any frank, 
free ticket or free service, or accept or receive, directly or indirectly, 
from any such person, firm, or corporation, any other service upon 
terms more favorable than is nted to the public generally. 
violation of the provisions of this section shall a misdemeanor, and 
every such contract or agreement shall be void. 

Such prohibition of free transportation shall not avply to policemen 
or firemen in uniform; nor shall any free service to 7 officials hereto- 
fore provided by any franchise or ordinance be affect by this section. 
Any officer or employee of such city who, by solicitation or otherwise, 
shall exert his influence, directly or indirectly, to influence other officers 
or employees of such city to adopt his political views or to favor any 
particular person or idate for office, or who shall in any manner 
contribute money, labor, or other valuable thing to any person for elec- 


from office at any time by vote | 
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tion purposes, shall be ilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conv! 
shall be punished by a fine not exceeding three hundred dollars ($ 
or by ene in the county jail not exceeding thirty (30) da, 

Sec. 14. Immediately after ——s the council shall by ordin 
ae three civil service commissioners, who shall hold office, on; 
til the first Monday in April in the second ra after his appointn 
and one until the first Monday in April of the fourth year after 
appointment, and one until the first Monday in “—s of the sixth 
after his appointment. Each succeeding council shall, as soon as 
ticable after organizing, appoint one commissioner for six years, 
shall take the place of the commissioner whose term of office ex; 
The chairman of the commission for each biennial period shall }y 
member whose term first expires. No person while on the said eo 
sion shall hold or be a candidate for any office of public trust. Ty» 
said members shall constitute a quorum to transact business. The 
missioners must be citizens of lowa, and residents of the city for 
than three years next preceding their appointment. 

The council may remove any of said commissioners during 
term of office for cause, four councilmen voting in favor of suc! 
moval, and shall fill any vacancy that may occur in said commi 
for the unexpired term. The city council shall provide suitable 
in which the said civil service commission may hold its mee 
They shall have a clerk, who shall keep a record of all its mee: 
such city to supply the said commission with all necessary equi; 
to properly attend to such business. 

a) Before entering upon the duties of their office, each of 
commissioners shall take and subscribe an oath, which shall by 
and kept in the office of the city clerk, to support the Constitut 
the United States and the State of Iowa, and to obey the laws 
to aim to secure and maintain an honest and efficient force, fre 
partisan distivction or control, and to perform the duties of his 
to the best of his ability. 

(b) Said commission shall, on the first Monday of April and 
ber of each year, or oftener if it shall be deemed necessary, 
such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the council, 1 
examinations for the purpose of determining the qualifications 
plicants for positions, which examination shall be practical and 
fairly test the fitness of the persons examined to discharge the ( 
of the position to which they seek to be appointed. Said commi 
shall as soon as possible after such examination certify to the 
cil double the number of persons necessary to fill vacancies, wh. 
cording to its records, have the highest standing for the position 
seek to fill as a result of such examination, and all vacancies y 
occur, that come under the civil service, prior to the date of the 
regular examination, shall be filled from said list so certified: 
vided, however, That should the list for any cause be reduced to 
than three for any division, then the council or the head of the ): 
department may temporarily fill a vacancy, but not to exceed 30 

(c) All persons subject to such civil-service examinations sh 
subject to removal from office or employment by the council fo: 
conduct or failure to perform their duties under such rules and | 
lations as it may adopt, and the chief of police, chief of the 
department, or any superintendent or foreman in charge of mun 
work, may remptoriiy suspend or discharge any subordinate 
under his direction for neglect of duty or disobedience of his 0: 
but shall, within 24 hours thereafter, report such suspension or 
charge, and the reason therefor, to the superintendent of his d 
ment, who shall thereupon affirm or revoke such discharge or su 
sion, according to the facts. 

Such employee (or the officer discharging or suspending him) 
within five days of such ruling, appeal therefrom to the council, 
shall fully hear and determine the matter. 

(d) The council shall have the power to enforce the attendan 
witnesses, the production of books and papers, and power to a: 
ister oaths in the same manner and with like effect, and und: 
same penalties, as in the case of magistrates exercising crimi) 
civil jurisdiction under the statutes of Iowa. 

Said commissioners shall make annual report to the council, 1 
it may require a special report from said commission at any tim: 
said council may prescribe such rules and regulations for the p: 
conduct of the business of the said commission as shall be found) 
pedient and advisable, including restrictions on appointment, ): 
tions, removals for cause, roster of employees, certification of re: 
to = uae, and restrictions on payment to persons impro) 
employed. 

e) The council of such city shall have power to pass ordin 
imposing suitable penalties for the punishment of persons vivo!: 
any of the provisions of this act relating to the civil service « 
mission. 

(f) The provisions of this section shall apply to all appoir 
officers and employees of such city, except those especially named 
section 8 of this act, commissioners of any kind (laborers whose « 
pation requires no special skill or fitness), election officials, and ma) 
secretary and assistant solicitor, where such officers are appoin! 
Provided, however, That existing employees heretofore appointed 
employed after competitive examination, or for long service unde: 
provisions of chapter 31, acts of the Twenty-ninth General Assen 
and subsequent amendments thereto, shall retain their positions wit! 
further examination unless removed for cause. 

All officers and employees in any such city shall be elected or 
pointed with reference to their qualifications and fitness, and for | 
gees of the public service, and without reference to their 
aith or party affiliations. 

It shall be unlawful for any candidate for office, or any officer 
any such city, directly or indirectly, to give or promise any person 

rsons any office, position, employment, benefit, or anything of v» 
for the purpose of influencing or obtaining the political support, « 
or vote of any person or persons. 

Every elective officer in ne such city shall, within 30 days a! 
qualifying, file with the city clerk, and publish at least once in a ¢ 
newspaper of general circulation, his sworn statement of all his « 
tion an = expenses, and by whom such fands were contribu! 

Any violation of the provisions of this section shall be a mis 
meanor and be a ground for removal from office. 

Sec. 15. The council shall each month print in pamphlet form « 
detailed itemized statement of all poe and expenses of the city a"! 
a summary of its proceedings during the preced month, and furn 
printed copies thereof to the State library, the city library, the da 
merapngeee of the city, and to pet who shall apply therefor at | 
office of the city clerk. At the end of each year the council sii’ 
cause a full and complete examination of all the books and accounts | 
the city to be made by competent accountants, and shall publish (\ 


polit 
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result of such examination in the manner above provided for publica 
n of statements of monthly expenditures. 
Sec. 16. If at the beginning of the term of office of the first council 
ected in such city under the provisions of this act the appropriations 
the expenditures of the city government for the current fiscal year 
ve been made, said council shall have power, by ordinance, to revise, 
to repeal, or change said appropriations and to make additional appro- 
riations. 
Sec. 17. In the construction of this act the following rules shall be 
served, unless such construction would be inconsistent with the mani 
st intent, or repugnant to the context of the statute: 
1. The words “councilman” or “alderman” shall be construed to 
an “ councilman "’ when applied to cities under this act. 
2. When an office or officer is named in any law referred to in this 
t, it shall, when applied to cities under this act, be construed to mean 
the office or officer having the same functions or duties under the pro- 
visions of this act, or under ordinances passed under authority thereof. 
3. The word “ franchise” shall include every special privilege in the 
streets, highways, and public places of the city, whether granted by the 
State or the city, which does not belong to the citizens generally by 
mmon right. 
4. The word “ electors”’ shall be construed to mean persons qualified 
, vote for elective offices at regular municipal elections. 
Sec. 18. The holder of any elective office may be removed at any time 
the electors qualified to vote for a successor of such incumbent. 
rhe procedure to effect the removal of an incumbent of an elective 
fice shall be as follows: A petition signed by electors entitled to vote 
r a successor to the incumbent sought to be removed, equal in number 
at least 25 per cent of the entire vote for all candidates for the 
e of mayor at the last preceding general municipal election, demand- 
« an election of a successor of the person sought to be removed, shall 
be filed with the city clerk, which petition shall contain a general state- 
nt of the grounds for which the removal is sought. The signatures 
to the petition need not all be appended to one paper, but each signer 
hall add to his signature his place of residence, giving the street and 
imber. One of the signers of each such paper shall make oath before 
in officer competent to administer oaths that the statements therein 
sade are true as he believes, and that each signature to the paper ap- 
nded is the genuine signature of the person whose name it purports 
to be. Within 10 days from the date of filing such petition the city 
clerk shall examine and from the voters’ register ascertain whether or 
t said petition is signed by the requisite number of qualified electors, 
and, if necessary, the council shall allow him extra help for that pur- 
and he shall attach to said petition his certificate, showing the 
iit of said examination. If by the clerk’s certificate the petition is 
own to be insufficient, it may be amended within 10 days from the 
date of said certificate. The clerk shall, within 10 days after such 
mendment, make like examination of the amended petition, and if his 
certificate shall show the same to be insufficient, it shall be returned 
to the person filing the same; without prejudice, however, to the filing 
of a new petition to the same effect. If the petition shall be deemed 
to be sufficient, the clerk shall submit the same to the council without 
lay. If the petition shall be found to be sufficient, the council shall 
order and fix a date for holding the said election not less than 350 
days or more than 40 days from the date of the clerk’s certificate to the 
incil that a sufficient petition is filed. 7 
The council shall make, or cause to be made, publication of notice 
and all arrangements for holding such election, and the same shall be 
conducted, returned, and the result thereof declared, in all respects as 
are other city election. The successor of any officer so removed shall 
hold office during the unexpired term of his predecessor. 





requests otherwise in writing, the clerk shall place his name on the 
cial ballot without nomination. In any such removal election, the 
ndidate receiving the highest number of votes shall be declared elected. 





\t such election if some other person than the incumbent receives the | 


highest number of votes the incumbent shall thereupon be deemed re- 
moved from the office upon qualification of his successor. In case the 
party who receives the highest number of votes should fail to qualify, 
within 10 days after receiving notification of election, the office shail 
be deemed vacant. If the incumbent receives the highest number of 
he shall continue in office. The same method of removal shall be 
cumulative and additional to the methods heretofore provided by law. 

Sec.19. Any proposed ordinance may be submitted to the council by 
ition signed by electors of the city equal in number to the per- 
ntage hereinafter required. The signatures, verification, authentica- 
tion, inspection, certification, amendment, and submission of such peti- 
tion shall be the same as provided for petitions under section 18 hereof. 
_if the petition accompanying the proposed ordinance be signed by 
electors equal in number to 25 per cent of the votes cast for all candi- 
dates for mayor at the last preceding general election, and contains a 
request that the said ordinance be submitted to a vote of the people if 
20t passed by the council, such council shall either- 

(@) Pass said ordinance without alteration within 20 days after 
attachment of the clerk’s certificate to the accompanying petition, or 
_ (6) Forthwith after the clerk shall attach to the petition accompany- 
ing such ordinance his certificate of sufficiency, the council shall call a 
special election, unless a general municipal election is fixed within 90 
days thereafter, and at such special or general municipal election, if 
one is so fixed, such ordinance shall be submitted withovt alteration 

) the vote of the electors of said city. 

But if the petition is signed by not less than 10 nor more than 25 
per cent of the electors, as above defined, then the council shall, within 
-0 days, pass.said ordinance without change, or submit the same at the 
next general city election occurring not more than 30 days after the 
clerk’s certificate of sufficiency is attached to said petition. 

rhe ballots used when voting upon said ordinance shall contain these 


words: 





nance) and “Against the ordinance " (stating the nature of the proposed 
ordinance). If a majority of the qualified electors voting on the pro- 
posed ordinance shall vote in favor thereof, such ordinance shall there- 
upon become a valid and binding ordinance of the city; and any ordl- 
hanee proposed by petition, or which shall be adopted by a vote of the 
people, can not be repealed or amended except by a vote of the people. 
ol Any number of proposed ordinances may be voted upon at the same 
ao in accordance with the provisions of this section; but there 
mals not be more than one special election in any period of six months 
or such purpose, 
or _ council may submit a proposition for the repeal of any such 
= nance or for amendments thereto, to. be voted upon at any succecd- 
oan =m city election; and should such proposition so submitted 
ceive a majority of the votes cast thereon at such election, such ordi- 
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nance shall thereby be repealed or amended according], Whene ! 
ordinance o1 i is required by this act to b mitted t 
voters of the city at any election, the city clerk sl lus 

nance or proposition to be published once in each the da ew 
papers published in said city, such publication to | not more tl ) 
nor less than 5 days before the submission of such proposition 
ordinance to be voted on. 

Src. 20. No ordinance passed by the council, except when otherwi 
required by the general laws of the Stat by the vision 
this act, except an ordinance for the immediate pr ition of the 
public peace, health, or safety, which contains : itement o 
urgency and is passed by a two-thirds vote of tl] ll ) ‘ 
effect before 10 days from the time of its final i nd if during 
said 10 days a petition signed by electors of tI l in nur 
to at least 25 per cent of the entire vote cast did tou 
mayor at the last preceding general municipal « h 





was clected, protesting against the passage of 
sented to the council, the same shall thereupon |x 
into operation, and it shall be the duty of th n 
ordinance; and if the same is not entirely repeak 
submit the ordinance as is provided by subsection (b) of 
this act, to the vote of the electors of the city, « 
election or at a special municipal election to be call 








Any person | 
ught to be removed may be a candidate to succeed himself, and unless | 


“For the ordinance” (stating the nature of the proposed ordi- | 





and such ordinance shall not go into effect or col yperat 
majority of the qualified electors voting on the sa: shal 
} favor thereof. Said petition shall be in all res} i la 
the provisions of said section 19, except as to t! pe tage of 
and be examined and certified to by the clerk l pects as t 
provided. 
| Sec. 21. Any city which shall have operated for re than s 
|} under the provisions of this act may abandon ‘ ganizati 
under and accept the provisions of the general | ft St 
applicable to cities of its population, or if now organiz ndei i 
charter, may resume said special charter by proceeding a ollow 
Upon the petition of not less than 25 per cent of tors « icl 
city a special election shall be called, at which the fo rf proposition 
only shall be submitted: “ Shall the city of (name the city) abandor 
its organization under chapter of the acts of the thi econd n 
eral assembly and become a city under the general law yverning e 
| of like population, or if now organized under special charter, sh 
sume said special charter?” 
| If a majority of the votes cast at such special election be in favor 
| of such proposition, the officers elected at the next succeedin nnial 
| election shall be those then prescribed by the general law of the State 
| for cities of like population, and upon the qualification h t 
} such city shall become a city under such general law of the Stat ut 
such change shall not in any manner or degr iffec t property, 
right, or liabilities of any nature of such city, but l merely extend to 
} such change in its form of government. 
The sufficiency of such petition shall be determined, t election or- 
| dered and conducted, and the results declared, I lly a rovided 
by section 18 of this act, in so far as the proy thereof 
plicable. 
| Sec. 22. Petitions provided for in this act shall igned } none 
} but legal voters of the city. Each petition shall contain. in addit 
| to the names of the petitioners, the street and hou number in whiel 
the petitioner resides, his age, and length of residen in ‘ I 
shall also be accompanied by the affidavit of one or more il vot 
of the city stating that the signers thereof were, at t time of s 
legal voters of said city, and the number of rne! tt t t 
affidavit was made. 
Sec. 23. This act, being deemed of immediat: 
effect and be in force fr ind afte publicat : 
Leader and Des Moines Capital, new er ! I i 
| Iowa. 
Approved March 29, A. D. 1907. 
AMENDMENT TO RECALL CI 
Chapter 65. Recalling of ele officers in H. F. 508. 
;} An act to amend the law as it appears in 6a 36 of the 
| supplement to the code, 1907, relating to 1 ( Lin 
} cities and the recalling of clective officers t 
Be it enacted by the General Assembly of the 
Section 1. Statement of candidacy—petition ) 1 
| section 1056a 36 of the supplement to the le, 1907 
| inserting, after the word “ clections” at th: rd « 
| line in said section, the following 
‘So far as applicable, except as otherw I d 
tions hereunder shall be made without the int fa 
| election by filing with the clerk, at least 10 d: 1 
| a statement of candidacy accompanied b I ! ‘ 
entitled to vote at said special election equa rn { { 1 
per cent of the entire vote for all candidates for tl t 
the last preceding general municipal election, w i 1 st 
candidacy and petition shall be substantially t! 
section 1056a 21 of the supplement to the cod 1 iM 


| 
} 
| 4 : 
|} same is applicable, substituting the word 

| ‘primary’ in such statement and petition, and 

| person is a candidate for election instead of no! 
The ballot for such special election shall be 
lowing form: 


OFFICIAL BALLOT 


| 

Special election for the balance of the u 
— as 

| or 

[1 («Names of candidates. ) 

| . (Vote for 

| . e ‘ 

} Name of present incuml 

Official ballot attest: 

| 


Sec. 2. In effect. This act being deemed of 
shall take effect and be in force from and after its val 


1 
and publication in the Des Moines Kegister ar dil ] Ip Moines 
Capital, newspapers published in Des Moines, lowa 
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CHAPTER 64. 
Government of certain cities. H. F. 2. 


An act to repeal sections 1056a 17, 1056a 18, 1056a 21, and 1056a 26 
of chapter 14c of the supplement to the code, 1907, and to enact sub- 
stitutes therefor, and to amend sections 1056a 19, 1056a 20, 1056a 24, 
1056a 25, 1056a 28, 1056a 32, and 1056a 39 of chapter 14c of the 
Seppleeat to the code, 1907, all relating to the government of certain 
cities. 

Be it enacted by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa: 


SEcTION 1. Repel caaee affected. That section 1056a 17 of chapter 
14c of the supplement to the code, 1907, be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed and the following enacted in lieu thereof: 

“Cities having by the last preceding State or national census a 
population of 7,000 or over, including any such city acting under 
+ mee charter, may become organized as a city under the provisions of 
this act by proceeding as hereinafter provided.” 

Sec. 2. Repeal—-petition—question submitted—result certified—elec- 
tion of officers. That section 1056a 18 of chapter 14c of the supplement 
to the code, 1907, be, and the same is hereby, repealed and the follow- 
ing enacted in lieu thereof: 

“Upon petition of electors equal in number to 25 per cent of the 
votes cast for all candidates for mayor at the last preceding city elec- 
tion of any such city, the mayor shall, by proclamation, submit the 
question of organizing as a city under this act at a special election to 
be held at a time specified therein, and within two months after said 
— is filed: Provided, however, That in case any city is located in 
wo or more townships said petition shall be signed by 25 per cent of 
the qualified electors of said city residing in each of said townships. 
If said plan is not adopted at the special election called, the question 
of adopting said plan shall not be resubmitted to the voters of said 
city for yp ye within two years thereafter, and then the question to 
adopt shall resubmitted upon the presentation of a petition signed by 
electors as hereinbefore —*, equal in number to 25 per cent of 
the votes cast for all candidates for mayor at the last preceding general 
city election. At such election the proposition to be submitted shall be: 
‘Shall the proposition to organize the city of (name the city) under 
chapter 14c of the supplement to the code, 1907, as amended by the 
acts of the thirty-thi neral assembly, be adopted?’ and the election 
thereupon shall be conducted, the vote canvassed, and the result de- 
clared in the same manner as as by law in respect to other cit 
elections. If the majority of the votes cast shall be in favor thereof, 
cities having a population of 25,000 and over shall] thereupon proceed 
to the election of a mayor and four councilmen, and cities having a 
population of 7,000, and less than 25,000, shall proceed to the election 
of a mayor and two councilmen, as hereinafter provided. Immediately 
after such proposition is adopted, the mayor shall transmit to the gov- 
ernor, to the secretary of state, and to the county auditor each a cer- 
tificate stating that such proposition was adopted. At the next ~ go 
city election, after the adoption of such proposition, there shall be 
elected a mayor and councilmen. In the event, however, that the next 
regular city election does not occur within one year after such special 
election the mayor shall within 10 days after such special election, by 
proclamation, call a special election for the election of a mayor and 
councilmen, 60 days’ notice thereof being given in such call; such 
election in either case to be conducted as hereinafter provided.” 

Sec. 3. Statutes relating to cities of second class applicable. That 
section 1056a 19 of chapter 14c of the supplement to the code, 1907, be, 
and the same is hereby, amended by inserting after the word “first” 
and _—— the word “class” in the first line thereof the words “ and 
second.” 

Sec. 4. Elective officers. That section 1056a 20 of chapter 14c of 
the supplement to the code, 1907, be, and the same is hereby, amended 
by striking out the first sentence of said section and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: 

“In every city having a pepeietion of 25,000 and over there shall 
be elected at the regular biennial municipal election a mre and four 
councilmen, and in every city having a Se of 7, and less 
than 25,000, there shall be elected at such election a mayor and two 
councilmen.’ 

Sec. 5. Repeal—candidates—how nominated—primary election—bal- 
lot—canvass of vote—result Se ee election. That sec- 
tion 1056a 21 ofthe supplement to the code, 1907, be repealed and the 
following enacted in lieu thereof: 

“Candidates to be voted for at all general municipal elections at 
which a mayor and councilmen are to be elected under the provisions 
of this act shall be nominated by a pamery election, and no other 
names shall be placed upon the general ballot except those selected 
in the manner hereinafter prescribed. The primary election for such 
nomination shall be held on the second Monday preceding the general 
municipal election. The judges of election appointed for the general 
municipal election shall be the judges of the ery election, and it 
shall be held at the same place, so far as possible, and the polls shall 
be opened and closed at the same hours, with the same clerks as are 
required for said general municipal election. Any person — to 
become a candidate for mayor or councilman shall, at least 10 days 
prior to said primary election, file with the said clerk a statement of 
such candidacy, in substantially the following form: 


Strate or Iowa, County, 88: 


I ¢ ), being first duly sworn, say that I reside at — 
Street, city of —— —, county of , State of Iowa; that I am 
a qualified voter therein; that I ‘am a candidate for nomination to the 
office of (mayor or councilman) to be voted upon at the primary elec- 
tion to be held on the Monday of . 19—, and I hereby 
request that my name be printed upon the official primary ballot for 
pomination by such primary election for such office. 





























Subscribed and sworn to (or affirmed) before me by 
on this day of » 19—. 





a 














and shall at the same time file therewith the petition of at least 25 
qualified voters requesting such candidacy. ach petiti shall be 
verified by one or more persons as to the qualifications a residence, 
with street number, of each of the persons so signing the said petition, 
and the said petition shall be in substantially the following Soeer: 
PETITION ACCOMPANYING NOMINATING STATEMENT, 

The undersigned, duly qualified electors of the city of and 
residing at the places set o ite our respective names hereto, do hereby 

uest that the name of (mame of candidate) be placed on the 
ballot as a candidate for nomination for (name of office) at the prima 
election to be held in such city on the — Monday of » 19—, We 
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10 
further state that we know him to be a qualified elector of said city 

a man of good moral character and qualified, in our judgment, for 
duties of such office. 





Names of qualified electors. Number.!| Str 








i 


Immediately upon the expiration of the time of filing the statem. 
and petitions for candidacies, the said city clerk shall cause to be | 
lished for three successive days in all the daily newspapers publis 
in the city, in proper form, the names of the persons as they ar: 
appear upon the primary ballot, and if there be no daily newspa; 
then in two issues of any other newspapers that may be published 
said city; and the said clerk shall thereupon cause the primary ba! 
to be printed, authenticated with a facsimile of his signature. 1) 
the said ballot the names of the candidates for mayor, arranged al; 
beticaliy, shall first be placed, with a square at the left of each na 
and immediately below the words “ Vote for one.” Following t! 
names, likewise arranged in alphabetical order, shall appear the na 
of the candidates for courcilmen, with a square at the left of « 
name, and below the names of such candidates shall appear the w: 
“Vote for four” or “ Vote for two,” as the case may be. The ba 
ae printed upon plain, substantial, white paper and shal! 

ea ; 


CANDIDATES FOR NOMINATION FOR MAYOR AND COUNCILMEN OF — 
CITY AT THE PRIMARY ELECTION, 


But shall have no ore designation or mark whatever. 
shall be in substantially the following form: 


[Place a cross in the square preceding the names of the parties | 
favor as candidates for the respective positions. } 


OFFICIAL PRIMARY BALLOT. 


(Candidates for nomination for mayor and councilmen of 
at the primary election.) 





The ba! 





For mayor. 
[-] (Name of candidate.) 
(Vote for one.) 
For councilman. 
c (Name of candidate.) 
(Vote for four) or (Vote for two) as the case may be. 
Official ballot attest : 
(Signature) 








City Clerk. 

Having caused said ballots to be printed, the said city clerk shal! 
cause to be delivered at each polling place a number of said ballots 
equal to twice the number of votes cast in such polling precinct at the 
last general municipal election for mayor. The persons who are qua 
fied to vote at the general municipal election shall be qualified to vote at 
such primary election, and challenges can be made by not more than 
two persons, to be appointed at the time of opening the polls by the 
judges of election; and the law a enate to challenges at a gene 
municipal election shall be applicable to challenges made at such pri 
mary election. Judges of election shall, immediately upon the closing 
of the polls, count the ballots and ascertain the number of votes cast 
in such precinct for each of the candidates, and make return theres! 
to the city clerk, we proper blanks to be furnished by the said clerk, 
within six hours of the closing of the polls. On the day following t 
said primary election the said city clerk shall canvass said returns 
received from all the polling precincts, and shall make and publish in 
all the newspapers of said city, at least once, the result thereof. Sail 
canvass by the city clerk shall be publicly made. The 2 candidat 
receiving the highest number of votes for mayor shall be the candi 
dates, and the only candidates, whose names shall be placed upon t! 
ballot for mayor at the next succeeding general municipal election, an: 
in cities having a population of 25,( and over, the 8 candidat: 
receiving the highest number of votes for councilman, or all su 
candidates if less than 8, and in cities having a population of 7,()() 
and less than 25,000, the 4 candidates yar the highest number of 
votes for councilman, or all such candidates if less than 4, shal! 
the candidates, and the only candidates whose names shall be place! 
ge the ballot for councilman at such municipal election. All electors 
of cities under this act who by the laws governing cities of the first 
and second class and cities acting under special charter would be en 
titled to vote for the election of officers at any general municipal elec- 
tion in such cities, shall be qualified to vote at all elections under this 
act; and the ballot at such general municipal election shall be in the 
same general form as for such primary election, so far as applical!:, 
and in all elections in such city the election precinct, voting places, 
method of conducting election, canvassing the vote, and announcing th 
resul shall be the same as by law provided for election of officers in 
stich cities, so far as the same are applicable and not inconsistent wit! 
the provisions of this act.” 

Sec. 6. Council—quorum: That section 1056a 24 of chapter Ic 
of the supplement to the code, 1907, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended by striking out all of said section beginning with the word 
S every,” in the first line thereof, down to and inc aang the word 
“act,” in the seventh line of said section, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the peewee : 

“Every city having a pawns of 25,000 and over shall be gov- 
erened by a council consisting of the mayor and 4 councilmen, and 
every city having a population of 7,000 and less than 25,000 shall be 
governed by a council consisting of the mayor.and 2 councilmen, 
chosen as provided in this act, each of whom shall have the right to 
vote on all questions coming before the council. In cities having 4 
councilmen 3 members of the council shall constitute a quorum, an‘ 
in cities rene 2 councilmen, 2 members of the council shall constitut» 
a quorum, and in cities having 4 councilmen the affirmative vote of 
3 members, and in cities having 2 councilmen the affirmative vote of 
2 members shall be necessary to adopt any motion, resolution, or 
ag pass any measure unless a greater number is provided for 

ac oF ; ‘ 

Sec. 7. Council—powers and duties: That section 1056a 25 of 
chapter l4e of the —— to the code, 1907, be, and the same is 
hereby, amended by striking out all of said section, beginning with the 
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word “ The,” in the first line thereof, and closing with the word “ char- 
ter.” in the eighth line thereef, and inserting in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“The council shall have and possess, and the council and its mem- 
bers shall exercise all executive, legislative, and judicial powers and 
duties now had, possessed, ard exercised by the mayor, city council, 
solicitor, assessor, treasurer, auditor, city engineer, and other executive 
and administrative officers in cities of the first and second class, and 
in cities under special charter, and shall also — and exercise all 
executive, legislative, and judicial powers and duties now had and 
exercised by the board of public works, park commissioners, the board 
of police and fire commissioners, board of waterworks trustees, and 
poard of library trustees in all cities wherein a board of public works, 
park commissioners, board of police and fire commissioners, board of 
waterworks trustees, and board of library trustees now exist or may be 
hereafter created.” 

Sec. 8. Repeal—department superintendents—officers and assistants : 
That section 1056a 26 of chapter l4c of the wees to the code, 
1907, be, and the same is hereby, repealed, and the following enacted 
in lieu thereof: 

“The mayor shall be superintendent of the department of public 
affairs, and the council shall at the first regular meeting after election 
of its members designate by majority vote one councilman to be super- 
intendent of the department of accounts and finances; one to be super- 
intendent of the department of Dig safety; one to be superintendent 
of the department of street and public improvements; and one to be 
superintendent of the department of parks and public property: Pro- 
vided, however, That in cities having a population of less than 25,000 
there shall be designated to each councilman two of said departments. 
Such designation shall be changed whenever it appears that the public 
service would be benefited thereby. The council shall, at said first 
meeting, or aS soon as practicable thereafter, elect by majority vote the 
following officers: A city clerk, solicitor, assessor, treasurer, auditor, 
civil engineer, city physician, marshal, chief of fire department, market 
master, street commissioner, three library trustees, and such other 
officers and assistants as shall be provided for by ordinance and neces- 
sary to the proper and efficient conduct of the affairs of the city: Pro- 
vided, however, That in cities having a population of less than 25,000 
such only of the above-named officers shall be appointed as may, in the 
judgment of the mayor and councilmen be masonany for the proper 
and efficient transaction of the affairs of the city. In those cities of 
the first class not having a superior court,the council shall appoint a 
police judge. In cities of the second class not having a superior court 
the mayor shall held police court, as now provided by law. Any officer 
or assistant elected or appointed by the council may be removed from 
office at any time by vote of a majority of the members of the council, 
except as otheravise provided for in this act.” 

Sec. 9. Office in city hall—salaries: That section 1056a 28 of chapter 
l14c of the supplement to the code, 1907, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended by striking out all of said section beginning with the word 
“The,” in the first line thereof, and ending with the figures and dollar 
mark “ $3,000” in the third line from the top of page 214 as the same 
appears in the supplement to the code, 1907, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: 

“The mayor and councilmen shall have an office at the city hall, and 
their tetal compensation shall be as follows: In cities having by the 
last preceding State or national census a population of 7,000 and less 
than 10,000 the mayor's annual salary shall be $600 and each coun- 
cilman $450. In cities having by such census a population of 10,000 
and less than 15,000 the mayor’s annual salary shall be $1,200 and 
each councilman $900. In cities having by such census a population of 
15,000 and less than 25,000 the mayor's annual salary shall be $1,500 
and each councilman $1,2 In cities having by such census a popu- 
lation of 25,000 and less than 40,000 the mayor's annual salary shall 
be $2,500 and each councilman $1,800. In cities having by such census 
a population of 40,000 and less than 60,000 the mayor's annual salary 
shall be $3,000 and each councilman $2,500; and in cities having by 
such census a population of 60,000 or more the mayor's annual salary 
shall be $3,500 and that of councilman $3,000.” 

Sec. 10. Civil service commissioners—terms. That section 1056a 52 
of chapter 14c of the enone to the code, 1907, be, and the same 
is hereby, amended by striking out the first two sentences thereof and 
inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“In cities having a population of 25,000 and over the council shall, 
and fn cities poveas a population of 7,000 and less than 25,000 the 
council may, immediately after organizing, by ordinance, appoint three 
civil service commissioners, who shall hold office, one until the first 
Monday in — of the second year after his ny Fagen one until 
the first Monday in April of the ‘ourth year after his appointment, and 
one until the first Monday in April of the sixth year after his appoint- 
ment: Provided, however, That in all cases in which no civil service 
commissioners are appointed by the council, the council shall have the 
Same powers and shall exercise and rform all the duties devolving 
upon such commissioners, as provided for in this act. In cities wherein 
civil service commissioners have been appointed under the provisions of 
this act each succeeding council shall, as scon as practicable after or- 
zanizing, appoint one commissioner for six years, who shall take the 
place of the commissioner whose term of office expires.” 

Sec. 11. Abandonment of commission plan of government. That sec- 
tion 1056a 39 of chapter 14c of the ompprement to the code, 1907, be, 
and the same is hereby, amended by striking out all of that portion of 
said section beginning with the word “ Shall,” in the ninth line thereof, 
and closing with the word “ charter,” in the twelfth line, and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: “ Shall the city of (name of city) aban- 
don its organization under chapter 14c of the supplement of the code, 
1907, as amended by the acts of the thirty-third general assembly, and 

ecome a city under the general law governing cities, or, if now organ- 
ized under special charter, shall resume said special charter?” 

Sec. 12. In effect: This act being deemed of immediate importance, 
the Reabnnet, 0n0 be in fall force tress and, after its publication in 
—— er an e oines Ca - 
lished at Des Moines. Iowa. ee 

1 erexess ae a > D. 1909. 

ereby cer that the foregoing act was published in the Register 
and Leader and Moines Capital April 1, 2 D. 1909. ’ 
W. C. Haywarp, Secretary of State. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 20 minutes 


Pp. m.) the Senate adjourned il g 
13 ededan aj until Thursday, April 13, 1911, at 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, April 10, 1911. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, April 6, was 
read and approved. 

OATH OF OFFICE, 

The oath of office was administered. by the Speaker to Mr. 
McDermorr and Mr. Sasatu, Representatives from the State of 
Illinois; Mr. Haugen and Mr. Pickett, Representatives from 
the State of Iowa; Mr. Loup and Mr. Youna, Representatives 
from the State of Michigan; Mr. Taytor, a Representative from 
the State of Ohio; Mr. Gopwin, a Representative from the State 
of North Carolina; and Mr. Howarp, a Representative from the 
State of Georgia. 

MINORITY EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker; I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent for present consideration of the resolution 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 34. 

Resolved, That during the Sixty-second Congress, and until the or- 
ganization of the Sixty-third Congress, Joseph G. Rogers, of Pennsy! 
vania, be authorized to act as special employee of the House of Kepre 
sentatives, to receive compensation at the rate of $1,800 per annum; 
that Joseph C. Weir, of the State of Illinois, and John H. Hollings 
worth, of the State of New York, be authorized to act as special em 
ployees and pair clerks, at a compensation of $1,800 per annum each; 
and that Bert W. Kennedy, of the State of Michigan, and Frank W 
Collier, of the State of Wisconsin, be authorized to act as messengers, 
at a compensation of $1,500 each; and that A. W. Chaffee, of the State 
of Nebraska, be authorized to act as minority telephone operator, at a 
compensation of $1,200 per annum. 

Said officers shall at all times be under control of the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, and they shall be subject to removal for 
cause at any time. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, this is a provision for the 
House employees conceded to the minority by the majority. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
DatzeEtt] yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unprer- 
woop]? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania if he has compared the list and if it is 
just exactly in accordance with what was conceded by the 
majority? 

Mr. DALZELL. It is identical. 
provision in the legislative bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dauzett] for unanimous con- 
sent? 

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
want to make an inquiry. In this list, do you not bring in one 
position that was formerly controlled by the Doorkeeper ? 

Mr. DALZELL, This appointment is made in the same way 
it has always been made in previous Congresses. 

Mr. LLOYD. There is no attempt on the part of the minority 
to take any advantage of the majority. They are now simply 
seeking to obtain places for the minority side which have here 
tofore been held by the minority side, but which formerly was 
Democratic instead of Republican. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is right. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If I understand it, the employees provided 
for in this resolution are similar to what were known as thie 
Democratic employees nominated by the Democratic 
and agreed to by the House. 

Several Memprrs. No; the Republican caucus. 

Mr. BARTLETT. No; I think I am right. They are the 
same character of employees, so far as positions are concerne |, 
that the Democratic caucus presented at the beginning of the 
Sixty-first Congress, and which were conceded to the minoritys 
by the majority on resolutions that theretofore had been of 
fered. Is not that correct? 

Mr. CARLIN. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will per- 
mit me a moment, I think the gentieman from Georgia is mis- 
taken iu that. I understand that this position was originally 


I have compared it with the 


caucus 


filled by a gentleman named Blanchard, on the Democratic 
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side, but subsequently the majority took the place and appointed 


to fill it a gentleman named Earle that we have never seen 
around here. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think the gentleman is mist? I am 
satisfied that I am correct in the statement I made. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker——- 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

- vield? 
Mr. DALZELL. I yield. 


Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I think I can explain the matter 
about which the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Cartrn] speaks. 
Mr. Blanchard did represent the majority, in charge of the tele- 
phone. Unfortunately—and I say unfortunately by intention— 
he has been removed, and that is the thing about which Mr. 
CARLIN complains. 

Mr. CARLIN. Exactly. 

Mr. LLOYD. But notwithstanding that, I think this House 
should act fairly with the minority, and this place belongs to 
the minority. I do not think that side of the House ought to 
be held responsible for the misconduct of one man. 

Mr. CARLIN. I was just trying to get at the truth about it. 
I am in favor of the minority having all they are entitled to. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

CERTAIN COMMITTEE EMPLOYEES. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a 
privileged resolution, which I ask that the Clerk will read. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from Florida. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 35. 

Resolved, That the following-named positions under the committees 
of the House as organized in the Sixty-first Congress are entirely un- 
necessary and useless, and that none of said positions as hereinafter 
named shall be continued or maintained or created during the Sixty- 
secpnd Congress, viz: Assistant clerk and stenographer to the Ways 
anc: Means Committee, whose salary is $2,000 per annum; assistant 
cletk to Committee on Accounts, whose salary is $1,800 per annum; 
assistant clerk to Committee on Agriculture, whose salary is $1,800 
per annum; assistant clerk to Committee on Claims, whose salary is 
$1,200 per annum; assistant clerk to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, whose salary is $1,800 per annum; assistant clerk to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, whose salary is $1,800 per annum; 
assistant clerk to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
whose salary is $1,500 per annum; assistant clerk to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, whose salary is $1,800 per annum; stenographer to 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, whose salary is $2,190 per annum; 
stenographer to Committee on Invalid Pensions (for session), whose 
salary is $100 per’ month; assistant clerk to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, whose salary is $1,200 per annum; clerk to 
continue digest of claims to Committee on War Claims, whose salary is 
$2,500 per annum; stenographer (for session) to Committee on War 
Claims, whose salary is $75 per month; assistant clerk to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, whose salary is $1,200 per annum; 
agsistant clerk to the Committee on Public Lands, whose salary is 
$1,200 per annum; session clerk to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Tiaflic, whose salary is $6 per day; session clerks, whose salaries are 
$125 per month each, for the following-named committees, viz: Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in_the Treasury Department, Committee on 
Expenditures in the War Sepee tant, ommittee on Expenditures in 
the Navy Department, Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office 
Department, Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department, 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture, Com- 
mittec on Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and Labor, 
and the Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that this 
proposition is offered as a privileged motion? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘Then, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order that the resolution is not privileged. It should go to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. 
heard. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Florida on the point of order. 


On that, Mr. Speaker, I want to be 


cause it refers to officers of the House, and I understand th: 
| difference between officers and employees—the Speaker held 
that a resolution that the House proceed to the election of : 
officer presents a question of privilege. 

In Hinds’ Precedents, Volume IV, section 4407, a resoluti: 
| establishing certain select committees is held privileged. Why: 
| Because it relates to the organization of the House. I hay 
five volumes of Hinds’ Precedents here, full of these decisio: 
and it has always been held, whenever a resolution was offered 
which related in any way to the organization of the House, 
that it was privileged under this rule. 

And surely, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Alabama | Mr, 
UnNpERWoopD], logician as he is, and parliamentarian without 
peer perhaps, on this side of the House at least, will not conte: 
that the selection of committee clerks, who are to be instru- 
inentalities for carrying out the will of the House, is not a si 
relating to the organization of the House. 

These clerks have not been selected. The House committe 
have not been selected. Therefore these employees can not 
selected until the committees are chosen and until they i: 
and organize. Then they select their respective clerical forces 

I contend, Mr. Speaker, and there is abundant authority her 
for that, that at any time before the organization is perfected 
resolution relating to that organization is absolutely privileg 
under the rules. 

But the House has gone even further than that, Mr. Speaker. 
In Volume V of Hinds’ Precedents, section 7273, a resoluti 
assigning a room to a committee was held to present a questio: 
of privilege. Yet it is to be contended here that although tly 
mere assignment of a committee room to a committee is privi 
leged, when you come to select the agents who are to permit 
the committees to discharge their duties, and therefore carry 
out the will of the House, that that does not relate to tl 
organization of the House. And the gentleman from Alabama 
will be driven to that position before the point of order can | 
sustained. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have offered this resolution to the House, 
in line with the declared policy of the majority. I will 
attempt to discuss the merits of it at this time. Gentlemen ca: 
examine these committees and find that they are loaded down 
with employees drawing immense salaries, when there is abso- 
lutely no more use for some of them than “a hog has use for : 
side pocket.” [Applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I have not examined al! 
the committees, to know whether the places that the gentlems: 
from Florida desires to abolish are needed by the commitices 
to do useful work. This side of the House has already agreed 
to cut’ the employees of this House to the amount of $180,000 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to 
| the gentleman from Florida? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
| Mr. CLARK of Florida. I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Alabama if he thinks that the Committee on Public Build 
i 
| 











ings and Grounds, of which I am a member, which frames 4 
bill once every two years, needs a clerk, an assistant clerk, and 
a janitor? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have just stated to the gentleman and 
to the House that I am not familiar with the workings of a! 
these committees, and J am not advised as to whether that 
committee, and possibly others, have clerks that are not needed; 
but I do not think that a question of this kind should be dis- 
posed of by the House without proper investigation. It ought 
to go to a proper committee to consider it and report to tle 
House, if it is to be considered at all. For that reason I have 
made the point of order that this is not a privileged matter. 
Now, I agree with the gentleman that one of the elective officers 
of this House, the Speaker himself, for instance, may be re- 
moved from office upon motion, and that would be a privileged 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr, Speaker, Rule IX of the rules | motion; but some of these places that the gentleman names in 
recently adopted by this House, and which is an exact copy of | his resolution are session clerks, not yet provided for at all. 
Rule IX of the rules of the Sixty-first Congress, from which | Others are clerks of committees, that are appointed by the 


I read, provides: 
Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of 


the House collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its pro- | 


ceedings ; second, the rights, reputation, and conduct of Members— 


And so forth. 

That rule has been construed by a number of Speakers of 
this House in past years, and, regardless of the opinion of the 
distinguished gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop], I as- 
sert that any resolution -which affects the organization of the 


House is privileged by every recorded decision every time the | 


question has been presented for decision. 
For instance, in Hinds’ Precedents, Volume I, section 189— 
which I do not contend is analogous to this particular case, be- 


i 


| chairmen of those committees, discharged by the chairmen, and 

are statutory places. Other places are not—— 

| Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman permit one ques- 
tion right there? , 

| The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to 

'the gentleman from Florida? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Does the gentleman mean to say 
| that the assistant clerks are provided for by statute? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not know whether all of them 
/named in the resolution are provided for by statute or not, 
| because I have not had an opportunity to read the resolution, 
| but I know that many are. 
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Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman name one as- 
sistant clerk provided for by statute that is named in the resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The assistant clerk to the Committee 
on Ways and Means is provided for by statute and carried 
under the general appropriation. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Is it not true that this resolution 
abolishes only one assistant clerk and leaves a clerk and an 
assistant clerk for your committee, and that this is a minor 
assistant clerk? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I understand, all of the clerks of 
that committee are provided for by statute, and their pay does 
not come out of the contingent fund of the House. I under- 
stand that they hold a statutory place; and as to the necessity 
for these committee clerks, I will say to the gentleman from 
Florida that not only are the men that are provided for by 
statute for the Ways and Means Committee working every day, 
but there is an additional force endeavoring to prepare the 
legislation that this House is demanding to-day. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. If the gentleman will permit, the 
gentleman is now discussing the merits of the resolution, which 
I scrupulously avoided. I am ready to meet that issue when 
the time comes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman started the discussion 
on the merits of the question, but I recognize that it is not in 
order. I simply say that this is not a privileged question. I do 
not deny the right of this House as a privileged matter to re- 
move one of the elective officers of this House or to remove a 
committee of this House, but I say that these places are estab- 
lished by statute, that the salary runs unless we abolish them 
by statute, that they are not designated by this House, but are 
designated by the chairmen of the committees, and therefore I 
say that a resolution of this kind should be referred to the 
appropriate committee in the House for consideration, to report 
it back in the regular order, and is not a privileged matter to 
be considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained and the reso- 
lution is referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

CLALLAM TRIBE OF INDIANS. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to print in the Recorp a letter and a petition signed 
by the Clallam Tribe of Indians of the State of Washington. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks 
unanimous consent to print in the Recorp the papers which he 
holds in his hand. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I do not ask to have them 
read. It is a letter that I have received from an Indian, a 
member of the Clallam Tribe, and a petition signed by the men 
of that tribe in regard to the way they have been treated by 
the United States Government. In other words, in 1855 this 
Government entered into a treaty with the Indians which they 
claim the Government has not kept. This letter and the peti- 
tion are from the Indians themselves, and are brief, and I think 
they contain information which the House ought to have. 

Mr. MANN. I suggest to the gentleman from Washington 
that he ask permission to extend his remarks in the Recorp 
and then print the letter and petition. It has not been the 
— to grant permission to have petitions printed in the 
LECORD. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

Mr. MURDOCK. What purpose will it serve to print this 
petition and letter in the Rrecorp? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. It will serve the purpose 
of furnishing information to the House. This Clallam Tribe of 
Indians claim that the treaty with them has not been kept by 
the Government; that it took all their land, and that they 
have received nothing in return. I think it ought to go into 
the Recorp. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Washington yield 
to the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Certainly. 

_Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. As I understand, this is a memo- 
rial from an individual touching Indian property. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. No; it is a brief statement 
a a Indian and a memorial signed by the members of the 
ribe, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Has the gentleman the memorial 
to present with the letter? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then I have no objection. 

‘ The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Washington to extend his remarks in the Recorp? 

There was no objection. 
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The matter referred to is as follows: 

= Union, Wasu., December 22, 1910 

Hon. W. E. Humpurey, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


_ Dear Sir: I am sending you a petition signed by Indians of the 
Clallam Tribe. They are a remnant of a once large and powerful trib 
occuping lands on the American side of the straits as far as the lands 
occupied by the Makah or Neah Bay Indians. They do not now number 


much more than 200 souls, adults, children, and all. About half of 
these Indians have purchased a small tract of land near Dungeness, 
Jefferson County, upon which they have a small village The Govern 
ment maintains a day school in this village Sut they find these small 
tracts of land not large enough to make a living on, so they are com 
pelled at times to leave and go where they could earn their living in 
other lines of work. The other half make their homes in Port Gambie, 
Kitsap County, on a sand spit owned by the Puget Mill Co. The Gov 
ernment also maintained a day school in this village up to July 1, 


1910, when it was abolished for no apparent reason, but an injustic: 
as there are about 25 children in the village. The Indians’ rights to 
live on land owned by the mill company rests entirely with the com 
In the 


pany. event of a change of management of th ol 
affairs, and in case a new management is opposed to the India 
on their lands and orders them to vacate the premises, whe W 1 


they go? They would be practically homeless. 

I am an Indian also, belonging to the Skokomish Tribe. I was in t 
Government Indian service since September, 1902, as teacher. On | 
cember 1, 1909, I was transferred from the Skokomish day school to | 
Port Gamble day school, which I taught till June 30, 1910. This scho 
was then abolished and I was transferred to Fort Peck Reservatk 
Mont. I declined the transfer and resigned. It was while [ was in 
charge of the Port Gamble school that I saw the efforts of these Indian 
to acquire lands upon which they could build homes of their own. But 
the price of land is much more than their slender means could meet I 


believe that arrangements could be made with the Puget Mill Co. for a 
piece of logged-off land on the water front, as these Indians are a | 

of the laboring population of Port Gamble, and do all their tradin 
there. I would be glad to furnish any information in the matter, and I 


join with the petitioners in begging you, in the name of humanity and 
justice, to do something for this people, once the proud possessors of all 
the lands now occupied by white citizens who have 
and independent. 

Very respectfully 


become 


prosperous 


ANDREW P. PETERSON. 


Port GAMBLE, WASH., December, 1910 
Hon. W. E. Humpnuerey, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Six: On January 26, 1855, a treaty was signed by Gov. Isaac 
I. Stevens, representing the United States, and the chiefs and headmen 
of the Clallam, Skokomish, and Chemikum Tribes of Indians, in which 
these Indians ceded to the United States vast tracts of lands 

The Clallam Indians, in common with the other tribes of Indians, 


relinquished all their right, title, and interest in the lands occupied 
them. 

In consideration of the cession, the United States agreed to pay to 
the said tribes the sum of $60,000. Also the sum of $6,000 to be used 
in paying the expenses of the Indians to remove to the reservation, the 


said reservation being set aside by order of Executive, dated Febru 
ary 25, 1874, and containing 6 sections of land, situated in the Sko 


komish Valley, State of 
County of Mason. 


Washington (then Territory of Washington), 


According to the treaty aforesaid, this reservation was to be occupied 
by the tribes mentioned in the treaty. 

Now, we, your petitioners, are members of the Clallam Tribe. Our 
chiefs and headmen were signers of the treaty of Point no Point. We 


respectfully beg to state that since conveying to the United States all 
our rights and interests in and to the lands which our fathers and fore 
fathers have occupied for countless generations we have not in manner 
molested the settlers to whom the United States gave these lands; we 
have kept our part of the treaty faithfuily and have always lived on 
friendly terms with the white people. 

Of the $66,000 which the United States promised to pay for our lands, 
all that we remember to have received were a few blankets, a few 
farming implements, and we can not say where or to whom the money 
was paid. 

No one ever offered us a dollar of the $6,000 which was provided by 
the treaty to pay for our removal to the reservation 

When the 6 sections of land were reserved for our use in common with 
the other tribes, the Skokomish Tribe, in whose land the reserve was 
made, was given the prior rights to take up lands, and when each adult 
and head of a family had been allotted there was no land left for the 
Clallam Tribe. Consequently, we have never been allotted lands under 
the treaty. 

A few of our tribe have purchased smal! tracts of land, upon which 
they have built homes, but they can not depend upon these little tracts 
for a living, as they are wholly inadequate. 

We are desirous of building permanent homes for ourselves and our 
children on lands which we can call our own. 

For this reason we are addressing you this and trespassing upon 
valuable time. 

We beg that you will, in any manner in which you see fit and in ac- 
cordance with our treaty, secure lands for the Clallam Tribe of Indians 


We acknowledge our dependence on the Government of the United 
States, and we ask the Government protection in our rights, and we 
feel sure that when the facts are fully investigated we will be accorded 


our rights. 

Your espousal of our cause will win our lasting gratitude. 

Very respectfully submitted. 
Robert Collier, John (his x sign) Cook, Wm 
Newton, Wm. (his x sign) Williams, Jesse Cook, Ric! 
Wood, John Allen, Wm. Allen, Wm. Halli, Wilson J 
son, Harvey Hall, Jimmie Dick, Charile (his x mark 
Lewis, Fred Hall, Jacob Hall, Dan Wood, David Hunter 


(his x sign) 
urd 


Joseph Allen, George D. Howell, Joe Anderson, Har 
Fulton, Wm. George, Jacob Janes, H. Lamen, Peter 
Jackson, Geo. Sparks, Thomas Charles, Jas. (his x 
mark) Henry, Wm. Henry, Eddie George, Newton M 
Pulsifer, Chas. Jackson, George (his x mark) Adama, 
Tom (his x mark) Mitchell, Skookune (his x mark) 


John, Sammy Charles. 
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ADDITIONAL DELEGATES, COMMITTEES ON TERRITORIES AND PUBLIC 
LANDS. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the rules provide that there shall 

be an additional Delegate on the Committee on Public Lands 


and two Delegates as additional members on the Committee on 
Territori I ask unanimous consent that there may be elected 
as additional members to the Committee on Public Lands two 
Delegates instead of one, and four Delegates in place of two to 
the Committee on Territories. Of course it is known that these 
Delegates do not yote in the committees. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. I do not understand what 
the gentleman is, Mr Speaker. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the rules of this House and of the 
last House provided that as additional members there might be 
appointed two Delegates to the Committee on Territories. It 
has been the custom heretofore, by unanimous consent, to ap- 
point all of the Delegates on the Committee on Territories, and 
I desire to have that done iin. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman from Illinois will 
yield, I will state that in the last Congress the Delegates were 
put on these committees by unanimous consent. They have no 
vote in the committee and can not disturb the equilibrium of 
the committee. These committees are places where they nat- 
urally desire to be in order to keep up with the business of 
their Territories. I can see no objection whatever to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Illinois being granted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the number of Delegates on the Committee 
on Public Lands be increased from one to two and on the 
Committee on Territories from two to four. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


the request of 


oF 
ant 


ASSIGNMENT OF ROOMS IN THE CAPITOL, 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following as a privi- 
leged resolution and move its adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 33. 

Resolved, That the following assignments of rooms in the Capitol and 
House Office Building be, and the same are hereby, made : 

i, To the Committee on Pensions, rooms 222 and 223 in the House 
Office Building Ss 

2. To the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor, the room in the House Office Building heretofore 
assigned to the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics. 

3. To the Committee on Mines and Mining, the reoms in the House 
Office Building heretofore assigned to the Committee on Militia, Nos. 
289 and 289—A. 

4. To the Commfttee on Rules, as additional space, the room in the 
Capitol Building heretofore occupied by the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads. 

5. To the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department, the 
room in the Capitol Building heretofore assigned to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization and the room heretofore assigned to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 4 

¢. To the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, two of the 
rooms in the House Office Building heretofore assigned to the Com- 
— on = Judiciary, being room No. 483, and the committee room 
adjacent thereto 

7. To the Committee on the Judiciary, the room in the House Office 
Building, No. 379, and the hearing room adjacent thereto. 

8. To the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, 
the room on the gallery floor, Ne. 49, in the Capitol Building, heretofore 


assigned to the Committee on Pensions, and the room heretofore as- 
signed to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department. 
9. To the minority conference, as additional space, room en the 


principal floor, No. 5, heretofore assigned to the Committee on Pensions, 


and the room on the ground floor, No. 5, heretofore assigned to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 
10, That the caucus room in the House Office Building be assigned 


for general hearing reom for committees. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the point of order on the 
resolution as to its being privileged. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I find there is a typographical 
error in paragraph 1. It should be rooms 221 and 223, and I 
ask unanimous consent that the resolution be modified in that 
respect, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the modification of the 
resolution as suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. MANN. Without affecting the point of order? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly, without affecting the point of 
order. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, there can be no doubt that the 
resolution is in order as a privileged resolution. 

Mr. MANN. Let us first refer to the resolution. 
the gentleman if he will yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I thought, as I heard the resolution read, that 
there was some discrepancy in reference to the assignment of 
the rooms formerly occupied by the Committee on Pensions. 


* would ask 





RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 10. 


Mr. PALMER. I think not. The understanding is th 
minority shall have the room on this floor heretofore oc 
by the Committee on Pensions, and, in addition to that, tl 
mittee room immediately under that, the room heretofor 
pied by the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to inform the gentleman t! 
minority already has the room formerly oceupied by the + 
mittee on Pensions on this floor. 

Mr. PALMER. I understand that. 


Mr. MANN. And it is not necessary to carry that 
resolution. 
Mr. PALMER. It was only to put it all in one baskei 


it all on record in one place, that we put it in this resol: 
I understood, in my conference with the gentleman from I 
that that is all the minority desired. Now, to the 
pension room, I refer to the room which is marked in th: 
gram in the Congressional Directory as room 49 on the ¢ 
floor, immediately over the room of the Committee on 
Affairs, and adjoining the room of the Committee on I’: 
Railroads. The resolution transfers the room of the | 
mittee on Pacific Railroads to the Committee on Rules 
gives the adjoining room to the Committee on Expenditur 
the Treasury Department, together with the small inside 
across the hall, which becomes vacant. 

Mr. MANN. ‘To that part of it I have no objection, of « 
The two rooms—the Committee on Invalid Pensions a1 
Committee on Pensions—were formerly assigned in the 
House to the Committee on Pensions. Where does the ; 
man get the numbering of the rooms in the Capitol? 

Mr. PALMER. I took that from the Congressional Direct 
map. I do not know whether it is official, or anything of 
sort, but it is shown upon the diagram as printed in the ¢ 
gressional Directory. Now, Mr. Speaker 


as 


Mr. CARLIN. May I ask the gentleman a question? Dos 
change the Judiciary Committee rooms? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsyl\ \ 
yield to the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman from Illinois had not 


eluded his questions, I think. 

Mr. MANN. In this number 9 you say the minority « 
ference has additional space. What you intend there is t! 
they are assigned both of these rooms, and that is all the 
they have. 

Mr. PALMER. I was under the impression that the mii 
conference had use of some space in the House Office Building 

Mr. MANN. They have not. 

Mr. PALMER. There is a minority room—— 

Mr. MANN. A minority room, that is true. 

Mr. PALMER. That is an explanation of it. 

Mr. MANN. Now, I want to ask the gentleman further i 
reference to the assignment of the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The large room over there, diagonally across the building fro: 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and similar to the room of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, was by order of the 
tieth Congress reserved as a special committee room, with the 
design of permitting any of the committees of the House whic! 
have to have hearings to have hearings in that committee room 
when they had a large number of people. I notice now th 
proposition is that the Committee on the Judiciary is assigned 
the large caucus room for hearings. It is quite certain 
the caucus room will not be suited for hearings. The room | 
now propose to assign to the Committee on the Judiciary will 
not be suited to the Committee on the Judiciary for ordinary 
business. My committee had hearings in the room, and IT can 
assure the gentlemen on the Committee on the Judiciary that 
if they take that room and only one other room, and int: 
have all their hearings in that room, or rather, all the meeti 
in that room, they will not find it very satisfactory. The « 
cus room will never be suited for a hearing room, in my 
judgment. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, the way that has come abou 
is this: The Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, by 
reason of the desire to accommodate the convenience of 
chairman, who was anxious to remain in the Capitol Building, 
has been occupying a very small reom in the Capitol Building. 
Their hearings are numerous, I understand, and the attendance 
at the hearings is considerable, and the prospective chairman 
of the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, desirous 
of getting larger quarters~-and, in my judgment, they are en- 
titled to larger quarters 

Mr. MANN. I agree with the gentleman in that respect. 

Mr. PALMER (continuing). Asked for committee rooms 155 
and 154, in the House Office Building. Those rooms have 
been used ever. since the erection of the House Office Building 
for the use of special committees, and it is important that 


that 


ito 











i911. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


14] 


they should be retained for that purpose. The problem with 
us was where to put the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. I want to further explain that the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization, being a large committee and 
having necessarily large hearings, after they found they could 
not get Nos. 153 and 154, wanted the rooms of the Committee 
on Militia, which has been abolished. It was impossible to give 
them those rooms, because of the conflicting necessities of 
other committees, and the Committee on the Judiciary, haying 
been increased in size, is now too large to occupy the com- 
mittee room in its present suite, and the prospective chairman 
of the Committee on the Judiciary states that the so-called 
hearing room, to which the gentleman from Illinois has referred 
as being diagonally across the building from the Committee 
on Ways and Means, was originally designed for the occupancy 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, and that it was actually 
occupied by the Committee on the Judiciary for a brief period, 
with the name of the committee put over its doors, but that 
Judge Jenkins, who was then the chairman of the committee, 
refused to move into it, and it was finally put upstairs in the 
other quarters. 

The chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary says that 
he will give up the three rooms to which he is now entitled 
and take only the two, if he can have the one large hearing 
room. Further than that, the superintendent of the House 
Office Building says that the hearing room has been inadequate 
for the purposes of public hearings; that upon three or four 
occasions during the Sixty-first Congress the attendance was 
so large that it overflowed into the hall, notably during the 
hearings of the Industrial Arts and Expositions Committee on 
the question of a site for the holding of the Panama Exposition, 
and one or two other hearings which I have forgotten. He 
says that the caucus room, without any expense, can be fitted 
up for a hearing room, which will be fully adequate to supply 
the needs of any committee in the House which must have a 
large general hearing space. I think, and I will say that I 
puzzled over this thing for a couple of days at the request of 
these various chairmen in an attempt to act as a clearing house 
and to get all desires and necessities satisfied, that the arrange- 
ment which we have worked out is the only feasible, if not the 
only possible, solution of t®e problem. 

Mr. CARLIN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Patmer] yield to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
CARLIN] ? 

Mr. PALMER. I do. 

Mr. CARLIN. What becomes of the rooms now occupied by 
the Judiciary Committee? 

Mr. PALMER. They go to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization—two of them. 

Mr. CARLIN. What becomes of the other room? 

Mr. PALMER. It is an office room. 

Mr. CARLIN. Now, I wanted to ask the gentleman by what 
authority this resolution is reported here? Who has the au- 
thority to make this distribution of rooms? 

_Mr. PALMER. I do not know that anybody has any par- 
ticular authority over the question. It is a privileged matter, 
which any gentleman may call up on the floor of the House, but 
I will state to the gentleman with all frankness how I came to 
do this work. The prospective chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means was being asked, as the floor leader on this 
side, by the chairmen of the various committees to assign dif- 
ferent quarters to them, assuming that, while no particular 
person had the jurisdiction, he, as the leader, might be willing 
to assume it. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpERwoop] is a reason- 
ably busy man, and has upon his committee a few young, live, 
healthy fellows whom he thinks he can work, and he asked me 
to take the work off his shoulders, and I am simply doing it as « 
favor to the gentleman from Alabama, who was asked by a 
number of other Members to work this thing out. I do not 
want to assume any jurisdiction in the matter. 

_ CARLIN. That is exactly what the gentleman is doing. 

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman from Virginia can offer a 
resolution if he desires. 
ott. CARLIN. I understand what my privileges are, but I am 
whoa eo pe at whose duty it is to assign these rooms, and 
thin - . e Ways and Means Committee are assuming to do 

ae v ich they have nothing to do with. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, this is not-—— 


Mr. CARLIN. I want t "s 
fact. that oe nt to call the gentleman’s attention to this 


heretofore exercised this authority. 





| 





8 a commission authorized by law which has | an additional room. 


Mr. PALMER. 
that 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. PALMER (continuing). That ihe law is this: That as 
to vacant, unassigned rooms in the Capitol the Speaker has 
jurisdiction and may assign any committee to any vacant room 
in the Capitol that he desires. As to rooms that are occu 
pied, the proper practice is for a resolution of the House to be 
passed covering the question. And I will say that this is a 
matter that somebody has had to assume jurisdiction of always. 
I think it is a fact that the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Mann] 


Well, Mr. Speaker, I will say in answer to 


in recent Congresses, without having any mm iuthority in 
the premises than any other Member in the House, but being an 
extremely willing worker, took upon himself the job of satisfy 
ing the various and conflicting requirements of committee-room 


assignments. 

Mr. CARLIN. And the gentleman now 
the gentleman from Illinois upon himself? 

Mr. PALMER. No; I have explained to the gentleman fro: 
Virginia why I introduced the resolution. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman 
sylvania yield? 

Mr, PALMER. 
CARLIN]. 

Mr. CARLIN. I was going to say this, 
earthly objection to somebody doing this work. 

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman seems to have. 

Mr. CARLIN. I think it ought to be done, but I do not want 
to consume the time of this valuable Ways and Means Com 
mittee, appointed here for a specific purpose, namely, revising 
the tariff, with looking after matters of patronage, reducing 
charwomen and expenses, and now assigning offices, when they 
have more important work to do. 

Mr. PALMER. Well, I will say to the gentleman from Vir 
ginia that the valuable time of the Committee on Ways and 
Means has not been taken up more than about a minute by this 
resolution, and the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means can not prevent Members of the House from coming to 
him and asking him to do this thing. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
will yield a moment, Mr. Speaker, I will say this, that a num 
ber of gentlemen on this side of the House found out that their 
committee rooms were unsatisfactory and that they were old 
rooms, and that there was an opportunity to move into better 
rooms, and they wanted to make changes. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] desired to make some changes with refer 
ence to the minority room. They came to me and asked me to 
do it, and I had so many things on my hands to attend to that I 
did not have the time to attend to it. It was not the Ways and 
Means Committee that took the matter up. I asked the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Pa-Mer] to take the matter off 
of my hands and see the gentleman from Illinois, and to see 
the gentlemen on this side who wanted to change their rooms, 
and te report the matter to this House, so that the House could 
dispose of it, and so that our colleagues could be satisfied in 
reference to their rooms. Somebody had to do it. 

Mr. CARLIN. The gentleman understands that he had no 
more to do with that than any other individual Member of the 
House? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly not; but 
Member of the House had the right to do it. 

Mr. CARLIN. The House had the right to do it. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
Virginia will permit, I will say that the committee of which |! 
am to be the chairman had considerable trouble about ent 
space, and we found out that somebody had to take hold of the 
matter and work out a solution of the conflicts between gent! 


has taken the job of 


from Penn 
I yield to the gentleman from Virginia | Mr 
that I 


have no 


some individual 


uff 


men and committees. Accordingly, we called upon the gentl 
man from Pennsylvania {Mr. PALMER] and the gentieman f: 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERwoop] and asked them if they could h 
us out. 

Mr. CARLIN. It seems to me it is becoming the habit of 
Members to call on them for everything that is done around 
here. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. They have been doing so well what 
they have done and what has been intrusted to them to do that 
I think we do well in going to them. 

Mr. CARLIN. The gentleman is perfectly satisfied, appar 
ently, because he has got what he wanted. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I got one small additional room 

Mr. CARLIN. But the gentleman concedes that he did get 


I simply wanted to ascertain the authority 
by which we are doing this. It may be that I may want to 
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change my room hereafter, and in that case I shall want to 
know how to go about it and who to go to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can assure the gentleman that there 
is no jurisdiction given to any committee of this House to at- 
tend to this matter, and the only place that the gentleman can 
go to is this House; and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, rep- 
resenting a number of his colleagues, has brought the matter to 
the floor of the House, the only place to which it can go. 

Mr. CARLIN. I do not object. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER] yield to the gentleman from Iilinois? 

Mr. PALMER. I yield. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make an additional 
statement in reference to this matter, partly in justice to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania and to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama. At the beginning of the Sixtieth Congress, four years 
ago, when Congress met—of course, later in the year—the House 
Office Building was approaching completion, and there was no 
method then devised for assigning rooms. I offered a resolu- 
tion for the appointment of a special committee, and I was 
afterwards made chairman of that special committee, consisting 
of six members. We made the recommendations to the House 
for the assignment of committee rooms both in the House Office 

suilding and in the Capitol. As chairman of that committee I 
continued in operation until the end of the Sixtieth Congress. 
There was no committee appointed in the last Congress. But 
gentlemen of the House, chairmen of committees, and others 
who desired changes of committee rooms, came to me, there 
seeming to be no special provision in the rules for the reference 
of such a matter to a committee, and the result was that during 
the last Congress, on several occasions, I asked unanimous con- 
sent for the consideration of resolutions reassigning or making 
assignments of rooms. Gentlemen on that side of the House 
became so in the habit of coming to me about assignments of 
rooms that when the majority was transferred, and the re- 
sponsibility and control with it, a number of the prospective 
chairmen of committees, both at the end of the last session of 
Congress and since that time, have appealed to me in reference 
to the assignment of rooms. It did not seem to me that it was 
the duty of any Member on this side of the House to arrogate 
to himself the duty of offering a resolution on the subject. 

Therefore I asked the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unper- 
woop], the floor leader on that side of the House, if he would 
not take up the matter of the assignment of rooms, so that 
gentlemen who came to me might be referred by me to him, and 
other gentlemen might go to him. I understand that he re- 
ferred the matter to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER], who now has the floor, and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania did me the courtesy to come to me and discuss the 
matter with me. 

When we made the original assignment of rooms to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining, the chairman, then being Mr. 
Huff, of Pennsylvania, was exceedingly anxious to remain in the 
Capitol Building in the room he then occupied. I objected to 
it for a long time, because the room was not sufficient, but 
finally we let him have his way. The sarhe was true of one or 
two other committees, which ought to be transferred to the 
House Office Building. That was true of the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization, which had one little room, a 
very desirable room, except that it was very small, having a 
west front, in the old library part of the Capitol. 

So far as I am concerned, I shall make no objection to the 
assignment of the room now proposed, after the statement of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] that the Super- 
intendent of the Capitel, Mr. Woods, or his force, state that the 
caucus room can be made amply sufficient for committee meet- 
ings, and put in such shape that people can be heard in it with- 
out difficulty. 

Mr. PALMER. I will say to the gentleman that that state- 
ment was made by Mr. Woolley. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Woolley, of course, is the representative of 
Mr. Woods in charge of the House Office Building. I have con- 
siderable doubt about it, although it may be that by putting 
up a large number of hangings in the room they can reduce the 
reverberations so that a small number of people can be heard. 
Even in the general committee room over there now, when only 
a few Members are present, it is very difficult to be heard, on 
account of the echo, although we have hangings up. 

I suggest to the gentleman, who offers his resolution as a 
privileged one, that I hope there will be no objection to its 
passage by unanimous consent. I do not think it is a privi- 
leged resolution, and I do not think it wise to endeavor to estab- 
lish the precedent that it is a privileged resolution, so that any 
Member at any time can take the floor to offer a privileged 
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resolution, using it possibly for obstructive purposes, if 1: 
the purpose of obtaining a change of room. I hope th 
there be no objection to the resolution, the gentleman wi 
unanimous consent for its consideration. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I will say in reply to the 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois that there is no diff 
about making the precedent, because the precedent has a 
been made. Mr. Garfield, of Ohio, presented a similar 1 
tion many years ago, and the Speaker held it to be privile 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. PALMER. But in view of what the gentleman 
Illinois has just stated I am perfectly willing to prefer t! 
quest in that way, and I therefore ask unanimous cons 
the present consideration of the resolution which has 
reported. 

Mr. MANN. In view of the statement of the gentle: I 
hope he will yield to me to make this statement——- 

Mr. PALMER. Why, certainly. 

Mr. MANN. When I was looking after this matter |] 
over the subject as carefully as I could with the then | 
mentarian of the House and with others, and while I « 
remember the opinion of Mr. Hinps, now the disting: ed 
Member from Maine, my own impression was that it was 
privileged resolution, notwithstanding the precedent that 
gentleman refers to, which I hope will not be followed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
PALMER] asks unanimous consent for the present conside: 
of the resolution which has been under discussion. Is | 
objection ? 

There was no objection. 

The question being taken, the resolution was agreed to 
On motion of Mr. PALMER, a motion to reconsider tle 
whereby the resolution was agreed to was laid on the tab! 

ASSIGNMENT OF ROOM FOR COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resi 
and ask unanimous consent for its immediate considerati: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the room in the Capitol now temporarily occup 
the Journal clerk be, and the same hereby is, assigned to th: 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and that the Journal clerk be, and he | 
is, assigned to the room in the Capitol prepared for him by the s 
intendent of the Capitol. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, I want to say that there is no room temporarily occupied 
by the Journal clerk; it is permanently occupied by him. The 
file room has been moved to the one adjoining the Jo 
clerk’s room. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman from New York wil! 
ask for the consideration of this resolution at the present | 
but will call it up later after we have had time to look int: 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman f: 
Illinois and the gentleman from New York that the room 
occupied by the Journal clerk adjoins and belongs to the ( 
mittee on Foreign Affairs—— 

Mr. MANN. It never has, never was, and never did. 

Mr. SULZER. And the Journal clerk, I am informed, is only 
occupying it temporarily. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from New York is mistaken. I 
made the assignment. 

Mr. SULZER. The Superintendent of the Capitol will assiz 
the Journal clerk a suitable room. 

Mr. MANN. But we are all interested in the room for 
Journal clerk. Every Representative has to go there. It is 
now in connection with the file room, and the two rooms 01) 
to be together. It is a matter of convenience. I hope thle : 
tleman will postpone the consideration of his resolution 
we can ascertain about it. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, in view of what has been said 
I will withdraw the resolution until gentlemen can info! 
themselves about it. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message, in writing, from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr, Latta, one of his secretaries, 


HOMESTEAD GRANTS IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

The Speaker laid before the House the following messi: 
from the President of the United States (H. Doc. No. 8), whic 
was read, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

As required by section 13 of the act of Congress approved 
July 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide for tle 
administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philip- 
pine Islands, and for other purposes,” I submit herewith an act 
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of the Philippine Legislature amending the public-land laws of 
the Philippine Islands by specifying the officials before whom 
the final evidence to perfect homestead grants may be taken. | 
The law as it stands requires applicants for homesteads to fur- | 
nish certain affidavits, but does not indicate the officials before | 
whom they may be executed. 

The amendment seems essential to a proper understanding by | 
homesteaders as to what is required of them. have therefore | 
approved the act, in accordance with the provisions of section 
13 of the act of Congress above mentioned. 


Wa. H. Tart. 
Tne Warte Hovss, April 10, 1911. 
COMMISSION ON HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING. 
‘~he SPEAKER announced the following appointment: 
Josern G. CANNON as a member of the commission in control 
of the House Office Building, authorized by the sundry civil 


appropriation act approved March 4, 1907, to succeed Walter I. 
Smith, resigned. 


RAVIFICATION OF THE INCOME-TAX AMENDMENT. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi- 
eation from the secretary of state of Kansas announcing the 
ratification of the income-tax amendment: 


Peate oF KANSAS, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF SraTe, 


Topeka, April 6, 1911. 
CHAMP CLARK, 
Speaker House 


Hon 
of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

Drar Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith certified copy of 
senate concurrent resolution No. 2, in accordance with the terms of said 
resolution. 

Very respectfully, Cuas. H. SESSIONS, 
Secretary of State. 
STATE OF KANSAS, DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
To all to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 


I, Charles H. Sessions, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do 
hereby certify that the following and hereto attached is a true copy 
of senate concurrent resolution No. 2, relating to a certain proposed 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, passed by the 
Legislature of the State of Kansas and approved by the governor 
March 6, 1911, the original of which is now on file and a matter of 
record in this office. 

In testimony whereof I hereto set my hand and cause to be affixed 
my official seal. 

Done at the city of Topeka this 4th day of April, A. D. 1911. 

[SEAL.] CuHas. H. Sessions, Secretary of State. 


Senate concurrent resolution 2—Relating to a certain proposed amend- | 


ment to the Constitution of the United States. 


Be it resolved by the Senate of the State of Kansas (the House of 
Representatives concurring therein) : 


Whereas the Congress of the United States has submitted the follow- | 
ing proposed amendment to the Constitution of the United States to 
= legislatures of the several States of the Union for their ratifica- | 
10n, Viz: i 

“Article XVI. The Congress shall have power to lay and collect | 
taxes on incomes, from whatever source derived, without apportion- 


ment among the several States and without regard to any census or 
enumeration : ” 


Therefore be it 
Resolved by the Senate of the State of Kansas (the House of Repre- | 
sentatives cont): That the foregoing proposed amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States be, and the same is hereby, ratified: 
Be it further 
Resolved, That a se. of this resolution, duly certified by the presid- 
ing officers of the two houses of the legislature, the chief clerk of the | 
ouse and secretary of the senate, by the governor of the State of Kan- | 
sas, certified under the great seal of the State of Kansas, be transmit- 
ted to the President of the United States, and to the President of the | 
Senate and Speaker of the House of Representatives of the Congress | 
of the United States. 
I hereby certify that the above concurrent resolution originated in 
the senate, and passed that body January 19, 1911. 
House amendment concurred in March 2, 1911. 
Ricwarp J. HOPKINS, 
President of the Senate. 
Wattrr A. JOHNSON, 
Secretary of the Senate. 





Passed the house February 18, 1911. 

G@. H. Buckman, 
Speaker of the House. 

EARL AKERS, 

Chief Clerk of the House. 


Approved, March 6, 1911. 
W. R. Stcrss, Governor. 
Strate or Kansas, Executive DerarTMeENT, 
Office of the Governor. 
To ol to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 
, W. R. Stubbs, governor of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify 


that the above and foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of senate 
of erent resolution No. 2, duly certified by the president of the senate 
tt the State of Kansas and the secretary of the senate and speaker of 
bs house and clerk of the house of the State of Kansas, approved by 
the Sovernor of the State of Kansas and certified under the hand and 
“A of the secretary of state of the State of Kansas: 

nat do further certify that Charles H. Sessions is the duly elected, 
= —, and acting secretary of state of the State of Kansas and hav- 
i § e the original bills and resolutions adopted by the Legis- 
ature of said State. 


ona yyitness whereof I, W. R. Stubbs, governor of the State of Kan- 
of leeeee caused my hand, as governor, and the great seal of the State 
(stany to be hereto attached this 5th day of 4 ril, 1911. 


TUBBS, Governor. 
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LEQVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent 
granted: 

To Mr. Morse of Wisconsin, indefinitely, on account of sick 
ness in his family. 

To Mr. Bates, indefinitely, on account of illness 

To Mr. Evans, for one week, on account of death family 

To Mr. Bureess, for two months, on account of illness 

To Mr. Hucues of New Jersey, indefinitely, on 


the following leaves of absence were 


it 


of 


ount 


| death in family. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. Davis of Minnesota, by unanimous consent, was given 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without LV 
papers in the case of Albert Freitag, xty-first Con 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. Whuitr, by unanimous consent, was given leay fo 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leavin: 
papers in the case of John W. Mercer, Sixty-first Congress, 
adverse report having been made thereon. 


~ 
. 


no 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I to say the 
Ilouse that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] this morn- 
ing presented me with a list of the minority members of the 
committees. That list, with that of the majority members, has 
gone to the Printing Office to be printed. It will not be availa- 
ble for action to-day, but I will move the election of the 
mittees to-morrow morning soon the House 
now move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 1 o'clock and 5 
minutes) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow, April 11, 
1911, at 12 o’clock noon. 


desire 


to 


corD- 


ets. I 


as as mit 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows 

1. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the schooner Apollo, Richard 
Richards, master (H. Doc. No. 6); to the 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 


Committee on 


| transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 


French spoliation cases relating to the brig Sally, James Wal- 
lace, master (S. Doc. No. 4); to the Committee on Claims and 


| ordered to be printed. 


3. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 


French spoliation cases relating to the schooner Yeatman, Roger 


| Crane, master (S. Doc. No. 5); to the Committee on Claims and 


ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of Ellen Comstock, executrix of estate of Cyrus B. Comstock +. 


| The United States (H. Doc. No. 7); to the Committee on War 


Claims and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memerials 
were introduced and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. MAYS: A bill (H. R. 2546) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site for a public building in the city of De Funiak, 
in the State of Florida; to the Committee on Public Building 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2847) fish 


to establish a hatchery and 


biological station in the third congressional district of Florida; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 

By Mr..BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 2848) to repeal paragraph 
355, section 1, of the tariff act of 1909, and to provide for the 


importation of cotton bagging and all fibers used in the manu- 
facture of cotton bagging free of duty, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 2849) for the purchase 
site and the erection of a public building in the city of Wood 
ward, Okla. ; to the Commitice on Publie Buildings and Grou 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2850) to provide for the purchase of a sit 
and the erection of a public building at Anadarko, Okla.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2851) to provide for the purchase of a 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Alva, Okla. 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Bile 


; to 
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Aiso, a bill (TI. R. 2852) allowing hemestead entrymen credit 
for residence in certain cases; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2853) extending the time for payment of 
balance due on purchase price of a certain tract of land; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (H. R. 2854) authorizing the 
sale of certain lands in the Colville Indian Reservation to the 
town of Okanogan, State of Washington, for public-park pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 2855) providing for the 
construction of a public well at Buxton, N. Mex.; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2856) providing for a site for a public 
building at Alamogordo, N. Mex.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2857) to amend section 1 of the act of 
August 4, 1892, by permitting the entry of land chiefly valuable 
for commercial sand and gravel under the placer-claims law; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2858) providing for the construction of a 
test well at Newkirk, N. Mex.; to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2859) providing for the construction of a 
public well at Ingleville, N. Mex., in the Gramma Valley; to 
the Committee on Appropriations, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2860) providing for the construction of a 
publie well at Byried, N. Mex.; to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2861) authorizing the Territory of New 
Mexico to sell and transfer certain school lands to the village 
of Deming, N. Mex.; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2862) authorizing the Territory of New 
Mexico to sell and transfer certain school lands to the town of 
Melrose, Curry County, N. Mex.; to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
public well at Hyer, 
ations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
public well at Venus, 
tions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2865) for the development of water for 
irrigation purposes in Chaves County, N. Mex.; to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a biil (H. R. 2866) to create an additional land district 
in the Territory of New Mexico, to be known as the Socorro 
land district; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2867) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a Federal building at Las Cruces, N. Mex.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2868) to establish a fish-cultural station in 
New Mexico; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2869) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of an electrical power plant for irrigation purposes in 
Deming, N. Mex., or vicinity; to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2870) providing for acquiring a site for 
a public building at Las Vegas, N. Mex.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2871) providing for the construction of 
two public test wells in Union County, N. Mex.; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2872) donating 100,000 acres of land to 
Cumberland College, Cumberland, N. Mex.; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2873) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of an electrical power plant for irrigation purposes in 
Portales, N. Mex., or vicinity; to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2874) authorizing the county of Taos, 
Territory of New Mexico, to issue bonds for the erection of a 
courthouse; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2875) to provide for the exchange of na- 
tional forest timber in New Mexico for private lands lying 
within the exterior limits of the Zuni National Forest; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2876) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a Federal building at Santa Fe, N. Mex.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2877) for the relief of the county of Tor- 
rance, in the Territory of New Mexico; to the Committee on 
the Territories. 


2863) providing for the construction of a 
N. Mex.; to the Committee on Appropri- 


2864) providing for the construction of a 
N. Mex.; to the Committee on Appropria- 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2878) for the relief of the Urton 
reclamation project in New Mexico, and for other purpos 
the Committee on the Territories, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2879) to eradicate the grama-grass 
pillar in the several States and Territories of the Southw: 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2880) providing for the constructi«, 
bridge at Walmsleys Crossing, Taos County, N. Mex.; | 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2881) giving pensionable status to | 
States Volunteers who had rendered prior service to the (. 
erate States Army, and for other purposes; to the Com 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2882) providing for the construction of 
bridges across the Red River in Taos County, N. Mex., iw 
other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and I\ 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2883) for the purchase of a site : 
erection of a Federal building at Las Vegas, N. Mex.: | 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 2884) to corr 
military record of the officers and enlisted men of the Enric iid 
Missouri Militia and all other militia organizations of th. s) 
of Missouri that cooperated with the military forces of 
United States in suppressing the War of the Rebellion; 1 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2885) authorizing the Secretary of \\ 
furnish two condemned bronze or brass cannon or field 
and cannon balls to the city of Gallatin, in the State ot 
souri; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2886) granting pensions to the tea: 
who served the Government of the United States in tlh: r 
with Mexico, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2887) making appropriations for tly 
provement of the Missouri River from its mouth to Kk: 
City, Mo.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2888) to provide for the purchase of : 
and the erection of a building thereon at the city of Liber! 
the State of Missouri; to the Committee on Public Build 
and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2889) to provide for the purchase of : 
and the erection of a building thereon at the city of Can. 
in the State of Missouri; to the Committee Public Bu 8 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 2890) to extend tl 
visions of the pension acts of June 27, 1890, and of Fel 
6, 1907, to the Enrolled Missouri Militia and other 
organizations of the State of Missouri that cooperated wit! 
military or naval forces of the United States in suppressing 
the War of the Rebellion; to the Committee on Invalid Peis 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2891) concerning permits to sell i 
cating liquors; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2892) concerning jurisdiction in jud 
proceedings; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2893) to amend section 8 of an act entitled 
“An act to regulate the sale of intoxicating liquors in the |) 
trict of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1893, as amended by : 
sequent acts; to the Committee on the District of Columbi: 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 2894) to provid r 
the erection of a public building at the town of Rumford, \iv.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 2895) granting restor:t f 
pensions to certain remarried widows; to the Committ 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 2896) to provide for a tax | 
white phosphorus matches, and for other purposes; to the | 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 2897) to reimburse tle * 
of California for arms, ordnance and ordnance stores, qua 
master’s supplies, medical property, signal property, and « 
stores, supplies, and property belonging to said State and 
nished by the United States, and lost or destroyed in the 
of San Francisco, State of California, in the earthquak: 
April 18, 1906, and the fire subsequent thereto; to the | 
mittee on Appropriations. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2898) to restore the status of the | 
Battalion Mountaineers, California Volunteers, who served ( 
ing the late Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2899) appropriating money for the 
provement of harbor at the entrance to Humboldt Bay, Cal.: 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 2900) to authorize the 
ceptance by the United States of the gift of the Nathan Su 
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Pasteurized Milk Laboratory; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2901) to encourage and promote the sink- 
ing of wells and building of reservoirs and dams on desert lands 
in the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico; to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 2902) forbidding judges to 
charge juries with regard to matters of fact, but requiring 
judges to declare the law, and in jury trials to reduce their 
charge or instructions to writing on the request of either party ; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2903) pro- 
viding for the erection of a public building at Lock Haven, Clin- 
ton County, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2904) to amend the laws relative to Ameri- 
can seamen, to prevent undermanning and unskilled manning 
of American vessels, and to encourage the training of boys in 
the American merchant marine; to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 2905) to pro- 
vide campaign badges for officers, enlisted men, sailors, or ma- 
rines who served honorably in the Spanish, Philippine, or China 
campaigns and who were not in the United States service on 
January 11, 1905; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

jy Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 2906) to provide campaign 
badges for officers and enlisted men of the Army who served 
honorably in the Spanish, Philippine, or China campaigns; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2907) to 
cooperate with the States in encouraging instruction in agri- 
culture, the trades and industries, and home economics in sec- 
ondary schools; in preparing teachers for those vocational 
subjects in state normal schools; and to appropriate money 
therefor and to regulate its expenditure; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 2908) directing the Secretary 
of War to cause a survey and examination to be made of Eel 
tiver from its mouth to the mouth of Van Duzen River, with a 
view to the improvement of said river for navigation; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 2909) to pro- | 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public build- 
ing at Beaver Dam, Wis.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 2910) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at Beloit, in the State of 
Kansas; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MAYS: A bill (H. R. 2911) to provide for the con- 
struction of a telephone and cable line between the quarantine 
station, Santa Rosa Island, Fla., and Forts Pickens and Bar- 
rancas, Fla., and for exchange service from Pensacola, Fla., to 
said Fort Barrancas; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 2912) to divest whisky of its 
interstate-commerce character in certain cases; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 2913) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Mystic, in the State of Connecticut; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 2914) to establish a life-saving station at 
New London, Conn., on the coast of Long Island or Fishers 
Island Sound, to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2915) to establish a fish hatchery in the 
county of Windham or New London, Conn.; to the Committee | 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2916) to provide for the construction of a | 
revenue cutter of the first class for service at the port of New 
Loudon, Conn., and adjacent waters; to the Committee on In- | 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

_By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 2917) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act providing for second homestead and desert-land | 
entries,” approved February 3, 1911 (Public, No. 340); to the | 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 2918) to improve the Mis- 
souril River near St. Joseph, Mo.; to the Committee on Rivers | 
and Harbors. 

- By Mr. UTTER: A bill (H. R. 2919) to amend an act entitled 

An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the | 
judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 2920) granting relief 
to persons who served in the Military Telegraph Corps of the 
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Army during the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2921) to amend the act of Congress ap- 
proved July 16, 1894, providing that publications of societies be 
rated as second class; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2922) to pension the widows and minor 
children of deceased soldiers and sailors of the Spanish-Ameri- 
can War and the Philippine insurrection; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2923) to pay all Federal soldiers honor- 
ably discharged $2 a day while confined in Confederate military 
prisons 30 days or more; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2924) to amend section 178 of an act en- 
titled “An act to revise, consolidate, and amend the statutes 
relating to the Post Office Department,” approved June 8, iS72; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 2925) to extend the privi- 
leges of the act approved June 10, 18S0, to the port of Browns- 
ville, Tex.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (H. R. 2926) to extend the pro- 
visions of the pension acts of June 27, 1890, and of February 
6, 1907, to all State militia and other organizations that were 
organized for the defense of the Union and cooperated with the 
militia or naval forces of the United States in suppressing the 
War of the Rebellion; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 2927) to make Cherry- 
vale, in the State of Kansas, a subport of entry, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2928) to establish in the Department of 
Agriculture a bureau to be known as the bureau of public high- 
ways, and to provide for national aid in the improvement of 
the public roads; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2929) to amend the act of June 27, 
the act of April 19, 1908, and other acts; to the Committee on 


1890, 


| Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2980) suspending the patent and copyright 
laws of the United States when a patent or copyright or any 
article or product protected by patent or copyright is owned, 
used, or leased by any trust or me nopoly in violation of any 
law in restraint of trade; to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2931) for the relief of re cisters and re- 
ceivers of the United States land offices in the State of Kansas; 


| to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R, 2932) granting pensions to ex-prisoners of 
war: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. BOWMAN: A bill (H. R. 2933) to provide for the 


| purchase of a site and erection of a public building at Pittston, 
| Pa.: to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2934) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and erection of a public building at Nanticoke, Pa.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Ruildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2985) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and erection of a public building at Plymouth, Pa.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (H. R. 2936) to correct the mili- 
tary record of the officers and enlisted men of the Enrolled 
Missouri Militia and all other militia organizations of the State 
of Missouri that cooperated with the military forces of the 
United States in suppressing the War of the Rebellion; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 2937) to amend section 100 
of an act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws 
relating to the judiciary,” approved March 8, 1011, and con 
monly known as “ The Judicial Code,” so as to provide for s 
tings of the United States court at the city of Portsmouth, in 
the southern judicial district of Ohio; to the Con 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2988) for 
preparation of a plan for the erection of a foundati 
pedestal on ground belonging to the United States Gever! 


imittee on t 


in the city of Washington, upon which to place a statue, to be 
furnished by the State of Pennsylvania, of Maj. Gen. George 


Gordon Meade; to the Committee on the Library 
By Mr. MAYS: A bill (H. R. 2939) to provide for the t 


of Blackwater River and East and Pensacola Lays in the St 
of Florida; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2940) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Apalachicola, Fla.; to the Cor 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 2941) granting 


pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, in the 


Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid DPensio 








( 


146 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2942) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Canyon 
City, in the State of Colorado; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2943) providing for the resurvey of the 
lands in Kiowa County, Colo.; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2944) for the relief of the White River 
Utes, the Southern Utes, the Uncompahgre Utes, the Tabe- 
guache, Muache, Capote, Weeminuche, Yampa, Grand River, 
and Uinta Bands of Ute Indians, known also as the Confeder- 
ated Bands of Ute Indians, of Colorado; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2945) to construct 2 road in the State of | 


Colorado, between the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway 
station in the town of Las Animas and the 
Naval Hospital, and to make an appropriation therefor; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 2946) to amend section 3 of the act ap- 
proved June 27, 1890, as amended by the act of May 9, 1900; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2947) to promote the reclamation of arid 
lands; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2948) to promote the safety of employees 
and travelers on railroads by requirimg common carriers en- 
gaged in interstate commerce by railroad to establish and main- 
tain a safe and sufficient clearance between structures located 
on their roadways and cars passing over their lines, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (H. R. 2949) providing for the erection 
of a public building at Valley City, N. Dak.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2950) providing for the erection of a 


public building at Dickinson, N. Dak.; to the Committee on | 


Publie Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2951) providing for the erection of a | 


public building at Jamestown, N. Dak.; to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2952) granting certain public lands to the 


State of North Dakota for edueational purposes; to the Com- | 


mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2953) to extend the time of payments on 
entries within the former Devils Lake Indian Reservation, in 
North Dakota; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 2954) to authorize the 
construction, maintenance, and operation of a bridge across and | 


over the Arkansas River, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2955) supplementary to and amendatory | 


of the act entitled “An act for the division of the lands and 
funds of the Osage Nation of Indians in Oklahoma,” approved 


June 28, 1906, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 


Indian Affairs. 


By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 2956) to amend the postal | 


laws by preventing competition by express companies or other 
common carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 


By Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 2957) to extend | 


the provisions of the pension act of June 


the rebellion; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2958) to amend an act entitled “An act 
providing for publicity of contributions made for the purpose of 


influencing elections at which Representatives in Congress are | 
elected’; to the Committee on Election of President, Vice | 


President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 2959) to prohibit the receipt, 
delivery, or transmission of interstate or foreign messages, or 
other information to be used in connection with, and to prohibit 
interstate and foreign transactions of every character and de- 
scription that in anywise depend upon margins as a part 
thereof, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 2960) to prevent the use of the mails, the 
telegraph or telephone lines, and the railroads by any company, 
corporation, etc., for purposes of interstate or foreign com- 
merce where the aggregate value represented by their stocks, 
bonds, etc., exceeds the aggregate physical value of the property 
and the reasonable value of the business, privilege, or franchise 
that they are issued to represent the value of, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Forefgn Com- 
merce, 


United States | 


27, 1890, to the En- | 
rolled Missouri Militia and other militia organizations of the | 
State of Missouri that cooperated with the military or naval | 
forces of the United States in the war for the suppression of | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2961) to provide for the erection of a pu! 
lic building at Marianna, Ark.; to the Committee on Pnblic 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2962) to provide for the erection of a pub 
lic building at Blytheville, Ark.; to the Committee on Public 
suildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2963) to refund the cotton tax; to : 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2964) to provide for the construction and 
maintenance of levees along the Mississippi River, from © 
Girardeau, Mo., to the Head of the Passes, by the Governn 
of the United States of America; to the Committee on Riy, 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2965) appropriating the receipts from t 
sale and disposal of public lands in certain States to the 
struction of works for the drainage or reclamation of swam) 
| and overflowed lands belonging to the United States, and for 
| other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2966) to prohibit the collection of a r 

| enue tax, or the granting of other authority permitting or ay 
thorizing the sale or giving away of foreign or domesti 
tilled spirits, intoxicating liquors, wines, or any compou 

| thereof in any district or territory of any of the several Ss! 

| or Territories of the United States of America where the 

|or giving away ef such foreign or domestic distilled spiri 
intoxicating liquors, wines, or any compound thereof are | 
hibited by the laws of said States or Territories, and for ot 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2967) providing for the use of $3,000,000 
of the money that would otherwise become a part of the re 
mation fund for the drainage of certain lands in Arkansas a 

| Missouri, and for other purposes; to the Committee on i) 

| Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2968) to prohibit the receipt, delivery, or 
| transmission of interstate or foreign messages, or other informa- 
| tion to be used in connection with er furtherance of any project 
or transaction concerning the interstate or foreign buying « 

selling or otherwise dealing in futures in agricultural products 
| or commodities, and to prohibit the interstate or foreign bu; 

or selling or otherwise dealing in futures in said products anid 
commodities; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2969) for the improvement of the naviga- 
| tion of the St. Francis River in Arkansas; to the Committee 
| Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2970) to amend an act entitled “An a 

granting an increase of pensions to soldiers of the Mexican \ 
in certain cases,” approved January 5, 1893; to the Commit: 
| on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2971) to confer jurisdiction upon the Court 
| of Claims to hear and determine the claims of churches, lodges, 
| and educational or eleemosynary institutions arising from the 
late Civil War; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 2972) to require persons cai 
rying on occupations and trades subject to the regulative power 
| of Congress to pay compensation to employees injured, and to 
| change the general law for personal injuries received on mui! 
| routes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
By Mr. O’'SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 2973) to amend an 
|} act entitled “‘An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws re 
lating to the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Co 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WARBURTON: A bill (H. R. 2974) providing for 
| the reappraisement and sale of certain lands in the town site 
| of Port Angeles, Wash., and for other purposes; to the Co 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 2975) authorizing the 
detail of officers for inspection, instruction, and observation « 
| military and uniform-rank organizations of fraternal societies 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2976) establishing maximum salary of 
rural free-delivery letter carriers; to the Committee on f! 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 2977) to extend fl 
| provisions of the pension acts of June 27, 1890, and of Februam 
6, 1907, fo the Enrolled Missouri Militia and other mili! 
organizations of the State of Missouri that esoperated wiih |! 
military or naval forces of the United States in suppressing ¢! 
War of the Rebellion; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 2978) to amend an ac! 
entitled “An act to provide for an enlarged homestead,” °| 
proved February 19, 1909; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2979) providing for the requirements of 
final proof and issuance of patents upon lands heretofore sold 
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in conformity with the acts of Congress of March 3, 1885, and 
July 1, 1902; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2980) to provide for the conveyance of the 
forest reserves in the several States to the States wherein they 
are situated, in trust, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2981) to set apart certain lands in the 
State of Oregon as a public park, to be known as the Saddle 
Mountain National Park; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2982) to establish land courts of the 
United States and an appellate land court of the United States; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 2983) for the apportion- 
ment of Representatives in Congress among the several States 
under the Thirteenth Census; to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 2984) relating to the 
taxation of interest-bearing deposits of national banking asso- 
ciations; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2985) amending the fee table of United 
States commissioners; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 2986) for the establishment of a parcels 
post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. UTTER: A bill (H. R. 2987) referring the elaim of 
the State of Rhode Island to the Court of Claims for adjudica- 
tion; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 2988) to establish a fish- 
cultural station in the State of Tennessee; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2989) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Franklin, in the 
State of Tennessee; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2990) establishing the Franklin National 
Military Park; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2991) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 


have erected at Hohenwald, Tenn., a monument in honor of 
Meriwether Lewis; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 2992) to erect a monument to the 
memory of Gen. Peter Gabriel Muhlenburg at Woodstock, Va.; 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 2993) for certain improve- 
ments at Fort Screven, Tybee Island, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2994) providing for a survey of Savannah 
River and Harbor, with a view of securing a depth of 35 feet; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2995) for survey of Abercorn and Mill 
Creek, in Georgia; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 2996) to amend section 4488, 
Revised Statutes, for the greater safety and protection of pas- 


Sengers on steam vessels of the United States; to the Com- | 


mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2997) to fix the price of gas in the District 
of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 2998) regulating the compensation of sta- 
tionary firemen employed in Federal Government buildings in 
the United States; to the Committee on Expenditures on Public 
Buildings. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2999) to regulate the hours of labor on 
contracts with the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 3000) granting an increase of compensa- 
tion to bookbinders, printers, pressmen, clerks, and laborers in 
the Government Printing Office; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3001) providing for the appointment of 
inspectors to take the state of the meters for the gas consumers 
of the District of Columbia ; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3002) to provide for the testing of electric 
meters in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Aiso, a bill (H. R. 3003) to amend the present method of col- | 


lecting garbage, ashes, and other refuse in the District of Co- 
lumbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3004) to promote the production of domestic 
industrial aleohol, increase the productive value of the land, and 
maintain its fertile qualities through the establishment of small 
and seattered distilleries ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3005) to increase the pensions of the blind 
who served in the War with Mexico, the Civil War, and the 
War with Spain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3006) to authorize and direct the Post- 
master General to procure postal cars and contract for haul- 
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ing them, and appropriating money therefor; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3007) appropriating $5,000 for the improve- 
ment of that portion of National Avenue, village of West Mil- 
waukee, Milwaukee County, Wis., abutting the grounds of the 
Northwestern Branch, National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3008) for the erection of a public building 
at Milwaukee, Wis.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3009) to prevent discrimination by the 
mailing or otherwise forwarding, except by telegraph or tele- 
Phone, of telegrams or messages by telegraph companies when 
same are accepted for telegraphic transmission by wire; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3010) to fix the requirements governing 
the receipt, transmission, delivery, and preservation of mes- 
sages of interstate telegraph and telephone companies; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 3011) to construct two 
bridges over the Rio Grande, one at Isleta and one at San 
Felipe, for the benefit of the Pueblo Indians in New Mexico; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3012) in reference to the issuance of 
patents and copies of surveys of private land claims; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3013) authorizing the Territory of New 
Mexico to sell and transfer certain school lands to the town of 
Gallup, McKinley County, N. Mex.; to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3014) authorizing a bond issue of the city 
of Gallup, N. Mex., for reservoir purposes; to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3015) authorizing the Territory of New 
Mexico to sell and transfer certain school lands to the city of 





| Roswell, N. Mex.; to the Committee on the Territories, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3016) authorizing the Territory of New 
Mexico to sell and transfer certain school lands to the town of 
Melrose, Curry County, N. Mex.; to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3017) authorizing the Territory of New 
Mexico to sell and transfer certain school lands to the town of 
Artesia, N. Mex.; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3018) providing for the construction of a 
reservoir for irrigation and domestic use at Cerro, N. Mex.; to 
the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3019) providing for a site for a public 
building at Raton, N. Mex.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3020) reserving from entry, location, or 
sale lots 1 and 2 in section 33, township 13 south, range 4 west, 
New Mexico prime meridian, in Sierra County, N. Mex., and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Publie Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3021) to create an additional land district 


| in the Territory of New Mexico, to be known as the Clovis land 


district; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3022) to validate a certain act of the Leg- 
islative Assembly of New Mexico with reference to issuance 
of certain bonds; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3023) authorizing the Territory of New 


| Mexico to sell and transfer certain school lands to the city of 





Tucumeari, N. Mex.; to the Committee on the Territories. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3024) creating the National Battle Ground 
at Glorietta, Santa Fe County, N. Mex.; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 
By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 3025) providing for the erec- 


| tion of a suitable monument to Gen. Edward Richard Spricg 


Canby at Alturas, Cal.; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Resolution (H. Res. 35) relating 
to organization of the House; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SABATH: Resolution (H. Res. 36) requesting certain 
information from the Attorney Genera! of the United Stat 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

By Mr. CARY: Resolution (H. Res. 37) directing investiga- 
tion of health department of the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 42) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution providing that 
Senators shall be elected by the people of the several States; to 
the Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. RAKER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 43) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States of 


America providing for the election of Senators of the Unites 
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States by direct vote of the people; to the Committee on Elee- 
tion of President, Vice President, and Representatives in Con- 
gress, 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 44) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 45) proposing an amendment 
to Article XI of the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 46) providing 
for the termination of the treaty between the United States of 
America and Russia, concluded at St. Petersburg, December 15S, 
1852; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 3035) granting an increase of pension { 
John Q. Hickman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3086) granting an increase of pensi: 
Thomas Brewer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3037) granting an increase of pensi: 
Henry F. Peery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3088) granting an increase of pensio 
William Mapel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3089) granting an increase of pensi: 


Allen Robertson: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3040) granting an increase of pensi 
Samuel L. D. Hudson; to the Committee on Invaliu tensio: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3041) granting an increase of pensi: 


By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 47) | Amanzel L. Spore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


authorizing the Seeretary of War to award the congressional | 
medal of honor to Henry M. Neil; to the Committee on Military | 
Affairs. | 

ty Mr. PROUTY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 48) request- 
ing the President to open negotiations with the Dominion of 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3042) granting an increase of pensio: 
Daniel W. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (1. R. 3043) granting an increase of pension 
James K. Scott: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3044) granting a pension to James A 


Canada for the purpose of securing a supplemental reciprocal | Sloan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
contract; to the Committee on Ways and Means. , Also, a bill (Hf. R. 3045) granting a pension to Evander Agee; 


By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 49) 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





creating a commission to investigate and report on the advisabil- 
ity of holding an exposition commemorative of the semicenten- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3046) granting a pension to Jeremiah R 
Whitsell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


nial of negro freedom; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and | Also, a bill (H. R. 3047) granting a pension to Ruben [ris 


Expositions. 


kill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ty Mr. RAKER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 50) to create | Also, a bill (H. R. 3048) granting a pension to ©. H. Roberts: 


and creating a joint committee to continue the consideration of 
the revision and codification of the laws of the United States; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
51) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver a condemned 
cannon to the National Encampment, Grand Army of the Re- 
public; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 52) to 
change and improve the present method of distributing vege- 
table seeds; to the Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. LAFFERTY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 53) direct- | 


ing the expenditure of the “reclamation fund” provided for by 
the act approved June 17, 1902, entitled “An act appropriating the 
receipts from the sale and disposal of public lands in certain 


States and Territories to the construction of irrigation works | 
for the reclamation of arid lands;” to the Committee on Irriga- | 


tion of Arid Lands. 
Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 54) authorizing and direct- 


ing the President to eliminate certain nentimbered lands from 


forest reserves, reclamation projects, and withdrawals for 
power sites, and to restore such lands to entry under the home- 
stead laws; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CARY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 55) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution for the election of Representa- 
tives for a four-year instead of a two-year term; to the Com- 
mittee on Election of President, Vice President, and Representa- 
tives in Congress. 

By Mr. LOBECK: Memorial of the Legislature of Nebraska, 
favoring an amendment to the Constitution for the prohibition 
of polygamy; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SWITZER: Memorial of the Legislature of Ohio, to 
define the law against polygamy as clearly as the law is defined 
against bigamy; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions | 


were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 3026) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Arthur D. Graham; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 3049) granting a pension to Mary A 
Hooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. Rt. 3050) granting a pension to John W. fF 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3051) granting a pension to James R, 
| Thornton ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3052) granting a pension to Thomas T 
Pratt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3053) granting a pension to Ambrose ‘| 
burt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bil! (H. R. 3054) granting a pension to Lucy R. \V 
ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3055) granting a pension to Wi 
Wilson: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3056) granting a pension to George Baxter 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3057) granting a pension to W. J. Prat 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3058) granting a pension to Rebecea S 
field ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3059) granting a pension to John F 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3060) granting a pension to Catharine J 
Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3061) granting a pension to John N. ®&: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bil! (H. R. 3062) granting a pension to Sabina P 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3068) granting a pension to Eliza! 
| Ballew; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 8064) granting a pension to Eliza! 
Morrison ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3065) granting a pension to Fliza! 
Morrison and her heirs; to the Committee on Invalid P 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3066) granting a pension to Mart 
Jackson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3067) granting a pension to Phillip Ge 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 8068) granting a pension to Richard F! 
| lin Hood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 3027) granting an increase of pension to| Also, a bill (H. R. 3069) for the relief of Jesse Lee; to | 
Joseph R. Peck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3028) granting an increase of pension to | 
James Hopper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3029) granting an increase of pension to | 


William D. Parks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3070) for the relief of James B. Norn 
| to t! o Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (1. R. 3071) for the relief of Christopher ! 
Smith; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3030) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 3072) for the relief of Allen Place; to | 


Thomas C. De Witt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3081) granting an increase of pension to | 


John H. Poynter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3032) granting an increase of pension to 


| Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3073) for the relief of Robert Griffin: | 
e Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3074) for the relief of William M. Critten; 


} 


Abraham B. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3033) granting an increase of pension to 
J. P. Sutton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3084) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry M. White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3075) for the relief of the heirs of Joh: 
G. W. Brooks; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3076) to correct the military record ©! 
John B. Hutchings; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3077) to correct the military record ot | 
Harrison R. Crecelius; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3078) to correct the military record of | 
Anderson Creason; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3079) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to examine and adjust the accounts of William R. 
Little, or his heirs, with the Sac and Fox Indians; to the Com- | 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 3080) granting a pension 
to Edgar T. Lassiter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 3081) for the relief of the 
widow and heirs of Juna D. Montoya; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3082) for the relief of Francisco Giron, 
heir of Nicolas Giron, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3083) for the relief of Emiliano Martinez; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3084) for the relief of Roman Moya, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Pablo Moya, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3085) for the relief of Theophilous L. 
Keen; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3086) for the relief of the heirs of Pablo 
Eugenio Romero; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3087) for the relief of Atancio Casans;: 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3088) for the relief of Santiago Boney; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3089) for the relief of Dolores P. 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3090) for the relief of Jose Salazar; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3091) for the relief of John F. Wilkinson; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3092) for the relief of Juan C. Jaramillo; | 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3093) for the relief of Theophilus L. Keen: 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3094) for the relief of Manuel Madril; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3095) for the relief of Fernando Baca; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3096) for the relief of Bicento Fresquez; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 3097) for the relief of W. J. Hendrix; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3098) for the relief of certain persons 
residing at Monticello, Sierra County, N. Mex.; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3099) for the relief of the Artesia school 
district, Artesia, N. Mex.; to the Committee on the Territories. | 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3100) for the relief of the city of Tucum- 
cari, N. Mex.; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3101) for the relief of Pablo Eugenio 
tomero; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3102) for the relief of Jesus Gallegos y | 
Vigil; to the Committee on Clans. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3103) for the relief of William Strover:; | 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3104) for the relief of A. H. Raynolds; to | 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3105) for the relief of Manuelita Swope; | 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3106) for the relief of Pablo Ciriaco | 
Baca; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3107) for the relief of the estate of Matias 
Baca, deceased, and his son, Juan Rey Baca; to the Committee | 
on Claims. 
_Also, a bill (HL R. 8108) for the relief of the estate of Fritz | 
Eggert, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 3109) for the relief of the estate of Jus- 
Unianoe Castillo; to the Committee on Claims. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 3110) for the relief of the estate of Fran- 
cisco Montoya; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3111) for the relief of the heirs of Diego 
Antonio Sanchez on account of losses sustained through depre- 
dation of Navajo Indians; to the Committee on Claims. 

I Also, a bill (H. R. 3112) for the relief of the heirs of John 
mon, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3113) for the relief of the heirs of Fran- 
sco Barela ; to the Committee on Claims. 

en a bill (H. R. 3114) for the relief of the heirs of Jesus 
Maria Candelaria, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 


| 


sennett ; 


ci 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3115) for the relief of the heir 


| Annie J. Jones: 


| William J. Worden; to the Committee 


{ tlow l 
Leland, late register of the United States land office a : 
well, N. Mex.:; to the Committee on Clain 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3116) for the re f of the heirs a | 
} repr entatives of the lat V1 im Bis p, de ised 
Committee on Claims 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3117) to correct the military recor 
| Ignacio Herrera; to the Co1 tee on Military Affairs 
Also, a bill (H. RK. 3118) ¢t mn ry re ‘ 
Jose de Jesus Romero: to the Commit Mi “yw A 
Also, a bill (H. R. 31 to Col the m \ ' 
Lieut. Robert C. Hoggi » the Cx { \l l 
Also, a bill (H. R 120) col ' | 
Jose Montoya ; to the Committee on Mi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3121) to corre { 
Juan Sanchez; to the Committee ¢ MM 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3122 to rre the n f 
Francisco Medina; to the (: ttee on Milit fi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3125) to corres ‘ v { 
Isidro Talamante;: to the Committee Militar iti I 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3124) to correct the mili \ 
John D. Hopper; to the Committee on Military Affai 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3125) to correct the military r« 


Ramon Tafoya; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5126) to correct the military re rd of 
Jos. D. Depue; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3127) to correct the military record of 
A. W. Sudduth; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3128) to remove the charge of desertion 
against the military record of Robert Burns; 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3129) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Christobal Martinez, alias Martin: 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 31380) referring to the Court of Claims the 
claim of the heirs and legal representatives of John P. Max 
well and Hugh H. Maxwell, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 3181) to place Austin J. Chapman on the 
retired list of the United States Army; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3132) confirming title to the Canoncito de 
Nuanez grant; to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3133) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Betts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5134) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. May, alias Joseph W. Swan; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3135) granting an increase of pension to 
Maria Garcia; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3156) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Mundell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3137) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 3138) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. A. J. Fountain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5139) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Smock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3140) granting an increase of pension to 
Hattie E. Crary; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3141) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Eckel: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3142) granting an increase of pensi 
Maria ©. Lopez; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 3143) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Johnston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3144) granting an increase 


to the Committee 


n to 


of pension to 
on Invalid Pensio 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3145) granting an increase 
J. M. Rice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3146) granting an increase of pen 


of pensior 


| Martha McGregor: to the Committee on Invalid Pension 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3147) 
Eveline H. Crichton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3148) granting an increas 
Antonio Jose Mares: to the Committee on Invalid lens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3149) granting an increase of pens 
D. M. Sutherland; to the Committee on Invalid Ver 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3150) granting an increa of 
James F. Bandy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3151) granting an increase of per 
Charles BE. Bonsall: to the Committee on Invalid Per 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3152) granting an increase of pe 
Placido Salazar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


granting an increa 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 31583) granting an increase of pension 
Leroy Shakespeare; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3154) granting an increase of pension 
Charles R, Gentner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3155) granting an increase of pension 
Otto Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3156) granting an increase of pension 
Sybilie Grossart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (CH, R. 3157) granting an increase of pension 
John P. O'Connor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3158) granting an increase of pension 
Benjamin F, Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3159) granting an increase of pension 
Eleno Samora; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3160) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin W. Patterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3161) granting an increase of pension 

Simorp Arias; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3162) granting an increase of pension 
Jose Baca; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3163) granting an increase of pension 
Belle Forsha; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3164) granting an increase of pension 
Gottlieb Honzaker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3165) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Read; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3166) granting an increase of pension 
H. A. Van Epps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3167) granting an increase of pension 
Leverett Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3168) granting an increase of pension 
Maria 8S. B. Sanchez; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H,. R. 3169) granting an increase of pension 
J. N. Warner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3170) granting an increase of pension - 
Roque Candelaria ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3171) granting an increase of pension 
Juan Baca y Sais, alias Juan Baca No. 2; 
on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3172) granting an increase of pension to 
8S. D. Longstreet; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 3214) granting a pension to Juanita I. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3173) granting an increase of pension to |} de Sanchez; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
William Mueller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, Also, a bill (H. R. 3215) granting a pension to Alexa 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3174) granting an increase of pension to | May; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
John A. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 3216) granting a pension to Iz 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3175) granting an increase of pension to | Salazar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Anna M. Shont; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 3217) granting a pension to Mari 
Also, a bill-(H. R. 3176) granting an increase of pension to | de Miller: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Elizabeth Shield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 3218) granting a pension to Bernard I! 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3177) granting an increase of pension to | gins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
to | 
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to | Also, a bill (H. R. 3194) granting an increase of pensi: 

| Pablo Bargas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to| Also, a bill (H. R. 3195) granting an increase of pensi 
John Murphy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3196) granting an increase of pensi 
Sarah J. Megraw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3197) granting an increase of pensi: 
Andrew J. Armstrong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3198) granting an increase of pensic 
Napoleon Tulip; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3199) granting an increase of pensio 
James Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3200) granting an increase of pensi 
William H. H. Metzger; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3201) granting an increase of pensi: 
| Jacob C. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3202) granting an increase of pensio) 
Charles R. Bostick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3208) granting a pension to Juan Ant 
Griego; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3204) granting a pension to Wi 
Sweeney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3205) granting a pension to Fra: 
| Perea; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3206) granting a pension to Har 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3207) granting a pension to Samuel! | 
beau; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3208) granting a pension to Georg 
Watt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3209) granting a pension to Frank 
Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3210) granting a pension to H 
Bromagem; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3211) granting a pension to Francisco \| 
toya; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3212) granting a pension to John Ri 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3213) granting a pension to Jose)! 
Watrous; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to | 


to 
to the Committee 





oO | 


BE. W. Eaton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 3219) granting a pension to George 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3178) granting an increase of pension Mossman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Amanda Paxton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 8220) granting a pension to Quincy Ad 
Also, a bill (H, R. 3179) granting an increase of pension to | Stiteler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Joseph McQuillin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 8221) granting a pension to John 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3180) granting an increase of pension to | Rogers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Reuben S. Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, Also, a bill (H. R. 3222) granting a pension to C. B. Ad: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3181) granting an increase of pension | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

James T. Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 3223) granting a pension to Sara A. G 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3182) granting an increase of pension to | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

John C. Patterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 3224) granting a pension to Edwin hi 


0 


| 
| 


to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3183) granting an increase of pension 
Philip L. Humphrey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3184) granting an increase of pension 
Emeline Dalton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3185) granting an increase of pension 
A, E. Chaffee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3186) granting an increase of pension 
Irene Schormoyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3187) granting an increase of pension 
C. H. Kirkpatrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 
to 


to 


mer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3225) granting a pension to W. H. Go 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3226) granting a pension to Julian Lu) 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3227) granting a pension to James \\. 
| Banks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3228) granting a pension to Marillita L 
| de Baca; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3229) granting a pension to Sophia 5! 


1 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3188) granting an increase of pension to 
Maria Soledad Montoya de Trujillo; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3189) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 3190) granting an increase of pension to 
J. S. Esquibel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3191) granting an increase of pension to 
Anthony McRobertson ; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3192) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Hastings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3198) granting an increase of pension to 
Juan Francisco Griego; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3230) granting a pension to John Kin 
low to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 
Also, a bill (H. R. 83231) granting a pension to Micha: 

Rahilly ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3232) granting a pension to Magdalena !. 
de Ortiz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3233) granting a pension to Lottie Szym:an- 
ski; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3234) granting a pension to John W. 
McSparron; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3235) granting a pension to Presciliana |. 
Valdez; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (CH. R. 3236) granting a pension to William C. 
stanford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3237) granting a pension to Antonio | 
tendon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 3238) granting a pension to Nicanor Quin | 
ana: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3239) granting a pension to George 
} 


Rigdon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ivintt 


A. 


\JIso, a bili (H. R. 3240) granting a pension to F. Salazar 
y Jimines; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
* Also, a bill CH. R. 3241) granting a pension to Doroteo Duran ; 
, the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

(iso, a bill CH. R. 3242) granting a pension to John W. Irvin; 
, the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3248) granting a pension to Lou Butler; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bi CH. R. $3244) granting a pension to George Leihy ; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

a bill (H. R. 3245) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 


Also, 


Gumm: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 32 


Brown: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 3247) granting a pension to Gus M. Brass, 
- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 3248) granting a pension to Dale C. Cook; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 3249) granting a pension to Ignacio Sala- 


zar: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3250) granting a pension to Frank A. 


Pfefferle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 3251) granting a pension to R. J. Jami- 


son: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 3252) granting a pension to Grace F. 
Lebo; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


o-9 
ae) 


46) granting a pension to Wilmont 
| 


| 
Also, a bill (HL R. granting a pension to Charles G. | 
Sherer: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3254) granting a pension to Bertie a1 
Wade; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3255) granting a pension to Anna Pierce; | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3256) granting a pension to Carey C. | 
muller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 3257) granting a pension to Martha EF. | 
Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3258) granting a pension to Alvina Mc- 
Cabe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5259) granting a pension to David Kelly; | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5260) granting a pension to Antonio Ar- | 
menta; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3261) granting a pension to Mrs. John H. 
Leighner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 


se 


‘ 


jy Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 3262) granting an increase of 
pension to William Sharrer; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
sy Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 3263) granting an increase 
of pension to Miles Boland; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions. | 
_ By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 3264) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Sylvester J. Conklin; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 3265) granting a pension 
to Ella Broderick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 3266) granting a pension to | 
Thomas McKenna; to the Committee on Pensions. 
_ By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 3267) to correct the rela- | 
tive and lineal rank of an officer of the United States Army; | 
| 
| 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 3268) granting an increase of 
aes to David C. Gardner; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Si0ons, 

_ By Mr. YOUNG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 3269) granting an 
increase of pension to John E. Springer; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 3270) granting a pension to | 
Lottie Menefee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 8271) granting an increase | 
= — to John H. Slatton; to the Committee on Invalid | 

*nsions., 
. Also, a bill (H. R. 3272) granting an increase of pension to 
“achary T. Fortner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 3273) granting an increase of 


oe to Leonard Sherrill; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


| Ira 
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Also, a bill CH. 


R. S274) cranti 


ng an increase of pension to 
Charles Ruby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (CH. R. 5275) granting an increase of pension to 
John MeIndoo; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\Iso, a bill (H. R. 3276) granting an iuecrease of pension to 
William H. R. Snyder; to the Committ on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3277) granting ar ere of pension to 
James W. Whitlock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill CH. R. S278) gr: rz an increa if pension to 
Nathan T. Hastings; to the Committee on Iny it Pe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3279) granting an ‘rease of pension to 
Knoch Tedrow: to the Committee on Invalid I 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3280) granting ;: ‘ ‘ to 
William Rose; to the Committee on Invalid Pe S 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3281) granting an increase of pension to 
isiward EE. Thorn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3282) granting an increas f pension to 
Albert M. Patrick: to the Connnittee on Invalid Ps 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 3283) granting an increase of te 
Moses Killinger: to the Committee on Invalid Vevsic 

Also, a bill (TL R. 3284) granting an increase of pet 1 to 
Moses M. hulk: to the Committee on Pensio! 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 3285) granting an 
increase of pension to Alvin Y. Reeder: to the Comm on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3286) granting an increase of pe ion to 


William S. Powell: to the Committee on Pension 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3287) for the relief of the estate of Isham 
Butterworth, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 3288) for the relief of the heirs of Nash ] 
Cox, deceased, to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3289) for the relief of Reverend Ambros 
DD. Brooks: to the Committee on War Claim 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3290) for the relief of heirs of W. K 


laims 


hea roa) 
be rel 


Moore, deceased; to the Committee on War ¢ 
By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 3291) for t 


ief of Phillip 
A. Thompson; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


| Roads. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3292) for the relief of the legal repre 
sentatives of Napoleon B. Giddings; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (T. R. 3293) granting an increase 
of pension to Hector L. Lindsay; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3294) granting an increase of pension to 


Caroline W. Crittenden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensto 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R 
an increase of pension to Abner Hampton; to the Commiitee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


POO” , 
oot) Zranting 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3296) granting an increase of pension to 
Dudley G. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3297) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Titus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3298) granting an increase of pension to 


MeDonald: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3299) granting a to Elizabeth 
Staffen: to the Committee on Pensions. 


per zion 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3300) granting a pension to Osear Arnold 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill’ (HL R. 3301) granting a pension to Jake H. Wk 
ert: to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3302) to remove the ch of d 
| against John Walther: to the Committee on Mi ry Afi 
By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 5303) inting an 
| crease of pension to John T. Weaver; to the Committee or 
Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 3304) granting an increase of pens { 
Lemuel Wilson: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3305) granting an increase of pen { 
| Edwin G. Wellman: to the Committee on Inyalid Pensi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3306) granting an increase of 
Frank West: to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3307) granting an i ease of 
| Tee Toms; to the Committee on Pensik 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3308) granting an ‘ 
Lemuel Thornell: to the Committee on In dP 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3809) granting an iner f yx 


Sunley J. A. Thrift; to the Committee on Invalid I 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3310) 
James H. Trenary; to the Committee on Inva 


granting an increase of 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3311) granting an increase 
Albert Teets: to the “‘ommittee on Invalid P 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3512) granting a ere of yp 
Israel Todd: to the Committee on Invalid P 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3313) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel R. Shivley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3314) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew N. Stamm; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3315) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Sumner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3316) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvis Sharp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3317) granting an increase of pension to 
Madison Stout; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3318) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher C. Showalter; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
81008. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3319) granting an increase of pension 
Isaac H. Seward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3320) granting an increase of pension 
Daniel M. Shively; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3321) granting an increase of pension 
John H. Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3322) granting an increase of pension 
Tyler B. Stearns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3323) granting an increase of pension 
Calvin W. Studley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3324) granting an increase of pension 
James Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3325) granting an increase of pension 
John Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3326) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel C. Sprouse; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3327) granting an increase of pension 
Robert B. Rhodes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3328) granting an increase of pension 
John J. Richards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3329) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas B. Rood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3330) granting an increase of pension to 
Washington A. Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3331) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Penturff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3332) granting an increase of pension 
George Porter: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3333) granting an increase of pension 
Neal J. Perkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3334) granting an increase of pension 
Horace E. Park; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3335) granting an increase of pension 
C. W. Pool; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill-(H. R. 3336) granting an increase of pension 
Smith A. Nicholson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3337) granting an increase of pension 
Horace W. Nungesser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3338) granting an increase of pension 
Clinton MeMickle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3339) granting an increase of pension 
Mary Moriarty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3340) granting an increase of pension 
William L. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3341) granting an increase of pension 
Benjamin F. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3342) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph W. McNair; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3343) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel McCormick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3344) granting an increase of pension 
Ebenezer Mather; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.°R. 3345) granting an increase of pension 
Eli Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3346) granting an increase of pension 
William L. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3347) granting an increase of pension 
James P. Lewman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3348) granting an increase of pension 
Jasper D. Lacy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3349) granting an increase of pension 
William Lees; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3350) granting an increase of pension 
Solomon Lawler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3351) granting an increase of pension 
Elvina Kelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3352) granting an increase of pension 
William T. Kitchin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3353) granting an increase of pension 
Jefferson Hurst; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3354) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Howey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3355) granting an increase of pensi: 
Thomas M. Henry; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3356) granting an increase of pensi: 
Jacob M. Hizar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3357) granting an increase of pensio; 
Lyman U. Humphrey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3358) granting an increase of pensio: 
Shedrick Gill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3359) granting an increase of pension 
Hugh D. Graham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3360) granting an increase of pensi: 
Samuel J. Ellis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3361) granting an increase of pensi: 
Andrew F. Edwards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3362) granting an increase of pensi 
Jeremiah Eaton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3363) granting an increase of pensio: 
Temple H. Duff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3364) granting an increase of pensio: 
Francis M. Davison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3365) granting an increase of pension | 
Abijah Crow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3366) granting an increase of pensi: 


| Robert E. Comer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3367) granting an increase of pension 
Elmer R. Chamness; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3368) granting an increase of pensi: 
Cyrus D. Christy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 33869) granting an increase of pensi 
Jason Cutler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3370) granting an increase of pensi 
Roth L. Cunningham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3871) granting an increase of pensi: 
Nancy J. Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3372) granting an increase of pensi 
Daniel W. Croll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. A. 3373) granting an increase of pensi: 
Osmer C. Coleman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3874) granting an increase of pensi: 
William W. Chambers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3375) granting an increase of pensi 
David D. Clements; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3876) granting an increase of pensi: 
Arthur Connery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3877) granting an increase of pensi: 
Frank E. Bales; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3378) granting an increase of pensi 
Eliphaz C. Burnette; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3379) granting an increase of pens 
Roten Burchfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3380) granting an increase of pens! 
Jesse D. Bradley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3381) granting an increase of pensi 
Samuel B. Byers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3882) granting an increase of pensi 
Benjamin Bendure; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3383) granting an increase of pensi: 
Jerome BE. Beck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3384) granting an increase of pensi 
Joseph N. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3385) granting an increase of pensi 
David Byers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3886) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas C. Bird; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3387) granting an increase of pensio! 
Joseph D. Armstrong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3388) granting an increase of pension 
Alexander Abshear; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3389) granting an increase of pension 
Chauncey Atkinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3390) granting an increase of pension 
Jasper Atkinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3391) granting a pension to Sallie J 
West; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3392) granting a pension to Henry 5. 
Wilks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3393) granting a pension to Albert | 
Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3394) granting a pension to Jasper ». 
Swisher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3395) granting a pension to Madison \. 
Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3396) granting a pension to Iva Sexton; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3397) granting a pension to George F. 
Rife; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3398) granting a pension to Polly W. 
Riley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3399) granting a pension to Paschal Y. 
Moss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3400) granting a pension to John W. 
Linder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3401) granting a pension to John S. Lane; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3402) granting a pension to William Law- 
ler: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3403) granting a pension to Catherine 
Killian; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3404) granting a pension to Andrew M. 
Jordan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3405) granting a pension to Ruth C. Hart- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3406) granting a pension to Pearl Hal- 
stead: to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3407) granting a pension to Samuel Faust; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3408) granting a pension to Charles B. 
Fessenden, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3409) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Evinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3410) granting a pension to Catherine 
Malissa Kennedy Downs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3411) granting a pension to William T. 
Conklin; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R, 3412) granting a pension to Adam H. Con- 
stant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3413) granting a pension to James L. 
Canaday; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3414) granting a pension to Charles F. 
Cross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H, R. 3415) granting a pension to Sarah G. 
Bloxom; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3416) granting a pension to George R. 
Bathe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3417) for the relief of William West; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3418) for the relief of James Tulley; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3419) for the relief of Thomas Todd; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3420) for the relief of William Thornburg; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3421) for the relief of John W. 
son; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3422) for the relief of Ff. N. Perkins; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3423) for the relief of George W. McKean; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3424) for the relief of William Martinson; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3425) for the relief of Charles W. Munn; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3426) for the relief of C. E. Moore; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3427) for the relief of Thomas F. Kelley; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3428) for the relief of William A. J. Kerr; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3429) for the relief of Samuel T. King; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3430) for the relief of Francis M. Hill; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3431) for the relief of Benjamin F. Glore; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3432) for the relief of Edward Griffith; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3433) for the relief of William T. Grady; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3484) for the relief of Benjamin Day; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3435) for the relief of Austin T. Dicker- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8436) for the relief of Charles W. Cathers; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 3437) for the relief of John Carr; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (Hl. R. 3438) for the relief of John C. Bogard; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3439) for the relief of E. A. 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3440) for the relief of Edward L. Bell; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3441) for the relief of John Allen; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3442) to correct the military record of 
Joshua O. Marks; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 3443) to amend the military record of 
George W. Cathus; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 3444) granting an increase of 
pension to William Esser; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3445) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Bolien; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Brown; to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3446) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Fanning; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3447) granting an increase of pension to 


M. J. McRaith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3448) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew K. M. Pickert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3449) granting an incresse of 
Dennis H. Dunn: to the Committee on Invali 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3450) granting an increase of pension to 
Johnie E. Pogue; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3451) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Bates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3452) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Power; to the Committee on Invalid 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3455) granting an increase of pei 
Georg Larson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5454) granting an increase of pension to 
John Phelan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3455) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Jordon; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3456) granting an ! 
James Ward; to the Committee 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3457) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Schumacher ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3458S) granting an increase of pension 
Hermann Klein; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3459) granting an increase of pension 
George R. Creveling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3460) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus A, Shepherd; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3461) granting an increase of pension to 
David J. Perkins: to the Committee on Invalid Pensior 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3462) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Moore; to the Committee on Invalid It ns 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3463) granting an increase of pe 1 to 
Charles W. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3464) granting an increase of pet m to 
Enoch Grindle; to the Committee on Invalid P S. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3465) granting an increase of pension to 
Dennis Murphy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3466) granting an increase of pr ! 
William Henry Benney; to the Committee on Invalid I 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3467) granting an increase of | 1 to 
Charles Baker; to the Committee on Pensio 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3468) granting an increa of pens 


James Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3469) granting an increna 
John McIntosh; to the Commiitee on Invalid Pe 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3470) granting an increase of pension to 
Arnold Auer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3471) granting an increase of pe! 
Mathew O’Regan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3472) granting an increase of pe 
Charles F. Conrad; to the Commitiece on Invalid Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3478) granting an increase of | 
Elizabeth Logan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3474) granting an increase of | n to 
Max Yonker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3475) granting an increase of jp on to 
John Phelan; to the Committee on Invalid Ll’ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3476) granting an incre 
Edward Lahey; to the Committee on Invalid I* 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3477) granting an increase of p 


Isaac O. Bowman; to the Committee on Inva 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3478) granting an 
Frank Limpo; to the Committee on Invalid P 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3479) granting an iner of p n to 
John Ghastin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3480) granting an increase of pension 
Margaret L. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3481) granting an increase of pension 
John Sweeney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 3482) granting an increase of pension 
Charles Russe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R, 3483) granting an increase of pension 
Lester L. Carr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R, 3484) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel W. Bacon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3485) granting an increase of pension 
Fritz Janzen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3486) granting an increase of pension 
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to 


John Gunnie, alias Alfred Michlette, alias Louis Alfred Mich- 


lette, alias Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3487) granting an increase of pension 
Henry M. Hanson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, 2 bill (H. R. 3488) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Bolien; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3489) granting an increase of pension 
Andrew Jeffers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3490) granting an increase of pension 
Angela Hoffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3491) granting an increase of pension 
Henry W. Eachus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3492) granting an increase of pension 
John H. La Pointe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Alse, a bill (H. R. 3493) granting an increase of pension 
George H. Fisler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Aiso, a bill (H. R. 3494) granting an increase of pension 
Alva M. Courtright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 3495) granting an increase of pension 
William Esser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3496) granting an increase of pension 
Lewis C. Guptill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3497) granting an increase of pension 
Maurice EF. Jarvis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3498) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Kelly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3499) granting an increase of pension 


George L. Vanderpool; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3500) granting an increase of pension 
Oliver J. Plemons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3501) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Cannon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3502) granting an increase of pension 
Eugene Foot; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3503) granting an increase of pension 
Martin King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3504) granting an increase of pension 
Martin P. Broberg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3505) granting an increase of pension 
3enjamin Vine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3506) granting an increase of pension 
William J. Courtney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3507) granting an increase of pension 
Edward Lahey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3508) granting an increase of pension 
Henry G. Claus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3509) granting an increase of pension 
Herman J. P. Schulz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bil} (H. R. 3510) granting an increase of pension 
Peter A. Livoni; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3511) granting an increase of pension 
Martin P. Broberg; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3512) granting an increase of pension 
Jesse A. R. Forbes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3518) granting an increase of pension 
Charles F. Gram; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3514) granting an increase of pension 
Albison Shaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3515) granting an increase of pension 
Hugh B. Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3516) granting an increase of pension 
John Dooley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3517) granting an increase of pension 
William Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3518) granting an increase of pension 
Arthur Merigold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3519) granting an increase o. pension 
John L. Doyle ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 3520) granting an increase of pension 
Alice L. Rowley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3521) granting an increase of pension 
James A. Shout; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3522 
Henry Schaffer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3523) granting an increase of pension 
William F. Towers: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3524) granting an increase of pension + 
Sheldon F. Ketchum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3525) granting an increase of pension { 
James Rice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3526) granting an increase of pension | 
Jaceb Mininger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3527) granting an increase of pensi: 
Wilson Cavanaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3528) granting a pension to M: 
Graves; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3529) granting a pension to Stephe 
Turner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3530) granting a pension to Fred M 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3531) granting a pension to Jar 
Taylor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill 
Henderson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3533) granting a pension to Frank G 
McLaughlin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3534) granting a pension to Anna Lew 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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granting an increase of pension to 


(H. R. 3532) granting a pension to James II, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3535) granting a pension to Frank D 


Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3536) for the relief of Patrick Powers: 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3537) for the relief of Thomas J. McCarty; 


to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3588) for the relief of Timethy Dona! 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3539) for the relief of Willie L. Cornwe!ll; 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3540) for the relief of Leonard Seis; to thi 


Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3541) to remove the charge of desertio: 


from record of Matthew Sloan; to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 


By Mr. DODDS: A bill (H. R. 3542) granting an increase of 


pension to Henry H. Weaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 


sions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3548) granting an increase of pension t 


Willard EK. Waldron; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3544) granting an increase of pension 
Isaac W. Thorp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3545) granting an increase of pension { 


James E. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3546) granting an increase of pension t 


Nicholas Shults; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3547) granting an increase of pension 
William Spaulding; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3548) granting an increase of pension 
John Sheit; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3549) granting an increase of pension 
Chauncey Pickell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3550) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph Osburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3551) granting an increase of pension t 


Allison M. Munn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3552) granting an increase of pension 


| Elisha Hoag; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3553) granting an increase of pension 
Warren G. Griswold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3554) granting an increase of pension 


| Sidney D. Frost; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3555) granting an increase of pension 
John B. Cole; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3556) granting an increase of pension 
David Dawson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3557) granting an increase of pension 
William H. Conklin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3558) granting an increase of pension 
James Collier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3559) granting an increase of pension 
Benjamin Bolser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a biJl (H. R. 3560) granting an increase of pension 
Mahlon L, Angel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3561) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Steel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3562) granting an increase of pension 
William C, Carnahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill CH. R. 3565) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua Walters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3564) granting an increase of pension to 

Michael Bronstetter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3565) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvester Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3566) granting a pension to Frank D. 
Morse; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3567) granting a pension to California | 
Haysmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3568) granting a pension to Harriet 
M. Hakes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3569) granting a pension to Rachel Cole; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 3570) granting a pension to | 
Freda Burow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3571) granting a pension 
Morgan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 3572) granting an increase 
of pension to George Bath; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3573) granting a pension to James A. 
Coyne; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3574) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam F. Graham; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3575) for the relief of the heirs of Amos 
A. Cordson and others; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3576) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
Charles Evans, deceased: to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3577) for the relief of Jacob Cohen; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3578) for the relief of Abraham Leffler; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3579) for the relief of the First Presby- 
terian Church of Darien, Ga.; to the Committee on War Claims. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3580) for the relief of the Lutheran 
Church of the Ascension of Savannah, Ga.; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3581) for the relief of the White Baptist 
Chureh at Sunbury, in Liberty County, Ga.; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3582) for the relief of the Jerusalem 
Evangelical Lutheran Church, Ebenezer, Ga.; to the Commit- | 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3583) for the relief of the Importing & | 
Exporting Co. of the State of Georgia; to the Committee on | 
the Judiciary. | 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 3584) granting an increase of | 
pension to Jeremiah Van Kirk; to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3585) granting a pension to Rachel 
Hawkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 3586) 
for the relief of William J. Ahern, alias James Ahern; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 3587) granting an increase of | 
pension to Edmund Gould; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3588) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac F. Lapham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3589) granting an increase of pension to 
Rufus N. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3590) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel S. Goodwin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3591) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Hamlen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 3592) granting an increase 
of pension to Agnes Taylor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3593) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine M. B. Brady; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
__Also, a bill (H. R. 3594) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas N. Thacher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 3595) granting an increase of pension to | 
Nathan §. Gibbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to Elijah 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3596) granting an increase of pension to | 
Sylvanus Holbrook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3597) granting an increase of pension t 
Leander Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 3598) granting an increase of pension t 
Patrick Harrington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 3599) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Rock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
; Also, a bill (H. R. 3600) granting an increase of pension to 
Phoebe F. Malone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3601) granting a pension to Arthur W. 
Martin; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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i Charles H. Brown; to the Committee on Military 


ldo 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3602) granting 
Green; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3608) granting a pension to Stephen Easter- 
brooks Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3604) granting a pension to Ellen M. Ash- 
ley; to the Committee on Invalid 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3605) for the re 
ihe Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3606) for the relief 
Slade: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (IL. R. 
Emma M. Owens; to the Committee on Pensions 


a pension to William 8, 


Pensions. 
lief of Spencer Borden; to 
£ Messrs. Darling and 


0607) granting a pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3608) granting a pension to Joseph MeDow- 
ell: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3609) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Harrison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3610) granting a pension to Joseph W. 


Alexander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 3611) granting an iner 
of pension to James Carver; to the Committee on Invalid I: 
sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3612) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert F. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3615) granting an increase of pension to 


| Catherine Kunoski; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3614) granting an increase of pension to 
Humphrey Gallivan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3615) granting an increase of pension | 
Chauncey A. Geer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3616) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin G. Barber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3617) to correct the military record of 
Dwight Bromley; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3618) 


to eorrect the military record 


Affairs. 


By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (HU. R. 3619) granting an increase 
}of pension to J. W. Quick; to the Commitiee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3620) granting a pension to Daniel B 
O’Brien; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KIPP: A bill (H. R. 3621) granting an increass f 
pension to Charles H. Mason; to the Committee on Iny i 


Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. granting an iner of pension to 
Alexander Keefe: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Seon 


oven ) Se 


Also, a bill (H. R. 38623) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward T. Buffum: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
ty Mr. KONOP: A bill (H. R. 3624) for the relief of Killian 


Simon; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 5625) granting a pension 
Sarah Jane Paup; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3626) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam F. Becker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 3627) granting in 
crease of pension to John Beazan; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
William H. Packwood, sr. ; 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3629) granting a pensie 
Rose; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3630) granting a 
Cooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LATTA: A bill (H. R. 8631) granting an increase of 


LO 


nan 


3628) granting an increase of pension to 


to the Committee on Invalid Pen 


n to Louisa J 


to Daniel J. 


pension 


pension to Joseph H. Barker; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3632) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Austin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3633) granting an increase of pension to 
John Mullin; to the Committee on Invelid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3634) granting an increase of pension to 


George B. Priestly ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3635) granting an increase of pension to 


| William F. Ramsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3636) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey W. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3637) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank A. Barnes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3638) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Pate; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3639) granting an increa of pension to 
Jeptha Pierson: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3640) granting an increase of pension to 


| Frederick Reahm ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3641) granting an inerease of pension to | 
Frank H. Galbraith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H, R. 3642) granting an increase of pension to | 
Chauncey Cronk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3643) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Rogers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3644) granting an increase of pension to | 
John Coonrod; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3645) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Allberg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3646) granting an increase of pension to | 
James W, Mackey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 3647) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Dunn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3648) granting an increase of pension to | 
John Dineen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3649) granting an increase of pension to | 
Miles Zentmyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3650) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob P. Maple; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3651) granting an increase of pension to 

John Keeler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3652) granting an increase of pension to 
Benton O. Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3653) granting an increase of pension to | 
Albert Kinnear; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3654) granting an increase of pension to 
Hans H. Moeller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3655) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Livingston ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3656) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel Corby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3657) granting an increase of pension to | 
Nathan Addington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3658) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Strain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3659) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham D. Rose; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3660) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas B. Butt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3661) granting an increase of pension to 
Andre C. Chamberlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3662) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah Tuttle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3663) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac T. Sehriver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3664) granting an increase of pension to 
J. R. McCartney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3665) granting an increase of pension to 
George Franks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3666) granting a pension to D. R. Curas; | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3667) granting a pension to James D. 
Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3668) for the relief of William F. Norris; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3669) to correct the military record of 
William McCormick; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: A bill (H. R. 3670) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edwin H. Farnham; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3671) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Moore; to the Committee on Imvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 3672) granting an increase of | 
pension to Oliver J. Hickey; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3673) granting an increase of pension to | 
John M. Howe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3674) granting a pension to Anna Meéeil- 
strup; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 3675) granting an increase of 
pension to George L. Causey; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3676) granting an increase of pension to | 
Agnes Mick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3677) granting an increase of pension to | 
Jesse R. Hendrix; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 3678) granting a pension to T. P. Allmond; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3679) for the relief of Lucy Moore, widow, 
and the heirs of W. P. Moore, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3680), for the relief of the Old Schoo} 
Presbyterian Church, of Helena, Phillips County, Ark.; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 








Also, a bill (H. R. 3681) for the relief of Henry P. Grant, 
Phillips County, Ark.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3682) for the relief of Henry Shenep: 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3683) for the relief of Thomas D. Rufiin, 
of Woodruff County, Ark.; to the Committee on War Claims, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3684) for the relief of the estate of Jam 
S. Ford, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3685) for the relief of the estate of Jobn 
Jones, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3686) for the relief of the estate of Julia 


| E. Rightor, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3687) for the relief of the estate of John 


| Holleman, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3688) for the relief of the estate of E. A, 


| Mays, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3689) for the relief of heirs or estat 
of Mrs. M. A. Lanford, deceased; to the Committee on War 


| Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3690) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Q. K. Underwood, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3691) for the relief of heirs of J. R. 
Williams; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3692) for the relief of heirs uf Mrs. D. E. 
Barrett and B. G. Beadle, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3693) for the relief of the heirs of Jolin 


| MeAnulty, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3694) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in case of Elizabeth B. Higgins, as sole heir 
of Annie G. Higgins, Joel G. Higgins, and Brand Higgins in 


| their own rights; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3695) to carry into effect the findings of 


| fact of the Court of Claims in the case of Burns Polk, deceased; 


to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3696) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of heirs of Alfred Mullins, de- 
ceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3697) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of Thaddeus C. Ferrell, Mattie 
U. Boykin, and Lula D. Meriwether; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3698) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the heirs of 
Allen J. Potk, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3699) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the [irst 
Baptist Church of Helena, Ark.; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3700) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of Richard D. Lamb and Ira M. 
Lamb, heirs of Caroline Lamb, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MAYS: A bill (H. R. 3701) granting an increase of 
pension to G. W. Syfrett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3702) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
B. Wester; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 37083) granting a pension to John J. Boggs; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3704) for the relief of A. Purdee; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 3705) granting 
an increase of pension to James Noble; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3706) granting an increase of pension to 
Sidney R. Wolcott; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3707) granting an increase of pension to 
Elis F. Russell: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3708) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Shipley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3709) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Shields; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3710) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles McBee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3711) granting an increase of pension to 


| Lou Pitney; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3712) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward D. Lashley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3713) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Kiniry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3714) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi L. Ferrin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3715) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert G. Edgar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3716) granting an increase of pension to 
Fernando D. Forbes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3717) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Davidson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3718) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Nesbitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3719) granting an increase of pension t 
Calvin R. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3720) granting an increase of pension 
Frederick Burnett: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 3721) granting an increase of pension t 
Martha H. Cooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 3722) granting an increase of pension 
Aaron H. Keene; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3723) granting a pension to Edgar G. 
Langston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. $) granting a pension to Thomas In- 
man: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3725) granting a pension to Irving Reed; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3726) granting a pension to Esther C. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3727) granting a pension to George Wash- 
ington: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3728) granting a pension to Charles A. 
Van Atta; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 3729) granting a pension to Harriet 
Pringle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3750) granting a pension to Mattie J. 
Sarver; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3731) granting a 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3732) granting a pension to Hattie M. 
Pitcher: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3733) granting a pension to Edwina C. 
Payne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3734) granting a pension to John McRob- 
erts: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3735) granting a pension to Emma R. 
Deyo; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3786) granting a pension to Edward 
Dooley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3737) granting a pension to Sarah Feely; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3738) granting a pension to Ruth A, 
Frazier; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


aL idY, 


to 


ers 


wate 


or 


pension to Eliza Pettit; 


ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3740) granting a pension to William G. 
Neeley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3757) granting to the city of La Junta, 
in the State of Colorado. certain lands for desert park and 
sky line drive purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


Also, a bill CH. R. 3758) granting an honorable discharge to 
Seth Wardell; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3759) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Charles Carlisle and to grant him 
an honorable discharge; to the Committé n Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3760) to remove the charge of desertion 

| from the military record of Charles Coburn and to grant him 
an honorable discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3761) removing the charge of desertion 
from the name of George A. McKenzie, alias William A. Wil- 
liams; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3762) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of George W. Irick and to gra him 
an honorable discharge; to the Committee on Military Afi 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3741) granting a pension to Ellen J. Mer- 


ritt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3742) 
Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3743) for the relief of Jose Felix Ulibarri; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3744) for the relief of Alfred J. Saynor; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3745) for the relief of Harriet M. Sulli- 
van; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3746) for the relief of Pete Jelovac; to the 
Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3747) for the relief of Edwin M. Brown; 


to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3748) for the relief of John M. Johnson; | 


to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3749) for the relief of Jesse W. Coleman; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3750) for the relief of Charles A. W. 
Gordon ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3751) for the relief of Felipe de Jesus 
Cantee; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3752) for the relief of Parintha McCluer: 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3753) for the relief of Acencion Lucero, 
widow of Gabriel Lucero, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3754) for the relief of Kit Carson, de- | 


ceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3755) to carry into effect the findings of 
the military board of officers in the case of George Ivers, ad- 
ministrator; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3756) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in 


Committee on Claims. 


granting a pension to Hanora | 





the case of Edward H. Bergmann; to the | an increase of pension to William W. King; to the Col 


: . | Margery Isabella 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3739) granting a pension to James Law- | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3763) to remove the charge of desert 
from the military record of John Holderby and to grant h 
an honorable discharge; to the Committee on Military Aff 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3764) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Alexander B. Stevenson and to grant 
him an honorable discharge; to the Committee Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 3765) granting an increase 
of pension to William Anthony; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3766) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3767) granting an increase of pension to 
Bailey E. Poor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 3768) for the relief of 
Matthew Logan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3769) to grant an honorable discharge to 
Theodore N. Gates; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. IR. 3770) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Menser; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3771) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Shoppard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3772) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Lucore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8773) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Taylor; to the Committée on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3774) granting an increase of pension to 
Curtin; to the Committee Invalid Pen- 


in 


on 


wot 


on 
sions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 
Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 3776) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary Gorman; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions. 


j= 


oti) 


for the relief of Mary Loy; to the 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3777) granting a pension to Katherine A. 
Belford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3778) granting a pension to Alice B. Ho 


mer: to the Committee on Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3779) for the relief of Patrick 


H. Murphy ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3780) for the relief of William R. Boag; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3781) for the relief of Maxwell Carpe: 


ter: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. for the relief of Jobn 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 
to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. Rh. 
to the Committee on 


5782) A. 


Ganley ; 


3783) for the relief of Thomas C. Hyd 
Claims. 
3784) for the relief of Charles T. Hat 


Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3785) for the relief of Robert Downing 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 3786) granting a pr 
| Barzillai H. Dershem; to the Committee on Invalid I 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3787) granting a pension to John B 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 3788) granting a pension to 
Joseph Younker; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3789) for the relief of W. S. C 
California; to the Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3790) for the relief of the est 
Very, jr.; to the Committee on the Library 

ty Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: A bill (If. R. 07 
nittee on 


Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3792) granting an increase of pension to 
John Collar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3793) granting an increase of pension to 
William Glidewell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3794) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Farrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3795) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3796) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick W. Odell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8797) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Brookover, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3798) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Bradley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3799) granting an increase of pension 
Logan A. Tallman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3800) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph G. Banning: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3801) granting an increase of pension 
Elijah G. Ballard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 3802) granting an increase of pension 
John T. Burriss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3803) granting an increase of pension 
William T. Snow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3804) granting an increase of pension 
Charity Breeding; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3805) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Sorrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3806) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Cummings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3807) granting an increase of pension 
James Murphy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 38808) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Schnelle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3809) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver H. Rosenbury; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3810) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas M. McClanahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH, R. 3811) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Robertson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3812) granting an increase of pension 
Israel Sturges; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3813) granting an increase of pension 
Vincent Tharp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8814) granting an increase of pension 
John W. Toppass; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3815) granting an increase of pension 
Daniel C. Bruce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3816) granting an increase of pension 
Melchert H. Raney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3817) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Bryan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3818) granting an increase of pension 
Howard Gittings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3819) granting an increase of pension 
William J. Bryant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3820) granting an increase of pension 
William Fleetwood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3821) granting an increase of pension 
Isaac West; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3822) granting an increase of pension 
John Fort; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3823) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham H. Burkeholder ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3824) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8825) granting an increase of pension 
James Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3826) granting an increase of pension 
James Matthews; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3827) granting an increase of pension 
Simon P. Ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3828) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas P, Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8829) granting an increase of pension 
Alexander Quick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3830) granting an increase of pension 
William M. Ellis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8831) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius Buckley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3832) granting a pension to Hugh W. 
Sawyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3833) granting a pension to Thomas 
Lamb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 
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Also, a bill (H. R, 3834) granting a pension to Taylor Jones: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3835) granting a pension to James \. 
Finnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3836) for the relief of McCarty and (o)- 
lins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 38387) granting 
an increase of pension to William S. Tweed; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3838) granting a pension to Mary M. 
Steinback; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3839) for the relief of William Slater: 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 3840) granting an increase 
of pension to Mathew K. Amyx; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3841) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Cutbirth: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3842) granting an increase of pension | 
George W. Plank; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3843) granting an increase of pension t 
Edmond Melton; to the Gommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3844) granting an increase of pension {to 
Paul E. Huff; to the Committee on-Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3845) granting an increase of pension 
James A. Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3846) granting an increase of pension 
William F. Laton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3847) granting an increase of pension { 
Isaac A. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3848) granting an increase of pension 
Francis M. Sanders; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3849) granting an increase of pension {: 
William J. Chinn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3850) granting an increase of pension 
Jacob R. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3851) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Fletcher, alias John W. Henley; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3852) granting an increase of pension 
Ezra A. Bristol; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3853) granting an increase of pension 
Robert N. Burton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3854) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia Gill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3855) granting a pension to Charles 
Mauch; to the Committee on Pensions. ~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3856) granting a pension to Amanda F. 
Glenn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3857) granting a pension to Samuel Baker: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3858) granting a pension to Isham M. Gu! 
rison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3859) granting a pension to Carl Schrock ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3860) granting a pension to Benjamin BP. 
Bast; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3861) granting a pension to Walter P. 
Chatham: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3862) granting a pension to Wilson Miller; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3863) granting a pension to Richard A 
Gamble; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3864) granting a pension to Catherine 
Wagener; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3865) granting a pension to Alfred R. D 
Hamby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3866) for the relief of William R. Mc 
Lane; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3867) for the relief of James W. Moore; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 3868) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John H. Herring; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3869) granting an increase of pension to 
James G. Warren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3870) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles D. Robertson, alias Charles D. Harris; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 3871) granting an increase 
of pension to Hiram Haskins; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3872) granting an increase of pension to 
David Kronk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3873) granting an inerease of pension to 
James Marsh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3874) granting an inerease of pension 
to Thomas Rairden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 3875) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry Workman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3S76) granting an 
George W. Wiggins; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3877) granting an increase of pension to 
Darius M. Smeltzer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3878S) granting an incre 
Jesse Corn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3879) granting «an it 
William M. Burnett; to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3880) granting an 
William Bryan; to the Committee on Invalid Vensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3881) granting a pension to Mary A. Mur- 
phy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3882) for the relief of the estate of Robert 
Barker; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. SSS3) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Peter Scott; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 3884) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Marcellus M. Pixley; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3885) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. George; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3886) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Walton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HE. R. 3887) granting an increase of pension to 
Melissa Fisk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3888) granting 
William Rutter; to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3889) granting 
John W. Craig; to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3890) granting 
Wilson Gardner: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 3891) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3892) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Altman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 3893) granting an increase of pension to 
Jasper Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3894) granting an increase of pension to 
David L. Coffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3895) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Irey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3896) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Findling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3897) granting an increase of pension to 
Russell B. Conant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 3898) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah C. Chaffin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3899) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Hursey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ivTes Se 


Invalid Pensions. 
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an increase of pension to 
Invalid Pensions. 


John Ashenhurst;: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3901) granting an increase of pension to | 


George 8. Armstrong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (11. R. 3902) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Butcher ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3908) granting an increase of pensi 
Thomas Carpenter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3904) granting an increase of pension to 
John Snyder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3905) granting an increase of pen 
Robert C. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


m to 


Also, a bill (A. R. 3906) granting an increase of pension to | 


Truman Grubb: to the Committee on 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3907) granting 
Mary Highland: to the Committee on 
Also, a bill (H. R. 
Peter Bowers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HT. R. 3909) granting an increase of pen 
John D. Sampson: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3910) granting an increase of pensio 
Julia A. Suver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Invalid Pensions 


Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (HM. R. 3911) granting an inerease of pension to | 


Matthew R. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3912) granting an increase of pension | 
Mary J. Bedell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3913) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna Elizabeth Botsford ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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increase of pension to | 
ise of pension to | 


of pension to | 


‘rease of pension to | 


| Samuel Denny 


an increase of pension to | 


an increase of pension fo | 


| lace: to the Committ 0 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3900) granting an increase of pension to | 


an increase of pension to 


3908) granting an increase of pension to | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3914) granting an inerease of pension to 
Mary I. Carpenter: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Iso, a bill (HE. R. 3915) granting an increase of pension to 
We “ » the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


3916) granting an increase of pension to 


{ I rt the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (IE. R. 3917) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah T. Shay mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (Hi. R. 3918S) granting an increase of pension to 
| Lucian EL. Watso to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Alse, a bill (EI. R. 3919) granting an increase of pension to 
William Brow: » the Comuiittee on Invalid Pensions 
\ise, a bill (H. R. 3920) granting an increa f pension to 
John H. Wayne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 
Also, a bill CH. R. 3921) granting an increase of pension to 
Allen M. Gibbons: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3922) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Milot; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3923) granting an increase of pension to 


; to the Committee on 
bill (EH. R. 3924) granting an increase of 
Winegardner: to the Committee on Invalid 

bill (H. R. 3925) granting an increase of pension to 
Je Vv. Sherman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a 


es EB. 


pension to 


Pensions. 


Also bill (H. R. 3926) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Bradley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 3927) granting an increase of pension to 


>. Dean; 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. RR. 3928) granting an increase of pension to 
William Burke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5929) granting an inerease of pension to 
John S. Windsor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
(iso, a bill (CH. R. 3030) granting an increase of pension to 
| Willard B. Walters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (IT. R. 5951) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Kemper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
\ bill (H. R. 3932) granting an increase of pension to 
[sa Hg ey to ti  } nimit e on Iny lid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R, 3933) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaa vat the ¢ itte m Invalid Pensions 
Al i. bill (Tf. Rt. S934) granting an increase of pension to 
Natl (|. Gunder: to the ¢ { mm Invalid Pensions, 
Al l (Hi. R. 3935) granting an increaSe of pension to 
Mart fod r_the C itt ‘ Invalid Pensi 
Also. bill (IL. Rt. 3956) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna N, Burnell; to the Commit on Invalid Pensions 
\iso, a bill (HL. R. 3937 rranting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Swank: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3938S) granting a pension to Jeanetta 
Blandy: to the Committee « in d l’ensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. : cf pension to Bertha 
Gre s+: to the Committee on Vensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3940 ranting a p 1 to Pearl L. Pl 
li to the Committee on P 
Also. a bill (HL. R. 3941) gra 1 to Sarah FE. W 


(H. R. 3942) granting a 1 to 


A] a bill l Fra I 
Mek - to the Com Invalid P sions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 394 cra fa pension to Kate Lacke 
to the Committee on Invalid Pen ns, 
Also. a bill (HL. R. S844) grant ‘ a pension to Nancy C 
: to the Committ on Invalid Pensions 
‘ : bill (1H. R. 3945) granting a pension to A Ff 
lins: to the Committee o1 id Pe le 
Also. a Dill CH. R. 3946) ting a pension to As h Ba 
to the Committ ( Ir Per rms 
Alse . bill (CH. R. 3047 \ pe ion to Grace J 
sterwald; to the Committ ( I id Ve 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5948) i? o J 
Moore: to the Committee on P 
bill (FL R. 3049) granting pension to G A 
Voe: to the Committe Bs ‘ ; 
Alen. a bill (HT. R. 3050) ‘ranting a per to W i { 


- to the Committee o ~ 
Also bill (H. R, 3951) granting ( to Ja M 
to the Committee ou Invalid Pensior 


Iso, a bill (HL. R. 3952) granting pe to S h Nee 
| ham: to the Committee on Pension 
\Iso, a bill (H. R. 3955) granting a per to Ma A. 
Leach: to the Committee on Invalid P? 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3954) granting a yj to Ce 
| to the Committee on Invalid Per 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3955) granting a pension to Charles Me- 


Collister; to the Committee on Pensions 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3956) granting a pension to Rhoda All- 
wine; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3957) for the relief of Isaac Thompson; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3958) for the relief of the heirs of Charles 
I. Stump; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3959) for the relief of Philip Reiss; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3960) for the relief of William C. McCoy; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3961) for the relief of Raymond R. 
Ridenour; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3962) for the relief of Capt. Wilson 
Strickler, Company ©, Twenty-first Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Cavalry; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3963) for the relief of Peter W. Wiggin- 
ton; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3964) for the relief of Robert W. Cald- 
well, First Regiment Ohio Heavy Artillery Volunteers; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3965) to correct the military record of 
William C. Wilson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3966) to correct the military record of 
W. F. Barr; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 3967) granting 
an increase of pension to John R. Fugill; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A Dill 
crease of pension 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3969) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Jewell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3970) granting a pension to James F. 
Lingafelter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


(H. R. 3968) 
to Noah Switzer; to the 


granting an in- 
Committee on 


. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Papers to accompany bill for relief 
of Richard Franklin Hood; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Allen Robertson; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Arthur D. Gra- 
ham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of James K. Scott; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Daniel W. Mar- 
tin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Joseph R. Peck; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Amanxel L. Spore; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Samuel L. D. 
Hudson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of William Mapel; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Resolutions of Sandy Valley Grange, 
No. 1764, of Mineral City, Ohio, in opposition to the proposed 
Canadian reciprocity treaty; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. AYRES: Petition of the New York Stereotypers’ 
Union, No. 1, in favor of the reciprocity treaty between the 
United States and Canada; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Atlantic Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, Atlantic, Pa., and Lake Shore Grange, Girard, Pa., 
protesting against the passage of the Canadian reciprocity bill; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BATHRICK: Petitions of Bugby Grange, No. 1639, 
of Kingsville, Ohio, and Denmark Grange, No. 1544, of Dorset, 
Ohio, against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kent, Barberton, Cuyahoga Falls, 
Cortland, Mineral Ridge, Girard, Niles, Warren, Newton Falls, 
and Ravenna, Ohio, against a parcels-post system; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition of George R. Johnson and 29 
others, of Freeland, Luzerne County, Pa., favoring the estab- 
lishment of a national health department; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

By Mr. BULKLEY: Resolution of the board of directors of 
the Chamber of Commerce of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring a per- 
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manent independent tariff commission; to the Committee 
Ways and Means. 

Also, protest adopted at meeting on March 29, 1911, by 
Cleveland (Ohio) Federation of Labor, against any interven 
by the United States in the affairs of Mexico for the purpos 
suppressing the present insurrection; to the Committee on } 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Resolutions of citizens 
Brookings, 8S. Dak., against mobilizing the United States A) 
on the border line of Mexico; to the Committee on Mili: 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petitions of New York Stereoty; 
Union, No. 1, International Stereotypers and Electroty;. 
Union, New York, and Union League Club of New York ¢ 
in favor of Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on \\ 
and Means. 

Also, petition of New York Chapter of the American Inst 
of Architects, reaffirming its concurrence in the recomnx 
tions of the Park Commission; to the Committee on the Lil: 

sy Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of Miami Chapter of | 
American Woman’s League, of Miami, Fla., asking inves 
tion of the Post Office Department ruling in matter of 
Woman’s National Daily; to the Committee on the Post 0 
and Post Roads. 

sy Mr. ESCH: Petition of citizens of the State of Wisco 
favoring the retention of the 10-cent tax on oleomarg:) 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Wisconsin and 
Arkansaw, Wis., and resolutions of town meeting in the t 
of York, Clark County, Wis., in opposition to reciprocity tr: 
with Canada; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of citizens of Arkansaw, Wis., against interf: 
ence of the United States with Mexico; to the Committes 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of the executive 
mittee of the Lake Michigan Sanitary Association, of Chi 
urging Congress to consider and enact legislation looking 
the investigation of conditions, the determination of prac 
remedies, and the inauguration of administration machin: 
as may effectively offer and enforce protection and relief: to t 
Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

Also, resolution of John F. Godfrey Post, No. 93, Grand A) 
of the Republic, of Pasadena, Cal., favoring the passage of | 
Sulloway bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the New York Chapter of the Ameri 
Institute of Architects, reaffirming its concurrence in the rec 
mendations of the Park Commission and urging upon the | 
coln Memorial Commission and the Commission of Fine A 
their adoption of a site proposed in said report; to the Comn 
tee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of the Union League Club, of New York, «s! 
ing for necessary legislation for reciprocity with Canada; of | 
New York Stereotypers’ Union, No. 1, favoring reciprocity tr 
between United States and Canada; and of the Ameri 
Tariff League, opposing adoption of the Canadian tariff agi 
ment; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petitions of William Ellwood, of De Ka 
Ill., in opposition to Canadian tariff agreement, and of t 
Congress of the Knights of Labor, against the pulp and pa)» 
provisions of the Canadian reciprocity bill; to the Commi 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ottawa, IIl., for the creation ot 
national department of health; to the Committee on Exper: 
in the Interior Department. 

Also, petitions of W. H. Fowlie, of Utica, IL, for increas: 
pay of clerks in third-class post offices, and of E. J. Lock 
and others, of Gardner, Ill., against a parcels-post law; to 1 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Miles Boland; | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Resolutions of 
Oyster Growers and Dealers’ Association of North Amer 
favoring the proposed tariff agreement with Canada; to | 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: Petition of numerous fa! 
ers of Michigan, urging that the Canadian reciprocity bili sho 
not become a law; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of farmers, business men, and « 
izens of Sharon and vicinity, N. Dak., protesting against t! 
passage of the reciprocity bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. . 

Also, petition of citizens of La Moure and Norma, N. Dak. 
protesting against the enactment of a local rural parcels-pos' 
service on rural free-delivery routes; to the Committee on tle 
Post Office and Post Roads. 
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ty Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of the Willimantic (Conn.) Wo- 
man’s Club, for repeal of tax on oleomargarine; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of Roswell A. Benedict, of Norwalk, Conn., 
and of Brooklyn County Grange, against Canadian reciprocity ; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. KONOP: Petition of Otto Horsmann and others, of 
Gillett, Wis., urging immediate withdrawal of the American 
Army from the Mexican border; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition of the Socialists of Wadena, 
Minn., protesting against Mexican intervention; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of the Rotary Club, of St. Paul, Minn., urging 
passage of Canadian reciprocity bill, and of citizens and farmers 
of Lake George, Stearns County, Minn., protesting against 
passage of bill for Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petitions of citizens of Minnesota, asking 
for the recall of American troops from the Mexican border; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of 16 citizens of El Reno, Okla., 
favoring a national health department; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: Resolutions of the Business Men’s 
Association of Pawtucket, R. L, tn favor of the reciprocity 
treaty with Canada; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of the Orr Felt & Blanket Co., of 
Piqua, Ohio, against the enactment of the reciprocity treaty 
with Canada; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: Petition of numerous 
citizens of Massachusetts, including the towns of Charlestown, 
Lynn, and Somerville, favoring the establishment of a national 
department of health; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Interior Department. 

sy Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of Rotary Club. of 
Los Angeles, Cal., asking for the passage of the bill appro- 
priating $50,000 for Rainier National Park; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of California, urging 
the building of the battleship New York in a Government navy 
yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of New York Chapter of the 
American Institute of Architects, urging upon the Lincoln 
Memorial Commission and the Commission of Fine Arts their 
adoption of a site for said memorial west of the Washington 
Monument; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of Niagara Alkali Co., urging an import duty 
of at least 2 cents per pound on all caustic potash; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Stereotypers’ Union No. 1, of New York, 
approving the pending reciprocity treaty between the United 
States and Canada; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petitions of Logan County Pomona Grange, 
No. 3, and Harrison Grange, of Bellefontaine, Ohio; of Cyrus 
Zimmerman, H. C. Marsh, and other members of Canaan Grange, 


No. 857, Amlin, Ohio; and of G. C. Groat, C. W. Lease, and | 


0. M. Dirmeyer, a committee representing Pomona Grange, 
Hardin County, Ohio, against the Canadian reciprocity agree- 
ment; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of C. E. Todd and other members of Green- 
wood Lodge, No. 341, International Association of Machinists, 
Delaware, Ohio, in favor of the enactment of a law providing 
for the reading or illiteracy test of immigrants; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, April 11, 1911. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 

Mr. CARY and Mr. KAHN appeared at the bar of the House 

and took the oath of office. 
LIST OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk 

a list of the chairmen and the members of the standing com- 


mittees of the House and move their election by the House of 
Representatives (H. Res, 77). 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Elections No. 1.—Messrs. 
Collier, Covington, Holland, 

Matthews, and Willis. 
Elections No. 2.—Messrs. Hamill (chairman), Korbly, Brous- 
sary, Linthicum, Allen, Jacoway, Nelson, Switzer, and Anderson 


Kdwards, 
Prouty, 


(chairman), 
of New York, 


Ansberry 
Patten 


| of Minnesota. 


Elections No. 3.—Messrs. Goldfogle (chairman), Carlin, Wick- 
liffe, Whitacre, Davis of West Virginia, Goodwin of Arkansas, 
Cooper, McKenzie, and Harris. 

Ways and Means.—Messrs. Underwood (chairman), Randell of 
Texas, Harrison of New York, Brantley, Shackleford, Kitchin, 
James, Rainey, Dixon of Indiana, Hughes of New Jersey, Hull, 
Hammond, Peters, Palmer, Payne, Dalzell, McCall, Hill, Need- 
ham, Fordney, and Longworth. 

Appropriations.—Messrs. Fitzgerald (chairman), Burleson, 
Sherley, Bartlett, Johnson of South Carolina, Page, Saunders, 
McHenry, Rauch, Byrns of Tennessee, Sisson, Kinkead of New 
Jersey, Cox of Ohio, Borland, Cannon, Bingham, Gillett, Taylor 
of Ohio, Malby, Dwight, and Good. 

The Judiciary.— Messrs. Clayton (chairman), Henry of Texas, 
Webb, Carlin, Rucker of Missouri, Houston, Floyd of Arkansas, 
Thomas, Graham, Dupre, Littleton, McCoy, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, McGillicuddy, Sterling, Moon of Pennsylvania, Higgins, 


| Howland, Nye, Norris, and Dodds. 


Banking and Currency.—Messrs. Pujo (chairman), Glass, Tal- 
bott of Maryland, Taylor of Alabama, Moore of Texas, Latta, 
Korbly, Brown, Bulkley, Doughton, Stephens of Mississippi, 
Daugherty, Kindred, Byrnes of South Carolina, Vreeland, Me- 
Morran, McCreary, Hayes, McKinney, Guernsey, and Campbell. 

Coinage, Weights, and Measures.—Messrs. Hardwick (chair- 
man), Riordan, Ashbrook, Carlin, Ransdell of Louisiana, Bur- 
gess, Tuttle, Donohoe, Reilly, Curley, Griest, Heald, Lindbergh, 
Thistlewood, Mott, Utter, La Follette, Rees, and Kalanianaole. 

Interstate and Foreign Commerce.—Messrs. Adamson (chair- 


| man), Richardson, Sims, Smith of Texas, Broussard, Goldfogle, 


Hamlin, Sabath, Martin of Colorado, Covington, Cullop, Gould, 
Doremus, Goeke, Stevens of Minnesota, Esch, Knowland, Calder, 
Hamilton of Michigan, Michael E. Driscoll, and Martin of South 
Dakota. 

Rivers and Harbors.—Messrs. Sparkman (chairman), Rans- 
dell of Louisiana, Burgess, Humphreys of Mississippi, Taylor of 
Alabama, Ellerbe, Edwards, Small, Booher, Gallagher, Boehne, 
Daniel A. Driscoll, Donohoe, Scully, Lawrence. Davidson, Young 
of Michigan, Rodenberg, Humphrey of Washington, Kennedy, 
and Barchfeld, 

The Merchant Marine and Fisheries.—Messrs. Alexander 
(chairman), Hardy, Robinson, Wilson of Pennsylvania, Carter, 
Barnhart, Collier, Ayres, Thayer, Burke of Wisconsin, Stone, 
Young of Texas, Post, Faison, Greene, Humphrey of Washing- 
ton, Henry of Connecticut, Hinds, Porter, Stephens of Califor- 
nia, and Parran. 

Agriculture.—Messrs. Lamb (chairman), Lever, Beall of 
Texas, Stanley, Lee of Georgia, Candler, Heflin, McDermott, 
Wickliffe, Maguire of Nebraska, Kipp, Whitacre, Talcott of New 
York, Rubey, Haugen, McLaughlin, Hawley, Howell, Hanna, 
Plumley, Simmons, and Andrews. 

Foreign Affairs.—Messrs. Sulzer (chairman), Flood of Vir 
ginia, Garner, Legare, Sharp, Cline, Levy, Curley, Linthicum, 
Difenderfer, Goodwin of Arkansas, Stedman, Townsend, Harri 
son of Mississippi, Foster of Vermont, McKinley, Cooper, Wood 
of New Jersey, Bartholdt, Fairchild, and Kendall. 

Military Affairs.—Messrs. Hay (chairman), Slayden, Gordon, 
Dent, Watkins, Conry, Hughes of Georgia, Fields, Lewis, Sweet, 
Patten of New York, Pepper, Evans, Hamilton of West Virginia, 
Prince, Kahn, Burke of Pennsylvania, Bradley, Anthony, Tilson, 
Ames, and Wickersham. 

Naval Affairs.—Messrs. Padgett (chairman), Gregg of Texas, 
Talbott of Maryland, Hobson, Macon, Estopinal, Riordan, Turn 
bull, Tribble, Witherspoon, Hensley, Buchanan, Bathrick, Lee of 
Pennsylvania, Foss, Loudenslager, Butler, Roberts of Massachu- 
setts, Loud, Bates, and Kopp. 

The Post Office and Post Roads.—Messrs. Moon of Tennessee 
(chairman), Finley, Lloyd, Bell of Georgia, Cox of Indiana, 
Wilson of New York, Mays, Tuttle, Rouse, Fowler, Blackmon, 
Gregg of Pennsylvania, Allen, Reilly, Weeks, Gardner of New 
Jersey, Murdock, Samuel W. Smith, Lafean, Steenerson, Mad 
den, and Cameron. 

The Public Lands.—Messrs. Robinson (chairman), Graham, 
Ferris, Taylor of Colorado, Beall of Texas, Pstopinal, Dent, 
Raker, Godwin of North Carolina, Claypool, Murray, Maher, 
Rubey, George, Mondell, Volstead, Smith of California, Pray, 
Morgan, Pickett, Speer, and Andrews. 
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Indian Affairs.—Messrs. Stephens of Texas (chairman), 
Tatta, Ferris, Carter, Gudger, Rucker of Colorado, Russell, 
Konop, Smith of New York, Jacoway, Post, Burke of South 
Dakota, Campbell, McGuire of Oklahoma, Miller, Patton of 
Pennsylvania, Jackson, Warburton, Helgesen, and Cameron. 

The Territories.—Messrs, Flood of Virginia (chairman), Hous- 
ton, Humphreys of Mississippi, Legare, Booher, Hardy, Martin 
of Colorado, Davenport, Holland, Connell, Draper, Guernsey, 
Langham, Wedemeyer, Willis, Young of Kansas, Andrews, 
Wickersham, Cameron, and Kalanianaole. 

Insular Affairs.—Messrs, Jones (Chairman), Garrett, Denver, 
Fornes, Helm, Clark of Florida, Morrison, Dickson of Missis- 
sippi, Dickinson, Davenport, Callaway, Littlepage, Howard, 
Murray, Olmsted, Crumpacker, Fuller, Hubbard, Davis of 
Minnesota, Morse of Wisconsin, Towner, and Rivera. 

Railways and Canals.—Messrs. Korbly (chairman), Sharp, 
Broussard, Ellerbe, Gordon, Conry, O’Shaunessy, Harrison of 
Mississippi, Davidson, Kendall, Matthews, Wilder, and La 
Follette. 

Mines and Mining.—Messrs. Foster of Illinois (chairman), 
Wilson of Pennsylvania, Taylor of Colorado, Moss of Indiana, 
White, Fields, Gregg of Pennsylvania, Daugherty, Littlepage, 
Howell, Pray, Slemp, Switzer, Bowman, and Cameron. 

Public Buildings and Grounds.—Messrs. Sheppard (chair- 
man), Burnett, Clark of Florida, Cantrill, Roddenbery, Glass, 
Ashbrook, Barnhart, Gudger, Underhill, Andrus, Austin, Nel- 
son, French, Towner, Copley, and Hartman. 

Education.—Messrs. Lever (chairman), Ansberry, Garner, 
Hobson, Hughes of Georgia, Stack, Thayer, Kindred, Burke of 
Pennsylvania, Volstead, Cary, Farr, Powers, and Akin of New 
York. 

Labor.—Messrs. Wilson of Pennsylvania (chairman), Hens- 
ley, Maher, Rouse, Lewis, Howard, Buchanan, Gray, Gardner 
of New Jersey, Vreeland, Madison, Hawley, and J. M. C. Smith. 

Patents.—Messrs. Oldfield (chairman), Morrison, Webb, 
Clark of Florida, Alexander, Bulkley, Littleton, Callaway, 
Witherspoon, Currier, Henry of Connecticut, Wilson of Illinois, 
Lenroot, and Wilder. 

Invalid Pensions.—Messrs. Sherwood (chairman), Lindsay, 
Anderson of Ohio, Adair, Russell, Kipp, Jacoway, Burke of 
Wisconsin, Hamilton of West Virginia, Fields, Sulloway, Brad- 
ley, Fuller, Thistlewood, Langham, and Langley. 

Pensions.—Messrs. Richardson (chairman), Dickson of Mis- 
sissippi, Daniel A. Driscoll, Aiken of South Carolina, Wilson of 
New York, Rucker of Colorado, Gray, White, Difenderfer, Wood 
of New Jersey, Sells, Rees, Crago, Utter, and Anderson of Min- 
nesota. 

Claims.—Messrs. Pou (chairman), Maguire of Nebraska, 
Dies, Cantrill, Dickinson, Levy, Stephens of Mississippi, Fowler, 
Francis, Lindbergh, Heald, Woods of Iowa, Mott, Mitchell, and 
Narr. 

War Claims.—Messrs. Sims (chairman), Gregg of Texas, 


Lee of Georgia, Thomas, Byrnes of South Carolina, Ayres, | 


Connell, Pepper, Stone, Morse of Wisconsin, Plumley, Danforth, 
Sloan, J. M. C. Smith, and Sells. 

The District of Columbia.—Messrs. Johnson of Kentucky 
(chairman), Aiken of South Carolina, Rothermel, Hamill, 
Adair, Anderson of Ohio, Dies, Oldfield, O’Shaunessy, George, 
Stack, Lobeck, Redfield, Konig, Moore of Pennsylvania, Kahn, 
Cary, Sulloway, Dyer, De Forest, and Berger. 

Revision of the Laws.—Messrs. Watkins (chairman), Morri- 
son, Cullop, Raker, Francis, Gould, Young of Texas, Moon of 
Pennsylvania, Danforth, McKenzie, and Harris. 

Reform in the Civil Service.—Messrs. Godwin of North Caro- 
lina (chairman), Finley, Pujo, Carter, Dies, Boehne, Dupre, 
Talcott of New York, Gillett, Young of Kansas, Kent, and 
Prouty. 

Biection of President, Vice President, etc——Messrs. Rucker 
of Missouri (chairman), Conry, Turnbull, Hobson, Thomas, 
Stedman, Tribble, Claypool, Olmsted, Young of Michigan, Slemp, 
Danforth, and Porter. 

Alcoholic Liquor T'rafic—Messrs. Candler (chairman), Sa- 
bath, Gregg of Texas, Edwards, Francis, Lee of Pennsylvania, 
Smith of New York, Barchfeld, Pray, Longworth, and Roberts of 
Nevada. 

Irrigation of Arid Lands.—Messrs. Smith of Texas (chair- 
man), Pujo, Ellerbe, Rucker of Colorado, Hughes of Georgia, 
Taylor of Colorado, Raker, Smith of New York, Kinkaid of 
Nebraska, Greene, Andrus, Roberts of Nevada, and Lafferty. 

Immigration and Neturalizetion.—Messrs. Burnett (chair- 
man), Sabath, Moore of Texas, Adair, Goldfogle, Bell of Geor- 
gia, Curley, Brown, Konig, Gardner of Massachusetts, Hayes, 
Moore of Pennsylvania, Catlin, Helgesen, and Powers. 


APRIL 11. 


Expenditures in the State Department.—Messrs. Hi) 
(chairman), Dent, Roddenbery, Stephens of Mississippi, 1); 
of Minnesota. Tilson, and Wedemeyer. 

Expenditures in the Treasury Department._—Messrs. 
Indiana (chairman), Garrett, Lobeck, Goeke, Hill, Youny 
Michigan, and Morgan. 

Expenditures in the War Department.—Messrs. Helm (« 
man), Booher, Martin of Colorade, Bulkley, Hinds, Speer, 
Warburton. 

Expenditures in the Navy Decpartment.—Messrs. H 
(chairman), Sherwood, Doremus, Faison, McKinley, MeMorr: 
and Miller. 

Expenditures in the Post Office Department.—Messrs. 
brook (chairman), Alexander, Redfield, McCoy, Austin, S 
and Towner. 

Expenditures in the Interior Department.—Messrs. Gralhai 
(chairman), Ferris, George, Hensley, Mondell, Hanna, and 
Catlin. 

Expenditures in the Department of Justice.—Messrs. 1: 
of Texas (chairman), Macon, Cantrill, Murray, Hubbard, I{ow- 
land, and Porter. 

Eependitures in the Department of Agriculture—M: 
Moss of Indiana (chairman), Floyd of Arkansas, Mays, I 
ton, Higgins, French, and Sloan. 

Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and La! 
Messrs. Rothermel (chairman), McDermott, Young of T 
McGillicuddy, McGuire of Oklahoma, Madden, and Patt 
Pennsylvania. 

Expenditures on Public Buildings.—Messrs. Cline (chair 
Konop, Blackmon, Bathrick, Henry of Connecticut, Esch 
McLaughlin. 

Rules.—Messrs. Henry of Texas (chairman), Pou, Hardy 
Stanley, Garrett, Foster of Illinois, Denver, Dalzell, Wils: 
Illinois, Madison, and Lenroot. 

Accounts.—Messrs. Lloyd (chairman), Garner, Floyd of 
kansas, Fornes, Latta, Roddenbery, ————, Hughes of 
Virginia, Currier, Draper, and Griest. 

Mileage.—Messrs. Lee of Pennsylvania (chairman), Kk: 
Scully, Kennedy, and Lafferty. 

The Census.—Messrs. Houston (cliairman), Small, Bell 
Georgia, Moore of Texas, Helm, Rothermel, Cline, Gallacl« 
Russell, Holland, Crumpacker, Hughes of West Virginia, ! 
ley, Stephens of California, Crago, and Mitchell. 

The Library.—Messrs. Slayden (chairman), Townsend, by: 
Gardner of Massachusetts, and Pickett. 

Printing.—Messrs. Finley (chairman), Barnhart, and |! 

Enrolled Bills —Messrs. Cravens (chairman), Ayres, T! 
Whitacre, Anthony, Parran, and Akin of New York. 

Industrial Arts and Expositions——Messrs. Heflin (chairman), 
Collier, Cullop, Covington, Cravens, Turnbull, White, Swe 
Hamilton of West Virginia, Underhill, Rodenberg, Woods of 
Iowa, Kahn, Bowman, and Kent. 

Disposition of Useless Executive Papers.—Messrs. Talbott 
Maryland (chairman) and McCreary. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state to | 
House that on this list of committees that I have sent to the 
Clerk’s desk there are two Democratic vacancies, one on tlie 
Committee on Accounts, which was created by an amendment to 
the rules after the Democratic caucus had adopted the lis 
Democratic members, and the other on the Committee on le 
vision of the Laws, which was left vacant through a mistake 
I understand that there are five or six places that the minority 
have left vacant, which, of course, will be at their disposition 
to fill at any time. 

Mr. MANN. There being two vacancies in the membershi 
which may possibly be filled by minority Members later. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, if the gentleman from [ilin 
desires to occupy any time on the question I will be glad t 
yield to him. 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield” 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yicld t 
the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. How much time does the gentleman 
desire? ; 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to ask a ques- 
tion for information. Is the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
Bercer] charged to the minority? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. He is charged to the minority. 

Mr. KENDALL. And his position on committees is to be de 
ducted from the minority membership? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Absolutely. It has always been that 
way. 


A» 


of 











Mr. KENDALL. I simply wanted to inquire whether the 
majority had. refused to recognize his right to representation 
upon committees. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at all. Mr. Bercer is not a mem- 
per of the majority party. He belongs to a party that is not 
in control in this House, and all parties that are not in control 
in this House belong to the minority. We gave Mr. Brercrr the 
place on the committee on which he desired to be placed. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] has 
criticized the Democratic side of the House because of the fact 
that it had increased some of the large committees of the House 
to 21 members, and of those members taken 14 and given 7 to 
the minority. I do not think it is a serious charge, but as I 
desire the Recorp to state our position in the matter, I have 
prepared a statement, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask 
the Clerk to read in my time, so that it may appear in the 
RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Under a resolution of the Democratic caucus 15 committees of the 


House were increased to 21 members, to be divided 14 to the majority 
and 7 to the minority. 


The representation of the two parties on these committees in the 
last Congress and in the present one is as follows: 


Sixty-first | Sixty-second 











Congress. Congress. 
Committees. ee ne ey nr naN an 
Demo- | Repub- | Demo- | Repub- 
crats. licans. crats. | licans. 

| 

nnenhnciea \- | | 
 , Sein eettkineddesnnscatacd 7 12 14 7 
L: Re neues cccawhakssacnact 6 | ll 14 | 7 
Banking and Currency...............- 7 | 12 14 | 7 
4. District of Columbia...............2.. 7 12 | 14 7 
bc dinntenienataes asa 7 12 | 14 7 
6. Interstate and Foreign Commerce..... 6 12 | 14 7 
t. SUR ae aescesceences nds eebketinmens 6 12 | 14 7 
8. Merchant Marine and Fisheries....... 7 12 | 14 7 
©, Fe inte scttcedcasesscadede 7 13 | 14 | 7 
WO. NOW iw bsk <dcccceccceccceccenss 7 12 | 14 | : 7 
Eh, Raine dn6cdnceccanctncecd 7 12) 14 | 7 
12. Post Offices and Post Roads.......... 6 | 13 | 14 | 7 
18. PabllS RMMNIE......0...sccc.cccccccos 7 13 14 | 7 
14. Rivers and Harbors..................- 8 12 14 |} 7 
5G, WH itt vebitoncsacestonees 7} 12 | 14 | 7 
PUA vada de dudeawececccceséene 102 182 210 105 


In the Sixty-first Congress there were 215 Republicans and 176 
Democrats and independents when the committees were made up. In 
the Sixty-second Congress (the present one) there are 227 Democrats 
and 164 Republicans and independents. 

These 15 committees had an aggregate membership in the Sixty-first 
Congress of 284 members, and in this Congress of 315. The Demo- 
cratic minority had 102 places in the last Congress, and the Republican 
minority has been given 105 places in this Congress, an increase of 
three places, but the total membership of these committees has been 
increased from 284 to 315, so to maintain the relative proportion of 
numbers the equation would be as 284, the total number in the Sixty- 
first Congress, is to 102, the representation accorded the Democrats 
by the Republicans, as would 315 be to the number the minority would 
be entitled to if they had maintained their relative number in the 
House. 284: 102:: 315: x—113. 

The answer of course would be 115, but the Republicans came back 
with only 164 Members, as compared to 176 for the Democrats in the 
former Congress, so to ascertain what their relative strength on these 
committees should be, the equation would be to compare 164 Members 
with 113 committee places, as 176 Members would compare with the 
answer. 164:113::176: x=195. 

The resulting answer is 105 Members on the 15 committees that were 
increased in numbers, and this is exactly what the Democrats gave the 
Republican minority on these committees. 

On the other committees in the House the Republicans were given 
the same representation that the Democrats had before in the same pro- 
portion of members to the relative size of the committees, notwith- 
standing the fact that the Republican minority is much smaller in mem- 
bers than was the Democratic minority in the last Congress. So that 
the Republicans have more places in proportion to the number of places 
on the committees and their Members in the House than was accorded 
the Democrats in the last Congress by the Republicans. 

Six committees were abolished because they were a useless charge on 
the Treasury, the Democrats losing 44 and the Republicans 30 places, 
as they were apportioned in the last Congress. 


Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I notice that in the figures that the gentleman 
gives he charges to the Republicans on committees the Delegates 
of the last Congress. Does the gentleman think that that is a 
fair representation? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not in this list of committees, 
is no Delegate on this proposition at all. 

Mr. MANN. I will call the attention of the gentleman to 
the fact that the Clerk just read that in the last House the 
Republicans had 13 on the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the Democrats 7. That included the Delegates. There are other 
cases in the same list. Evidently whoever prepared that did 
not consider the difference between a voting member of the 
committee and a looking-on member. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. The only men who were put on this 
committee as Delegates were placed there because the places 
were created as unanimous-consent places, and of course, if 
the gentleman has the Delegates to fill the places, he is charge- 
able with them. If we had had the Delegates, we would. have 
been chargeable with them also, 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 


further? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman understands that under the 


rules the number on a committee is fixed at a certain figure 
and Delegates are not included in that number at all. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They are on some committees. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman's pardon; in no case is a 
Delegate included as a part of the membership of a committee 
where the number of the committee is given. In every 
the Delegate is an additional member of the committee, made 
by the rules an additional member and not a portion of the 
number fixed by the rules, but in the gentleman’s figures he has 
included the Delegates as part of the number on the committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. On which committee? 

Mr. MANN. The Military Affairs is one. 
at least one other, as they were being read. 
take to say which it was. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the gentleman is mistaken in 
his statement, but if I did include one it would not change the 
equation. 


case 


I caught 
I will not 


others: 
under- 


Mr. MANN. More than one 7 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The figures will speak for themselves. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not intend to change them. 

Mr. MANN. I know the gentleman does not intend to do so. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But I want to say to the gentleman 
from Illinois this: He has charged this side of the House, in 
the public press, with being unfair to the minority. Now, I 
want to say to him that when we increased these 15 big com- 


mittees to the size of 21 took two-thirds for our side and 
one-third for his side we, in the first place, gave him two more 
three more Members—he could find places for on 
that side of the House than we had in the last Congress. 

Mr. MANN. Two more is correct. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. More than that, on these 15 committees 
when you work out the relative proportion of the membership 
of the two sides of this House you have got identically on these 
committees the same proportion to-day that we had in the last 
Congress, and you can not figure it any other way. That pro- 
portion, if ycu work out the ratio in proportion to the member- 
ship, is 105 places and we have given 105 places. Now, more 
than that, on all the other committees of this House, many of 
them important committees, although we increase our majority 
over your majority, there we not only give you as many places 
as we had before, but we have given you a few additional places 
to what we had before on these committees. We have not cut 
you down at all. More than that, this is the first time in the 
history of this House, so far as the memory of man runs to it, 
when a majority of this House has allowed the minority leader 
to bring a list of committee assignments to their committee and 
accept his assignment of his own people to represent his own 
party without the dotting of an “i” or the crossing of a “ft.” 
{Loud and continued applause on the Democratic side.) It 
does not lie in the mouth of the distinguished gentleman from 
Illinois to charge this side of the Chamber with unfairness 
when he knows and I know, without calling names, that in the 
making up of the great committees of this House in the past 
men have been put on the committees to represent the minority 
side of the House who he knows and I know did not represent 
the political principles of the party to which they were charged. 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker . 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts? 


‘ 1 
ana 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman from 
Alabama answer one question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If I can. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Has there ever been an 
instance throughout this whole country’s history up to the 


present day when the minority party has been allowed such a 
small proportional share of representation on committees? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; in the last Congress. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
tant committees? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


Is that true of the impor- 


You asked me in reference to all 


: committees. 
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Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I asked you if it is aan Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand that the gentlen 


of the important committees, the ones which are under dis- 


cussion, and not the small and unimportant committees which | 


you have abolished. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will allow me to an- | 


swer him, I will say that I have already stated that in these 15 
great committees the proportion in the number of the majority 


committees to-day is identically what it was two years ago. 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] And on the smaller com- 
mittees of the House you have a larger proportion of representa- 
tion than we had two years ago. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. The gentleman is entirely 
mistaken in his facts. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not entirely mistaken. I will ask 
the gentleman in what instance? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNbDERrwoop] yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Bart- 
LETT]? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GARDNER] has asked you whether or not in the history of Con- 
gress any such proportion of representation was given to the 
minority on important committees. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man if it is not a fact that in the Fifty-first Congress, known 
s ‘Reed ” Congress, where the representation was 166 Re- 


publicans to 159 Democrats, a majority of only 7, the Speaker | 


only allowed a representation on the important committees, 
like Ways and Means—which consisted of 13 members—of the 
Democrats 5 members and the Republicans 8, and that upon 
the Committee on Appropriations, consisting of 15 members, the 
Democrats were only permitted to have 6, and that on the Judi- 


on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, consisting of 17 members, 
the Republicans were given 10 members and the Democrats 7? 
That was when the Republicans came back to power in the 


lifty-first Congress. Is it not a fact that in this Congress the | 


representation given by the majority to the Republicans now 


is far more favorable to the Republicans than was given to the | 
Democrats by the Republican majority for the last 20 years | 


when the Republicans had control? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no doubt the gentleman is right. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to 
the gentleman from South Dakota? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
has had read at the Clerk’s desk a complicated problem in 
mathematics, which even an expert or actuary would not be 
able to comprehend in its entirety without examining it. I want 
a few simple facts from the gentleman. I gathered from those 
figures that whereas on those 15 principal committees in the 
last Congress the majority had 182 members it now has 21u, 
Is that correct? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No, sir. You are entirely mistaken. 
The majority in the last Congress had 248. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Members of the 15 commit- 
tees referred to? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Two hundred and forty-eight members 
of these 15 committees. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The gentleman is wrong. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Wait a minute. In the Sixty-first 
Congress the majority—that is, the Republican Party—had 182 
members. 3 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. That is precisely what I 
said. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
1s 210. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. That is precisely what I 
inquired. That makes the majority gaining, by this readjust- 
ment of committees, 28 members, the difference between 182 
and 210. 

Mr. MANN. That includes five Delegates. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. As to that I am not aware. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the gentleman is mistaken about 
that. I will refer him to my list. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The minority on,these 15 
committees in the last Congress had 102 members. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr, MARTIN of South Dakota. I understood from the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. Mann] the other 
day that the Republicans now actually have only 104 instead 
of 105. 


And in this Congress the majority 


making a speech and not asking a question. . 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I am asking for the f: 
Mr, UNDERWOOD. I will give the facts. 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. If I understand con 
the minority has upon these 15 committees now, unde: 


|claim of the gentleman from Alabama, three more m 
and the number of the minority—the relative proportion—on those : 


than before. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Now, I would like to a 
gentleman upon what hypothesis or theory he is endeavo: 
convince the minority that it has the same proportion « 
increase of the membership of these committees, when thei 
been an increase in the entire 15 committees of 31 m: 
and the majority has taken an increase of 28 and the m 
J, or less than one-ninth of the increase? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It might be an impossible prop 
for me to try to convince my distinguished friend of a: 
on this subject, but I want to say this: If you had r 
your proportion of increase in this Congress, without re; 
the loss of Members, if the membership had been identic: 
same, the number of places you would have been entitled 
these 15 committees would have been 113 instead of 105 
you lost a number of men in proportionate representation 
have 25 less, or about that, and when you work out yo 
tive proportion in loss of Members, it brings you down 
identically the number that we have given. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. If the gentleman will 


|} me to say just a word before I take my seat, I want t 


| 
| 


i 


| the increase and the majority 28, or nine time 


ciary Committee they were allowed the same proportion, and minority certainly has not been treated the same as th 


certainly will be impossible of demonstration; we have 

time at this moment to make the computation; but w! 
of an increase of 31 members the minority is given on); 
Ss as mai 


jority. 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. If you work ont the equation, y 
find out. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I will say to the gent! 
that I will work it out, and I will later give the result. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama } 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from 
bama to yield just for a little statement. The gentlem: 
stated, as I understood now, that the majority members! 
these committees in the last House was 182. The gent 
must be in error about that, unless he has included 
Delegates. The actual majority membership representat 
the last House was 177. 

The gentleman has also stated that the minority repre: 
tion was 102. The actual minority membership represent 


| was 103. 


Now, the gentleman’s side has increased the committe: 
35. It has given to the minority 2 of the increase, 1 
to the Republicans and 1 to the Socialists, and the gentl 
side has taken 33 of the increase. How, then, can the 
man say that the proportion is the same, when, with 
jority of 16 Members they get 33 more places on the 15 | 
committees, which is more than two places to a Membe! 
when the fact is that the representation on the comn 
does not equal one place to a Member? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I stated the equation. In addine uw 
the minority places on these committees—I think the toi! 
102—the gentleman’s arithmetic does not agree with mi 
one place. Possibly the gentleman is right. Possibly | 
right. 

But I want to say this further to the gentleman from I1)i 
It is a well-known fact in this House that when the Inters‘ate 


}and Foreign Commerce Committee was made up, of whi 


had the honor to be the distinguished chairman, it was unde! 
stood that it was made up at his suggestion and at his reques 
at the last Congress, and when he suggested the making up 
the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee there were 
12 Republicans and 6 Democrats placed on that committee 
[Applause on the Democratic side.]| That is in the proportion 
of two to one. . 

When we made up these great legislative committees, not 
attempting to take any of your representation and place it 
the weak points, but giving you full opportunity to place your 
battle line as strong as you can, we have only taken the pro- 
portionate representation that the gentleman from Illinois 
thought was fair in making up his own great committee. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
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Mr. MANN. I think it is due to me to say that I did not 
make up the committee. That ends that argument. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It was so understood. 

Mr. CANNON rose. 

The SPEAKER. 
the gentleman from Illinois? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield to me for five 
minutes? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield whatever time the gentleman 


desires. 

Mr. CANNON. Three minutes or five minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] 
is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. 


Mr. Speaker, I have listened to the reading | 


of the percentage statement by the gentleman from Alabama | 


{Mr. UnDERWoop]. Frankly, it seems to me that in effect the 
statement darkens counsel where the fact is patent. The gen- 
tlewan has referred to the organization of the House for four 
Congresses in the past, and more particularly I take it to the 
organization of the House in the Sixty-first Congress. There 
never has been a time in the history of the Government when 
the House could not have elected its committees under the 
rules, if it desired so to do; and yet, so far as I recollect, never 
perhaps but once or twice in the life of the Nation has the 
House elected its committees, preferring under all administra- 
tions to leave that matter to the Speaker, holding him responsi- 
ble for the organization. So that what has been done in this 
respect in the past has been done substantially with the ap- 
proval of the House. So much for that. 

When I first became Speaker there had always been com- 
plaint that the minority was not organized for strength, and in 
a spirit of fairness, as I thought at that time, I tendered to 


the minority leader, Representative Witiiams, the request that | 


he organize the minority; and I advised him that, while the 
majority was responsible for the organization, the appoint- 
ments would be made substantially in accordance with 


plan of the majority by including on the same committee a 
disproportionate representation from a particular State or sec- 
tion. Representative Wi~trams, the minority leader, organized 


his | 


selections except where they interfered with the geographical | 


the minority in three Congresses, and, so far as I recollect, his | 


recommendations were literally adopted, with perhaps four or 
five exceptions, in cases where I, representing the majority, 
made objection. I believe in a majority of the instances he 
acquiesced in my view, and in perhaps two out of the five he 
said I, representing the majority, must assume the responsibil- 
ity, which I did. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
such further time as he desires. 

Mr. CANNON. Not much time. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I yield to the gentleman five 
minutes. 


I am not going to complain touching the action of the majority. 
If you have not given the minority sufficient representation, you 
are responsible. The majority is alway You 
the responsibility for the organization, not only the 1 
but of the minority as well. You have: we { 
the minority, and our minority leader ! I 
tion. You are responsible for that. You " 
selecting the committees by the majo | 
Meavs Committee. I have no objection to 
cause you have supreme power and abs \ 
this Congress, and the House of Repres 
part of the Congress, are not going to be le 
proved because of the personnel of the vat 
You will stand or fall by the vislation that \ 
enacting, and I am willing to abide that test. [Am 
Republican side.] 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illi 
again expired. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, how much ft have I 
remaining? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 25 minutes 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield 5 minut to the t \ 
from Dllinois [Mr. Mann}. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Spenker, I do not pt se at this f 
detain the House with a dissertation on the mathe! 
tion. I propese to analyze the mathematics of this s 
in some remarks which I shall have printed i Reco 
the leave to extend a speech which I made a few da 
But it is so easy as to the mathematics that a child capable of 
entering the third grade in school would know that the ma 
matics of the gentleman from Alabama, or whoever prepared 
the figures for him, are incorrect. 
In the last House the Republicans had a majority of 47 1 
| this House the Democrats have a majority of 63, only 161 
majority. They have increased the number of places on 
15 leading committees by 35, and of those places they 
taken 33 and given the minority but 2. As t number 
places on these committees is not equal to the number of Me 
in the House, it is mathematically impossible to prove 


the present majority, so that perchance if you should all be 
placed under oath it might not appear that every individ 
pleased with the organization. If all are pleased, I would 


| glad to be informed of that fact. 
Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to | 


Now, coming down to the absolute merits of the propositi 





that t 
ratio is the same when they now take more than twice as mat 


| new places as they have increased their majority. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized 


for five minutes more. 

Mr. CANNON. I was the object of much criticism in the 
country and of some criticism from the majority side. Never- 
theless I do not regret my action. 

At the last session of Congress it was determined by the then 
minority leader [Mr. Crark of Missouri], as I was informed, 
that he would not organize the minority unless the orzaniza- 
tion he offered should be written in without the dotting of an 
“i” or the crossing of a “t.” I said the majority was re- 
sponsible, and that I, representing the majority, would treat 
his recommendations in the same spirit that I had treated the 
recommendations of his predecessor in the three preceding 


I commend that statement t 


o the gentleman who pre] 
the figures for the gentleman from Alabama. In the first 
they include the Delegates in their computation, not know 
that the Delegates were not members of t! ommittee a ed 
by the number in the rules, but under a 11 rule were added 


as additional. members without the authority to vote in the « 
mittee at all. I suppose it is not 

from Alabama who has not serv 
for years, because he has been on a more responsible com 


strange that the gent 1 


aa 


l on one of ese COl 


did not know that a Delegate was only seen and heard l 
no vote. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one word to this side of the House in 
gard to the committee assignments. The gentleman from 
nois, my colleague, the former Speaker of this LU n 

| committee assignments for four Congr 3, and on tl 
sion, the responsibility having been placed on ~ 
of the House and by that side of the Uk = 
recommendations which I made that are now up for 

by the House, working in connection with y 

Illinois, my colleague, the former Speaker; as to all t 
ments which have now been proposed to this side of the 


Congresses. The gentleman declined, and I organized the | 
minority. I did it to the best of my ability, and I am delighted | 
to know that, following substantially the rule of seniority, you | 


have practically accepted the organization that I made as 
Speaker of the House in the last Congress. [Applause on the 
Republican side}. I think that is quite a compliment to me 
and to the majority side. 

That I made mistakes in organizing the majority, and per- 
chance the minority, is I presume true; but, as the representa- 
tive of the matoesy. I was responsible, and I performed my 
duty honestly, after diligent inquiry and consideration, and 
I have no apologies to riake. I made mistakes; yes. I doubt 
if this House could be organized by any agency, whether by the 
Speaker, by the minority leader, or by a caucus, without mis- 
takes beingmade. I have heard some rumblings from members of 


I have availed myself of his knowledge, of his skil 
superior wisdom in connection with them, and I ho 
assignments which have been made may receive ft! 
not only of this side ef the House in general, but 


dividiial Member. [Applause.] I hope that it 
sult in a unified minority which, when the ti 
little further, will again become a powerful ! 
plause on the Republican side. ] 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 


gentleman from Illinois a question. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from T a 
ask the gentleman from Illinois a question, and I will } 
gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. As I 
Congress the Committee on Indian Affairs was \ 
members, and now it is composed of 19 members, and that 
additional member is a Republican. They have one more on 


. ; i A la ‘ 
understand it, } 
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the minority at this session than they had at the last Congress, | 


and I do not think that is fair and just. 


Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman from Texas, who | 


has served on the Committee on Indian Affairs for years, and 
who now has his attention for the first time directed to the 
fact that the rules for years have provided for 19 members on 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, that no one apparently on the 
committee representing the majority discovered that fact, and 
they only named 11 majority members for the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and left the balance of the committee to be 
named by me. Knowing the rules, we named 8 members of 
that committee. I called the attention of the Ways and Means 
Committee to it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I called it to the gentleman’s attention 
a few minutes ago. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Texas, having served for 
years on the committee, has not discovered the number allowed 
that committee by the rules. The gentleman can learn some 
things by asking questions. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry]. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it is gratifying to see 
the amiable face of the ex-Speaker on the floor of the House 
to-day, while he seems to be so very fair in his statements. 
Mr. Speaker, I also have great respect for the distinguished 
leader of the minority of the House [Mr. MANN], but it seems 
to me that so far he has been dealing in rather trivial poli- 
tics. He would have the country believe that the Demo- 
cratic Party prevented his side from having due consideration 
when the rules came up for adoption last Tuesday. 

Mr. Speaker, we accorded the gentleman’s party 4 hours’ 
debate, and we were willing to give an additional 40 minutes 
if the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CruMPacKER] had not ob- 
jected. We also gave them the right of offering a substitute 
for our rules, and provided that in the substitute his party 
could embrace one amendment, or one hundred or more amend- 
ments, if they had chosen to do so. 

We remember that for the preceding 14 years the distin- 
guished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DatzeLL] has risen 
in his place and offered the rules of the former Republican 
Congress without giving us the right to amend in any respect. 
If he had given us the privilege of offering a substitute, with 
only one amendment to the old rules, we would have been con- 
tented; and the country, perhaps, would have been satisfied. 
Democrats would have offered an amendment taking the power 
of appointing committees from the Speaker, thus restoring it 
where it belongs—to the membership of this House. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] But the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. DatzetL] simply offered the rules of the former House 
and moved the previous question. We were not permitted the 
poor privilege of offering one amendment. 

The gentleman from Illinois, the ex-Speaker of this House, is 
apparently very fair this morning in his statements. I have 
always believed that this is a Government of parties, and have 
thought the majority responsible for the Government when 
they are in the ascendancy and that the minority should be 
responsible for their own party affairs. After long deliberation 
it is evident to me that the minority should have the absolute 
right to fix their representation on standing committees, a 
privilege we are now according the minority. And if anyone 
will fairly investigate and make the calculation for himself he 
will ascertain we have done no injustice to gentlemen on that 
side of the House. 

Let us take the committees in the Sixty-first Congress. The 
Committee on Agriculture was composed of 12 Republicans and 
6 Democrats, the same proportion we have used in this Con- 
gress. On the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads the 
Republicans took 12 members and gave the Democrats 6. In 
constituting the Committee on the Judiciary the Republicans 
took 12 members and gave the Democrats 6. With the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce in the last Congress, 
the Republicans took 12 members and gave the Democrats 6; 
and we are dealing just as fairly with Republicans as they did 
with Democrats, and we intend that the country shall thor- 
oughly understand it from this discussion to-day. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] says that as 
Speaker in practically all instances he deferred to the minority 
leader, and that he yielded to the Hon. Jonn SHarp Wir1iaMs 
in the make-up of certain committees; that sometimes, for 
*“ geographical reasons” he could not concur with the selection 
made by that gentleman. Let us see. He removed from the 
Committee on Agriculture the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CANDLER], He removed from the Committee on Agriculture the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Heriin]. He refused to ap- 
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point the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Wess] on 
Committee on the Judiciary after Mr. Wii1aMs had 1 
mended him. He refused to appoint the gentleman from NN, 
Carolina [Mr. Smart] on the Committee on Rivers and | 
bors after Mr. WiLL1AMs had indorsed him. He now says he 
this in order to maintain the “ geographical parity ” on the « 
mittees. He did other eccentric things in the make-up of . 
mittees on both sides of the House. We submit that ques 
to the candid consideration of the country. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we should put aside these small quibh 


iand go forward and meet the great issues confronting 


American people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] In 
last analysis it will be found that we will stand for our pledves 
to the country, and when the gavel falls at the end of 1) 
Sixty-second Congress it will be ascertained that we have |. 
the faith in letter, in spirit, and in substance to the Ame 
voters and redeemed every promise we made them. [Ap 

on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous q 
tion on the resolution for the election of the committees of 
House. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the adoption of 
resolution to elect the Members named in the places on the « 
mittees as designated. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

PRINTING AND BINDING FOR COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of 
following resolution, which I send to the desk and ask to |! 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 47. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be authori? 
have such printing and binding done as may be required in the ¢ 
action of its business. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I suppose the gentleman meaus ‘ 
ask unanimous consent for the passage of that resolution ‘ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks ' 
mous consent for the present consideration of the reso 
just reported. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of 
resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed t» 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I also offer the follow 
resolution and ask unanimous consent for its present consi 
tion and adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama offers the fo! 
lowing resolution and asks unanimous consent for its pres 
consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 49. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be authorized ¢ 
sit during the sessions of the House and during the recess of Cong 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] ‘| 
Chair hears none. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to 


JOINT COMMITTEE ON REVISION AND CODIFICATION OF THE LA\\S 
OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I present the following ;: 
resolution and ask unanimous consent for its present consi« 
tion and adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks un: 
mous consent for the present consideration of the joint res: 
tion, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 56) to create and creating a joint co! 
mittee to continue the consideration of the revision and codification 
of the laws of the United States. 


Resolved, etc., That a joint committee be, and hereby is, appointed, 
consisting of the Senators —— the committee of the Senate on 
Revision of the Laws of the Unit States and the members of tl 
Committee on Revision of the Laws of the House of Representatives | 
examine, consider, and submit to Congress recommendations upoo 
the revision and codification of laws reported by the statutory r- 
vision commission heretofore authorized to revise and codify the laws 
of the United States, including all laws of a general nature, permane!' 
in character, passed since the submission to Congress on December |», 
1906, of the final report of said commission, and that the said joint 
committee be authorized to sit during the recess of Co! , to order 
such printing and binding done as may be required in the transaction 
of its business, and to incur such expense as may be deemed necessary ; 
all such expenses to be paid in = proportions from the contingent 
funds of the Senate and House of Representatives. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida objects. 
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PRINTING AND BINDING, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 43. 


Resolved, That authority is granted to do all printing and binding 
for the Committee on Appropriations deemed necessary in connection 
with the subjects considered by said committee during the Sixty-second 
Congress. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] 


LEAVE TO SIT DURING THE SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I also offer the following 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 42. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations, or such subcom- 
mittee as they may designate, shall have leave to sit during the sessions 
of the House during the Sixty-second Congress and during the recesses 
of that Congress. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 


The | 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Ilouse resolution 44 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be author 


ized to have such printing and binding done as may be required in 
the transaction of its business. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I so offer a 
further resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the District of ¢ au 
ized to sit during the sessions of the House 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from NKentuck unani 
| mous consent for the present consideration of the 1 lut 
| just read. Is there objection? 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, r¢ 
right to object, I should like to ask the chairman of the 
mittee if there is immediate necessity for the Committee on the 


mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution | 


just read. 
hears none. 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to, 


PRINTING AND BINDING, COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 45. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs of the House of 
Representatives of the Sixty-second Congress is authorized to have such 
printing and binding done for the use of the committee as may be neces- 
sary for the transaction of its business. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. MANN. 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] 


Is there objection? 
Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 


The Chair | 


| 


| much local business 


District of Columbia meeting during the sessions of the House’ 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I will say to the gentlema 
that these are exactly the same resolutions that were adopted 

at the beginning of the last of and we 
clipped from the Recorp. There are 25 or 30 bills pending b 
fore the committee now. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The question is whether the 
Members of the minority who are on the committee will noi 


e 


session Congress 


have their hands so filled with other business that they will no 
be able to accommodate themselves wholly to the business o! 
the Committee on the District of Columbia should it mee 
during sessions of the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I can give no answer to that 
But I will say to the gentleman that the committee w | 


ealled together 
days and time. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman knows that the 
Committee on the District of Columbia is a very busy one, that 
arises, and that it takes a great deal of 
the time of the members, both of the majority and the minority, 
and if there is no real, actual, hurrying necessity for meetinz 
of the committee during the sessions of the House, it would 
seem to me inadvisable to pass this resolution at this time. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I can say to the gentleman that 


and their convenience consulted as to meetil 


| I care nothing in the world about it, as to whether it passes 


| or not. 


would like to suggest to the gentlemen offering these resolutions 


that they include everything in one resolution. 
of time to pass two resolutions here, one authorizing printing 


and binding and the other authorizing such committees te sit. | 


It is a waste|. n y : : 
it stand until the necessity arises? 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman as far | 


as I am concerned I am not going to ask anything except the 
adoption of this resolution. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 


Some of the committees are not asking | 


for that privilege and some should not be given that privilege. | 


Mr. MANN. That may be, but gentlemen ought not to put in 
two resolutions; it is a waste of the time of the House when 
ohne would accomplish the purpose. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Somebody might object to one and not 
to the other. 

The SPEAKER. 


Is there objection. [After a pause.] 
Chair hears none. 


The 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. | 


COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 


Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Hiouse resolution 46. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be authorized to have 


such printing and binding done as may be ired i ans 
of its b - By g y be required in the transaction 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
Chair hears none. 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I offer the follow- 
ing resolution and ask unanimous consent for its present 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 


mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution, 
which the Clerk will report. 


The 


If he is not willing to conduct the busine 
mittee, nail up the doors. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 


ss of the con 


Would it not be better to let 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Kentucky 
to interject a remark? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The gentleman from Pennsy!l- 
vania [Mr. Moore] can object all he wants to. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to make this suggestion to the gen- 
tlemen who are asking leave for their committees to sit duri: 
the sessions of the House. I have been a member of the Com 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce for a number of 
years, and have been chairman of it for two years, and durin 
the last two years that committee reported in more than 30 | 
cent of the bills that finally became laws during the Sixty-fir 
Congress, and yet that committee never asked leave to sit duri: 
the sessions of the House. That was one reason why the work 
brought before this House always received careful and genero 
attention on the part of the House. The members of the committ 
were here on the floor instead of being off in a committee roo 
They were able to transact the business of the committee in t 
morning and be in the House during the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MOORB of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I object for | 
present, 

COMMITTEE ON 


permit me 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS 


AND GROUNDS. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent f 
the present consideration of the resolution which | i to t 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks u 
consent for the present consideration of the resolution, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 38. 

Resolwed, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Gr 
authorized to have such printing and binding done for the u 
committee as may be necessary during the Sixty-second Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The 


question is on agreeing to the resolution. — 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to, 
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COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS, 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution and 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration, 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 


mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution, | 


which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 41. 


Resolved, That the Committee on War Claims be authorized to have 
such printing and binding done for the use of the committee as may be 
necessary during the Sixty-second Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON THE LIBRARY. 


Mr. SLAYDEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 


consent for the present consideration of the resolution, which | 


the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 51. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be authorized to have 
such printing and binding done as may be necessary in the transaction 
of its business during the Sixty-second Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES, 


Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the adoption of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 53. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Territories be authorized to 
have such printing and binding done for the use of the committee as 
shall be necessary for the transaction of its business during the Sixty- 
second Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

The resolution was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution 
and ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 54. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be, and the same 
hereby is, authorized to have such printing and binding done as may be 
necessary for the use of the committee during the Sixty-second Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON INSULAR AFFAIRS. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 55. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Insular Affairs be authorized to 
have such printing and binding done for the committee as may be 
necessary during the Sixty-second Congress. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution 
and ask its immediate consideration. 
The SPEAKDR. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 56. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic be, and is 
hereby, authorized to have such printing and binding done as shall be 
necessary for the transaction of its business during the Sixty-second 
Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Mississippi if this same 
resolution has heretofore been passed by the House? 

Mr, CANDLER. It has. 

Mr. MANN. Has that committee had the privilege heretofore? 

Mr. CANDLER. It has, 


The Chair hears none. 


The Chair hears none. 





Mr. MANN. I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

The resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS NO. 3. 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous eo 
for the present consideration and adoption of the reso! 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 57. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Elections No. 3 is hereby a 
ized during the Sixty-second Congress to have such printing and 
ing done as may be required in the transaction of its business. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 1 


The Chair hears | 


| object, I would like to ask the gentleman whether or not 


notices of contests have come to this House up to this tin 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I think so. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Does the gentleman know? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I am quite certain they have. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I would like to have some de 
information. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I am so informed. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. What are they? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. There is one from Iowa and one f 
Maryland. There are several, as I understand. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I want to say to the gentleman f 
New York that I am not disposed to make any captious 0! 
tion, but unless I can get some more information than simpy ‘ 
statement that the gentleman believes that there is a cass 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I will say to the gentleman that ther 
several cases. 

Mr. HAMILL. There is the Gill case, from Maryland. 

Mr. MANN. The business of an Elections Committee « 
not be conducted without authority to print. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I understand that; but unless t! 
is some business to transact I do not see how they can do 
printing. Will the gentleman from Illinois state what | 
ing they would do? I can understand that they ought to | 
the right to print stationery, but as to binding, I can not 
how they need do that unless there is business. 

Mr. MANN. I have served on the committee so long t! 
I can tell the gentleman it is quite necessary to print the bi 
and sometimes necessary to bind them. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. That is in case of contested e! 
tions. In the event they do not have any contested elect 
they can not need any binding. 

Mr. MANN. In that case they will not need to have : 
thing printed or bound; but there are some contested-ele 
cases, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the res 
tion. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent f 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to | 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks un: 
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolut 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 40. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands is authoriz 
have such printing and binding done for the use of the commit 
may be necessary for the transaction of its business during the Six 
second Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON PATENTS. 
4% 


Mr. OLDFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent { 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to t! 
Clerk’s desk. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. OLD 
FIELD] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 0! 
a resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 50. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Patents be authorized to have suc! 
printing and binding done for the use of the committee as may | 
necessary during the Sixty-second Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
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COMMITTEE ON COINAGE, WEIGHTS, AND MEASURES. | 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for | 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 39. 

Resolwed, That the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures 
be authorized to have such printing and binding done as shall be neces- | 
sary for the transaction of its business during the Sixty-second Con- 
gress, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MANUAL AND DIGEST. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I also ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia offers another 
resolution and asks unanimous consent for its present consid- 
eration. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 48. 

Resolved, That there be printed 2,000 copies of a manual and digest | 
of the rules and practice of the House of Representatives for the first 
session of the Sixty-second Congress, the same to be bound and distrib- 
uted under the direction of the Speaker and Clerk of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object—— 

Mr. MADDEN. I reserve the right to object. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia [MTr. | 
HarpDWIcK] yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. This is a resolution to print 2,000 copies of the 
Manual and Digest. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. It is in the exact words of the reso- | 
lution adopted in the last Congress. 

Mr. MANN. Was that resolution passed without reference | 
to the Printing Committee? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. | 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman knows there is some limitation | 
in the law in regard to these things. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I understand that. This resolution con- | 
forms to the law and the practice as it has been every time. 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I want to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is it the rule and has it been the practice 
for the Speaker of the House to distribute the Digest? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Oh, no. That is not this resolution. 

Mr. MADDEN. What does this resolution provide? 

Mr. HARDWICK. That the Digest shall be prepared under 
the direction of the Speaker, and distributed by the Clerk. 

Mr. MADDEN. As I understood the reading of the resolu- 
tion, it provided that the Speaker should distribute. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Oh, no. It is to be distributed in the 
usual way. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is this in the usual form? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. In the usual form of resolutions that have 
been passed before? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It has been the practice to have these 
Manuals distributed through the Clerk’s document room. Would | 
it not be a good thing to change that practice and have them | 
distributed to the Members through the folding room, and to | 
give each one his proportional share? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no. 

Mr. HARDWICK. There would not be any particular ob- | 
jection to it, but it seems to me that these Manuals were in- 
tended for the use of the Members alone, and this is a method 
by which Members can get them. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is true; but this provides for the | 
printing of 2,000 copies, which gives to each Member, if he can | 
get them from the Clerk’s document room, a certain number. | 
Now, the gentleman knows, if he has had the experience that a | 
number of Members have, that some Members get more than | 
their share and some get less than their share. The only fair 
way to distribute these Manuals, which ought to be the prop- 
erty of the Members, is through the folding room. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I will say that I never have had any trouble 
myself, and I do not know of any Member on either side that 
has had any trouble, in getting a sufficient number of Manuals. 
I can assure the gentleman from Georgia that this distribution 


} about some Members not having trouble in 


| great many things have been suggested to be abolished by 
| Democratic caucus that is mere theory and which will turn 
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will be fair, just, and equitable. 
the unbroken practice in the past. 
Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman from Georgia 


It is in exact accordance with 


ken 
getting all that they 


IS mista 


desire. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I mean all that they were entitled to. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Well, all that they were entitled to either; 
the gentleman is mistaken. I do not say that I have had any 
trouble myself; but I know of Members that have. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection’? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, 1 do not object 
to call the attention of the House to the fact that 
ought to be amended so as to distribute these Ma 
the folding room. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not agree with the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BaArtLetr] at all. I quite with the 
gentleman from Georgia who introduced the resolution. There 
are many Members who do not want three or four of these 
Manuals, and if you distribute them through the folding room 
they are sent to some one in the country who does not want 
them. When some Member does want them he can 
them, or else they are left in the folding room until after the 
Congress adjourns, when they are of no value. If they go to 
the Clerk’s document room, when a Member wants a Manual! 
he can get one as long as they last, and if they run out we w 
have more printed. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Let me call attention to the fact that un 
der the resolution of the Democratic caucus it is intended to 
abolish the Clerk’s document room. 

Mr. MANN. Abolish it theoretically, but there will be son 
place where documents can be obtained, and with the 
expense and doing the same business. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I agree with the gentleman. I 


. but I want 
the resolution 
nuals through 


rree 


hot 


same 


think a 


the 


out that way. 
Mr. MANN. And which have not been abolished. 
Mr. BARTLETT. And which will not be. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


| Chair hears none. 


The resolution was considered and agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION OF 
Mr. SMITH of Texas. 


sent 


ARID LANDS. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con 
for the present consideration of the resolution which I 


| send to the Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 65. 
Resolved, That the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
thorized to have such printing and binding done as may 
in the conduct of its business during the Sixty-second ¢ 


Lands be 
be 1 ‘ 
ongress 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The resolution was considered and agreed to 

COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 61. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be authorized to have 
printing and binding done as may be required in the transaction ; 
business during the Sixty-second Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] I 
Chair hears none. 

The resolution was considered and agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT 

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send t 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 72. 

Resolved, 'That the Committee on Expenditures in t Post O 
partment be authorized to have such printing and 
may be necessary in the transaction of its busin d 
second Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MADDEN. Reserving the right to object, I w 
to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. ASHBROOK. I will yield. 

Mr. MADDEN. I wish to ask whether it is usual for the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office Department to 
have anything that requires printing to be done? 

Mr. ASHBROOK. I am advised that there will be. I will 


say to the gentleman that the Committee on Expendit ures in the 
Post Office Department expects to have something to do. 
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Mr. MADDEN. I think I will object for the present, and if 

they have anything to do they can offer the resolution again. 
COMMITTEE ON THE CENSUS. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
ithe present consideration of the following resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 60. 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Census be authorized to have 
such printing and binding done as may be required in the transaction 
of its business during the Sixty-second Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 
Mr. PUJO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


present consideration of the following resolution which I send | 


to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 69. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency be author- 
ized to have such printing and binding done as shall be necessary for 
the transaction of its business during the Sixty-second Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the following resolution which 
I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 66. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
be authorized to have such printing and binding done as may be neces- 
sary for the use of such committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE OF REFORM IN THE CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. GODWIN of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following reso- 
lution, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service be au- 
thorized to have such printing and binding done as may be necessary 
for the transaction of its business during the Sixty-second Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. DWIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration ef the following resolu- 
tion, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 64. 
Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs have authority to 


have such printing and binding done as may be required in the trans- 


action of its business during this Congress. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following resolution, which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 68. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be authorized to have 
such printing and binding done for the use of the committee as may be 
necessary during the Sixty-second Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the following resolution, which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 67. 


Resowed, That the Committee on Pensions be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized to have such printing and binding done as may be necessary 
for the transaction of business during the Sixty-second Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent f 
the present consideration of the following resolution, whic! 
send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 62. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Cor 
shall be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-second Cong: 
have such printing and binding done as may be required for the t 
action of its business. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON REVISION OF THE LAWS. 

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
the present consideration of the following resolution, whic! 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Revision of the Laws b 
thorized to have such printing and binding done as may be net 
for the transaction of its business during the Sixty-second Congr 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent f. 
the present consideration of the following resolution, whic! 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 63. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Immigration and Naturalizatio 
authorized to have such printing and binding done as is necessar: 
the transaction of its business during the Sixty-second Congres: 


The SPEAKER. Is there, objection? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS NO. 2. 


Mr. HAMILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for t! 
present consideration of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the res 
tion which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 58. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Elections No. 2 be authorized 
have such printing and binding done as may be required in the t: 
action of its business during the Sixty-second Congress. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object 
| I can hear what it is. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will please report the resolui 
| 
| 


at sc SS nee 


| again. 

The resolution was again reported. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] T! 
| Chair hears none. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


| 
| 
COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES, NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask unanimous cons 
for the present consideration of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman from Texas asks unaninx 
consent for the present consideration of the resolution \ 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Depart 
ment be authorized to have such printing and binding done for the us 
of the committee as may be necessary in the conduct of its busin 
during the Sixty-second Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object—— 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


COMMITTEE ON BAILWAYS AND CANALS, 


Mr. KORBLY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to tle 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unan'- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolutio! 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Railways and Canals be authorize’! 
to have such printing and binding done for the use of the committee a 
shall be mecessary for the transaction of its business during the Sixty- 
second Congress. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, | 
would ask the gentleman to let that go over until I can look up 


Sa as 





1911. 
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in reference to it. 
out about it. 

The SPEAKER. 
prejudice. 


I ask that it be passed over until we can find 


The resolution will be passed over without 


COMMITTEE ON ELECTION OF PRESIDENT, VICE PRESIDENT, ETC. 


Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the following resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution 
which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 59. 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Election of President, Vice 
President, and Representatives in Congress be authorized to have such 
printing and binding done as may be necessary for the use of said com 
mittee during the Sixty-second Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none, 
The question was taken and the resolution was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury De- 
partment be authorized to have such printing and binding done for the 
use of the committee as may be necessary during the Sixty-second 
Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object—I do 


[After a pause.] The 


not know that I will in the end—but I would ask the gentleman | |... 4 ae rage : ee ae 
If these committees are going to work, they | eave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 


to let that go over. 
will have to have the right. I suppose that will be the case; 
but as one has gone over, they ought all to be treated alike. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the resolution go over without prejudice. Is 
there cbjection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
following joint resolution, 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Kentucky will with- 
hold his resolution for a moment, there are some matters on the 
Speaker’s table. The Chair presents a communication from the 
secretary of state of the State of Colorado announcing the rati- 


fication of the income-tax amendment [applause] and orders it | 


to be printed in the Recorp and Journal, and that it lie upon 
the table, 


The communication is as follows: 


STATE OF COLORADO, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 


Unitep States or America, State of Colorado, ss: 


I, James B. Pearce, secretary of state of the State of Colorado, do 
hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete esertiot 
of senate concurrent resolution No. 3, by Senator Garman, ratifying the 


ica, which was filed in this office the 21st day of February, A. D. 1911, 
at 5.43 o’clock p. m., and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Colorado, at the city of Denver, this 23d day 
of February, A. D. 1911, 

[SEAL] JAMES B, PEARCE, 

Secretary of State. 
By Tuomas F. DILuon, Jr., 
Deputy. 
Senate concurrent resolution 3—Ratifying the sixteenth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States of America. 


Whereas both Houses of the Sixty-first Congress of the United States 


Let it go over without prejudice, Mr. | 











of America, at its first session, by a constitutional majority of two- | 


thirds thereof, made the following proposition to amend the Constitu- 
tion of the United States of America in the following words, to wit: 


“A joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States. 


_ “Resolved by the Senate and the House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each 
House concurring therein), That the following article is proposed as 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, which, when 
ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, shall 
ro to ail intents and purposes as a part of the Constitution, 
amely : 

“‘ARTICLE XVI. The Congress shall have power to lay and collect 
taxes on incomes, from whatever source derived, without apportionment 
tenn’ the several States and without regard to any census or enumera- 

Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the General Assembly of the Siate of Colorado, That the 
said pro amendment to the Constitution of the United States of 
America be, and the same is hereby, ratified by the General Assembly 
of the State of Colorado, 





= 


1% 


That certified copies of this preamble and joint resolution be for 
warded by the governor of this State to the President of the United 
States, Secretary of State of the United States, to the Presiding Officer 
of the United States Senate, and to the Speaker of the United States 
House of Representatives. 


l 


Sternuen R. FITZGARRALD, 
President of the Senate. 


GEORGE McLACHLAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Approved this 20th day of February, A. D. 1911. 
JOHN F. SHAFROTH, 


Governor of the State of Colorado 
Filed in the office of the secretary of state of the State of Colorado 


on the 21st day of February, A. D. 1911, at 5.43 o'clock p. m. 
JAMES B. Prare 
Secretary of State. 


lie 
Deputy. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair also lays before the House the 
following personal requests: 

LEAVES ABSENCE. 

$y unanimous consent Mr. Haminton of West Virginia was 
granted leave of absence from Wednesday, the 12th, until the 
22d, inclusive, on account of important business. 

By unanimous consent Mr. CurLey was granted indefinite 
leave of absence on account of sickness. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent Mr. MircHEeLt was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Albert H. Campbell, Sixty-first Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

By unanimous consent Mr. Barcuretp was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Edward M. Keating, Sixty-first Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

By unanimous consent Mr. Foster of Illinois was granted 


By THomas F. DILuon, 


OF 


copies, the papers in the case of James Wiley, Sixty-first Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon; also, leave 
to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Sarah C. James, Sixtieth Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the following 
joint resolution—— 

EX-REPRESENTATIVE TOM L. JOHNSON. 

Mr. HOWLAND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent, and I will ask the gentleman from Kentucky to with- 
hold his motion for just a moment, for the immediate-considera- 
tion of the following resolution. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky had the floor. 

Mr. HOWLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to yield 
to me. 

Mr. SHERLEY. 
lution read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 52. 


Resolved, That the House has heard with regret of the death of the 
Hon. Tom L. Johnson, of Cleveland, Ohio, a former distinguished 


Mr. Speaker, I am willing to hear the reso- 


‘ | Member is use, and hereby extends its sympathy to his family. 
sixteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States of Amer- | fember of this House, and hereby exten oe _ - 


In his death the country has lost one of its foremost citizens. 

Mr. HOWLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio whether there is 
any precedent for this? 

Mr. HOWLAND. I do not know whether there is any prece- 
dent for it or not. I think it is a matter in place, and proper 
at this time. 

Mr. MANN. 
is to become the fashion—and setting a precedent 
cause it to become a fashionable thing—I 
next and succeeding resolutions of this character. 


I shall not object to this resolution, but if this 
is liable to 
to 


shall object the 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. As I understand it, the gentleman 
was a Member of this House at one time. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. And I think we can well confine it 


to Members and ex-Members. 

Mr. MANN. I think we can well confine it to Members. They 
all pass away in the course of time, and if it becomes so that 
it is a slight if the resolution is not offered, then, every time, 


the friends of a deceased ex-Member will have to see that a 
resolution is offered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the considerati n of 
the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. rhe 


question is on agreeing to the resolution 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to, 
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REVISION AND CODIFICATION OF THE LAWS. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky offers a joint 
resolution and moves its adoption. The Clerk will report the 
resolution. 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 68) to create a joint committee to continue 
the consideration of the revision and codification of the laws of the | 
United States. 

_ Resolved, etc., That a special joint committee be appointed, consist- 

ing of five Senators, to be appointed by the Vice President, and five 

} 








Members of the House of Kepresentatives, to appointed by 
Speaker, to examine, consider, and submit to Congress recomment 
upon the revision and codification of laws reported by the statu 
revision commission heretofore authorized to revise and codify the 







of the United States, including all laws of a general nature, perm: 

in character, passed since the submission to Congress on Decembe 
1906, of the final report of said commission; and that the sai 
commission be authorized to sit during the recess of Congress and to 
eu i 





necessary assistants, to order such printing and binding done 
as may be required in the transaction of its business, and to incur such 
expense as may be deemed necessary; al! such expenseg to be paid in 
equal proportions from the contingent funds of the Senate and House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order that the resolution is 
not a privileged resolution. However, I will reserve the point 
of order. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not want the point of order to be re- 
served, Mr. Speaker. I simply call the Chair’s attention to the 
fact that there is nothing now in order of a higher privilege, 
and that in the previous Congress twice the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon], then Speaker of the House, held, on 
the motion of the gentleman from Minnesota. Mr. Tawney, 
that it was in order if nothing of a higher privilege was pend- 
ing to call up from the floor a resolution of this kind. If the 
Chair has not the precedents, I can furnish him with a mem- 
orandum of them. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from [linois [Mr. | 


Mann] desire to be heard? 

Mr. MANN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. SHreriry] a question. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I want to dispose of the point of order, 
and then I will be glad to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. RAKER. I reserve a point of order as well. . 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not want it reserved. It has been 
made. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. | 


MANN] desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. MANN. _I ask for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. That is the regular order. We have ex- 
hausted the regular order 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Speaker, the precedent to which the 
gentleman from Kentucky refers is a matter of calling up 
something on the floor of the House which is not contrary to 
the other rules. It is now in order in the House to demand 
the regular order, and if the regular order, under the calendar, 
is exhausted, it is in order to proceed to something else—any- 
hing that is before the House. The gentleman from Kentucky 
the other day would have been correct. Before the rules were 
adopted he could have demanded the consideration of this reso- 
lution. 

But the rules provide, Rule XI— 


All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named 
in the preceding rule, as fellows, viz: Subjects relating— 
7 





& os te t - La 
35. To the revision and codification of the Statutes of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 


And the rules provide that when this resolution be introduced 


it shall be referred by the Speaker to the Committee on the | 
tevision of the Laws. That is regardless of the regular order, | 


regardless of whether it is in order to take the matter up. 
If this were a report from a committee, although no com- 
mittee call was being made and there was nothing else before 


the House, it would be in order to call up this resolution, it | 


having been reported from the committee, because there is 
nothing else ahead of it. But the rules require that the resolu- 
tion, when introduced, shall be referred to the Committee on 
the Revision of the Laws. 

I would like also to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Kentucky to this fact, a little aside from the point of order: 
I asked him when he introduced the resolution the ofher day— 
and I assume this is the same resolution—whether it was 
similar to the resolutions which have heretofore been passed. 
I understood him to say that it was the same resolution. I 
afterwards compared the resolution which the gentleman in- 
troduced with the resolutions which have heretofore been 
enacted into law, and there is a very broad difference between 
them, 
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Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman wil! 
at -— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield: 
Mr. MANN. I do. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to be perfectly 


| made that statement on the word of the clerk of the Joint ( 


mittee on the Revision of the Laws, who said that he had 


| lowed the exact wording of the previous resolutions. I ass 
| that to be true. Certainly, there is nothing in this resolut 
| that contemplates doing anything other than the other res 


| tion did. 


The Clerk read as follows: | with the gentleman and with the House in that particular 
| 
| 


Mr. MANN. Then the gentleman will pardon me. Of « 
the gentleman understands very well that he is the la 
| in the House that I would think capable of endeavor 
| mislead me or mislead the House as to a statement. That ; 
| without saying. However, the resolution which the gent) 
introduced provided that there should be appointed a joint 
| mittee, while the resolutions which have heretofore | 
provided that there should be appointed a joint committee 
sisting of certain Senators of the Sixty-second Congr: 
certain Representatives of the Sixty-second Congress, ther 
in effect, as it has been interpreted, limiting the life of th: 
committee to the Congress. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit, right in 1 

connection I will concede that that is a distinction; but I t! 
the gentleman will find it is the only one. And the reas 
that is this, that the other resolutions were offered in 
closing days of a Congress and provided that the Speal 
that particular Congress, together with the then existing 
President, should appoint the joint committee, but in order 
the members should be Members of the new Congress 
pressly so stated, and named them. The gentleman from I 
sylvania [Mr. Moon], in the closing days of the last Cong: 
| offered the resolution in the form that the gentlema: 
gested. Manifestly, in the beginning of this Congress it s 
to me improper to designate the personnel of this joint 
mittee. It was a matter that should properly be left b 
the Vice President and to the Speaker, and those names 
left out. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken. The reso! 
has never designated the names. But let me get the dis 

| tion—— 

Mr. SHERLEY. I see the distinction. 

Mr. MANN. Under the resolution as passed, providing | 
the joint committee should consist of two or three member: 
whatever their number is—or Representatives in a certain 

gress, it was construed to limit the life of the committee t 
the Congress. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit, I think wy 
can readily meet the situation. In the event the Chair sh 
hold the matter to be in order, I will offer in my own time 
amendment providing that the joint committee shall be for t 
life of the Sixty-second Congress only. 

Mr. MANN. All right. The resolution offered this morning 
providing for a joint committee on the revision of the laws 
adopted would have meade the members of that committee me! 
bers of it as long as they lived. 

| Mr. SHERLEY. I am not responsible for that. 
| Mr. MANN. It has always been held that where you appoi 
a joint committee, or something of that sort, without maki 
| some limitation upon it, its members continue in office, whetl 
| they went out as Members of Congress or not, just like 1 
Monetary Commission, which now consists in the main of 
Members of Congress who were appointed while they we 
Members of Congress. 

Now, there is no desire, I think, to create a joint commissio. 


1 


}on the revision of the laws that shall be never ending. 
| had trouble enough to get rid of one, without creating another 
| permanent one. 

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman from [Illinois yield for 
question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from California? 

Mr. MANN. I yield. 

Mr. RAKER. What is the difference between the resoluti 
offered by the gentleman from California and the one offerc! 
by the gentleman from Kentucky ss to the time that this com 
mission shall end? 

Mr. MANN. There is no difference. I was just calling 
attention of the gentleman from Kentucky to that fact. 

Mr. RAKER. What is intended is simply to continue 
during the Sixty-second Congress and no further. 

Mr. MANN. What is intended by the gentleman and what 
the men who are appointed on the commission may intend, if 
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they happen to go out of the House, may be very different 
things. Now, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] 
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| 


proposes, if his resolution is considered, to put in an amend- | 
ment which will limit it to the life of the Sixty-second Congress. | 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. 

estion? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. 
if the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky is not, in effect, 

motion to suspend the rules? 

Mr. MANN. 
winds. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. 
yote. 

Mr. MANN. I have suggested that to the Speaker. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the Chair will permit 
me, I will read from the CoNarREsSIONAL Recorp of June 24, 1909, 
page 3737: 


Wer 


Will the gentleman permit me a 


. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the bill H. R. 10933—the census 
appropriation bill—and move that the House resolve itself into the 


Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for its con- 
sideration, 


The Speaxenr. The bill is referred to the Committee of the Whol 
House on the state of the Union under the rules. As the Chair under- 


stands it, the gentleman from Minnesota offers the bill? 

Mr. Tawney. Yes. 

The Speaker. The bill is referred to the Committee 
use on the state of the Union under the rules. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion that the 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for its consideration. 

Mr. Macon. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the bill is 
in the hands of the Appropriation Committee, or, at least, has been 
referred by the Speaker to the Appropriation Committee; that no report 
has been made upon it; and that it is not properly before the House, 
inasmuch as the committee has not been properly discharged from the 
further consideration of it. 

Mr. Tawney. I will say, Mr. 
ferred to any committee. 

The Sreaker. The gentleman is correct. 
close any record of the bill. 
from Minnesota——— 

Mr. Macon. Then I make the point of order 


tr 


Speaker, that the bill has not been re- 


The Journal does not dis- 





I should like to ask the gentleman | 


I think it is a motion to throw the rules to the | 


And it would require a two-thirds 
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MEMORIALS 


PUBLIC BILLS, 


Under clause 3 
rial 


RESOLUTIONS, 


of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 


were il troduc ed and severa ly referred as follows: 


AND 


By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (11. R. 3971) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Navy to contract for the construction of a 
floating steel dry dock to be stationed within Curtis Bay, a 
tributary of the Patapsco River, and near Baltimore, Md.; to 


the Committee on Nayal 
By Mr. DODDS: A 


Affairs. 
bill (H. R. 3972) 


to admit to the mails 
as second-class matter periodical publications i ed by or un- 
|}der the auspices of benevolent and fraternal societies and 
orders and institutions of learning or by trades-unions, and foi 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 
By Mr. TURNBULL: A bill (H. R. 3973) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Farmville, in the State of Virginia; to the Committ m 


| Public Buildings and Grounds. 


of the Whole | 
i 


The Chair understands that the gentleman | 


The Speaker. The Chair understands that the gentleman from Min- | 


nesota offers the bill from the floor. 
Mr. Macon. I make the point of order that the bill is improperly be- 
fore 
tee and presented by it to the House under the rules before it can be 
considered in any other manner than by unanimous consent. 
The Speaker. The Chair overrules the point of order. 


Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 


Mr. MANN. Was that the census bill? 
Mr. SHERLEY. That was the census bill. 
Mr. MANN. We nearly had a great riot here over the census 


bill. 


Mr. SHERLEY. No; the gentleman is speaking of the census 
apportionment bill, and I am speaking of the census appropria- 


tion bill; not the Crumpacker bill, but the bill presented by Mr. | 


Tawney, 

Mr. MANN. I understand; but it has always been contended 
that anything relating to the census was privileged, and un- 
doubtedly that was the contention then. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The Speaker did not put it on that ground. 

Mr. MANN. 
as I think the gentleman will see. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I should like to ask the gentleman 
why the necessity of this hurry in the passage of this resolu 
tion? 

Mr. SHERLEY. That is a question that may properly be 
considered when the matter is up for consideration. In my 
judgment, I have offered it at a proper time. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Has the gentleman any objection to 
its going to the proper committee and being considered by it? 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman from Kentucky had not 
thought this was a proper course to take, he would have sent it 
to a committee, 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. 
ho quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida makes the 
point of no quorum. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 
One hundred and seventy Members present, not a quorum. 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 


how adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 29 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, W cdunes- 
day, April 12, 1911, at 12 o’clock noon. 


the House for the reason that it must be referred to the commit- | 


House re- | from any cause to perfect 
| such entry or entries may make a further 


| the 


By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A 
state certain homestead entries in the Ozark and Arkansas Na 
Forests and to confirm titles to the lands embraced 
therein in the original claimants, and for other 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8975) providing that 
heretofore made a homestead entry 
title 


bill (H. R. 3074) te 


tional 


purposes; to 


any person who has 
entries and has failed 
any lands embraced in 
homestead entry; to 


or 
his to 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

bill (H. R. 3976) to authorize the purchase of addi 
tional grounds to be used in connection with the national ceme 
tery at Fayetteville, Ark.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3977) to relieve the governor of the State 
of Arkansas from accountability for certain funds under 
tion 1661 of the Revised Statutes, as amended; to the Committee 
Military Affairs. 

(H. R. 3978) abolish the Ozark 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 3979) to provide for the 
erection of a Federal building at Daingerfield, Tex.; the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3980) to provide for the erection of a 
Federal building at Atlanta, Tex.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3981) to provide for the ere 
eral building at Mount Pleasant, Tex.; to the 


tle a 
aais0O, a 


SO- 


4 


\lso, a bill 


est; 


to National For- 


‘ 
iO 


tion of a Fed- 
Committee on 


Public Buildings and Grounds. 


The Speaker did not put it on either ground, | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3982) to provide for the erection of a Fed- 
eral building at Cooper, Tex.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3983) to provide 


the erection of a Fed 


for 


eral building at Mount Vernon, Tex.: to the Committee on 
| Publie Buildings and Grounds. 
Also, a bill (H. BR. 3984) to provide for the erection of a Fed 


eral building at Pittsburg, Tex.; to 
fuildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3985) for the er 
building for court, post-office, and purp: 
it Jefferson, Tex., and for the disposition of the present struc 
ture: to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3986) for the erection of a 
building for courthouse, post office, and other gove 


at Texarkana, Ark.-Tex., 


the Committee on Public 


«tion of a 


other 


new Federal 


Government 





new Iederal 
rnmental pur 


pDoses Sition of the 


. 
and 


nresent structure; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
| Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3987) for the enlargen t of the Federal 
building at Texarkana, Ark.-Tex.; to the Committee on P i 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 3988S) providing for the 


| 


Mr. Speaker, I make the point of | 


erection of a public building at Fairfield, Io to tl ( i 
mittee on Public Buildings and Ground 
By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (FH. R. 3989) to « blish in th 
| Department of Commerce and Labor a bureau be kn 
the “ children’s bureau ’’; to the Committ 
the Department of Commerce and Labo! 
By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 3990) oviding 
military highway between the city of S Ga.., 
Screven, Tybee Island, Ga.; to the ee on M 
| Affairs. 
| By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 3991) 1 ner 
sions to soldiers of the Mexican and Civil W: 
other pension acts; to the Committee on Invalid P 
By Mr. GOEKE: A bill (H. R. 5992) fol fa 
public building at Sidney, Ohio; to the Committee on P : 
suildings and Grounds. 
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By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 3993) granting to the State 
of Utah 1,000,000 acres of public land within the State, to re- 
imburse the State for expenses incurred in suppressing Indian 
disturbances from 1865 to 1868; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 3994) providing for the establishment and 
maintenance of a Weather Bureau station at Brigham City, 
Utah; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3995) providing for the establishment of a 
Weather Bureau station at Provo, Utah; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

ty Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 3996) for the apportionment 
of Representatives in Congress among the several States under | 
the Thirteenth Decennial Census; to the Committee on ol 
Census. 

sy Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 3997) to} 
provide for the erection of a public building at Williamson, 
W. Va.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3998) to provide for the enlargement of | 
the Federal building at Huntington, W. Va.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3999) to provide for the erection of a | 
public building at Beckley, W. Va.; to the Committee on Public | 
Buildings and Grounds. | 

sy Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 4000) for the relief of per- 
sons who participated in the suppression of Indian hostilities | 
in the Territory of Utah, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4001) to extend the provisions of the act 
of June 27, 1902, entitled “An act to extend the provisions, limi 
tations, and benefits of an act entitled ‘An act granting pensions 
to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, 
known as the Black Hawk War, Cherokee disturbances, and the | 
Seminole War,’ approved July 27, 1892”; to the Committee ou | 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4002) granting pensions to the soldiers of | 
the Blackhawk Indian wars and to. their widows; to the Com- | 
inittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4003, pensioning the surviving officers and 
enlisted men of the Utah volunteers employed in the defense of 
the frontier settlements of the Territory of Utah against Indian 
depredations during the years from 1865 to 1868, inclusive, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4004) increasing the cost of erecting a 
public building at Brigham City, Utah; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4005) to provide for the purchase of a site | 
and the erection of a building thereon at Nephi, Utah; to the | 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4006) for the erection of a public building | 
at Ephraim, Utah; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4007) for continuing the survey of public 
lands in Garfield, Iron, Kane, San Juan, and Washington Coun- 
ties, in the State of Utah; to the Committee on Appropriations. | 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 4008) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Vernal, Utah; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4009) for the establishment of a national 


sanitarium for disabled soldiers at Becks Hot Springs, in the | 


State of Utah; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4010) to amend section 1 of the act of May 
30, 1908, entitled “An act granting to certain employees of the 





United States the right to receive from it compensation for in- 
juries sustained in the course of their employment”; to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4011) amending 
sections 2541 and 25438 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, defining the boundaries of the customs collection dis- 
tricts of Philadelphia, Pa., and Bridgeton, N. J., and establish- 
ing ports of entry and subports of entry therein; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. YOUNG of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 4012) to authorize 
the exchange of certain lands with the State of Michigan; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4013) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Calumet, in the 
State of Michigan; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4014) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Houghton, in 
the State of Michigan; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4015) to regulate the issue of injunctions 
from the Federal courts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





By Mr. LEVY: A bill (H. R. 4016) to amend the nat} 
banking laws; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4017 
establish an agricultural experiment station in the fifth 
gressional district of West Virginia; to the Committee 
Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4018) to provide for the appointment o/ 
additional district judge in and for the southern judicial dis 
of the State of West Virginia; to the Committee on 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4019) to establish a national wagon r 
commission, with a view to the improvement and construc 
of wagon roads in conjunction with the several States, in 
interest of commerce and the postal service; to the Comm 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4020) to en) 


| extend, remodel, ete., post-office and customhouse buildin: 
| Nashville, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 


Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4021) to establish a fish-hatchery 1 
biological station in the sixth congressional district of the s 
of Tennessee; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
Fisheries. 

$y Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4022) 
organize an Army corps, prescribe qualifications for enlis 
define the duties, and fix the compensation and term of 
ment of privates, and for other purposes; to the Committ 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4023) to amend an act entitled “A: 
making appropriations for the service of the Post Office 1) 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for othe 
poses,” approved March 2, 1907; to the Committee on the | 
Office and Post Roads, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4024) to allow pensions from date of 
ability: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

ty Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 4025) for acqu 
a site and the erection of a Federal building for the post offi: 
Marion, Ill.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Gro 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4026) for acquiring a site and the ere 
of a Federal building for the post office at Carbondale, I1! 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TRIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 4027) authorizing the c 
ing and maintaining of a rural parcel-delivery system by 
Post Office Department of the United States on rural routes « 

a general parcel post for agricultural, horticultural, dairy, 
poultry products; to the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Roads. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: A bill (H, R. 4028) limiting the | 
of daily service of laborers and mechanics employed upon \ 
done for the United States, or for any Territory, or for the 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; to the Committe 
Labor. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4029) for the 
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a public buildi 
Bucyrus, Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4030) for the erection of a public build 
at the city of Sandusky, in the State of Ohio, and appropri: 
moneys therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings sid 
Grounds. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 4031) to divide the State 
Virginia into three judicial districts, and for other pur|» 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4032) to authorize the Secretary of \\ 
to furnish the town of Wise, Va., with two condemned cann 
and suitable outfit of cannon balls; to the Committee on \ 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4033) to erect a monument to comme! 
rate the Battle of Cloyd’s Farm, Pulaski County, Va.; to | 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4034) for the establishment, control, 0)» 
ation, and maintenance of a sanitarium for disabled volunt« 
soldiers at New River, White Sulphur Springs, in the State of 
Virginia ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4035) for the erection of a monument '0 
the memory of Gen. William Campbell; to the Committee on the 
Library. e 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4036) to authorize the President of the 
United States to appoint shorthand reporters for the circuit 
and district courts of the United States, to fix their duties an! 
compensation, and for other purposes; to the Committee on (!: 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4087) to provide for the improvement | 
the headwaters of Big Sandy River in Virginia; to the Cou- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4088) to provide for the erection of a | 
public building at Norton, Va.; to the Committee on Public | 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4039) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Pulaski, Va.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4040) to establish a mine rescue station 
and an experiment station for analyzing and testing coals, lig- 
Li and mineral substances at or near Norton, Va.; to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4041) providing for the use of $2,000,000 | 
of the money that would otherwise become a part of the recla- 
mation fund for the drainage of certain lands in Virginia, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid | 
Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4042) to provide for the improvement of 

Powell River, in Virginia; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 
By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 4043) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Burlington, Racine County, in the State of Wisconsin; to the | 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A bill (H. R, 4044) to 
mend existing laws and equalize pay for mail service on rail- 
road lines; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4045) to regulate the quantity of tin to be 
used in the coating of tin plate composing cans made to be 
hermetically sealed and to contain canned food, and for regu- 
lating the traffic therein, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 4046) to appro- | 
priate $50,000 for the resurvey of public lands in the State of 
Colorado; to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 4047) to provide for the | 
erection of a public building at Washington, Iowa; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 4048) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Branford, in the State of Connecticut: the Committee 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (HL R. 4049) te authorize the Su- 
preme Court of the United States to make rules of practice for 
courts of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Resolution (H. Res. 70) providing for a 
committee to investigate the method of enforcement of the anti- 
trust act and other matters; to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of Justice. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: Resolution (H. Res. 71) re- 
questing the Postmaster General to furnish certain information ;: 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office Department. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Resolution (H. 72) authorizing 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office Department 
to have printing and binding done; to the Committee 
Printing. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Resolution (H. Res. 73) calling for 
information and facts regarding the condition of the Alaskan 
fur-seal herd and the conduct of the agents of the Government 
in charge thereof, lessees, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

By Mr. MURDOCK: Resolution (H. Res. 74) changing the 
rules of the House in the matter of printing speeches in the 
CONGRESSIONAL Recorp; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. RAKER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 56) to create 
and creating a joint committee to continue the consideration of 
the revision and codification of the laws of the United States: 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 57) au- 
thorizing the President of the United States to invite foreign 
governments to participate in the Second International Brewers’ 
Congress in connection with the International Barley and Hops 
Exhibition to be held in the city of Chicago, United States of 
America, in October, 1911; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 58) ap- 
proving the constitutions formed by the constitutional con- 
ventions of the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona; to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 
3) providing for the printing of the preceedings upon the un- 
veiling of the statue of Baron von Steuben; to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: Concurrent resolution | 
(H. Con. Res. 4) to print additional copies of the Report on the | 
Mountain Meadow Massacre; to the Committee on Printing. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 4050) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Starbuck; te the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4051) granting 
Thomas Addington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4052) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Bremercamp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4058) granting 
an increase of pension to Maurice Maloney; to the 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4054) granting a pension to Nannie Slay 
ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 4055) granting an increase of persion 
Jacob Grundich; to the Committee on Invalid Per 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4056) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander §S. Oliver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4057) granting an increase of pension to 
David Mooney; to the Committee on Invalid Ie 

ty Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 4058) granting 
crease of pension to John Deal; to the Committee on Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4059) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius J. McLean; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4060) granting a pension to Mary Li 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (H. R. 4061) for the relief of Ethel 

Young; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 4062) granting an 
crease of pension to George Shaffer; 
valid Pensions. 


an inerease of pension to 


Sions 


an in 


dd: 


M. 


to the Committee on I 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4068) granting an increase of pension to 
Hezekiah Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4064) granting an increase of pension to 


Charles Saladin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\Iso, a bill (H. R. 4065) granting an increase of 
Frank Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also a bill (H. R. 4066) granting an increase of pension to 
Dennis Manyon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4067) granting an increase of pension to 
Jehu Madden: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4068) granting an increase of pension to 


George W. Land; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4069) granting an increase of 
John Gould: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4070) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Friend; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4071) granting an increase of pension to 
John Craig; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 4072) granting an it 
Ralph G. Bergemann; to the Committee 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4073) granting an 
John Bonheyo; to the Committee on Invalid Vensions. 

Alsot a bill (H. R. 4074) granting an increase of pension 
William H. Bender; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4075) granting a pension 
Wilson: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4076) granting a pension to John T. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4077) granting a pension 
Richardson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4078) granting a pension 
Moore: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4079) granting a pension to Frederi 
Lewis: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also. a bill (H. R. 4080) granting a 
Guthrie; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4081) granting a pension to 
Chester: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4082) granting a pension to J ph B 
nett: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 4085 
crease of pension to William Shively; to 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4084) granting an ine f pen 
Clarence P. Holloway; to the Committee on | d Per 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4085) granting an incr e of pension 
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| Francis M. Welsh; to the Committee on Invalid Per 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4086) granting an increase < 
Jacob Guy; to the Committee on Invalid Per 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4087) granting an increase of pe! 1 to 
Nelson B. Miller; to the Committee on Ii iP ns, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4088) granting an increase of pension to 
Artemus Haines; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4089) granting an increase of pension to | 
Philip Cornelius; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 4090) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Mikel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4091) granting an increase of pension to 
William Inks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4092) granting an increase of pension 
Orlando A. Hays; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4093) granting an increase of pension to | 


Elisha L. Hargrave; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4094) granting an increase of pension to 
Johnson Berry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4095) granting an increase of pension 
Wilbur F. Wheadon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4096) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis H. Turner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4097) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of Kate Morehead and others; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

iy Mr. BATHRICK: A bill (H. R. 4098) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph Miller; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4099) granting an increase of pension to 
Fayette Darling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4100) granting an increase of pension to 
Anderson M. Basquin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4101) granting an increase of pension to 
John Timms; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4102) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Adam B, Ackerman; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4103) restoring to the pension roll the 
name of Robert J. Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 4104) granting an increase 
of pension to Noah Sipes; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4105) granting an increase of pension to 
George N. Dragoo; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4106) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac M. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4107) granting an increase of pension to 
George J. Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4108) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4109) granting a pension to John Glaback; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 4110) granting a pension to 
John W. McKissick; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4111) granting a pension to Mary E. Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURK® of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 4112) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to approve allotments to 
Joseph Ellis, jr., and Lydia Irene Simmons; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 4113) for the relief of Robert 
BE, Burke; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 4114) for the relief of 
Charles M. Campbell; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr.-CARY: A bill (H. R. 4115) to correct the military 
record of Robert Abernethy; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr, COOPER: A bill (H. R. 4116) granting an increase 
of pension to James A. McIntosh; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4117) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Stiff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 4118) granting an increase 
of pension to William P, Fullmer; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 4119) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James H. Brown; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DODDS: A bill (H. R. 4120) granting an increase of 
pension to Orren J. Cary; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4121) granting an increase of pension to 
Solomon F. Frye; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4122) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Hoffmeyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 4123) for the relief of the 
estate of Johnson Miller, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims, 
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By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 4124) for thy 
lief of J. W. Freeman, receiver of the United States land . 
Harrison, Ark.; to the Committee on Claims, 
By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont; A bill (H. R. 4125) for 
relief of the heirs of Benjamin 8S. Roberts; to the Committ: 


| Patents. 


By Mr. FULLER: A bill (EL R. 4126) granting an increa: 
pension to John Faulkner; to the Committee on Invalid | 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4127) granting a pension to Job Moo: 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREGG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4128) 2 
ing an increase of pension to Aaron T. Macklin; to the | 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4129) granting an increase of pensi 
Lewis Quillen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 41% 


granting an increase of pension to Augustus Gilmore; to 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4131) granting an increase of pensi: 
Henry C. James; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4132) granting an increase of pensi 
Linden Batten; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4133) granting an increase of pensi 
Eli W. Metcalf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4134) granting a pension to Oma Hi: 
barger; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4135) granting an increase of pensio: 
Daniel W. Bartlett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4136) granting an increase of pension to 


William Satow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4137) granting an increase of pension to 


Samuel Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4138) granting an increase of pensio 
John Wallace; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4139) granting an increase of pensi: 
Thomas Cooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4140) granting an increase of pensio: 
James W. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4141) granting an increase of pensio: 
William H. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4142) granting a pension to Mary FE. | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4148) granting a pension to Ida M. Stv: 


ling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4144) granting a pension to Eliza J. G 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4145) granting a pension to Dovie Va 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 4146) granting an increase 


of pension to George E. King; to the Committee on In 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 4147) gran‘ 
an increase of pension to Francis C. Sturtevant; to the 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4148) granting a pension to Frances 
Steele; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R, 4149) granting a pension 
Charles L. Stevens; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4150) for the relief of James B. Garris 
to the Committee on Claims. 


- 


By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 4151) for the relief « 


Jeorge P. Howard; to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 415 


granting an increase of pension to William J. Smith; to tl 


Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4153) granting an increase of pension 
Daniel Pridemore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4154) granting an increase of pension | 


John B. Simpson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4155) granting an increase of pension t 


J. D. Adkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4156) granting an increase of pension 
Franklin D. Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4157) granting an increase of pension ') 
Fannie BE. Pennypacker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensivi> 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4158) granting an increase of pension | 


Maurice Hungerford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4159) granting an increase of pension | 


Henry Stephenson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4160) granting an increase of pension 

James C. Lovejoy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4161) granting an increase of pension 

Noah Sias; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4162) granting an increase of pension to 


C, Milstead; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, @ bill CH. R. 4163) granting a pension to John Muck | 
Maynard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4164) for the relief of F. F. Morris; to the | 
Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4165) for the relief of Louis F. Brooks; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4166) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Morgan; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4167) for the relief of Jacob Harshbarger ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4168) for the relief of James M. Clouston ; 


to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4169) for the relief of the Hurricane Bap- 
fist Church, Hurricane, W. Va.; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. IP 4170) for the relief of Leroy Douglass; to 
the Committee on C? aims. 

Also, a bill CH. ¥s 4171) for the relief of John H. Snyder; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4172) for the relief of Venila Browning, 
née Kinder; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4173) for the relief of West Virginia State | 


troops: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
Also, a bill CH. R. 4174) for the relief of Mary A. Smith and | 
others; to the Committee on War Claims. | 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4175) for the relief of James M. Stephen- | 


son, of Point Pleasant, W. 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 4176) for the relief of Thomas McCallister ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 4177) for the relief of heirs of William 
uthit: to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4178) for the relief of the heirs of Edward 
and William Holderby; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4179) for the relief of the heirs of Richard 
Parsons and Mildred Parsons; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4180) for the relief of the heirs of Charles 
Ruffner, deceased: to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4181) for the relief of Charles Cook, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of John Cook, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4182) for the relief of the estate of Philip 
Null, deceased: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4183) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Point Pleasant, W. Va.; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4184) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Barboursville, W. Va.; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4185) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of John W. Shelton; to the Committee on Mili- 


Va.; to the Committee on War 


It 


tary Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4186) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the records of the War Department against James T. 


Billups; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 4187) for the relief of Allison 
Woodville Pollard; to the Committee on War Claims. 

by Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 4188) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew G. Cunningham; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4189) granting an increase of pension 
William R. Bolding; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4190) granting an increase of pension 
J. T. Axline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4191) granting an increase of pension 
James H. Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 4192) granting an increase of pension 
Charles J. Conner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4193) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Heiser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4194) granting an increase of pension 
James G. Pickett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4195) granting an increase of pension 
James P, Turner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 4196) granting an increase of pension t 
Freeman G. Chesley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4197) granting an increase of pension 
John W. Ter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4198) granting an increase of pension 
John Hinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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; Abraham R. Parish; 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4199) granting an increase of pension to 
George Long; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4200) granting an increase of pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4201) granting an increase of pension 
Jolin H. Downard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4202) granting an increase of pension 
Jane Bosworth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4208) granting an increase of pension 
Westley Shonafelt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4204) granting an increase of pension 
James Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4205) granting an increase of pension 
William Goodin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4206) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Stewart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4207) granting an increase of pension 
James Coleman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4208) granting an increase of pension 
N. H. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4209) granting an increase of pension 


to 


to 


to 


to 


to 


to 


to 


| Eli W. Bradford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4210) granting an increase of pension 
William Dalton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4211) granting an increase of pension 
yhn B. Whisler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4212) granting an increase of pension 
alton Bancroft; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4213) granting an increase of pension to 
James Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


J 


Ww 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4214) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian Rockey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4215) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry L. Easling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4216) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Balding; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4217) granting an increase of pension to 


Martin H. Corns; 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. 


R. 4218) granting an incre of pension to 
Mathias O’Blennis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4219) granting an increase of pension to 
David P. Dunkle: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4220) granting a pension to Robert Stewart: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4221) 


se 


granting a pension to Cornelius 


| Hickey; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4222) for the relief of Nathan Crutchfield: 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. ) for the relief of Jo 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4224) for the relief of A. V. Coles: t 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4225) for the relief of Ward Brot 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (TH. R. 4226) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph J. Lloyd; to the Committ 
on Invalid Pensions. 


——) 


iah B. Eaton; to 
o the 


ners: to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4227) granting an increase of pensi 
James W. Ostrander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4228) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus G. Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. BR. 


4229) granting an increase of pens 


} John I. Dawson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4230) granting an increase of pensio 


| Joseph S. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4251) granting an increase of 


f per sion to 


| Charles E. Flower; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4232) granting an increase of pension 
William A, Keister; to the Committee on Invalid Pen < 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4233) granting an increase of pension t 
Joseph Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4234) granting an increase of per 
Joseph Posey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4235) granting an increase of pens to 
Christopher C. Wright; to the Committee on Invalid Per 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4236) granting an increase of per 
George D. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4237) granting an increase of pei 
George French; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4238) granting an increase of pension to 
James Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4239) granting an inet of pe m to 
William C,. Couch; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensi 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4240) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilticem Darling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4241) granting an increase of pension to 
Jame L. Randolph; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4242) granting an increase of pension to 
tenjamin F. Blackburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 4243) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Dunn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4244) granting an increase of pension to 
George Sowerwine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CONGRESSIONAL 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4245) granting an increase of pension to | 


Hanford N. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4246) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard W. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4247) granting an increase of pengjon to 
Marcus De Lafayette Fauver; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4248) granting an increase of pension to 
Otis Long; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4249) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4250) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Wilber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4251) granting an increase of pension to 
John Weyers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4252) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Thompson, alias Wallace Thompson; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4253) granting a pension to John Kie- 
mann; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4254) granting a pension to Charlotte A. 
Hanna; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4255) granting a pension to John Phil- 
lips; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4256) granting an increase of pension to 
William Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4257) granting a pension to Rosetta Graves 
Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4258) granting a pension to Mary Shat- 
tuck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (H. R. 4259) granting an 
increase of pension to John Thompson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4260) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Randle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

jy Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (HL R. 4261) granting 
an increase of pension to William Davis; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 4262) granting an increase 
of pension to James Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4263) granting en increase of pension to 
Margaret Montgomery ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4264) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Heidel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 4265) granting an increase of 
pension to William Harman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4266) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Perkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 4267) granting a pension to Adley R. Ford; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4268) granting an increase of pension to 
Jasper 8S. Streeter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 4269) granting an increase of 
pension to Blizabeth Reardon; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4270) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Lindsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4271) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel F. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4272) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. David; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4278) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses W. Emerson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4274) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Chariston ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 4275) for the relief of Samuel M. Blair; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4276) for the relief of Edward C. Jacobs; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4277) for the relief of James Woods; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4278) for the relief of Charles F. West; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4279) for the relief of Arthur R. Hi, 
son; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4280) for the relief of Philip Mah 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4281) for the relief of William R. ¢ 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4282) for the relief of Albert G. Fe 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4283) for the relief of William R. | 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4284) for the relief of Stephen A. \ 
alias George Holmes; to the Committee on Military Aff: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4285) for the relief of Henry A. Hu 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4286) for the relief of John Coughlan: ; 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4287) for the relief of Patrick H. |] 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4288) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 
E. Wakefield; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4289) for the relief of the legal repre. 


) 


sentatives of Paul Curtis, deceased; to the Committee on Wa; 
Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4290) to appropriate the sum of §!,000, 


to be paid to Alfred Roberts for personal injuries receive at 
the United States customhouse in Boston, Mass.; to the (om- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 4291) granting an 
increase of pension to Plummer R. Nevins; to the Commit on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4292) granting an increase of pens 
George E. Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pension: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4293) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Damon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4294) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Curran; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCHENRY: A bill (H. R. 4295) granting an in 


of pension to Isaac Zerbe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4296) to correct the military record of 
John Curry; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
3y Mr. MOSS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4297) for the relief 


of James M. Powell; to the Committee on Military Affair 

By Mr. NYE: A bill (H. R. 4298) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert Watson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4299) granting an increase of pensivn to 
James Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4300) for the relief of Joseph Cameron; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 4301) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret EB. Fugatt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 43802) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Helms; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4303) granting an imcrease of pension to 
John C. Dunehew; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4804) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4305) granting a pension to Charles E. 
Frizzell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4806) granting a pension to Bertha 
Oglesby; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4307) granting a pension to James W. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4308) granting a pension to Lowry [i0!- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4309) for the relief of L. D. Bryant, Jr.; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 4310) granting an increase 
of pension to James Coats; to the Committee on Inva id 
Pensions. < 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4311) granting a pension to Nathan Ship- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Z 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 4312) to correct the til! 
tary record of H. S. Hathaway; to the Committee on Mi!''ary 
Affairs, 3 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 4313) granting an increase c 
pension to Frank Brownlow; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4314) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4315) granting an increase of -pension ‘0 
Isaac Sloan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. aa 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4316) granting an increase of pension ‘0 
Robert W. Parker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4317) granting an increase of pension to 


James Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4318) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Hudgens, alias Richard H. Bryant; to the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4319) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Dash; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4320) granting an increase of pension 
Charles H. Bliss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4821) granting an increase of pension 
John A. Lovin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4822) granting an increase of pension 
La Salle Corbell Pickett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4323) granting an increase of pension 
Felix L. Huff; to the Committee on Pensions. ° 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4324) granting a pension to Nathaniel 
Lawrence; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4325) granting a pension to Pleasant D. 
Cooper; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4326) granting a pension to Nathan C. 
Castle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4827) granting a pension to Boyd Suthers; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4828) granting a pension to F. M. Parsons; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill 
Pippin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 
to 
to 
to 


L. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4830) granting a pension to Andrew J. | 


Shell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4831) granting a pension to Victoria G. 
Harrington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4832) granting a pension to Erskine E. 
Teague; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4833) granting a pension to Henry T. | 


Mason; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4834) for the relief of Swan Hamlen; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4835) for the relief of John W. Hyatt; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4836) for the relief of Almareen Owens, sr.; 


to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4337) for the relief of John E. McDowell; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4338) for the relief of Shelby Lodge, No. 
162, Ancient Free and Accepted Masons, Bristol, Va.; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4339) for the relief of the heirs of Henry 
Sinon, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4340) granting an honorable discharge to 
George W. Dutton; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4341) granting an honorable discharge to 


J. L. M. Wileox; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4342) granting an honorable discharge to 
Joseph Fisher; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 48438) granting an honorable discharge to 


Elias Branham; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4344) to correct the military record of | 


Richard Baker; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R, 4345) to correct the military record of 


tary Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4346) to correct the military record of 
James B, Franklin; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4347) to pay Isaac W. Airey for services 
rendered to the United States Army during the late Civil War; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H, R. 4848) to authorize and direct the President | 


of the United States to place upon the retired list of the United 
States Navy late Midshipman John Benton Ewald, with the 
Tank of ensign; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4349) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the trustees 
of the Presbyterian Church of Wytheville, Va.; to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

_ By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4350) granting a pen- 
sion to Sallie L. Lipscomb; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4351) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Peter U. Gadbow; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 4352) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Kirkey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4353) granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Doty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Hl. R. 4354) granting an increase of pension to 
James Coffman ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


(H. R. 4329) granting a pension to Solomon | 
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By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 4355) for the relief of Ed- 
ward 8. Farrow; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 4856) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas P. Muth; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 








o-- 


4357) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Wallis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 43 granting an increase of pension to 
Granville T. Shanck;*to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4359) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie O. Taylor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4860) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Corrine Blandin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4861) granting an increase of pen 
John T. Riley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 43862) granting an increase of px 
Frederick C. Abel; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4363) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Kite; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4364) granting a pension to Robert P. 
Frazier; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4365) granting a pension to Effie Flynn; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4366) granting a pension to 
Hinker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4867) granting a pension to Frank M. Soop; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4368) for the relief of 
the Committee on Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4869) authorizing an honorable discharge 
i 


el 


os) 


sioh to 
ms 


Nsion to 


William 


J. H. Mullen; to 


to Henry Briel; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4870) placing John W. Saville, passed as- 
| sistant engineer, United States Navy, on the retired list with 
an advanced rank; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. THAYER: A bill (H. R. 4371) granting an i 
of pension to George F. Harwood; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. granting a pension to Patri 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (TH. R. 
increase of pension to James M. Ing; to the 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4874) granting an increase 

Matilda Houser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4575) granting an increase of pension to 

John W. Toler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


inerease 


oro 


372) k Lavin; 


granting an 
Committee on In- 


of pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4876) granting an increase of pension to 
James N. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4877) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles M. Asbury; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4878) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Summers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
/ Also, a bill (H. R. 4379) granting an increase of pension to 


Aaron F. Youngblood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4380) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin A. Atwood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4381) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph G. Lanham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4382) granting an increase of pension to 
James N. McDaniel: to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4383) granting an increase of px 
Edward Corder: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4384) granting an increase 
Nathan G. Springs; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4385) granting an increase of pension to 
tichard Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4386) granting an increase of pensio1 
William T. Freeze: to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4387) granting an increase of pensio 
Stephen T. Gill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensior 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4388) granting an increase of yx 
Charles G. Sanders; to the Committee on Invalid Ve 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4389) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Nausley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4390) granting an increase of pension 
John Lewis Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Vensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4391) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Eddleman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4392) granting an increase of pension 
John T. McClure: to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4393) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Jernigan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4394) granting an increase of 
Harvey J. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio! 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4895) granting a pension to Lucretia J. 
Allen: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A} 


Voieht; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





APR 





I: 11, 


Also, petition of International Longshoremen’s Assi 
Local No. 35, of Green Bay, Wis., in favor of the repea) 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 4396) granting a pension to Polly Ann | 10-cent tax on oleomargarine; and remonstrance of t! 
| consin Association of Creamery Owners and Managers, ; 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4397) granting a pension to Herbert W. | the so-called Heyburn bill, limiting the time for the ; 


Atwood; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 4398) to remove the charge of desertion | 
from the record of James Orange; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TRIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 4399) granting a pension to 
Iseac Almand; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 4400) granting an in- 


| of butter and cheese; to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, resolution of the John F.. Godfrey Pest, No. 93, . 
dena, Cal., and George D. Eggleston Post, No. 133, of A 


| Wis., Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the passage 


so-called Sulloway bill; to the Committee on Invalid P: 
Also, petitions of Henry Leehr, of Johnsburg, Wis., «) 
zens of Waupun, Fog Lake, Oakfield, Iron Ridge, and A; 


crease of pension to James T. Stillman; to the Committee on | Wis., against the establishment of a parcels post; and 


Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 4401) granting an increase of | 
pension to John Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4402) granting an increase of pension to 
John Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 4403) granting an increase of pension to | 
Alexander F. McConnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4404) to correct the military record of 
Lanson Zane; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


| citizens of Malone, Wis., in favor of the establishms 


parcels post, election of United States Senators by the 
vote of the people, physical valuation of public utilities, ; 


| the retention of the duty on barley and oleomargarine; | 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of Local Union \ 
of the United Association of Journeymen Plumbers, G 
ters, Steam Fitters, and Steam Fitters’ Helpers, of Jackso: 
Fla., protesting against the sending of United States tr 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4405) to correct the military record of | the Mexican border and asking for the recognition of the 


William Loar; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 4406) granting a 
pension to Emma C. Peterson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4407) granting a pension to Fred Hugo- | 
boom; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill) (H. Rh. 4408) granting a pension to Fred Brassel ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 4409) granting a pension to Susanna A. or - Canadian tariff agreement; to the Committee on W., 
/} and Means, 


Laplant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4410) granting a pension to George LL. | 


tionists as belligerents; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
$y Mr. COPLEY: Petition of citizens of eleventh district of 
Illinois, protesting against parcels post; to the Commi: 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 
By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petition of farmers of |! 


| County, and farmers of Nicollet County, Minn., against (xn: 


dian reciprocity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means 
$y Mr. FULLER: Petition of W. T. Bedford, of La Salle 


ms 


Also, petition of Hope Grange, Guilford, Tll., against Can 


Steward, alias George Smith; to the Committee on Invalid reciprocity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4411) for the relief of C. Horatio Scott; to 


the Committee on Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: Petition of Thomas Welch and others, of 
Union City, Ind., asking for the withdrawal of troops on Mexi- 
can border; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of West Grove Grange, No. 2117, of Penn- 
ville, Ind., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Telegraphic protests against a reduc- 
tion of the tariff on wool by J. W. Innis & Son, of Pataskala, 
Ohio; Isaac Grubb and W. L. White, of Johnstown, Ohio; J. H. 
Krantz & Son, of Canal Dover, Ohio; Joseph Scarborough, 
©. N. Osbun, and Dr. M. T. Moorehead, of Plainfield, Ohio; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions adopted by Schoenburn Grange, No. 1455, of 
New Philadelphia, Ohio, in opposition to Federal regulation of 
cold-storage products; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. BARCHFELD: Papers to accompany bill to increase 
pension of George W. Land, late of Company F, Hampton’s 
battery Pennsylvania Independent Light Artillery; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petitions of Weaver Merchandise Co., 
Jenkins-Childs Co., and others of Thomaston, Ga.; J. L. Pitts, 
Pierce Hammond, B. F. Reeves, J. W. Stafford & Son, and other 
merchants of Barnesville, Ga.; W. B. Thweatt & Bro., Forsyth 
Mercantile Co., and others of Forsyth, Ga.; Carmichael-Mallet 
Co., the Jackson Mercantile Co., and others of Jackson, Ga., 
against parcels-post bill; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

sy Mr. BULKLEY: Resolutions of Licensed Tugmen’s Pro- 
tective Association, Local Union No. 5, of Cleveland, Ohio, 
praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing the opening 
of life-saving stations on the Great Lakes at a date not later 
than March 1 of each year; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: Petitions of West Bend Brew- 
ing Co., of West Baden, Wis., and Charles D. Storck, of Schlei- 
singerville, Wis., in favor of the temporary removal of the tariff 
on barley; resolution of executive board of Wisconsin State 
Union of the American Society of Equity, ugainst Canadian 
reciprocity and in favor of the remission of all duties on im- 
ports and exports between Canada and the United States; 
and petitions of O. F. Miritz, against Canadian reciprocity, and 
of the United States Wholesale Saddlery Association, favoring 
the removal of the tariff on harness and saddlery leather; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, papers to accompany a bill for the relief of Job \M: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lasalle County, I11., for the cre- 
ation of a national department of health; to the Committ:« or 
Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

Also, petition of R. M. Neustadt and others of La Salle. I!!., 
in opposition to parcels post; to the Committee on the |’ 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of John F:\ 
ner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOOD: Petition of 265 persons of Cedar Rapids, Jowa, 
for the establishment of a national department of hea!t! 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Departmen! 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of Garfield E. Morrison 21 
other citizens of Madison Lake, Minn., against Canadiau free 
trade on farm products with protection on what the farmer: 
buy; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of Hastings, N. |)! 
protesting against Canadian reciprocity on farm products, with 
protection on what farmers have to buy; to the Committe: on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Williams County, N. Dak.. ) 
testing against the use of men and money of this count” 
the protection of so-called American imterests in Mexic 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of H. C. Flint, of Jamestown, N. Dak., pro- 
testing against the enactment of legislation for a rural parc 
post service; to the Committee on the Post Office and lost 
Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Good Will 
Grange, No. 127, of Glastonbury; Suffield Grange, No. 27, o! 
Suffield; Somers Grange, No. 105, of Somers; Waugur 
Grange, No. 85, of South Coventry; and Columbia Granc 
131, Patrons of Husbandry, of Columbia, all in the State o! 
necticut, in behalf of an improved parcels post; to the | 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HINDS: Petition of Sagadahoc County, P: 
Grange; resolutions of Aroostook County, Pomona Grange 
tion of Eureka Grange, No. 113, of Mapleton, Me.; resolr 
of Presumpscot Grange, No. 15, Patrons of Husbandry; p 
of Maine State Grange, by their executive committee, pro! 
against the proposed reciprocity measure, with Canada; | 
Committee on Ways and Means. Za 

Also, petition of H. S. Webber and 8 others, members of |. 
Billings Post, No. 74, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ma! 
praying for the passage of the Lincoln Memorial bill snd ' 
Lafean bill; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the American Protective Tariff Lescue, 
protesting against piecemeal tariff revision and against 2) 
manent tariff commission; to the Committee on Ways «nd 
Means. 
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resolutions of Marshall Post, No. 42, Grand Army of the 
lic, of Maine, protesting against the defeat of the Sullo- 
way bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. KNOWLAND: Petition of Chamber of Commerce and 
son-Hibberd Co., of San Francisco, Cal., against the enact- 


ment of legislation which will permit the free entry from | 


, of whale oil into the United States; to the Committee | approved 
; i’* Cu. 


Ways and Means, 
Mr. LENROOT: Petition of farmers of Boyd, Wis., and 
y, against Canadian reciprocity on farm products, with 
protection on what farmers have to buy; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


lyn, N. ¥., Stereotypers’ Union of New York, Mosaic Co., of 
Rochester, N. Y., and Knights-of Labor of New York, against 
reciprocity with Canada; to the Committee on Ways and 
Also, petition of John F. Godfrey Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Pasadena, Cal., favoring passage of Sulloway bill; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of citizens of 

Brookings, S. Dak., against the mobilizing of United States 
troops on the Mexican border; to the Committee on Military 
Allairs. 
By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: Petition of John M. Rowe and 47 
others, relating to the establishment of a national department 
of health; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior 
Department. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petitions of citizens of Santa Cruz, Cal, 
against proposed increased rate of postage on periodicals; and 
of citizens of Reedley, Cal., against proposed rural parcels-post 
delivery; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Santa Cruz, Cal., in opposition to 
the attempt at suppression of magazines by arbitrary raise in 
postage rates; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. NYE: Petition of faculty of Luther Seminary, St. 
Pau!, Minn., against donating lands to archbishop of New 
Mexico; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions adopted by voters of Lone Tree, Minn., 
against Canadian reciprocity agreement; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

sy Mr. PRAY: Petition by the following-named citizens of 
Montana, against the passage of any tariff legislation and reci- 
procity agreement with Canada at this session or until the 
Tarif Commission has made a report: Jacob C. Fey, A. W. 


|} nominate and move the election of Mr. 


By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Union League Club, of Brook- | New York, to fill the vacancy on the Committee on the Re 


Walker, John V. Carroll, Walter Grown, J. H. Evers, Andrew | 


Fergus, Bingham & Bingham, [farold Osborne, Robert Cam- 
eron, George D. Porter, J. L. Sprinkle, A. M. Brechbill, A. S. 


Lohman, Henry Juhr, W. C. Blackwood, B. L. Sprinkle, J. Kuhn, | 


B. K. Lyon, P. Hensen, John Davidson, J. E. Morse, J. M. Saw- 
yer, G. D, Martin, C. F. Williams, Glenn Bros., A. C. Brand, 
Grue Bros., Stephen Cook, T. B. Cruver, H. V. Brown, T. J. 
Riley, Jeff Doggett, F. E. Craver, J. H. Burns, Walter Brown, 
John Caldwell, William Pugh, BE. C. Wihlberger, B. D. Thomp- 
son, W. A. Beck, R. R. Pierce, William H, Danon, E. L. Comp- 
ton, W. G. Land, A. W. Kingsburg, Chris Schmehl, Charles E. 
sat M. F. Pugsley, L. D. Pugsley, O. T. Romundstad, William 
Taylor, Miller Bros., E. Mundt, John MeLaren, C. E. Sprinkie, 






is & Sons, G. V. Patterson, Long Bros., B. F. White, L. B. | 


L. N. Runyon, W. 8. Young, L. Hensen, William Hensen, John | 


D. Holliday, T. J. Jenkins, George Lyons, E. L. Shoemaker, 
Fr. V. Smart, McFarland Bros., T. S. Perkins, John Lucas, 
Mc. Chouard, John MeGinness, Freeman Hillbrick, J. O. Berg, 
Lyman & Chevallier, H. J. Herrin, and O. Foreman; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, April 12, 1911. 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of the proe lings of yesterday was read and 
COMMITTFE APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speak r, there were two vacancies 
on the Democratic side of two committees, and I desire 
MIcHA! iI’. Conny, of 


Visi i 


of the Laws, and Mr. Cuaries C. Carin, of Virginia, to fill the 
vacancy on the Committee on Accounts. On that I ask the 
previous question. 

Mr. MANN. I will suggest, Mr. Speaker, that the motion ! 


reported from the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Committee on Revision of the Laws, Micnaer F. Conry, of New York 

Committee on Accounts, CHARLES C. CARLIN, of Virginia. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the atten 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois to the fact that these are 
our vacancies. 

Mr. MANN. I understand, and the gentleman makes the 
motion to elect these Members’ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have made the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The previons question was ordered. 

The motion of Mr. UNDERWoop was considered and agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON RULES. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
resolution and ask unanimous consent for its present consid- 
eration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ilouse resolution 76. 
Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be authorized to have such 
i 1g and binding done as may be required for the transaction of its 





The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the resolution which 
the Clerk has just read. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 
The resolution was considered and agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON ACCOUNTS. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution 
and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
, House resolution 75. 
Resolred, That the Committee on Accounts is herel 


haye such printing and binding done as may be requi 
tion of its business. 






red in the tran 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


tion of the resolution? [After a pause.}] The Chair hears none. 
The resolution was considered and agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION. 


Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution 


and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved. That the Committee on Education be authorized to ha 


| such printing and binding done for the use of the committee as nu 


By Mr. REILLY: Petition of citizens of Branford and North | 


Branford, Conn., asking for more suitable quarters for the busi- 
ness of the post office and a building adequate to present and 
future needs; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

_By Mr. TURNBULL: Papers to accompany House bill to pro- 
vide for purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thers on at Farmville, Va.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of M. B. Harlan and other mem- 
bers of Sunrise Grange, No. 1550, of Woodstock, Ohio, against 
the Pepe reciprocity agreement; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of W. H. Bushong and other members of Eugene 
Reynolds Post, No. 441, Grand Army of the Republic, of Belle- 
fontaine, Ohio, and Benjamin Kiblinger and 36 other members 
of W. W. Simpson Post, No, 370, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Belle Center, Ohio, urging the passage of the Sulloway pen- 
Sion bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


be necessary during the Sixty-second Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I hope the ge 
man will let the resolution go over. I would like to say tot 
gentleman, if I may be permitted, that if he is putting in t 
resolution for the purpose of having stationery printed for 
use of the committee, that it is not necessary to have a r 
tion of the House to permit a committee to have stati 
printed for its use at all. Every committee of the Il 
entitled,. on the requisition or order of the chairman 0! 
clerk, to have stationery printed. While the amou f 
one order is limited, several orders a day for differs 
may be put in and followed up by orders the next d 
the law. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, I hardly think it fair for 


gentleman from Illinois to assume that this resolutir 
troduced for the purpose he suggests. It may be that the © 
mittee on Education will try to get busy during this « ’ 
session and that we may need some printing and binding, | 


I am willing to let it go over for the present. oe 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, when the committee u der the 
leadership of the distinguished gentleman from South Caro- 


yy authorized to 
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lina gets busy, as I hope. it will soon, I think they ought to 
have the privilege of having printing and binding done, but 
meanwhile I will ask the gentleman to let it go over. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will not 
object to this matter. It is usual, it is the custom to do this, 
and we might as well have it done now as later en in the next 
session. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman insists on his 
resolution now, I shall object. 

Mr. LEVER. I will withhold the resolution, Mr. Speaker. 


COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for | 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the | 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be permitted to sit 
during the sessions of the House and during the recess of Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 








Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire what the and not allotted prior to the 4th day of March, 1911, shall be 
| to the Members of the Sixty-second Congress. 


reason is for asking this permission? 

Mr, PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I would say to the gentleman 
that, while we do not contemplate making reports during the 
extra session, there are many legislative matters that the com- 
mittee will wish to consider, so as to get them out of the con- 
gestion of the regular session, when we will have the appro- 
priation bills up. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia objects. 

COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the following resolution, which 
I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 79. 
Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be authorized to 


have such printing done as may be necessary during the Sixty-second | 


Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that that committee ought 
to have the authority to have binding done as well as printing, 
and I notice his resolution does not include that. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
amended in accordance with the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Illineis. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution? ; 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


EXPENDITURES IN THE STATE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following resolution, which I 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the State Depart- 
ment be authorized to have such printing and binding done for the use 
of the committee as may be necessary during the Sixty-second Con- 
gress, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida objects. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for | 


the present consideration of the following resolution, which I 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 78. 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary is authorized to have 
such printing and binding done for the use of the committee as may be 
necessary for the transaction of its business. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

RIVERS AND HARBORS, 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution, 
which the Clerk will report. 





| consent for the present consideration of the resolution, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 80. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the I 
Representatives is authorized to have such printing and bindi: 
for the use of the committee as may be necessary for the transa 
its business. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.) 


| Chair hears none. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed 
DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS, ETC. 


Mr. GREGG of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask una: 
consent for the present consideration of the joint res: 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the joint res: 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution to provide for the distribution by Members 
Sixty-second Congress of documents, reports, and other public: 


Resolved, etc., That all documents, books, reports, and other 
tions ordered to be printed and published by the Sixty-first « 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object 
The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Florida did 

COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS NO. 1. 
Mr. ANSBERRY. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous cons 
the present consideration of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks una: 


“a 


| the Clerk will report. 


| 
| 


| 


| have such printing and binding done as may be required in the 


The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 81. 
Resolved, That the Committee on Elections No. 1 be author 


action of business during the Sixty-second Congress. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.} 
Chair hears none. 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed 
REVISION AND CODIFICATION OF THE LAWS. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, when the House adjoun 
yesterday there was pending a joint resolution (H. J. Res 
offered by myself to which the gentleman from [Illinois 
MANN] had made a point of order. I now ask unanimous 
sent to withdraw the resolution offered yesterday and wh 
now pending. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani 


1 on 
OS) 


[ Mr. 


is 


| consent to withdraw a resolution which he offered on yesterda) 


|; now a 


| 
| 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I suppose he has that right \ 
out asking unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution wi 
withdrawn. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
djourn. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Alabama wil! 
hold his motion for a moment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. H. H. BincHam presented himself at the bar of the Li 
and took the oath of office. 
RESIGNATION FROM A COMMITTEE. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the following lett. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


APRIL 11, 1!!! 


Hon. CHAMP CLARK, 
Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

EstTeeMep Str: I herewith tender my resignation as a member « 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice and : 
fully ask its immediate acceptance. 

Very respectfully, R. B. Ma 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resignation wi 
accepted. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. Morrison was granted lea\: 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving ©) 
the papers in the case of George W. Anderson, Sixty-first ‘ 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

ADJOURN MENT. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House : 
now adjourn. ie 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 12 o’clock and -» 
minutes) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow, Thursd:), 
April 13, 1911, at 12 o’clock noon. 


) 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under elanse 2 of Rule XNIV, executive communications 
. taken from the Spexker’s table and referred as follows: 


wel 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
jeter fromm the Chief of Engimeers, report of examination of 
Pilkington Bayou, Tex. (H. Doc. No. 10); to the Committee en 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 


a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, 
E Haven River, Conn. (H. Doe. No. #1); to the Committee 
on Ri vers and Harbors and erdered to be printed. 

. letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 


with a 
report of examination of 


Jett - from the Chief of Engineers, repert of examination of 
Mer mac River between Haverhill and Lowell, Mass. (EL Doe. 
No. 9); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered 


be printed. 


COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under Cause 2 of Rul 


REPORTS OF AND 


© XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 


erally reported from conmimittees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 


Mr. RUCKER of Missouri, from the Committee on Election 
of President, Vice President, and Representatives in Congress, 
vhich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2958) to 
amend am act entitled “An act providing for publicity ef con- 


to W 


tributions made for the purpose of influencing elections at which 
Representatives in Congress are elected,” reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a repert (No. 1), which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. J. Res. 39) propesing an amendment to 
the Constitution providing that Senators shall be elected by the 
people of the several States, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Heuse Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and meme- 
rials were introdueed and severaily referred as follews: 


By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (HL R. 4412) to premote re 
ciprocal trade relations with the Deminion of Canada, and for 


other * puspanes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


o, a bill (HL BR. 4413) to place on the free list agrieultural 


implements, cotton bagging, cotton ties, leather, boots and shces, 
fence wire, meats, cereals, flour, bread, timber, lumber, sewing 
machines, ‘salt, and other articles; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 4414) to provide pensions 


for prisoners of war; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a DIT CH. R. 4415) granting a pension to persons who 





have lost their hearing from causes originating in the military 
service of the United States; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a Dill (HL R. 4416) granting pensions to honorably dis- 
chars = volunteer soldiers who served ‘three months or more 





between the Ist day of April, 1861, and the Ist day of Augusié, 
1865, in the Army of the United States; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (HL R. 4417) to provide for serviee pensions for 
surviving volunteer soldiers of the Army of the United States; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a biNT (HL R. 4418) granting a pension to widows of 
honorably discharged volunteer soldiers of the Army of the 
United States; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

, 2 bill (HL. R. 4419) providing data for the apportion 
of Representatives among the States; to the Committee 
» Census. 


ment 
On t 






Also, a bill (Bf. R. 4420) to amend section 3244, chapter 3, 
ie ¥5, Of the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the 
OMT 


mittee on Ways and Means. 
Also, a bill (EL R. 4421) to fix the compensation of rural 


Post Roads. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4422) to regulate the trial of 
Cohtempt; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 4423) to amend 
Section 2 of an act entitled “An act to provide for the reor- 
ganization of the Consular Service of the United States,” ap- 


Dee - April 5, 1906; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
’ Mr. AYRES: 


cases of 


quisition of a site and the erection and completion thereon of | vide for the examination and license of all telesr 
4 public building in the Borough of the Bronx, New York City, | engaged im handling block signals and telegraphic © orders 


eelivery carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and | 


'A Diy (HE. R. 4424) providing for the ac- | 


in the State of New York; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

3y Mr. CANDLER: A bill (BH. R. 4425) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and en- 
courage the industries of the United States, and for other pur- 


poses,” approved August 5, 1909, so as to place building material, 
earthen and glass ware, bagging and other manufactures of 
jute, agricultural machinery and implements, and other like 
manufactured products on the free list; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TURNBULL: A bill (H. R. 4426) to amend and re 
enact. seetion 21 of an act approved March 3, 1ST9, making 


appropriations for the service of the Post Office Department 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for ether pur 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DENT: A bill (H. R. 4427) to change the name of 
Warder Place to that of Atlanta Street, in the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (EH. R. 4428) to proteet migr 
wild fowl in the United States; to the Committee 
culture, 

By Mr. HAYES: 


the 


for 


ses; 


th 


itery 
on Agri- 
A bill (H. R. 4429) to amend section 
of Revised Statutes of the United States; to the 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4480) limiting the hours of daily ser 
of Inborers and mechanics employed upon work done for the 
United States, for any Territory, or for the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (TI. R. 4481) providing for the payment of ce 


2169 


Com- 
vice 
or 


tain 


claims of the State ef California growing out of the Indian 
wars; to the Committee en War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 4432) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at Daytona, Fla.; to the 


Committee on Public Buildings and G 


rounds. 


Also, 2 bill (H. R. 4488) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at West Palm Beach, Fla.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R, 4484) to provide an allow- 
ance for loss of distilled spirits depesited in internal-revenue 
warehouses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 4435) to amend sections 5326 
and 5137 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, permit 


ting national banking associations to make leans on real-esta 






security, and limiting amounts thereof; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

ty Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 4436) to 
amend an act entitled “An aet in rela tion to the Hot Springs 
Reservation in Arkansas”; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4437) for the put 
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at 
Galion, Ohie; te the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. PICKETT: A bill (HL. R. 4488) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Cedar Falls, Iowa; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds 

ty Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. RB. 4489) to provide for the 
erection of a United States publie building at Barnesville, Ga.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 4440) to provide a mod 
for judicial settlement of certain suits-and controversies in 
the Territory of New Mexico growing out of alleged unlawfn I 
sales and contracts respecting lands granted to said Territory 
under the act approved June 21, 1808 (30 Stats., 385); to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. PEPPER: A bill (H. R. 4441) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Maquoketa, Iowa; to the Com 
mittee om Public Buildings and an 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4442) f 
bidding the sale of arms of the U nited States and providing for 
their disposal; to the Committee on Military ‘airs. 

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (FE R. 4443) to authorize the sale of 
all surplus and unallotted lands embraced within the limits of 
the Standing Rock Indian Reservation, in the State of North 
Dakota, and making appropriation and provisir o carry the 
same into effect; to the Committee on Indian Aff 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 4444) providing for ¢ 
perimental rural parcels post; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. s 

Also, a bill (HL R. 4445) providing for the erection of monu 
ments over the graves of Maj. Gen. Elijah Clark and Col. John 
Dooly, im Lincoln County, Ga. ; to the Committee on the Librirs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4446) to provide for the use of the block 
system for all trains engaged in interstate commerce; [o — 

operators 
affect- 
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ing the movement of trains on such railroads, and to provide 
for the hours of labor to be required of such telegraph operators 
and their compensation; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4447) to prohibit any person from taking, 
receiving, or agreeing to receive, directly or indirectly, giving 
or agreeing to give to any person any money or other valuable 
consideration, directly or indirectly, to procure, aid in procuring, 
or attempting to procure, appointment to Federal office, and to 
provide a punishment therefor; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4448) to limit the powers of certain courts 
of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
59) authorizing and directing the Secretary of State to arrange 
an international conference to determine the disposition of arms 
condemned as public property; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 60) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution by providing that all 
of section 2 of the fourteenth amendment except its first sen- 
tence shall be repealed; to the Committee on Election of Presi- 
den*, Vice President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 61) proposing to amend the 
Constitution by repealing the fifteenth amendment; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R, 4449) granting an 
increase of pension to William P. Wheeler; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4450) granting an increase of pension to 
John Ricksecker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4451) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Griggs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4452) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F, Keller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4453) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Meyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 4454) for the relief of 
Frank L. Rael, heir of Francisco Rael, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 4455) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George H. Hildt; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4456) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank 8S. McKee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4457) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Levingston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 4458) granting a pension to 
Augusta Hartwell Macomb; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BATHRICK: A bill (H. R. 4459) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Francis J. Truesdell; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4460) granting 
an increase of pension to Joe R, Pickle; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4461) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. MeMurtry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4462) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Burton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4463) granting an increase of pension to 
Madison White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4464) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4465) granting an increase of pension to 
G. W. Wheeler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4466) granting a pension to Mary C. 
Lanier; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4467) granting a pension to Nathan Hirsh- 
berg; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4468) granting arrears of pension to 
William H. Willett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4469) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Hiram Binkley; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4470) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Ed Pruett and grant him a pension; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 4471) for the relief of John 
Buchler; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4472) for th, 
lief of Pinkie West, administratrix of the estate of J. J. \ 
deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 4473) granting 
crease of pension to Ephriam J. Smith; to the Committ. 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4474) granting an increase of pens 
John W. Bilockson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4475) granting an increase of pens 
Marion F. Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4476) granting an increase of pension ty 
Hobart Doctor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4477) granting a pension to Ald 
Moxley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4478) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen C. Selman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4479) granting an increase of pensi: 
Isaac N. Hemphill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4480) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. McConnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4481) to remove the charge of dese 
from the military record of Jacob H. Wager, alias Jaco) [1 
Wagner; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4482) to remove the charge of desertioy 
from the military record of Joseph Rogers; to the Com ’ 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4483) to remove the charge of des 
from the military record of Robert P. Horn; to the Commi: 
en Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 4484) granting an in 
of pension to Jacob Bucher; to the Committee on Invalid |’ 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4485) granting an increase of pension to 
William Waggoner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 4486) granting 
crease of pension to James W. Jackson, alias William Bey: 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FAISON: A bill (H. R. 4487) granting a pension to 
Martha Ann Gillikin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4488) granting a pension to Elza | 
rence; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4489) granting a pension to Samue! © 
law; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4490) to correct the military record of 
James B. Waters; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORDNBEY: A bill (H. R. 4491) granting a pensi 
Sarah Elliott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 4492) granting a pe! 
to Robert L. Hester; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4493) granting a pension to Willi 4 
Whitfield; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4494) granting a pension to Milo Le s 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4495) granting a pension to J. L. B: 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4496) for the relief of Eugene J. O'Co 
and J. B. Schweers; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4497) for the relief of the heirs of J 
Larr, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4498) for the relief of the heirs of It 
W. Johnson; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4499) for the relief of the estate of \\ 
Ramsey; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 4500) granting an incre: 
pension to Adelia Inman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4501) granting an increase of pension ‘tv 
Charles Domney; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4502) granting an increase of pensi: 
Frederick C. Hammetter; to the Committee on Pensiovs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4503) granting an increase of pension | 
James Frank Sanderson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4504) granting a pension to Robert ©. 
Tietz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4505) granting a pension to Herbert II. 
Skinner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4506) for the relief of Marraton Upton; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4507) for the relief of Andrew J. Lawrence; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4508) for the relief of Thomas B, Hanou; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4509) to authorize the President of the 
United States to appoint Robert H. Peck a captain in the Army; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 4510) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert Harrison; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLAND: A bill (H. R. 4511) granting a pension 
to Thomas Allen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4512) for the relief of Mary Beal; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (Hf. R. 4513) for the relief of Mary Cornick; 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 4514) granting an increase of 
pension to James Pritchitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4515) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Pugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4516) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward L. Bradley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4517) for the relief of the heirs of Madi- 
son Turner; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4518) for the relief of the heirs of W. W. 
Summers: to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (IT. R. 4519) for the relief of the heirs of Wil- 
liam Bradshaw; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL. BR. 4520) for the relief of the heirs of Cas- 
well Puckett; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4521) for the relief of the legal heirs of 
Mrs. George M. Goodwin; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 4522 
W. T. Garrett, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4523) for the relief of D. C. Manire; to 
the Committee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4524) for the relief of W. J. Winsett: to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


to 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 4526) for the relief of Dr. J. J. Crunk, of 
Marshall County, Tenn.; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4527) for the relief of Hiram B. Crowell | 


and William H. Jones; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4528) for the relief of the estate of James 
D. Hays; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 4529) for the relief of 
John W. Terry; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 4530) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin F. Louthain; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4531) granting an increase of pension to 
John Engle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4532) granting an increase of pension 
Orson Simonds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4533) granting an increase of pension 
John Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 45384) granting an increase of pension 
Frank C. Bullard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4535) granting an increase of pension 
Adelaide Doty ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4536) granting an increase of pension 
John G. Harshberger ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4537) granting an increase of pension 
Calvin B. Flick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4538) granting an increase of pension 
Edwin B. Dixon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4539) granting an increase of pension 
Benjamin Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4540) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Dietrich; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ By Mr. LEVY: A bill (H. R. 4541) for the relief of the 
aa Insurance Co., of New York; to the Committee on 
aims, 

sy Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 4542) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Gallus Kerchner, deceased; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

. By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 4543) granting a pension to 
Sarah E. Turnmire; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 4544) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James R. Bruner; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4545) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4546) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Woodside; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4547) granting an increase of pension to 
James Vandeventer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4548) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Richeson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 


to 


to 


to 


to 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4549) granting an increase of pension to 


James R. Reece; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4550) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Grant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4551) granting an increase of pension | 
Alexander Current; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4552) granting an increase of pension t 
William A. Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4553) granting an increase of pension 
Wallace R. Kelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


) 


) 


to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4554) granting an increase of pension to 
Morton B. Chrisman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4555) granting an increase of pension to 
David J. Matheney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4556) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Case; to the Committee on Invalid Vensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4557) granting an incresse of pension to 


David Blubaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4558) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4559) granting an increase of pension to 
William Greer: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4560) granting an increase of pension to 


| William Hood; to the Committee on Invalid Vensions. 


Also. a bill (H. R. 4561) granting an increase of pension to 


: ; ! George Bennett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
) for the relief of heirs or estate of 


Also. a bill (HL. R. 4562) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C, Chapman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4563) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver T. Tripp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4564) granting an increase of pension 


| Mi ie k. Piety: te » Committee Invalid Peusions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4525) for the relief of Joseph Thompson ; | “innie E. Biety ; to tne ey arantine am it Se 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4565) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Johnston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4566) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis Hartroth: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 4567) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Haylett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4568) granting a pension to George Mor- 
gan; to the Committee on Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4569) granting a pension 
Amick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4570) granting a pension to O. C. 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4571) for the relief of John W. Baggott ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 4572) for the relief of John B. Vallra, alias 
James Breme; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4573) for the relief of Daniel I. Rit 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


to Orville P. 


Brown; 


chie; 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4574) for the relief of the estate of Eliza 
beth B. Sullivan: to the Committee on War Claims, 
Also. a bill (H. R. 4575) to correct the military record of 


James H. Carver; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4576) for the relief of Christofer M. La 


dd ; 


| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





ae 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4577) for the payment 
George Foster for the capture of Bert Welty; 
on Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 4578) conferring jurisdiction on the Court 
of Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in cla 
of the Osage Tribe of Indians against the United States; to t! 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4579) conferring jurisdiction on the Court 
of Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in cla 
of the Ponca Tribe of Indians against the United States; to | 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4580) conferring jurisdiction on the 
of Claims to hear, determine, and render ji 


of a reward to 
to the Committee 


idgment in ¢la 


of the Tonkawa Tribe of Indians against the United Stati 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 4581) granting an 
pension to John H. Cook; to the Committee on In 1 Per 
By Mr. MOORDE of Pennsylvania: A bill (Hf. R. 4582) for 
relief of the Pennsylvania Engineering Co., of the city of V'! 


delphia ; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 4583) granting a 
to John H. Brown; to the Committee on Pensior 


By Mr. PATTON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 45 


ing an increase of pension to William N. George; to thie ¢ 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4585) granting an of pe 
Jacob G. Drehmer; to the Committee on Invalid Densions, 


incren 
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By Mr. PEPPER: A bill (H. R. 4586) granting a pensiom to Also; a bill (H. R. 4626) granting a pension to Lovina Bliss: 





Marie O. Burnett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HE. R. 4587) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 4627) for the relief of Marcus Billstine: 
Christopher Dillon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (EL. R. 4688) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 4628) granting an honorable discharge to 
John Burkhard; to the: Committee on Invalid Pensions. James Carty; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 4589) granting an inerease of pension: to By Mr. SIMS (by request) : A bill (H. R. 4629) for the relief 
Myron M. Marshall;; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. of Thomas Kennedy, executor of the estate of Margaret Ken 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4590) granting an inerease of pension to | nedy, deceased; to the Committee on. War Claims: 
Henry Meerdink; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 4650) granting a pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4591) granting an increase of pension to | Elizabeth A. Whittaker; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Rufus W. Rosenberger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. THAYER: A bill (H. R. 4681) granting an increase 
Also; a bill (HL. R. 4592) granting an. increase of pension to | of pension to James H. Chadwick; to the Committee on Invalid 


William EE. Zetler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 4593) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 4632) granting an increase of pension to 
William. Whitmore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Herbert A. Kimball; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, @ bill (H. R. 4594) granting an increase of pension to 
C. IF’. Regnier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Squier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, @ bill (HL R. 4595) for the relief of Elisabeth Rink; to | Also, a bill (H. R. 4634) granting a pension to Narcisse 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Minard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL BR. 4596). for the relief of John D: Moon; to | By Mr. TURNBULL: A bill (H. R. 4635) for the relief of 
the Committee on Military Affairs. BE. A. R. Wyatt; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4597) for the relief of Charles Christian By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 4636) granting an in- 
Melchert ;. to the Committee on Military Affairs. crease of pension to William H. Herrick; to the Committee on 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4598) for the relief of Charles W. Tappan; | Invalid Pensions. 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. | Also, a bill (H. R. 4637) for the relief of Rebecca P. Tyus, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4599) for the relief of Di M. Rowland; to | or her heirs; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4683) granting a pension to Sarah J. 


the Committee on Claims, | By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 4638). granting an increase of 
Also, a bill (BH. R. 4600) for the relief of James F. Gorman; | pension to David A. Piatt; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
to the Committee on Claims. sions. 
Also, a bill (Hi. R. 4601) for the relief of Severin Hartman; Also, a bill (A. R. 46389) granting an inerease of pension to 
to the Committee on: Claims. Williamson T. Tway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (A. BR. 4602) to remove the charge of desertion Also, a bill (H. R. 4640) granting an increase of pension to 
against John C, Davis; to the Committee on Military Affairs. James IF’. Rowley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 4603) granting a pension to George W. 
Bagley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr: PICKETT: A bill (H. R. 4604) granting an increase} _. SEPTSSNS BEC . 
of pension to Alfred J. Skinner; to the Committee on Invalid Under clause 1 of Rule XXIT, petitions and papers were laid 
Pensions. on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

Pet ~ : ; | By the SPEAKER (by request): Protest. from sundry citi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4605) granting an increase of pension to y L . 

Samuel Sewell: to the suai = Invalid Peantonn, zens of Mexico, Mo., against sending United States troops to 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4606) granting an increase of pension to Mexican border; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 








; : ail Also, petition to accompany bill for relief of Pinkie West, ad- 

Jesse B, Wilcox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4607) granting an increase of pension to ee ee S ere of J. J. West, deceased; to the Com- 
Albert Woodruff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. = ; s ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4608) granting an increase of pension to| By Mr. ANTHONY: Petition signed by George M. Casebicr 
Chester B. Stilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. and other business men and citizens of McLouth, Kans., against 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4609) granting an increase of pension to | the bill to regulate cold storage of butter, eggs, and poultry; 
Asa LL, Bushnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4610) for the relief of the legal repre- | BY Mr ASHBROOK: Reso Guunaite a catia Oxuedian 
tati f Henry 1 f, ‘ : Cc it arange, asKala, ’ : anadian 
eae - ee ee ene am | reciprocity treaty; also, petition of J.. L. Ticker & Son, of 
By Mr: PROUTY = A bill (HL R. 4611): granting an inerease of | Coshocton, Ohio, against any reduction of the duty on wool; 
pension to John Willis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | © the Committee on Ways and Means. a 
By Mr: RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H.R. 4612) for the | _ BY Mr. BULKLEY: Resolution adopted April 9 by thé 
relief of the estate of T. J. Semmes, deceased; to the Committee | Socialist Party of Cleveland, Ohio, denouncing the mobilization 
on War Claims. of United States troops in the vicinity of the Mexican border; 
By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 4613) granting an increase of | © the Committee on Military Affairs. 
pension to Marcus D. Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid| _ By Mr. B¥RNS of Tennessee: Papers to accompany Dill to 


Pensions. increase pension of Joe R. Pickle; to the Committee on Invalid 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4614) granting an increase of pension to | Pensions: ’ 
Jacob. Smith; to the Committee on. Invalid Pensions. By Mr. CATLIN: Petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., for 


Also, a bill (HI. R. 4615) granting an increase of pension to | the construction of the battleship New York in a Government 
Charles C. Early ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. navy yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4616) granting an increase of pension to| By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Resolutions of Jasper Packard 
Francis M. Perkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lafayette, Ind., for dollar- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4617) granting an increase of pension to | 2-day pension law; to the Committee om Invalid Pensions. 
Byron Lilly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Arsenal Federation of Labor 
Also, a bill (Hi. R. 4618) granting an increase of pension to | Unions at Rock Island Arsenal, against installing the Taylor 
Robert Bi: McCrory; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. system of shop management; to the Committee on Military 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4619) granting an increase of pension to | Affairs. ; 
Andrew B. Keith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, petition of the Niagara Alkali Co., asking for a duty 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 4620) granting am increase of pension to | on caustic potash; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
George FP. Brady; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Alse, petitions of Clifford S. Hunt, of De Kalb, IL, in. opposi- 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 4621) granting an increase of pension to | tion to Canadian tariff agreement, and of the New York Cord- 
George W. Brown; to: the Committee on Invalid Pensions. age Co., urging that jute cotton bagging and russia rope be put 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4622) granting am inerease of pension to | on free list; to the Committee on Ways and Meats. 
Patrick Mahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: Petition of W. Clyde Huff 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4623) granting an inerense of vension to | and’ 2¥ other citizens of Michigan and residents of St. Joseph 
Frederick W. Stebbins; to the Committee om Invalid Pensions. County, urging Congress: to establish a system of parcels post; 
Also, a bill (EL R. 462%) granting a pension to James Bel- | to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
lamy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of Flasher, N. Dak.. 
Also, # bill (H. R. 4625) granting a pension to Mary Riscliert ; | against parcels pest; to the Committee om the Post Office and 
to the Committee en Invalid Pensions. Post Roads: 








1911. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


187 





Also, petition of citizens of Edinburg, N. Dak., against Cana- | 
dian reciprocity bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition from citizens of Hampden, N. Dak., urging pas- 
sage of bill for additional compensation to rural free-delivery | 
carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of Ledyard Grange, No. 167, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Mystic, Conn., against Canadian reci- 
procity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KOQNOP: Petition of farmers of Kewaunee County, 
Wis., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of residents of Suring, Wis., in favor of the 
withdrawal of United States troops from the Mexican frontier ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of residents of Door County, Wis., favoring re- 
tention of tax on oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Augustus Sponsler; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of residents and voters of Henrico | 
County, Va., in favor of parcels post; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Georgia-Florida Sawmill Association, | 
against Canadian reciprocity treaty; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. LENROOT: Petition of Hugh Bell and 43 others, 
against the Canadian reciprocity agreement; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of New York Cordage Co., against | 
the duty on jute cotton bagging and russia rope, tarred and un- 
tarred, for marine use; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TURNBULL: Petition of Edward Wyatt, son of | 
rE. A. R. Wyatt, asking for remuneration for property taken 
by and for the use of the Union Army during the Civil War; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petitions of Seward Repub- 
lican Club, of Brooklyn, N. Y., and Stereotypers’ Union No. 1, 
Journeymen Stereotypers and Electrotypers’ Union, of New 
York, favoring reciprocity with Canada; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of New York Chapter of American Institute of 
Architects, favoring proposed site for Linceln memorial; to the 
Committee on the Library. 
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The Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, offered the follow- | 
ing prayer: 

Our heavenly Father, whose ear is ever open to the cry of 
Thy children, we are sore pained because of the homes which 
have been devastated and the hearts which have been made 
desolate. Their sorrow is our sorrow, as their loss is our loss. 
Oh, Thou who rulest over whirlwind and tempest, comfort the 
stricken hearts, we pray Thee, and deepen Thy children’s trust 
in Thee. And though Thou leadest us in ways which we can | 
not understand, because of the frailty of our nature, help us | 
still, we implore Thee, to pray that Thy will may be done and 
that Thy kingdom may come. And unto Thee, who art the God 
of all comfort, do we commit our bodies and our souls now and 
forevermore. Amen. 

The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was read and 
approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution adopted | 


by the Legislature of the State of Tennessee, which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be | 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


| 
Senate joint resolution 43. 
| 
| 


Whereas it appears from an investigation recently made by the Sen- 
ate of the United States, and otherwise, that polygamy still exists in 
certain places in the United States, notwithstanding prohibitory stat- | 
om. eee ot oe yeoeen States thereof; and 

reas the practice of polygamy is generally condemned by the 
people of the United States, and there is a demand for the more ef- 
feetual prohibition thereof by placing the subject under the Federal 
ee WA Ca at i anne time sepecving to each State the 
eontro own laws relating to marriage and di- 

vorce: Now therefore be it r , ; : 


| Brethren, of St. Joseph, 
| School, of McPherson, Kans.; and of the executive committee 


Resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring), 
That the application be made, and hereby is made, to Congress, under 
the provisions of Article V of the Constitution of the United States, for 
the calling of a convention to propose an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States whereby polygamy and polygamous cohabita- 
tion shall be prohibited, and Congress shall be given power to enforce 


; such prohibition by appropriate legislation. 


Resolved, That the legislatures of all other States of the United 
States, now in session or when next convered, be, and they are hereby, 
respectfully requested to join in this application by the adoption of this 
or an equivalent resolution. 

Resolved further, That the secretary of state be. and he ts hereby, 
directed to transmit copies of this application to the Senate and the 
House of Representatives of the United States and to the several Mem- 
bers of the bodies representing this State therein; also to transmit 
copies hereof to the legislatures of all other States of the United Stites, 

Adopted February 16, 1911. 


N. Baxter, Jr., 
Speaker of the Senate. 
° A. M. L&acn, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Approved, February 17, 1911. 


[ SEAL. ] Ben W. Hooper, 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented petitions of the congrega- 
tions of the Temple Lutheran Church, of Philadelphia; the 
Church of the Brethren, of Portis, Kans.; the Church of the 
Mo.; of the Morning Star Sunday 


Governor. 


of the Laymen’s Missionary Movement of the Methodist Episco 
pal Church South, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to further restrict the sale and traffic of opium, which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Emerald Club, of Pater- 
son, N. J., remonstrating against the ratification of the pro- 
posed treaty of arbitration between the United States and 
Great Britain, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Federation of Labor 
of Kankakee, Il., praying for the enactment of legislation with- 
drawing the United States troops from the Mexican border, 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Iie also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Dunlap, 


Ill., remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed 
reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and 


Canada, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of the Ancient Order of 
Hibernians, of Brainerd, Minn., remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the proposed treaty of arbitration between the United 
States and Great Britain, which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Minnesota Wool Growers’ 
Association, praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
Schedule K of the present tariff law providing reasonable pro- 
tection to the wool growers of the Mississippi Valley, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BRISTOW presented a petition of the Morning Star 
Sunday School, of McPherson, Kans., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors into prohibition districts, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Topeka, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation withdrawing the 
United States troops from the Mexican border, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented petitions of James Collins, of 
Manchester, N. H., and 254 other citizens of New Hampshire, 
praying for the establishment of a national department of 
public health, which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Health and National Quarantine. 

He also presented memorials of Herman Anderson, of Milan; 
Cc. W. Farr, of North Weare; William Chesbro, of East Deer 
ing; J. W. Clark, of North Weare; William F. Colesworthy, of 
Canaan; Fred O. Lavene, of Winchester; Edward Flanders, 
of Clinton Grove; Edgar C. Breed, of Weare; Oliver C. Dimond, 
of West Concord; S. R. Hanscom, of Errol; Fred A. Wesson, of 
Lancaster; Gaun FE. Gonell, of Tilton; and John D. Hutchin- 


| son, of West Chesterfield, all of the State of New Hampshire, 


remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal 
trade agreement between the United States and Canada, which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND presented a petition of the Salt Lake 
Socialist Party, of Salt Lake City, Utah, praying for the enact 
ment of legislation withdrawing the United States troops froin 


| the Mexican border, which was referred to the Committee on 


Foreign Relations. 

Mr. JONES. I present a joint memorial adopted by 
Legislature of the State of Washington, which I ask may 
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Com- 


the 


be 


merce. 
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There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred 7 There being no objection, the joint resolution was refer: 


the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 
Senate joint memorial 6. 


Jo the Benate and House of Representatives of the 
Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State 
would respectfully represent: 

The Bay of Port Townsend and Oak Bay, in the State of Washington, 
are now separated by a narrow strip of land from 100 to 150 feet in 
width, and by reason of this obstruction vessels geing north from 


United States in 


of Washington, 


Puget Sound are compelled to pass around Marrowstone Point, exposed | 


to the heavy swells direct from the ocean. We would further represent 
that light-draft and stern-wheel steamers are forbidden by the United 
States local inspectors from doing business between the city of Port 


Townsend and other cities on Puget Sound south of Marrowstone Point | 


during the winter months. We would further represent that the re- 


‘ - . i 
moval of this obstruction would present a safe means of communica- | 
tion during the entire year, and also shorten the distance to be trav- | 


cled by water at least 13 miles, and that said obstruction can be re- 
moved for the sum of $80,000. 

The number of vessels and tonnage entering from and clearing for 
foreign ports for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, was 5,097, with 
the total tonnage of 3,816,010. There is no record of vessels in the 
coastwise trade, as they are not required to enter or clear, but a con- 
servative estimate would place it as nearly double the foreign tonnage, 
in addition to what we term the “ local fleet’ of Puget Sound. 

Many of the foreign and coastwise vessels would use the canal, if 
constructed, but its importance for protection of the local sound fleet 
and the lumber industry is still greater, the facts concerning which are 
as follows: Seven vessels of the local fleet ply between the upper 
sound ints to Port Townsend and to points by way of Port Town- 
send. The number of trips made by these vessels annually in both direc- 
tions were 3,848, with a total tonnage of 2,323,968. During eight 
months ending August 31, 1910, they carried 73,233 tons of freight for 
local ints. The average for the year would therefore be in excess of 
105,0 tons. If the canal was constructed, every one of these vessels 
would make use of this passage. 

There is an annual towage from the Straits direct to upper sound 
mills of 75,000,000 to 100,000,000 feet of logs, all of which would make 
use of this canal. It is not an wnusual sight to see six or seven tugs 
with tows of logs from Port Townsend Bay awaiting favorable oppor- 
tunity to round Marrowstone Point. During time of storm the weather 
conditions off Marrowstone Point and opposite the entrance to Port 
Townsend Bay are as bad as can be found outside of Point Wilson, 
which the Government designated as open ocean. 

The protection which this canal would afford to the smaller vessels of 
Puget Sound and to the lumber industries would, in itself, be sufficient 
to warrant the expenditure of the money necessary for its excavation 
and completion. 

In the interests of the industries at the head of Port Townsend Bay, 
such as the Western Steel Corporation plant at Irondale, the plant of 
the Classon Chemical Co. at Hadlock, and the Washington Mill Co. in- 
terests at the same place, this canal is even more necessary, for the 
constantly increasing business at these points demand a constantly in- 
creasing traffic by water, which traffic is handicapped at present not 
only by bad weather conditions to be found off Marrowstone Point, but 
by additional distance of over 12 miles, which must be traveled in 
order to reach these industries. 

With this canal completed, traffic between Seattle and other points on 
Puget Sound and the various points on Port Townsend Bay would be 
augmented, in that it would be open to smaller vessels than those which 
are now required, owing to the necessity of pessing at times through 
exceedingly rough and dangerous weather off Marrowstone Point. 

We, your petitioners, would therefore nar request that an 
appropriation of said sum of $80,000 be made for the purposes herein 
stated, and as in duty bound your agg will ever pray. 

Passed the senate February 28, 1911. 

W. H. PAULHAMUS, 


President of the Senate. 
Passed the house March 4, 1911. 
Howarp D. TAYLor, 
Speaker of the House. 


Mr. JONES. I present a joint memorial adopted by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Washington, which I ask may be printed 
in the Rrcorp and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


Senate joint memorial 4. 


To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress 
assembled: 


We, your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the State of Washington, in legislative session assembled (twelfth regu- 
lar session), respectfully petition : 

That the bill now before Congress providing that appeal may be 
taken from the decisions rendered by the Secretary of the Interior to 
the Cireuit Court of the United States in and for the District of Colum- 
bia be modified, In that appeals from the decisions of the Secretary of 
the Interior be taken to the circuit court of the United States for the 
district in which the land under controversy is situated, and that the 
bill when so amended be enacted into law. 

Passed the senate February 9, 1911. 

W. H. PavLHanes, 
President of the Senate. 

Passed the house March 4, 1911. 

Howarp D. Tayuor, 
Speaker of the House. 


Mr. TAYLOR. I present a joint resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of Tennessee, which I ask may be 
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 





ee 


to the Committee on Immigration and ordered to be printed { 
the Recorp, as follows: 


Senate joint resolution 27. 


Whereas the United States Immigration Commission after four yea; 
investigation and the expenditure of $1,000,000 has made a 40-yoly 
report to Congress; and 

Whereas it is being proposed that the immigration evils from w! 
the Northeastern States are suffering be relieved by diverting and «¢ 
tributing the aliens now crowding into and congesting the sly 
sweatshops, and city centers of the Northeast; and 

Whereas the Immigration Commission clearly points out that 
is the only country with any considerable net foreign immigrati 
our laws and administrative policy are the weakest of any new « 
try, and that “ substantial restriction is demanded by economic, mo: 
and social considerations,” and the illiteracy test is recommended 
the most feasible single method for excluding undesirable immigration 
Therefore be it 

Resolved by the State Senate of Tennessee (the House concurrin 
That we hereby memorialize Congress to immediately enact some s); 
illiteracy test as is recommended by the Immigration Commission as j 


| law_in Australia, New Zealand, and other new countries, pass ot 


needed immigration legislation along the lines of the Immigrat 
Commission’s suggestions, and do not pass any legislation looking ; 
the diversion and distribution of the kind of alien population that 
now congesting the northeastern cities and causing so many e 
there; and be it further 

Resolved, That a certified copy of this resolution be sent by 
Secretary of the Senate at once to the President of the United States 
to our two United States Senators, and each ef our Representatiy: 


Washington, D. C., with the request that it be presented to Congre. 
and properly referred. 
Adopted February 7, 1911. 


N. Baxter, Jr., 
Speaker of the Senatc. 
A. M. Leacu, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Approved, February 9, 1911. 
Ben W. Hoorrer, Governor. 


I, W. D. Seruggs, chief clerk of the senate, hereby certify that thi 
is a true and correct copy of senate joint resolution No. 27, adopted 
February 7, 1911. 


W. D. Scrvuaes, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 

Mr. TAYLOR presented a petition of Local Branch Sons of 
the Revolution, of Memphis, Tenn., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for a compilation for publication of th 
military and naval records of the Revolutionary War, which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens and business 
firms of Memphis, Tenn., remonstrating against the enactm: 
of legislation te prohibit the dealing in cotton futures, etc., 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce 

He also presented a joint resolution adopted by the Lezisla- 
ture of the State of Tennessee, praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution prohibiting polygamy, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented memorials of Cascade 
Grange, No. 92, of Oakland; Aroostook County Pomona Grange, 
No. 7; Local Grange No. 165, of Perham; Highland Grange. 
No. 364, of North Penobscot; Schoodic Grange, No. 420, 
Franklin; and of Silver Lake Grange, No. 327, of Weeks Mills, 
all of the Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of Maine, remon- 
strating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade 
agreement between the United States and Canada, which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Waterville, 
Me., praying for the ratification of the proposed treaty of arbi 
tration between the United States and Great Britain, which wo 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Gardiner, 
Me., praying for the establishment of a national departmen 
of public health, which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Health and National Quarantine. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey presented memorials of Rock- 
town Grange, No. 8, of Burlington; Millstone Valley Grange, No 
169 ; Rancocas Grange, No. 345; Mullica Hill Grange, No. 51; and 
Somerset Grange, No. 7, all of the Patrons of Husbandry, in th 
State of New Jersey, remonstrating against the enactment 0! 
legislation to regulate the sale and transportation of foods in coli 
storage, which were referred to the Committee on Agricultur 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Local Grange No. 169, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Millstone, N. J., praying for the adoption of 
certain amendments to the present oleomargarine law, which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented memorials of the Emerald Club, of Eliza 
beth; of the Ancient Order of Hibernians of Elizabeth; of 
Robert Fischer, of Paterson; and of M. A. McMahon, of Pater- 
son, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating against the 
ratification of the proposed treaty of arbitration between the 
United States and Great Britain, which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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He aiso presented the petition of Maxcy Applegate, of ree 
hold, N. J., praying for the ratification of the proposed recipro 
eal trade agreement between the United States and Canad 
which was referred to the Comn a » on Finance. 

He also presented 2 petition of the congregation of the Clan 
mont Presbyterian Chur of uae City, N. J., praying for 
to proiibit the interstate tra 


the enactment of legi 
mission of race-gainb ts, ete., which was referred to the 





Committee on the Judiciary 


He also presented a petition of Local Gr: inge, Patro 
Husbandry, of Millsto me, N. J., and a P “%ition of sundry citiz 
of Salem and Hasbrouc k Heights, N. J., praying for the passag 
of the so-called parce ‘h were referred te the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of Johnsonburg Grange, No. 18); 
Monmouth Grange, No. 92; Cedarville Grange, No. 34; Burling- 
ten Grange, No. 150; Lincoln Grange, No. 136, Westwood; To- 
waco Grange, No. 194; Moravian Grange, Hope; Hamilten 
Grange, No. 79, all of the Patrons ef Husbandry, and of sundry 
citizens of Jersey City, Ridgewood, Murray Hill, Paterson, Ho- 
poken, Cranford, and Weehawken, all in the State of New 
Jersey, remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed 
reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and Can 
ada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church, of Newark; of Mountain View Council, of 
Wayne; of Anthony Wayne Council, ef Newark; of Friendship 
Council, No. 81, of New Market, of the Junior Order United 
American Mechanics; of Washington Camp, No. 79, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, of Frenchtown; and of sundry citizens 
of Metuchen, North Long Branch, and Plainville, all in the 
State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
further restrict immigration, which were referred te the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

He also presented the petition of Lieut. Col. George L. For- 
man and officers of the Second New Jersey Infantry, National 
Guard, praying for the enactment of legislation granting pay to 
certain officers of the National Guard, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Columbia 
Heights Citizens’ Association of the District of Columbia, pray- 
ing for the establishment of an inebriate hospital in the Dis- 
trict, which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Tilton, 
Errol, Mason, Milan, West Concord, Weare, Boscawen, Nor- 
walk, Atkinson, and Canaan, and of Local Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of New London, all in the State of New Hampshire, 


: , 
‘Is-post bill, whi 
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remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal | 


trade agreement between the United States and Canada, which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented memorials of J. E. Baer, O. A. 
Harris, Jacob W. Metzger, Harmon S. Mosher, John W. Masher, 
O. B. Creager, L. C. Mosher, and J. E. Burd, of Columbia City, 
Ind.; of the Indianapolis Brush & Broom Manufacturing Co., 
of Indianapolis, Ind.; and of Local Grange No. 2142, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Seymour, Ind., remonstrating against the ratifi- 
cation of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the 
United States and Canada, which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. YOUNG presented a petition of the Montgomery County 
Medical Society, of Red Oak, Iowa, praying for the establish- 
ment of a national department of public health, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Health and National Quaran- 
tine. 

He also presented memorials of the Troy Agricultural Club, 
of Eagle Grove; of White Prairie Grange, No. 2039, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Wilton Junction; and of sundry citizens of 
Nemaha and Corwith, in the State of Iowa, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agree- 
ment between the United States and Canada, which were re 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


| stock Co., 
| Stock Co., 





Somers, all of the Patrens of Husbandry, in the Siat 
! t, praying for the passage of the so-called | s 
bill, which were referred to the Committee on | Qin al 

Road 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of sundry mem! 

re ¢ l Army of the Republic, Headgq ters Depart of 
Il is l, praying for tl { s vid 

£ L pre sed il eas { \ By ] was 

ferred to t Comn ‘ \ © 

vi \ I I ture 
eri s S nd 
bu: " | ge in 
trif hey are in the a 
post y be had of the consider: n of that subject 
until the Tariff Board ams bec heard from } | ort 
on that industry. It oi understeod that t! t ff B Ww 
engaged in investigating woolgrowing and \ uring 
have been so engaged for some months, and will be so er ed 
for some little time to come. 

As I do not wish unduly to encumber the Recorp I a that 
one from a State association, a very short one, and one from a 


county association may be printed in the Recorp, and the others 
simply noted in the Recorp as such petitions are usually noted. 

There being no objection, the petitions indicated by Mr 
WARREN were ordered to be printed in the Rrecorp 
to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 


DENVER, 


and referred 


CoLo., April 10, 132i 
Hen Francis BE. Wargen, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 

On behalf of the woolgrowers of Wyoming I vigerously protest 
against amy change being made in schedule K until the National 
Tarif! Commission reports in full. Reciprocal and tariff agitation has 
caused an irreparable injury to all industries of the West and we 
demand that our interest be not further unjustly assailed. 

J. A. DEFELDER, 
President Wyoming Wool Growers 


Association. 


; Rock SerinGes, Wro., April 1, 19i1. 
Senator F. E. Warken, 
Washington, D. C. 
Forty members ef our association trust that you be given renewed 
strength and viger to combat successfully any attempt to reduce the 
tariff on woel. The results of previous experience with tariff reduc- 
ticn even one cent lower than it is now has proved on trial to 
insufficient to preserve the sheep industry, and that when the crowing 
of wool cost at least one-fourth less than it dees now. We pray that 
justice may prevail that we may live. 
SWEETWatTer Country Woon GRowers ASSOCIATION 
Mr. WARREN presented memorials of Lewis Barker, Wyo- 
ming sheep commissioner, central district; Hon. F. S. King, 
sheep commissioner, northern district; J. J. Bentley, sheep com- 
missioner, northern district; J. §. 
beard of sheep commissioners; 
John Piggett, of Lander; 
Hartman, Spalding 


Atherly, secretary-treasurer, 
Boyer Bros., of Wamsutter; 
Robert Pollock, C. H. Jenkins, George 
& Soule, Chris Lkine, Joe Lane, James Mc- 


Gibbon Sons, A. W. Augspurgur, A. R. Peters, Flake Hall, Ashley 
Hall, William Speil, W. W. Bowers, J. D. Naffyiger, Albany 
County Sheep & Wool Growers’ Association, Elmer Lapsash, 


Ward Ash, Barin Land Cattle Co., Jane Stoddart, W. W. Owen, 
Frank Prager, Alex Bowie, E. J. Bell, Davis & Thomas, Otto 
Gramm, A. L. Hall, Charles Hull, James Atkinson, sr., William 
Atkinson, James Atkinson, jr., Theo V. Tregoning, Bert Hess, 
John Innes, F. L. King Bros. Co., Swan Land Cattle Co., Lara 
mie Development Co., Running Water Ranch Co., Toltec Liv 
Riverside Land Stock Co., Milbrook Land & 1j\ 
H. U. Small, and Oscar Sodegreen, of Laramie 


| the State of Wyoming, remonstrating against any change bh: 


Mr. McLEAN presented a memorial of H. & T. McCluskey & | 


Sons, of New Haven, Co 


tion of the proposed re iprocal trade agreement between the 
cee amd Canada, which was referred to the Commit- 
ee on inance. 

He also presented petitions of 250 citizens of Stamford, Green- 
wi h, Norwalk, Seuth Norwalk, and Darien, all in the State of 
Connecticut, praying for the establishment of a national de- 
partinent of public health, which were referred to the Committee 
on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

He also presented petitions of Good Will Grange, of Glaston- 
bury; Local Grange of Columbia; Local Grange of Suffield: 
Waugumbaug Grange, of South Coventry ; and Local Grange of ' 


‘onn., remonstrating against the ratifica- | 


made in Schedule K of the present tariff law until the T 
Board makes its report and the report is duly considered, w! 
were referred to the Committee on Finance 


Mr. STEPHENSON presented a a m of the St 
ciation of Creamery Owners and Man of Wisco 





ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the sal 


transportation of foods in cold storage, which was refe 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
He also presented a memorial of sundry citiz 


Flora, Wis., remonstrating against the repeal 
oleomargarine law, which was referred to the ¢ 
Agriculture and Forestry. 


He also presented a memorial of sundr itizens of FH 
Wis., remonstrating against the ratification of the 
reciprocal trade agreement between the United States : 
ada, which was referred to the Commit! Finance 

He alse presented a petition of G D>. I é 
No. 133, Department of Wiseonsin, Grain t R 

Appleton, Wis., praying for the pa t Ned old 
age pension bill, which was referred to | ‘ mittee on Pen- 
sions. 
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He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kaukaunee, 
Wis., praying for the passage of the so-called parcels post bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented memorials of the farmers’ clubs of 
Sand Beach; Odessa; Berrien Center; Adrian; Harbor Beach; 
Ferry; Mount Pleasant; Ionia; White Pigeon; York Township, 
Washtenaw County; Victor Township, Clinton County; Grant; 
Holloway; Goodland Township, Lapeer County; Dowagiac; and 
Plainwell; and of Kates Bay Grange, No. 1367; Cavanaugh 
Lake Grange, No. 998; Lincoln Grange; Branch County Po- 
mona Grange, No. 22; Batavia Grange, No. 95; Greenwood 
Grange, No. 1217; Chippewa County Grange, No. 66; Mason 
Grange, No. 265; Studley Grange, No. 1174; Leelanau Grange, 
No. 1556; Gilead Grange, No. 400; Sitka Grange, No. 861; 
srady Grange, No. 61; and Liberty Grange, of the Patrons of 
Husbandry, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against 
the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement be- 
tween the United States and Canada, which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LORIMER presented memorials of Pomono Grange, No. 
85, of Peoria County; of Charter Oak Grange, No. 1685, of 
Peoria; and of Alta Grange, No. 1350, of Alta, all of the Patrons 
of Husbandry; and of the Trades and Labor Assembly, of 
Quincy, and sundry citizens of McLean County, and Dunlap, all 
in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the ratification 
of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the United 
States and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

Mr. CLAPP presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Bala- 
ton, Minn., remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed 
reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CRANE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Boston, 
Mass., praying for the establishment of a national department 
of public health, which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Health and National Quarantine. 

Mr. PAGE presented a memorial of Local Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Fair Haven, Vt., and a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Bellows Falls, Vt., remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the 
United States and Canada, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


JOINT COMMITTEE ON REVISION OF THE LAWS. 


Mr. GAMBLE. From the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report back favorably, 
without amendment, the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 5) to create 
a joint committeé to continue the consideration of the revision 
and codification of the laws of the United States. I call the 
attention of the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Hrysurn] to 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides 
for the appointment of a special joint committee, consisting of 
five Senators, to be appointed by the Vice President from Mem- 
bers of the Sixty-second Congress, and five Members of the 
House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker from 
the Members of the Sixty-second Congress, to examine, con- 
sider, and submit to Congress recommendations upon the revi- 
sion and codification of laws reported by the Statutory Revision 
Commission, heretofore authorized to revise and codify the laws 
of the United States, including all laws of a general nature, 
permanent in character, passed since the submission to Con- 
gress, on December 15, 1906, of the final report of said com- 
mission; and that the joint committee be authorized to sit 
during the recess of Congress and to employ necessary assist- 
ants, to order such printing and binding done as may be required 
in the transaction of its business, and to incur such expenses 
as may be deemed necessary, all such expense to be paid in equal 
proportions from the contingent funds of the Senate and House 
of Representatives. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ADDITIONAL LABORER IN THE STATIONERY ROOM, 


Mr. GAMBLE. I am directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which 
was referred the following resolution (S. Res. 8) submitted by 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin] on the 6th instant: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
Q@uthorized to employ an additional laborer in the Senate stationery 


room at the rate of $720 per annum, to be paid from the contingent fun} 
of the Senate until otherwise provided for— 
to report it favorably, and I call the attention of the Senat 
from Virginia to it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I ask unanimous consent for t! 
present consideration of the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent an.) 
agreed to. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the fir: 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referre| 
as follows: 

By Mr. TAYLOR: 

A bill (S. 746) providing for the payment of certain land 
claims; to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

A bill (8. 747) to locate, map, and mark field of battle fought 
near Nashville, Tenn., December 15 and 16, 1864, to construct 
driveways, etc., and make an appropriation for same; 

A bill (8S. 748) granting an honorable discharge and bac! 
pay to William C, Chandler; 

A bill (S, 749) to correct the military record of Thomas Y, 
Patton ; 

A bill (S. 750) to remove the charge of desertion resti: 
against Benjamin H. Frisbie and to grant him an honors! 
discharge; 

A bill (S. 751) to remove the charge of desertion standi 
against William M. Cox (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 752) to establish a national military park at the 
battlefield of Stone River; and 

A bill (S, 753) establishing the Franklin National Military 
Park; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 754) for the relief of M. E. Hall and the estate of 
James B. Hall, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 


A bill (S. 755) granting a pension to John W. Sturm: 

A bill (S. 756) granting an increase of pension to Ollie M. 
Croghan; 

A bill (S. 757) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
A. Yates; 

A bill (S. 758) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Russell ; 

A bill (8S. 759) granting an increase of pension to John T 
Phillips; 

A bill (S. 760) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
Moore; 

A bill (S. 761) granting a pension to Mary McCloud; 


A bill (S. 762) granting a pension to Joseph Owen Dennison; 

A bill (S. 763) granting a pension to Robert E. Taber; 

A bill (8S, 764) granting a pension to George W. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 765) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
H, Norman; 

A bill (S. 766) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Laws; 

A bill (S. 767) granting an increase of pension to Mary YV. 
Webster ; 

A bill (S. 768) granting a pension to Tide Owens; 

A bill (S. 769) granting a pension to Martha A. Connor; 

A bill (S. 770) granting a pension to Elihu Messer ; 

A bill (S. 771) granting an increase of pension to Lottie J. 
Lewis; 

A bill (S. 772) granting a pension to Georgia B. Snapp; 

A bill (8S. 778) granting a pension to Israel W. Bennett; 

A bill (S. 774) granting a pension to Elza Houston; 

A bill (S. 775) granting a pension to William A. Hamilton; 

A bill (S. 776) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
Moore; 

A bill (S. 777) granting a pension to Thomas McCavan; 

A bill (S. 778) granting a pension to Christopher H. Dippre; 

A bill (S. 779) granting a pension to David C, Bowman; 

A bill (S. 780) increasing the rate of pension to all soldiers 
and sailors of the War with Mexico and the widows of such 
soldiers and sailors; 

A bill (S. 781) granting an increase of pension to John N. 
Cooter (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 782) granting a pension to Michael Grace (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 783) granting a pension to John A. Estep (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. GORE: 

A bill (S. 784) to appropriate a portion of the proceeds aris- 
ing from the sale of public lands in Oklahoma for the construc- 
tion of public highways and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 
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A bill (S. 785) granting an increase of pension to Elias | 
Cleveland; and 
A bill (S. 786) granting an increase of pension to Joel Good- | 
rick (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
siol 
By Mr. WATSON: 
A bill (S. 787) granting a p 
A bill (S. 78S) granting 
F. Reed; 


n 
is 


ion to Lucinda Skidmore; 
an increase of pension to Benjamin 


A bill (S. 789) granting an increase of pension to Santford 
Vincent; | 
A bill (8S. 790) granting an increase of pension to W. B. 

raylor ; 
A bill (8S. 791) granting an increase of pension to Anary 


Toothman ; 
A bill (S. 792) granting 
Spencer ; 
A bill (S. 793) granting 
Lemley ; 

A bill (S. 794) granting a pension to Leslie Harding; 

A bill (S. 795) granting a pension to Ebb Workman; 

A bill (S. 796) granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Davis; 

A bill (S. 797) granting an increase of pension to David 
Cain ; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (8. 

A bill (8. 
Chadock ; 

A bill (8. 
W. Barnes; 

A bill (S. 


an increase of pension to Benjamin 
FP. 
an increase of pension to Eunice M. 


798) granting an increase of pension to Amos Hoy; 
799) granting a pension to Rebecca Strouther ; 

800) granting an increase of pension to John Boler; 
801) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 


802) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 


803) granting a pension to Andrew P. Crumley; 


A bill (S. 804) granting an increase of pension to Robert R. | 
Whiteman ; 
A bill (S. 805) granting an increase of pension to Andy | 


Phillips ; 

A bill (S. 806) granting an increase of pension to Margaret | 
Staton ; 

A bill (8. 807) granting an increase of pension to James Mc- 
Connell ; 

A bill (S. 808) granting an increase of pension to Hiram S. 
Shahan ; 

A bill (S. 809) granting a pension to George W. Johnson; 

A bill (8S. 810) granting an increase of pension to Bernard F. | 
Morrow; 

A bill (S. 811) granting an increase of pension to David C. 
Morgan; and | 

A bill (8S. 812) granting an increase of pension to John R. Tol- | 
bert; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (8S. 813) to correct the military record of David N. 
Kinkead; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

sy Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: 

A bill (8S. 814) granting a pension to Georgie A. Fifield (with 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. SWANSON: 

A bill (8. 815) granting a pension to Thomas Allen; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 816) to provide for plans and specifications for two 
high schools in the District of Columbia (with accompanying | 
papers) ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (8. 817) appropriating $25,000 for the repair of the | 
wooden warship Portsmouth ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 818) granting 
A. McCoy ; 

A bill (8. 
Baber; and 

A bill (S. 820) granting an increase of pension to Chastina | 
i. Hawley; to the Committee on Pensions. | 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 821) for the relief of Simon Bollinger; and 

A bill (S. 822) for the relief of the heirs of Benjamin §. | 
Reberts; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (8S. 823) granting an increase of pension to “cat 


an increase of pension to Barlow | 


819) granting an increase of pension to William | 


Doherty ; 


A bill (8. 824) granting an increase of pension to Louisa A. 
Thatcher; and 

A bill (8. 825) granting an inerease of pension to Mary P. 
Trusty ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 826) for the relief of Clement A. Lounsberry; and 

A bill (8. 827) for the relief of Isaac L. Reese; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
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A bill (S. 828) granting an increase of pension to John 'T. 
Hunt; 

A bill (S. 829) granting an inerease of pension to Jos N. 
Baker: 

A bill (S. 880) granting an increase of pension to Seward 


| Newtson (with accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 831) granting an increase of pension to Hardy H. 
La Due (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 832) granting an increase of 
BE. Bliss (with accompanying papers); to 
Pensions. 

$y Mr. CHAMBERLAIN : 

A bill (S. 833) for the relief of the State of Oregon: 

A bill (S. 884) for the relief of the te of Oregon: 

A bill (S. 835) for the relief of Thomas Coy! d Bri 
Coyle and their legal representatives ; 

A bill (S. 836) for the relief of Joel J. Par! 

A bill (S. 837) to reimburse the officers and w of the ht 
house tender Manzanita for personal-property losses si ed 
by them on the foundering of that tender October 6, 190: 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 838) to correct the military 
Winniford: and 

A bill (S. 839) for the relief of Andrew Jackson Rand (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Military Affair 

A bill (S. 840) granting a pension to Philip C. Elbert 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 841) granting increase of pe 
the Indian wars under the acts of July 2 
1902; and 

A bill (S. 842) granting a pension to Le Claire H. E 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensi 

sy Mr. BRIGGS: 

A bill (S. 843) for the relief of the heirs of Marianne Sainte 
Ana Schrepper; to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 844) to extend the free 
mails of official mail matter of the 


Ade 


mimitte 


pension to 


the 


bert 


on 


Qf 
ot 


record of David Rh. B. 


to survi of 


1892, and Ju 


is 
‘ 


Ls 


the 
the 


transmission through 
Organized Militia of 


| several States; 


A bill (8S. 845) to increase the efficiency of the Army and the 
Organized Militia of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 846) to remove the charge of desertion from 
military record of William M. (with accompanying 


the 


Carroll 


| papers) ; te the Committee on Military Affairs. 


A bill (S. 847) concerning baggage and excess baggage car 


| ried by common carriers in the District of Columbia and the 


Territories, and common carriers while engaged in commerce 
between the States and between the States and foreign nations, 
and prescribing the duties of such common carriers in referei 


thereto while so engaged, defining certain offenses and fixing 
the punishment therefor, and repealing al! conflicting laws; and 

A bill (S. 848) to promote the safety of travelers by limiting 
to 14-hour shifts the service of interstate employees in train 
service on interstate railroads and to provide for stated peri 
ods of permitted rest for such employees; to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 849) to amend section 1014 of the Revised Stat 
of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary 

A bill (S. 850) to amend an act entitled “An act to legaliz 
and establish a pontoon railway bridge across the Mississippi 
tiver at Prairie du Chien, and to authorize the constru 
of a similar bridge at or near Clinton, Iowa,’ approved June 


6, 1874: to the Committee on Commerc: 
A bill (8S. 851) to change the name of Fort Place, from Sev 
enteenth to Eighteenth Streets NE., to Irvi 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 
A bill (S. 852) for the relief of D. M. Rowland; 


Street: to the 


and 


A bill (S. 853) for the relief of the estate of Silas F. Baker 
deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 
A bill (S, 854) to require the National Monetary 


Comn n 
to make final report on or before December 4, 1911, and | 

peal sections 17, 18, and 19 of the act entitled “An act to amend 
the national banking laws,” approved May 30, 190s 
to take effect December 5, 1911; to the Cor 


nmitt n I 


A bill (S. 855) to extend the provisions of the act of Ju 
27, 1902, entitled “An act to extend the provisions, limitatior 


and benefits of an act entitled ‘An act granting pensions to t 
survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive 
as the Black Hawk War, Cherokee disturbance, and the + 


nole War,’ approved July 27, 1892” 
A bili (8. 856) granting pensions to soldiers, sailor 1 


marines confined in Confederate prisons; 
A bill (S. 857) granting an increase of pension to Jam: 
Kennedy ; 








192 





A bill (S. 858) granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 859) granting an increase of pension to William 

tider ; 

A bill 
Palmer ; 

A bill (S. 861) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Bal- 
four: 

A bill (S. 
Williams; 

A bill (S8. 
Hunter; 

A bill (S. 864) granting 
Firman; 

A bill 
Martin; 

A bill (S. 
Coffman ; 

A bill (S. 867) granting 
Graft; 

A bill (S. 868) granting an increase of pension to Joel Ames 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 869) granting a pension to Archie S. Blackmer 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 870) granting an increase of pension to William 
Henry Cray (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 871) granting an increase of pension to Robert B. 
Nicol (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 872) granting an increase of pension to L. W. 
Brattain (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 873) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Coons (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: 

A bill (S. 874) providing for the allotment of lands to certain 
members of the Ponca Tribe of Indians, and for other pur- 
poses; and 

A bill (S. 875) for the relief of the Mission Farm Co., Peter 
Volondra, and others; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 876), to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Bellefourche, in the 
State of South Dakota; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: 

A bill (S. 877) granting an increase of pension to Archie E. 
300th ; 

A bill (S. 878) granting an increase of pension to William 
Deary: 


(S. 860) granting an increase of pension to Elias 


862) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 


863) granting an increase of pension to Miller C. 


an increase of pension to James H. 


(S. 865) granting an increase of pension to John C. 


| 


866) granting an increase of pension to Joseph &. | 


an increase of pension to Elizabeth 


879) 


A bill (S. granting a pension to Elizabeth Epke; 

A bill (8S. 880) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Read: 

A bill (S. 881) granting a pension to Fred M. Weeks; 

A bill (S. 882) granting a pension to Catherine M. Rogers; 

A bill (S. 883) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Caux (with accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 884) granting an increase of pension to Harvey L. 
Rose (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 885) granting an increase of pension to Henry UH. 


Larkins (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 886) granting an increase of pension to Rodney O. 
Hazen (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 887) granting an increase of pension to George K. | 
Smith (with accompanying papers); and 
A bill (S. 888) granting an increase of pension to Dorethey | 
Wasail (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

ty Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 888) providing for the manner of making payment 
for water rights under the reclamation act of June 17, 1902, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Irrigation and Recla- 
mation of Arid Lands. 

A bill (8. 890) to create a board to correct military records; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 891) granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. 
Rutter; 

A bill (8. 892) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Simmons; and 

A bill (S. 898) granting increase of pensions to survivors of 
the Indian wars under the acts of July 27, 1892. an@ June 27, 
1902: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: 

A bill (8S. 894) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the claims of Kentucky drafted men; and 

A bill (8. 895) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Louisa, Ky.; to the Sommittee on Claims. 
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A bill (S. 896) to extend the provisions of the pension 1a) 
to officers and enlisted men of State military organizations w} 
rendered military service to the Union during the War of t 
Rebellion, and to their widows, minor children, and depend: 
parents; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr, HEYBURN: 

A bill (S. 897) for the relief of Alfred L. Dutton (with acco 
panying paper); to the Commiitee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LORIMER: 

A bill (S. 898) for the relief of James W. Kingon; to t! 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 899) to correct the military record of John I! 
Fesenmeyer ; 

A bill (S, 900) to amend the military record of Carlos Bak« 

A bill (S. 901) to remove the charge of desertion from t! 
military record of John C. Whitten; 

A bill (S. 902) to remove the charge of desertion from t] 
military record of Lorenzo F. Brown; 

A bill (S. 903) to remove the charge of desertion from t! 
military record of Theodore Reichel; and 

A bill (S. 904) to amend the military record of Andrew ' 
Sears; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRONNA: 

A bill (S. 905) to establish a fish-cultural station in the St 
of North Dakota; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 906) to increase the compensation of rural m 
carriers; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 


A bill (S. 907) granting an increase of pension to Jo! 
Meehan; 

A bill (S. 908) granting an increase of pension to Alburt 
H. Walker: 

A bill (8S. 909) granting an increase of pension to Philo s 
Bartow: 

A bill (8S. 910) granting an increase of pension to Ma 
Francis; 

A bill (S. 911) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo « 
Neff ; 

A bill (S. 912) granting an increase of pension to Ella < 
Crawford ; 

\ bill (S. 913) granting an increase of pension to Lo 
Putoz; 

A bill (S. 914) granting an increase of pension to Henr 


Worthington; 

A bill (S. 915) granting an increase of pension to Mary \ 
Hloxie: 

A bill (S. 916 
Shirley; 

& bill (S. 917) granting an increase of pension to Hiram | 
Chappell; 

A bill (S. 918) granting an increase of pension to Perry 13 
Johnson; 

A bill (S. 919) granting an increase of pension to Willi: 
F. Jones; 

A bill (S. 920) granting an increase of pension to William II. 
sogue ; 

A bill (S. 921) granting an increase of pension to Hen 
Frink; 

A bill (S. 922) granting an increase of pension to Frederi 
C. Payne; 

A bill (S. 923 


granting an increase of pension to Jerome A 


) granting an increase of pension to Jane D 


| Graw; 


A bill (S. 924) granting an increase of pension to Virginia I. 
Morgan ; 

A bill 
Tucker ; 

A bill (S. 926) granting an increase of pension to Ransford 
P. Williams; 

A bill (S. 927) granting an increase of pension to Julia 
Adams; 

A bill (S. 928) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Sheffield ; 

A bill (8S. 929) granting an increase of pension to Ellen EP. 
Payne; and 

A bill (S. 930) granting an increase of pension to James 
King; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: ' 

A bill (S. 931) granting an increase of pension to James EF. 
Houghland; and 

A bill (S. 932) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Moore; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 983) for the relief of Charles Christian Melchert; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 934) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Ouderkirk ; 


(S. 925) granting an increase of pension to Jam 


D. 


N. 


G. 





F 


gil waa 


4 


Ng 
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A bill (S. 985) granting an increase of pension to Minnie A. 
Curtis; and 

A bill (S. 936) granting a pension to Sarah A. Crawford; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 937) to regulate the rank of staff officers of the 
Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 988) for the relief of James Carter; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 939) granting a pension to Adele A. C. Wilson; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WORKS: 

A bill (S. 940) granting to the city of Los Angeles certain 
rights of way in, over, and through certain public lands and 
national forests in the State of California; to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (S. 941) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Reynolds (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 942) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Cline; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama: 

A bill (S. 948) to improve navigation on Black Warrior River, 
in the State of Alabama; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KERN: 

A bill (S. 944) to amend an act entitled “An act providing for 
publicity of contributions made for the purpose of influencing 
elections at which Representatives in Congress are elected; to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

A bill (S. 945) granting an increase of pension to Allen 
Turner (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 946) granting an increase of pension to Robert H. 
Keller; 

A bill (S. 947) granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. 
Page (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 948) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Perry (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 949) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Dolan (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 950) granting an increase of pension to Abram 
Ellis (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 951) granting an increase of pension to William 
Leftrich (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 952) granting an increase of pension to Henry Clay 
Campbell (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 953) granting an increase of pension to Fletcher S. 
Dewey (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: 

A bill (S. 954) to provide for the acquisition of a site on 
which to erect a public building at Gilmer, Tex.; and 

A bill (S. 955) to provide for the extension of the post-office 
and courthouse building at Dallas, Tex., and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 956) to require statements of facts and to provide 
for exceptions to rulings of courts in deportation cases; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

sy Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S. 957) relating to bills of lading; to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (8S. 958) to amend the public-printing law; to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A bill (8. 959) providing for the establishment of a term of 
the district court for the eastern district of North Carolina at 
Wilson, N. C.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 960) for the relief of Peter F. Pescud, jr., John S. 
Pescud, Sue B. Craig, and Mollie I. Pescud, heirs at law of 
Peter F. Pescud, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 961) for the relief of the heirs at law of BE. L. 
Shuford, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 962) for the relief of the State of North Carolina; 

A bill (S. 968) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church in 
Washington, N. C.; 

A bill (8. 964) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal 
Chureh South, in Washington, N. C.; 

A bill (8. 965) for the relief of the Catholic Church in Wash- 
ington, N. C.; 

A bill (8. 966) for the relief of the Zion African Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Beaufort, N. C.; 

_A bill (8. 967) for the relief of Grace Protestant Episcopal 
Chureh, of Plymouth, N. C.: 

_A bill (8. 968) for the relief of Salem Methodist Episcopal 
Chureh South, of Wayne County, N. C.; 
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| Schenkel (with accompanying papers); to 


| 


| maker, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 
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A bill (S. 969) for the relief of Beulah Primitive Baptist 
Church, of Johnston County, N. C.; and 

A bill (S. 970) for the relief of Spencer Etheredge, J. E. 
Berry, and Charles Meekins, trustees of Roanoke Island Baptist 
Church, of Roanoke Island, N. C.; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 971) granting a pension to Wiley S. Roberts (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

ty Mr. CRANE: 

A bill (S. 972) granting an increase of pension to Charles §S. 
Page; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GORE: 

(By request.) A bill (S. 973) to amend an act entitled 


“An 
act in relation to the Hot Springs Reservation in Arkansas”; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 974) to correct the military record of Alonza Rich: and 
A bill (S. 975) to remove the charge of desertion against 


Elias Gibbs; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 976) for the relief of the estate of Allen J. Mann, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 977) for the relief of the heir of Allen J. Mann 
sr., deceased ; 

A bill (S. 978) for the relief of the heirs of Lisander John- 
son, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 979) for the relief of Elizabeth McLaughlin, heir 
to William Hurley ; 
A bill (S. 980) for the relief of the heirs of Calep H. Stevens; 
and 

A bill (S. 981) for the relief of the heirs of W. T. Hundley; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 982) granting an increase of pension to William IL 
Dillingham; 

A bill (S. 983) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
R. Chisam ; 

A bill (S. 984) granting a pension to Esau Walker; 

A bill (S. 985) granting an increase of pension to William 
McClain; 

A bill (S. 986) granting a pension to M. V. B. Chapman; 

A bill (S. 987) granting a pension to Joseph D. Smith; 

A bill (S. 988) granting a pension to Charles D. Belden; 

A bill (S. 989) granting a pension to George M. Griffith; 


A bill (S. 990) granting a pension to Aubrey P. Lawrence; 
and 
A bill (S. 991) granting an increase of pension to Daniel T. 


Rose; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 992) granting a pension to Francelia L. King; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GORE: 

A bill (S. 9938) granting an increase of 
Brooks; 

A bill (S. 994) granting an increase of pension to William G, 
Downs; 

A bill (S. 995) granting an increase of pension to Thomas M, 
Smith; and 

A bill (S. 996) granting an increase of 
Potter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHILTON: 

A bill (S. 997) for the relief of lock masters, lockmen, and 
other laborers and mechanics employed by the United States 
Government in the locks and dams of the Kanawha n 
West Virginia; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 998) for the relief of Henry G 
Chipman (with accompanying papers); to 
Claims. 

By Mr. RAYNER: 

A bill (8S. 999) granting an increase of pension to Louise 
the 


peusion to Hiram 


pension to Amos 


River j 


Roetzel 


the 


and Paul 
Committee on 


Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1000) for the relief of the heirs of William S. Shoe- 
to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 1001) to correct the military record of Andrew 
Floyd and grant him an honorable discharge (with accom- 
panying paper); to the Committee on Military Affairs 

A bill (S. 1002) granting a pension to Pierce O'Connell; 

A bill (S. 1003) granting a pension to Evelina Sprague; 

A bill (S. 1004) granting a pension to Osmond Ames (with 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1005) granting an increase of pension to Laura 
Adam (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1006) granting an increase of pension to Denis 
McCloskey (with accompanying paper) ; 
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A bill (S. 1007) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
tates (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (8S. 1008) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Walker (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (8. 1009) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Greene: 

A bill 
Miller; 

A- bill (8. 1011) granting an increase of pension to Angella L. 
Shaw; 


(S. 1010) granting an increase of pension to Kate 
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A bill (8. 1012) granting an increase of pension to Carrie | 


Engberg; and 

A bill (8S. 1013) granting an increase of pension to John 
McConnell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OLAPP: 


A bill (S. 1014) for the relief of the Ottawa Indian Tribe of | 


Blanchard Fork and Rouch de Boeuf; to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 


A bill (8S. 1015) granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
Sargent; 

A bill (8S. 1016) granting an increase of pension to Minnie 
Barnard; 

A bill (S. 1017) granting a pension to Sarah A. Perkins; 

A bill (8S. 1018) granting a pension to Anna L. Freeman; 

A bill (8S. 1019) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hodge; 


. 


A bill (S. 1020) granting an inerease of pension to Mary 
White; 

A bill (S. 1021) granting a pension to Mrs. John Brown; 

A bill (S. 1022) granting an increase of pension to Calvin 
Hitt; 

A bill (S. 1023) granting an increase of pension to Arthur J. 
Powell (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1024) granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
Jenness (with accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 1025) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Gunther (with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 1026) granting a pension to Mary E. Seeley (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNHAM: 

A bill (S. 1027) granting an increase of pension to Joseph G. 
Marsh, alias Joseph Wright; 

A bill (8S. 1028) granting an increase of pension to Edson H. 
‘Webster; 

A bill (8. 1029) granting an increase of pension to Silas H. 
Avery: 

A bill (8S. 1080) granting an increase of pension to Sidney F. 
Sanborn; 

A bill (8. 1081) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Jackson ; 

A bill (8. 1032) granting an increase of pension to Timothy 
Covell, jr.; 

k A bill (S. 1033) granting an increase of pension to Charles EB. 
oung; 

A bill (S. 
Murphy; and 

A bill (8S. 1035) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Currier; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER: 

A bill (S. 1086) for the relief of I. C. Johnson, jr.; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 1087) to amend section 5 of an act entitled “An 
act providing for an inspection of meats for exportation, pro- 
hibiting the importation of adulterated articles of food or 
drink, and authorizing the President to make proclamation in 
certain cases, and for other purposes”; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

A bill (S. 1088) for the relief of the heirs of Simeon P. San- 
didge (with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (8S. 1089) for the relief of Samuel R. Moon (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1040) for the relief of Jason J. Jones (with accom- 
panying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1041) to correct the military record of James 
Tully; - 

A bill (S. 1042) to correct the military record of Samuel R. 
Moon ; 

A bill (S. 1048) to correct the military record of James An- 
flerson (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1044) to correet the military record of Franklin 
Bannon; and 


1034) granting an increase of pension to John 


| of a commission to adjust 
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A bill (S. 1045) to correct the military record of Christop! 
L. Smith (with accompanying paper); to the Committee 
Military Affairs. 
A bill (S. 1046) granting an increase of pension to Wi 
Cook (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 1047) granting an increase of pension to Jol 
Teel (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1048) granting an increase of pension to Geor 


Cc. 


Pond (with accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 1049) granting an inerease of pension to Jam: 


Hunt; 
A bill (S. 1050) granting a pension to Francis M. Hil! 
A bill (S. 1051) granting an increase of pension to Hu 
D. Carr; 
A bill (S. 1052) granting an imerease of pension to Wil! 
| A. Chapman; 
A bill (S. 1053) granting an increase of pension to Samu 
Johnson ; 
A bill (S. 1054) granting an increase of pension to W. 


Hoffman: an 

A bill (S. 1055) granting an increase of pension to George \W 
Whaley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 13) anthorizing the appointr 
and settle certain claims between t 
United States and the State of North Carolina; to the « 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

STATUE THOMAS JEFFERSON. 
Mr. President, I introduce a bill, which I : 


OF 
Mr. BACON. 


| may be read, and before any disposition is made of it, by r 


ence or otherwise, I desire, with the permission of the Se: 
to say a.word. 

The bill (S. 745) providing for the erection of a statue 
Thomas Jefferson at Washington, D. C., was read the first ti) 
by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That a commission is hereby created, to be « 
posed of the Secretary of State, the chairman of the Committee on 
Library of the Senate, and the chairman of the Commitf®e on 


Library of the House of Representatives, of the Sixty-second Congr 
to select a site on the public grounds in the District of Columbia 
statue of Thomas Jefferson, to cost, complete, not to exceed $100,00 
and, to procure plans and designs for the same, to be reported t 
gress during its next session, the sum of $5,000 is hereby appropr 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, with the permission of the Se: 
ate I desire to make a short statement in regard to this matte 
In the Fifty-eighth Congress, in pursuance of an amendn 


| offered by myself, the sundry civil appropriation act contained 
| the following provision: 


To enable a commission, which is hereby created, to be composed 
the Secretary of State, the chairman of the Committee on the Libra 
of the Senate, and the chairman of the Committee on the Library of 


| the House of Representatives of the Fifty-eighth Congress, to selk 


site on the public grounds in the District of Columbia for a statue 
Thomas Jefferson, to cost complete not to exceed $100,000, and to | 
cure plans and designs for the same to be reported to Congress during 
its next session, $5,000. 

The Senate will perceive that the bill which I have int: 
duced this morning is in those identical words, with simply t 
substitution of the Sixty-second Congress instead of the Fifty- 
eighth Congress. 

The sundry civil appropriation bill of that year was passed 
with that provision in it, and it passed the House, and was a) 
proved by the President and became a law. The subsequent ill- 
ness of the then Secretary of State, Mr. Hay, and his death 
short time thereafter, caused a delay in the execution of t! 
order of Congress, which fact was communicated to Congre 
in a letter by the then Secretary of State, Mr. Roor, now a 
Member of this body. I will read the letter of the then Sec! 
tary of State, addressed to the Vice President, Charles W. 
Fairbanks: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATA, 
Washington, May 5, 1906. 

Sir: I have been instructed by the commission created by the sundry 
civil appropriation act, approved April 28, 1904, “to be composed 
the Secretary of State, the chairman of the Committee on the Library 
of the Senate, and the chairman of the Committee on the Library 
the House of Representatives of the Vifty-eighth Congress, to select 
site on the public grounds in the District of Columbia for a statue « 
Thomas Jefferson * * and to procure plans and designs, to 
reported to Congress during its next session,” to report to the Senat» 
that action under the statute has been delayed by tie illness and de 
of the late Secretary of State, Mr. Hay, but that the commission has 
secured the consent of Mr. Augustus St. Gaudens to make the desix 
for the proposed statue, which will be prepared as soon as Mr. 5' 
Gaudens’s health and previous engagements permit. The designs will 
be transmitted to Congress without any avoidable delay thereafter. 

A similar report has been made to the Speaker of the House of 


Representatives. 
espectfully submitted. 


Hon. CHARLES W. FAIRBANES, 
President of the United States Senate. 


Etinv Root, Chairman. 
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Mr. President, the ill health of the artist, St. Gaudens, which 
is spoken of in this communication by the then Secretary of 
State, continued, and he died without ever having completed 
his work. For that reason the order of Congress, as embodied 
in that statute, was not carried out. 

When at a subsequent time it was thought to again revive 
the activities of the commission, with a view to the completion 
of the work, it was ascertained that under a general provision 
of law, by reason of the lapse of time, the appropriation had 
japsed and was no longer available. 

In view of that fact, at the last session of Congress I of- 


ciency appropriation bill, which I have before me, reviving 
that appropriation. It is as follows: 


To carry out and make effective the provision made in the act of 
April 28, 1904, making appropriations for sundry civil 
the Government: To enable a commission, which is hereby created, 
to be composed of the Secretary of State, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Library of the Senate, and the chairman of the Committee 
on the Library of the House of Representatives, to select a site on the 
public grounds in the District of Columbia for a statue of Thomas 
Jefferson to cost complete not to exceed $100,000, and to 
plans and designs for the same to be reported to the next Congress, 
$5,000. 


That amendment was referred to the Committee on the 
Library, by that committee reported back favorably to the 
Senate, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations; it 
was favorably reported by the Committee on Appropriations, 


and was passed by the Senate at the last session as an amend- | 
ment to the deficiency bill; and was in the conference after- | 


wards taken out of the bill. That is the present status. 

The bill which I have introduced, in view of the fact that 
we will have no appropriation bills at the present session, 
is an independent bill, using the same language and making 


the same provision and the same appropriation as has already 


thus twice passed this body. I will repeat, it has been before 
the Appropriations Committee twice. 
twice. It has passed the House once. 
approval of the President in the past. 

Mr. CULLOM rose. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will let me continue before 
I submit to an interruption. 

Mr. President, it does seem to me that this is one man, while 
his fame is in no manner dependent upon it, to whose memory 
the Government should erect a statue in this Capital. He was 
the first President ever inaugurated in Washington. That, 
however, is a comparatively minor matter. He was the great 
apostle of a distinct body of governmental science and, in a 
measure, its author. As such he was the founder of a great 
political party which has continued without interruption for 
more than a hundred years. Aside from his great services in 
other regards during a long and memorable career, his name 
is indissolubly linked with two of the most important events in 
the history of the United States. The late Senator Hoar, whom 
it is always a pleasure for me to quote, once in the Senate said 
that Thomas Jefferson would forever pass through the halls and 
corridors of history with the Declaration of Independence in 
one hand and with the title deeds to the great Louisiana 
Purchase in the other. 
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| I entirely approve of the erection of a 
fered an amendment in the Senate to be proposed to the defi- 


ery 


I 





The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia has in- 
troduced the bill and has asked unanimous consent for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

Mr. BACON. I want to say, with the permission of the Sena- 
tor, as I do not know that he heard me, that this bill has al- 
ready been considered—— 

Mr. LODGE. I have listened attentively to every wor 
Senator has said. 

Mr. BACON. Very well; then I will not repeat. 

Mr. LODGE. I was merely going to say, Mr. President, that 


the 


statue to Jefferson; 
there ought to have been one erected long ago: but I am also 
extremely anxious that there should be, and there ought to be, 
| erected in this Capital a statue to another creat American 
| statesman who has never had a statue erected to his memory 


expenses of | 


| 
| 





anniversary of the birth of this great and illustrious man, and | 
in view of that fact and the further fact that it has already 


been considered by committees and has twice passed this body, | amendment was concurred in. 


I ask that there may be unanimous consent that the bill be 
now passed to its third reading, and that action may be immedi 
ately had upon it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not rise to object to 
the request, but I will call the attention of the Senator from 


Georgia to the fact that in all similar bills providing for the | 
erection of statues on the public grounds, we have excluded the | 


grounds of the Capitol and of the Library of Congress. I ask 


the Senator if he has any objection to having those words in- | 


serted? 

Mr. BACON. None whatever; though they were not in the 
previous enactments. 

Mr. GALLINGER:. I will move an amendment, inserting the 
words “excluding the Capitol Grounds and the grounds of the 
Library of Congress.” 
vade those grounds. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is not yet before the Sen- 
ate for the consideration of amendments. Is there objection to 
its present consideration ? 


.. LODGE. Mr. President, what is the status of the bill 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It has just been introduced, and 


unanimous consent is asked for its present consideration. 
Mr. LODGE. Has it not been referred to a committee? 


I think it would be a misfortune to in- 





procure | to Hamilton’s memory, which has gone to the Committee on | 


| both bills should take the same course. 


| read the third time, and passed. 


here, and that is Alexander Hamilton. He represented differ- 
ent views on the Constitution than those of Mr. Jefferson. but 
he did very great work in the organization of the Government. 
I have introduced a bill for the erection in this city of a sta 


ue 


Library; and it seems to me that it is only reasonable that 
I have no objection, if 
my bill can be added to it, to having the bill introduced by the 
Senator from Georgia passed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I suggest that the Senator from 
Massachusetts make no condition of that kind. Let unanimous 
consent be granted for the consideration of the bill introduced 
by the Senator from Georgia, and then, so far as I am concerned, 
a similar unanimous consent may be granted in the case of ithe 
bill introduced by the Senator from Massachusetts providing 
for the erection of a statue to Alexander Hamilton, but let 
not impose a condition upon this unanimous consent. 

Mr. LODGE. I am not imposing any condition at all, Mr. 


us 


| President. 
It has passed the Senate | 
It has received the | 


Mr. BACON. I want to echo what my friend from Texas 
says. I will most undoubtedly favor- 

Mr. CULLOM. I wanted to say a moment ago, when I inter- 
rupted the Senator, that it seemed to me, under the circum- 
stances, that this bill ought to pass without any delay. 

Mr. BACON. It has twice passed the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. LODGE. One moment. I do not wish to object, but I 
do wish to secure action on the Hamilton bill. If action is 
taken on this bill, I will then offer the Hamilton bill and ask a 
similar privilege for that, and I will make no objection to the 
consideration of the bill of the Senator from Georgia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I offer the amendment suggested by 
a moment or two ago. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the words “ District of Columbia,” 
it is proposed to insert “ exclusive of the Capitol Grounds and 


me 


: | the grounds of the Library of Congress.” 
Mr. President, this day is the one hundred and sixty-eighth | 


Mr. BACON. I accept the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 


’ 


STATUE OF ALEXANDER HAMILTON. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee 
on the Library be discharged from the further consideration of 
the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 8) authorizing the selection of a 
site and the erection of a statue of Alexander Hamilton in 
Washington, D. C., and that the joint resolution 
considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts that the Committee on the 
Library be discharged from the further consideration of the 
joint resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the joint resolution 
President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the joint 
resolution. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 


be now 


be read, Mr. 


Resolved, etc., That the chairman of the Committee on the Library 
of the Senate, the chairman of the Committee of the Library of the 
House of Representatives, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the presi- 
dent and secretary of the Alexander Hamilton National Memo rial Asso- 
ciation are hereby created a commission with power to select a_ site 
upon the property belonging to the United States in the city of Wash- 


ington, other than the Capitol and Library grounds, for the erection of a 
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statue to Alexander Hamilton, and to have charge of the erection of 
said statue, for which purpose $50,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary in addition to the funds contributed by the Alexander Hamil- 


ton National Memorial Association, is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 


consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. BACON. With the consent of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, I suggest an amendment, to strike out “ fifty” and in- 
sert “one hundred.” 

Mr. LODGE. Very well, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia offers an 
amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 1, line 12, before the word “thon- 
sand,” it is proposed to strike out “fifty” and insert “one 
hundred,” so as to read: 


For which purpose $100,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- | 
sary in addition to the funds contributed by the Alexander Hamilton 
National Memorial Association, is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
| 


from Massachusetts to state, if he knows, what is the amount | 
of the contribution made by the Alexander Hamilton National | 
Memorial Association, referred to in the joint resolution? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not know the amount. The association | 
has no large amount, though it has raised a few thousand 
dollars. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | 
amendment offered by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT RAPID CITY, 8S. DAK. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. On Monday, through inadvertence, a bill 
got mixed up in my papers, and I introduced it. I refer to the 
bill (S. 363) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- | 
tion of a public building thereon at Rapid City, in the State of | 
South Dakota. Inasmuch as the last Congress acted upon the | 
matter, I move that the Committee on Public Buildings and | 
Grounds be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move that the bill be indefinitely post- 
poned. : 

The motion was agreed to, 

LANDS ALONG ANACOSTIA RIVER. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
15), which was read and referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolwed, That the letter from the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia transmitting the second report of Mr. Hugh T. Taggart, 
special counsel, on the ownership of iands and riparian rights along 
the Anacostia River, in the District of Columbia, be printed, with 
accompanying illustrations, as a document. 


PRINTING FOB THE DISTRICT COMMITTEE, 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 


17), which was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That authority is granted to print and bind, for the use 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia, such papers and docu- 
nents as may be deemed necessary in connection with subjects hereto- 
fore considered or to be considered by said committee during the Sixty- 
second Congress. 


HEARINGS BEFORE DISTRICT COMMITTEE. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
16), which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be authorized to send for persons and papers and 
to administer oaths, and to empley a stenographer to report such hear- 
ings as may be had in connection with any subject which may be pend- 
ing before said committee ; that the committee may sit durin 
sions or recesses of the Senate, and that the expense .thereo 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


AMENDMENTS TO TARIFF BILLS. 
Mr. CUMMINS submitted the following notice: 


Notice is given that at the next session of the Senate I will offer a 
resolution proposing a change in the rules of the Senate as set forth 
in a copy of the resolution hereto attached : 

* Resolved, That there be added as one of the standing rules of the 
Senate the following, to wit: 

“* That ne amendment to any Dill pons by the House, amending 
or changing by general application the import duties prescribed b 
existing law, shall be in order or allowed in the Senate unless euch 
proposed amendment seeks to amend or change a paragraph or item 


the ses- 
be paid 


embraced in the schedule or schedules, all or a part of which is souc 
to be amended or changed by the House bill, or unless such pro; 
amendment is directly related to the subject matter of the House 
and is germane thereto’” 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
on the table. 


The notice will be received and 


COTTON SEIZURES. 


Mr. PERCY submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 14). 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That 250 copies of Senate Document No. 23, Forty-t 
Congress, second session, entitled “ Report of the Acting Secretary 


the Treasury,” be printed for the use of the Senate document room 
ALASKA COAL-LAND CASES. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to ask that the opinion of t! 
United States judge recently rendered in the Alaska coa!-l: 
eases, a copy of which I send to the desk, be printed 
Senate document (S. Doc. 8). 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. BAILEY. 

The 


Is there objection? 
What is the document, Mr. President? 
VICE PRESIDENT. The opinion of the court in ; 


| Alaska coal-land cases. 


Mr. HEYBURN. It is the first responsible opinion of 
United States court on the Alaska coal-land laws. 

Mr. BAILEY. What court, Mr. President? 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is the opinion of Judge Hanford of 
United States district court for the western district of Ww 


| ington in the ninth circuit. 


Mr. BAILEY. It is a district court opinion and not a « 
cuit court opinion? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The judge was sitting in a criminal case. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then he was sitting asa district judge? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would not attach much importance to ») 


| opinion. of that kind, but I am not going to offer any object 


against printing it. . 
Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to say to the Senator, knoy 
ing the situation intimately, that Judge Hanford is one of our 
oldest and concededly one of our ablest lawyers on the Unit: 

States bench. He is a man of long years of experience; he | 
gone very thoroughly into the question of the relation of ¢ 
land to the existing law. No other opinion even approaching 
in value has been rendered by any court. Judge Hanford, 
eourse, sits in the circuit court of appeals in the ninth circu 
and his opinion, I think, would commend itself to the Senator 
from Texas as being worthy of publication. 

Mr. BAILEY. Anyway it is worth printing, and I have ne 
objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
to print is entered. 


THE INITIATIVE AND REFERENDUM. 


Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that nex' 
Thursday, after the conclusion of the morning business, I wi 
with the permission of the Senate, submit some remarks on | 
initiative and referendum. If the Senate shall not be in session 
at that time, then I will do so on the first day thereafter when 
the Senate is in session. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I rise, Mr. President, to say that it wv 
be impossible to make a report designating the committees « 
the Senate before some time next week, and for that reas 
move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to m 
on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RELATIONS WITH JAPAN AND MEXICO, 


Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, it is proper for me to state at the 
beginning of the remarks that I shall submit to the Senate upo! 
the subject indicated in the resolution that it is not my purpose 
in any way to criticize the President in reference to the positi 
that he has taken in connection with the troubles jn Mexico. 
am satisfied that whatever he does will not only be necessary 411\! 
proper to be done, but will, in his opinion, be for the best i 
terests of the country. I have arisen simply for the purpose 0! 
emphasizing what ought to be familiar to everyone who 
acquainted with the institutions of the land, and that is th 
the doctrine known as the Monroe doctrine’ is not iny 
in the Mexican situation in any way whatever. A great many 
persons of intelligence, and a number of journals ably edited, 
are falling into the error of supposing that if there shou'd le 
any disagreement between the United States and Mexico—wh 
we all hope and believe there will not be—that the Monroe doc- 
trine will form the basis of the controversy. I make the ope 
I do not 


There being no objection, the order 


tion that this is not true in any aspect of the case. 








1911. 





suppose that there is any subject that has been discussed before 
Congress to a greater extent than the subject that is designated 
as “the Monroe doctrine,” and I have upon a number of occa- 
sions, beth in the House and in the Senate, contributed to the 
literature upon the question, so that I really feel that I ought 
not to inffict even upon an attentive and patient body any further 
comments or observations in connection therewith. What I will 
say, if it serves no other purpose, will at least relieve the public 
mind of a false impression that is rapidly gaining ground, that 
whenever there is any controversy between the United Siates 
and any other country upon the American continent, the Monroe 


doctrine immediately and mysteriously springs into existence | 


and ¢alls for our assertion and vindication of the principles that 
it ennnciates. 

One proposition I desire to make perfectly plain, and that is 
that we must not confuse or commingle in any degree the Mon- 
roe doctrine with the Roosevelt doctrine. During the reign 
of ex-President Roosevelt a lot of miscellaneous doctrines were 
launched upon the tide of time that were all called ‘“ The Mon- 
roe doctrine,” but which, in point of fact, had no possible con- 
nection with it and were not related to it in any manner what- 
ever. 

The Roosevelt doctrine, properly defined, is the doctrine of 
the gentleman with the shillalah at Donnybrook Fair, “ When- 
ever you see a head, hit it.” The ex-president once upon a time 
composed a brief treatise upon the Monroe doctrine. This is 
not the work in which he referred to the men who helped to 
frame that governmental principle as “shifty doctrinaires, 
mediocre minds, and imbeciles.”’ 


a copy of it. They seem to have all disappeared, either by the 
public taking them or owing to the fact that the President him- 
self bought them all up, and thus withdrew them from public 
inspection. It is a treatise that the ex-President need not be 
ashamed of in any way, because he was writing about a subject 
that he knew all about, which was not always the case with ref- 


erence to numerous other subjects to which he bas upon a great | 


many occasions devoted his great talents and ability. A few 
years ago, and long after this book was written, Mr. Roosevelt 
announced his new doctrine that I have referred to, and which 
at the time provoked the criticism of cvery lawyer at the 
American bar who was at all conversant with the principles of 
international law and amazed every statesman and diplomatic 
official in the civilized world. His doctrine was that in the 
event that any of the States upon the American Continent re- 
fused, either from wantonness or inability, to perform their 
contractual obligations, that foreign nations, protecting their 
citizens who were creditors, could enforce the payment of those 
obligations through the instrumentality of war. 

When I came to the Senate this new doctrine struck me with 


such appalling terror that I could not resist the opportunity of | 


endeavoring to controvert it to the best of my ability in an ad- 
dress delivered to this body. The inference that the ex-President 
drew, in a message that he sent to the Senate, was in connec- 
tion with the affairs of Santo Domingo, and he boldly and un- 


hesitatingly proclaimed that if Santo Domingo failed to pay her | 


debts the Governments of Holland and of Belgium, repre- 
senting their citizens who were creditors, might collect those 
debts through the process of war, and that therefore the Monroe 
doctrine came into immediate operation, and the imperative duty 


devolved upon us to seize the custom receipts of Santo Domingo | 


and divide them among her creditors in order to prevent the 
capture and occupation of her territory by foreign nations. I 
venture to say that a more grotesque interpretation of the Mon- 


roe doctrine was never incorporated in any message that ever | 


issued from the Executive chamber. 


In pursuance of this mad policy—which if there had been a 
spark of life left in the bodies of Jefferson, or of Adams, or Mon- 
roe, would have made them tremble in their graves—Mr. Roose- 


velt proceeded to carry it into execution, and after he had taken | 
possession of the customhouses of Santo Domingo and had col- | 
lected their revenues and deposited them in a financial institu. | 


tion In New York, he gave the Senate the privilege of maintain- 
ng what he was pleased to call “the status quo” between the 
United States and Santo Domingo. 

Mr. President, such a status quo never existed upon all the 
pages of civilized or uncivilized history. I will not do myself 
the credit of claiming that my remarks at that time—dvring the 
course of which I cited an unbroken line of diplomatic and inter- 


national precedents against the proposition contained in the | 


message—had any influence whatever in making the ex-President 
modify the message 2 week or so afterwards, in which he denied 
that he ever meant to say that the failure to pay contractual 
debts Was a justification for war. Of course, my contention 
was that the right to commence hostilities against a country 
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The treatise that I refer to | 
is another publication, and it is extremely difficult to procure | 
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| never existed in a case of this sort, but was limited to cases 
| where an unjustifiable trespass or tort was committed agalnst 
persons who were citizens of the complaining Go' , or 
where they were in some way deprived of their liberties or 
} international rights, and the Government that had committed 
the crime persistently refused to make reparation therefor or 
was in such a condition that reparation could not be obtained at 
| the hands of its judicial system. 

Let us look for 2 moment at what sort of wars we would have 
if the Roosevelt construction of the Monroe doctrine was to 
prevail and was to be incorporated into our diplomatic code. 
We would have an interminable succession of | iholders and 
stock-market wars. War, instead of being d red by Con- 

| gress, could be practically declared by the bankii yudicates 

of London, Paris, Amsterdam, and Berlin, repr: d by thetr 
} financial agents in America, and we would become spons and 
} guarantors for every bankrupt and impoverished government in 
Central or South America. We have never yet been informed 
as to what amount of money was made out of the Santo 
Domingo settlement nor what was the price at which their 
bonds were sold before our intervention, and what 


wa the 
price that the holders afterwards obtained for them in sett] 
ment of their claims, nor who was in the deal, nor who were tlc 
beneficiaries of our interference. 

I would like to ask, in this connection, what right have any 
of our citizens to engage in enterprises in these countries, 
| charge them the most exorbitant and extortionate prices for 
ithe construction of public works, and then demand of the 
| United States that it must nominate itself as a receiver over 
the revenues of the government that they have practically dri 
into bankruptey and liquidate its indebtedness? Where 
| there an intelligent person in the United States, who has studied 
the history and institutions of the country, who can draw the 
slighest parallel between this doctrine, first proclaimed by Mr. 
Roosevelt, and the doctrine that bears the name of M: 
| sustained by the names of Jefferson and of Madison and of 
Adams? ‘The despots of Austria and of Russia and of Prussia, 
when they formed the Holy Alliance, whatever else may be said 
| of them, were not mercenaries or hirelings. When they met at 
| Aix la Chappelle and Laybach in conference they had but on 
| object in view and that was to put an end to the system of 
| representative government throughout the world, to destroy the 
liberty of the press, and to maintain the jure divino aulocraci 


en 


is 


roe, 


|,of Europe, and when Mr. Monroe wrote to Jefferson submitling 
| the British proposals of Mr. Canning, and when Jeffers 

| October 24, 1823, answered from Monticello: 

| The question presented by the letters you have sent me Is the must 
| momentous which has ever been offered to my contemplation since that 
| of tndependence. That made us a Nation. This sets our compas 1d 
points the course which we are to steer through the ocean me 
opening on us. 

Did he in his prophetic mind have the remotest concej)tion 
| that this great charter of republican liberty which he was lcip 
| ing to frame was to be used by buccaneers and speculatoi id 

adventurers to oppress the commercial liberties of the very 


States whose personal. liberties it was supposed to guaraunt 
I will not sit here in silence, with folded arms, and permit thi 
revolutionary principle which was formulated and promulgated 
| overnight by Mr. Roosevelt to be known by any other name 
| cept the name of the {llustrious individual who first conceived 
| it and put it into practical execution. I want to lift this cloud 
| from around the brow of the rising generation. I want 
| students at our colleges and universities to understand 
| when they are discussing this proposition they are not discus 

:e Monroe doctrine or any corollary that flows from it in 
manner whatever. They are simply discussing a doctrine t! 
| has received practical recognition at the purliens of American 
brokers and speculators who deal in South and Central Ameri 
can securities and at the gambling dens of Amsterdam ba 
and foreign stock markets, and it Is a disgrace and a d 
tion to connect this money-making enterprise with the 
able names that in tones that rang and reechoed 
the world pledged forever the honor of this Repul 
tain the blessings of liberty in every quarter and 


| Western Continent where despotism had ceased t« 


Lin] 
throu: 


} 1 if 

We might let Mr. Roosevelt's doctrine rest where it i it 
not for the fact that the ex-President ! et ; 
of this country almost deranged upon the subj [e } 
verted the history of the Nation to ! t t 
day in the year; in answer to fnnocent my lens that I 
receive, I am using my best efforts to relieve these young n 
of the false impressions and confusion with \ hy l ir 
rounded them. It is impossibie for me to dictal ers 
of the attendants at al! of the schools in the United 
ing them not to pay any attention to this new d 
ex-President, and it is principally for this reason 





States tell 
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have 
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that I 
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arisen here to-day that I may say a few words that may pos- 
sibly reach some of the victims whose future ambition he has 
imperiled by his heretic utterances upon the subject. 

Let me read a few communications out of the many that I am 
receiving from some of these young men, for the purpose of 
illustrating the havoc and ruin that he has caused among the 
tender disciples of his school. Here is one of the letters: 


Will you please tell me what stand, in your opinion, ex-President 
Roosevelt would take upon this Mexican question if he had a hand in 
it? I am in a debate upon the subject, and I would like to have any 
of his speeches that you can send me. I will try to work my way 
out of it if I can just find out how he stands and how you stand. I 
am so fond of reading his speeches and yours. They have the true 
ring in them, and they are very much alike. 


Poor boy. He really thought he was paying me a compliment. 
I read a second communication : 


Will you explain to me what connection the Monroe doctrine has 
with the case in Mexico? I have read Mr. Roosevelt's message on 
Santo Domingo, but I am mixed up about it— 


No wonder. 


What I would like to know is this: Suppose the Mexican people 
|g en their Government into a monarchy, would we have a right 
o interfere? 


This communication came just in time, and the question was 
a very intelligent and pertinent one. I sent this boy an obser- 
vation of Mr. Dana’s in a note to Wheaton, which happened to 
be in direct response to his inquiry. As it is only a few lines 


and covers the exact point that I am discussing here to-day, I 
will read the extract: 


It has sometimes been assumed that the Monroe doctrine contained 
some declarations against any other than the democratic-republican 
institutions of this continent, however arising or imtroduced. The 
message will be searched in vain for anything of the kind. We were 
the first to recognize the imperial authority of Dom Pedro in Brazil and 
of Iturbide in Mexico; and more than half of the northern continent 
was under the scepters of Great Britain and Russia; and those de- 
pendencies would certainly be free to adopt what institutions they 
pleased in case of successful rebellion or of peaceful separation from 
their parent states. 


The third, and last, communication that I will read is as 
follows: 


We have the Mexican question up for debate next week. 
like to know how does the Monroe doctrine get into it? 


So would I. 


Did Mr. Roosevelt pass any laws of Congress, when he was President, 
on the subject? I would like to have your private opinion on the fol- 
lowing question: If Mr. Roosevelt was in charge of Mexico, what do 


you think he would do with the United States? I am on the af- 
firmative. 


Then there is a postscript, as follows: 


Please send me Senator HryBuRN’s s h in which he said that 
the people who were in favor of electing United States Senators by the 
people could not spell his name, and most of them could not spell 
their own names. Also let me have Senator BourNne’s speech, and 
kindly let me know whether Mr. Roosevelt is a member of the new party 
that is now being made up. 


I have selected these few communications from among hun- 
dreds of similar ones to show how students who are trying to 
familiarize themselves with the political history of the coun- 
try have had their minds perverted and prostrated upon some 
of the great and imperishable principles that underlie our in- 
stitutions. I want now to announce to them in such unamb!z- 
uous terms that they can not be misunderstood, and which will 
perhaps obviate the necessity of my answering a number of 
communications in the future, that our present movement or 
maneuvers in reference to Mexico have not the slightest rela- 
tion to or bearing upon the Monroe doctrine. I will again give 
them an extract from President Monroe’s message, from which 
the doctrine receives its name, which practically carries the 
entire subject with it: 


In the wars of the Buropean powers in matters relating to them- 
selves we have never taken any part, nor does it comport with our 
policy so to do. * We owe it, therefore, to candor and to the 
amicable relations existing between the United States and those powers 
to declare that we should consider any attempt on their part to extend 
their system to any rtion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our 

ace and safety. With the existing colonies or dependencies of any 
Suropean power we have not interfered, and shall not interfere. But 
with the vernments who have declared their independence and main- 
tain it and whose independence we have, on great consideration and on 
— principles, acknowledged, we could not view any interposition 
‘or the ae of oppressing them or controlling in any manner their 
destiny by any European power in any other light than as the mani- 
festation of an unfriendly disposition toward the United States. 


On March 25, 1825, Mr. Clay, who was then Secretary of 
State, transmitted to our minister at Mexico a communication, 
from which I quote the following lines: ' 


The political systems of the two continents are essential! 
Each has an exclusive right to judge for itself what is bes 
its own condition and most likely to promote its happin 
has a right to enforce upon the other the establishment of its peculiar 
system, and you will therefore urge upon the Government of Mexico the 
aay and expediency of asserting this principle on every proper occa- 
sion. 


I would 


different. 
suited t6 
but neither 
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On October 21, 1858, Mr. Cass, Secretary of State, sent to o 
minister at Spain a communication, from which I will also quot. 
a few lines, as follows: 

With respect to the causes of war between Spain and Mexico ¢ 
United States have no concern and do not undertake to judge th, 
Nor do they claim to interpose in any hostility which may take pla 
Their policy of observation and interference is limited to the permanen: 
subjugation of any portion of the territory of Mexico, or of any othe: 
American state, to any European power whatever. The American mj 
ister is authorized to say that the United States considered Mexi, 
freedom from foreign control to be essential to the true policy of ¢ 
independent states of America, and that any attempt to subdue or h 
possession of that country would be considered by the United States 
an unfriendly act and would be firmly opposed by them, 

We all know what occurred with Mexico a little later on; and 
while I do not at all depend upon our action in that controvers, 
as a precedent for what we ought to do if a similar occasi: 
and emergency presented itself to-day, I want to read only a fi 
lines of an instruction sent by Mr. Cass to Mr. Robert \, 
McLane, who was then our minister to Mexico: 

While we do not deny the right of any other power to carry 
hostile operation against Mexico for the redress of its grievances, 
firmly object to its holding possession of any part of that country 
endeavoring by force to control its political destiny. This oppositior 
foreign interference is known to France, England, and Spain, as wel! 
the determination of the United States to resist any such attempt by 
the means in their power. 

And I will close references upon this point by reading a reso- 
lution passed by the House of Representatives, without disse: 
on April 4, 1864, as follows: 

That the Congress of the United States are unwilling by silenc 
have the nations of the world under the impression that they are 
different spectators of the deplorable events now transpiring in 
Republic of Mexico, and they think fit to declare that It does not a: 
with the policy of the United States to acknowledge any monarc! 
government erected on the ruins of any republican government 
America under the auspices of any Huropean power. 

Now, while volumes have been written upon the subject th 
I have been discussing, I have read a sufficient number 
extracts to satisfy anyone who has a grain of sense or inte!- 
ligence in these United States of America that whatever tlie 
Mexican situation may be, the Monroe doctrine, as such—whii! 
ever the Roosevelt doctrine may be—does not at any point come 
in touch or contact with it, and that there is not now the i 
motest danger—and there never will be, in my judgment—t) 
any government on this earth will ever attempt to subvert thv 
Republic of Mexico and upon her ruins erect monarchica! 
institutions. 

It is said, however, that the property of American citizens 
may be in jeopardy and in danger in the Republic of Mexico, 
and that they are entitled to the protection of the United States. 
In explanation of this suggestion, I would state that the De 
partment of State, presided over by the Secretary of State, ani 
not the Department of War, presided over by the Secretary of 
War, has jurisdiction and supervision over this matter. The 
State Department has adopted certain regulations upon this 
subject, and which are in the hands of our diplomatic officials, 
which must be strictly followed whenever a claim of a citizen 
of the United States for redress or indemnity may be diplo- 
matically presented to a foreign government. 

The Army of the United States is not an agency for the col- 
lection of private debts. I have no greater right, if I were a 
citizen of the United States living in Mexico, to call upon tle 
Army of the United States to collect a claim either for redress 
or indemnity against the Government of Mexico than I would 
have a right to call upon the Militia of the State of Maryland 
to collect a sum of money that may be due me by the State 
upon public obligations. I am sure this is the opinion of the 
President. If any syndicate of mine owners, or any rubber 
companies, or Standard Oil interests should at any time suffer 
any injury to their possessions or acquisitions, they have no 
greater rights than the humblest individual whose property has 
been injured or destroyed. 

And I want, in this very connection, to quote a few lines from 
a communication of Mr. Seward to our minister at Colombia 
upon this subject, sent to him in April, 1866. In this communi- 
cation Mr. Seward says: 

We are unfortunately too familiar with the complaints of the delay 
and the inefficiency of the courts in the South American Republics. We 
must, however, continue to repose confidence in their independence 
and integrity, or we must take the broad und that these States are 
like those of oriental semicivilized countries—outside the pale within 
which the law of nations, as generally accepted by Christendom, is 
understood to vern. The people who go to these regions and en- 
counter great ks in the hope of getting rewards must be regarded 
as taking all the circumstances into consideration, and can not with 
reason ask their government to complain that they stand on a com- 
mon footing with native subjects in respect to the alleged wants of 
an able, prompt, and conscientious judiciary. We have not under- 
taken to supervise the a ts of the whole world for litigation 


rrangemen 
because American citizens voluntarily expose themselves to be con- 
cerned in their deficiencies. 
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Of course, Mr. President, I know full well that if the liberty 
or the personal rights of our citizens in Mexico or anywhere else 
are interfered with, or their property wantonly destroyed at the 
hands of revolutionists or other forces, and the government in 
which the trouble occurs is either unwilling to protect them or 
has not the power to do so, that we need not stand idly by, but 
that we have the right, and it is our duty, to resort to various 


methods plainly recognized by the usagew of international! law | 


for the purpose of affording proper protection to the rights of | our own citizens home, whether we would be « 


our citizens. 

I come now, briefly, to a subject in connection with my re 
marks that is of great interest to us, and that is the relation 
between the United States and Japan, that seems to have been 
brought into prominence by the Mexican situation. 

I want to premise what I propose to say upon this subject by 
the statement that it is my own positive conviction that there is 
no danger, presently or remotely, of any war between Japan and 
the United States. The United States certainly has no idea of 
even preparing the way for hostilities against Japan because 
there is no cause for such a procedure, and Japan has no griey- 
ance against or controversy with the United States that can not 
be amicably settled upon the field of peace. It is true that 
Japan might take certain steps with Mexico that would arouse 
our suspicion and perhaps furnish cause for investigation. I 
am not an idealist or visionary in matters of this sort. But 
why these countries should go to war it is impossible for any 


| 1 would have permitted them to go long ago rl 


| to the Philippines. 


one to understand outside of military circles and inflammatory | 


journalists. What is the casus belli? The immigration ques- 
tion or the school question in San Francisco? It is too absurd 
to contemplate that such a proposition that can be settled by 
treaty and the good sense of the American people should ever 
become the occasion for war. It is, however, boldly proclaimed 
that Japan wants to control the Pacific Ocean from Capricorn 
to Cancer, and in time of war hold it against the world. How 
absolutely ludicrous is this proposition! I know the spirit of 
the Japanese people pretty well, and when I speak of the people 
of either country I am not speaking of the mob, but of th 

intelligence and patriotism of their representative elements 

The people of Japan constitute a marvelous and courageous 
race. They have lately concluded a war in which they were 
animated with a spirit of lofty heroism and daring valor and 
ambitious sacrifice hardly paralleled upon all the pages of his- 
tory, and they emerged from this war victorious in every battle 
upon the land and on the sea. I am willing to admit that if 
Japan is entering into negotiations for coaling stations and 
bases for naval supplies for military purposes with Mexico that 
we are entitied to know what these negotiations are. Congress 
is, however, without any information or evidence upon the sub 
ject. This country would not ordinarily be entitled to know the 
secret treaties or alliances that other countries may make, but 
upon the part of Mexico we would unquestionably be entitled 
to an explanation. 

I have no fear that history will repeat itself, or that any 
Government would attempt to imitate the example of Napoleon 
IfI, who thr igh false pretenses and subterfuges sent an Aus- 
trian archduke to a Mexican throne simply to abandon him 
afterwards to despair and death. 

It is also stated that the situation at Guam is threatening 
and gives evidence of an intention on the part of Japan to pre- 
pare for hostilities. Guam is one of our princely volcanic pos- 
sessions in the Pacific bequeathed to us by the Spanish War. 
It is one of the Ladrone Islands, or “ islands of thieves,” thus 
named because when they were discovered the art of stealing 
from each other was the principal industry and delightfw! oc- 
cupation of their inhabitants. Guam is about 5,000 miles west 
of San Francisco and about 1,342 miles from Yokohama. It 
was brought into captivity as a maritime prize by the American 
cruiser Charleston, which, with a single shot, leveled its formid- 
able battlements and took possession of this volcanic eruption 
in the name of the United States. The old Spanish governor, 
who had been there from time immemorial, was under the im- 
pression that the Americans were saluting him and appeared 
upon the deck of the ship to tender his apologies for not having 
any powder with which to return the compliment. He never 
discovered the terrible state of affairs until the Spanish colors 
were lowered from the parapet and the colors of the Union 
floated in triumph over this priceless gem of the sea. 

Guam is a charming spot, and one of the most lustrous and 
brilliant jewels in our oriental galaxy. Its principal products 
oan en ee, lizards, wild swine, rats, and castor oil, 
: e isla w ay é ) 5] 
‘ataliiinenn ere put up at auction to-day, with all of thé 
not bring a dollar and a half in any of the markets of the 
world. It must not be lost sight of, however, that Guam is the 
key to communication upon the Pacific Ocean and the relay 


point for cables to Manila, Tokio, and San Francisco. It is 
necessary to relay messages to Guam, because of the resist:uce 
which the submarine current encounters in its journey from 


Honolulu, and if Japan ever came into possession of Guam we 
could be cut off from communication with the Philippines, 
except by way of the Azores and the Suez rouie, and thence to 
the Indian Ocean. 


So far as I am concerned, I would not care, if we could bring 
all 
Philippines. 

ago. 1ose of her 
inhabitants who are civilized, I would permit them to remain 
civilized; those who are uncivilized, I 


“ut off to 


eternity from any further communication with the 


would 


permit them to 
remain uncivilized. Perhaps they are happier when they are 
uncivilized than when they are civilized. Ii do not belies is 
Government is an institution for the feeble-minded nati of 


the earth. 
I shall not refer to the dreadful mistake we made in ref e 
All the pages of history, ancient, med 


and modern, do not record such a_ siupid wl =stup us 
blunder. It is said that Japan wanted these islands. N 

on the face of the earth in the way that we wanted them 
What Japan might have desired was what we ought to lave 


; been satisfied with, and that is a military base for war vessels 
and naval supplies and for coaling stations, and what we 
ought to have done was to have made the terms for s an 
occupation and then sailed away in triumph, satisfied with the 


in it, beyond its value as a military post, it would | 


| the consent or against the 


victory we had won. Does anyone believe that Japan would 
have burdened herself with the government of the entire 
Philippine group or would have been willing to incur the out 
lay necessary for that purpose? Our victory has been turned 








into a policy of disaster and sacrifice. It is said that we can 
not part with them now. Why not? Could we not reserve 
sufficient space upon this territory to give us a landing place 
for this great war that is looming up upon the horizon and 
illuminating the waters of the Pacific and the lurid imagi n 
of some of our great sea captains who, if this war rt 
hastened, may be upon the retired list before they will be af 
forded an opportunity of practicing their profession upo1 ir 
fellow man? The only person that I know of who will pe 
object to this arrangement is the Sultan of Sulu, who i 
principal subject in the Orient. It will be a national ca ; 
for us to lose this loyal liegeman. He might vw day be a 
Senator of the United States; in fact, I th eG vht to be one 
now. The question is whether he would be willing to exchunge 
his gilded manacles and his salary for liberty. It is true that 
we have civilized him to some extent. When he became our 
captive he was a very pious and devout person, who spent all 
day Thursday praying in the mosque and the balance of the 
week he devoted to piracy, murder, and other gentle and re 
spectable amusements He was then in pos ion of three 
kinds of wives—the first-class ones lived i his patac he 
second schedule abided with their mother-in-law, and the third, 
indulging in a finid decoction that forms one of the delightful 
beverages of that charming region, spent most of their festive 
and hilarious hours in jail. 

Mr. President, I shall be glad when we can ring down th 
curtain upon this comedy and tragedy and when the whole per 
formance shall end and this Government shall divest itself of 
a possession that has been a curse and affliction to us fri b 
day that we tasted this forbidden fruit. 

As it is, I suppose we must defend the Philippines as a 
matter of sentiment, and therefore it is of I importance 
to us to find out whether the Government of Japan has under 
taken to lay its own cable to Guam, because if it did so it simply 
had no right to take this step without our conser The law of 
submarine cables between foreign Government d the Unite 
States has been well established, and I d ad ji 
lines. to show what the law is upon the subjet On M ] 
i897, there was an application by “The F! 
Telegraphic Cables” for permission to lay ab 
Brest and Cape Cod, and in swer to this req ( 
Department replied as follows: 

It is the expectation of the Federal Governm | 
cable company will take no steps toward 1: f 
Cape Cod without express authorization of the | ! ‘ 
gress, before which a bill was introduced \ t vet eT 
enacted into law. If that company sh 
the manner proposed, it Is proper to 
peril. 

And the Attorney General, su: 
decided— 

That the President has the poy in 
actment, to control the landing of fore! 
either prevent the landing or permit ! f l to his 
eare so demand or permit it. If a land vithout 


prot t of tl ‘ r its 





200 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 





rights and compliance with its terms may be enforced by applying the 
prohibition to the operation of the line unless the necessary conditions 
are accepted and observed. 


Under the usages and principles of international law Japan 


would clearly have no right to lay a cable to Guam or to any | 


other possession or territory of the United States without our 
consent. I do not believe that Japan has been guilty of this 
act, because its advisers and counsellors are men who are too 
well informed upon the principles of international usages to 
permit such an intrusion and violation to occur. 

I am therefore of the opinion, from what I have said, that 
there will be no war—no war with Japan, no war with Mexico, 
and no war with any other nation that I know of. Of course, 
agitation will create uneasiness and alarm. Before the com- 
mencement of the Spanish War the proprietor of one of the 
most prominent newspapers in this country received a message 
from his correspondent in Cuba, “ There will be no war.” He 
telegraphed back to his representative, “ You furnish the news, 
and I will furnish the war.” There was cause, however, for 
the Spanish War. 
driven from the shores of the Western Continent. 

I have observed within the last few days that the German 
Chancellor in the Reichstag, following his earlier utterances 


upon the same subject, gave expression to this sentiment in | 


connection with the general subject of peace and war that I 
_have been discussing to-day. He said that— 


The difficulty in a disarmament agreement is the impossibility of 
supervision of individual States. The control over these I regard as 
absolutely impracticable. The mere attempt to control would have 
no other result than continual mutual distrust and universal turmoil. 
It will remain true that the weak will be the prey of the strong. 


defensive purposes, it will inevitably drop to the second rank. 
will always be a strong one ready to take its place. 
armament is an unsolvable problem as long as men are men. 

I would change this by saying that “general disarmament 
is an unsolvable probiem as long aS men are savages.” Of 
course Germany is a great military power, and its history has 
been one of war and conflict and strife, and its people, besides 
their historic deeds of valor, are intellectually and morally as 
great a race as there is on earth, either in the arts of war or 
in the arts of peace, and this sentiment of the chancellor would, 
I apprehend, have met with universal recognition during all the 
centuries, from the time the Cimbri and the Teutons came out 
of their northern forests to ravage the fields of Italy until the 
time that the German hosts made their triumphant entry upon 
the streets of Paris. I doubt, however, whether this declara- 
tion at this hour meets with the approval of a vast number of 
the Emperor's subjects, and I know it does not reflect the wishes 
and the hopes of an advanced civilization. Of course there can 
not be a genera! disarmament if Germany declines to enter the 
list. I believe, however, the day is bound to come when Ger- 
many will yield if all the races of the civilized world consent to 
the adoption of such a policy and the action taken in the 
Reichstag gives promise in that direction. 

I believe the time will come when war will no longer be in- 
dulged in, but will only be read of as one of the crimes of a 
barbarous age. Nations can be civilized in some respects and 
barbarians in others. History affords us numerous examples of 
this sort, and while we are gradually becoming more and more 
enlightened and advanced, we still cling to this brutal method 
of adjusting our differences. If an individual offers an insult 
to another, no matter how atrocious it may be, and the insulted 
party calls for a retraction, which is refused, and then declares 
war upon the offender and punishes him in fair and open com- 
bat, it is an offense that society condemns, and it inflicts its 
penalties lightly or severely, according to the degree of injury 
sustained; but if a nation—that is to say, a multitude of indi- 
viduals—offers an indignity, no matter how slight it is, to an- 
other nation and does not make reparation therefor, the nation 
that is offended, according to our present code of international 
morals, has the right to open hostilities, and slaughter and vio- 


There 


lence upon the enemy are not only justified, but become acts’ 


that every true patriot who loves his country should take a 
hand in and be proud of, as a heritage to transmit to his de- 
scendants. If two individuals enter into a contract and after- 
wards disagree about its proper interpretation, we have 
appointed tribunals to settle the controversy between them, and 
it would be rather a novel sight to witness one of them attempt- 
ing to enforce his construction of the agreement upon the other 
at the point of the bayonet; but if two enlightened, God-fearing 
governments enter into a treaty and the one should happen, ac- 
cording to the judgment of the other, to violate it, society has 
concluded that the only cure is to sacrifice human life and to 
keep on sacrificing it until one party or the other, through sheer 
exhaustion of its resources and vital energies, is compelled to 
admit that it has made an error in its version of the compact. 


That war had to come, and Spain had to be | 


If | 
any nation feels that it is unable longer to spend certain sums for | 


General dis- | 


If an individual happens to appropriate property that be 
| to another, we have ordained a method by which the wrong 
| be speedily redressed; but if a great nation, by a strok: 
diplomacy or statesmanship, as it is called, steals a cov 
thousands of miles away from its borders, that some . 
| nation claims to have stolen years before, there is nothing 
cept bloodshed that can determine who is the lawful thief 
in the settlement of this contention it is highly proper and 
mendable for both sides to massacre and exterminate 
unfortunate natives whom Providence has planted there as 
rightful possessors of the disputed territory. 

Of course, under existing conditions it may be proper, 
President, in time of peace to prepare for war. A numbe: 
intelligent persons are of the impression that ex-Pre: 
Roosevelt was the first one who ever gave this advice. 
forget that Washington, in his address to both Houses of « 
gress in 1790, said: 

To be prepared for war is one of the most effectual means of 
serving peace, 
| It was perfectly proper to give this advice at that 

Washington, however, was not the first one who made this 
gestion. Upon the armories of Venice there is this inscri)' 


Happy is that State which in time of peace thinks of war. 


Long before this, in the Satires of Horace, there is found | 
expression : 


In peace a wise man should make suitable provision for war. 


This barbarian motto, therefore, is pot original with ) 
Roosevelt. I would like to reverse it. Instead of saying, 
time of peace prepare for war,” I would say, “In time 
threatened war prepare for peace.” 

Speaking for myself, I am for peace and not for war. I | 
| lieve the time is approaching when the science of war : 
standing armies, and navies patrolling the waters of | 

world, and death-dealing projectiles, and human sacrifice, an 
cities ruined and fertile plains made barren by the marauders 

torch will rank among the dark deeds of the past. I look | 
the advent of that day and feel with all my fervent hopes « 
aspirations that it can not be long delayed. “ Man’s inhuma: 

to man” has made the “countless thousands mourn,” 

broken hearts and homes made desolate and agony and anguis 

and despair can not forever plead in vain. This inhuman a 

sanguinary method of settling international controversies m 
cease, and murder, though clad in martial pomp, must ca! 

halt. Nations must no longer be brutes and savages, and | 

worshiping world must realize that it is profaning the al! 
of its faith when it not only sanctions but commends ani « 
alts and participates in the practice of a policy which, head 
the whole calendar of crimes and embracing every single « 

of them, is “an utter mockery of religion’s holiest oilices a 
bids defiance to the providence of God.” 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I want merely to say a w 
in support of the view which the Senator from Maryland |! 
RAYNER] has giveu us in regard to the Japanese in connect 
with the difficulties now existing in Mexico. I have examine! 
with some care the correspondence, which, of course, it wou)! 
not be proper to make public at this time, relating to affa 
in Mexico for the last few months. I have been unable to «+ 
cover in any letter from our ambassador or any of our cons 
the slightest allusion or suggestion of any Japanese interf«! 
ence or appearance in Mexico. So far as I am able to judz 
all that has been published and republished on that subjec' 
the newspaper press is a fabrication, for what object I s! 
not undertake to determine. Some strong force is behind i! 
some great interest, perhaps, or some country—but that t! 
matter is a fabrication I have no doubt. 

Our relations with Japan are very friendly. We have just 
concluded a treaty which has been gratifying to both countrie 
The attitude of Japan in regard to Mexico has been entire') 
correct, so far as I am aware, and I wanted to take this oppor- 
tunity, in support of what the Senator from Maryland has sai, 
simply to make this brief statement in regard to the relation 
of Japan to the present difficulties in Mexico. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I want to say a word in con- 
firmation of the statement of the Senator from Massachuset's 
[Mr. Loper]. I also have looked into the question of tle 
alleged interference of the Japanese Government, and, so far 
as I can learn, there is not a scintilla of truth in it. 


RETURN OF STATE BONDS—CORRECTION OF RECORD. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I notice, Mr. President, that in the 
Recorp of March 4, 1911, the following appears under the 
heading “Return of State bonds”: 


Mr. Foster. I call up the bill (8. 7180) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to return to the governor of Louisiana certain bonds of the 





] 


ce 
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te of Louisiana and city of New Orleans, and ask unanimous con- 
1t for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I object. 

rhe Vice PRESIDENT. Objection is made by the Senator from Con- 
ticut. | 


Mr. President, that is an error, so far as the mention of my 
ime in connection therewith is concerned. I know nothing 


about the bill; I did not object to it; and if objection was 


I 


n 


n 


Without objection, the Recorp will be corrected. 


t 
been bound. 


iade it must have been made by some other Senator than 
yself, and the reference to me must be an error of the ste- 


ographer or clerk who made up the Recorp. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Curtis in the chair). | 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I suppose it is too late | 
» correct the Recorp in that respect, as it appears to have 
If, however, it is possible to correct the perma- 


nent Recorp, I should like to have it done; or, if not, at any 


rate I should like this statement of mine to go into the Recorp, 


as of course it will. 


I 


a 


nd objection was made. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I objected. So objection was 
ade, and it is merely a question as to who made it. 
Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President, with reference to the state- 


vent made by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BRaNnprcer}, 


wish to say that upon the day mentioned in the Recorp I did 
ill up the bill and ask unanimous consent for its consideration, 
The objection, however, was not made | 


by the Senator from Connecticut, who has just spoken, but the 


objection was made by his former colleague, Mr. Bulkeley. 


81 


consideration of executive business. 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 o'clock | 
and 47 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, 
April 17, 1911, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate April 13, 1911. | 


ant Director of the Thirteenth Decennial Census, in the De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor, vice W. F. Willoughby. 


to which office he was appointed during the last recess of the | 
Senate, vice Richard A. Ballinger, resigned. 


Army, for appointment as a member of the California Débris 
Commission, provided for by the act of Congress approved 
March 1, 1898, entitled “An act to create the California Débris | 
‘ommission and regulate hydraulic mining in the State of Cali- | 
fornia,” vice Capt. Thomas H. Jackson, Corps of Engineers, | 
United States Army, to be relieved. 


( 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- | 
deration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
After seven minutes spent | 





NOMINATIONS. 


ASSISTANT DIRECTOR OF THE CENSUS. 


Roland P. Falkner, of the District of Columbia, to be Assist- | 


SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
Walter L. Fisher, of Illinois, to be Secretary of the Interior, 


MEMBER OF CALIFORNIA Dfépris CoMMISSION. 
Maj. Sherwood A. Cheney, Corps of Engineers, United States 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 


To be first lieutenants with rank from April 6, 1911. 
Edward Sinnet Bowman, of Iowa. 
Marion Sunsari Lombard, of Nebraska. 
Ralph Charles Matson, of Oregon. 
Warren Pearl Morrill, of Maryland. 
Lewis Beers Porter, of Rhode Island. 
Thomas Houston Dow Griffitts, of Illinois. 


To be first lieutenants with rank from April 10, 1911. 


Charles Spencer Williamson, of Illinois. 
Maurice Rubel, of Illinois. 

Albert Hurlbut Roler, of Illinois. 

Frank Worthington Lynch, of Illinois. 
Philip Pietersen Schuyler Doane, of Illinois. 
James Alexander Harvey, of Illinois. 
Junius Clarkson Hoag, of Illinois. 
Jacob Frank, of Illinois. 

Carey Culbertson, of Illinois. 

Carl Wagner, of Illinois. 

William Outhbertson, of Illinois. 

Rufus Winfield Bishop, of Illinois. 
William Louis Baum, of Illinois. 
Joseph Grindon, of Missouri. 

William Paul Glennon, of Missouri. 
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Frederick Charles Esselbruegge, of Missourti, 
Edward Lee Dorsett, of Missouri. 
William Sidney Deutsch, of Missouri. 
Russell Daniel Carman, of Missouri. 
Holdsworth Wheeler Bond, of Missouri. 
Charles Wyche, of Missouri. 

Frederick Eno Woodruff, of Missouri. 
William Otto Winter, of Missouri. 
Carroll Smith, of Missouri. 

Nathaniel Meacon Semple, of Missouri. 
Henry Joseph Scherck, of Missouri. 
Francis Le Sirelle Reder, of Missouri, 
Amand Nicholas Ravold, of Missouri. 
Harry Morgan Moore, of Missouri. 
George Elmer Lyon, of Missouri. 
William Henry Luedde, of Missouri. 
Clarence Loeb, of Missouri. 

Abram Chittenden Leggat, of Missouri. 
Frederick Carl Emil Kuhlmann, of Missouri, 
Arthur Campbell Kimball, of Missouri. 
Walter Charles George Kirchner, of Missouri. 
Downey Lamar Harris, of Missouri. 
William Augustus Hardaway, of Missouri, 
Henry Skillman Atkins, of Missouri, 
Frederick Bagby Hall, of Missouri. 
Conrad Weil, of California. 

Alanson Weeks, of California. 

Stanley Stillman, of California. 
William Parsons Read, of California. 
William Evelyn Hopkins, of California, 
Samuel Jobns Hunkin, of California. 
George Herbert Evans, of California. 
James Alexander Black, of California. 
John Henry Barbat, of California. 
Charles Andrew Powers, of Colorado. 
Henry Richardson McGraw, of Colorado. 
Clarence Bancroft Ingraham, jr., of Colorado, 
Thomas Edward Carmody, of Colorado, 
Alpha John Campbell, of Colorado. 
Frederic Wolcott Bancroft, of Colorado. 
John William Amesse, of Colorado. 
John Edgar Welch, of New York. 
Prince Albert Morrow, of New York. 
James Ewing, of New York. 

John Augustus Hartwell, of New York. 
Julius Carl Bierwirth, of New York, 
Edward Quintard, of New York. 
George Norton Miller, of New York. 
Max Ballin, of Michigan. 

Guy Leartus Connor, of Michigan. 
Arthur David Holmes, of Michigan. 
Louis Jacob Hirschman, of Michigan. 
William Edward Keane, of Michigan. 
George Edwin McKean, of Michigan. 
William Albert Spitzley, of Michigan. 
Henry Rockwell Varney, of Michigan, 
John Walter Vaughan, of Michigan. 
William Stevenson Baer, of Maryland. 
Julius Friedenwald, of Maryland. 

Cary Breckinridge Gamble, jr., of Maryland. 
Duncan MacCalman, of Maryland. 
Rupert Norton, of Maryland. 

Isaac Rosenbaum Pels, of Maryland. 
Arthur Marriott Shipley, of Maryland. 
Martillus Louis Todd, of Maryland, 
Walter Dent Wise, of Maryland. 
Randolph Winslow, of Maryland. 
Hubert Clement Knapp, of Maryland. 
Frank Martin, of Maryland. 

Charles Edmund Simon, of Maryland. 
Louis Hamman, of Maryland. 

Marshall Langton Price, of Maryland. 
John Almy Tompkins, jr., of Maryland. 
Joseph Albert Chatard, of Maryland, 
Thomas Rodney Chambers, of Maryland, 
Charles French Blake, of Maryland. 
Harvey Grant Beck, of Maryland. 
Standish McCleary, of Maryland. 
Charles Woodward Riley, of Maryland. 
Alexius McGlannan, of Maryland. 
Edgar Bar Friedenwald, of Maryland. 
Charles Alfred Dukes, of California. 
Arnold Schwyzer, of Minnesota. 

Anton Shimonek, of Minnesota, 
Edward Avery Newton, of Oregon. 
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PROMOTIONS AND APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander Hugh Rodman to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Commander Guy W. Brown to be a captain in the Navy from 
the Sth day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

The following-named midshipmen to be ensigns in the Navy 
from the Gth day of June, 1910, to fill vacancies: 

George EB. Brandt, 

Cary W. Magruder, 

Joseph S. Hulings, 

James G. Stevens, 

William A. Hodgman, and 

Carleton M. Dolan. 

Lieut. Charles E. Courtney, an additional number in grade, 
to be a lieutenant commander in the Navy from the 4th day of 
March, 1911, with the officer next above him. 

Lieut. Edward C. Kalbfus to be a lieutenant commander in the 
Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Capt. Randolph C. Berkeley to be a major in the Marine Corps | 
from the 11th day of October, 1910, to fill a vacancy. | 


AUDITOR FOR THe WAR DEPARTMENT. 


Elton A. Gongwer, of Ohio, to be Anditor for the War De- | 


partment, in place of Benjamin F. Harper, resigned. | 
ASSAYER AND Metter UNITED States ASSAY OFFICE, CHARLOTTE, | 
7 ’ 

Frank P. Drane, of North Carolina, to be assayer and melter 
of the United States assay office at Charlotte, N. C., under the | 
provision of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion act approved March 4, 1911. 


AMBASSADORS. 

William Woodville Rockhill, of the District of Columbia, now 
ambassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary to Russia, to be 
ambassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary of the United 
States of America to Turkey, vice Oscar 8. Straus, resigned. 

Curtis Guild, of Massachusetts, to be ambassador extraordi- 
nary and plenipotentiary of the United States of America to | 
Russia, vice William Woodville Rockhill, nominated to be am- | 
bassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary to Turkey. 


COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION. 


sertram N. Stump, of Maryland, to be commissioner of immi- | 
gration at the port of Baltimere, Md., in the Department of 
Commerce and Labor. 


PENSION AGENT. 


Abram W. Smith, of McPherson, Kans., who was appointed | 
March 4, 1911, during the recess of the Senate, to be pension 
ngent at Topeka, Kans., vice Wilder 8. Metcalf, term expired. 


Receivers or Pustic Moneys. 


John J. Deane, of California, to be receiver of public moneys 
at San Francisco for the unexpired part of his term of four 
years from February 4, 1910, when appointed receiver at Oak- 


land. Land office transferred from Oakland to San Francisco 
May 1, 1911. 

Ira L. Bare, of North Platte, Nebr., who was appointed March 
9, 1911, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public 
moneys at North Platte, vice William H. C. Woodhurst, term 
expired. 

REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Truman G. Daniells, of California, to be register of the land 
office at San Francisco for the unexpired part of his term of 
four years from May 17, 1910, when appointed register at Oak- 
land. Land office transferred from Oakland to San Francisco 
May 1, 1911. 

John BE. Evans, of Nebraska, to be register of the land office 
at North Platte, Nebr., his term having expired February 11, 
1911. (Reappointment.) 

Albert Kircher, of Montana, to be register of the land office 
at Miles City, Mont., his term having expired February 235, 
1911. (Reappointment.) 

Reuben N. Stevens, of Bismarck, N. Dak., who was appointed 
March 9, 1911, during the recess of the Senate, to be register 
of the land office at Bismarck, vice Marshall H. Jewell, de- 
ceased. 

James G. Quinlivan, of Dickinson, N. Dak., who was ap- 
pointed March 9, 1911, during the recess of the Senate, to be 
register of the land office at Dickinson, vice Sylvanus M. Ferris, 
term expired. 

PoSTMASTERS. 


CALIPORNIA. 


W. BE. Walker to be postmaster at Biggs, Cal., in place of 
Virgil Bunnell, deceased. 
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| of Thomas Sympson. 
| 23, 1910. 


APRIL 13. 


FLORIDA. 

Susie M. Bryan to be postmaster at Fort Lauderdale 

Office became presidential April 1, 1911. 
IDAHO. 

William 8. Brainard to be postmaster at Wardner, Ida} 
place of William 8. Brainard. Incumbent’s commission ex 
December 6, 1910. 

Fred F. Evans to be postmaster at Burke, Idaho, in pi: 
Fred F. Evans. Incumbent’s commission expired Decemh> 
1910. 

ILLINOIS. 

William Knigge to be postmaster at Rockefeller, Il. « 

became presidential April 1, 1911. 


IOWA. 
James D. Hicklin to be postmaster at Wapello, Iowa, in ; 
of Edwin Hicklin, resigned. 
L. H. Hinkley to be postmaster at Sigourney, Iowa, in 
of William H. Needham. Incumbent’s commission expired 


jary 10, 1911. 


Erastus T. Roland to be postmaster at Eldon, Iowa, in 
of Erastus T. Roland. Incumbent’s commission expired | 
ary 27, 19190. 

C. E. Wallace to be postmaster at New Sharon, Iowa, in 
of Hervey J. Vail. Intumbent’s commission expired Fel: 


| 28, 1911. 


KANSAS. 
James A. Schilling to be postmaster at Sylvan Grove, |! 


| in place of John P. Lang, removed. 


KENTUCKY. 
Thomas Sympson to be postmaster at Franklin, Ky., in 
Incumbent’s commission expired J: 


LOUISIANA. 


tichard E. Hodges to be postmaster at Jena, La. Offi 


| came presidential April 1, 1911. 


MAINE. 
Whitfield B. Hallett to be postmaster at Ashland, Me. 


(tt 


| became presidential January 1, 1911. 


MISSOURI. 


Joseph H. Harris to be postmaster at Kansas City, Mo.. i 
place of Joseph H. Harris. Incumbent’s commission expir 


| February 27, 1910. 


NEW YORK. 
Edith Wallace te be postmaster at Lisbon, N. Y., 
Charles G. Wallace, deceased. 
WORTH DAKOTA. 
George E. Childs to be postmaster at Kenmare, N. Dak., 
place of Victor A. Corbett. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 28, 1910. 


in pla 


OHO, 


Jolin Shaw to be postmaster at Leroy, Ohio. 
presidential April 1, 1911. 


Office became 


OREGON. 

E. R. Ware to be postmaster at Echo, Oreg., in place of J 
Dorn, resigned. 

PENNSYLVANIA, 

James H. Wells to be postmaster at Wilcox, Pa., in plac 
James H. Wells. Incumbent’s commission expired Febr 
21, 1911. 

TENNESSEE, 

Albert L. Scott to be postmaster at Dickson, Tenn., in p!: 
of Albert L. Scott. Inecumbent’s commission expired Mar 
21, 1910. 

TEXAS. 

J. F. Henry to be postmaster at Stratford, Tex., in place 
Robert B. Kerr, resigned. . 

Wilson I. Lawler to be postmaster at Deport, Tex. 
became presidential April 1, 1911. 

Frank E. Osborn to be postmaster at McAllen, Tex. 
became presidential April 1, 1911. 

WASHINGTON. 


Thomas Bollman to be postmaster at Cashmere, Wash., in 
place of Thomas Bollman. Inecumbent’s commission expired 
January 10, 1911. 

James Cadzow to be postmaster at Malden, Wash. 
became presidential October 1, 1910. 

Walter W. Cloud to be postmaster at Conconully, Wash. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1910. 

Elliott S. Moore to be postmaster at Tone, Wash, Office 
became presidential April 1, 1911, 


On 


Off 


‘ 


Office 
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WEST VIRGINIA. 


Edward O. Harwood to be postmaster at Moorefield, W. Va. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1910, 


WISCONSIN. 


Frank A. Everhard to be postmaster at Ripon, Wis., in place 
of John T. Harris. Incumbent’s commission expired June 158, | 
1910. 

George R. Hall to be postmaster at Oconto, Wis., in place of 
George R. Hall. Incumbent’s commission expired April 6, 1910. 

Albert B. Leyse to be postmaster at Kewaunee, Wis., in place 
of Joseph J. Schultz. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
7, 1910. 

Edward S. Minor to be postmaster at Sturgeon Bay, Wis., in 
of F. J. Hamilton. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 20, 1910. 

Farle S. Welch to be postmaster at Eau Claire, Wis., in place 
of Earle 8S. Welch. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
12, 1911. 


iw, 


7 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
ulive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 13, 1911. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Maurice Maschke to be collector of customs for the district 
of Cuyahoga, Ohio. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Second Lieut. Cecil Maunsell Gabbett to be first lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Third Lieut. Roy Percival Munro to be second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE Pusrtic HEALTH 

SERVICE, 

Passed Asst. Surg. Leland E. Cofer to be surgeon in the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Hugh S. Cumming to be surgeon in the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service. 


Erec 


AND MARINE-HOSPITAL 


George Parcher to be assistant surgeon in the Public Health | 


and Marine-Hospital Service. 
PoStTMASTERS. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
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| that Senators shall be elected by the people of the s 





senjamin Apple, Sunbury. 

Mary J. Ensign, Ardmore. 

Daniel J. Gensemer, Pine Grove. 

Charles L. Ferrebee, St. Clair. 

Isaac N. Lightner, Ephrata. 
VIRGINIA, 

Joel W. Hortenstine, Abingdon. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, April 13, 1911. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 


approved, 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

Mr. Kann, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Francis M. Comba, no adverse report 
having been made thereon. 

Mr. GREENE, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of William S. Green, Sixty-first Congress, 
no adverse report having been made thereon. 

RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on Ways and Means, 
reported the bill (H. R. 4412) to promote reciprocal trade re- 
lations with the Dominion of Canada, and for other purposes, 
which was read the first and second times and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and, 
a B accompanying report (H. Rept. 3), ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have consent to 
file the views of the minority (H. Rept. 3, pt. 2) on the bill 
just reported. 

The SPEAKER. How long a time does the gentleman ask? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I agreed with the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania this morning that he should have unani- 
mous consent to file the views of the minority any time up to 
the time the bill is disposed of in the House. 


| at the last session, and the gentleman himself introduced a reso- 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and | 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Daze]? 
There was no objection. 





ELECTION 


Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
lar order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees. 

The Clerk proceeded with the eall. 

When the Committee on the Election of President, Vice Pres- 
ident, and Representatives in Congress was called: 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress I desire to call up House joint resolu- 
tion 39, proposing an amendment to the Constitution providing 


OF SENATORS. 


Mr. Speaker, I call for the regu: 


‘Vel 
States. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 39) proposing an amendment to the Con 
stitution providing that Senators shall be elected by the people of th 
several States. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Unit 
States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds each Hou 
concurring therein), That in lieu of the first paragraph of section 3 
Article I of the Constitution of the United States, and in licu of 
much of paragraph 2 of the same section as relates to the filling of 
vacancies, and in lieu of all of paragraph 1 of section 4 of said Article I, 
in so far as the same relates to any authority in Congress to make or 
alter regulations as to the times or manner of holding 
Senators, the following be proposed as an amendment to the 
tion, which shall be valid to all intents and purposes as part of 
Constitution when ratitied by the legislatures of three-fourths of 
States : 

“The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators 
from each State, elected by the people thereof, for six years; and each 
Senator shall have one vote. The electors in each State shall have th 
qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of the 
State legislatures. 


ed 
of s¢ 





sO 


electior . for 
Constitu 
t} 


the 


“The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators 
shall be as prescribed in each State by the legislature thereof 

“When vacancies happen in the representation of any State in the 
Senate, the executive authority of such State shall issue writs of elee- 
tion to fill such vacancies: Provided, That the legislature of any State 


may empower the executive thereof to make temporary appointments 
until the people fill the vacancies by election, as the legislature may 
direct. 

“This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the election 
or term of any Senator chosen before it.becomes valid as part of the 
Constitution.” 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] what arrangement 
he is willing to make as to time to debate this most important 
question ? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
Rucker] yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Yes, sir. I presume it is on the 
same question. 

Mr. MANN. I would ask the gentleman if he would not be 
willing to let this matter go over for a day or two. There will 
be plenty of opportunity to take it up. The gentleman knows 
that one resolution was reported into the House on this subject 


lution on the first day of the session. Now another resolution 
is reported in. All of these differ. Inasmuch as this is a pro- 
posed amendment to the Constitution, it seems to me that we 
ought to have full opportunity to consider the verbiage of it, 
at least. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, answering first the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youne], I say that, so far as 
I am concerned, I am perfectly willing to agree on a reasonable 
time for debate. 

In answer to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], while 
it is true, Mr. Speaker, that various resolutions, all looking in 
the same direction, have from time to time been introduced 





and from time to time have passed the House, it seems to me 
that there is no reason for delaying this matter, because if the 
Representatives here have convictions on any great public ques- 
tion, they have them on this. 

Mr. MANN. But, if the gentleman will pardon me, I do not 
ask for delay so far as the general principle is 
and is involved, and would not do so. Members are prepared 
to vote upon that. But as to the language which is to be em 
ployed in amending the Constitution, where different language 
may be subject to different constructions, it seems io me that 
the House ought to be given full opportunity for consideration. 
I will suggest to the gentleman that there are some provisions 
in the joint resolution as reported which seem to me susceptible 
of different constructions. I think the gentleman himself 
would desire to have it perfectly clear and beyond question. 
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| 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the trouble about it | 
is, I say, in answer to the gentleman, there are some people in 
the United States who want to be so perfectly clear about every 
question pertaining to this great and important piece of legisla- 
tion that it is almost impossible to reach a time when we will 
have absolute unanimity of agreement, and therefore I think we 
ought to proceed to-day. 

Mr. MANN. That is true, but ought not we to have a fair 
opportunity to make suggestions in reference to it in time to 
consider these suggestions? | 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 


} 
| 
} 
| 
} 
| 
| 


Mr. Speaker, I will try to secure 
all the time necessary or desired for deliberate consideration of 
the resolution. 
Mr. MANN. 
examine it. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will give ample time to de- 
bate it. 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, there is nobody over here who 
can hear a word that is said by the gentlemen who have 


| 
You can not do that unless you give us time to 


floor. 

The SPEAKER. 
the Members can hear this discussion. 
to hear it himself. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I do not see why any Member 
of the House is not just as much interested in the discussion as 
the Members who have the floor. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will keep still there will be 
no difficulty in hearing. 

Mr. MADDEN. I can hear as well as any other Member of 
the House. If the gentleman who has the floor will raise his 
voice high enough, all the Members can hear. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order made by the gentleman 
is already sustained. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I desire to in- 
quire when this bill was introduced? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, this bill was intro- 
duced on the 4th day of April, 1911. 
cratic side.] 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 
information. 

Mr. MANN, 
moment? 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield to | 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman stated that the resolution was 
introduced on the 4th day of April. The gentleman is mistaken. 
The gentleman’s resolution was net introduced on the 4th day 
of April. He introduced a resolution on the 4th day of April 
on this subject, but that resolution is not the one that was 
reported to the House. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 
ported? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. 


Gentlemen will cease conversation so that 
The Chair would like 


[Applause on the Demo- 
I thank the gentleman for his 


Will the gentleman from Missouri yield for a 





When was the resolution re 


Yesterday. 

Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
from Missouri will permit, I would like to say a word about 
the parliamentary situation. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield? | 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman for a | 
question with reference to the division of time. If gentlemen 
will indicate how much time is desired for debate on that side, 
we will try to give it to them. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I will ask the gentleman if he 
thinks the House has had a fair opportunity to become ac- 
quainted with this measure, in view of the fact that the com- 
mittee which reported it was appointed only day before yester- | 
day in the afternoon, and that only late that evening were the 
notices sent out for the committee meeting. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I can not yield to 
the gentleman for a speech. I yielded to him for a question. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I am asking a ques- | 
tion which contains but one sentence. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will answer it. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. The notices were sent out that 
night and did not reach the Republican members of the com- 
mittee until after this meeting was held, with but one exception. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The call for a meeting of the | 
committee was sent out In ample time. And not only that, but 
the notice reached every gentleman’s office and was on his desk, 
and if gentlemen did not go to their offices until after the com- | 
mittee’s meeting, it is no fault of mine. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I have not made any reflection on | 
the gentleman. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I do not see what else it can be. 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. But those notices reached nobody, 
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| the Constitution of the United States, and nobody has ha 


| session, and I, for one, invite them now to do their wo; d. 


| from Illinois that if there is any responsibility for passin: 


| side of the House favored a certain joint resolution on this : 


APRIL 13. 


because nobody expected them. This is a resolution to ; 


portunity to study it. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield further . 
gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missonri. 
{Lauehter.] 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I will ask the gentieman wi 
report was printed and ready for distribution in this 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The Clerk can inform th, 
tleman. I do not know. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. 
30 minutes? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. It islikely so. Now, Mr. §) r, 
a good deal has been said about gentlemen who are dete; 1 
to give us Democrats a whole lot of trouble during this 


For a question of one se: 


I ask if it was not within t! st 


in the language of Shakespeare, I say to them: 
Lay on. Macduff; 
And damn'd be him that first cries, “‘ Hold, enough!” 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


I do not intend to allow this matter to be sidetr: 
gratify the desire of gentlemen who think they may wa 
or weeks in which to consider it. We have been conside: 
for years. This identical measure was before the Senate 
winter, nearly all winter, and every gentleman here ha 
victions upon it. 

Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will indicate how much ti: 
wants for debate, I will try and agree. Otherwise I am 
to demand the previous question on the passage of this 1 
tion. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman going to give any oppo 
for amendment? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
to debate the question. If not, I want to pass the resoluti 

Mr. MANN. We desire a chance to consider, debate | 
amend it, and the gentleman ought to afford us that « 
tunity. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri j 
the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


Well, I will, if gentlemen 


Certainly. 
I should like to say to the gent! 


measure at this time—a measure that the American 
have been demanding for four decades—the responsibility 
here, and we are going to pass a resolution to-day to 
United States Senators by the people. [Applause on the I 
cratic side.] If gentlemen on that side want a reas 
opportunity for debate and amendment, the gentlemai 
Missouri [Mr. Rucker] has indicated that he is ready to 
to an agreement, If you @o not want it, say so, and wi 
proceed with the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from <A]:)! 
yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yi 
the gentleman from Llinois? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 

Mr. MANN. In the last Congress the gentleman fron 
souri [Mr. Lioyp] introduced a joint resolution on the sul) 
which was reported to the House favorably. It came up for con 
sideration by unanimous consent. I objected to the unani: us 
consent for the consideration of the joint resolution at 
time, and was very severely criticised by that side of the I! 
Now, this resolution is very different from that joint resol: 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But the gentleman from Llinois i 
responsible for it if he does not vote for it. We assum: 
responsibility if we vote for it. 

Mr. MANN. That is true; but does the gentleman me 
say that in amending the Constitution both sides of the 
should not have the fullest opportunity for consideration? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I have just stated, the gentle: 
from Missouri has proposed to give that to you. 

Mr. MANN. At the last session of Congress gentlemen on t 





ject. They now have an entirely different joint resolution 
the same subject, and yet do not desire to give, as it seems to 
me, a_full opportunity for consideration. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Illinois to the fact that the entire resolution docs 
not embrace 12 lines of reading matter; that any Member ©! 
this House can read it in one minute, that this question las 
been thrashed out and considered for years in this House, and 
if the gentleman wants a reasonable time for debate, or 4 

* 
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reasonable time to offer amendments, the gentleman from Mis- | can just as well include in his request that amendments shall 
souri [Mr. Rucker] has stated that he would like to have you | be in order during general debate or at the close of general 
make a proposition, and say what time you want. debate. 
Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I have no objection to gentlemen 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course it is unnecessary to discuss | offering such amendments as in their judgment they think 
the question as to whether it is to go over or not. The gentle- | proper during the two hours of debate. 
man from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] has stated that he did not pro- Mr. NORRIS. Suppose the gentleman includes that in his 
pose to let the bill go over. He intends to proceed with its | request. 
immediate consideration. The question now is as to whether or| Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I do not think it is necessary to 
not gentlemen on that side of the House desire to agree to a | include it in the request. 
reasonable time, within the limitations of to-day’s debate. Mr. NORRIS. I think it is, from the statement just made by 
Mr. MANN. There is no necessity for an agreement about | the Speaker, as I understand it. 
time. The gentleman has the power at any time to move the| Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
previous question on the passage of the resolution, and 4 The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
doubtedly has the power to carry it. the gentleman from Illinois? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Missouri will have Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Certainly. 
to move the previous question at the end of an hour. I under- Mr. MADDEN. Does not the gentleman from Missouri think, in 
stal d he does not desire to take advantage of that right, if | view of the statement made by the Speaker to the effect that 
there is a desire for more debate and opportunity for amend- | amendments will not be in order during general debate, that we 
ment on that side of the House. If that side of the House want ought to have some understanding that amendments can be 
wore time they can get it. If not, the gentleman from Missouri | presented and have them pending, even though they may 
can go ahead and use his hour and yield such time as is re-| he considered until the end of the general debate and during 
quested on that side of the House, and at the end of the hour | the reading of the bill? 
move the previous question, but we do not desire to do that if Mr. SULZER. The gentleman can read any amendments he 
you will indicate a reasonable time. , desires to offer in his own time. 
Mr. MANN. But the gentleman from Missouri can reserve 4} The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
minute or more of his hour and take the floor and move the pre- | the gentleman from New York? 
vious question at any time. Does the gentleman from Missouri Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Yes. 
propose to give any opportunity for amendment? Mr. SULZER. I desire to say to the gentleman from Ilinois 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Is the gentleman addressing his | that he, or any other Member, can read any amendment 


question to me? ; desires to offer in his own time. That is all that should be 
Mr. MANN. To either gentleman; I suppose the gentleman | required. 


from Missouri is the one to answer. ; Mr. MADDEN. I did not suggest that I wanted to read an 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will answer the gentleman if | amendment, but that I wanted some method suggested by which 
his inquiry is addressed to me. A colloquy has been going ON | amendments could be introduced and have them pending for 
for some time and the gentleman has been using my name | consideration while the bill was being read under the five-minute 
frequently, and if he desires to ask a question I will answer it. | pyje, 

Mr. MANN. I asked the gentleman from Missouri the same Mr. JAMES. 
question a while ago. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. And the gentleman from Missouri The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield 
said yes. The trouble about it is that some gentlemen have | to the eentioman from Kentucky? > oe 
objected to things here so long and so often that they have be- Mr. RUCKER of Missouri, Yes 
come chronic objectors, and are never quite ready to vote on ‘ . ’ : 











I would like to ask a question, if the gentleman 
will yield. 


: Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois seems 
any ane . , 7o . . 1 

sae “mia to confer a power or respond to a de- to be quite anxious to amend this resolution, and I would like to 
a areal “ i! ie a ask him if it is his purpose to support the resolution for the 
or ae Oh, I have heard that so often that it is not election of Senators by a direct vote of the people? 

: a i otdad nee . ; Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I think I may say to the gen- 
iam pero, og Tam gga Ant the gmthmsn WE) bee'h tleman from Kentucky that I do intend to support the resolu- 
— ein . . ; tion, and I am not sure that I want to offer an amendment to it 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Missouri is not likely to “ coronal heig—¢ aeicecie . 
reform my methods. but I may, and I desire to have that opportunity— 


Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will ask the gentleman from | -< te 7 Mr. yao ceil ti a daca 
Michigan if he wants two hours of debate on that side, or The SPEAKER, The gent eman from | issouri has the floor. 
three, or four, or a day? _ Mr. MADDEN. But, Mr. Speaker, I am answering the ques- 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I have had so little won of the gentleman from Kentucky. ay é 
opportunity to consult with gentlemen upon this side that it is| M’. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
difficult to know how much time will be consumed; but in view, The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
of the importance of the matter, and in view of the statements Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago I understood 
made by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERwoop], who the Speaker to state, in answer to a parliamentary inquiry of 
I suppose spoke by authority, that this matter is going to be | ™Y colleague, that amendments would not be in order by a gen- 


concluded to-night, anyway tleman who obtained the floor in so-called general debate. That 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I was speaking with the authority of Tule is undoubtedly true of course as to debate in Committee 

the gentleman from Missouri, who has the bill in charge. of the Whole, but this is a House bill on the House Calendar, 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan (continuing). I will ask for at and any Member obtaining the floor, as I recall the rules and 

least four hours’ general debate—two hours upon a side. precedents, may offer an amendment and have it voted upon 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, if I correctly un- unless a different arrangement is made. 

derstood the gentleman, I will ask unanimous consent that gen- The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman making a point of order 

eral debate may proceed on this resolution for four hours—two | °F propounding a parliamentary inquiry? 

hours to be controlled by the gentleman from Michigan and two Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I simply call that to the attention 

hours by myself, | of the Chair. I think the Chair was in error in the statement, 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. | evidently having in mind general debate in Committee of the 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. | Whole. 


Mr. MADDEN. I wish to know whether amendments to the Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I desire to repeat 
resolution will be in order at any time during the general de- | the request for unanimous consent which I made a moment ago. 
bate or whether amendments must be offered while the bill is The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his request. 
being read under the five-minute rule? Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

The SPEAKER. Amendments are not in order during gen- | consent that general debate may proceed for four hours, two 
eral debate. | hours of the time to be controlled by the gentleman from Michi- 

Mr. NORRIS rose. gan [Mr. Younc] and two hours by myself, and that during the 

fhe SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to | general debate any gentleman having the floor for the purpose 
the gentleman from Nebraska ? | of discussing the matter may offer amendments in his own time, 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will. | and those amendments will be considered as pending; and at 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the gentleman from Missouri | the expiration of four hours the previous question to be con- 
if he will not include in his request some provision about amend- | sidered as ordered on the resolution and all amendments to final 
ments? I am not anxious to extend the time of debate, but he | passage. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate proceed on this resolution for 
four hours, half the time to be controlled by himself and the 
other half by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youne]; that 
during that debate any Member shall be permitted in his own 
time to offer an amendment and have it considered as pending, 
and that at the end of the four hours the previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the resolution and pending 
amendments. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Of course, I suppose it is under- 
stood that my request is that the previous question shall be 
considered as ordered when the general debate ceases, even if it 
does not run for four hours. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


sourl begins—I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman after he 


begins—I desire to say that I voted for a similar resolution | 


some time ago, and have voted for it two or three times; and I 


kindly explain the difference between this resolution and the 
resolution that was passed in the House the last time the 
subject was before the House. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I am going to con- 
sume but a few minutes’ time in the discussion of this question. 
Some criticism has been made here that we are proceeding with 
undue haste, and suggestions have also been heard that the re- 
port accompanying this resolution was printed within the last 
hour or two; that the resolution itself was only introduced dur- 
ing this session of Congress and within the last 10 days. 

Mr. Speaker, charged with responsibility to faithfully serve a 
great constituency, on the first day that this House convened, 
the first hour it was possible to do so, I introduced a resolution 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States authorizing the election of Senators by a direct vote of 
the people. On the second day of this session this resolution 





fully respond to their demands by sending to the Senate . 
United States a resolution providing for an amendment 1. 
Constitution of the United States by which the people wi 
able to vote directly for United States Senators. As ; 
form of the resolution, I desire to state that according ¢. 
information the pending resolution has received more consi 
tion in another body, has been more deliberately, dispa: 
ately, and intelligently discussed there than any other r 
tion on this subject ever submitted to either House of « 
gress, and that by reason of and on account of the fact 
this identical resolution was fully and ably discussed in 
body during the last session, and because it secured su 
large support there, a support which will be augmented, | 
lieve, by others who are now Members of that body, thus ; 


| ing the passage of this resolution an assured fact, your 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from Mis- | 


mittee has accepted it and recommended its adoption b) 
House. 


For these reasons largely, and because of its own merits. we 


| have seen fit to report here in identical words the reso) 
want to ask the gentleman from Missouri if he will not, for my | 


benefit and the benefit of others here who have thus voted, | 


reported by the Senate Committee on Judiciary during th, 
session of Congress. Mr. Speaker, the last time this reso} 
or a similar resolution, passed this House—— 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know whet)er 
there is any possibility of gentlemen on this side having an | 
portunity to hear what is going on in this Hall? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California makes {})e 
point of order that the House is not in order. The point is w: 
taken. Gentlemen upon this side of the Hall have a righ to 
hear the debate, and those who desire to converse will please 
retire to the cloakroom. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from 
souri begins, I want to say this—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from California? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The speech the gentleman is 
ing to make is a good one, but I can not yield right now. 

Mr, RAKER. I am not going to take up any time, b 


was introduced. Just as soon as the committees of this House | seems this part of the Hall here—— 
were formed I sought to advise members of the committee that 
this measure would be considered, and invited their attendance | order. 


upon a meeting of the committee. 

If there is blame to attach because members of the commit- 
tee which reported this resolution have not had more time for 
consideration, it is not due to any fault of the committee on 
committees, which announced the make-up of the Democratic 
side of all the committees of this House even before the House 
met, but it is due to the committee on committees on the minor- 
ity side, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], who took 
until last Tuesday, day before yesterday, as I understand, to 
announce his committees. 

But I am not going to discuss that; neither will I be drawn 
into a discussion of the fact that various changes from time to 
time have appeared in the language employed in these several 
resolutions which have been introduced. Let me say in a gen- 
eral way all of those resolutions present a similar thought and 
had a common purpose. They all respond to a sentiment in this 
Nation which is as wide as the Republic, a sentiment which 
permeates our ‘ountry from the Atlantic to the Pacific, a senti- 
ment which is vompelling Representatives to respond to public 
will. The deliberate judgment of the people of the United 
States, of the great mass of the people, demands that we reform 
the method of electing Senators by changing from a system 
which has sullied the fair names of States and traduced the 
character of gentlemen who have sought and won high political 
honors. The people demand that Senators of the United States 
who serve them in the highest legislative tribunal in the world 
shall be elected by a direct vote and shall respond to the will 
of the people. Gentlemen dilate upon the great constitutional 
questions involved—and they are great questions—and who 
admonish us to prudence and deliberation, forget that for 20 
years or more the neople of the United States have compelled 
obedience to their will in this Chamber and secured the passage 
of innumerable resolutions through this House. 

There has been grave difficulty, I grant, for the people to 
reach the ear of all public servants. Just as you remove in 
point of distance a man charged with great responsibilities 
from the source which gave him power, just to that extent you 
diminish the opportunity of those who confer the power to get a 
response to popular appeal to that public servant. Westand with 
the great rank and file of the American people, and demand that 
this very day the House shall again go on record in favor of 
this great reform measure, pledged in platforms and advocated 
by leading spirits in all political parties. I trust the House of 
Representatives will again, and on this day, send greetings to 
the American people that we yield to their desires and cheer- 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California is not 


Mr. RAKER. But the gentleman yielded. 

The SPEAKER. No; the gentleman refused to yield. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the last time a 
resolution similar to this passed this House it passed wnidet 
suspension of the rules and was declared to have received two- 
thirds of all the votes cast, but, as a matter of fact, it received 
about seven-eighths of all the votes. 

Before that, and only a few years ago, a similar resolution 
passed the House, and my recollection is that on a viva e 
vote there was not a single vote cast against its passage. [n 
other words, I believe that for the last 15 or 20 years pulic 
sentiment has been crystallizing around this great questi: 
question so important, I think, to the future of this great 
public that gentlemen here will gladly respond to public \ 
and to their conception of duty and vote this resolution up to 
the other end of this Capitol. 

Believing that this measure will receive practically unaniiious 
support, and believing that every gentleman here on both sidvs 
of this Hall who is really in favor of this great reform, \ 
really wants to see the Constitution amended as proposed, \ 
vote down every amendment offered, either by gentlemen 
that side or by gentlemen on this, I now ask the gent! 
from Michigan [Mr. Youna] to consume a part of his time, I 
I reserve the balance of my own. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, it is not my pur: 
to consume very much of the time of the House upon this pro| 
sition. This House has on several occasions passed joint res 
lutions in favor of the election of United States Senators by 4 
direct vote of the people. I take it that the sentiment wu! 
that question is overwhelmingly in favor of the proposition on 
both sides of this Chamber. And it is not any part of | 
purpose to oppose that feature of this resolution. 

At the last session of Congress, as I recollect it, a resoluti 
in favor of election of Members of the Senate by the direct vi’ 
of the people was passed in this body without a division. I). 
sir, this resolution goes much further than that, and I wis!) 
the House to know exactly what they are dbing when they v' 
upon this resolution. The gentleman from Missouri [\!' 
Rucker] has said that this resolution is the same as that whi: 
was reported to the Senate by Senator Boran last winter, !' 
he has omitted to say that it is a very different proposition 
from that which was finally submitted to the Senate and upov 
which the final vote was taken. This resolution provides for 
an amendment of section 4 of Article I, paragraph 1, of the 
Constitution. That has nothing to do directly with the question 
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of whether the people should themselves vote for Members of 
the Senate or whether they should be chosen by the State 
legislatures. 

Mr. JAMES. 
question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 
to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JAMES. The gentleman has stated that this resolu- 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 


tion as now proposed is not the same one that was voted upon | 


in the Senate. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JAMES. Now, that is true; but is not this the same 
resolution that was reported by the Judiciary Committee of the 
Senate before it was amended there? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. RueKEs] has already said that, and I have said that. 

Mr. JAMES. I thought you ought to put that in your re 
marks so that your side might know that their own party 
reported this proposition in the Senate, which is identical to 
the one here offered now. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. 
lis usual attention, he would have heard me say it. 

Mr. JAMES. I do not think the gentleman was as clear as 
he usually is or I would not have drawn the deduction I did. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Section 4 of Article I of the Con- 


stitution, paragraph 1, which it is proposed to amend, is in the | 


following language: 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and 
Representatives shall be prescribed 
thereof; but the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such 
regulations, except as to the places of choosing Senators. 


The effect of this amendment now proposed is to strike out 


the portion of the Constitution which gives to the Congress of | 
the United States if it desires the right to regulate the election | 
of Senators in the States, 2 power which has been heid by the | 
Congress of the United States since the formation of the Con- | 


stitution and which at some future time it may be extremely 
necessary that it should exercise. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Youne] yield to the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Mar- 
TIN]? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I do. 

Mr. MARTEN of South Dakota. The effect of the adoption 
of the amendment in the form proposed in this resolution would 
be to create the condition by which Congress would still have 
power to regulate the election pertaining to Members of the 
House and not of the Senate, would it not? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I wish to say that I do not know. 
And I have studied the language as far as I have had oppor- 
tunity to de so. I think it was undoubtedly the intention of 
the men who framed this provision to leave that power over 
the election of Representatives. But I do not know whether 
they have dene it or not. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It would certainly leave no 
pewer as to the election of Senators with Congress. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Absolutely none. If the words of 
the amendment to the Constitution which it is proposed to adopt 
are approved by a sufficient number of States, it would in terms 
take away the power even to regulate the election of Members 
of this House, and I am not sure whether that is cured by the 
words of the resolution, which are as follows: 

That im Meu of all of paragraph 1 of section 4, in so far as the 


same relates to any authority in Congress to make or alter regulations 
as to the time of holding elections for Senators— 


And so forth. 


That fs in the resolution. It is not in the amendment. The 
language of the amendment would apply to both, and it is 
attempted to cure that by this ambiguous language. 

Now, sir, nobody can foresee the future. Nobody can tell 
how n it may be in the future in some State or States 
of this Union for Congress to have the power of regulating the 
election of Senators of the United States. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I do. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 


the gentleman if he has e : 
apparent defect? prepared an amendment to cure this 


aati YOUNG of Michigan. I shall offer an amendment, now 


© gentleman has suggested it. I will do it at this point, 
and I will ask that it be read at the Clerk’s desk and be con- 
as pending. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment, 


If the gentleman had been giving 


in each State by the legislature | 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by striking out, 

up to and including 
by striking out all 
w¢ SPEAKER. 
Rar 

Mr. KENDALL. 

The SPEAKER. 
| from Iowa? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yie 

Mr. KENDALL Before the 
I want to inquire whether, if his a 


n page 1, line 7, all after the word “ vacan- 
the word “ Senators,” in line 10, and, on 
of lines 9 10, and 11 


The Merk will mark that as “ Amendment 


1} 

No. 

Mr. Speaker - 

Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 


‘id. 


gentleman proceeds 


Wel 


further, 
mendment adopted, it 
| would restore this resolution to the condition it was in when it 
was voted upon in the Senate? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Absolutely. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will ask leave to withdraw the amend 
| 

} 


ment just offered and submit it in a little different form, recit- 
ing the language. But it is of the same effect. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan withdraws 


| his first amendment. 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I ask that the modified amendment 
be read at the desk and considered. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend as 
Strike 


follows : 
out on page 


1 the language beginning im line 7, as follows: 








“ And im Hew of all of paragraph 1 of section 4 of said Article I, in 
so far as the same relates t iny authority in Congress to make or 
| alter regulations as to the times or manner of holding eleetions for 
Senators.” 
| And strike out on page 2 the language beginning in ! 9, as 
| sg 
| “The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senat 
| shall be as prescribed in each State by the legislature thereof.” 

Mr. CALDER. That makes it clear. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 


| to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I do. 

| Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from 
Michigan if that is substantially what is known as the Suther- 
land amendment? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. 
| Sutherland amendment. 

Mr. KENDALL Willi the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. KENDALL. That would preserve to the people the right 

| to vote directly for a Senator, but it would retain in the Con 
gress the authority to fix the time, place, and manner of elec- 
tion? 


It is absolutely the same as the 








Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Not the place, I should say. The 
time is excepted. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the 


gentleman 
from Georgia? 


Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I do. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does the gentleman think that the amend 
ment affects the right of the States to prescribe the qualifi 
tions of voters who vote for United States Senators, and the 
administration of the laws relative to such elections, and the 
power to appoint officers to superintend the election of United 
States Senators; and will it not authorize Congress to aut} 


and control the officers of the election of United States Sena 
tors, such as clerks, United States marshals, and other officers 
to supervise them? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I would not attempt, in the | 
time that I have for the consideration of this matter, to say 
just how far the authority of Congress would go under th 


amendment, but I will say this to the gentleman, that it would 
be just exactly the same as it is to-day, that there would b 
difference; that it simply leaves in the Constitution a provi 
that is there now. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
Representatives? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. No; Representatives and Senators, 

Mr. BARTLETT. ‘Then, it is the purpose of this »mendn 
as I understand it, whether expressed in so many words or 
to vest in Congress, or, as the gentleman has put it, to leave 
Congress, as he now construes the Constitution to mean, th 
exclusive, plenary power to regulate everything with referenc 
to the election of United States Senators. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. It leaves the same power that we 
have at present, no more and no less; the power under which 
this Government has existed ever since the Constitution was 
adopted. 


With reference to what—with refere: to 





oi Reset ein ey ere et ee ot 


TRIMS OSES 


208 


Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman will permit another 
question . 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I am sorry my friend is not a little more 
frank about the matter. I do not charge him with not being 
sincere, but- 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Oh, if the gentleman’s party 
friends had given us a little more time to consider this matter 
I might have been able to give a more complete answer to the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman will permit me, I want 
te say that I favor this resolution as it has been introduced; 
and I am sorry that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youne] 
and his party associates on the committee and in the House 
have not all the time that they deem reasonably necessary. If 
I had it in my power, on every important question I would give 
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you full opportunity to amend and discuss; but I want to say | 


to the House and to the gentleman, that if that amendment is 
adopted I think there are many of us who will under no cir- 
cumstances vote for this resolution with that amendment upon it. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I am not surprised at the state- 
ment of the gentleman. It discloses a state of affairs which I 
had suspected, that there are some gentlemen in this House 
who are not in favor of the election of Senators by the people, 
and yet, who will vote for this proposition if they can have 
combined with it the other proposition, to leave it absolutely 
in the power of a corrupt State to defeat the will of the people 
and to defeat the will of this body, while the American Con- 
gress stands by utterly helpless. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 
to the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. 
Texas, 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I should like to inquire where, in the opin- 
ion of the gentleman, these corrupt States are? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Many States at times have been 
corrupt. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Shake not your gory locks at us. You can 
not find them in the South. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. 
gentlemen at times. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Some of the Southern States were cor- 
ruptly governed during the reconstruction period by the Repub- 
lican Party and carpetbaggers and scalawags put in charge of 
the State governments of the South by the Republican Party. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I do not care to be drawn into all 
of these side issues, but I wish to say just one word about the 
manner in which this resolution appears here; and I want to 
say, in the first place, that I do not cast any reflection of un- 
fairness upon the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker], the 
chairman of this committee, or his party colleagues, but I do 
think they have acted with undue haste in forcing this im- 
portant matter before this body with so little chance to consider 
it. Of course I do not think that this body needs much time to 
consider the principal proposition, the election of Senators by 
the people, but it does need time to consider the language 
which shall be written into the Constitution of the United 
States to endure, perhaps, for ages. This Committee on the 
Election of President and Vice President was appointed day 
before yesterday in the afternoon. That evening the gentleman 
from Missouri sent out notices for a meeting the next morning 
at 10 o'clock. Many gentlemen, like myself, had public business 
in the departments that morning, and we did not reach our 
committee room until after this meeting had been held. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. DANrortH], a member of the 
minority, reached there a few minutes before the committee 
concluded its proceedings. 

I charge no bad faith, I charge no attempt to prevent the 
minority’s being present, but the effect of it all was that the 
matter was not considered by either side of the House with any 
degree of care, and if it had been, I do not believe the resolu- 
tion would have come in here with such crudities of language 
in it as appear in many instances. I hope that the gentlemen 
on the other side of the House will forego their desire to take 
from the Congress of the United States the power, in any event, 
to regulate the election of Senators, that they will permit this 
amendment to be adopted and the resolution, substantially as 
introduced except in that respect, to pass. [Applause.] I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Aparr]. 








I will yield to my friend from 


It has been charged by southern 
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Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Speaker, as long as I have a voice and 
in this House I shall stand for all reforms demanded } 
patriotic and intelligent voters of the country. During my, 
years of service in this body I have consistently and persis: 
fought al) forms of special privilege intended to benefit tl, 
at the expense of the many. I have vigorously oppose 
propositions to raid the Government Treasury by the gra 
of subsidies and have insisted upon an economical admin 
tion of the affairs of government to the end that the b: 
of the people may be lightened. 

The country is to be congratulated upon the fact that 
present Democratic membership of the House stands as y 
against the evils I have enumerated and has already show 
good intentions and devotion to the people and to the co: 
by cutting down the expenses of the House over $182.04) 
year; and this is but a drop in the bucket as compared 
what we will save the people when the various departmen 
government are placed on a business basis. We are goi: 
practice what we preach by reducing the cost of govern: 
to its actual needs. 

And now we come to another great reform—the electi: 
United States Senators by a direct vote of the people. 

Mr. Speaker, I introduced a joint resolution in the Six 
Congress, reintroduced it in the Sixty-first Congress, and a: 
introduced it on the first day of this session proposin: 
amendment to the Constitution providing for the election of 
Senators of the United States by a direct vote of the yx 
The resolution is as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 20) proposing an amendment to the < 


tution of the United States providing for the election of Senat 
the United States. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 1 
States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each Hous 
curring therein), That the following amendments be proposed | 
legislatures of the several States, which, when ratified by three-{ 
of said legislatures, shall become and be a part of the Consti 
namely: In lieu of the first and second paragraphs of section 
Article I of the Constitution of the United States of America t 
lowing shall be proposed as an amendment to the Constitution : 

“Sec, 3. That the Senate of the United States shall be compose) 
two Senators from each State, who shali be elected by a direct 
the people thereof for a term of six years, and each Senator sha 
one vote; a plurality of the votes cast for candidates for Senato: l 
elect, and the electors shall have the __aa requisite for el 
of the most numerous branch of the State legislature. 

“When vacancies happen, by resignation or otherwise, in the : 
sentation of any State in the Senate the same shall be filled for | 
unexpired term thereof in the same manner as is provided 
election of Senators in paragraph one: Provided, That the ex 
thereof shall make temporary appointment until the next gene: r 
special election, held in accordance with the statutes or constitut t 
such State. 

“This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the « 


or term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as a part the 
Constitution.” 

Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution shows where I have stood 
for several years on this great and important question. I 


am one of those who believe the people can be trusted, and | 
closer the relationship between the Government and the ;« 
the better it will be for all concerned. In my judgmen' 
nearer a governmental agency is to the source of power tle 
greater will be its value, probity, and efficiency. Direct 
sponsibility results in honesty, and good faith sustains 
wavering, lends encouragement to the timid, and exposes 1 
defeats the unworthy, incompetent, and corrupt. The tend: 

of government the world over is toward the people. The |! 
ment is gradual, but continuous and persistent; there has |! 

no backward step; no retrogression or recession. Without | 

or thought of retracing our steps we have moved forward 
direction of liberty and the closer relationship between 
people and the Government. 

Mr. Speaker, the resolution before the House is one of £! 
importance. It is a long step in the right direction, and \ 
enacted into law the will of the people will be supreme i! 
United States Senate. Wealth, plutocracy, and subservi 
to the interests will no longer be the qualifications necessily 
for a Senator, but rugged honesty, recognized ability, admit! 
capacity, and wide experience will be required of those \ 
occupy a seat in the highest lawmaking body of the land 
know, Mr. Speaker, there are some who style themselves 
“watch dogs” of the Constitution, who come forward wil! 
storm of condemnation whenever it is proposed to amend (! 
document. I am free to confess that in my humble judgn 
no instrument in the history of the world compares wit! 
Constitution of the United States, but Article V of the Con 
tution gives Congress the power of amendment, and this riv''t 
has been exercised time and again as the exigencies demande 

Both time and experience have shown that as a whole ''¢ 
Constitution is good and wise and the people have given it t!: 
heartiest approval; but devotion to the instrument itself shou 
prompt us to make such changes as will insure to the peo}'° 
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the greatest degree of liberty. When those who formed this 
Government looked over the world they saw nothing but arbi- 
trary governments; a monarchial form of government prevailed 
everywhere. Their experiment was great and grand, yet it 
was hazardous. 
government of the people. Some of them, realizing the splendid 
ability and the vast capacity of the American people for self- 
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They were determined, however, to form a | 


government, were willing to lay aside all of the shackles and | 


forms of arbitrary government, but there were others who had 
less faith in the people for self-government and insisted on 
retaining some of the influences and agencies peculiar to a 
monarchical form of government. I believe experience has 
taught us that such agencies can safely be dispensed with and 
that we can with perfect safety bring the Government closer 
to the people by allowing them to vote direct for United States 
Senators. 


Mr. Speaker, the present method of, electing Senators has 


made the United States Senate the home of many men of 
great wealth, whose hearts do not beat in sympathy with the 
interests of the plain people and who never would have oc- 
cupied a seat in that body. if their election had been left to a 
direct vote of the people. We have reached a time in the his- 
tory of the country when the Senate is no longer looked upon 
as the safe, conservative body, the so-called balance wheel, 
but is looked upon with dread and apprehension by the average 
American citizen, while the House, with all its faults and un- 
certainties, is regarded as the representative body of the Ameri- 
can people, where can be heard the voice of the average citizen 
and where his rights will be protected and enforced. This con- 
dition is due to the fact that legislatures are frequently invaded 
by men of great wealth, shrewdness, and audacity, and the 
rights of the people give way to the exactions of corporate 
power; and he who,can serve the corporations by controlling a 
legislature, through intrigue or persuasion, is regarded as fully 


equipped for service as a Senator, in which position he can | 


guard and protect the interests of the corporation he serves. 


In this way the standard for the exalted position of United | 


States Senator is debased by corporate influence. The wire- 
puller and the schemer are frequently preferred to the states- 
man and the patriot, and the proud title of United States Sena- 
tor has lost much of its power in the suspicions which rest in 
the public mind as to the manner and conditions of their se- 
lection. 

Mr. Speaker, when Senators are elected by the people there 
will be no legislative deadlocks, which in the past have not 
only resulted in scandal, but have frequently deprived certain 
States of an equal representation in this body. The Constitution 
provides that each State shall be entitled to two Senators, but 
during the past 20 years there has scarcely been a time when 
one or more States were not tied up in a deadlock over the 
election of a Senator, and therefore were deprived of their fair 
and equal representation. This was an injustice to the State 
and unfair to the whole country. 

The present system has had an evil effect on the election of 
members of the legislatures. The two seats in the United States 
Senate for each State are highly coveted prizes in American 
public life, and as long as legislatures choose our Senators, 
those who covet these prizes will make it their business to 
choose members of the legislatures, and in this way much cor- 
ruption and fraud will creep into our public life. 

It has been said by another that the United States Senate of 
to-day may be likened unto the Roman senate of old. Rome, at 
the zenith of her power, boasted of the learning of her senators, 
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the people, and who is in favor of preserving the sovereignty in 
the hands of the citizens will vote for this resolution. Its adop- 
tion will bring the Government closer to the people, will prevent 
corruption and scandal in State legislatures, will lessen the 
temptation of political parties to gerrymander legislative dis- 
tricts for partisan purposes, and will make United States Sen- 
ators directly responsible to the individual citizen. We have 
recently passed a resolution providing for a great exposition to 
be held in the city of San Francisco to celebrate the completion 
of the Panama Canal, to which we have invited the nations of 
the world. How fitting it would be to signalize it by the sub- 
mission and adoption of this amendment to the Constitution, 
thus publishing to the world that the greatest Republic on earth 
has given to its people direct control of the legislative depart- 
ment of Government. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope this resolution will pass without a dis- 
senting voice. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I now yield 15 minutes to my 
colleague on the committee [Mr, Horson]. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, replying to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Youne], who has just spoken, and to his criticism 
of haste on the part of the committee, I wish, as a member of 
the committee, to state, as doubtless the chairman will later 
state at some length, that the question of consideration of this 
measure was taken up by the committee, and it was the unani- 
mous view of the members present at yesterday’s meeting, in- 


| cluding members of the minority, that there would be no preju- 


dice, no undue haste, in its consideration at yesterday’s meeting, 
and in taking a vote at the same meeting. In view of the :b- 
sence of several members, including the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Youne], it was agreed by unanimous consent that 
though the vote of absent members would not affect the vote 
of the committee, they would be given the right to vote on the 


question and be so recorded by the committee. 
CIVIL GOVERNMENT EVOLVED FROM MILITARY ORGANIZATION, 


Mr, 


Speaker, this question involves the organic law of this 
|land. America is the only country where there is, strictly 
speaking, constitutional or organic law. History shows that 


governments grew out of military organizations that were cre- 
ated primarily for the purpose of a better self-defense. They 
started when families in the face of common enemies stopped 
their own quarrels and organized clans. Out of these military 
organizations clan governments were formed. When clans, 
confronted by a common danger, submerged their differences and 
formed tribes, the larger military organization gave birth to 
tribal government, When great warring tribes, confronted by a 
common danger, united and formed nations, the still larger 
military organizations gave birth to the great monarchical gov- 
ernments of to-day. 

Growing out of military systems the older governments of the 
world are patterned on military lines. 

Anyone familiar with a military organization knows that 
power to be effective must be concentrated, must be lodged in 
a supreme head, whose authority is transmitted downward in 
gradual stages until it reaches the rank and file of the army. 
In this way every government of history, including the gov- 
ernment from which ours sprat originally lodged authority in 
a supreme head and in a hierarchy of nobility, practically ex- 


yr 
1g, 


| cluding the masses of the people from civil as from military 


| authority. 


which has been handed down to posterity and forms to-day the | 


masterwork of the Latin tongue. But her senate became the 


goal of those who bought their seats with their gold, thus driv- | 


ing out the men whose brilliancy shone in brains alone; their 


laws began to decline; the people lost their virility; they lost | 


their manhood and they lost Rome. Money is forever the same. 
Its one inherent quality in the social universe is cohesion. Its 
power wherever exercised is proportionate to its mass. 
arated from the individuality of its owner it becomes a menace 


Sep- | 


to the body politic, the destroyer of social equality and the | 


creator of caste. The immortal Lincoln, with keen insight, 
foresaw the future of the United States Senate when he 
prophetically admonished his countrymen to “beware of the 
inoney power which seeks to perpetuate its reign until the 
wealth of the country has passed into the hands of the few and 


the Nation is lost.” 
to 


Senators the same as they now vote for Members of the 
se. Every Member of Congress who believes in a repub- 
n form of government, a government by the people and for 


XLVII——14 


Hou 
lica 


| 


The rulers, being human, and holding the power, 
naturally adopted the hereditary principle for its transmission 
and perpetuation. 
EVOLUTIONARY TRANSFER OF AUTHORITY FROM THE PEOPLE. 

When self-defense and war came to occupy not all but only 
a part of the thought of the Nation, the military principle in 
government began to yield to a growing demand of the people 
for a share in civil authority. As the normal! condition of 
society steadily became more one of peace and less one of war 
the necessity for centralization of power steadily declined, and 
the demand of the people for participation in government 
steadily grew and gradually overcame the opposition of heredi- 
tary rulers, reluctant to part with power. It can be stated 
broadly that the progress of civil government has been a steady 
evolution of decentralization—the slow but steady passing down 
of authority from rulers to the people. 

The fact of fundamental importance for us fo remember at 
this juncture is that, in spite of setbacks due to revolutionary 


RULERS TO 


ie | excesses in particular cases, the results have been beneticent, 
“ir. Speaker, I believe the only way to remedy these evils is 


font change the Constitution that the people may vote direct | 


tending toward the progress of the world. The question for 
us to determine in passing upon this resolution simply 
whether its provisions are revolutionary or evolutionary. If 
they are evolutionary, then the light of all history shows that 
they are wise and should be adopted. 


is 
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| States. Such an amendment is clearly a step in the e 
The fastest evolution has taken place in Anglo-Saxon lands, | of government; the time fs clearly more than ripe for th 
where the monarch and the nobility have been shorn of most | to be taken. There is no tinge of revolution in the pro; 
of their power. At the time that our Government was founded | The results could only be advantageous. It would be th 
a conviction had erystallized in the Anglo-Saxon world that the | of wisdom for this amendment to be adopted and the pe 
supreme civil power could be lodged safely in the hands of be given this added control of elections. r 
the people themseives [applause]; and when this Union was| I realize that men have always differed as to the part 
established, the supreme power of the land was lodged in the | the people should take in the affairs of government, and 
people and expressed in their organic law. As great as was | this difference lies at the foundation of all party govern: 
the forward step in the adoption of the Constitution, it was One temperament, one type of mind, has more confidence i 
evolutionary and not revolutionary, for our fathers in their | masses of the people than the other type of mind On: 
wistom fully realized the limitations and weaknesses of human wants the Government conserved more as it has been, and 
nature, and the difficulties and dangers that naturally beset | type forms the basis for the conservative party in every na 
the practical operations of decentralized, popular government. | The other type of mind wants the Government brought < 
The very organic instrument that lodged supreme power in| more rapidly to the people; ft fs more liberal in fits confide: 
the hands of the people provided in its practical operation for | the people, and that type forms the basis for the liberal , 
a double system of restraints, the restraints of subdivision, | in every government. ‘There may be changes of the 1 
and the restraints of representative agents. | there may be many parties springing up for particular 
OURS A GOVERNMENT OF RESTRAINTS. | poses at particular times, but in the long evolution of ¢ 
The two great divisions of authority are the individual States | ment in all countries where there is a conception of | 
and the United States. The authority lodged in the people of | government this will be the fundamental dividing line | 
idividual States and in their governments constitutes a funda- | fhe two great parties. 
mental balance and check upon the exercise of the powers lodged ONLY REACTIONARIEZS CAN OPPOSE MEASURE. 
in the Federal Government. The time is so ripe for this step—the election of Se: 
The powers of the Federal Government and, indeed, of all the | by direct vote of the people—it has been so thoroughly consi 
State governments are further subdivided into three coordi- and so widely tried out in individual States; it is such 
nate branches—legislative, judicial, executive. The legislative | paratively short step and so in keeping with the ma 
branch is still further divided inte two houses, an upper and a | evolution of our institutions that even the conservative « 
lower house. { in cur midst can freely accept it without misgiving. On); 
Restraint through the employment of representative agents | of reactionary temperament can harbor misgivings. 
is as largely developed as restraints through subdivision. All It should be borne in mind that the amendment would 
of the actual operations of government, as provided in the Con- | no effect upon the division of powers between the Federa 
stitution, are carried on through representative agents, and | ernment and the individual States. It takes from the Fed 
most of the operations are in the hands of agents chosen by | Government no power granted by the Constitution; it 
agents. In only one house of one branch, the lower house of | from the States no power reserved by the Constitution. 
the legislative branch, are the agents chosen by the people | ters not the balance of power as between large and small S 
themselves. Under the Constitution the upper house of the | maintaining the equality ef suffrage in the Senate, nor ( 
legislative branch and the executive branch are two degrees | tend to any such disturbance, for Article V of the Cons 
removed from the people, while the judicial branch is three | puts it beyond the reach of any amendment to reduce this 
degrees removed from the people. | suffrage for any State, large or small, without the consent of | 
With such a combined system of checks and restraints the | State. Furthermore, the amendment does not alter the di 
Constitution of the United States in vesting the supreme power | of powers between the three coordinate branches of the G 
in the people and even permitting universal or manhood suffrage | ment. It only affects one form of the legislative branc] 
was only a step in evolution, and not a matter of revolution in | the whole change in the legislative branch would not rel: 
Anglo-Saxon institutions. | be as great as the change in the exeeutive branch by the 
i REVOLUTION IMPOSSIELE IN AMERICA. yoting of the people for the Presidents, which eha 
In providing for changes or amendments the Constitution | Proved beneficial. The powers of the Senate — _ 
contemplated further evolution, and in the method of amending, | the term of office of Senators remains unthonged. ae 
the restraints and safeguards are so developed that violent | Some timid minds may have misgivings that the am 
and revolutionary changes are practically impossible. | would remove restraint upon the action of the lower 
In the evolutionary development of nearly a century and a | 2eeed to prevent hasty or revolutionary legislation in ti: 
quarter there has been no fundamental change in the system | PoPUlar passion or enthusiasm. 
of subdivision of powers either between the Federal Govern- | EE 
ment and the State governments or between the branches of | Now, follow the course of a measure considered revo 
the Federal Government or the branches of government in any | ary, originating in this House in the midst of a great wa 
State. The Federal Government is exercising its powers more | pepuler enthusiasm. After passing this House it woul 
and more and is entering fields that appear new, but in reality | the Senate. Two-thirds, at least, of the Senators woul 
no new powers have been assumed. ‘There is at times talk of | been elected at times prior to the election of the Repre: 
usurpation of power on the part of one branch of the Govern- tives, one-third two years prior, and one-third four years | 
ment, but in reality no organic change or practice has taken | which would antedate the wave of enthusiasm; moreover 
place. | third of the Senators would have terms extending two y 
EVOLUTION RESTRICTED. | yond the terms of the Representatives, and one-thir 
Evolutionary development has heen confined and is now con- | Years beyond. The Senate would still exercise the restr 
fined to extending the control of the people over representative einen - second braneh and would still be a conse! 
agents. The first development was in the assumption of power | S°CO@@ Pranca. an 
to vote for the Executive, bringing this branch of Soitniment | But Mtge Ti: aS ee Se — o} 
down to one degree instead of two degrees removed. It must | legislative branch it would promptly come upon the . 
be remembered, however, that though the people vote substan- the executive branch, with the veto power. If sid ee 
tially for Presidents, the candidates are still chosen by con- | beyond? this obstacle and Se places om the statute ix 








THE CONSTITUTION AN EVOLUTION. 





‘enti sre s ri 8 Court, 
ventions, or are two degrees removed, though individual States, | WOt!d be ee . > nae Mae! os oy cn oeiiede a 
Alabama. first, and now Oregon, are giving the people oppor- | oe > an oe oo oneal a saat ie ieend bry | 
tunit y to yote on their choice of candidates for the Presidency. | ae a perms a edie a long sadhod. This Sup 
"Tr, Y : > we . 0} i eh | . tee = . = a a. 
2 eae aoe te eas _ ee = aa though | Court would put the statute up to the test of the Const 
Se ee Be She (nee SRS We. eoneels and since this amendment does not affect the methods of a1 
have been beneficial. The right to vote directly on candidates ‘ 
oat =f ices Se aa Saal ° | ing the Constitution, and since these methods make hasty 
for the Presidency will doubtless be extended to all the States. | revolutionary amendments almost impossible, it may be 
The proposition now is to bring down the election of Senators that the proposed amendment still leaves it almost impossil 
to a direct vote, making these representative agents one degree adopt revolutionary measures in our country. In fact. ' 
instead of two dagrece removed from the people. ures clearly in line with public policy, conservative cli! 
DIRECT ELECTION OF SENATORS OVERDUE. 


| recognized almost universally as advisable, find the inix 

The power to do this has already been assumed by the people | impediments in the way of constitutional amendment ©! 
in many of the individual States, and the experienee in each | insurmountable. But for these impediments, the election 
case has confirmed the conviction, which is now almost univer- | Senators by direct vote of the people would have been in ope! 
sal, that it should be extended in a formal way to all the' tion for the last twenty years. 


Su 
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EVOLUTION PREVENTS REVOLUTION. flood of revolution. This reform is now overdue. Its delay 

The difficulties, obstacles, checks, and restraints upon pro-| has contributed to abuses and has shaken the confidence of 
gressive changes in our Government are many fold greater than the American people. The passage of this resolution is de- 
in the English Government. It is the slowness of response of | manded by the highest considerations of efficiency of government, 
the various representative agents, one and two degrees re- by the highest considerations of the welfare of the people, by 
moved from the people, to the justified demands for progres- | the highest considerations of the orderly evolution of free 
sive measures, that is causing the rapid growth of the movement ameter The people realize this. They want this reform. 
for the initiative, referendum, and recall. Further failure to | They are entitled to it. I am heartily in favor of it. 
meet the growing demand for this movement will cause an The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
inevitable growth of socialism. When evolutionary changes | mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
overdue are long withheld, then revolutionary measures grow | objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
in strength. Let not those who believe in representative gov- The Chair asks the indulgence of the House for a minute. 
ernment think they should oppose all changes. Further post- | On the question arising this morning, whether an amendment 
poning the legitimate evolutionary step in the development of | was in order in generah debate in the House, the Chair mixed 
representative government as proposed in this resolution must | up the rule in the House with the one in the Committee of the 
inevitably discredit all representative government Whole, and the Chair asks leave to change the ruling in con- 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama | formity with the rule, as suggested by the gentleman from IIli- 
has expired. nois [Mr. MANN]. Whenever the present occupant of the chair 

Mr. HOBSON. I will ask the gentleman from Missouri if I | makes a mistake and it is called to his notice, he will correct 
may have five minutes more? it as swiftly as he made the mistake. [Applause.] Is there ob- 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman five | jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
minutes additional. Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 

PUBLIC CONFIDENCE IN SENATE SHAKEN. to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Fosrer]}. 

Mr. HOBSON. It is no partisan spirit that constrains me to Mr. FOSTER of Vorment. = Spenner, 5 am in Saver of the 
point out that the holding of power so long by one party has popular election of T nited States Senators, and so I shall vote 
dammed up the stream of evolution until the waters of reform | fT this resolution submitting to the States an amendinent to 
are overflowing. It is wiser to open the gate than to endanger the Constitution providing therefor, I wish we might have had 
the mill. In the blocking of legitimate reform, no agent has|* !@rger opportunity to consider whether some amendment 
been more effective than the United States Senate. This very | COUld not wisely be made to it. It seems to me, for instance, 
resolution is a good illustration. Thirty-one State legislatures | t@t the proposed amendment should provide that the regular 
have acted favorably, the House of Representatives has passed | C/ection of Senators shall occur at the regular State election 
4 similar resolution time and again, both great political parties ae held next before the vacancy occurs which is to be ated. 
have made it a part of their platforms, and yet the Senate still 9 eames ” i os Laer ong let me interrupt him? 
blecks the way. It is not overstating the situation to say that Me HARDWICK = th ie a oan haaeiniae 
public confidence in the Senate has been seriously shaken and | |,” saat a Poe ry “pole 48 _ a 
the most serious blows to public confidence have come through | ‘ ' egisiature could do that if it wanted wees ~- 
the present method of choosing Senators by the legislatures. Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Under the terms of this proposec 

om amendment the legislature can regulate the time for such elec- 
PRESENT METHOD INVITES CORRUPTION. . ‘ Ss actin shether the provision should 

It can not be denied that the method of election by the small ati a Penal eng era ~ 
number who compose a legislature invites corruption from/ Mr HARDWICK. I think the gentleman is right about it. 
one ae ee aes aa to ees Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I certainly hope that such an 
ested the power to tax the American people by controlling the | , ‘ op before the resolution passes. 

United States Senate, and invites corruption from men of great euued ane ie whee ned strongly opposed to the resolution 
wealth seeking a similar power or seeking the honor and pres- | pecause under its provisions Congress is deprived of its present 
tige of the office. power to regulate the time and place and manner of electing 

Nothing would so restore public confidence in the Senate a8| [ynited States Senators. Personally, I would be glad to see 
the adoption of this resolution, giving the vag? ni ae the that power retained in Congress. But, in my judgment, this is 
a ee ne ee omer not a vital defect in the proposed amendment. The Constitu- 
sociales Geta land g teat - the eer “< arth ype ne a = 

oo . 10rity to determine how the presidential electors shi e aAD- 
WOULD PROMOTE EFFICIENCY OF STATE LEGISLATURES. pointed. For more than a hundred years, under this provision, 

It _~ be a admitted that ee acme omg of elec- | the electors have been chosen by the people. The results have 
tion of Senators has been accompan xy an ever increasing | heen satisfactory. If the States can be trusted in all matters 
frequency of demoralization in the State legislatures. Placing | relating to the election of presidential electors, they can surely 
the election of Senators in the hands of the people would really | be trusted in all matters relating to the election of United 
restore to the people of the States a better control over their} States Senators. 
own legislatures; it would raise the standard of State legis- Our fathers in framing the Constitution undertook to safe- 
lators and turn the attention of the legislatures to the needs | guard the Republic by removing the selection of the Chief Ex- 
of the States. The passage of this resolution would thus pro-| ecutive from the excitement of popular elections. They be- 
foundly promote the highest efficiency of both the Federal and | lieved that on election day the people in the several States 
the State Governments. 


would gather at the polls and elect their presidential electors, 
WOULD PROMOTE POLITICAL EDUCATION OF PEOPLE. 


and that then these presidential electors would meet on the 
jut even promoting efficiency in both of our divisions of | proper day and, away from the tumult and excitement of the 
Government, State and national, does not measure the full | populace, would select for the Chief Executive the one man 
benefits of this reform. The greatest benefit of all lies in the | in all the country whom they believed to be best qualified 
fact that it would contribute fundamentally to the political | for the position. Their scheme was an utter failure. Nothing 
and patriotic development of the people themselves. The great | but the letter of the constitutional provision remains. To all 
law of development is recurring exercise of the activities. The | intents and purposes the people of the several States register 
glory of free institutions and self-government is the devyelop- | their will on election day, and the presidential electors whom 
ment of the people through the exercise of the functions of | they elect merely convey to the United States Senate the r 
government. It is wise even to go faster than the highest | sults of the election. 
efficiency of the machinery of government would dictate, so In a similar manner, they deemed it wise to remove the sel 
that the people in making mistakes would learn from them | tion of United States Senators from the excitement of popular 
and rise to higher planes. 


elections. They provided that they should be elected by the 
cont SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again ex- | legislatures of the several States. This provision has already 
pired, 


been nullified in many of the States, and the number of States 

Mr. HOBSON. Would it be imposing to ask the chairman | nullifying it is rapidly increasing. The whole trend of publi 
for three minutes more, Mr. Speaker? sentiment is in favor of the election of Senators by the peopl 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I do not believe I can give the cs 


If the several legislatures could be selected upon the sole is 
— that much time, but I will yield him one minute | of the election of such Senators, the situation would be very 
nore, 


different. But such is not the fact. The legislatures are not 
Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, the action called for by this | selected for this purpose primarily. Many local issues, not in 
resolution is evolution. If we are wise we will not dam it 


frequently burning questions, are involved in the election of 
up. The current of evolution dammed up too long brings the | these legislatures. For this reason, and for many reasons 
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which might be given, it has come to pass that too often the 


man selected by the legislature is not the choice of the people. 
It is desirable that there should be a uniform rule as to the 
time of electing these Senators, and I hope to see this resolu- 
tion so amended as to provide for the date of such elections. 


mend 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion 
there? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
Foster] yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHeniey]? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The constitution of my State provides that 
elections for State officers shall be held in years other than 
those in which Federal elections are held, the idea being to 
divorce the consideration of State and National questions that 
the people might vote more directly on the fitness of men for 
the positions which they seek; and I simply suggest that idea 
to the gentleman as contrary to the one he suggested a few 
inoments ago, 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. My suggestion is that provision 
be made for the election of Senators at the last general elec- 
tion, whether for Federal officers or simply for State officers, 
prior to the vacancy. 





APRIL 








that request I should have offered an amendment to th: 
resolution, beginning with line 5, on page 2, after t) 

“years.” I will read first the resolution and then the ; 
ment which I expected to offer and which I would offer 
it were not for the fact that I do not propose to att 

change the resolution in any way by any kind of am 

offered here, however proper and however much I would 
support it, by a provision that does not meet with the a; 
of the gentlemen who have this matter in charge and wh 
looked over and surveyed the whole situation. The res 
reads: 

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two ¢ 
from each State, elected by the people thereof for six years; an 
Senator shall have one vote. 

Now, just following the words “six years” I intended io . 
this amendment: 

_With a power reserved to each State to recall its Senators, or 
of them, at any time within the period of their service and t 
another or others in their stead for the remainder of such per 
the legislatures of the various States shall by appropriate lez 
carry into effect this provision. 


I think, in order to retain the confidence of the ; 


their legislators, their agents, their United States Senat, 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again ex- | 


pired. The gentleman from Missouri. 


even Members of this House, if necessary, whether ele 
direct vote of the people or otherwise, they should ha 


Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes | Power to dismiss their agents or other servants wheney 


to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims]. 


their judgment, properly and deliberately ascertained, th 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is recog- | longer represent the people who elected them. I think such a 


nized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, the people thought when they framed 
the Constitution of the United States that they were forming 
and providing for a system of government through which and 
by which the people could rule, with such checks and balances 
as would prevent hasty, ill-considered, and revolutionary move- 
ments. No one at that time perhaps dreamed that United 
States Senators would be virtually elected by the people by 
being selected in a dominant party primary election held 
one, two, three, and in some instances four years before the 
term of office was to begin, and seven, eight, nine, and in 
some cases ten or eleven years before the expiration of the 
term of service of the United States Senator so selected. 
Political revolutions and political changes that are not revo- 
lutionary can and do take place in much less time than that. 
When a United States Senator is elected for this long time 
he has the power and the right under the Constitution to re- 
main there and vote in all legislative matters in the Congress 
of the United States as he sees proper, although his action may 
be the very opposite to the then existing political sentiment of 
his State. From the fact that the agencies and instrumentali- 
ties of government, both legislative and executive, have not, 
in the opinion of the people, fully lived up to and abided by 
the popular will have grown up the doctrines of the initiative, 
referendum, and recall. These doctrines to a great extent have 
grown out of the failure of the instrumentalities of government, 
as provided by the Constitution, to carry out and duly reflect 
the will of the people, as the people themselves judge of that 
conduct. 

But I want to say that the doctrine of the recall of a legis- 
lator is not new, is not recent. It is older than the Constitu- 
tion itself. It was actually applied to the delegates in the pro- 
visional Congress of the colonies, before the Federal Congress 
under our present form of government was established, when the 
delegates held their offices for only one year. I want to read 
here Article V of the old Articles of Confederation: 

ARTICLY V. For the more convenient management of the general in- 
terests of the United States Delegates shall be annually appointed in 
such manner as the legislature of each State shall direct, to meet in 
Congress on the first Monday in November in every year, with a power 
reserved to each State to recall its Delegates, or an of them, at any 
time within the year, and to send others in their stead for the remainder 
of the year. 

That is a part of the legislation in the nature itself of a consti- 
tutional provision older than the Constitution and older than the 
Populist Party, many times over. It is not a new doctrine. It 
was an idea so prevalent among the people of the Colonies that 
they provided for it in the Articles of Confederation as applica- 
ble to a legislative office that existed only for one year. 

Mr. Speaker, I did not know that the committee was con- 


sidering this resolution or I should have conferred with the | : 


| 
| 
| 


chairman and members of the committee with reference to | 


offering an amendment. But the chairman just stated a few 
moments ago that he was so anxious to get through this resolu- 
tion in its present form, inasmuch as it had already been con- 
sidered in another body, where it must pass if passed at all, 


provision would tend to perpetuate our Government in stre: 
that it would not be an element of weakness. If revolutio 
comes in this country, it will come, not because the people | 
not confidence in the form of government itself, in the ; 
ciples upon which it is founded, but because they hay 
confidence in those who are selected to execute their w 

the method and manner as now provided. Who of you 
business man would without power of revocation author 
agent to do business for 6 years, 8 or 10 years in ady 

the finality of that business, with no power to dismiss t 
agent for misconduct or other cause? A State which i: 
ribbed in its democracy or in its republicanism may ch 
slowly, quietly, but decisively, after a United States & r 
has been elected and before his term of office expires, a t 
that Senator will continue there to misrepresent the | 

not at the time he was elected, but at the time the act of: . 
sentation must take place. I do not believe such a pr n 
for recall will be otherwise than in accord with public 
ment. But I realize that this resolution must go th 
another body, and I appreciate the sincerity and hones 
statement by the chairman of this committee {Mr. Ru 
Missouri] in not wanting to do anything that will give on 

an excuse to vote against the resolution in its main pur; 
and objects, that United States Senators shall be elect 

direct vote of the people. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, unl: 
chairman of the committee changes his mind, I will not 

this amendment and ask for a vote upon it; but it is tin 
think about these things. 

Revolution can nearly always be prevented if we will « 
yield to proper public sentiment, even in a conservative 
If you think that this kind of sentiment is going back 
you are mistaken. It is coming. Call it populistic or wha 
please, the doctrine of initiative, referendum, and recal! i 
ing, and it is coming to stay. It is going to be a part of 
national, State, and municipal legislation of this count 
not in the form now demanded, then in some way by whi 
same result will be reached. 

The Constitution did not provide for direct election of 
President of the United States, but we have it. It has | 
amended by the action of the people in the method of se! 
party nominees and party candidates. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Sutzer). The time of tie 
gentleman from Tennessee has expired. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Is the gentleman from Mich’ 
[Mr. Youne] prepared to use some of his time now? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I will yield five minutes to 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON... Mr. Speaker, I think five minutes are 
as much time as I desire in which to discuss this House 
solution. Heretofore I have voted for a resolution in 
respects similar to this—two and perhaps three times. ! 
inclined to the opinion that the people voting directly for * 
tors would give as good results as are obtained when the) 
chosen by the legislatures under the provisions of the p1 
Constitution, and perhaps better results. If I understand | 


that he did not want any amendment offered to it, and would | joint resolution, however, I shall vote against it, for this r 
ask that every amendment be yoted down. Had it not been for | son: After providing the proposed amendment for the elec! 
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ef Senators by the people, it proceeds further and amends sec- 
tion 4 of Article I of the Constitution. That section now reads: 


he times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and 


arecentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the legislature 
tnereof, but the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such 
vooulations, except as to the places of choosing Senators. 


As I understand it, the 
out. 

Mr. MANN. So far as Senators are concerned. 

Mr. CANNON. So far as Senators are concerned. I am not 
- sure but what it is also stricken out so far as Representa- 
tives are concerned. But let that be as it may, I will not vote 
for such an amendment, containing such a provision. 


last clause in that section is stricken 


You take my house when you do take the prop 
That doth sustain my house. 

The Federal Government of the United States, a Government 
of limited power, but supreme where power is granted under the 
Constitution, should always have the power to perpetuate itself 
without regard to what any State or any States may do in 
failing to perform their duty. 

Let me put an extreme case, and what may happen in the 
future I do not know. Suppose a State secedes; suppose the 
man comes on horseback and tries to take the State out of the 
Union, and the State does secede in fact without regard to 
what might be the desire of the majority of the people. Is the 
United States powerless under the proposed amendment in that 
ease to say that a Senator can not be chosen by an election 
authorized by Congress? 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. 
minutes more. 

Mr. CANNON. If so, then the Government of the United 
States, so far as Congress is coneerned, exists at the mercy 
of the States in the exercise of supreme power where supreme 
power is granted. I say again that I think this amendment ap- 
plies to the House as well as to the Senate, but the Senate is 
a coordinate branch of Congress, and Congress can not exist 
under our Constitution without a Senate. Mr. Speaker, I will 
not vote for such a resolution. [Applause.] 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, it would be manifestly impos- 
sible for me to enter upom any extended discussion as to the 
merits of this resolution in the short space of five minutes 
allotted to me; but this question is not a new one; it has been 
discussed time and again, ever since and before the adoption of 
the Federal Constitution. It therefore needs no great amount of 
time now for any gentleman te make up his mind how he should 
yote on the preposition. For myself, I have long been in favor 
of the direct election of United States Senators by the people 
themselves. I am on record im favor of that proposition. More 
than 30 years ago, in 1879, in the Legislature of the State of Ili- 
nois, I intreduced a resolution requesting the Senators and 
Representatives in Congress from that State to support a pro- 
posed constitutional amendment providing for the direct elec- 
tion of Senators by the people. I have more than once intro- 
duced such a resolution in this House, and at the time I was 


The time of the gentleman has 


I yield to the gentleman two 


first nominated for Congress I announced that as one of the | 


planks in my platform and as a measure which I should advo- 
cate at every opportunity. I believe in the people and am will- 
ing to trust them at all times. 
tight ought to be supreme in this Government, and that when 


they have fully studied and digested any question they are | 


ilmost universally right. I know, and every man in this House 
ind in this Congress knows, without any shadow of doubt what- 


over, that the great mass of the people of the United States are | 


desirous of having adopted an amendment to the Federal Con- 
stitution that shall give them the right to say directly who their 
representatives in the Senate of the United States shall be. 
As a member of the Illinois General Assembly and State Senate 
it has been my fortune to have participated in six different 
elections for United States Senator, and at each time I have 
become more and more convinced that the election should rest 
with the people and not with the legislature. 


Or was elected, and then his election was made possible by the 
‘act that a member belonging to one party died and was suc- 
reeded by a member of the other party, thereby giving that 
sarty a majority. Of course, such a condition of affairs is not 
lesirable, and could not by any possibility occur if the election 
was direetly in the hands of the people. 

At another senatorial election in whieh I participated, where 
oa or three men held the balance of power, they were able 
~ dietate the election of a Senator, and after a deadlock last- 
hg several weeks the will of the majority was trampled under 
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E believe the people are and of | 


' At one time in } 
the legislature of that State, the two political parties being a | 
ie, we balloted for more than four long months before a Sena- | 
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The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Trrpsre}. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I consider it a great privilege to 
appear as an advocate of this bill on the floor of this House fol- 
lowing the distinguished ex-Speaker, Mr. CANNoN, who has just 
taken his seat. I consider it a great honor to appear on the 
floor of this House to speak on the first bill reported to the 
House; I consider it a great honor to be on the committee that 
reported the first bill to a Democratic House in 16 years; but, 
sir, I consider it a still greater honor to stand on the floor, rep- 
resenting the people of the old red hills of the eighth congres- 
sional district of Georgia, delivering their message of almost 

unanimous demand that the United States Senators be elected by 
| the people and calling on you to heed their demand. 
| 


foot and these two or three independent men were abl 
to dictate the election of a United States S i lthough 
they represented only the smalk kind « minority of the 
people of that State. True or false, justly « tujustly, Mr 
Speaker, the people of this try, or the great majority ol 
them, have come to believe that ic has ocearred ip not only 
} One case, but in many cases, that great interests, great finan 
| al institutions combined, have dictated and cerruptly con 
trolled the election of 1 1 Sta Senators by the legisla 
tures of more than one State. The people are now asking and 
demanding, regardless of party, all over this country that they 
shall have the right to say by dir vote who shall represent 
them in the Senate of the United States. I beli ir. Speaker, 
that it is our duty to give them that privi ’ t is their 
right; and if this country is to continue to be “tl md of the 
free and the home of the brave,” if it is to « » to bea 
government “of and by and for the people,” if it is to centin 
to be the foremost leader in the civilization and progress of 
the world, we must see to it that in reality, as we as i 
theory, the people are supreme; that their wishes must be 
heeded, and public servants in the Senate and in all depart 
ments of the Government must be responsive to the will of the 
people. [Applause.] 

| 

| 


Mr. Speaker, I would not rise to speak to-day, being a new 
Member of the House, except for the fact that an error has 
crept into this discussion in regard to the action of the com- 

| mittee. Being a member of that committee, I am familiar with 
what occurred in the committee room. I would correct the state 
;ment that only one of the minority side of the House was 
| present, because there were two present who cast their votes, 
| as the record will show, in the committee room. Furthermore, 
| Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the committee went to the tele- 
| phone and tried to secure all the members of this committee, 
{and did all in his power to secure full attendance, and it was 
| the sense of the committee, after he had laid the matter before 
| them, that we proceed at once, by reason of the fact that every- 
body throughout the Union is familiar with this bill, it having 
been oftentimes introduced in almost the same language in 
which it is here to-day and discussed in this House. Therefore 
| I can see no reason why anybody could raise complaint of hasty 
| action. 

It seems to me that recent performances of the different legis- 
| latures in many States of the Union should convince any man 
| that we have reached the stage in our national history when we 
should no longer allow legislatures to elect United States Sen- 
ators. It is a well-known fact, although it is denied, that the 
interests, corporate interests, enter the floor of the house of the 
| different legislatures frequently ; that they influence the election 
| of Senators. When men are elected to office it makes no differ- 
ence whether they are Senators or ordinaries, or what position 
they occupy, when they get into office and come to discharge 
their duties they are naturally influenced by and sympathize 
with the people and the interests who elect them. 

When you go to the farms and seek a vote for United States 
| Senator, or for any other office, you find an unprejudiced yoter 
| generally. Most of the people are interested only in good 
ernment, and when they walk up and cast their votes they 
them for the man they think will represent the mass of the 
people and the interests of the people, and not the interests of 
a corporation or any other interest that may have secured hrs 
election on the floor of the legislature. As I said, I know it 
denied that the interests and the corporations enter upon 
floor of the houses of the legislatures of the different Sta 
but there is no use to deny the truth. [I can remember when I 
| was a boy of hearing it charged in the State of Georgia, my 
own State, that good old pious State, that the gem 
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ral assembly 


in the eighties was tied up for weeks mont! aml I can 
remember that it was asserted then that certain corporate inter 
ests tied up that legislature. That was denied, of course. One 
of the men who then participated and undertook to go to the 
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Senate against whom the charge was made that he had aia the wealth of their associates—the giant corporations? 
i ? 


the floor of the house with his corporate interests and corrup- | 
tion fund backing him, afterwards moved to the State of Cali- 
fornia, and it was charged in recent years that he brought | 
together the greatest corruption fund that was ever put up in 
the interest of legislation in this Union. Whether or not that 
is true I do not know; but these things were brought into the 
courts and criminal charges were made against him and he was 
tried. This history is well known of all men. [Applause.] 


similar bill to the one under consideration, which when enacted 
into law would read as follows: 

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators 
from each State, who shall be chosen by a direct vote of the people of 
the several States, for six years, and the electors of each State shall 
have the qualifications requisite for electors of the most numcrous 
branch of the State legislature, and each Senator shall have one vote. 

When vacancies occur in the representation of any State in the 
Senate, the executive authority of such State shall issue writs of elec- 
tion to fill such vacancies: Provided, That the executive authority 
thereof shall make temporary appointments until the people fill the 
vacancies by election, as the legislature may direct. 

This amendment has no application to Senators chosen before 
it becomes valid as a part of the Constitution of the United 
States, and shall not be considered to affect the term of any 


stitution. 

The legislature in each State shall prescribe the manner, place, and 
nar - holding the election by the people for Senator in the several 

ates. 

This bill is in substance the same as the one now under con- 
sideration, and I cheerfully adopt the chairman’s bill. The 
people of this Union have demanded this legislation for a time 
the memory of we young men runneth not. It is no new ques- 


of thought, sober and earnest deliberation. Resolutions by the 
legislatures favoring this bill have been sent here by 31 States. 
Extra sessions of the legislatures are often called in States to 
transact the State’s business, the time of the regular session 
having been consumed by senatorial scrambles, and often the 
whole State is humiliated and demoralized by scenes in legis- 
lative halls. The strongest argument used against the bill is 
reluctance to change the framework of our Government. Our 
fathers in making the framework of the Government were 
confronted with the European forms of government and long 
precedents of centralized power. It was considered dangerous 
to load the new Republic with too many experiments, and there 
were many advocates of a monarchy. 

The evolution of free government by the people demanded 
many changes from the old landmarks of the mother country. 
All men in those days were not prepared for a government by 
the people. Strong minds like Hamilton were battling for cen- 
tralized government and feared the voice of the people ex- 
pressed at the polls. Suffrage was almost unknown. Not one man 
in five hundred voted in the mother country. ‘Time has proven 
that the people can be more surely trusted with the elective 
franchise than legislative bodies with the various interests 
camping on the floors of the Capitol. No one would charge cor- 


ruption to legislative bodies as a whole. The report expresses 


clearly the thought I would here convey, it reads as follows: 

No one contends for a moment that it is the universal practice or 
the general rule that legislatures are thus corrupted, but it must be 
admitted by all that if those who desire to corrupt enter the field at 
all, it is after the legislature has convened. 

How often is it true that no taint of wrongdoing or corrup- 
tion attaches to the election until the legislature has convened? 
The small number of parties to be controlled, the possibility of 
logrolling with different local interests, of trading this or that 
for votes, is tempting indeed to those who seek a senatorship, 
not upon merit, but through sinister means. In the early days 
of the Republic very few of the important offices, National or 
State, were filled by direct vote of the people. The President 
was named by an electoral college. Jefferson was elected both 
governor and Member of Congress by the State Legislature of 
Virginia. Many statehouse officers and all judicial officers 
were elected in the various States by the legislature. This era 
of our history is now relegated to the past, and almost the last 
remnant for legislative lobbying is the election of United States 
Senators. All officers are elected by direct vote of the people in 
all the States with a very few exceptions. The rule of the 
people, as exemplified in this Republic, has swept across the 
ocean; monarchies have crumbled before the demand of the 
people for freedom and suffrage, and even i. countries where 
the throne was law the voice of the people is now heard in the 
land. Have gentlemen contemplated the fact that this office is 
oftentimes no longer a reward to men of true worth, true 
patriotism, and great ability? How many Senators come to this 
Senate on account of the influence exerted by their wealth and 
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forefathers did not confront this situation. We will act 


| to grapple the situation that confronts us, they could not 


see our present needs, They did well for their county, , 
will we do? So, sir, I say, le. every man, I do not care 


} uses his pick and shovel to make his daily bread, be as fr: 


cast his vote as the president of a steel trust in the elect 


| the highest official of his State. We can no longer turn a 


| House that they 
| this ond other warnings they have paid no heed, and now 


| ear to the demands of the people. 
Sir, it was my privilege to introduce on the first day a | 


The Democratic side of this House would do well to le 
lesson by the vacant seats on the Republican side. The Rk 
licans have been warned time after time on the floor of 
were straying too far from the people 


call you to witness how their ranks have been thinned 


| that many new Democrats are here from districts that 
| never sent Democratic Representatives here before. You 


| not ignore the just demands of the people. 


Fellow Demo 


| the country will commend us in the organization of this 1 
| for heeding the general demand for retrenchment and 1 


in Government extravagance. The official force of the I! 


| was reduced to the extent in money total the sum of $1: 


| On the question of extravagance the people have appea 
Senator chosen before it becomes valid as a part of the Con- | this House, just as they have long been knocking at this 





tion. It has been strengthened in the public demand by years | OFer See cont. 


for the election of Senators by the people. What relief h 


' Republican Party offered to a tax-burdened people? O1 


years have expired since the billion-dollar Congress was us 
upon the people. The country was stirred with indignati: | 
alarm at such an enormous expenditure. In 1910 Cor s 
appropriated $2,206,774.016.01. This shows an increase of ’ 
than 50 per cent in 10 years. The increase since 1896 has 

In this estimate the increased populi'! 
considered. The per capita tax in 1890 was about $6, and 
now over $12. It is estimated that there is one Govern: 
employee for every 21 voters. In the year 1850 the expe 


| the Government was $60,407,019; population was 23,191,876 


capita, $2.60. In 1910, expense of one year, $1,103,387,5' 
population, 91,972,267; and per capita tax, $12.60. The 
parison staggers comprehension. I realize the fact t! 
takes an enormous amount of money to run the Govern: 
and I am willing to appropriate the people’s money if it : 
the great mass of people. As an illustration of what is |! y 
appropriated, I refer you to the appropriation for Gover 
detectives. In the Sixtieth Congress the gigantic su 
$7,126,000 was appropriated for this purpose alone. For 

is a question of no great magnitude, and yet $4,000.01" 
appropriated for forestry at last session. Such approp! 

are conducive of little good. On the other hand, fam 

and has ever been the backbone of this country, and yet 


| appropriation for agriculture in all the departments is 


five million more than these two appropriations of spoi 
plunder. The Republican Party was warned, even at the ot! 
of the Capitol last year, and even by that great apostle of 
tariff, Senator Aldrich, that the people would not always s 
with the Republicans for economy. He said the Gover 
could be run on a saving of $300,000,000 every year. ‘I 
this estimate as true, you are wasting more of the pe 
money than was required to run the Government 10 years 
the Civil War. 

For a decade the Republican Party has been under the 
of a few multimillionaires, arrayed like Solomon in al! 
glory, who toil not and neither do they spin, but have | 
toilers and spinners in the Republican Party. In serving 
master the party has ignored the people. Now, sir, I warn | 
Democratic side of this House that the people have spoken 
the polls and said, by leaving Republicans at home, that th: 
demands shall be heard, and we must heed their demand 
speedily passing this bill. 


FEDERAL CONTROL. 


The amendment looking to placing the election under Fede: 
control is here for the purpose of frightening southern Re)! 
sentatives in States having legislative qualifications for electors 
In this you propose to extend Federal authority, thus crusiii 
forever the constitutional right the States have enjoyed from i! 
foundation of the Government. We passed through the (i, 
War, the days of reconstruction, with no authority in the I! 
eral Constitution to interfere with the’ manner of electii- 
United States Senators, and yet in this day of peace and har- 
mony you undertake to force upon the people of the South © 
new constitutional provision whereby Federal soldiers cau | 
sent to camp around our election precincts. To make myse'f 
clear, the people elect members of the legislature with no Fe- 
eral interference and none is provided under the provisions of 
the Constitution. These legislators so elected elect Senators 
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with no Federal interference and none is provided. 


propose to extend the provisions of the Constitution and throw 
aground the elections of Senators Federal control. You are 


Now, you | 


} any 


soeking to take from the States their constitutional right and | 


centralize the power of the Federal Government. The Supreme 
Court has decided that the States can determine who should 
be registered and who should not be registered in the several 
States. This is a settled constitutional question. What man 

mg you ever expects to see the day when Federal office- 


ders gather around election precincts in the South or any | 


other State to say who shall and who shall not vote? Time 


after time the force bill has been here threatening the South, | 
but long years ago it was driven from this House disfigured, | 


disgraced, disowned, and denounced as infamous; no one to rise 
up and call its author blessed. 
field a peaceful desertion. Is there a man in this House that 
desires to see the days of reconstruction repeated in the South? 
No; not one. No part of this Union outranks the South on the 
tloor of this House, evidenced by the fact that you have given 
us an equal share of the honors and responsibilities in the 
Sixty-second Congress. Will the opening of our wounds never 
cease to be an agreeable performance to some of the Republicans 
from the other side of the House? From wrecks of fortunes 
and burning homes we have fought and regained our former 
prestige, and to-day the South is the garden spot of this Union. 
I can not believe any man in this House is sincere in pressing 
this amendment. 

The day has been when such an amendment would have re- 
ceived strong and aggressive support, but that day is gone for- 
ever in this end of the Capitol, thank God. You men who in- 
jected this sectional issue in this question will feel the sting 
of repudiation when this vote is counted. This House has long 
since ceased to be a forum for an exhibition of skill in tram- 
pling upon the South. I warn you that instead of stirring up 
bitterness and hate in the hearts of your brethren from North, 
East, and West you have insulted their intelligence and brought 
down upon your own heads their just condemnation. If you 
be men, then rise up like patriots and strike down this amend- 
ment, which would destroy rights of a State and again carry 
hack to the days of reconstruction our peaceful southern homes. 
Let us dwell together in union, forgetting that there is a North, 
South, East, or West, sympathizing with each other in the 
problems that confront us in the several sections. 

We of the South have patiently and faithfully borne the 
burden of an inferior race; that we have borne it well is known 
throughout the civilized world. Other sections are being con- 
fronted with serious problems. To solve them you need our help 
and you will have it. No section can truthfully boast of more 
genuine loyalty to our Government or more pride in her achieve- 
ments. Standing here on this floor, the home of the Union, 
where Hamilton and Jefferson, Webster and Calhoun, Stevens 
and Lincoln stood battling for what each honestly conceived to 
be a common heritage of freedom, I thank God the day has 
come when men who rise to the magnitude of statesmanship, 
even on the Republican side, despise any effort to gain public 
notice by attempting to inject sectional animosities into any 
question in this House. Sir, let us strike down the staff that 
waves this sectional banner, and let us banish even its shades 
forever from this House and bar eternally the doors to future 
reproach on the honor and integrity of the South. The defeat 
of the amendment to this joint resolution will send a thrill of 
joy to every southern home and return southern Representa- 
Uves to their people to be greeted, “ Well done, thou good and 
faithful servant.” [Applause and congratulations. ] 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. James]. 

‘ Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Lllinois [ Mr. 
CANNON] in his speech a moment ago stated that he was not so 
certain but what this amendment repealed the right now existing 
'n the Congress of the United States to regulate the elections of 
Representatives in Congress. I submit that the gentleman had 
hot read with much care the amendment, or he could not have 
made that statement with a very great deal of confidence, be- 
cause the amendment reads as follows: 

fs +: 2 lieu of all of paragraph 1 of section 4 of said Article I, in so 
regulations ra nmetes fe any een oo < jenamene te Le my or aiter 
the following be proposed as. ob anendment “to the ¢ ‘onstitutl = oo 
shall be valid to all intents and purposes s part of tl e C nstit tion 
when ratified by the legislatures of three f . tik f : — 

gislat ourths of the States. 

Not so far as it relates to the election of Members of the 
House of Representatives, but refers only to “Senators.” This 
ate in no way affects whatever authority or right Con- 
eoulll a that, and how the gentleman from Illinois 
fect _ cate his opposition upon the theory that it did af- 

© power of Congress to regulate the election of Members 


Thus it sleeps in the potter's | 


| them to be enacted into law. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


of this House is not very apparent to me, nor, I do believe, to 


one who will examine it with care. 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 
Mr. JAMES. Yes. 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. The part of the resolution which 


the gentleman has read would form no part of the Constitution, 





would it, if this resolution should be adopted and the amend- 
ment adopted by the people? 

Mr. JAMES. Oh, but that part of the amendment which I 
will read does control it, and that is this: 

rhe times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators shall 
be as prescribed in each State by the legislature thereot 

Does the gentleman see anything in that which affects the 
right which Congress now has to control the election of 
Representatives in Congress, if it has any such right ri ‘is 
no part of this amendment which refers in any to Mem 
bers of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Ah, but it is said that is in lieu 
of certain provisions in the Constitution. 

Mr. JAMES. But it nowhere uses any language that ac 
cording to a fair construction of it would be a foundation for 


a statement that this amendment 


undertakes to affect in 





tiny 

way the election of Representatives of this House. 
I am for this amendment to the Constitution, and I regret to 
see in this House an effort made to try to bring up that old 
scare that has too long affected the affairs of political parties 


of this country. Let me warn you gentlemen of the other side 
of one thing. The southern people are handling now the sul 
ject of election of Senators and Members of Congress 
satisfaction of this House and to the approval of 
selves, because you have never unseated a 
reason of the laws under which he was elected. 
Court of the United States has approved the election laws 
under which they are now acting, and to try to place upon this 
amendment a provision that would mean its defeat 


to 

you your 
single Member by 
The Supreme 


because it 


was placed upen it in the Senate and it meant its defeat 
there—almost forces me to question the good faith of those 
who propose it and to believe that the amendment is offered 
for no other purpose except to try to defeat the election of 


Senators by a direct vote of the people. [Applause.] 

I am in favor of the election of Senators by a direct vote of 
the people because experience has proved its wisdom. In the 
days when our Constitution was formed Gouverneur Morris was 
the spokesman of those who doubted the wisdom of the people to 
control themselves. Gouverneur Morris used this language, that 
the Senate should be made up of men of “ great and established 
wealth,” and that thus they might keep down the “ turbulency 
of the democracy.” 

Mr. Speaker, I am not prepared to deny but that what Gou 
verneur Morris wished to do has been accomplished. The 
ate has been made up of men of great and established wea!lt! 
but the rules of this House deny me the right 


io diseu 
personnel, and I shall not 


violate them. But the one reason 
that spurs the people on in their advocacy of this amendm 
for the direct election of Senators by the people is to ke 


of the Senate men of great and established wealth and \ 
the voice of the people to control and the reforms desired b 


I am one of those who do not fear the people. Gentlemen, 
the men who bear the guns that defend this Republic must 
bear the ballots that preserve it. [Applause.] I do not belong 
to that class in this country which says to the great populace, 
“You can shed your blood to keep the flag of the Republic in 
the skies, but you can not name the men who make the law 
for you.” [Applause.} I share the opinion expressed by the 


master mind of Thomas Jefferson when he uttered these words: 


I would rather be crposed to the 


inconventern« attending too much 
liberty than those attending too slight a degree of it 
This is the ground rock upon which republics rest, and when 


maintained can not be shaken. 

Mr. Speaker, some people seem to believe the Constitution 
of the United States should not be amended, and was 
to be amended; but in this they are grievously in error. On 
of the greatest speeches ever made in the Constitutional Conver 


not 


tion was that one uttered by Patrick Henry in opposition to 
the Constitution, based upon the theory that it was too har 
to amend and that it would be practically impossible to d 
And for more than a hundred years of our history the C 
tution has not been amended except by the rd. Bu 
men who made the Constitution themselves gave the p 
two modes by which they might amend it. They made it hard, 
exceeding hard, to amend it. For the day in which they ed 
it met every requirement, but they could not peer through the 


centuries of the future and see the requirements that advanced 
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civilization would make necessary. Thomas Jefferson himself | 
used these words: 


| 
Some men look at constitutions with sanctimonious reverence, and 
deem them like the ark of the covenant, too sacred to be touched. They | 

| 


ascribe to the men of the preceding age a wisdom more than human, 
and suppose what they did to be beyond amendment. I knew that age 
well. I belonged to it and labored with it. It deserved well of its | 
country. It was very like the present, but lacked the experience of the | 
present—and 40 years of experience in government is worth a century 


of book reading—and this they would say themselves were they to rise 
from the dead. I am certainly not an advocate of frequent and untried 
changes in laws and constitutions. I think moderate imperfections had 
better be borne with, because when once known we accommodate our- 
seives to them and find practical means of correcting they evil effects. 
jut | know also that laws and institutions must go hand and hand 
with the progress of the human mind. * * * We might as well 
require a man to wear the coat that fitted him when a boy as civilized 
society to remain ever under the régime of their ancestors. It is this 
preposterous idea which has lately deluged Europe in blood. Their 
monarchs, instead of wisely yielding to the gradual change of circuw- 
stances, of favoring progressive accommodation to progressive improve 
ment, have clung to old abuses, entrenched themselves behind steady | 
habits, and obliged their subjects to seek through blood and violence | 
rash and ruinous innovations, which, had they been referred to the 
peaceful deliberations and collected wisdom of the nation, would have 
been put into acceptable and salutary forms. Let us follow no such 
-xamples, nor weakly believe that one generation is not_as capable as 
another of taking care of itself and of ordering its own affairs. * * * 
Each generation is as independent of the one preceding as that was of 
all that had gone before. It has, like them, the right to choose for 
itself the form of government it believes most promotive of its own 
happiness ; consequently, to accommodate to the circumstances in which 
it finds itself that received from its predecessors; and it is for the 
peace and good of mankind that a solemn opportunity of doing this 
every 19 or 20 years should be provided by the Constitution, so that it 
may be handed on with periodical repairs from generation to the end of 
time, if anything human can so long endure. 

These words are prophetic; they are almost inspired. They 
come from the one unmatched champion of the liberty of men, 
who battled in the twilight of the Republic’s existence for the 
greatest liberty to the people. He has been vindicated by the 
events that have followed as no statesman who lived before 
him and, as I believe, by none who will come after him. No 
one doubts, Mr. Speaker, that if the honest, patriotic men who 
made the Constitution could have looked down the long vista 
that has followed them that they would have provided for the 
election of Senators by the State legislatures. No millionaires 
lived in that heroic age, no trusts, monopolies, and lawless com- 
binations banded themselves together with bags of gold to control 
one of the lawmaking branches of this Republic. Bribery and cor- 
ruption of members of the legislature had not been heard of. It 
was the purest and best age of our American life. But even 
then Jefferson thought, and Wilson, of Pennsylvania, thought, 
that the Members of the Senate should be elected by the direct 
vote of the people. This amendment, that gives to the people 
the right to elect their Senators by a direct vote, will make un- 
necessary, after its adoption, costly investigating committees, | 
holding long-drawn-out sessions at great governmental expense, | 
investigating how many members of the legislature were bribed, 
or whether a man really confessed he was bribed when he was | 
not. They will no longer have to investigate how great a cor- 
ruption fund was collected by the trusts and monopolies to con- 
trol and buy up members of the legislature. 

Mr. Speaker, it will, in my judgment, make unnecessary here- | 
after the use of so much whitewash in making reports upon 
bribery charges, and the people may have whitewash for their | 
fences throughout the country in which we live at a reduced | 
price. [Applause.] When the Constitution was formed we 
had just gained our independence from the mother country. | 
The people were divided between democracy and monarchy. A 
republic to them was an experiment, never having been blessed 
by a free government, and many of them yearned for it; others | 
feared it. These two contending forces were represented in 
the constitutional convention. England had a House of Lords, 
and that was the idea that actuated those who desired that 
the Senate should be made up of ambassadors, as some called 
them, from the various States, and should be as nearly as pos- | 
sible like the House of Lords. Yet England, in the few months 
recently passed, has been in a terrific political upheaval in | 
order to try to abolish that body, after which this very pro- | 

| 
j 


vision in our Gonstitution was patterned. [Applause.] The 
people of the various States—30 of them—have approached as 
nearly as they could, by primary-election laws, the election of | 
Senators by direct vote of the people. The Democratic national 
platform for many years has urged this great reform and has 
declared that it is the gateway to all other reforms. [Ap- 
plause.}] And I am delighted now, Mr. Speaker to know that this 
reform for which the Democratic Party was the pioneer in its 
advocacy meets to-day practically the unanimous approval of 
all Americans. 

Who is prepared to say that it was a mistake to lodge in the 
hands of the people the right to elect Members of Congress. 
The great reforms that have blessed this country have orig- 
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inated in this body at the hands of men sent fresh fro; 
people, men who had listened to the heartbeats of those yw 
votes they asked and received at the polls, those who had 
trusted by the people, and who were willing to trust those 
had trusted them. [Applause.] This amendment, Mr. S)\ 
will reduce to a minimum the opportunity for corrupti: 
the election of Senators to the Senate of the United s: 
One of the most favored means of corrupting men unde; 
system as it now exists in the election of Senators by the » 
legislatures is by the candidate for the Senate going 
the various counties in a legislative district and saying to . 
Jones, “ You are a candidate for the Democratic nomin: 
or the Republican nomination, as the case may be; “I 
to contribute to your campaign fund to aid you in getting 
nomination,” and then going to another one in another « 
and saying the same thing, and thus spreading his ; 
around in the various legislative and senatorial districts 
the pretense of aiding the candidate to secure the nomi: 
when his real purpose was to secure the vote of that can 


| in his race for the United States Senate. And when the car 


had been successful and was commissioned by his peo 
their representative, he felt that he was obliged to vo 
the man who had helped him to secure his election. 
amendment to the Constitution will give to the poor 1 
this country a chance to go before the people and submi 
claims. It will make hereafter, Mr. Speaker, unnecessa: 
monotonous reading in the daily newspapers that the 
ture of,such and such a State cast the eleven thousand 
hundred and ninety-eighth ballot and the result was no | 
tion. It will result in sending men fresh from the peop! 
who truly and really represent them. It will give the | 
confidence in their Government. 

Mr. Speaker, those who oppose this amendment to ¢] 
stitution do so because they really believe that a few n 
wiser than all the rest. This was the argument upon 
thrones were builded and dynasties perpetuated, but it 
place in a Republic like this. [Applause.] That gove 
will live longest which is best loved, and that one will | 
loved that gives the greatest liberty to the people. Ado 
amendment; meet the desires of the American people; ¢ 
States of the Union an opportunity to make it a part 
Constitution; make the Senate what it ought to be, a 
which the representatives of the people, elected by the 
represent truly the people; and I sincerely. trust, Mr. 8; 
the day is not far distant when the Senators in every S 
this Union will be, under this amendment to our Feder: 
stitution, elected by the direct vote of the people. [I 
plause. | 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 n 
or 10 if he desires it, to my colleague from Alaban 
CLAYTON]. 


[Mr, CLAYTON addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield five minutes to : 
league from Missouri [Mr. Borianp]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr 
LAND] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr, Speaker, I am heartily in favor 
proposed amendment to the Federal Constitution as it is d 
and as it comes from the committee. 

When the United States Constitution was formed, de! 
itself was on trial. There were not lacking those in the I 
Convention who desired to see a constitutional monarchy « 
aristocracy clothed with permanent political power. A le 
who has since been adopted as the patron saint of a polit 
party of these days believed in the election of United & 
Senators for life. Unquestionably out of that conflict of 0) 
grew the compromise that the choice of Senators should } 
moved one step from election by the people. It was hon 


| believed by many that democracy could not secure abs 


safety of life and property; but a hundred years of test 
proven that democracy is no longer on trial. Democracy 
shown that it can secure the safety of life and property; t 
there is no need for the checks and balances between the \ 
of an intelligent people and the power of those to whom t! 
delegate their political rights. It is not’ from the people t 
corruption comes, and that has been the lesson of the cent 
of American history. The man who takes his dinner pai! 
the morning and leaves his humble home to perform eight ho’ 
honest work in creating the wealth of the Nation; in addi 
to comfort and civilization; in making the world a better p!: 
to live in, and goes back to his home to sleep the sleep of hones 
toil, is not hanging around the State legislature with a desig” 
to corrupt it, to send men to the Senate. [Applause.] 
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The man who feeds his team before daylight, and at the 
first streak of dawn is in the field tilling the soil or garnering 
the golden harvests that shall be sent abroad or bless the 
homes and fill the dinner pails of countless thousands of his 
fellow citizens has no time to corrupt the State legislature to 
send men in his interest to the United States Senate, but these 
are the men upon whose broad shoulders rests the perpetuity 
of the Republic. [Applause.] This amendment is designed to 
place the power of choosing Senators where the right to choose 
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them belongs—in the common, everyday, intelligent, honest, 
patriotic voters of the country. [Applause.] A hundred years 


have proven that the corruption incident to free government 
does not come from the homes of the average voters, but does 
come from special interests so equipped as to make their influ- 
ence predominant in the choosing of select bodies. 
that evil that the American people are now demanding the right 
to the direct election of United States Senators. And now, on 
this 13th day of April, on the day that over 7,000,000 American 
freemen are glad to celebrate as the birthday of him whose 
influence has echoed down through all the corridors of time in 
the forming of the American Republic; on the natal day of the 
Sage of Monticello, this House of Representatives can do no 
better than to perform its part to crystallize into law the will 
of the American people and the expressed belief of Thomas 
Jefferson by passing this amendment to the Constitution. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Will the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Younc] use some of his time now? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield five minutes to the gentle 
man from Iowa [Mr. Pickett]. 

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise to discuss that part 
of the resolution relative to the election of Senators by a direct 
vote of the people. Ido not regard that part of the resolution as 
being in controversy here. There is little, if any, division of 
opinion in this body on that question. If the resolution was con 
fined to that proposition alone, it would have been passed before 
this, and this debate would not now be in progress. 

The resolution, however, contains another proposition sepa- 
rate and distinct from the proposed change in the method of 
electing Senators. It is proposed to withdraw from Congress 
its control over the time and manner of holding elections for 
United States Senators, as prescribed in paragraph 1, section 4 
Article I, of the Constitution. 

The framers of our Constitution vested in Congress under 
said section 4 the power to review and to make or change the 
regulations of the States with respect to the time and manner 


’ 


| other? 


It is to cure | 


of holding elections both for Senators and Representatives in | 


Congress. That this was a proper grant of power seems clear. 
It can not be urged that thus far in our history it has been 
improperly used. It is unlikely that it may ever be necessary 
to use it. On the other hand, some occasion or exigency may 
arise, which we can not now foresee, when it would be quite 
necessary for Congress to have such power. The fact that the 
power exists will have the effect to prevent the occasion for its 
use. It is now proposed to withdraw that power in so far only 
as it applies to the election of United States Senators. While 
I am not familiar with the debates of this body in past years 


° 
io 


} rm 
ad 
from it and on which there is already serious controversy and 
the effect of which on the general resolution we can not foresee? 

When the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JAmMes], a few mo- 
ments ago, in reply to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
NON], was urging that the amendment would only apply to the 
power of Congress over election of Senators and not to 
Representatives, it occurred to me to be a most peculiar and 
anomalous position to say that Congress, composed of both Sen- 
ate and House—one legislative body—should have control over 
the election of the Members of one of its branches and not of the 
other. If the power should exist as to one, why not as to the 
If the grant of power is proper in one ¢ 
the other case? The analogy is complete. 
same. There is and can be no distinction. 

The gentleman from Kentucky, turning to this side of the 
House, expressed regret that we should raise this question, and 
charged that we were trying to bring up and revive 
differences. I want to say to the gentleman that we have not 
revived that issue. You yourselves have presented the issue, 
The resolutions heretofore presented to this House for submis 
sion to the people of an amendment to the Constitution provid 
ing for election of Senators by direct vote did not contain the 
further proposition now presented, and when the 
composed of and controlled by the gentlemen on the other side 
of the aisle brought in the resolution before us containing for 
the first time in this body the proposition in controversy, they 
themselves raised the question and are responsible for it. 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentieman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from Kentucky? 


as 


Se 


The | 


. why not in 
rinciple is the 


sectional 


committee 


Mr. PICKETT. Certainly. 

Mr. JAMES. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that the 
Judiciary Committee of the Senate, composed of a majority of 
Republicans, reported this identical amendment in the very 
language we propose it, and that the author of it was Senator 
Borau, a Republican? 

Mr. PICKETT. It has been stated a dozen times during this 


debate that such is the fact. 


Mr. JAMES. Then why does the gentleman say that we 
brought up and precipitated the issue? Why do you not | 
it on your own party? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Iowa 


expired. 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. 
man two minutes more 


Mr. Speaker, I yie ld to the 


ow 
eC 


Mr. PICKETT. There is no point in the observation of t 
gentleman from Kentucky. I was referring to the history of 
| the proceedings in this House. He pointed his finger over hl 
and observed that we had raised this question. I say to the 


when resolutions relative to changing the method of electing | 


Senators were under consideration, I am informed by those 
older in the service that the proposition involving the with- 
drawal from Congress of its power over regulations as to the 
time and manner of elections for Senators has never been 
embodied in any of the resolutions heretofore presented, and 
that the question has never been considered in this House. It 
is before us for the first time. It involves a change in our 
fundamental law without any apparent or stated reason for 
doing so. It is concededly not necessary to give effect to the 
proposed amendment for the election of Senators by a direct 
vote. No such contention is even made. In fact, the author 
of and sponsors for the proposition advance no argument in 
Support of it. I am not prepared at this time to discuss the 
question either as to the wisdom of the change from a govern- 
mental point of view or as to the construction that may be 
given to it in the form in which it is presented, with the care 
and es which a question of so much importance de- 
mands. 

Serious controversy has already arisen as to its effect. On 
the one side it is urged that it will withdraw from Congress the 
control granted under section 4 of Article I, both as to Senators 
and Representatives. On the other side it is claimed that it 
applies only to Senators. It is to be regretted that the propo- 
sitions are not presented in separate resolutions, as they ought 
to be. The people have a right to pass on these questions sepa- 
rately. Why encumber the proposition to change the method of 
electing Senators by another proposition, separate and distinct 


gentleman from 


Kentucky that your committee raised this 
question so far as this House is concerned. 
Mr. JAMES. The gentleman from lowa dodges the issue 
One of his own party raised the issue in the Senate report. 


Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Speaker, I refuse to yield unless the 
gentleman from Kentucky wishes to : a question. This side 
of the House is not responsible for what any Senator may or 
may not do or for what any committee of the Senate n 
may not do. 
owl acts. 
but I will 


sk 


ay or 
This House is governed by its own precedent 
I was speaking of this body and not of another | 
say that if we are to look for 


Ty 


pre edent 3 as t 


| gentleman insists, then we should take the action of the Senate 


ee 


when it struck from the resolution the part now in controvers 
and left the resolution as a simple and direct proposition to 
amend the Constitution with respect to the method of electing 
United States Senators. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to tl 
gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. PICKETT. I will. 

Mr. COOPER. I heard the gentleman say that Congress re 
tained the power by virtue of the Constitution as to the time 


and place and manner of electing Representatives in C 
I would like to ask what section that is. 
Mr. PICKETT. Paragraph 1, section 4, of Article I of tl 


Constitution. In conclusion, I wish to emphasize the impo 
tance of due deliberation in passing on-a question of so 1 
importance as the withdrawal from Congress of its power « 
the election of its own Members, and I certainly hope t 


amendment offered by the gentleman from Michigan |[Mr. 
Youne] to the resolution may prevail. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
again expired. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I would like to in- 


quire how much time has been consumed on the one side and 
on the other? 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan has 1 hour 
and minutes remaining and the gentleman from Missouri 46 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I now yield, Mr. Speaker, 5 min- 
utes to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpet1]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I have no question of the 
wisdom of the fathers in making the provision they did in 
regard to the election of United States Senators. They had not 
learned, as we have learned, how dependable and safe is an 
educated democracy. Furthermore, they did not have in those 
days the widespread opportunities of education, the high aver- 
age of intelligence, and the widely diffused knowledge of gov- 
ernmental affairs that the people have at this time. Further- 
more, times have changed, and conditions confronting and sur- 
rounding us are vastly different from what they were at the 
time the Constitution was adopted. 

The people generally throughout the country have come to the 
conclusion that it is better to elect Senators by direct vote. So 
widespread is this feeling that in at least 27 States provisions 
have been made intending, so far as it is possible to do so 
under the Constitution, to provide for a direct expression of 
the people in the election of Senators. Even though I did not 
believe, as I do believe, that the Senators should be elected by 
a direct vote of the people, I should believe it and hold it my 
duty to vote for a resolution to give the people of the States an 
opportunity to express their opinion on that question; but, Mr. 
Speaker, we are unfortunate in the form of the resolution now 
before us. It is, in my opinion, faulty in two essential respects. 
The demand has been for the election of Senators by a direct 
vote of the people. 

The resolution before us does not contain a provision spe- 
cifically providing for the election of Senators by a direct vote 
of the people, and I am not certain that the courts might not 
hold that the language used in the resolution would authorize 
the election of Senators through some intermediary body. Sec- 
ond, there has been interjected into this resolution a provision 
amending section 4 of Article I, entirely foreign to the ques- 
tion which has been so widely agitated among the people, tak- 
ing from the Congress of the United States supervision and 
control over the election of Senators, and probably over the 
election of Representatives in Congress. There has been no 
demand at any time among the people of the country for a 
constitutional change of this character. No party platform has 
ever demanded it, and, in my opinion, it is not desired by the 
people. In order to mect these objections I shall offer in my 
time a substitute for the resolution now before the House, said 
substitute being in the form of the resolution introduced by 
the gentleman’ from Missouri [Mr. Lioyp] in the last Con- 
gress and reported to the House. That resolution provides 
clearly and specifically for the election of Senators by a direct 
vote of the people. That resolution does not relate or refer to 
section 4 of Article I, and it presents in a concrete form and 
in simple language for the consideration of the people of the 
country the great question which has been so widely discussed 
for such a length of time, to wit, Shall Senators of the United 
States be elected by a direct vote of the people? 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. I yield for a question. 

Mr. POWERS. Section 4 of Article I of the Constitution now 
provides that 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and 
Representatives shall be prescribed in each State by the legislature 
thereof, but the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such 
regulations, except as to the places of choosing Senators. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield the gentleman one minute 
more. 

Mr. POWERS. I had not completed my question. 

Mr. MONDELL. What was the gentleman’s question? 

Mr. POWERS. I would like to know in what instance Con- 
gress has ever felt it necessary to interfere with the time, man- 
ner, and so forth, of holding eiections as prescribed by the Con- 
stitution? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, it does not occur to me that 
it is important to inquire whether Congress has ever thought it 
necessary to exercise this authority, though, in fact, it has done 
so. The important thing about it is that it is a part of the 
fundamental Iaw of the land. There has been no general de 
mand for its repeal or its amendment. There has been no 
debate anywhere or discussion by the people in favor of a 
change or amendment to that provision ef the Constitution. 
The time may come when it is of the vimost importance that 
Congress shall exercise this power, and certainly the majority, 
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if it is acting in good faith, ought not, in presenting this propo- 
sition on which we are generally agreed, insist on coupling it 
with another and entirely different matter, in regard to which 
there is a wide difference of opinion. I shall vote for the syb- 
stitute I have offered; if that is defeated, I shall vote for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Younus]: 
and if that is defeated, I shall vote for the resolution; not that 
I think it should pass in that form, but because I expect it to 
be amended in the Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, I offer as a substitute this resolution, which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The Clerk will read the substitute. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the resolution. 

Mr. JAMES (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, I make 
the point of order that if the amendment is to be read it must 
be read in the time of the gentleman who offered it, or in the 
time of that side of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It is being read in that time. 

Mr. JAMES. I thought the time of the gentleman had ex- 
pired? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman had expired, but 
the gentleman had the resolution in his hand ready to send to 
the Clerk’s desk, and I thought it was only fair to have it read. 

Mr. JAMES. I agree with the Chair that it is fair; but it 
is equally fair that it should be taken out of somebody’s time 

The SPEAKER. It will be taken out of the time of the zen- 
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. If the gentleman insists, I 
yield more time. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded with and concluded the reading of the 
substitute, as follows: 

Strike out all after the resolving clause and insert the following: 

“That the following amendment be proposed to the legislatures of 
the several States, which, when ratified by three-fourths of said levis 
latures, shall become and be a part of the Constitution, namely: [; 
lieu of the first and second paragraphs of section 3 of Article I of th: 
Constitution of the United States of America, the following sha!! 
proposed as an amendment to the Constitution : 

“* Sec. 3. That the Senate of the United States shall be composed of 
two Senators from each State, who shall be elected by a direct vote 
of the people thereof for a term of six years, and each Senator shal! 
have one vote; a plurality of the votes cast for candidates for Senator 
shall elect, and the electors shall have the qualifications requisit 
electors of the most numerous branch of the State legisiature. 

“* When vacancies happen, by resignation or otherwise, in the rep: 
sentation of any State in the Senate, the same shall be filled for t! 
unexpired term thereof in the same manner as is provided for th 
election of Senators in paragraph 1: Provided, That the executiv 
thereof shall make temporary appointment until the next genera! 01 
special election, held in accordance with the statutes or constitution 
of such State.’ 

“This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the election 
or term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as a part of the 
Constitution.” 


Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatv]}. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, it is no light thing to amend ihe 
Constitution of the United States. That is legislative work 
which no body of men is capable of performing offhand. I « 


| not think that we should try to improvise substitutes for tc 
| different articles now contained in our organic law. Gentleme! 


will remember the amendment that was hastily put through tl« 
two Houses of Congress less than two years ago to impose an 
income tax, and there is one thing about that amendment, about 
its form, that has given better ground for opposition than every- 
thing pertaining to its substance, and that is that the amend- 
ment was so sweeping in character that it gave to the Federal 
Government in terms the power to tax the incomes derived from 
State bonds and from municipal bonds and from the other in- 
strumentalities of local government, and, as we know, it has 
been held that the power to tax is the power to destroy, we 
conferred by that amendment in terms the power to the 
National Government to wipe out of existence any loca! xov- 
ernment of the country. I regret, therefore, that this amend 
ment should not have been more carefully considered and that 
there should not have been time given to the Members of the 
House to read the report and to study the form in which it is 
presented and to determine whether they should vote for it or 
not. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not see any objection to having 
the people of the different States elect their representatives in 
the Senate precisely in the same way as they elect their zov- 
ernors or as they elect their Members of this House. I am in 
favor of that proposition, notwithstanding the fact that the old 
system has generally worked well, and notwithstanding that 
the application of the new system in some States has not 
invariably worked well. For years the legislatures performed 
their functions a good deal in the way it was intended the 
electors for President should perform their functions, and they 
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nt a fine body of men to the United States Senate; but, under 
he pressure of modern conditions, after men had accumulated 
great wealth, a new era was brought in and the system did not 
ork uniformly so well. We elect legislature; that legisla- 
re is chosen for the purpose of enacting laws to govern the 
ite, 

It is not chosen primarily for the purpose of electing the 
men to represent the State in the Senate, and the result is that 
ie members of that legislature are turned over to intrigue and 
earboring, and nobody knows what other arts in order to in- 
juence their judgment. I believe it would be more open, it 
would be better, that we should have better popular government 
if the people should vote directly for their Senators. Now, 
that that system has not worked well in some of the States, in 


al 


ay 


my opinion, is due to the conditions of some of the States’ 
primary laws. State primary laws may be good things, but a 


State primary law that permits the members of one party to 
enter the caucus of the other party and dictate its nominees is 
nothing but a low swindle upon representative party govern- 
ment. [Applause.] Now, Mr. Speaker, there is one part of this 
proposed amendment that I very much object to, and I object 
to it so strongly that I shall vote against the whole proposition 


if it remains in the resolution. It is proposed to take from 
the National Government the supervisory that the 


power 
framers of the Constitution put there and that it should have. 
No matter if it has been a sleeping power up to this time, it 
may sometime be a power that is vital to the preservation al- 
of the Republic. It proposes to take away from the Na- 
tional Government the supervisory power that it has over the 
electing of the members of the great political department of the 
Government. You destroy the symmetry of the instrument by 
permitting that. and providing, or permitting it may provide, 
that these recgulations concerning the Members of this House 


+ 
most 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has expired. 
Mr. McCALL. ‘Then, Mr. Speaker, I will have to content 


myself. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I hope the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. RveKer] will use some of his time now. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The gentleman has more time 
than I have. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Then I will yield—— 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I was very much interested in 
the argument of the gifted gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
McC atnt]J—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield to 
the gentleman from Kentucky’? 

Mr. STANLEY. Although I. do not entirely agree with him, 
I will yield him two minutes of the time that has been allotted 
to me. [Applause.] 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend from Ken- 
tucky for yielding to me and for the kindly terms in which he 
has done so. I had about finished my argument, and I do not 
think that I care to resume it now. I thank the gentleman from 
Kentucky, but will return the time to him. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, as has been said repeatedly, this 
has not been and is not now a partisan question. I do not think 
there is much diversity of opinion to be found in the membership 
of this House upon the general proposition of electing United 
States Senators by a direct vote of the people. I do think, 
however, that there has been injected into this general discus- 
sion a feature that might properly be considered more at length 
than the one on which we are practically agreed. I refer, of 
course, to that paragraph which purports to assign and give. to 
the States the absolute power to decide the time, manner, and 
place for the selection of United States Senators. It seems to 
me, notwithstanding the remarks of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. James], that one great branch of the Government 
is hereby surrendering its power to perpetuate and maintain 
itself. It is giving to the States a right which the symmetry 
of the Constitution, which our scheme of government, nationally 
conceived, requires should rest with the Federal power. 

The proponents of this feature of the resolution have over- 
looked the great necessity our Government is under to protect 
and maintain the respective sovereignties of State and Nation. 
As all the world knows, the great principles contained in our 
Constitution were not the invention of the framers of that 
document, but the result of centuries of political evolution on 
the part of the Anglo-Saxon race. That feature which is per- 
haps most original is the division of sovereignty between State 
and Nation. The distribution of sovereignty, agreed upon in 
the constitutional convention, has been materially changed dur- 
ing the decades that have passed, due to the unfolding of po- 
litical and economic forces. 


! 


| but this was due largely to the fact that Anglo-Saxon democ- 
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that both the 


d be jealous of their 


States and the Federal Gover 
rights, and each particularly 
hy encroachment of power on the part of the other. 
, of our Government, and therefore the per 
petuity of our institutions, depend upon the proper distribution 
of vereign power between State and 
of proposed amendment the Fe 

and perpetuity of an important elem 
eignty in the possession of the State If States have exclusive 
control of the time, manner, and place of electing United 
States Senators they can, if it pleases them to usurp the fun 
tion, control the most important | ; 
of the Government. By refusing a 
arm of the Federal Government would be pa 
men now live who witnessed almost one-half of the 
draw from the Union and refuse to send Me 
That which happened once may 
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she very system 
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happen 


such 


Mier 
conditions the Federal Government should be able to exercise 
supreme control over the election of those who are to exercise 
Federal legislative power. 

If, perchance, State legislatures should give to Congres 
right to select members of the State legislatures, to prescribe 
the time, manner, and place, how ridiculous it would b 
Equally ridiculous is it for the National Goveriment thus to 


surrender its power. 


We are frankly told by gentlemen from the o 


ther side of the 


Chamber that the main purpose of this section is to preve 
m the part of the Federal Government, interference with dis- 
franchisement of the negro, now practically complete, in a 
the Southern States, Such a statement condemns the section 
end gives emphatic reason why it should not become a part of 
the Constitution. If this passes, we have a Constitution pre 
senting the ridiculous spectacle of guaranteeing the right of 
ihise to the negro in one section and effectually taking it 
“uway in another. But apart from this inconsistency and in- 
‘ougruity, 1 do not believe we should indorse or permit any act 
looking to the disfranchisement of this great multitude that is 
Iniking such great progress in political ability and industrial life. 
Mr. Speaker, I do not suppose any academic discussion can 
or W change a vote on this question fhe majority are for 
this sectio h nd they do not opose to vive uS an opportun 
to eliminate it. Indulgently they permit us to talk about it for 
a little time,.but amend it—never! A few days ago, at the be 
ginning of this Congress, we were led to believe the haleyo 
days had come. Then the leaders on that s with words that 
fell with sweet cadence upon our ea! promised that during 
this Congress full freedom of debate should be extended and 
every opportunity for amendment granted. Here we have the 
measure of their performance. A proposition as important 
any that will come before this Congress is suddenly th 
upon us, no opportunity given to investigate or consider the 
far-reaching effect of its imperfectly understood provisions, and 


we are told to swaliow it whole, instantly, keeping from chok- 
ing if we can. 

While I am reluctant to vote for that feature of the resolution 
I have just mentioned, the importance of the resolution as a 
whole reat that I am heartily in its support. This pro- 
posed amendment to the Constitution illustrates and effectuates 
political evolution in the United States. The wisdom of tl 
fathers has often been commented upon because they gave to 
the country a great Constitution. This credit their due. 
They were somewhat skeptical of the ability of the general mass 
of people to act intelligently and patriotically in things politica! 
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racy had not been given a trial and historical 


precedent was 
lacking. But political evolution in this country has corrected 
the errors, in this regard, committed by the fathers. They 


thought the average man could not vote intelligently fer Pre 
dent, so they introduced the college of electors. 
decades the electoral college has been a pure fiction, and in 
effect each citizen now votes directly for President. Those 
fathers also thought it wise to take the selecting of Senators 
from, the people and place that power in the hands of the legis- 
latures of the several States. In recent years we find the legis- 
latures of many States bound by law to carry out the will of 
the people as expressed in a primary election to choose a United 
States Senator. This evolution indicates that all political power 
belongs to the people; that our people can exercise it; and, whut 
is more, propose to exercise it. You can no more change this 
great law of political evolution than you can change a law of 
nature. 

This evolution of 130 years has shown that the power of 
election of all representatives of the people in each and every 
department of the Government should remain with the people 
who are to be served. If they make a mistake, the mistake is 
theirs, and they have a right to make it. The election by direct 
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vote of the people tends to effectuate what we may term a pure | You can trust the people to elect a President. Every on: 


republican form of gov 
perfected on the American continent. 

I hope that we will pass this by as large and nearly a unani- 
mous vote as possible, to show to the country that the Members 
of this body on each side of the aisle are advocates of a pro- 
gressive political theory that shall preserve and keep to the 
people, 
nature. [Applause.] 

Mr. RUOKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield five min- 

tes to the gentleman from Arkansas |[Mr. Rosrnson]. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, during the course of this de- 
bate but two objections have been suggested to the passage of 
this resolution. The first is a puny plea in abatement. 
claimed by some gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber 
that there is an undue haste in presenting and considering this 
measure. 

The answer to that statement is found in the fact that every 
Member of this body understands fully the provision now under 
consideration, It was thoroughly threshed out and discussed 
by the Judiciary Committee of the body at the other end of the 
Capitol, and discussed at great length in that body. Every 
Member here understands its true import, and there is no neces- 
sity or excuse for delay. 

I must confess, gentlemen on this side of the Chamber, that 
it is somewhat gratifying to me to know that the chairman of 


rernment of the representative character | cedes the fact that the 
conceived many hundred years ago and first brought forth and | tically an election of the President by the people. 


where it belongs, every fundamental power of a political | 


It is | 


election of presidential electors is ; 
Di ) yo ly 
to deny to the people of the States full power to choose { 
Senators? 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I believe that this reso! 
ought to be adopted for four general reasons. 

First. It will increase the power of the people. This, t 
is of primary and paramount importance. If any reason 
existed for requiring that United States Senators be elected 
legislatures and not by popular vote that reason has long si 
disappeared. If our political history demonstrates on 


more clearly than any other, it is the conclusion that al 
are more certainly averted and good government more s 
promoted by the recognition in practice of the principle that 


people are the source of all political power and may be tr 
to exercise it. 

Second. The adoption of this resolution, and the conseq 
election of United States Senators by popular vote, will 1 
the legislative branch of the Government, including the } 
at the other end of the Capitol, fairly responsive to the pul 
will. When any question of legislative policy has been agit: 


and the voters of a State have reached a conciusion and 


| pressed that conclusion it will no longer be difficult or in 


this committee and the committee having this joint resolution | 
in charge have so promptly and so speedily responded to the | 
demand of the public, which the Republican Party has been | 


dilatory in responding to and has refused to recognize for many 
years. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
The other objection urged to this measure on that side by the 


Illinois, the ex-Speaker of the House of Representatives [Mr. 
CANNON], 


of self-perpetuation and encouraging a spirit of secession, is 
equally unfounded. I wonder if the gentleman from Illinois, in 
his efforts to maintain the power of State legislatures to elect 
Members of the United States Senate, recalls the fact that every 
State that ever attempted to go out of the Union did so through 
the passage of an ordinance of secession by its legislature? 

Each House will still be the judge of the election returns and 
qualifications of its own Members if this amendment is finally 
ratified. That provision of the Constitution is not affected 
directly by this joint resolution. The manner of holding elec- 
tions for Senators and Representatives can not fairly be said 
to involve the perpetuity of the Federal Government, nor can 
any action of the States in that regard diminish the funda- 
mental powers delegated in the Constitution to the Federal 
Government. This objection seems to be far-fetched, and from 
a practical standpoint is of no great importance. If the people 
of the various States are to exercise the power of electing 
their Senators, no reason appears why the Congress should re- 
serve the right to make or alter the regulations prescribed by 
the people themselves for the exercise of that power. The 
power of Congress to make or alter regulations by the States 
for the election of Members of Congress, if sought to be elimi- 
nated by the proposed amendment, has never appeared to be 
necessary for the preservation of the National Government nor 
indispensable to the exercise of its powers. “Force” bills, 
Federal election laws, in the light of history, have contributed 
nothing of value to the administration of the Government and 
have always proved distasteful. If the people can be trusted to 
elect their Senators by popular vote, as appears to be the con- 
sensus of opinion, it would seem not improper to provide that 
they may determine the manner of the election. 

I want to suggest to gentlemen that the day for “force” bills 
has passed; that there is in no part of this Republic the possi- 
bility of the development of any spirit of secession; that issue 
has long been settled. For the sake of consistency it is well 
to write into the Constitution with respect to the election of 
Senators a provision similar to that which exists concerning 
the election of the President of the United States. The Con- 
stitution gives to the legislatures of the States the power to 
fix the manner of selecting presidential electors, and the only 
limitation upon that power is that— 


The Congress may determine the time of choosing the electors and 
the day on which they shall give their votes, which day shall be the 
same throughout the United States 

Each State shall appoint, in such manner as the legislature thereof 
may direct, a number of electors equal to the whole number of Sena- 
tors and Representatives to which the State may be entitled in the 
Congress-— 


And so forth. 


namely, that the Federal Government in the adop- | 


tion of the amendment now proposed is abrogating the power | some of the State legislatures in the selection of United Stat 


sible to induce Members of the body at the other end of 
Capitol to yield to the public demand for reforms in legisla 
Third. The deadlocks which have so often occurred dui 
recent years in the selection of United States Senators, and 
consequent detriment to the public, can not happen if this reso 
lution is passed and ratified by the States. I need not recount 
the many instances that emphasize the importance of this s 
gestion. That a State may be denied representation in 


| Senate by reason of the failure of its legislature to elect a S\ 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Pickett] and the gentleman from 


ator has long discredited the prevailing system of electing 


| Senators. 


Fourth. The shameful and disgraceful practices occurring 


| Senators will be terminated if the power to choose Senator 


| 


exercised directly by the voters. That bribery and various 
forms of corruption should have become frequent, not to say 
common, in the present method of electing Senators is of itself 
sufficient to discredit the prevailing method and to encourage 
us to seek and adopt a system which, it is hoped, will be f 
from such abuses. 

The time has come when this amendment will receive the 
hearty approval of nearly all the States. It will not, of course, 
relieve the election of Senators from all corrupt influences, but 
it will place it directly in the power of the voters to choose 
Senators who are in accord with the spirit of the times and 
who will give emphasis to the recognized and enlightened view 
of the voters. 

The day of “governmert by superior people” has passed. 
Every public citizen will still have and exercise the power of 
asserting his views and of seeking to mold sentiment on politica! 
questions. The passage of this amendment will no more ‘e- 
prive Senators of the privilege of leading in reforms or of 
opposing improvident and ill-considered measures than does the e 
election of Congressmen deprive Members of this body of th: 
right and power. It will, however, diminish obstinacy and pre- 
vent the obstruction of needed legislation, and thus bring the 
Senate closer to the people. 

If the voters are to have the power of governing the « 
try, if legislative policies are to be fixed by an enlightenc d 
public opinion and not by selfish interests, it is necessary tliat 
both branches of Congress be fairly responsive to the public 
will and directly responsible to the people. The passage - 
legislation, however much desired by one body, results in no 
ing if defeated in the other. This frequently occurs now, but it 
will not happen so often if this amendment is ratified. 

In this great Republic, employing many thousands of persons, 
Members of this body, the Members of the House of Repr 
sentatives, are the only elective officers. In the course of |) ros 
ress the people of the United States have reached the con 
sion that Members of the other legislative body ought a t ‘to 
be elected. 

I, for one, am in favor of giving the people that power, and 
in favor of giving them the power without reservation, becau: 
they can exercise it much more skillfully and much better for 
the Government than it is now exercised. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has ex) ired. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Frerts]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma is recog- 
nized for five minutes, 
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7 


S. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, stripped of all its 





verbiage and all its frills this joint resolution amending the 
United States Constitution, as we are all aware, allows the people 
t ct their Senators by the pepular vote rather than have the 


L ct them. No gentleman on the opposite 
side, and no one disposed to oppose this measure, has said that 
it would not accomplish that purpose. Until such a charge is 
made we must assume that the opposition is but fanciful rather 
real. The opponents of this reform have objected to this 
ticular verbiage and to that, but no opponent of the measure 
and no one who has even partially favored it has said that it 
would not accomplish election of Senators by the people. The 
venerable ex-Speaker CaANNoN, who announced that he would 
not support this resolution, did not say it would not accomplish 
the purpose, but he objected to something relative to the par- 
ticular language used. I for one am heartily in favor of this 
resolution as it stands, because it accomplishes what 90 per 
cent, nay, I believe, 99 per cent, of the people desire. I congratu- 
late the chairman of the committee and the committee itself 
that they have caused this to be the first bill reported by a 
Democratic committee. I will wait until the adjournment to- 
day to congratulate this Democratic House on this being the 
first bill that it passed. I think it is a beautiful tribute to the 
House of Representatives, I think it is a beautiful tribute to 
the American people, I believe it is a beautiful compliment to 
the Democratic Party to pass as their first bill a bill so uni- 
versally desired. [Applause.] 

My friends, in looking over the report I am sorry to find a 
minority report signed by a Republican Member of this House 
from the thirty-second district of New York. I am sorry that 
he assigns only the insufficient reason, which in substance is 
that he is opposed to it fundamentally. I can not consistently 
attribute that same view to all of the minority of this House, 
because many of them have asserted their fealty and their 
willingness to support it; but I can not but pause for a moment 
to suggest that it is but a continuation of their 16 years of 
dilatory tactics in refusing to give this legislation to the Amer- 
ican people. I can not but call attention to the fact that for 
16 long years the Republican Party have been in full control 
of both the House, the Senate, and the Chief Executive, and 
through all those years, with full power invested in them, they 
have refused to enact it into law. Each of them on the stump 
and each. of them in person can assign reasons, but to the 
absolute failure to act there can be no valid reason that the 
people will accept. Men are known better by what they do 
than by what they say. Political parties are likewise known 
better by what they do than by what they say. And I might be 
severe enough to suggest that men sometimes walk one way 
and look the other. [Applause on the Democratic side.] They 
sometimes assert they are in favor of the principle involved, 
but are always found opposing, by reason of some minor detail 
unworthy and insufficient, to defeat a great principle. 
when we observe the bickerings and parliamentary tactics of 
the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber we can not but 
think this is such a case. 

The question of right to select Senators by a popular vote is 
not a new one. Strong men advocate that they be so elected 
in the Constitutional Convention of 1789. At that time such a 
group of States as this was not dreamed of, and no one with 
the most exuberant expectations could have dreamed that such 
ever would be the case. In 1789 a handful of poor, struggling 
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And | 


| doing of exact justice to 
| that right to select their Members of Congress 


settlers, to-day a Republic of whom the whole world points | 


with pride and esteem. To-day 92,000,000 of liberty-loving 
American citizens asking for this right. To-day I am proud to 
find a Democratic House, charged with power to act for the 
people and in their interests, passing this as their first bill. 

We stand before the people at election time and solicit their 
support and at the same time their confidence. We are elected 
only after both have been acquired. Then, why should not it bea 

atter indeed refreshing to find a Congress willing to do the 
things that they promised the people they would do? For 16 long 
years the Republicans have trifled with the people’s confidence 
and esteem. For 16 years, with full power to act, they have 
Swept aside the people’s wishes as heresies and vagaries, until 
to-day the party of Lincoln and McKinley has become a by- 
word in the streets, and their retirement at the recent election 





homes than it is around legislatures, and none can gainsay the 
truth of this assertion. 

Recent disclosures in the legislatures have been appalling to 
us all. Recent disclosures have not alone blighted the name: 
of the corrupt participants, but have reached out and bla l 
the fair names of whole States in which they conduct thei 

efarious deals, made possible only by a system so antequated 
and so unworthy as the election of Senators by the legislatures 
of the States as distinguished by the patriotic people of the 
several States. 

I can never think this Republic will long stand after we 
fail to trust the people who pay the taxes in time of peace and 
shoulder their muskets in time of pestilen nd war. I can 
never think it less safe to trust all t! fF any State 
than it is to trust a few of the same people of th ie State. 
I shall never subscribe to such a theory, in office or out. I 
shall never be a party to any dilatory tactics practiced by the 
Republicans in this House to delay action on a question so 
fundamentally correct. I shall never quibble over details when 


the accomplishment of a great principle is at stake. 
The Democratic Party has repeatedly declared fof this prin 

ciple in convention and each platform 

early youth has borne pledges to the people of its ena 

into law. 


“cet 3] . 
assembled, since ! 


I rejoice and rejoice thrice and thrice again that this C 
gress during the very first days of its interesting sessi 


going to make this much-needed reform a reality. It is but the 
keeping of faith with the people, and they are entitled toit. It 
willi purify elections. It will bring wholesome results to State 
and Nation. There are other features legislation that 
have promised the people, and they will follow. It may | 

asserted that it will fail in the Republican Senate, and it may; 
but behind it all the people will know who their friends are, 
and will also know where the trouble has been these long years. 
It is my belief, if the Senators were elected by the people so 
that at each returning campaign the candidates for Senator 
would haye to return to their people and get the indorsement 
and acquaintance of their people, there would be less unwilling- 
ness to enact laws that all of the people want. Olose contact 
with the people can only be acquired by forcing the candidate 
to consult them. Close acquaintance can not. be 


f wea 
Ol NV 


exacted unl 


the power is vested in the people to punish or reward. When 
the power is vested in the legislatures of the States, the candi 


date does not have to proceed further than to acquaint himself 


with the few members of the legislature to further hold h 
seat, and the people receive little or, at least, inferior consider 
ation from him. I rejoice to see the people coming into their 


own, and they are eminently entitled toit. It more than 


IS not 


they should ask. It is but common justice. It will result in 
nought but good. 
It is charged by opponents of the measure that it is revolu- 


y 


tionary and socialistic. 
facts. It is common ji 


I den 
istice and common se! 


a people who hi: 


it, and it is not borne out by the 

It is but the 
ne been denied 
in both branch 
ch session introduced a 
iators by the popular vote. 


ive | 


Ss. 
Since I came to Congr I have e 
joint resolution for the election of Se 


SS 








[ have a bill pending now, and if this bill fails in a Republican 
| Senate, I shall reintroduce each session as long as I am here, and 
at each occasion, like “‘ Banquo’s ghost,” I will appear on the 
scene until it becomes the law of the land and a part of the 
American Constitution. 

The American people have said you shall not barter away 
their rights by men they did not elect, and you shall not defeat 
this legislation without the protest and the knowledge of th 
people who are wronged by the defeat. 


is but evidence that the people longer refuse to be trified with. | 


The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youna] complains of 
corrupt States and the evil effects that would follow if this 


bill passed in its present form. Can it be that any State in | 


all this Republic is more corrupt than the legislature elected 
= 2 corrupt State? Is he not mistaken in his premises when 


redicates an argument on so flimsy a foundation? Is he even | 


misleading himself with any argument so flimsy and so un- 


It is charged that none but the rich can afford to run for t! 


Senate if popular election is exacted of them by the people. |! 
is not so. Senators are elected for six years, three times the 


length of the time for which the House Members are 
and there is no occasion for the application of such a 1 
such a statement. Again it may be said that it is of eq: im- 
portance that Senators be as near to the people as tl more 
numerous branch of Congress, for each bill and each resolution 
has to pass both bodies before it becomes a law. I subi 
one branch to be responsive and the other inactive and 
sponsive to the will of the people is almost as deplorab! 
both branches were selected otherwise than by the people 
Power begets respect. The absence of power with 
tion makes respect at best more tardy and usually to y ab- 
| gent. The people should have the power in the abst: 
| surely they should have it when it begets for them 1 


the Constitution intended them to have. 


Pass this joint resolution and you make no mistake 


Pass 


founded? Corruption is found less often among American | the resolution and the States will act at their first sitting. 
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Pass this resolution and the American people will see we Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I am speaking of a day from the 

intend to keep the faith when in power that we advocated when | standpoint of 12 hours. 

not in power. Pass this resolution and make respensive that Mr: MANN. Oh, but the gentleman said that he proposed to 

body which is too far removed from the aches and pains of the | close general debate and pass this bill to-day. 

people. Pass it and endear yourselves to the people of all Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, gentlemen will bear 

political faiths and enact a reform from which no ill effects can | me witness that I said we were going to pass the bill to-day, 

emanate. [Applause.] and I should ask for the previous question if we could not 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Oklahoma | agree on a time for general debate. 

has expired. Mr. MANN. Well, I am not going to object, and I will with- 
Mr. FERRIS. 1 should like to have unanimous consent to | draw the objection that I heretofore made, because I think it 

extend my remarks in the Recorp. will look better for us even if we fake in the Recorp an a»p- 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- | parent consideration of an amendment to the Constitution 

mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there | which was actually refused in the House. 





objection? The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
object, will the gentleman allow me to make a statement? ject to what has been denominated fake speeches, I desire to 


Mr. FERRIS. Certainly. suggest to the gentleman from Missouri to amend his request 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. I want to state that at this time I | for unanimous consent to this effect—that the time for this 

will not object, but I put the House on notice that hereafter no | debate be extended one hour on each side, and if at the ex)i- 

speeches not delivered and no extension of remarks will be | ration of that time all gentlemen have not been heard on this 

printed in tke Rrcorp in the Sixty-second Congress. side or that, the request can be renewed. On this side gent|o- 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection? men are only taking five minutes. That is as much time is [ 
Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I desire to ask | desire to have, and I do not desire to put any fake speech in 

the gentleman from Florida if this rule is to be applied to every- | the Recorp. 

one hereafter? Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the time was agreed 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. What is the gentleman’s question? | upon for general debate at the suggestion, as I understood it, 
Mr. MANN. I understand the gentleman from Florida pro- | of the gentleman from Michigan. Now, I say to him that if he 

poses to object to all requests hereafter. desires to extend the debate for one hour or two hours, if he 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. After to-day; yes. will indicate it, I will ask for unanimous consent. 
Mr, MANN. Well, I will begin now. I will object. Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I should be very glad, Mr. Speaker, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. to agree with the gentleman to extend the time of debate two 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact | hours, if satisfactory to him and the House. 

that this question is important and a great many gentlemen on Mr. RUCKER of Missouri, Two hours on each side? 

both sides, I am informed, desire to express their views briefly Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. One hour on each side. 

who will not have a chance to consume time on the floor, I ask Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Let me understand, there is a 

unanimous consent that all Members of this House, whether | good deal of confusion. I ask the gentleman from Michigan 

they have been recognized or not, who desire to express their | how much time does he ask to extend general debate? 

views on this great question may be permitted to do so within Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. In view of the general demand 

five legislative days, their remarks to be confined to the subject | for debate about me, I will ask for two hours on each side. 

matter of the resolution. Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent! consent that the time for general debate on this resolution be 

that all Members desiring to print remarks in the Recorp on extended two hours on each side. 

this question may have five legislative days in which to do so. The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Is there objection? Mr. DIES. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I hope no gentleman The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects, The 

will object, gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous consent that al! 
Mr. SHERLEY. Reserving the right to object, I should like | Members have the privilege of printing speeches in the Recoxp 

to suggest to the gentleman from Missouri that his request be | on this proposed amendment for five legislative days, Is ther 

modified by the statement that the Recorp shall show that the | objection? 

speech is printed under leave. Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to objec! 
Mr. KENDALL. I hope the gentleman will agree to that. I want to inquire of the gentleman from Missouri what is tlie 
Mr. SHERLEY. I suggest to the gentleman that there has | objection to the suggestion advanced by the gentleman froin 

been an abuse in the past in regard to leave-to-print speeches | Kentucky designating the fact in the speech that it was ivi 

in the Recorp. Now, it is manifest that we must either have | delivered, but inserted in the Recorp by leave? 

much more discussion, or else relief must be given through leave! Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. So far as I am concerned, I have 

to print in the Recorp; but it seems to me proper that there | no objection whatever, but I understood from audible utter- 

should be something in the Recorp to indicate that the speech | ances all around me that there was objection. 

is printed under leave. Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, reserving the righ! 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the to object, I would like to say that I do not believe it is a proper 

gentleman from Kentucky, let me say, I believe it would be well | thing to inject that sort of system in the Recorp at this time. 

to enforce the rule with rigor as applicable to mere political} Mr. KENDALI. Does the gentleman think it is a proper 

essays written into the ConcrEssionaL Recorp, but this is not | thing to inject a speech in the Recorp without having made it 

that. But it is not that. This is a great question, not partisan, | on the floor? 

and it affects all people alike, It has its ardent advocates on| Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. If it is proposed to put that stat: 

one side of the Chamber as wll as the other. I do not believe | ment in the Recorp I shall object myself. 

anybody in reference to this particular question ought to have | _Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, pending this matter. 

the rule enforced against it. | objection having been made to extending the general debat: 
Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I shall insist that | for two hours cn # side, I would ask the gentleman fro. 











the speeches shall be germane to the resolution. Missouri to ask unsnimous consent to extend the debate one 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. That was my request, and I so hour on each side. 

stated. | Mr, RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker—— | consent to extend general debate one hour on each side, the 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to | time to be divided equally. | 

the gentleman from Illinois? The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unaui- 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I have made every effort possible | mous consent to extend general debate one hour on each sic, 


to get sufficient time for actual discussion upon the proposed | one hour to be controlled by the gentleman from Missouri and 
amendment to the Constitution. Now, is it the purpose to in- | the other by the gentleman from Michigan. ‘ Is there objection : 
sert a lot of speeches in the Recorp to make it appear that we | [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
had full discussion on the subject? Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has | Tfenew my request that all gentlemen have five legislative days 
not forgotten that, standing quite close to him and making | in which to print remarks on this proposed amendment. ; 
some demonstration, I asked if they wanted two hours or four The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani 
hours or a day for general debate on that side. mous consent that five legislative days be allowed in which 
Mr. MANN. Four hours is a day, and we took all the time | Members may print remarks in the Recorp upon this proposed 
we could get. amendment. Is there objection? 
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we? 





Mr. SHERLEY. 


because it has been a custom long indulged in, but I think the | States. 
House caa well afford to make the Recorp a real journal of the 


proceedings here, and I shall undertake in some proper way to 
have such a rule adopted. ’ 

It is proper that men who do not have an opportunity to 
express their views on the floor should have a medium of pre- 


senting them to the country, but it is not proper that they | The Oregon system of electing 


should be presented under false pretenses. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cary]. 

Mr. CARY. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor of the 
amendment to elect the United States Senators by a direct vote 
of the people, and I am heartily in favor of another amend- 
ment which I believe is just as important, and perhaps more 
important, at least of as much importance, as the election of the 
United States Senators by a direct vote of the people, and for 


[Applause.] 
[After a pause.] 


ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That there 
ment to the Constitution, which, when ratified as the Constitution 
prescribes, shall become and be effective as part of the Constitution, as 
ollows: 
sy. Sec. 1. Members and Delegates to the House of Representatives of 
the Congress of the United States shall be elected, after the passage of 
this bill, for a term of four years. 

“ Spc, 2. Said election shall take place at the time and on the day 


] 


Mr. Speaker, I shall not at this time object, | I want to see it become a part of the Constitution of the 1 


|} a8 some have said, as an insurgent Republican. 


j 


The | 


| vote l 
that reason I ask in my time to present the following amend- |! which takes away from the Federal Government the power 


| Supervision. 


be, and there is hereby, proposed the following amend- | 


prescribed by law for the casting of the popular vote for President of | 


the United States, and in the manner prescribed by law by the different 
States and Territories.” 

Mr. CARY. Mr. Speaker, I introduce this because I think it 
is as important as a direct vote for United States Senators. I 
believe that the fewer elections we have for Congressmen the 
better for all concerned. You can not sit in Congress and every 
two years run for office and do justice to the people who send 
you here. The fact of the matter is, you are in politics all of 
the time, and you do not have time enough to do justice in two- 
year terms. For that reason I offer this amendment. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. 
to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Larrerty]. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, it must be very apparent to 
gentlemen on the other side of the House by this time that a 
great many Members who are sincerely in favor of the election 


to the resolution in the form in which it is presented. 


| Youne]. 


| manner 
| the 
Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes | 


i 
| 


gentlemen on the other side of the House are earnestly, hon- | 


estly, and sincerely in favor of bringing about this great re- 
form, to wit, the election of the United States Senators by ad 
direct vote of the people, it behooves you to assert your inde- 
pendence upon the roll call upon the issue that is now presented, 


and send this resolution to the legislatures of the several States | 


in such form that it will be adopted. It is plain to everyone 
that a great majority of the Members in this House favor the 
election of Senators by a direct vote of the people. We all 
know that a great majority of the citizens of this country are in 
favor of that reform, and would so express themselves if they 
had an opportunity to vote upon it, but I do not believe that a 
majority of the people of the United States would vote for the 
Federal Congress to surrender absolutely the power that it 
now has and has always maintained, to prescribe, if needs be, 
how Members of the lower and upper Houses of Congress 
should be elected. 


I come from the State of Oregon, a State that stands out 


i 


preeminently in favor of the direct election of the Senators. | 


In fact, we are so strongly impressed with this belief and so 
strongly in favor of this reform that we have adopted in our 
State a direct primary, whereby we have provided that each 
party shall nominate a candidate for United States Senator at 
the primary, and that the candidate so nominated shall be 


placed upon the ballot at the general election and voted for by 
the people. 


‘ = primary law of Oregon further provides that candidates 
or 


the legislature may, if they choose, subscribe to either 
Statement No. 1 or statement No. 2, statement No. 1 being 
that the candidate pledges himself to the people of his dis- 
trict and the people of his State that if elected he will always 
vote in the election for Senator for that candidate who shall 
have received the highest number of the people’s votes at the 
last preceding election. It has come to pass, after six years of 
trial of that system, that no man can be elected to the legis- 
lature who does not sign statement No. 1. 

Therefore I am not only pergonally favorable to this resolu- 
tion, which bas been under the peculiar circumstances presented 
by a Democratic House, but my constituents are in favor of it. 


| islature to prescribe the time and manner at all. 
of Senators by a direct yote of the people have some objection favor of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Mic! 
If you 


Tnited 
I am not here playing politics upon the Republican 
side of this Hall. I am here acting independently. I am here, 
I am agains 
machine rule. [Applause.} I shall vote every proposed law 
that I-believe ought to be passed during my service here, 
wheiher it comes from a Democratic or a Republican source. 
all officers by the people and 
nominating all candidates for office by the people breeds inde- 
pendence, and it breeds insurgents. The reason why the people 
of the United States want the direct election of Senators is that 
it makes United States Senators accountable directly to the 
public for their election, the sar 


for 


Ul 


ne Representatives here are 


accountable to the public for their election. When the time 
comes that Senators are elected by the people, the people will 
get the legislation that they are entitled to, that they e 


demanding; and if you gentlemen over there want the ] 
latures of the several States to approve this amendmen 
to cut out this part of proposed 


your ainend 


ol 
The SPEAKER. The tim 
Mr. YOUNG of. Michigan. 

tleman from Wisconsin | Mr. 
Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Spe 

proposition involved in this 
lieve it will 

plause.j] I 

amendment 


» of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield to the cer 
Lenroot] 10 minutes. 
aker, I shall not discuss the main 
resolution, because I hope and bs 
receive the unanimous vote of this House. [A 
do wish to discuss for a moment, however, ’ 
proposed by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr 
The resolution as reported from the committee « 
prives the Federal Government of any power to regulate 
time and manner of holding elections. It does more than thi 
Through the insertion of a word of two letters, the word “a 
it also changes the present Constitution, so that 
duty laid upon any State to prescribe the time and manner 
holdi: Under the Constitution as it exists to-day 
it provides that the legislature shall prescribe the time and 
and places of holding elections, and also reserves to 
Federal Government the power to alter and amend such 
regulations. This amendment, however, as reported from 
committee, contains this language: “The time, places, and mat 
ner of holding elections for Senators shall be,” not prescribed 


i 
but ‘“‘as prescribed,” therefore imposing no duty upon the le 


; 
a 


there is no 


< elections. 


Now, I am in 


gan for this reason: The right to elect Senators by the peo 
will be of little value to a State unless there shall also ac 
company that the right to nominate the men who are voted f 
at the polls. There are many States in this Union to-day 
need not undertake to mention them—where this amendment to 
the Constitution will be of little value, because special interests 
will nominate in both political parties the candidates for the 
United States Senate, and the will be compelled to 
choose between two, neither of whom will be representative of 
them. If this right was reserved to contral the 


ny 
My 


neaonle 


elections | 


| the Federal Government, if this amendment proposed by the 


gentleman from Michigan shall be adopted, that right can | 
guaranteed to the people of every State—the right to nomi 


}as well as elect. 


| 


| to pass a primary law providing for the nomination of Senat 


It would be entirely practicable and feasible for this Congre 


I 
and Members of the House of Representatives providing tl 
that law shall be operative only in States where direct nomina 
tions have not been provided for by their State legislatures, 
| and, further, that it shall cease to be operative whenever any 
State by its legislature provides for the direct nomination o 
these officials. But under this resolution as it comes from t! 
committee and as you propose to adopt it to-day it will | 
| absolutely impossible for the Federal Government or this C 
gress to ever pass such a law in the future, and is th 
gentleman upon that side of the House who would 1 
favor of that kind of a law, who would not be in favor of dir 
nomination of Senators and Representatis 1 
well as their election; and yet you are deliberately deprivi: 
the Congress of the power to secure to the people that 1 
of directly nominating as well as directly electing. I und 
stand, of course, the fear upon the part of the gentleme 
that side of the House of the Federal Government cont: 
the elections in certain portions of our country, 
fering with the legislative restrictions that would 
around the ballot, but I wish to remind you that that is 
safeguarded in the resolution as it comes from your con 
and is not touched in any way by the amendment proposed | 
the gentleman from Michigan. ‘The resolution provides that 


the electors in each State shall have the qualifications requisite 
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for electors in the most numerous branch of the State legislature, 
and that will remain as it is, and if the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Michigan is adopted Congress will have 
no power to change in any way these State laws with reference 
to who shall be entitled to vote for United States Senators. 

Are you asking anything more than that, and are you afraid 
of anything else than that? I believe that if this committee 
that has reported this bill had considered the matter fully, and 
especially had considered the suggestion that I make as to the 
nomination of Senators by the different political parties, as well 
as their election, they, too, and this House, would have been 
in favor of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Michigan. [Applause.] 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen]. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the election of 
United States Senators by direct vote of the people. I think 
the time has come when the Senators should be as responsive to 
the public will as the Members of the House are. The people 
of the United States justly believe that the Senators are not 
now responsive to the public will. The resolution, as reported 
from the committee over which the distinguished gentleman 


from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] presides, is not complete, and I | 


regret very much to discover in the reading of it that it ex- 


cludes the Congress of the United States from the privilege of 


regulating the method of electing United States Senators. It 
seems to me that the Congress should retain the power to regu- 
late the election of the met to this office. 
power to perpetuate itself. It should not leave to the States 
the right to make such laws as they choose on a question that 
involves the integrity of the country. States may have differ- 
ent interests than the country may have as a whole, and the 
Congress should always be in control.” I regret that we are not 
to be able to vote for a bill which gives that right to the 
Congress. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 
Mr. MADDEN. Certainly. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
he is in favor of the resolution but opposed to that feature of 

it which takes away from Congress the power to regulate. 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. This Constitution has been in 
operation for more than a century. Has the Federal Govern- 
ment ever attempted to control or regulate the election of Sena- 
tors by reason of that power? 

Mr. MADDEN. That is no reason, however, why the Gov- 
ernment should have the power to control taken away from it, 
and the very fact that it has not exercised it should not be a 
reason why it should not have the power to exercise it. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Does not the gentleman believe 
that, in view of what we know, historically at least—and none 
of us know anything about it personally—and what we know 
of the methods by which Senators are sometimes elected, and 
of deadlocks existing all over the country, and that the Federal 
Government has not in a hundred years exercised its powers, 
it is about time the people should begin to exercise it? 

Mr. MADDEN. 
power. 
elect Senators in Congress would prevent deadlocks. I believe 
the power should be taken away from the legislatures to elect 
Senators. The people are best qualified to elect the men to 
represent them, and the men representing them in any legisla- 


tive branch of the Government, whether in the Senate or in | 


the House, or in the legislatures of the various States, ought to 
be responsive to the public will; and the time has come when 
the people of the United States are going to insist upon the 
enactment of a law which will give them jurisdiction over their 
own servants. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Prince]. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, Abraham Lincoln, the greatest 
man Illinois ever gave to the Nation or to the world, said: 
“This is a government of the people, for the people, and by the 
people.” He implicitly trusted in the plain people of this coun- 
try. We on this side of the House, who believe in him and in 
his utterances, can safely trust this ques‘ion to the people of 
this country. True it is that the fathers saw fit to put the 
provision in the Constitution as it now exists. That constitu- 
tional convention which finally adopted this great instrument 
was presided over by the greatest man this country ever gave 
to the world, George Washington, who acted as president of 
the constitutional convention, and deputies, representing 12 
States of the Union, signed and approved this Constitution. 


It should control the | 


As I understand the gentleman, | 


I believe the people should exercise the | 
I believe that delegating to the people the power to | 


Here is a provision to amend that Constitution. I a) 
favor of the election of Senators by the people. I so voted y: 
ago as a member of the Illinois Legislature. Every time t}).r 
question has been presented in this body I have so voted. 

I regret exceedingly that the movers of this amendment | 
seen fit to strike out these words: 

But the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such 1 
tions except as to the places of choosing Senators. 

They leave in this resolution these words: 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators + 
be prescribed in each State by the legislature thereof. 

There are to-day 46 States in the Union. Two more 
knocking at the door, making 48. This provision allows 
States to provide 48 different times, 48 different places, and 4. 
different manners of holding elections for Senators of 

| United States, without limiting in the slightest degree 
power vested in the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gent}: 

| from Wisconsin? 
| Mr. PRINCE. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman says this will permit ele 
at 48 different times in 48 different places. How will he | 
that? 

Mr. PRINCE. We can control it by limiting the manne: 
| limiting it except as to the places of choosing Senators. 
that we are forbidden. As to the time and place, this 1 
fies it. 

Mr. COOPER. 

The SPEAKER. 
| from Wisconsin? 

Mr. PRINCE. 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. PRINCE. What have we? This body here, made 1) 
392 men, comes from the body of the people. Yonder | 
| comes from the body of the people through the selectmen. \\e 
| propose to have the other body selected by the same class 
| people as that which selects this body. 

Where do they come from? From the people. Why shoud 
| we say that this body and another body coming from the | 

| of the people shall not have the right by law to make or : 
such regulations except as to the places of choosing Senators? 
The power comes from the people. The power of this House 
comes from the people. We are amenable to them. We xo 
back to them. The other body will also be amenable to tl 
people of the United States, and I am frank to say that | 
| believe the people will make fewer mistakes in the selection of 
Senators than perhaps the interests of this country have n 

in the selection of Senators. For that reason I favor tle 
amendment, and if I can not get that, I will favor the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minuics 
to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Srsson]}. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi is recos- 
nized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that gentleme: 
nnnecessarily alarmed about the provisions of this bill. In 
first place, 1 call the attention of gentlemen to the fact 
under the present Constitution it is utterly impossiblie—— 

A MempBer. Louder! 

Mr. SISSON. That is the first time that request was ever 
|} made of me in my life. [Laughter.] I call the attention «f 
| gentlemen to the fact that under the present Constitution ( 
gress has no right to regulate who shall vote for the vari:iis 
| members of the State legislature or the State senate. Tl 
fore the States have under the present Constitution the ri: 
| to provide for the election of their own legislatures in 1! 
oe way, provided they do not violate any provision of 
| fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Federal Consti'\!- 

tion. That power is sacred, and ought to be sacred to al! | 
States. That power is necessary to the small States 
Rhode Island. It is necessary to all the States, like Mai 
New Hampshire, and Massachusetts, because in yonder } 
they can protect and defend themselves from the strong rc} 
sentation that comes from the more populous and larger Stat: 

It was upon that idea that this power should live and be ‘ 

vital thing and have a vital force in these smaller States |! 

the Constitution was framed. Otherwise you never could b:i\: 
formed this great Government. The smaller States would nevir 
have consented to the compact. Why? Because in the Hous: 
of Representatives as the large States increased in population 
their power correspondingly increased in the House, and re!::- 
tively the smaller States would have less power. As new Stat«s 
are carved out of the vast territory west of the small States the 


Will the gentleman yield? 
Will the geutleman yield to the gentle 


I regret, Mr. Speaker, that I hardly hav: 
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power of the small State would be less effective in the Senate 
to control Federal legislation. It was therefore not only put 
in the Constitution at the instance of the small States—the pro- 
vision that no State should be deprived of its equal suffrage in 
the Senate without its own consent—but it was nowhere per- 
mitted in the Constitution that Congress could regulate the elec- 
tion of State officers; and since the power to elect Senators is 
placed in the various State legislatures Congress could not in 
any way reach the State elector or his right to vote for a State 
senator or representative. 

Now, under this provision in this amendment it does just 
exactly thet thing. It does no more than that. It is intended 
to do no more than that. It is intended that the qualifications 
of the State electors, when they go to vote directly for a Sena- 
tor. shall be exactly what their qualifications would be if they 
yoted for a State legislator, who, as the constitution now is, 
votes for a Senator beeause he is in the legislature of the State. 
Now, if you permit the authority in Article I, section 4, of the 
Constitution to be extended to the power that elects United 
States Senators, and if that power is the people, then, to leave 
Article I, section 4, as it is, you take away from the electors 
of the small States the right to send their Senators to the 
United States Senate with the State integrity absolutely secure 
from congressional interference. Senator Lopce—I believe it 
is against a rule of the House to call the name of a Senator— 
made a very strong speech, the strongest that has been made 
upon that proposition, that this was a direct blow at the doc- 
trine of State sovereignty and the integrity of the State. Now, | 
the amendment under consideration was intended to meet that 
objection and for the purpose of preserving the integrity of the 
State, and enabling each and every State to elect its own 
Senators by those who are qualified under their own State laws 
and constitutions. But if election laws could be written and 
prescribed by Congress, it would deprive the smaller States of 
that protection which they now enjoy and the safeguard which | 
is now thrown around them. For example: 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and 


Representatives shall be prescribed in each State by the legislature | 
thereof. 


Under the present law it does not matter what sort of regula- | 
tions this Congress may make in referring to the manner of | 
electing the Senators by the legislatures of the States. They 
do not and can not under the Constitution interfere with the 
present election laws of the States, which prescribe the qualifi- 
— of the electors for the various branches of the State 
egislature. 

But if this clause is permitted to remain in the Constitution 
just as it is now, and Senators are elected by the people, then | 
you would extend the power of Congress so that it could do 
with the Senators what it now does with the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to wit, it might prescribe election laws that differ 
with the election laws of the various States, and might enlarge 
or reduce the suffrage in each State in accordance with the wis- 
dom of Congress. It is for that very reason that Article I, 
section 4, was modified by the distinguished Senator who pre- 
pared the proposed amendment. A Republican Senator of dis- 
tinction prepared this bill with a great deal of care, in order | 





that it might maintain the Government of the United States in 
its exact form, reserving to all the States the equal power which | 
they now have, and not depriving the States of that power. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Even if the amendment which I 
have proposed should be adopted, would not the resolution con- 
tain this language?— 


The electors in each State shall have the qualifications requisite f 
electors of the most numerous branch of the State legislateres we: 


And if that be true, how can the United States interfere with 

jhe qualifientions of electors of the State and reduce the num- 

er? 

Mr. SISSON. That is the Constitution as it now is; but if 
you leave section 4 of Article I just as it is— 
But the ¢ 
ations except as to the places of choosing Benatorsce “Ut*t "UCR TeeW 
That can only affect the body which now has the 
power to 

bee which is the State legislature. The sovereign State now 

as the sole right to determine who shall vote for the Members 
of the various branches of the legislature. 

= YOUNG of Michigan. And they would still have it. 

‘ r. SISSON. No; they would not. The power of election 
- United States Senators is now lodged in a delegated body in 
: a State, the State legislature, and that delegated body in the 

te having the power to elect is the only thing that could be 
regulated by Congress under the present Constitution. The 
power to regulate does not reach back to the suffrage that 
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| or against a certain candidate for the Senate. 


elects the members of the various branches of the legislature of 
the several States. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. SISSON. I do. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Perhaps a reply to the question asked by the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Younc] may be found in this 
fact, that the amendment would give to the Congress of the 
United States control over the manner of holding elections, and 
while it could not determine what were the qualifications of 
electors, could not fix the qualifications of electors in regulating 
the manner of holding the election, it could pass upon the ques- 
tion as to who came within the qualifications as fixed by the 
State; and by having the power to determine whether a given 
individual did or did not come within the State qualifications, 
the Federal law might be able to override the State law; and 
that position was admitted by Senator Roor. 

Mr. SISSON. I thank the gentleman from Kentucky, who 
states the position that I take more clearly than I can state it, 
because he is always clear on every proposition. 

Now, I want to call your attention to another thing. No 
member of any State delegation here ought to be afraid to trust 
the people of his State. 

This Government is no better than the States. You can not 
make this Government any better than the States. You can 
not make a good government out of States that are themselves 
corrupt and bad. You can not make out of it any better Gov- 
ernment than the States make themselves. Now, under the 
present law the great trouble is that the election of a United 
States Senator overshadows the State election. The qualifica- 
tions of the various candidates for the State legislatures are lost 
sight of, and we vote for or against a man because he favors or 
does not favor a certain man for the United States Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi 
has expired. 


Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen- 


| tleman five minutes more. 


Mr. SISSON. I thank the gentleman. Now, in those States 
where they have no primary election law, but have nominating 
conventions, the nominating convention in the county and sena- 
torial districts will be controlled in the interest of a certain 
candidate for a United States Senator. Therefore we would, 


| if we could, have election laws so that a man would vote for a 


State legislator or for a member of the State senate upon his 
qualifications for that particular office, and not because he has 


|'a preference for a certain candidate for the United States 


Senate. Each State must have the right, which it now has, 
of electing its own State officers in its own way, without dis- 
turbing in the least the integrity of the State in its own elec- 
tion laws. How much better it would be if, in addition to this, 


| we could elect Senators directly, so that our State legislators 


would be elected on their merit, and not because they are for 
sut any reso- 
lution that receives my support must be one which will not per- 
mit Congress to pass a law to supervise elections in a State. 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 

Mr. KENDALL. The power now resides in Congress to have 
a general supervision over the membership, and it has never 
been abused in the history of the country, has it? 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not want my distinguished 
friend to put it up to me to answer that question. 

Mr. KENDALL. I thought that the gentleman would 
want to answer it. 

Mr. SISSON. If I had time, I would like to tell my distin- 
guished friend from Iowa some facts that would cause him to 
be uneasy sometimes about partisan control, when passion runs 
high; but I thank God that that time is passed. This is no 
time or place to reopen the wounds of the past; they are healed. 
Let us not even refer to our differences of the past while dis- 
cussing this great question, which means so much to our great 
Republic. The day is long since passed when we should inject 
these questions into our discussions on this floor. My distin 
guished young friend should not try to do this, and I will not 
at this time allow him to lead me into a discussion that would 
tend to revive the old feeling. I thank God that it has gone; and 
may He never send any more fratricidal strife, but may the 
dove of peace forever hover around this Capitol, and may we 
be permitted to discuss these questions apart from those recol- 
lections. [Applause.] 


not 
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I come from that section which has sometimes been charged | the people shall be, as it ought to be, the supreme law o: 
with being without patriotism and without love for the common | land. [Applause.] 
country, but I yield to no man in my love and devotion to this Mr. RUOKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 mi 
Government. I can point with pride to the devotion of the | to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STaNLEy]. 
noble > people of the South whose faith and love for this Govern- Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have been deeply imp: 
n¢ ive been tried in the fires of persecution and the crucible | by what has been said by the gentleman from Massach 
0 of opp ,ression, and who have been found to be pure gold. We} [Mr. McCati] and by other gentlemen on that side o;: ' 
ill defend with pride our common country with our lives, and I | Chamber about the sacredness of the Constitution of the | | 





a 


inion that every able-bodied man who lives in my section of | States; about the care and the hesitancy with which we ¢! i 
the country, if need be, will die in defense of our Federal Govy- | approach it in any attempt to alter it in any material re: 
ernment. [Applause.] I am firmly convinced that as eras have produced gre: 


So let us not go back and dig up any embers of the past in | plorers or poets or soldiers, so there are times in the 2 
discussing this matter; let us discuss it on its merits, I have | of men when great jurists and great statesmen execute ; 
confidence in the people of Maine, in the God-fearing, honest | mortal work, not for a single generation, but for all their 
people of Vermont and Massachusetts, California and Oregon. | dren and their children’s children who are to follow th: 
I believe these people may be trusted in their integrity and | the succeeding centuries. I believe that Jefferson and Ma 
patriotism to do the right thing for the common country, and | and Hamilton and Washington erected an edifice so perf: 
that our flag will not have a star dimmed in its beauty unless | gl] its details, so beautiful in its structure, so firm and imm 
the Federal Government should lay violent hands upon the ! in its foundations, that it shall live through the centurio i 
sovereignty of these States and deprive them of the right to| that when nations and languages and empires shall have )« 
handle their own local questions in their own local way. [AD-| ished, the Constitution of the United States, still intact ona 


plause. ] still preserving these institutions under the flag, shall be the 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. wonder and the admiration of all men a thousand years 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes | now. [Applause.] 

to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sutzer]. Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, ever since I have been a Mem- Mr. STANLEY. Certainly. 

ber of this House—going on 17 years—I have advocated and Mr. COOPER. Did I understand the gentleman in his ; . 
worked faithfully to bring about the election of Senators in| of Washington and Jefferson and Hamilton and Madi 1 
Congress by the direct vote of the people. In every Congress | those other great men, to found it largely upon their mag 

in which I have served I have introduced a joint resolution— | work in making the Constitution of the United States? 
substantially similar to the joint resolution now under consid- Mr. STANLEY. Mr, Speaker, I did not catch the qu 
eration—to amend the Constitution to accomplish this most de- Mr. COOPER. Did I understand the gentleman w! 
sirable reform, and the record will show that I have done every- | snoke with such splendor of language and imagery of 

thing in my power, in Congress and out of Congress, to secure | ington, of Jefferson, of Hamilton, and Madison, and 


its accomplishment. great men, that he was at the same time eulogizing or s; 
Without any vanity I can justly say that I am the author | jn complimentary terms of their master product, the Co: 
of this reform. On several occasions my resolution has passed | tion of the United States? 
he House, only to fail in the Senate, but it is just as sure to Mr. STANLEY. In my feeble way I intended to do so 
be written into our Constitution, soorier or later, as the sun Mr. COOPER. .Will the gentleman please tell mm 
is to rise to-morrow. Thomas Jefferson had to do with the Constitution? He 
I am opposed to delegating away the rights of the people, and | not in the convention at all. [Laughter on the [epu! 
where they have been delegated away I would restore them to | side.] 
the people. I trust the people, and I believe in the people. Mr. STANLBPY. Mr. Speaker, I will take pleasure in « 
With Jefferson I believe that all governments derive their just| .5 ‘The Declaration of Independence itself was the spi 
powers from the consent of the governed, and hence I want to which the Constitution is the letter. [Applause.] I hap) 
restore to the people the right now delegated to the legislatures have here in my desk a letter from Thomas Jefferson | 
by the framers of the Constitution, so that the Senators as well Madison, and I thought I could lay my hands on it, « 
as Members of Congress shall be elected directly by the people, this very question. It is true that the Sage of M 
and the Government thus become more and more a representa- | throughout that discussion before the Constitution was w1 
tive democracy, where brains, fitness, honesty, ability, experi- and after it was written, was consulted by the men who 
ence, and capacity, and not wealth and subserviency, shall be it as an oracle and as a guide. [Applause on the Dem: 
the true qualifications for both branches of the Federal Legis- side.] It is true that to Thomas Jefferson more than | 
lature. other we owe the Bill of Rights, now in the Constitution, \ 
The people all over this country now demand this much- | js in verity the shield and sword to the oppressed of this 
needed change in the Federal Constitution, so that they can try. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I would comm 
vote directly for Senators in Congress, and they appeal to us| the gentleman to study the life, the writings, and the ac! 
to enact this law to give them that right. It is not a partisan | ments of Thomas Jefferson. With his splendid intellec’ 
question, neither is it a sectional issue. The demand reaches | pis proad statesmanship, could he get out of the bog, cc 
us from all parts of the land and from men in all political | gojow the narrow politicians, and stand for a few 
parties with a degree of unanimity that is quite surprising. | ynder the effulgence of Jefferson’s eloquence and his wi: 
It is our duty to respect the wishes of the people and to give | the distinguished gentleman from Wisconsin would surely : 
them a uniform law allowing them to vote for Senators in| this side of the Chamber. [Applause and laughter 01 
Congress just the same as they now vote for Representatives in | Democratic side.] 
Congress, Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield: 
The United States Senate is the last bulwark of the predatory The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 
trusts. Here is the citadel of every unscrupulous monopoly. Mr. STANLEY. With pleasure. 
And more and more the special interests of the country, realiz-| Mr. LAFFERTY. I want the gentleman to understand 
ing the importance of the Senate, are combining their forces to | my query proceeds from a friendly motive. 
control the election of Federal Senators through their sinister Mr. STANLEY. Certainly. 
influence in State legislatures. Forty-six United States Sen- Mr. LAFFERTY. In an endeavor to arrive at a compr: 
xtors can prevent the enactment of a good law or the repeal of | that will be approved by the people and by the legislatu: 
a bad law. The United States Senate is the most powerful | possible, I desire to ask if we who are opposed to the surt 
legislative body in the world, and its Members should be elected | of the supervisory power of the Federal Government which 
by the people of the country just the same as the Representa-| neyer been exercised, in our opinion, to the detriment 0° 
tives in Congress are elected. This is of the utmost importance | South, are, asking the gentlemen on the other side to sur 
to every man in the Republic, because when the Senate is| or give up anything that they are now entitled to und 
directly responsible to the people they will control it; and then, | Constitution when we ask them to simply be satisfied with 
and not till then, will that important legislative body respond to | constitutional amendment providing for the direct election 
the will of the people. Senators without going further and asking for an addit 
The right to elect United States Senators by a direct vote of | amendment to the Constitution which destroys its symu 
the people is a step in advance and in the right direction. I | which destroys section 4, splits it in twain, and k av 
hope it will speedily be brought about. It is the right kind of | anomalous condition of the Federal Congress having the 
reform, and I hope it will be succeeded by others, until this | thority, if it should ever come to pass that it was prope! 
Government becomes indeed the greatest and the best and the | it to exercise that authority, to supervise the election of It 
freest Government the world has ever seen, where the will of ' sentatives, and no longer having authority to amend any 
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lations that may be made in regard to Senators? And I would 
desire the gentleman now to answer—and I am friendly to the 
resolution—whether or not it would not be better for the gen- 
tlemen on the other side to be satisfied —— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
has expired. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes 
more to the gentleman from Kentucky, and forbid anybody 
interfering with him in that time. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is recog- 
nized for 10 minutes additional, 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would answer the question 
of wy friend from Oregon had he propounded a question. 
(Laughter.] Now, if all that the gentleman says is true, the 
only thing that this amendment does is to give to the States 
the power that it has never exercised in a hundred years and 


| 
i 


will probably never exercise in the next hundred years. 
Mr. LAFFERTY. I would like to ask, Mr, Speaker, why | 
gentiemen on the other side—— 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield 
to the gentleman from Oregon? 

Mr. STANLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. In the same friendly motive, I would ask 
why gentlemen on the other side object to leaving the Constitu- 
tion in that regard stand just where it is and be satisfied with 
an 2zmendment for the direct election of Senators. 

Mr. STANLEY. I do not object to leaving the Constitution 


stay just where it is, and I am of the opinion it will be found | 


in the same locality whether we pass this amendment or not. 
Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit. 
Mr. STANLEY, Certainly. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Perhaps the answer to the gentleman from 


Oregon might be found in the fact that when you provide for | 


the direct election of Senators by the people, you do then en- 
large the power that the Federal Government will have over 
the power that it now possesses when they are elected by the 
legislatures of the various States, and it is not possible, as 
stated by the gentleman, to offer simply an amendment for the 


direct election of Senators and leave the situation in that 
particular in statu quo, 
Mr. STANLEY. Now, speaking in all seriousness to my 


friend from Oregon, the founders of the Constitution discussed 
at great length the wisdom of allowing the States to be repre- 
sented according to their population in this body and in an- 
other body according to their autonomy. Thomas Jefferson, 
immediately after the passage of the Constitution, wrote to 
Madison and said that he was delighted with the compromise 
made between the large and the small States at that time. The 
manner of the election of United States Senators was a detail 
which was almost entirely overlooked by the makers of the 
Coustitution. 
the Constitution which it now possesses, because 
method of election of United States Senators by the legislatures 
the Federal Government was absolutely prevented from inter- 
fering with their election, not in hee verba, but from the very 
nature of things. It is not contended that the Federal Govern- 
ment ever has or ever can interfere—— 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield 
to the gentleman from Oregon? 

Mr. STANLEY, Yes. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. I desire to ask the necessity, if there be 
any necessity, in submitting this constitutional amendment or 
—s any provision for the amending of section 4, which 
"eads: 


R The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and 
‘epresentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the legislature 
thereof, but the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such 


regulations, 

. Mr. STANLEY. I am speaking to that point right now. The 
Congress never has and never will interfere with the time, the 
inner, or the places of selecting Senators under the law as it 
Low exists. Will this Congress ever think of interfering—— 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield? 
Mr. STANLEY. Yes. 

a '. LAFFERTY, In order to arrive at a decision it is nec- 
sears to ask the question—I do not desire to interfere or to 
© }resumptuous in the matter-—— 

Mr. STANLEY, I know it. 
‘ Me, LAFE ERTY. I want to ask this question: If Congress 
oan ae interfered, there ought not, it’ seems to me, to be 
aan that it ever will; but in the very nature of things it 
= S$ the conscience or the intelligence of a lawyer, as sug- 
gested by the able gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Mc- 





This amendment does not take any power from | 
over the | 


| absolute 


CALL], that Congress should surrender the power of providing 
for its own perpetuity. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would respectfully suggest to 
the gentleman that in different language he has asked me the 
same question four different times. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STanN- 
LEY] declines to yield further. 

Mr. STANLEY. I will let the gentleman finish that question. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Since it does appear that there is a division 
upon that material point between the North and the South, as 
you understand, as to the surrender of this power, which is not 
material according to the gentleman’s own statement—— 

Mr. STANLEY. I wish to be patient with the gentleman, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. LAFFERTY (continuing). 
with it? 

Mr. STANLEY. I desire to be courteous, but I hope to finish 
this sentence, and I will not have any more time than is neces 
sary to do that. Now, in effect, we are not depriving the Federal 
Government of any actual power which it now possesses. It 
could not in the nature of things interfere with the election, 
by the very wording of the Constitution, of members of the 
legislature or of Senators. The States have the sole and the 
right to choose the members of both bodies of the 
legislature without any interference by the Federal Govern- 
ment. Those members, when elected, in the very nature of 
| things, have the right to fix the manner of the election of United 
States Senators. The reasons which have led the Federal Goy- 
|ernment to interfere with the election of Members of this 
body, being founded upon representation, upon population, there 
has come, and there may a clash between the Federal 
|} and the State Governments. 

The number of Senators being absolutely fixed by the Con 
stitution, the details of their election being arranged under the 
Constitution, now exists, the Federal Government hever 
could, never has, and never can successfully interfere with a 
State in the selection of her Senators. 

The whole purpose of this amendment is simply to allow the 
people, acting directly, to exercise their power just as they do 
now when acting through the members of the legislature. 

I favor this amendment because it is a mere detail that the 
framers of the Constitution could not anticipate. The per- 
sonnel of the Senate for 50 years after the adoption of the 
| Constitution of the United States shows that Senators then were 
| responsive to and were named by the people. Conditions have 
| changed, both social and industrial, so that it becomes neces- 

sary that we should now change the method of electing United 

| States Senators in order that they may be directly responsive 
| to the people and be named by them, as they were in the days 
| when the Constitution was first adopted. 

Your fears are unfounded for another reason. You must 
remember that when the Constitution of the United States was 
adopted there were two mooted questions, one of which was 
whether a State was absolutely sovereign, clothed with the right 
to retire peacefully from this bond of sisterhood. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again expired. 

Mr. STANLEY. I would like one minute more. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman the time 
| he desires in which to finish the sentence. 

Mr. STANLEY. The other position was that the States were 
indestructible. The question of the right of a State to secede 
| has been settled by the arbitrament of war. From that hour 
| until this the indestructibility of the State is the thing that 
has been in danger. If this Government is ever destroyed, it 
will be because of the fact that we have become a compact 
Federal Union, an empire, and not because the States have en- 
croached upon the rights of the Federal Government. Those 
who would preserve the Union as founded by the fathers need 
not look with a jealous eye upon the authority of the States 
as such, but we owe it to ourselves to preserve and encourage 
the States in exercising to the utmost all of their local author- 
ity and preserving inviolate their local autonomy. [Applause.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from California [Mr. Raker]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California 
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I am most heartily in favor of 
the election of United States Senators by direct vote of the 
people, and there can be no question but that the people of the 
United States are in favor of electing United States Senators 
by direct vote of the people. The Democratic Party has stood 
for this for many years. The Democratic Party in the last 
three national conventions has passed a resolution declaring 
that its members were in favor of the election of United States 
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Seuators by direct vote of the people. The people of the State 
of California for the last 20 years have been studying and 
trying in every way possible how they might secure a repre- 
sentation in the United States Senate of their choice, selected 
by the people and not by the system, and I have presented here 
a resolution that passed the State Legislature of California in 
favor of electing Senators of the United States by the people. 
We in California passed a constitutional amendment giving the 
State legislature the power to adopt a law so that we may desig- 
nate our choice by a direct vote of the people, and at the last 
legislature we succeeded in passing a bill which is, in sub- 
stance, the law of Oregon, providing that the people might 
express their will and might put up to their State senators and 
representatives the question as to how they stand upon that 
subject of election of United States Senators in order that the 
voters might vote intelligently and in order that the great body 
of the people might be represented and know where their rep- 
resentatives stood on this subject before they were elected. 

But I want to ask my friends on this side of the House, In 
what Democratic convention, or at what time, or at what place 
it has ever been discussed, it has ever been determined as a 
question of Democratic principle, that we should amend para- 
graph 1 of section 4 of Article I of the Constitution? [Applause 
on the Republican side.] At what time have we ever gone 
before the American people telling them that while we were 
in favor of electing United States Senators by direct vote of 
the people, we were in favor of changing that wise provision 
of the law which gives this Congress the power to supervise 
the election of Representatives and the election of Senators? 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

And now I appeal to you, my Democratic friends, and I want 
you to think before you vote on this side. If we are in good 
faith, if we are in earnest, if we are determined that this pro- 
posed constitutional amendment to the first paragraph of sec- 
tion 3 of Article I shall go to the several States and be adopted, 
and thereby give the people the right to elect the United States 
Senators hy direct vote, let us put the amendment in the form 
that has been discussed for the last 20 years by the American 
people and the form that they stand for. Do not have a rider 
to it. Do not put something to it that they have never dis- 
cussed. You know that State after State in this Union may 
defeat this proposed constitutional amendment that we are so 
ardent for, that we have prayed so long for, that we have de- 
served—that we might have it for the purpose of rectifying 
the wrongs that have been committed, that we might have it 
for the purpose of giving the people a chance in the United 
States Senate and dragging from that body the moneybags, and 
putting men in there who will represent the people and not the 
system, if we burden it with too many riders. [Applause.] 
I ask my Democratic friends now—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Will the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Youne] use some of his time now? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I will yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Morgan]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma is recog- 
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to let this oppor- 
tunity pass without expressing my approval of the principle of 
the election of United States Senators by the direct vote of the 
people, I believe now, as I have believed for years, that the 
Constitution of the United States should be amended so as to 
permit the electors of the several States to elect the United 
States Senators by direct vote as they now elect Representa- 
tives in Congress. It is unfortunate that the proposed amend- 
ment is made objectionable by the provision which takes from 
Congress the authority, as provided in Article I, section 4, of the 
Constitution, to control the times and manner of electing Sena- 
tors, but leaves Congress the authority to control the manner 
of_ electing Representatives in Congress. This injects a new 
question into the proposition, which in the end may defeat the 
amendment itself. If so, the Democratic majority in this 
House will be responsible for the defeat of the legislation that 
is so universally demanded by the people. I shall vote to 
amend the resolution so as to present the one proposition, 
allowing the people to vote directly in the election of Senators; 
but if this amendment shall be lost, I shall then vote for the 
propesed amendment to the Constitution as it comes from the 
committee, trusting to the other branch cf the Congress to 
properly xmend the proposition so as to make it unobjectionable. 

I shal’ vote for the amendment to the Constitution for the 
following reasons: 

First. Because I believe in so doing I express the will of the 
great majority of my constituents, and while I remain a Mem- 
ber of this House I shall always feel it my duty to represent 
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my constituents in every vote I cast. I represent a d 
very evenly divided in politics, and in casting my vote 
measure I believe I express the will of my constituents— 
crats, Socialists, and Republicans alike. 

Second. I am in favor of this amendment, because | 
judgment approves it. In affairs of our National Gover 
and especially in legislative matters, I am in favor of 
tribution rather than in the concentration of power. [ | 
it is safer to let all the electors vote on the election of s; 
than to limit the number to the very few who may happen 
elected members of the various legislatures. 

Third. I believe, on the average, better men will be e| 
the United States Senate. By this I do not mean to ref! 
those who have been elected to the Senate under our | 
system. But under the present system unknown men a1 
elected to the Senate as so-called “dark horses.” If the 
elect directly, the men elected will be more apt to be: 
have attained great prominence in the State, who have 
reputation for ability, and who are known for their i 
and high character. 

Fourth. In my opinion, the change in the manner of « 
of Senators will give us, on the whole, better Inaws an 
legislation. If we get better men, we will have bett: 
because the ability, patriotism, and character of legislate: 
always be reflected in the laws which they enact. 

Fifth. I believe, when elected by a direct vote of the | 
Senators will be more responsive to the will of the peo 
Senator is elected for a term of six years. To my n 
seems wise that after six years of service he should go } 
his State and submit his record to the electors of his Stat 

Sixth. In my judgment this change in the manner of « 
Senators will tend, at least, toward the purity of the « 
of Senators. Corrupt methods may be used even when tli 
ple shall vote directly, but the danger is not so great, and 
more difficult to corrupt the people constituting the man n 
to corrupt the legislators constituting the few. There are other 
reasons that I might give, if I had the time, but my ti 
limited, 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ok 
has expired. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to have one minute more. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield to the gentlema: 
minute. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘I believe my colleague [Mr. Frrris] | 
in the Hall of the House at this time. I regret he is not | 
In his remarks a few minutes ago he criticized the Rem 
Party for not enacting this legislation during its long le: 
power. I wish to remind the gentleman that it was tf! 
publican State of Oregon that first adopted the legislatio: 
in practice permitted the people to elect their Senators by di: 
vote, even without any constitutional authority therefor. 
that, notwithstanding this example set by the Republican 
of Oregon, the Democratic leaders of Oklahoma who co! 
the constitutional convention which framed the constitut 
the State of Oklahoma, and have controlled by large maj 
the legislatures of our State, have failed to give the p 
Oklahoma any opportunity to express, at the general el 
their choice for United States Senators. This, too, in fx 
the fact that Republicans have been demanding that the | 
be given this right. 

The SPEAKER. 
has again expired. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield five minutes to the ¢ 
man from Idaho [Mr. FrRencnH]. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, in the time at my dis; 
can not hope to add anything to the broad question of th 
tion of Senators by the direct vote of the people. Person 
am in favor of that proposition. It would be academic f 
to refer to the principles that were advocated by the fr: 
of the Constitution when the provision which we are con 
ing was drafted into it. The words of Roger Sherman an 
Gerry and others of that time indicate that some of them 
imbued with the idea that the Senate should be a bod); 
would represent the wealth of this country; that would ri 
sent the interests as against the masses of the people; | 
should be elected by a few because the people dare n: 
trusted. I shall not argue this point, because I take it that 
the majority of the Members of this body believe, as I believe, 
in the intelligence and the responsibility of the people. 

I do, however, want to call attention to one or two Maiters 
that have arisen this afternoon with respect to the amendments 
that have been proposed and the substitute that was offered 
by the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monper1]. The gentle 
man in addressing himself to his substitute, as I understand it, 
indicated that he was fearful that the language of the proposed 


The time of the gentleman from Ok! 
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stitutional amendment, if adopted, would give to the States | 








anner will appeal to most of them, I am for that manner; if 


nr 


ro nower to provide in any way they might choose for the | 
election of Senators, taking away from the people that which 
we seek to give to them, the power of electing Senators. 

Only a word with respect to that. It seems to me the lan- | 
euage ta lines 6, 7, and 8 nullifies his argument, because that | 
language is to the effect that the qualifications of electors of | 
Senators shall be those requisite for the “electors of the most | 
numerous branch of the State legislatures.” 

And more than that, lines 15, 16, and 17 indicate that that is 
the meaning of this whole amendment, when the language reads, 
with respect to the filling of vacancies, that the legislature of 
anv State may empower the executive thereof to make tempo- 
rary appointments “until the people fill the vacancy by elec- 
tio! Words could hardly be plainer, and I am opposed to the 
substitute, and pass from its discussion to another point that 
has been raised, namely, to the question whether or not we 
shall delegate to the States the power to elect the Senators 
c it the United States Congress exercising control over the | 
manner of the election. 

So far as I am coneerned, I have no objection to the amend- 
ment that has been proposed. I believe in passing the amend- 
ment to the Constitution, however, in such a manner as will | 
appeal to the most of the States of the Union. If the i 





the other manner, I am for that manner, because I betieve the 
reser 
Senators is not a vital principle that we need to stumble over. 
As I see it, the essence of the question is the election of United 
s Senators by direct vote of the people. 

I find myself in favor of that proposition, even without con- 
gressional control, for two reasons. 
that the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Constitu- 
tion provide an adequate safeguard of the citizenship of this 
country, and that in addition to this a sufficient safeguard of 
our form of government is found in the constitutional guar- 


State 


anty of a republican form of government. In the second 
place, I find myself in accord with it when I reflect that the 


people of this country to-day, the people of the several States, 
have already as great a responsibility upon them as is involved 
in the election of Senators, and they have proven themselves 
worthy of the responsibility. For more than a century our 
people have full well assumed the responsibility involved in 
the election of governors, the election of supreme courts, the 
election of Members of this great body, and the determining of 
the great policies and problems confronting the different Com- 
monwealths, and for that reason I am for the amendment to 
the Constitution. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, it is well and generally known that 
this is the most important question concerning our organic law 
that has come up for consideration and decision since the adop- 


ation to the Congress of the right to control election of | 
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of it, and it is proper and right that they should be; so I will 


not dwell at length upon this proposition, because there is 
practically no contention regarding it. 

To me there is one thing to be seriously considered, and that 
is the part of the resolution which provides for an amendment 


of section 4 of Article I, paragraph 1 


OF | i , of the Constitution, which 
is In the following language: 


The times, places, and manner of holding ti for Senators and 
Representatives shall be prescribed in ea State by the legisidture 
thereof; but the Congress may at any t LW ike or r such 
regulations, except as to the place of <« ig Se 

It is proposed in this resolution to amend and st e out 
that portion of the Constitution which gives to ¢ ss the 
right to regulate the election of Senators in s, and to 
give this power over entirely to the State legis! , so that 
it would read as follows: 

The times, places, and manner of holdi 
be as prescribed in each State by the : i } 

I am opposed to that proposition; I am 0; L to ¢ 
giving up its powers of regulating and ha 
power over the election of United States § ~ \ 
this power will probably be exercised, but the fact th 
known to exist would have a tendency to cause corr 
tures, such as has been known to exist in many State 
cent years, to honestly and fairly provide for holding el 
for United States Senators. 

[ therefore shall vote in favor of the amend t | ‘ y 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youne], to 1 1 to 

| Congress of the United States the power to regula the 1 
ner and time of holding elections for Senat If you 


In the first place, I believe | 


men of the majority by your votes transfer this power fi 


Congress to the State legislatures, you w be held to ac it 
by the American people. We are am * the Constitu 
as to take away from State legislatures the power of cl 
ing Senators because they have in many cases abused tl! 
power. Now, the resolution of the gentleman from Missouri 
| [Mr. Rucker} proepeses to give the leg é ddi ial 
power as to the time, manner, and place of elegtir ~ itors 
and to deprive the Congress of the United States of a rightful 
| supervision over this matter, a supervisi which Cong 
never has and never would abuse. You make a serious mistake, 
in my judgment, to vote down the amendment of the { 
man from Michigan [Mr. Youna], thereby depriving Congress 
of the rights it is now given in this regard by the Constit 
However, I am for the resolution. I prefer it be amended 
above indicated, but, whether amended or not, I intend voting 
for it and thus give to the people the right and power that they 


demand—rightfully demand—being proud indeed of the honor to 
cast my first vote in this House in favor of important a 
matter, one that is so universally demanded and so universally 


needed. This Government will never suffer by listening to 
| and granting the demands of the American people. [Applause.] 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield seven min S 


tion of the Constitution, and I agree that there is much force in | 


the argument that in so important a matter as destroying the 
principle upon which the Constitution was founded we should 
deliberate long and well. The only other amendments to the 
Constitution have been to secure human rights or to change 
the mechanism for the election of a President. This amend- 
ment changes the Constitution in one of its important principles, 

When the Constitution was framed and adopted, its makers 
were composed of our most able and learned statesmen. They be- 
lieved at that time that the best plan was to have United States 


Senators elected by the legislatures of the several States form- | 


ing the Union. 


They did not believe that the people at that | 


to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Nye}. 

Mr. NYE. Mr. Speaker, there is but one question which seen 
to be an issue. I believe that history is a rec 
human advance, and that the movement of the American 


rd of persister 


toward the exercise of more direct and more complete regula 
of legislation and of the election of their officers is « ‘ and 
will come to stay. I believe in this, I believe in the essentia! 
| thing in this resolution, the election of United Stat nator 
by the people. If the people make mistakes, let the 
mistakes. The world is full of mistakes. We learn by 
mistakes. 
tut we do touch upon a question which seems to me to 


time should be intrusted with the direct election of Senators. | 


W e are all well acquainted with the arguments and reasons 
given at that time for their action. In favoring this amend- 
ment to-day we are not questioning their judgment of that day. 
mx erlence and time are the best teachers, however, and from 
them and from long consideration by the American people I 
‘um thoroughly convinced that the best interests of this Gov- 
crninent and of its people lies in the adoption of this amend- 
ment, thereby giving to the people the right to elect “their 
-uators by direct vote and not by the State legislatures. The 
jucsment of the people, when formed after long and serious 
ange consideration, is the best criterion for those to g 
7 who have been intrusted with making the laws. The people 
sina to elect by direct vote United States Senators—their 
whe ant made up on that proposition. They have had seme 
elie lessons in the necessity of taking away from State 
amen this right. We all know that it is best that this 
remnaaa re should pass. There is no division of this House as 
well ad S amendment on partisan lines. Upon this side, as 
involve Ee at the other, we are all in favor of the principle 

in this resolution. The American people are in favor 


sacred, the one that eliminates from the Constitution t! 


given to Congress to legislate as to the manner and tin ) 

| election of Federal officers. Under that clause of the C 
tion Congress has passed legislation. Back, I think, in 1 
such legislation was passed. I call attention of the Ho 
some of the statements or language of the Supreme Cou! 
the United States while passing upon this legislatio 


It is impossible in the time that I have to give a 
consideration to these cases. The first one that I ! l 
is reported in 100 United States Reports, and is the of E 


Parte Siebold, a habeas corpus case. The other is 1 I 
110 United States, and is the case of Ex Parte Ya 
These cases involve the laws which were passed 1 
elections of Federal officers, Representatives d Federal 
clals. I eall attention to some of the language used by Mr. J 
tice Miller in the case which I last mentioned, and I « 
course, only read a small portion of the opinion: 

That a government whose essential character : 
executive head and legislative body are both tive, ¥ 
numerous and powerful branch of the Iegislature is elected | t! 


cure this election 


people directly has no power by appropriate laws to 
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from the influence of violence, of corruption, and of fraud is a propo- 
sition so startling as to arrest attention and demand the gravest 
consideration. 

If this Government is anything more than a mere aggregation of dele- 
gated agents of other States and governments, each of which is superior 
to the General Government, it must have the power to protect the elec- 
tions on which its existence depends from violence and corruption. 

If it has not this power, it is left helpless before the two great 
natural and historical enemies of all republics—open violence and 
insidious corruption * * * 

Will it be denied that it is in the power of that body [the Congress] 
to ptovide laws for the proper conduct of those elections? ‘To provide, 
if necessary, the officers who shall conduct them and make return of 
the result? And especially to provide, in an election held under its 
own authority, for security of life and limb to the voter while in the 
exercise of this function? Can it be doubted that Congress can by law 
protect the act of voting, the place where it is done, and the man who 
votes, from personal violence or intimidation and the election itself 
from corruption and fraud? 

If this be so, and it is not doubted, are such powers annulled because 
an election for State officers is held at the same time and place? Is it 
any less important that the election of Members of Congress should be 
the free choice of all the electors because State officers are to be elected 
at the same time? 

These questions answer themselves; and it is only because the Con- 
gress of the United States, through long habit and long years of for- 
bearance, has, in deference and respect to the States, refrained from 
the exercise of these powers that they are now doubted. 

But when in pursuance of a new demand for action that body, as it 
did in the cases just enumerated, finds it necessary to make additional 
laws for the free, the pure, and the safe exercise of this right of voting, 
they stand upon the same ground and are to be upheld for the same 
reasons. * * #*# 

If this were conceded, the importance to the General Government of 
having the actual election—the voting for those members—free from 
force and fraud is not diminished by the circumstance that the qualifi- 
cation of the voter is determined by the law of the State where he 
votes. It equally affects the Government, it is as indispensable to the 
proper discharge of the great function of legislating for that Govern- 
ment, that those who are to control this legislation shall not owe their 
election to bribery or violence, whether the class of persons who shall 
vote is determined by the law of the State or by law of the United 
States or by their united result. * * * 


In conclusion the court says: 

If the Government of the United States has within its constitutional 
domain no authority to provide against these evils, if the very sources 
of power may be poisoned by corruption or controlled by violence and 
outrage, without legal restraint, then, indeed, is the country in danger, 
and its best powers, its highest purposes, the hopes which it inspires, 
and the love which enshrines it, are at the mercy of the combinations 
of those who respect no right but brute force, on the one hand, and 
unprincipled corruptionists on the other. 

Mr. Speaker, this case and the other that I referred to deals 
with legislation which was passed pursuant to this clause of 
the Constitution which we have debated here this afternoon and 
from both cases it would seem that the legislation rested wholly 
and purely upon that clause, a clause which seems to me to be 
sacred. I do not understand why gentlemen in the House want 
to take. this out of the Constitution, at least upon so hasty con- 
sideration. 5 

Can we afford to divest Congress of a constitutional power 
which in its very nature is essential to the preservation of the 
Nation? What emergencies may arise in the future we can not 
tell, nor in what State or section nor at what time. But the 
provision is a wise one and was designed to provide against 
any condition of lawlessness or corruption that might defeat or 
tend to defeat honest elections of Federal officers. 

We do not distrust the people of any State, as intimated by 
gentlemen on the other side, but in matters of Federal su- 
premacy our trust should be in all the people rather than a 
part. I regard the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan 


as essential, because it leaves, as the framers of the Constitu- | 
tion intended, this necessary power with the whole people. | 


The amendment should be adopted. [Applause.] 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris]. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, there are involved in this pro- 
posed amendment two propositions. The one providing for the 
election of United States Senators by a direct vote of the people 
is the first one. That. I think, practically every Member of the 
House is in favor of. I regret that anyone should undertake to 
‘gain, or to try to gain, any partisan advantage in the discussion 
of this particular proposition. I have no desire to discuss it in 
any partisan way whatever, but I want briefly to call the atten- 
tion of my friends on the other side—those who undertook to 
make political capital out of it when they were boasting of the 
fact that the Republican Party had not seen fit to place this 
amendment in the Constitution when they were in power in both 
branches of the National Legislature—to the fact that when the 
Democratic Party was likewise in power in_both branches of 
the Congress it likewise failed to put it in the Constitution or to 
submit the amendment. 

As I have said, this resolution to amend the Constitution 
contains two separate and independent propositions. The first 
one, as I have mentioned, is the election of United States Sena- 
tors by the direct vote of the people. The other one is to 
change section 4 of Article I of the Constitution by taking away 





from Congress the power and the right to legislate in ; 
to the election of United States Senators and give such 
entirely and exclusively to the several States. The. 
changes in the Constitution are combined in this one res 
to amend. Unless the resolution can be amended, we } 
cept both of these amendments or reject them both. Tl. 
no connection with each other; they refer to separate | 
the Constitution, and I can see no logical reason wh) 
should be combined in this way. The proposed amend; 
take this power to legislate in regard to senatorial e|, 
away from Congress and give it to the States has nm 
ceived, so far as I know, the approval of any politica) 
and has never been favored by any considerable portion 
people. If we adopt the amendment to this resolution |) 
by the gentleman from Michigan, the effect of such amy 
will be to take out of the resolution that part which }) 
to take this jurisdiction and power of legislation in re, 
senatorial elections away from Congress. It will leav: 
the proposition to elect Senators by a direct vote of the ; 
It is, in my judgment, to be very seriously regretted t} 
gentlemen who have charge of this resolution have see 
combine these two propositions into one. I am extreme 
ious, and I believe the country is extremely anxious, to « 
the Constitution of the United States so as to provide { 
election of United States Senators by a direct vote of the 
themselves; but there are many citizens all over the « 
who, while they favor the election of Senators by dire 
are conscientiously and unalterably opposed to the pro; 
of taking away from Congress the right to control congress 
elections. 

While, personally, I think it would be unwise to tak. 
power away from Congress, yet I do not regard it mysvlf as 
a serious proposition, and the greatest objection I hay: 
incorporating these two propositions together is that ther 
great danger of defeating the main proposition by so doing, 
You will give to some of the special interests througho.t the 
country who are opposed to electing Senators by a direct vote 
an opportunity to get behind this other objection and thus def 
what we are really trying to accomplish. Other men whi seri- 
ously object to this other change but yet honestly think 
ought to elect Senators by direct vote will be inclined to op juse 
the adoption of the amendment because you have coup! o1 
to the proposition which they favor another proposition w'! 
they condemn, and it will therefore lose many votes and mucl 
of its force. 

This resolution to become effective must be approved |y ¢) 
legislatures of three-fourths of the States. If we are in es t, 
if we want to give the people of the country the right ani! the 
opportunity to change the Constitution and provide for the eclec- 
tion of Senators by direct vote of the people, then let us in 
good faith amend this resolution so that it will provide only 
for the election of Senators by the direct vote of the 
There would be no doubt, in my judgment, of the appro, 
this amendment by a sufficient number of the legislatur: 
we would submit it in this simple form and not couple 
with something that many people honestly and conscientious! 
oppose. If you desire to submit an amendment on this adi 
tional change, then let it be a separate amendment. Le! 
one stand on its own merits and then the legislatures 
choose both if they want to, but they will have the ri: 
reject one and accept the other. The danger is that this a 
ment in its present form will fail because you have co 


|on with a popular and desirable proposition one that 


demanded by the people and is condemned by a large 1! 
of people all through the country. 

I want also to call his attention to the fact that at the 
ent time, had the Democratic provision contained in the |) 
eratic national platform been complied with by the M: 
of the United States Senate belonging to the Democratic !’ 
we would have the question now submitted to the legis! 
of the several States. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I did not exactly unders' 
Mr. Speaker. Is the gentleman making some assault on 
Democratic Senator? 

Mr. NORRIS. No; Iam not; I am simply answering a ~ 
of gentlemen over on that side of the House who undert« 
lay all the blame on the Republican Party because we hai 
before had the election of United Statés Senators by direct 
and I want to say that, as a matter of fact, the men who 
against the election of United States Senators by direct 
are in my party and they are in yours, and those who al 
favor of it are likewise in both parties. 

Under no circumstances do I want to impugn the motives 
any man regardless of his politics on this question, and })«' 
heard the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. James] say in | 
debate that he was almost brought to the conclusion that (! 
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something ulterior in the motives of men who wanted to 
| this proposition, this resolution to change the Constitu- 
tion, and I theught a complete answer to that would be that 
e same reason it might be said that we should be ready 
ign your motives because you have two propositions to 
a in this resolution. You have coupled with one that 
everybody favors another one about which there is a serious 


was 


ame 
alll 


for 


dispute as to whether it ought to be adopted or not. Every- 
pody here is in favor, as far as I know, of the amendment pro- 
viding for the election of Senators by direct vote of the people. 
Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. NORRIS. In a moment. Why, then, for God’s sake, 
should you couple that proposition with another proposition 
that men are divided on and that is going to control the votes 


of many men on this proposition, not only here but before the 
gislatures of the different States, and which may defeat the 
whole thing? This amendment will have to be approved by 
three-fourths of the legislatures, and you have coupled two 
opositions together, one that is popular and everybody wants, 
I take it, and 
SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. NORRIS. . Can I have a little more time? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I can yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. NORRIS. And you have coupled it with another propo- 
sition which to me does not mean very much. I will favor the 
resolution whether the amendment of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan is adopted or not, but there are men all over the United 


pr 
pl 
as 





my 
ihe 


States, conscientious and honest, who are going to oppose in 
the legislatures of the States the approval of this amendment 


unless you take out of it everything except the simple election 
of United States Senators by the people. 
Mr. JAMES. The gentleman states that all on that side favor 


the election of United States Senators by direct vote of the |} 


eople. 

Mr. NORRIS. 
I do not know of any man who is against it on either side of 
this House. 

Mr. JAMES. Is not it true that the gentleman’s own politi- 
cal party has never yet had the courage in national convention 
to declare for it in any form? 

Mr. NORRIS. That is true, but while your own political 
party had the courage to put that in your platform, yet when 
you had an opportunity in the United States Senate to redeem 
that pledge to the people you failed to do it. 

Mr. JAMES. No; that is not true. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think it is. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. That is a long time ago, before 
they commenced buying up legislatures. 

Mr. NORRIS. I did not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I say it has been a long time 
since we had power in the United States Senate. 

Mr. NORRIS. No; in the last Congress you had votes enough 
on the Democratic side to submit this proposition if they had 
all voted for it. 

Mr. JAMES. Oh, no. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to say I have not looked the record 
up, but I think that is true. If the Democrats had voted solidly 
for this platform pledge, of which you boast, this proposition 
would have passed last Congress. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Why, certainly; of course. 

Mr. NORRIS. I have favored the election of United States 
Senators by direct vote of the people during all my public life. 
The evils of the present system are so great and so apparent 
that it seems to me this change ought to appeal to every reason- 
able thinking citizen. Within the observation of us all there 
has always been whenever the time comes for the election of 
United States Senators several State legislatures that have 
devoted their entire session to the cdénsideration of this one 
Subject alone, and very often without results. The State legis- 
latures have duties to perform to their own States, and should 
be able to give their undivided attention to the discussion 
— the consideration of laws pertaining to their respective 
States. Wherever, however, a United States Senator is to be 
elected this question overshadows all other questions, and very 
often prevents the legislature from giving consideration to and 
passing the necessary bills of which the States sometimes are 
— in need. It is not an uncommon thing for an entire ses- 
ion of the legislature to be frittered away because of a dead- 
a on the question of the election of a United States Senator. 
me legislation is forgotten. The real duties pertaining to 
_ a are unperformed and not given proper consid- 
™ ‘on on account of the election of the United States Senator. 
ieonaniies laws are just as important to the people as national 
a tion, and often of more importance. Moreover, the pres- 

system is not fair to the individual voter. He often finds it 


If I said that, I will say all as far as I know. | 
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impossible for him to express his choice at the ballot box as 
between a candidate for United States Senator and a candidate 
who represents his own ideas as to State laws and State regu- 
lation who is running for the State legislature. 

The voter often is compelled to vote against a man for the 
State legislature who agrees with him absolutely and entirely as 
to his views regarding what laws should be enacted and put upon 
the statute books in his State, because only by so voting can he 
vote for a man who does 


agree with him as to who should 


represent the State in the United States Senate. The citizen 
must often surrender one conviction or the other and in such 
case, if he would work and vote for the candidate who would 
stand for his ideas of State government and State laws, he 
must surrender his conviction and not only give up his ch 

as to United States Senator, but he must vote for a man whom 
he knows will vote against his preference for United § 


Senator. 

We have reached a stage in the development of political and 
social problems where great combinations of wealth hay 
often too much influence in the framing of laws and in the 
tion of public officials. Too often it has been disclosed, in t! 
history of the last 15 or 20 years, that money has taken too | 
portant a part in the control of the legislature when it com 
to the election of a United States Senator, until it had almost 
become common knowledge among our people that no poor man 
need apply. In other cases men have been elected to the Senate 
through the legislature by trading patronage for legislative 
votes. Members of the legislature who give their votes for t! 
successful candidate have been rewarded by having dealt out to 
them some fat political job, or if not to them directly, to some 
of their closest friends. It is a question in my mind whether 
an election controlled by patronage is not a greater evil than 
one which is controlled directly by money. Both are wrong; 
both ought to be eradicated, and both ought to be made im- 
possible. The purchasing of an office directly by money in some 
respects at least is not as bad and not as much evil follows from 


| it as though the bargain and sale were made for a consideration 


of official place and patronage. When the deal is made with 
money, the contract is ended when the votes are delivered and 
the person elected, but when the office is purchased by the 
giving of patronage or position, then the Government very 
likely secures the appointment of incompetent, if not dishonest, 
men and so the taxpayers must pay in the end for the unhols 
alliance. 

I do not charge that these things have occurred often or fre 
quently, but there are none of us who can not call to mind in 
recent years or in recent days many illustrations of this kind. 


During the present winter several legislatures frittered away 
the entire legislative session in senatorial deadlock. In some 
instances there has been no charge, either direct or indirect, 
of any dishonesty or anything wrong. Men simply disagreed as 
to who should be their Senator. In other cases the newspapers 
have been filled with charges of all kinds, where it has been 


openly charged that money has been offered and refused, and 
in other cases where positions of honor, profit, and trust in 
official place have been offered in return for political votes, and 
in one of the great States of the Union the disclosures hay 
been so remarkable and have shown such a disgraceful and 
dishonorable condition of barter and sale that it must bring 
the blush of shame to the countenance of every honest, patri 
otic citizen. 

If Senators were elected by a direct vote of the people, these 
things could not occur. In a government founded upon the con 
sent of the governed the largest possible participation in gov 
ernmental affairs on the part of the people themselves is to bi 
desired. It has been argued in the past by those who have 
opposed this amendment that the people themselves are not as 
well qualified to elect a Senator as are the members of t! 
State legislatures. I am confident that the past history of ou 
senatorial elections has demonstrated that this is an error. | 
do not expect the change to bring about perfection; that « 
not come to any government composed of mortal men. M 
takes will be made by the people, but if it is the people’s gov 
ernment and they desire to select their officials and make mis 
takes, they themselves will be responsible. They will u 
doubtedly profit by whatever mistakes they may make. In ad 
dition to this, this new responsibility placed upon the shoulde: 
of the citizens will have a tendency to increase the intelligen 
and the interest that people generally will take in these e! 
tions. When you place a new responsibility upon an intelligent! 
and honest man, he does the best he can to prepare himself 
for the proper performance of his new duty, to intelligently 
inform himself as to the best way he can perform his addi- 
tional responsibility. There is no doubt but what the citiz 
ship of our country generally are dissatisfied with the present 
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method of selecting United States Senators. They have seen 
too many cases where the will of the people has been abso- 
lutely nullified and where special interests and wealthy combi- 
nations have succeeded in absolutely naming the United States 
Senator. 

The Senate of the United States is one of the highest and 
most honorable tribunals in the civilized world. I have great 


respect for its membership. It has to-day upon its roll some of | 


our greatest statesmen, our ablest men, our most patriotic citi- 
zens. The history of our country shows that liberty and free- 
dom have had many able defenders in this forum. This change 
of electing them by the people will not detract from the ability 
of the Senate. It will relieve it, however, of all suspicion of 
being too far removed from the people themselves and of all 
charge of its Members being too often elected by the illegal use 
of money and political patronage. It will prevent the election 
to the United States Senate of some Members who have not 
honored it in the past and who could under no circumstances be 
elected to the Senate if the entire citizenship had a voice in the 
settlement of the question. 

This change is demanded by almost a unanimous sentiment 
of well-meaning and patriotic people. Our forefathers, in fram- 
ing the Constitution, were not confronted with many of the 
great questions that confront us to-day. They were not called 
upon then to make any laws in regard to great railroads and 
transportation companies, because in those days there were no 
railroads. Neither were they called upon to consider the ques- 
tion of great combinations of capital and wealth, because in 
that day there was nothing similar to the great combinations 
that have grown up under modern conditions. A great many 
other dissimilarities between the conditions then and now might 
be mentioned. It is but reasonable for us to recognize what is 
recognized by all the people—that these great corporations and 
combinations have too much of a voice in modern legislation. 
Their activities in politics and in legislation have created preju- 
dice against them that, in some instances perhaps, goes too far. 
But there can be no doubt but what their activities in legisla- 
tion in many cases have resulted in laws that gave them an 
unfair advantage over the ordinary person. 

This is a step toward placing the real government in the 
hands of the people themselves. It is upon the citizens that we 
depend for stability as a government. It is upon the patriotic, 
common, industrious people of our country that our Government 
must always lean in time of danger and distress. To this class 
of people, then, we should give the right to control by direct 
election the selection of our public officials and to permit each 
citizen who is a part of the sinew and backbone of our Govern- 
ment in time of danger to exercise his influence by direct vote 
in time of peace. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Will the gentleman from Mis- 
souri use a little of his time now? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield 
five minutes to the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. O’SHav- 
NEsSsY]. 

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. Mr. Speaker, I wish I could say to-day 
that I represented the Legislature of Rhode Island, but I feel 
confident in saying that I represent the people of Rhode Island 
in giving my advocacy and vote to the proposed amendment 
directing the election of United States Senators by direct vote 
of the people. It may seem strange for me to say that I do not 
represent the Legislature of the State of Rhode Island, but to 
you it will be made very plain when I state that the legislature 
of that State does not represent the people of the State. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] Rhode Island unfortunately is 
one of those distinct cases to which we can point unerringly as 
a victim of archaic laws and a moribund constitution. And I 
am gratified that the Democracy is in power in this House, in 
order that we may take a short cut across lots in Rhode Island 
and give to the people the power to vote for United States 
Senators, and in that way help them materially to an enjoy- 
ment of liberties which have been suppressed by moth-eaten 
charters. [Applause on the Democratic side.] To-day in the 
State of Rhode Island they are battling for an enlarged fran- 
chise, which is to my mind a convertible term for an enlarged 
freedom. I can better illustrate it by telling you that the city 
of Providence, with a population of 225,000 people and a quali- 
fied electorate of 29,030, is represented in the State senate of 
Rhode Island by one member, and that another section of the 
population, containing 40,398 people and 5,6°0 qtalified voters, 
is represented in the same senate by 20 senators. You can 
easily see the disproportion; and you can easily recognize 
how derelict I would be in my duty if I did not say something 
for poor, downtrodden Rhode Island to-day. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] And it is that condition, and it is 
that frightful misrepresentation, a minority of the people, 








a fraction, practically, of the people, represented in the | 


lature through a rotten 


borough system, that sent for so 


years to the United States the gentleman who gave the |) 


cratic Party its great 


opportunity when he wrote int 


laws the odius and malodorous Payne-Aldrich tariff law. 
planse on the Democratic side.] We can take virtue 


that condition, and we 


can exercise a little joy in the th 


that the gentleman misrepresenting the State of Rhode | 


State of Rhode Island, 
or minority of them. 


| in the United States Senate did not represent the people « 


but did represent only a poor fr: 


Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield 


question ? 
Mr. O’SHAUNESSY. 


I will. 


Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. The gentleman has spoken « 


inequality of represent 


ation in the Rhode Island Legis!: 


Would the gentleman favor an amendment to the Consti: 
of the United States which would only give Rhode Is): 
representation in the Senate of the United States to whic! 
entitled by its population? [Applause on the Repubtican s 


Mr. O’SHAUNESSY. 


I would not; and I will say 


gentleman from Michigan that that is a sort of thre 
argument down my way and they have been harping on 
a century. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


I want to say, Mr. 


Speaker, that I am very much 


foundly, in fact, in favor of this amendment to the Constit 


of the United States. 
contest of moneybags. 


I believe that it will do away wit 
I believe it will restore the repr 


tion of the people to where it belongs. 
The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman has expired 


Mr. O’SHAUNESSY. 


I want but one minute more. 


Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will yield to the gent! 


one minute more. 
Mr. O’SHAUNESSY. 


In the opportunity given to me ¢ 


I wish to emphasize my thorough accord with an en! 
franchise. I wish to emphasize my thorough accord wit! 
principle that the people should rule; and if there is any 

in this whole country where that opportunity is awaited | 
impatiently than in another it is in the little State of | 
Island. I can say, possibly with some sorrow for my bre! 
on the Republican side of the House, that once we get 
amendment to the Constitution and once we have the px) 
election of Senators in the State of Rhode Island I ly 


firmly, just as sure as 


I am standing here, that we shal! 


two Democratic Senators representing that State. [Ap; 


on the Democratic side. 


] 


Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield five 
utes to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SaunpeErs]. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Speaker, the most interesting fi 
of this debate is the evidence which it affords of the er 


of a democratic idea 


whose evolution has been continu 


and pertinaciously opposed, by the reactionary thought ot 


country. 


I do not propose, Mr. 


Speaker, to undertake to discuss at 


time the conditions, and underlying reasons which have br 
about the great change in the popular attitude toward 
election of Senators by the people. It is well understood 
the country favors this principle. Hence the unanimit 
which the gentlemen on the minority side have come fory 
to commit themselves to its support. But after declaring | 
selves in favor of the principle, they find a stumbling bl 
the way of supporting the pending bill, in the fact that th« 


posed amendment does 


not contain the present provision of | 


Constitution relating to the time, the place, and the manner 
holding elections. They seem to apprehend danger in 
portion of the joint resolution which gives to the respec! 
States the right to control the time, place, and manner of lb 
ing the elections contemplated by the amendment. 

I wish to discuss briefly this ground of objection, and to s! 


why in my judgment the power to control the time, place. 


manner of holding these elections should be given to the St: 
Some gentlemen say that when you take away this power 1! 
the Congress, you will impair the symmetry of the Cons! 
tion. Whenever you engraft upon the Constitution the |) 
ciple of electing Senators by the people, you will thereby so 


pair the symmetry of the instrument as it came from the cr:f' 


men who provided with such care against the popular selec! 


of these officials that 


extending to the States the right to control their election m:\ 
well be overlooked. But why do I contend that this feature : 

the Constitution relative to the control of Congress over tl: 
time and manner of holding elections should be eliminated from 
this very sufficient reason, Mr. Speaker, 
that no one has ever been able to ascertain the extent of the 


that instrument? For 


the additional impairment involve: 
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power conferred by the present language upon the Congress of 
the United States. 


It has been suggested that this language was inserted to en- 


able the Congress of the United States—that is the Federal Gov- | 


ernment—to preserve itself in time of emergency. But, Mr. 
Speaker, I desire to say, that in time of stress, when the exist- 
ence of a nation is at stake, the people of that nation do those 
things that are necessary and vital to protect themselves, and 


to preserve their integrity as a nation, without regard to the | 


limitations of a written constitution. 

Mr. KOPP. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. 

Mr. KOPP. 
the Senate should release the supervisory control of elections 
and the House of Representatives should retain it? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. None whatever. 

Mr. KOPP. Then why is this not made at least symmetrical 
in that respect, and why not strike out the whole provision? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Simply because it would not be appro- 
priate in this connection. We are now dealing with the popular 
election of Senators only, but there is no reason why in the 
proper manner and at the proper time the same power of control 
should not be extended to the States in respect of the election of 
Members of the House of Representatives. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if there is no occasion to retain the pres- 
ent language of the Constitution, on the ground that it is 
necessary for the vital existence of the Republic, then we ought 


T do. 


not to retain in our organic law any language which is not sus- | 


ceptible of definite ascertainment and positive meaning. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. 
Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. If we do not know what the language means, 
and the purpose is to correct the Constitution in that respect, 
why not at the same time strike out the same provision in ref- 
erence to the election of Members of this House? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Inasmuch as this amendment relates to 
the election of Senators, the language used is pertinent and ger- 
mane, but it would be inappropriate in this connection to under- 
take to strike out the provision of the Constitution relating to 
the control of Congress over the election of Members of the 
House. Personally I have no objection to such action being 
taken, and would be glad to see it done at the proper time. 
I hope this answers the gentleman’s question. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. 
of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. So many gentlemen are asking 
for time, Mr. Speaker, that I will have to limit the gentleman 
to one minute, 

Mr. SAUNDERS. So many questions have been asked me, 
that the answers have consumed a large portion of my time. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will give the gentleman from 
Virginia two minutes. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I wish to 
say that that which is unknown is always terrifying, and to 
retain in a written instrument language which does not convey 
a precise and definite authority is to retain that which will be a 
lurking element of danger. In the history of our Government, 
in all our times of stress, the time has never yet arrived when 


this language means, or to enact any legislation under its au- 
thority. Looking down the vista of time, I can not see that the 


retention of this provision in the organic law in relation to the | 
election of Senators is in any wise necessary for the preservation | 


of our liberties, or rights, or for the promotion of the national 
safety. 

For what purpose, may I ask those gentlemen who insist 
upon its retention—for what purpose should this vague and 
indefinite power of control over State elections, be retained in 
the hands of Congress? There is no question of partisan polities 
involved. If the Coristitution, is changed in this respect, the 
change will enlarge the power of all the States alike. It will 
not afford an exclusive, or’ dangerous power to any section of 
the United States. 

There is no portion of our common country that is inter- 
ested in the retention of this indefinite power by Congress. 
This fact I call to the attention of the gentlemen who profess 
to favor the general principle of popular election of Senators 
but oppose the present bill, merely because one of its provisions 
gives to the States a power which they should have had from the 





| should 
may I ask, Mr. Speaker, can be the objection to retaining 
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They are ready to imperil the principle which they 
profess to be willing to support, on a ground which is palpably 
flimsy and unsubstantial. No gentleman in this debate has 
undertaken to define, or to declare the extent of the power 
which it is supposed that Congress now enjoys over the time 
and manner of holding elections to elect the Members of this 
House. The Congress of the United States to-day enjoys no 
control over the place of holding the elections. It possesses a 
power, over the time and manner only, which no expositor of 
the Constitution has ever been able to fix in any precise terms. 
This bill should pass in the form in which it was reported. The 
people have demanded this reform, and the enactment of this 
law in terms that can not be misunderstood, and the response to 





beginning. 


that demand should be its passage by a unanimous vote of this 
Does the gentleman know of any reason why 


House. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] - 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT]. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I think gentlemen on that side 
of the aisle are alarming themselves unduly over the effect of 
the modification of the paragraph of the Constitution to which 
so much reference has been made. I frankly state that I should 
not vote against this proposition if the proposed modification 
was not contained in the resolution; but I do prefer that it 
be contained therein. And what, in common reason, 
it? 
What is this resolution itself? It is but the expression of a 
confidence in the judgment, the wisdom, and the patriotism of 
the people of the States. If the people can be trusted to elect 
their Senators, may they not be trusted to regulate the mannei 
and the time of choosing the Senators? 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN], in addressing the 


| Chamber this morning, referred to what he himself declared to 


Yes; I will yield to the gentleman from | 


be an extreme case, that of a State seceding, and asked how the 
Federal Government could preserve and perpetuate its organi- 
zation under such a condition as that. Mr. Speaker, there was 
a time when many States seceded. The Federal Government at 
that time possessed this power. Did it preserve its power and 
its prestige by regulating the election of Senators in the States 
under the power that it then possessed? Oh, no; it preserved 
its power and its prestige by force and arms, just as it will have 
to do again should such a condition arise. The leaving of that 
power in the Congress of the United States will not aid in pre 


| serving the power of the Government under such conditions as 


Mr. Speaker, I will ask two minutes more | 


that. It is consistent with the thought that underlies this 
amendment, in that it is adding to the power of the people of 
the States: and, as I have said, being not only willing but 
anxious to give to the people of the States the power which they 
demand, of acting directly upon those who shall represent the 
States in the coordinate legislative branch of the Government, I 
am willing to go still further and say that if they are capable of 
doing that they certainly are capable of dealing patriotically and 
wisely with the question of the manner and the time of choos- 
ing those officers. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman 
from Michigan if he will consume the balance of his time?’ As 
far as I know, there will be only one more speaker on this side 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Will the Chair state 
time we have left on each side? 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman from Michigan has 47 min 
utes and the gentleman from Missouri [| Mr. 


how much 


Rucker] has 42 


| minutes remaining. 


| 
| 


Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I vield five minutes to the gentle 


|} man from Rhode Island [Mr. Urrer}. 
the statesmen of the country have been able to ascertain what | 


Mr. UTTER. Mr. Speaker, I hardly expected that the ne 
sity would arise to-day to defend Rhode Isiand, and I am d 
to say that Rhode Island does not need any 
the opportunity arises for this House to consider Rhode | 
under the state of the Union, Rhode Island will be fou 
ing a favorable report. [Applause.}] I do think if 


defense. Wohin 


nad 


is proper 


me to say, however, that though I have been a resident of the 
State of Rhode Island for half a century, and my colleague from 
that State [Mr. OSuaunrssy] has been a resident of the Si 
for a little less than four years, I doubt if he is any more ren 
to leave the State to-day than I am. Indeed, both of us intend 
to stay. [Applause.] 

The resolution which we have before us to-day provid 
two things. This Congress has put upon it two duti 
first is the duty of providing a way by which the peo; 


express their opinions in amending their Constitution; the 
ond is the duty of doing that in such a form that the yj» 


pass upon that amendment in a clear and unde inding 
manner. . 
This resolution proposes two things: The first is open at d 


frank; it proposes to give to the people of the various 
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It proposes, 
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in the second place, a thing that is not open, a thing that is | 


not frank, 
as to rob Congress of the right to protect itself. [Applause.] 

{ have heard nothing here on either side of criticism of the 
first'open and frank proposition. Members on both sides, al- 
most unanimously, have stated that they believed in the election 
of United States Senators by the people. 
that has come has been criticism of submitting to the people 
so important a change in such a manner that they can not pass 
upon one change without also passing upon another. 


and that is to change the Constitution in such a way | 





APRIL 13. 





And on page 2 strike out, in lines 9, 10, and 11, the words “7 
times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators shall bx 
prescribed in each State by the legislature thereof.” 


I recall that there have been times, Mr. Speaker, when th 


| Congress of the United States has endeavored, with referen 
| to the election of Representatives in Congress and other matter 


The only criticism | 


Mr. Speaker, I have been listening as a new Member, and I | 


have been pleased by the remarks made by members of the 
majority that they wanted to play fair. If you want to play 
fair as a body, play fair by placing before the people the reso- 
lution of amendment in such a form that they can understand 
it and vote on the prime purpose, and not be held back by a 
secondary amendment. I therefore ask you to accept the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Michigan {Mr. Younc], 
and having accepted the amendment to ratify the resolution and 
ratify it practically unanimously. As the gentleman from Illi- 
nois has well said, while the people of the United States have 
plainly asked for the privilege of electing Senators by the votes 
of the people of the several States, they have not and will not 
demand that the Senate and the House of Representatives yield 
their power to protect themselves. Therefore, in order to pro- 
tect ourselves as we legislate for the great American people, we 
should adopt the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Michigan, and then unanimously pass the constitutional amend- 
ment asked for by the people. [Applause.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
if the gentleman from Michigan understands that there is but 
one more speech to be made on this side? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I so understood the gentleman. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I expected to yield to a gentle- 
man whom I supposed had changed his mind. I now under- 
stand differently, and I will yield to him now. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Very well. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield five minutes to the gentie- 
man from Georgia [Mr. BartTLeTrT]. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker,I can not hope toe add anything 
to this discussion. I am in favor of the resolution as it comes 
from the committee. It is the same resolution that has been 
passed by this House and which for three times the House has 
almost unanimously voted, beth Republican and Democratic, 
when the House was overwhelmingly Republican. Itis the same 
resolution that the Judiciary Committee of the Senate reported, 
word for word, unanimously at the last session. It is the same 
resolution—in fact, it contains the same language—that would 
have passed the Senate and been now the law upon the statute 
book—submitting to the people of the United States the great 
change in our Constitution which the people have demanded, 
which the Democratic Party in its platform and pledges have 
for years demanded—had not the enemies of the resolution in 
the United States Senate injected into the resolution an amend- 
ment which is now offered on the floor of this House to accom- 
plish the same purpose, the defeat of this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, if we can submit to the people of the States of 
this Union this resolution, amended as is proposed, we take 
away from them the right to prescribe the qualifications of 
voters in the election of Senators and destroy the form of goy- 
ernment that was intended by the fathers—a union of States, 
and not a consolidated confederate empire, simply an empire 
with provinces. Those of us who believe in local self-govern- 
ment ought get to be asked to give into the hands of Congress 
expressly the power to invade the States and regulate the fran- 
chises of their citizens and the manner of holding their elections. 

While I heartily approve of the election of United States 
Senators by the people, I can not support .the proposition that 
Congress shall have the power to regulate and supervise these 
elections in the States; and if the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Michigan shall be adopted I can not support 
the resolution. 

I have stated that the amendment offered here is the same as 
that proposed in the Senate. I find it is the exact amendment 
which, being adopted in the Senate, accomplished the defeat of 
the resolution in the Senate at the last session, which was as 
follows: 

Senate joint resolution 134. 
Amendments intended to be proposed by Mr. Surmer.anp to the joint 
resolution (8. J. Res. 134) proposing an amendment to the Constitu- 


tion providing that Senators shall be elected by the people of the 
several States, viz: 


On page 1, line 7, after the word “ yacancy,” strike out the words 
“and in lieu of all of paragraph 1 of section 4 of said Article I, in so 
far as the same relates to any authority in Congress to make or alter 
regulations as to the times or manner of holding elections for Senator.” 


that affected certain sections of this country, to pass stringe: 
violent, and forceful laws. In many cases it took the decisi 
of the Supreme Court of the United States to decide that th 
laws were unconstitutional, and the question as to whetl 
Congress can invade the States and regulate the election « 
of Representatives is one of some doubt, beeause the cas: 
decided by the Supreme Court were not decided by a unanim 
court, but by a bare majority of the court. Im a case to whi 
I desire to allude, and which I hold in my hand, the Supré 
Court decided that the State of Michigan had a right to | 
scribe the manner of holding the election for electors for Pr. 
dent. The State of Michigan prescribed for this election 
electors for President by congressional districts. 

That was the case of McPherson v. Blocker (146 U. S. Re; 
p. 1), in which the court decided: 

Under the Constitution the legislatures of the several Stat 
exclusive power to direct the manner in which the electors of P 
dent and Vice President shall be appointed. 

Such appointment may be made by the legislatures directly or 
peasier vere in districts or by general ticket, as may be provided by; 
egisiat es. 

In the same case, and in many others, cited in this case, 
court decides that the right to vote in the States comes f; 
the States; and that the right to vote intended to be prot 
by the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments refers to the ri 
to vote as established by the laws and constitutions of 
States. 

Surely, if we can leave to the States the right to determi 
who shall vote for the Chief Executive, we can and should 
not depart from that safe and sound constitutional rule in the 
election of Senators. The great end in view sought to be o! 
tained by this resolution, and which has been soe constant! 
demanded by the people, is not that the Congress shall regula 
the election of Senators by invading the rights of the Stat: 
and local self-government, but that the qualified voters of th 
States, qualified as such by the laws and requirements pr 
scribed by the State legislatures, shall have the right to choo 
directly United States Senators, and that power shall be no 
longer lodged in the legislatures of the States. 

Quoting from Mr. Jefferson : 

The Senate was intended as a check on the will of the Representa 
tives when too hasty; they are not only that, but completely so on t 
will of the people also; and in my opinion are heaping coals of fi: 
not only on their persons, but on their body as a branch of 1! 
legislature. It seems that the opinion is fairly launched into pu! 
that they should be placed under the control of a more frequent re 
rence to the will of their constituents. This seems requisite to « 
plete the experiment, whether they do more harm or good. Mis 
may be done negatively as well as positively. Of this the Senate 
furnished many proofs. 

I do not know whether this was true at the time when M1: 
Jefferson wrote these words, but we do know that in more recen' 
years the action of the Senate on many important question 
has been such that the demand has constantly grown tl 
the manner of electing United States Senators shall be changed 
And I trust that the day is not far distant when this dema: 
of the people shall be complied with. The passage of thi 
resolution by Congress will bring to the people a realization o 
their hopes, so long deferred. [Applause.] 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minute 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Farr]. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, it was my purpose to offer an 
amendment to line 4, page 2, to insert after the word “the’”’ 
the following words, “ direct vote of the”; but I yield my time 
to the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Mann], who contemplat 
offering some amendments, one of which will cover the point 
I have in view. I shall take this opportunity, however, to sa) 
that the people of the district I have the honor to represent 
Seranton, Pa., and Lackawanna County—are very generally in 
favor of United States Senators being elected by the direct 
yotes of the people, and, in accordance with their wishes and 
my own convictions, I shall cheerfully vote in favor of an 
amendment to the Constitution to give the people that privilege. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr, Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorrr]. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, it has seemed to me from the 
discussion this afternoon that there is here more or less mis- 
apprehension as to the law;.and, with due deference to the dis- 
tinguished gentlemen who entertain views different from my 
own, I desire to state the law as I understand it. The right to 





yote is not a Federal right. It does not come from the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. Under the Constitution each State 
has always had the sole power to prescribe the qualifications of 
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its electors. The pending amendment leaves this power un- 
changed, and under it the States would still have the right to 
say what shall be the qualifications of those who are to vote for 
United States Senators. Those qualifications this amendment 
prescribes shall be the qualifications of electors for the lower 
branch of the respective State legislatures. 

All that the Federal Constitution does by the fifteenth amend- 
ment, to which reference has been frequently made, is to guar- 
antee that a certain kind of discrimination therein specified 
shall not be practiced by the States. The right of suffrage 
itself, the qualifications of electors, comes from the State stat- 
ute. Here is the fifteenth amendment: 


The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied 
or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude. 

The Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate 


legislation. 

Now, if the proposed amendment shall become a part of the 
Constitution, then when a State has fixed the qualifications of 
the citizens who can vote for members of the lower branch of | 
the State legislature, those citizens will be the persons who can 
vote for United States Senators. If any State should pass a 
law declaring that white citizens could vote for United States 
Senators, but that colored citizens could not, the Supreme Court, 
of course, would pronounce such a law unconstitutional. 

While I would prefer that this amendment, in order that it 
might have been insured passage by the requisite number of 
States, should not contain the provision it does contain nullify- | 
ing part of paragraph 4 of section 1, nevertheless I am unable to 
see such possible harm to come as has been talked about so 
frequently and so forcefully here to-day. There is now a 
Federal statute which would punish any conspiracy of election 
commissioners or other persons in a State who should under- 
take, in violation of the fifteenth amendment, to deprive quali- 
fied electors of the State of their right to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield one minute more to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. COOPER. 
to amplify this. 

There is another phase of the question about which I wish 
to say a word. I hope gentlemen appreciate my pleasure on 
hearifig distinguished Republicans rise on this floor to-day and 
in exultant tones proclaim that there is unanimity among Re- 
publicans everywhere as to the wisdom of having United States 
Senators elected by the people. But, Mr. Speaker, it was not 
always so. I had the honor on behalf of the State of Wiscon- | 
sin in the Republican national convention of 1908 to present a | 
plank calling for the election of United States Senators by the 
people. It received 114 votes out of a total of more than 900. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I remember that a distinguished Republican, the chairman of 
the committee on resolutions, Mr. Hopkins, then United States 
Senator from the State of Illinois, denounced that plank and 
rejoiced when Republicans repudiated it. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] I cite this at this time only to remind the 
House that, in the language of the Rey. John Jasper, of Rich- 
mond, Va., “The world do move.” [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
ae RUCKER of Missouri. Does the gentleman desire more 
time? 

Mr. COOPER. I would like a minute more. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. In order to have this matter 
fully, fairly, and freely discussed, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog- 
nized for 10 minutes additional. 

Mr. COOPER. I am under very great obligations to the 
gentleman from Missouri. I appreciate the disinterestedness | 
of his motives. [Laughter and applause.] Not for the world 
would he see any trouble on this side of the Chamber! [Laugh- 
ter and applause.] But I shall not say another word about the | 
Chicago convention. [Laughter.} Nor shall I proceed any | 
further to elaborate upon the law 

Mr. HAYES. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. COOPER. I do. 

Mr. HAYES. I want to ask the gentleman if he does not 
think that the resolution as proposed by the majority, if it | 
should be submitted to the people of the several States and 
receive their approval, would not nullify a portion of the fif- 


Mr. Speaker, I regret that I have not time 





teenth amendment to which the gentleman has referred? 

Mr. COOPER. I do not.at all think so. 

Mr. HAYES. The last expression of the popular will, the 
gentleman thinks, would not control? 


| antee every citizen of that State worth $50,000 the right 


| women to liberty, I greatly deplore the fact that 


Mr. COOPER. 
amendment. 

Mr. HAYES. I think it would. 

Mr. COOPER. Just a moment. My contention is this: That 
the right guaranteed to every voter in the United States by the 
Constitution of the United States is that the State of which 
he is a citizen shall not discriminate against him as a voter on 
account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 
There is nothing in the Federal Constitution to prevent a State 
from fixing a property qualification for the suffrage and saying 
that no man not possessed of $50,000 worth of property should 
have the right to vote. No State ought to pasS a law of that 
kind; but any State might pass such a law unless its own State 
constitution would prevent. ‘The Federal Constitution would 
permit the State of the distinguished gentleman from Califor- 
nia to enact a statute providing that only citizens worth $50,000 
might vote, but thereupon the fifteenth amendment would guar- 
to 


It would not nullify any part of the fifteenth 


vote whether he were white or colored. 

The qualifications of electors are fixed by the State statutes, 
and the Constitution guarantees, let me repeat, that there shall 
be no discrimination between citizen voters because of race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude. This right being 
guaranteed by the Constitution, the United States, as a sovereign 
Nation, has the power to pass a law which shall protect that 
right and punish those who violate it. Congress has already 
enacted such a law—section 5508 of the Revised Statutes: 

If two or more persons conspire to injure, oppress, threaten, or in- 


timidate any citizen in the free exercise and enjoyment of any right 
or privilege granted to him by the Constitution or the laws of the 
United States, etc, * * 


* he shall be punished, etc. 

That is broad enough to cover violations of the provisions of 
the fourteenth or fifteenth amendments. It could be made 
specifically to cover cases coming under the fifteenth amend- 
ment. And it could be amended—— 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
to the gentleman from California? 

Mr. COOPER. In just a moment. Now, there is in this con- 
nection another subject to which we as Republicans ought to 
direct our attention. As a Republican born and bred, reared in 
a Republican atmosphere, coming from among a people who con- 
ducted stations of the underground railroad to help men and 
in certain 
portions of the Republic citizens are disfranchised by statute 
practically, and only because of their color. Every disfran- 
chisement, as I understand it, is under a statute. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Under the constitution of the State. 

Mr. COOPER. Under the constitution of the State, and those 
statutes have been taken—the “ grandfather” statute and oth- 
ers—to the Supreme Court of the United States and declared to 





| be constitutional. 


Mr. HAYES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOPER. There are a good many phases of this ques- 
tion. But I do not believe—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin | Mr. 
Cooper] yield to the gentleman from California [Mr. Hayes |? 

Mr. COOPER, In just a moment. As I said, this resolution 
would have been more certain of receiving the support of the 
requisite number of States if it had been drawn somewhat dif- 
ferently, but if it should pass in this form I do not believe that 
the rights of any citizen would be jeopardized. And the men 
who believe in the election of United States Senators by direct 
vote of the people ought not to jeopardize the necessary two- 


| thirds vote by voting against the resolution in its original form 
| if it becomes necessary to vote upon that 


naked proposition. 
There are good men here who believe the resolution as preseuted 
is dangerous; but there are bad men, cunning men throughout 
the country who want this resolution defeated at all hazards. 
[Applause.] No mere technicality conjured up here should suf- 
fice to defeat a thing so vital to the welfare of the Repub! 


One of the gentlemen said that when our forefathers enacted 
the Constitution conditions were not as they are to-day. That 
fs true. There is to-day such a concentration of wealth and 
power—often of dangerously corrupting influences—around 
State legislatures as our forefathers never dreamed of, as the 
world never imagined until within the last 40 years. Therefore 
this amendment ought to pass, and will pass, in some form or 
other, I sincerely hope. I shall vote for the amendment pro- 


posed, and if that does not pass then I shall vote for the 
original resolution. 
Now, I yield to the gentleman from California [Mr. Hayes]. 
Mr. HAYES. I wish to ask the gentieman if he has not failed 
to discriminate between the amendment to the Constitution 
which controls the Congress of the United States and the 
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statute passed by Congress which a majority of both Houses 
may repeal at any time? 

Mr. COOPER. Not at all. And the gentleman fails to see 
the point which I attempted to make, which is, that this 
amendment leaves with the States the right to fix the qualifica- 
tions of the electors. 

Mr. HAYDS. Surely; but it takes: away from the Congress 
of the United States the right to supervise the election of 
Senators and to regulate the Manner in which they shall be 
elected, which it has at present under the Constitution. 

Mr. COOPER. We have not the right to-day to fix the 
qualifications of electors. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 
We have never had that right under the Constitution. 

The SPPAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
has expired. 

Mr. COOPER. Congress never had the right to fix the quali 
fications of the electors of the States. [Applause.] 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I now yield 15 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendments, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. - 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend: page 2, line 4, by inserting after the word “by” the follow- 
ing: “A direct vote of.’ 

Amend page 2, lines 7 and 8, by striking out the word “ legislatures” 
and inserting the word “ legislature.” 

Amend page 2, line 15,. by striking out the words “ that. the legis- 
lature of any State may empower,” and on line 16, by striking out the 
word “to” and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ shall.” 

Amend on page 2, line 18, by striking out the words “‘so” and “as.” 

Mr. MANN: Mr. Speaker, this House has on a number of 
occasions in the past passed a joint resolution providing for a 
direct vote on the election of Senators. So far as I remember, I 
have never voted for that resolution, I shall not vote for this 
resolution. 

I am not prepared to say whether, in my own judgment, Sen- 
ators should be elected by a direct vote or by the method now 
provided by the Constitution. But I think I am able to see far 
enough into the future to see that if it shall be provided that 
Senators sliall be elected by a direct vote of the people of the 
various States it is but the beginning of the end of State sov- 
ereignty, of the sovereign rights of a State, or the powers of a 
State, as they now exist, over local matters. 

The gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. O’SHAUNESSY] a 
moment ago complained of the constitution and laws of his 
State, which give to one district with a small population the 
Same representation in the senate of that State that the city of 
Providence has, with a population of more than 200,000. So 
long as we have maintained the principle that the Senators 
were delegates of the State, elected by the legislatures of the 
State, we could well claim that each State should have the 
same representation. 

But the very reason that causes the gentleman from Rhode 
Island to refer with invective to the laws of his State which 
take away equal representation will, in the course of a few 
years, when the Senators are elected by the States by direct 
vote of the people, cause the great State of New York, the great 
State of Illinois, aye, the people of the great country in which 
we live, to say, “There is no reason why a man in Rhode 
Island voting for a United States Senator should be the equal 
of 20 men in the State of New York.” 

Mr: BORLAND. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. I will not yield at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman refuses to yield. 

Mr. MANN. It is the logic of events, Mr. Speaker, which 
controls us in the Jong run. And there is nothing so inexor- 
able as the logic of events. We think now that if we change 
the method of electing Senators and provide that they shall be 
elected by a direct vote of the people we do not change the 
theory of the Constitution. Aye, but we do, and when but a 
short time goes on—it may be shorter or longer—the people 
will say that it is unfair to have rotten boroughs in States, as 
the gentleman from Rhode Island would say they have rotten 
boroughs in Rhode Island. For many years in England mem- 
bers of Parliament were elected from rotten boroughs, without 
population to speak of, but having the same power and the same 
influence that those members had who came from great cen- 
ters of population, representing great numbers of neople. 

Now, so far as Tam concerned, I am yet undecided in my own 
mind as te how far the present tendency of events ought to 
proceed in the abolition of the powers and the rights of the 
States. 

Under the ecommerce clause of the Constitution we have 
already largely deprived the States of their powers, and as in 
business we meet the commercial affairs of the country we are 
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constantly importuned on every side to add to the powers 
the General Government and to take away the powers of th 
loeal governments. I do not undertake to say which is ¢| 
proper course, but so long as I have been in this legislati 
body I have endeavored to maintain the rights of the State 
originally contemplated, believing that if the time came wh). 
State lines should be practically abolished, it ought to be a 
with knowledge and by the direct representation and manda‘ 
of the people, instead of being done indirectly. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the greatest benefits which the citiz 
of our country enjoy is the right of local self-government. I ; 
not wish to be a party in any degree to the taking away fr 
the people of the right of local self-government. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I had not intended to discuss the me 
of this proposition to any extent, forced upon us in the way 
it has been, without a fair chance to consider it. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me 


present. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman refuses to yield. 
Mr. MANN. I will be glad to yield to the gentleman 1s 


When [I say that this proposition has been forced upon us 
the way that it has been, without a fair chance to consider 
I do not mean merely the opportunity to talk about it on 
floor of the House. I mean the opportunity to offer amen 
ments, the chance to really consider the proposition. In i 
last Congress the distinguished gentleman from Missouri [\! 
Lroyp], the colleague of the distinguished gentleman from M 
sourl [Mr. Rucker], introduced a resolution on this subj: 
There had been many resolutions passed before it. In 
Fifty-fourth Congress, in the Fifty-fifth Congress, in the Fift: 
sixth Congress, in the Fifty-seventh Congress a resolution |! 
been passed providing for the direct election of Senators. 
resolution similar to those four which had previously pa 
was introduced in the last Congress by the gentleman fro: 
Missouri [Mr: Lroyp] and reported favorably from the « 
mittee, though fever passed through the House. The gent 
man from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] introduced on April 4, the 
first day of this session, a resolution quite similar to the « 
which had been four times passed and which, one other tin 
had been introduced by the gentleman from Missouri [) 
L1ioyp] and reported into the House; but the resolution a: 
comes before us for action, without a chance to give it consi 
eration, is an entirely different one. 

I propose to call attention to some of the particular things 
in the resolution now pending. Gentlemen may say that the 
criticism I make is a carping criticism. Mr. Speaker, it has 
always seemed to me that the Constitution of the United States 
was sufficiently important to consider both the merits and 
the form of the amendments which might be adopted to it. 
has always seemed to me that Congress might even consider 
rhetoric and grammar when adding an amendment to tlie 
Constitution. 

When we remember that there have been so few amendments 
added in all the many years of the existence of our Constitution, 
it has seemed to me that we might take sufficient time at least 
to put am amendment in proper grammatical and rhetorica! 
shape. Considering the fact that there have been only thre: 
amendments added to the Constitution in more than 100 years, 
I think we might take sufficient time to say what we mei 
in proper grammatical form, so that one who runs may read and 
understand. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
say 

Mr. MANN. 
the way of a question. 
get further along. 

Mr: RUCKDR of Missouri. I will not ask the gentleman 4 
question if he does not want me to, but will reserve it until 
later. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. COOPER. Did I understand the gentleman from Illinois 
to say that if we were to elect Senators by the people there 
would be great danger of the large States overriding the smaller 
States? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I suppose the gentleman proposes to read me 
a constitutional provision that that can not be done. 

Mr. COOPER. I wish simply to remind—— 

Mr.. MANN. I am familiar with the Constitution on the 
subject. 

Mr. COOPER. It seems to me that,there is a sufficient answer 
to the gentleman, I ask him if he does not think this answers 
it?— 

No State, without its consent, shall be deprived of its equal suffrage 
in the Senate. 


Will the gentleman permit me to 





I will permit the gentleman to say anything in 
Otherwise I hope he will wait until | 











1911. 


Mr. MANN. 





Yes; and that provision of the Constitution is 


subject to amendment; and when the tendency runs, as it will 
run, so strong against the gross injustice of permitting—— 
Mr. COOPER. That 1 ‘nilar provision {s not subject to 


artl 
ticit 


amendment, and it is the only one in the Constitution that is 
not. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken; that provision of 
the Constitution is subject to amendment. Every provision of 
the Constitution is subjec ‘t to amendment. That provision itself 


ust first be ar 
righ ts in the 
us it will be so: 


mended before you can deprive a State of its equal 
Sen ate; t en that provision has been amended, 
me aay. then they will make the division among 





ut wh 


the States equitable, because in the end it is absolutely unfair 
that the State of Delaware should have 2 Senators in the 
United States Senate and 1 Representative on the floor of the 
House and ‘the great State of New York should have, as it is 


now proposed, 40 Members of the House and only 2 Senators. 

What is ilies in th at to carry out the will of the people? 
Gentlemen talk about obeying the will of the people. If the 
will of the peop le is to be executed, then the people must have 
the chance to elect their Representatives upon equal terms, and 
the logic is as inevitable as that the sun will rise to-morrow 
morning. 

The SPEAKER. 
expired. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. McCALL. Will the ¢g 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentle 
the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. MANN. I will yield. 

Mr. McCALL. In reference to what the gentleman 
Wisconsin [Mr. Coorrr] has said, if the States refuse to yield 
their representation, would it be possible to amend the Consti- 
tution, taking all the power away from the Senate? 

Mr. MANN. You can amend the Constitution in any way. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, one of the amusing things, it seems to me, 
in reference to this amendment is, in the first place, the whole 


The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 


I yield 10 minutes more to the 


ntlem an yield? 
man from Illinois yield to 
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Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I want t he gent n 
that the gentleman ft ym Missouri said not the kit 1 
said just the contrary d Ml ti tunity WwW 11 
permitted to offer ndments. 

Mr. M ANN. To l "¢ I ry Mim nts: J 

Mr. RUCKER of Mis Ssoul And I did [ wanted to 
vote every one of them dor 


Mr. MANN. That is what I am talki ! 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. This resol 

Mr. MANN. Oh, do not take so1 } 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Well, the gentlen ought not 
to refer to me unless he talks the facts. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has the t I t tl ne 
who limited it. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. But the ! l 

Mr. MANN. Ob, not at all. he g I 
limited the time. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I do not want to 
troversy with the gentlem ; but tl ! corre 1 
debate was limited by ce it of t] e if 

Mr. MANN. Oh, that is true 


Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
limit of time desired on that 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gen 
that we have more 


Did I not ask for the 
side? 
tleman is mi 


» days debate « 





Mr. RUCKER of But the gentle has 
been opposed to this measure, and I did not pay very 
| respect to his wishes in the matte 

Mr. MANN. That is all right; but do not take my t 
bother me now. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I am not going to bothe e 
gentleman. I want only to express my « P inion. 

Mr. MANN. I do not wonder that ‘the gentleman gets restive 
| when his resolution is under consideration. 
| Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. A ennai resolution, as I 
have already told the gentleman a hundred times, but I am 
supporting it. 

Mr. MANN. Well, it is quite likely that the stinguished 


theory of the proposed amendment is that the legislatures of | 


of the 
States can 
that an amendment 


the States can not be trusted. That is the whole theory 
amendment—that the legislatures of the different 
not be trusted. The Constitution provides 
may be ratified by the legislatures or by conventions called in 
the States. And yet the distinguished gentleman from Missouri 
seeks to cast odium, as it would be by the amendment, on the 
legislatures, rejecting the right of a State to determine whether 
it shall ratify this 
t shall be left wholly to the legislature. 
derful belief in the rights of the people as expressed by 
vote, why has it not been left in a way that the State may 
elect conventions to pass upon this resolution? 


It provides further, in reference to legislatures, that the 
legisiature may or it may not empower the executive to fill 


vacancies temporarily. No requirement has been carried in all 
resolutions heretofore that the executive shall make an ap- 
pointment to fill vacancies. It proposes to leave to the legisla- 
ture that authority. In addition to that, stating on the one 
hand that the legislature is unworthy of trust to elect United 
States Senators, it proposes to say that the legislature is so 


worthy that it shall determine as to the time and places and 
manner of holding elections, and placing the legislature above 


Congress, On the one side this resolution says that the legis- 
lature is unworthy of confidence, and on the other that it is 
worthy of more confidence than Congress itself. That is logic 
for you. [Applause.] 

Now, gentlemen all the afternoon have been 
election of Senators by direct vote of the people. The resolu- 
tions which have heretofore passed this body, the resolution 
which was introduced by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr., 
Lioyrp) in the last Congress, provided— 

That the Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Sena- 


tors from each State, who shall be elected by the direct vote of the 
people thereof for a term of six years. 


“ Elected by the direct vote of the people thereof.” 
can understand what that means. Anybody knows what that 
Says, and it says that they shall be elected by a direct vote of 
the people. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] this 
morning announced that there would be no amendments to this 
resolution of his—no dotting of “i's” or erossing of “t's”: he 
liad perfected it and did not propose to have it amended. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 


talking about 


Anybody 


amendment by convention, but requires that | 
If he has such a2 won- | 
direct | 


gentleman from Missouri, the chairman of the great Committee 





on the Election of the President, Vice President, and Represent- 
atives in Congress, seeking for an opportunity to make fame for 
himself—running around and hunting for a form—it is very 
likely that he has picked up some Republican thunder. [Ap 
plause and laughter on the Republican side.} We have learned 
before this that that which we have discarded that side of the 
House joyfully embraces as something good and new. [Ap 
plause and laughter on the Republican side. ] 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 
Mr. MANN. I prefer to discuss the resolution The gentle 
| man has plenty of time. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will give the gentleman as 
much time as I consume of hi 
Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will wait 1 | I finish, I will 


be very much obliged. 


Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. If the gent! in does not nt 
me to ask him a question when it is proper 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I would be very glad to let the gentleman 
ask me a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, certainly; I always yield in the end, though 
I prefer to get through. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The gentleman has consumed 
more time now than it would take to ask the question. He 


does not want me to ask him any question. 


Mr. MANN. Oh, I will permit the gentleman to ask me a 
question. What is it? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. No; I will not ask any question 
I am getting tired of that display, and I will get al 
out it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I learned | ago when I 
control of a bill to keep my temper. Gentlemen on that of 
the House will have that lesson to learn in the ex of t 

The gentleman has left out the direct vote of the p: 


What more? ‘The resolution provides: 


The electors in each State shall have t ( ification 
lectors 0 : the most numerous branch of the State legis! 
* "Plural! How many legislatures does a } 


sake? and applause on Republican side.] O 


{Laughter 


that is not the fault of the printer, as some gent 

| suggests. That is the fault of the genth n who introd I 
the resolution. The resolution hic forme! 
House had the correct expression, providing that the electors in 
each State shall have the qualifications requisite for electors of 


ee 














the most numerous branch of the legislature thereof, or of 
that State, but the gentleman from Missouri—I will apologize 
to the gentleman—lI do not think the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Rucker] is the one who made the discovery, for it is 
quite likely, and I agree with him, that that was in the bill as 
it was presented in the distinguished body at the other end of 
the Capitol. But if my friend from Missouri had watched that 
distinguished body as closely as I have, he would have learned 
before this that it is not safe to rely on other legislative bodies 
either as to substance or as to form. 

Mr. RUOKER of Missouri. It depends on who composed the 
body. 

Mr. 
now. 
is a 


MANN. Well, the gentleman has this side of the House 
Who composed the body I do not undertake to say. It 
fine-looking body of men, I will say, whom I see upon that 
side of the House, but their grammar is a little off. [Laughter 
and applause on Republican side. ] 

Then it says: . 

When vacancies ee 

When “ vacancies ” happen— 
in the representation of any State in the Senate the executive authority 
of such States shall issue writs of election to fill such vacancies. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman has again ex- 
pired. 

Mr. MANN. I would ask for five minutes more. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield to the gentleman whatever 
time I have. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 12 minutes remaining. 

Mr. MANN. I will not want to take so much time. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan, I will yield whatever of that time 
the gentleman desires. 

Mr. MANN, If I were writing that language I should have 
written— 

When a vacancy happens in the representation of any State in the 
Senate the executive authority of such State shall issue a writ of 
election to fill such vacancy. 

The statutes of the United States provide that when the plural 
or singular number is used in the statutes it shall apply to the | 
other when applicable, and that often corrects mistakes like this | 
of using the plural instead of the singular, but the statutes do 
not govern in the construction of the Constitution of the United 
States, and one would think that after being out, as they say, 
for 16 years they would discover that when they wished to say 
a vacancy they would say a vacancy instead of vacancies. 
There is vacancy enough now on that side without making it | 
plural. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. I prefer not; the gentleman has time. Now, I 
do not wish to be carping, but here is a constitutional amend- | 
ment, and the last provision is— 

This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the election 
or term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as part of the 
Constitution, 

The first principle of language is to reduce the number of | 
words to express the thought to as few as possible. That is a | 
principle which I know, though I do not always follow it. 

Mr. JAMES. It does not apply to speeches, does it? 

Mr. MANN. The provision ought to be— 


This amendment shall not be construed to affect the election or term 
of any Senator. 








And if my friend from Missouri was writing it and had his | 


attention called to it, he would agree to it; but, of course, now 
he will feel compelled to stand by the provision. Mr. Speaker, 
but a few words more. In the first part the joint resolution 
provides, among other things, that— 

In lieu of all of paragraph 1 of section 4 of said Article I, in so far 
as the same relates to any authority in Congress to make or alter regu- 
lations as to the times or manner of holding elections for Senators. 


Think for a moment of the rhetorical expression of stating | 


that it shall be “in lieu of all” of the paragraph, but really in 
lieu of only a part of it; but coming to the gist of it, what 
authority has Congress to say what part of the Constitution an 
amendment is “in lieu of"? The amendment, when it is agreed 
to by three-fourths of the States and becomes a part of the Con- 
stitution, is for the courts to determine as to its meaning. This 
part of the resolution is no part of the amendment. We may 
legislate here and say that a certain amendment is in place of 
the whole Constitution, but that is not before the legislatures of 
the States which ratify the amendment; but when the amend- 
ment is ratified it speaks for itself, and the courts, not Congress, 
will construe the part of the Constitution it is in lieu of. But 
the purpose of that, and that is the first time the provision in 
that form has appeared in any of these resolutions, the purpose 
of that resolution is to take out of the Constitution the power 
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regulate the time and manner of holding elections for Senators. 
Ever since the Government was organized Congress has had the 
power to regulate the times, places, and manner of holding ele 
tions for Representatives. 

We have had the power to regulate the time and manner » 
conducting the election of Senators, not the place, because the 
place was supposed to be within the power of the State to fix 
as being the capital of the State, and it was not designed t 
give Congress the power to fix the capital of the State. 

Now, under this amendment, as I read it, though there j 
some doubt, Congress will still have the power to regulate th 
time, and place, and manner, for holding elections for Members 
of Congress. Why is it proposed that Congress shall not hay 
the same power over the election of Senators by the same elec- 
torate—probably at the same time? It ought to be. We have 
so provided in course of time that we have required, in effect, 
the election of electors at a fixed time, in fact, and their meet- 
ing at the same time. Through the power of Congress to regu- 
late the election of Representatives, and the fear that that 
power might be exercised in course of time, most of the States 
have fixed their fall elections for Members of Congress at the 
same time. Senators ought to be elected at the same electio: 
that Members of the House are, and yet it is proposed to take 
away from Congress the power to control these elections a: 
to place it absolutely in the hands of the States. 

It is true that Congress has not exercised the power, but 
often happens that when a superior body possesses a power 
is not necessary to exercise it, because the inferior body a 
with fairness and justice. Under this provision of the Cons 
tution, if made as it stands in the resolution, Utah, Delaware 
Rhode Island, Illinois, or Indiana, or New York, or any Stat 
in the Union, may make provisions which have never yet been 
heard of as to the election of Senators. I contend that under 
the wording of the amendment, as it now stands, the electio 


a 


| of Senators by the people, that it does not require a direct vote 


of the people. If we had a central body to be composed of de 
gates to be elected from various subordinate bodies, it wou 
often be the case that those delegates would be appointed by 
the executive committee of the lower body. No one would su) 
pose from reading the rules of this House that it meant th: 
the committees were to be elected, possibly, by ballot. 

There is no provision here that Senators shall be elected by 
| a ballot or by a vote even. We elect committees by resolutio 


| not by ballot, and under this provision, if it should be put into 


the Constitution, there will come a time when some of the 
| States will find other methods of electing Senators than by 

direct vote of the people; and, if history should repeat itse!! 
there would come times when from some of the Southern Stat: 
Senators would be elected without a direct vote. Under this 
| provision, in the carpetbag days of the South, some of tlic 
gentlemen in control of those States would have claimed that 
they had elected a Senator by the people if the governor issue! 
a commission, without anything further. And remember tha‘ 

| under this, Congress has no control. I appeal to the gentlemen 
| in power on that side of the House, that if you propose to amend 
the Constitution in this regard now before it comes up for con- 
struction, make it plain, so that those who come after may know 
what it means without court, judicial, or war proceedings. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I was about to ask the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] to yield me two minutes in 
which to reply to one question. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I stated a while ago 
to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youne] that after tli 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] delivered his speech there 
would be only one other speech on this side. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think I have a little time re- 
maining. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
tleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to the gentleman 
from Michigan, and to the gentleman from Missouri also, that 
1 do not intend to make a speech, but I do think that the pro- 
vision of the Constitution of the United States, one construc- 
tion of which I gave, and which was contradicted point-blank 
by the gentleman from Illinois, ought to be read to the House, 
and I just ask for two minutes. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Yes; certainly, I will yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from [Illinois 
prophesied that the large States would force an amendment 
depriving the smaller States of their equal rights in the Senate. 


l 


s 


Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen- 





which Congress would otherwise have when it so desired to; State. 


I said that the large States could not force upon a smaller 
State a constitutional amendment to deprive it of its equal 
suffrage in the Senate except with the consent of the sinaller 
With this the gentleman from Illinois did not agree. 
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Here is Article V of the Constitution: 


The Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it nec- | 


essary, shall propose amendments to this ‘ 
application of the legislatures of two-thirds of 
call a convention for proposing amendments, which, in either case, shall 
be valid to all intents and purposes, as part of this Constitution, when 
ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, or by 


stitution, or, on the 


conventions in three-fourths thereof, as the one or the other mode of | 
ratification may be proposed by the Congress; provided that no amend- | 


ment which may be made prior to the year 1508 shall in any manner 
affect the first and fourth clauses in the ninth section of the first 
article, and that no State, without its consent, shall be deprived of its 


equal suffrage in the Senate. 
[Applause. ] 
Mr. MANN. 
remarks. [Laughter.] 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, there will be only 
one more speech made on this side in concluding this debate. I 
desire to use three or four minutes, if I may do so with pro- 


priety, in order to answer some things which were said here, | 


about which I was not permitted to interrogate the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] while he was on the floor. 

It is a great misfortune, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman who 
delivered that magnificent lecture to the House this evening 
had not lived in olden times and in his own happy style of 


» several States, shall | 


I read that very carefully before I made my | 





English framed the Constitution of the United States in lan- | 


guage so perfect that even a genius like himself would not 
dare attack it. [Laughter.] 
have got to try to get along in some old way with the Con- 
stitution which was handed down to us by those distinguished 
men who did frame it as best they could. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman here this evening makes a great speech in 
behalf of the rights of the people and the rights of the States 
and the rights of the Constitution, and would lead us to believe 
that he is probably reluctant in opposing this measure because 
of the numerous and clerical grammatical errors to which he 
has called the attention of the House in a jocular and very in- 
structive speech. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman lauds and presents as practically perfect and 
free from criticism, even at his hands, the resolution offered 
in the last Congress by my distinguished colleague, Mr. Luoyp. 


But the gentleman will bear with me when I say this, that | 
distin- | 


when the committee, at that time presided over by a 
guished Republican from West Virginia, Mr. Gaines, brought 
in a report and recommended to this House that that resolution 
should pass the itleman from Illinois arose in his place and 
objected to the passage of the resolution which he to-day tells 
us is absolutely perfect, because of a misprint in the Govern- 
ment Printing Office of one word—the addition of an “s.” 
not that true? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. I did not say it was perfect. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. But the gentleman objected to it 
for the reason thai it contained an “s” when there ought not 
to have been one, and that was the only objection made. 

Mr. MANN. I objected to it when I discovered an “s” on the 
word “amendment,” and that was enough to put me on guard 
as to the rest of the language. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Yes; and the gentleman is “on 
guard” and has been for some time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. And will be for some time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will not discuss that. Of course 
what I am now going to say has no application on earth, Mr. 
Speaker, but I read a long time ago in some poetry—I think 
Pope’s incomparable poems; no; it was in Cowper—a couplet 
that sometimes forces itself into my mind. When I see a gen- 
tleman laboring so arduously and earnestly, apparently, for 
public welfare and yet one who is never able to find anything 
on earth quite good enough for him to take at the command of 
the people, sometimes I can not help, to save my soul, having 
that couplet flash through my mind. The poet wrote: 

With smooth dissimulation skilled, to grace 
A devil’s purpose with an angel’s face. 

[Laughter.] 

It has no application here, and I would not have quoted 
the language if it had not been that the gentleman has criticized 
my grammar, and I wanted him to understand that if I do not 
know all about grammar, I do know some things about the 
application of poetry. [Laughter.] 

But the gentleman said that this resolution is woefully bad 
because it reads: 

When vacancies happen in the representation of any State in the 


Senate, the executive authority of such State shall issue writs of elec- 
tion to fill such vacancies— 


ge 


And he criticizes that word “ happen” as an error. 
But the gentleman forgets that this old Constitution 
he is guarding so sacredly from the amendments which the 


But he did not, and therefore we | 


Is | 





people have been pleading for for 40 years uses that identical 
language : 

When vacancies happen in the representation from any State, the 
executive authority thereof shall i ; f election to fill ich 
vacancies 

Word for word the language in the resolution w pending 
before the House. [Applause on the Democratic s 


He forgets also that in the second clause of t s nd para- 
graph in the Constitution the identical language is found which 
is found in this resolution, where it says: 

And the electors in each State shall have thé requisite 

| for electors of the most numerous branch of th: > 

Exactly what we have here, except 

Mr. MANN rose. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Oh, I know y find is 
“s,.” and as long as the gentleman is on guard | ys 
find the “s’s” in all reform measures, and an “s an 
obstacle that that great leader of Republicanism in tl of 

| Chicago can not get over it. 

3ut let me say to you, sir, if conditions had existed 150 
years ago that exist to-day those distinguished patriots of 


country never would have written into the Constitution 





of its yet cherished provisions. At that time the human nd 
had never been traduced by a thought so foul as that a g1 
people would ever stoop to such practices as we learn are s 
times found in great States and in the legislatures of tl 
States. I heard the gentleman mention the St: of Ili 
awhile ago, and I thought, “ What a great State it is; in fact, it 
has made more history in the last six months than the Southern 
Confederacy made in four years.” [Applause and laught i 
he Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. Illinois made more history in the four years of 
the Civil War than the Southern Confederacy did. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I hope I will have no interrup- 
tions. I did not intend to consume any time. I yield 15 min- 
utes to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Suerrey]. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, it is with some degree of em- 
barrassment that I undertake to close this debate on this very 
important subject, for I speak without any pre] iti nd 
without previous determination. I shali not waste much of the 
15 minutes allowed me in answer to the criticisms of the g ’ 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mann] as to the phraseology of this bill. 
Some of these criticisms have already been answered by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker]; but it may t I iss 
to call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois again to 
the fact that an accurate and careful reading of the Constitu 


tion itself might have saved him from the mistake of one of his 
criticisms. He complained that while much has been said here 
of the direct vote of the people, yet when we framed the t ; 
| of the resolution we provided only that “the § te of the 
United States shall be composed of two Senators from each 
State, elected by the people thereof.” Had he re mbered— 
because he has undoubtedly read—the second section of Article 
I of the Constitution, he would have remembered that it is in 
this language: 
The House of Representatives shall be composed of M ! n 
every second year by the people of the several Stat 
Nothing is said there of the direct vote, though Representa- 





} 


tives are thus elected, and there is no more necessity for it 
here than there. 

But I desire to come to the real prop 
involved. It is perhaps unnecessary at 
anything as to the merits of the major 
it may not be amiss to note with reference to the eulogy of th 
gentleman’s party that the only voices that have |! 1 raised 
against the major proposition to elect Senators by direct te 
of the people have been Republican. [Applause on t 
cratic side.] 

No Democrat on this floor has criticised that propositi 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] i 
for State sovereignty and State rights, ar 
eause you provide a different method « 
have struck a deathblow to State sovere! 
beén able to follow that logic. As point« 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper], you can 1 
consent of each State, the equal re] 
the Senate, and simply changing th: 
does not in the slight degree do 


eitione 
this 


proposition: and et 


that are |] "{ 
late dav ¢ 


States themselves 
Of course, if you 
amendment of the Co itution ! 
| ments to the Constitution, why, t 
any other conclusion, would | 
not been the histor f am ind 


which | 


there is nothing now to warrant th 
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But the question that is really interesting this House, and the has come now a solution that has been upheld by the con: 


question that I desire to come to, is not the major proposition, 
the election of Senators by direct vote of the people, but it is 
that proposition involved in the substitute offered by the gentle- 
man from Michigan, as to whether we should not have in the 
Constitution, as it is proposed to be amended, the power in the 
Federal Government to control the election of United States 
Senators. That is the real question at issue here. 

Now, if it were possible, as suggested repeatedly by the gen- 
tlemen on this side, to provide for direct vote of Senators by the 
people without changing the present power that exists in the 
Congress of the United States relative to the election of Sena- 
tors, I would agree that it was highly improper to bring into 
this question another question about which there is such a divi- 
sion of opinion. But bear in mind this basic fact, that the very 
moment that you provide by constitutional amendment that 
Senators shall be elected by direct vote of the people instead of 
by the legislatures of the States, that moment, unless you make 
further provision, you have enlarged the power of the Govern- 
ment of the United States over the election of Senators of the 
United States. 

i repeat, that the moment you change the form of the elec- 
tion from that by the legislature to that by direct vote of the 
people, that moment you have enlarged the power of the Fed- 
eral Government over such elections. The power that exists to- 
day under the Constitution as to the election of Senators and 
Representatives, while in the same language, is not, in a practi- 
cal real sense, the same power. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHERLEY. For a question only. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman will recollect that the reso- 
lution introduced by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Lioyp] 
in the last Congress, and which was reported and which I have 
offered as a substitute, contains no reference to section 4, Arti- 
cle I. Would the gentleman hold that that resolution extended 
the power of the Federal Government? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I simply answer that it is not 
material as to what was provided in any former resolution. 
The material thing is what we shall provide in this amendment. 
I have not time in the 15 minutes to discuss the various bills 
that have been introduced. I say to you, in my judgment, that 
if you are not to enlarge the power of the Federal Government 
you must add something besides the simple provision as to the 
method of electing Senators. 

The power of Congress over elections for Representatives in 
Congress is practically complete. While Congress may not pre- 
scribe the qualification of voters, and while that right is left en- 
tirely with the States, subject only to the provisions of the fif- 
teenth amendment, yet Congress can, by regulating the “ man- 
ner” of holding these elections, give to the Federal Government 
complete control, as it actually did during the reconstruction 
period. As to election of Senators, Congress can now give to the 
Federal Government no such powers. Practically speaking, its 
power over their election is so slight as to be negligible. But 
the sole change from election of Senators by the legislatures to 
an election by direct vote carries with it an enlargement of 
power. This it is that brings us face to face with the two 
propositions. The proposition on that side of the House is 
that we shall enlarge that power by limiting the amendment 
to the change to direct vote of the people so as to make 
it coequal and coextensive with the power of the Federal 
Government now as to the election of Members of Congress. 
The proposition on this side is that we should not give to the 
National Government the power over the election of Senators. 
That is the real issue clean-cut, and there can be no doubt 
about it. 

What is the history? The history of the provision of the 
Constitution in regard to both Members of the House and the 
Senate is that it was put in there not with the idea that the 
Federal Government should actually supervise the manner and 
method of holding the election of Members of Congress or of 
the Senate, but that in the event of the State failing to provide 
the machinery and method for election, a fear that was then 
prominent and warranted, then the United States should exer- 
cise that power. But when the matter came to be construed as 
to the power in regard to Members of Congress, the Supreme 
Court of the United States held that the Congress of the United 
States had the power, without regard to the failure of the State, 
to regulate the method of electing Representatives to the Con- 
gress of the United States. 

We in the South have had confronting us a very grave and 
very serious problem—a problem that, according to the best 
judgment of the southern people, involved the supremacy of 
the white race in those States. Out of much of turmoil, out 
of much that might not be defended in the cold forum of law, 


and that to-day is making for the future prosperity and saf. 
of the entire land. We are not willing, many of us, to endan: 
that status, believing it to be most vital, by giving a power 
to elections more extensive than now belongs to the Fede, 
Government. 

I am one of those men who believe that the day has ¢ 
by when we will ever see the power of the National Governm: 
enforced as it was enforced during reconstruction days; |) 
we do not believe that it is essential to this question to : 
ment that power and to give additional opportunity for 
wrong use. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] asks what reason 

logic can be given why a different rule should apply to | 
election of Members of the House and Members of the Sena: 
I might answer him by saying that to-day there exists a diff 
ent rule in regard to the power of the Federal Government 
to electors who elect a President and Members of the House 
Representatives. 

According to cold logic and theory, if the Federal Governnx 
should have power to control the election of Members of {| 
House, which is necessary to its continued existence, it ou: 
also to have power to control the election of electors who se: 

a President of the United States, also necessary to the conti: 
ance of its existence. There is also a reason why the St: 
in the election of Senators should not be subject to the sa 
control that the individual election of Members is subject | 
The States in selecting Senators do act in a sovereign capacit 
They send Senators not simply as Members of the Natio: 
Legislature, but they send them, in a sense, as ambassadors 
of a sovereign State, and to my mind it seems utterly foolish 
to say that you are willing to trust the people of the States to 
select these Senators, to have power to select them in the broad 
sense, and yet you are not willing to trust them with the : 
rangement of the manner and method of holding the elec- 
tion. Either the one position is not warranted or the other 
is not. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHERLEY. For a question. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Suppose the time should come when any 
State should become dissatisfied with the way the Feder:! 
Government was being carried on and should refuse to pro- 
vide for the election of a Senator? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Frankly I say that if you gentlemen are 
dealing with it from that single position, men on this side of 
the House ought not to have, and I believe would not have, 
any objection to a provision that gave to the Federal Gove 
ment control, predicated upon the basic fact only of the State 
having failed to act; but I say to you that there is no more 
danger to-day of the States failing to act than of any other 
unheard-of event. 

At the time that that fear was entertained, and at the tim: 
when that fear was potent enough to put into the Constitutiv 
the provision we find there, there were many who believed tlhe 
Constitution would never be ratified by the States; there were 
many who believed it would not last even if ratified; that tle 
States, with their jealousy of each other, would undermine i's 
powers; but no man to-day, after a hundred years of nation:! 
existence, but realizes that the Nation as a nation is here io 
stay; that it will never die for failure of the component parts 
of it to elect Senators to the Congress of the United States. 
[Applause.] Such a proposition is unthinkable. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 
a question, purely for information. Does he agree with lis 
colleague that this resolution will not be approved by the lezis- 
latures of the Southern States if this provision limiting tlic 
power of the Federal Government is not placed in it? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Why, I have no opinion to express. In ms 
own State we have a suffrage without limitation of any sort, 
and the question would not be vital there except as pul!i: 
opinion is influenced by public opinion in sister Souther 
States. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have 
still a few minutes remaining. ee 

The SPHRAKER. The gentleman has five minutes remainine 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Then, I yield the remaining five 
minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have no right to speak for 
these States, but gentlemen have argued that we were 1h 
periling the amendment by putting in it the provisions that we 
have. 














eet ear ge ee 


Fa Oe hae 





1911. 








I say to you that, in my judgment, it is more likely to receive 
the approval of the necessary States in the present form than 
in the form proposed in the substitute of the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr, Youne]. That is simply my opinion for what it 
may be worth. 

Mr. JACKSON. One question more, Is it fair, either to the 
minority party in this House or the success of this great prin- 
ciple for which the gentleman has been contending, to impose 
upon the Northern States the burden of explaining to the hun- 
dreds of thousands of colored men who do really vote the great 
principle which the gentleman has been endeavoring to debate 
here to-day? [Applause.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. My answer to the gentleman is simply this: 
We have on this side presented a proposition that we believe 
ought to be adopted. We force no man here, and can force no 
man, to accept our view. If a majority of the membership of 
this House see fit to amend this bill as the gentleman would 
like, well and good. I am still sufficiently in favor of the prin- 
ciple to vote for the constitutional amendment even in the 
changed form, but it is certainly as fair for us to present our 
proposition as it is for that side to present theirs, and I fur- 
ther say to the gentleman that we are not making necessary any 
explanation on the part of the gentleman to any person, white 
or black, in the North. We do not by this amendment change 
in one single particular the rights of the negro as a citizen of 
the United States. We do not in any sense interfere with the 
protection of those rights under the thirteenth, fourteenth, and 
fifteenth amendments, and I would say 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield to 
the gentleman from Oregon? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I decline to yield—but we do say this, that 
we believe it to be unwise to give to the Federal Government 
an enlarged grant of power touching the manner of holding 
elections in the States. We do not believe that such grant of 
power is necessary, and we are not willing, not believing it to 
be necessary, to give it. There has been nothing in the history 
of the country that warrants the belief that it is necessary in 
order to preserve the Government, and that, to my mind, is the 
only yalid reason that it should be granted. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield 
to the gentleman from Oregon? 

Mr. SHERLEY. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky does not 
yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky declines to 
yield. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have, as I stated, made this 
speech without preparation, with the consequent confusion of 
thought that results therefrom. 

In conclusion, let me say to the membership of this House 
that I believe it easy for men to find excuses to vote against 
this amendment, but to the man who actually, sincerely, funda- 
mentally believes that you will improve the conditions of servy- 
ice to be had in the Senate of the United States by putting the 
power of electing Senators directly in the hands of the people, 
to such a man I say there is nothing in the form of the amend- 
ment as offered here to-day that ought to make him pause for 
one moment, and to the Members on that side of the aisle, 
as well as on this, who actually believe, not nominally be- 
lieve, in the principles of government by the people, I ap- 
peal for a support of the amendment. 
applause, ] 

The SPEAKER. Under the agreement the previous question 
operates on the resolution and on all of the amendments. The 
Clerk will report the first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


By Mr. Youne of a: 
Amend as follows: Strike out, on page 1, the language beginning in 
line 7, as follows: “And in lieu of all of paragraph 1 of section 4 of 
sald Article I, in so far as the same relates to any authority in Con- 


gress to make or alter regulations as to the times or manner of hold- 
ing elections for Senators.” 


And strike out, on page 2, the language beginning in line 9, as 


follows: 
“The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators 
shall be as prescribed in each State by the legislature thereof.” 


ual’ SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ent. 


Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, at this point, in order 


bo 7 time, I will call for the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ent. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youna] 
demands the yeas and nays. 


XLVII——-16 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 


inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. MONDELL. Is it not in order to vote on the substi- 
tute? 

The SPEAKER. The vote will be taken on the substitute 
last. The Clerk will call the roll. Those in favor of the amend- 


ment will answer “aye,” 
those present and not voting will answer “ 
The question was taken; and there were 


and those opposed will answer “no”; 
present.” 
yeas 125, nays 189, 


answered “ present” 2, not voting 75, as follows: 


Akin, N. Y. 


Anderson, Minn. 


Austin 
Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 
Berger 
Bowman 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Butler 
Calder 
Cannon 
Catlin 
Cooper 
Copley 
Crago 
Dalzell 
Danforth 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
Dodds 
Dwight 
Dyer 

Esch 

Farr 
Fordney 
Foss 
Foster, Vt. 
French 
Fuller 


| Gillett 


| 





Good 


Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken, 8S. Cc. 
Alexander 
Allen 
Anderson, Ohio 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Ayres 
Barnhart 
Bartlett 
Bathrick 
seall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
tlackmon 
Booher 
Borland 


| Brantley 


Brown 
Suchanan 


| Bulkley 


Burke, Wis. 
Surleson 
Burnett 
Byrnes, 8. C. 
Byrns, Tenn, 


| Callaway 


Candler 
Cantrill 
Carlin 
Carter 
Clark, Fla, 
Claypool 
Clayton 
Cline 
Collier 
Connell 
Covington 
Cox, Ind. 
Cox, Ohio 
Cravens 
—- 
Daugherty 
Davis, W. Va. 
Dent 
Denver 
Dickinson 
Dickson, Miss, 


Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Bates 
Bingham 
Boehne 
Bradley 
Broussard 
Burgess 


YEAS 
Greene 
Guernsey 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hanna 
Harris 
Hartman 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Ilayes 
Heigesen 
Henry, Conn. 
Hill 
Hinds 
Howell 
Howland 
Hubbard 
Humphrey, Wash. 
Jackson 
Kahn 
Kendall 
Kennedy 
Kent 
Kinkaid, Nebr. 
Knowland 
Kopp 
Lafean 
Lafferty 
La Follette 
Langham 
Langley 


Lawrence 


NAYS 
Dies 
Difenderfer 
Dixon, Ind. 
Donohoe 


Doremus 
Doughton 
Dupre 
Edwards 
Faison 
Ferris 
Fitzgerald 
Fiood, Va. 


Floyd, Ark. 
Foster, LL 
Francis 
Garner 
Garrett 
Glass 
Godwin, N. C. 
Goeke 
Goodwin, 
Gordon 
Gould 
Gray 
Gregg, Pa. 
Gregg, Tex. 
Gudger 

Hamill 

Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardwick 

Hardy 

Harrison, Miss. 
Harrison, N. Y. 
Hay 

Helm 

Henry, Tex. 
Holland 
Houston 
Howard 
Hughes, Ga. 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Jacoway 

James 

Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 


ANSWERED “ 
Cary 


Ark. 


123. 
Lenroot 
Lindbergh 
Loud 
MeCall 
McDermott 
McKinley 
McKinney 
MeLaughlin 
McMorran 
Madden 
Madison 
Malby 
Mann 
Martin, S. Dak. 
Matthews 
Miller 
Monde!l! 
Moore, Pa. 
Morgan 
Mott 
Murdock 
Needham 
Nelson 
Norris 
Nye 
Parran 
Patton, Pa. 
Pickett 
Porter 
Powers 
Pray 

189. 


Jones 
Kindred 
Kipp 
Ketchin 
Konig 
Konop 
Korbly 
Lamb 

Lee, Ga, 
Lee, Pa. 
Legare 
Lever 
Levy 
Lewis 
Linthicum 
Little 
Littleton 
Lloyd 
Lobeck 
McCoy 
MeGilli ldy 
Macon 
Maguire, Nebr. 
Maher 
Martin, C 
Mays 
Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morrison 
Moss, Ind. 
Murray 
Oldtield 
O’Shaunessy 
Padgett 
Page 
Patten, N. ¥. 
Pepper 
Peters 
Post 
Pou 
Pufo 
Rainey 
Raker 
Randell, 
Rauch 
Reilly 
tichardson 
Robinson 


PRESENT "—2, 
Kinkead, N. J. 


pace 


Tex. 


NOT VOTING—75. 


Burke, Pa. 
Campbell 
Conry 
Crumpacker 
Curley 
Currier 
Davenport 
De Forest 
Draper 


Driscoll, D. A. 
Driscoll, M. B. 
Ellerbe 
Estopinal 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fields 

Finley 

Focht 


Prince 

Prouty 

Rees 

Roberts, Mass, 
Roberts, Ne 
Rodenbe 
Sloan 
Smith, J. M.c 
Smith, Saml. W. 
Speer 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Cal, 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sulloway 
Switzer 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Towner 


V. 


rg 


Utter 
Volstead 
Warburton 
Wedemeyer 
Wilder 
Willis 


Wilson, Tl. 
Wood, N. J. 
Woods, Iowa. 
Young, Kans, 
Young, Mich, 


wr 


_~ 


LRALRELELTE LRT 


Slnayden 

Small 

Smith, Tex. 
Sparl in 
sfaniey 
Stedman 
Stephens, Miss, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stone 

Sulzer 

Sweet 

Talbott, Md. 
Taylor, Ala. 
Tha ; 
Thomas 
Townsend 
Tribble 
Turnbull 


Tuttle 
Underhill 
Inde rwo d 
Watkins 
Whitacre 
Wickliffe 
Wilson, N. Y¥. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Witherspoon 
Young, Tex. 


The Speaker 


Fornes 
Fowler 
(7a i“ r 


Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, N. J 


George 
Goldfogle 
Grah n 
Griest 
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Hamilton, W. Va. Loudenslager Payne Smith, N. Y. 
Heald McCreary Plumle Stack 

Heftin McGutre, Okla. Ransdell, La. Talcott, N. Y. 
Hensley McHen Redfield Taylor, Colo. 
Higgins McKenzie Riordan Tilson 
Hobson Mitchell touse Vreeland 
Hughes, W. Va. Moon, Pa. Sells Webb 

Latta Morse, Wis. Simmons Weeks 
Lindsay Olmsted Slemp White 
Longworth Palmer Smith, Cal. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


For the session: 
Mr. FINLtey with Mr. Currier. 
Mr. Fornes with Mr. Brapiry. 
Mr. Rrogpan with Mr. ANpDRUs. 
Until further notice: 





Mr. Bornne with Mr. Burke of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Frecps with Mr. Hucues of West Virginia. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Danie A. Driscott with Mr. Focnr. 
Estorrnat with Mr. Garpner of Massachusetts. 
Evans with Mr. Gargpner of New Jersey. 
Lanpsay with Mr. McKenzie. 
McHenry with Mr. Payne. 
Smatru of New York with Mr. PLUMLEy, 
Strack with Mr. Srwmons. 
Taytor of Colorado with Mr. Tizson. 
Waurte with Mr. VREELAND. 
taNspEeLL of Louisiana with Mr. SLemp. 
Wess with Mr. Hiccorns. 
GALLAGHER with Mr. Bincuam. 
Patmer with Mr. Heap. 
Mr. Tavtcotr of New York with Mr. Micuagrrt EF. Driscort. 
Mr. HENSLEY with Mr. Lonewortn. 
Mr. Kryxeap of New Jersey with Mr. LouDENSLAGER, 
Mr. Hamitton of West Virginia with Mr. Draper. 
From April 6 to April 14, inclusive: 
Mr. Fowrer with Mr. Weeks. 
From April 11 to April 14, noon: 
Mr. Herxiin with Mr. McCreary. 
Until Monday, April 17: 
Mr. Hosson with Mr. Farrcurp. 
Mr. Davenrort with Mr. O_msten, 
Mr. Grawam with Mr. Bares. 
Mr. GoLprocte with Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania. 
For this vote: 
Mr. Curtey (against) with Mr. Dre Forest (in favor). 
Mr. Georcr (against) with Mr. Antony (in favor). 
Mr. Rovse (against) with Mr. Griest (in favor). 
Mr. Coney (against) with Mr. Sects (in favor). 
Mr. Ecterse (against) with Mr. Campretx (in favor). 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
By Mr. Cary: 
On page 8 adg@: “That there be and there is hereby proposed the 
following amendment to the Constitution, which, when ratified as the 


Constitution prescribes, shall become effective as a part of the Consti- 
tution, as follows: 

“That there be, and there is hereby, proposed the following amend- 
ment to the Constitution, which, when ratified as the Constitution pre- 
eres shall become and be effective as part of the Constitution, as 
ollows: 

“* Spc. 1. Members and Delegates to the House of Representatives of 
the Congress of the United States shall be elected after the passage of 
this bill for a term of four years. 

“*Sec. 2. Said election shall take place at the time and on the day 
prescribed by law for the casting of the popular vote for President of 
the United States, and In the manner prescribed by law by the different 
States and Territorics.’” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By Mr. Maxn: 

Amend page 2, line 4, by inserting after the word “by” the follow- 
ing, “a direct vote of.” , 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment, 
also offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend 2, lines 7 and 8, by striking out the word “ legislatures” 
and insert the word “ legislature.” 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I believe I would 
like to see the gentleman from Tlinois gain one victory in this 
contest, and I therefore hope tliiis amendment will be accepted. 
[Laughter.] 





i 








The SPEAKER. 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amend: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend page 2, line 15, by striking out the words “that th 
lature of any State may empower,” and, in line 16, by striking o: 
word “to” and inscrting in lieu thereof the word “ shall.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the a 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was reject: 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amend 
also by Mr. MANN. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend page 2, line 18, by striking out the words “so” and “as 


The question is on agreeing to the a: 


The SPEAKER. 


ment. 


The question is on agreeing to the a: 


The question was taken, and the amendment was reje 


The SPEAKER. 


The question now is on the substitut 





) 
). 


fered by the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpberr]. The 
Clerk will report it. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the followin; 


“That the following amendment be 


proposed to the legislat 


the several States, which, when ratified by three-fourths of said 
latures, shall become and be a part of the Constitution, namely: | 
of the first and second paragraphs of section 3 of Article I of th 
stitution of the United States of America, the following shall | 
posed as an amendment to the Constitution : 


“* Sec. 3. 


That the Senate of the United States shal! be com; 1 


two Senators from each State, who shall be elected by a direct 
years, and each Senator sha! 


the people thereof for a term of six } 
one vote: a plurality of the votes cast for candidates 


for Senat 


elect, and the electors shall have the qualifications requisite for « 


of the most numerous branch of the State legislature. 


“* When vacancies happen, by resignation or otherwise, in th 
sentation of any State in the Senate, the same shail be filled { 
unexpired term thereof in the same manner 2s is provided for t! 
tion of Senators in paragraph 1: Provided, That the executive t 
until the next general or s 


shall make temporary appointment 
held in accordance with the statutes or constitution of 


election, 
State.’ 


“This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the e! 
or term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as a part « 


Constitution.” 


The SPEAKER. 


tute. 


The question is on agreeing to the s: 


The question was taken, and the substitute was rejected. 


The SPEAKER. 


third reading of the joint resolution. 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and r 


third time, and was read the third time. 


The SPEAKER. 
joint resolution. 

SEVERAL MreMBEES. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 


The yeas and nays! 
Mr. Speaker, I have no desi 


The question recurs on the engrossmen! 


The question now is on the passage of 


detain the membership of this House here by calling fo 
because I believe the House is practic: 


yeas and nays, 
unit on this measure. 


vote, there is no objection. 


The SPEAKER. 


resolution. 


But if gentlemen want a yea-and 


The question is on the passage of the 0! 


Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and n: 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 296, nay: 
answered “ present” 0, not voting 77, as follows: 


to 


YEAS—296. 

Adair Burleson Davis, Minn. Glass 
Adamson Burnett Davis, W. Va. Godwin, N.C 
Aiken, 8. C. Butler Dent Goeke 
Akin, N. Y. Byrnes, 8. C. Denver Good ; 
Alexander Byrns, Tenn. Dickinson Goodwin, Ark 
Allen Calder Dickson, Miss. Gordon 
Anderson, Minn. Callaway Dies Gould 
Anderson, Ohio Candler Difenderfer Gray 
Ansberr Cantrill Dixon, Ind. Greene 
Ashb: Carlin Donohoe Gregg, Pa. 
Austin Carter Doremus Gregg, Tex. 
Ayres Ca Doughton Gudger 
Barchfeld Catlin Dupre Guernsey 
Barnhart Clark, Fla. Dyer Hamill ‘ 
Bartholdt Claypool Edwards Hamilton, Mich. 
Bartlett Clayton Esch Hamlin 
Bathrick Cline Faison Hammond 
Beall, Tex. Collier Farr Ilanna 
Bell, Ga. Connell Ferris Hardwick 
Berger Qecgee Pi ald ‘ H aaey : 
Blackmon Copley Flood, Va. Harrison, Miss. 

3ooher Covington Floyd, Ark. Harrison, N. Y. 
Borland Cox, Ind. Foss Hartman 
Bowman Cox, Ohio Foster, Ill. Haugen 
Brantley ago Foster, Vt. Hawley 
Brown Cravens Francis Hay 
Buchanan Cullo French es 
Bulkley Dalzell Fuller He Dn 
Burke, 8. Dak. Daugherty Garner Helm 

Burke, Wis. Davidson Garrett Henry, Conn. 








Levy Patton, Pa. Smith, Tex. 
Lewis Pepper Sparkman 
Lindbergh Peters Speer 
Linthicum Pickett Stanley 
Littlepage Porter Stedman 
Howell Littleton Post Steenerson 
i nd Lloyd Pou Stephens, Cal. 
H rd Lobeck Powers Stephens, Miss. 
Hughes, Ga. Loud Pray Stephens, Tex. 
H 3, N. J. McCoy Prince Sterling 
H McGillicuddy Prouty Stone 
Humphrey, Wash. McKinley Pujo Sulzer 
H ireys, Miss. McKinney Rainey Sweet 
Jackson McLaughlin Raker Switzer 
la Ly Macon Randell, Tex. Talbott, Md. 
James Madden Rauch Taylor, Ala. 
Johnson, Ky. Madison Rees Taylor, Ohio 
Johnson, 8. C. Maguire, Nebr. Reilly Thayer 
Tones Mg her Richardson Thomas 
Kah Martin, Colo. Roberts, Mass. Towner 
Kendall Martin, 8. Dak. Roberts, Nev. ‘Townsend 
Kennedy Matthews Robinson Tribble 
Ket Mays Roddenbery Turnbull 
Kindred Miller Rodenberg Tuttle 
K id, Nebr Mondell Rothermel Underhill 
Kir d,N.J Moon, Tenn. Rubey Underwood 
K Moore, Pa. Rucker, Colo. Volstead 
Kitehin Moore, Tex. Rucker, Mo. Warburton 
Kr and Morgan Russell Watkins 
Konig Morrison Sabath Wedemeyer 
Konop Moss, Ind. Saunders Whitacre 
Kopp Mott Scully White 
Korbly Murdock Shackleford Wickliffe 
Lafean Murray Sharp Willis 
Lafferty Needham Sheppard Wilson, Ill. 
La Follette Nelson Sherley Wilson, N. Y¥. 
Lamb Norris Sherwood Wilson, Pa. 
Langham Nye Sims Witherspoon 
Langley Oldfield Sisson Wood, N. J. 
Lee, Ga. O’Shaunessy Slayden Woods, Iowa 
Lee, Pa. Padgett Sloan Young, Kans. 
Legare Page Small Young, Mich, 
Lenroot Parran Smith, J. M. Cc. Young, Tex. 
Lever Patten, N. Y. Smith, Saml. W. The Speaker 
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NAYS—16. 


Fordney McCall Mann 
Harris McDermott Sulloway 
Hinds MecMorran Utter 
Lawrence Malby Wilder 
NOT VOTING—17T. 
Ames Ellerbe Hensley Redfield 
Andrus Estopinal Higgins Riordan 
Ar ny Evans Hobson Rouse 
Bates Fairchild Hughes, W. Va. Sells 
Bingham Fields Latta Simmons 
Boe hne Finley Lindsay Slemp 
Bradley Focht Longworth Smith, Cal. 
Broussard Fornes Loudenslager Smith, N. Y. 
B ss Fowler McCreary Stack 
Burke, Pa. Gallagher McGuire, Okla, Stevens, Minn. 
( bell Gardner, Mass. McHenry Talcott, N. Y. 
Conry Gardner, N. J. McKenzie Taylor, Colo. 
( packer George Mitchell Thistlewood 
Curley Gillett Moon, Pa. Tilson 
( ler Goldfogle Morse Vreeland 
Davenport Graham Olmsted Webb 
De Forest Griest Palmer Weeks 
Draper Hamilton, W. Va. Payne 
Driscoll, D. A Heald Plumley 
Driscoll, M. B Heflin Ransdell, La. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 


The Clerk called the name of Mr. CLiark of Missouri, and he 


voted in the affirmative. 


So (two-thirds voting in the affirmative) the joint resolution 


was passed. 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


\ 
“ir 


Mr. 
Mr, 
Mr. 
Mr. 


S0OEHNE with Mr. Stevens of Minnesota. 
Smita of New York with Mr. De Forest. 
Rouse with Mr. Griest. 


. CURLEY with Mr. LouDENSLAGER. 


Conry with Mr. SELLs. 
ELLERBE with Mr. CAMPBELL. 
Grorce with Mr. ANTHONY. 
Linpsay with Mr. Gruerr. 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


On motion of Mr. Rucker of Missouri, a motion to recon- 


sider the last vote was laid on the table. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


lows: 


To Mr. Larra, for three weeks, on account of illness. 
'o Mr. Russetx, for three days, on account of illness. 


To Mr. HEnstey, 


family, 


}y unanimous consent leave cf absence was granted as fol- 


indefinitely, on account of illness in his 


seal _ Lonoworrn, for three days, on account of important 
a GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


Je present consideration of a resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 





Yhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 


mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution 
which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it is half past 7 o’clock, and I will 
object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 7 o'clock and 33 


minutes p. m.) the House adjour Iriday, 


April 14, 1911, at 12 o’clock noon, 


ed until to-morrow, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting with a letter from the Chief of Engineers 
report of examinations of channel connecting Red and phut 
Rivers, Arkansas and Texas (H. Doc. No, 12), was taken fro 
the Speaker’s table, referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska. A bill (H. R. 4641) to make 
immediately available the $25,000 appropriation authorized by 
the sundry civil act of the third session, Sixty-first Congress, 
for additional office work in the office of the surveyors general; 
to the Committee on Appropriations, 


mem 


By Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (HI. R. 4642), to 
adjust and settle the claims of the loyal Shawnee and loyal 


Absentee Shawnee Tribe of Indians; 
dian Affairs, 

By Mr. MOSS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4645) 
mussel hatchery and fish-cultural station on the Wabash 
in the fifth congressional district of the State of 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

$y Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (1H. R. 4644) to 
pay the balance due depositors in the Freedman’s Savings and 
Trust Co.; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 4645) 
lawful for certain Federal officeholders to serve as delegates in 
a convention called to nominate a President of the United 
States or other elective United States officers; to the Committee 
on Election of President, Vice President, and R« 
in Congress. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4646) for the purpose of exempti: 


to the Committee on 


In- 


to establish a 
River 


Indiana; to 


to make it un 


presentatives 


nitrogen, an agricultural fertilizer, from import duties; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4647) for the erection of a monumental 
statue in the city of Florence, Ala., to Gen. John Coffee; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (Tf. R. 4648) to amend section 


108, chapter 5, of an act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and 
amend the laws relating to the judiciary”; to the 
on the Judiciary. 

$y Mr. YOUNG of Texas: A bill (H. R, 4649) to amend s 
tion 108, chapter 5, of an act entitled “An act 
and amend the laws relating to the judiciary” 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 4650) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to convey to the city of Provide 
State of Rhode Island, the building formerly used as United 
States post office, courthouse, and customhouse; to the Commit 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (IT, R. 4651) in relation t 
restraining orders and injunctions; to the Committee on tl! 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4652) to make October 12 in each ye 
public-holiday, to be called “ Columbus Day”; to the Com: 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4653) to repeal the duty on coal and coal 
slack or culm; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4654) to repeal the duty on 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4655) to repeal the duty on bitumen 
asphaltum; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4656) to provide for the erection of an 
Army and Navy hospital at Marlin, Tex.; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


Committee 


to cod ly, revise, 


- to the Commit 


iron ore: 
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Also, a bill CH. R. 4657) to repeal an act to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United Statcs, ap- | 
proved July 1, 1898; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (CH. R, 4658) to amend section 5278 of the Re- 

i Statutes of the United States of America; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 4659) for the erection of a Federal build- 
ing for the United States post office at Belton, Tex.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 4660), to restore | 
the merchant marine in the foreign trade, to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, to overcome the disadvantages of American 
navigation, to make preference for American ships in ex- 
port trade, to put the postal service by sea under general regu- 
lations, to put an end to foreign monopoly of our over-sea com- | 
merce, and to secure American independence on the ocean; to | 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R., 4661) providing for the discon- | 
tinuance of the grade of post noncommissioned staff officer and 
creating the grade of warrant oflicer in lieu thereof; to the | 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 4662) providing for at | 
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discontinuance of the grade of post noncommissioned staff offi- 
cer and creating the grade of warrant officer in lieu thereof: | 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 4663) to promote the safety 
of travelers and employees upon railroads by compelling eom- 
mon carriers engaged in interstate commerce to adopt uniform 
rules for the operation of railroad trains and to use a uniform 
system of signals for authorizing the movement of railroad 
trains; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 4664) providing for the 
regulation, identification, and registration of automobiles en- 
gaged in interstate commerce and the licensing of the operators 
thereof; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 4665) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a Federal building at Elyria, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 4666) to establish a national 
memorial home for aged and infirm colored people and work- 
ing girls in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4667) to 
amend section 8 of an act entitled “An act for preventing the 
manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulterated or mis- 
branded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and 
liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved June 30, 1906; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 4668) to amend the naturaliza- 
tion laws; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4669) relating to the naturalization of 
aliens; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4670) to further regulate the immigration 
of aliens into the United States; to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4671) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Palo Alto, Cal.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4672) for the enlargement of the Federal 
building at San Jose, Cal.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4673) to further regulate the immigration 
of aliens into the United States; to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4674) extending the limits of the District 
of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4675) to amend the act to regulate com- 
merce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a Dill (CH. R. 4676) to amend section 3255 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4677) to regulate the coming into and the 
residence within the United States of Chinese, Japanese, Ko- 
reans, Tartars, Malays, Afghans, East Indians, Lascars, Hin- 
doos, and other persons of the Mongolian or Asiatic race, and 
persons of Chinese, Japanese, Korean, Tartar, Malayan, Afghan, 
East Indian, Hindoo, or other Mongolian extraction, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4678) to provide for the establishment of a 
life-saving station at Half Moon Bay, south of Point Montara 
and near Montara Reef, Cal.; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce 


| wagon, 


By Mr. PRAY: A bill (BL. R. 4683) to authorize the ; 
|and allotment of lands now embraced within the limi 
Crow Indian Reservation, in the State of Mentana, a 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4679) to provide for the erection 
lighthouse on Pilar Point, at the entrance to Half Mox 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4680) to amend an act entitled “: 
granting pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and 
who served in the Civil War and the War with Mexi 
proved February 6, 1907; to the Committee on Invalid Pe) 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 4681) to establish ; 
cultural station in the State of New York; to the Commit 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4689 
thorizing the construction of a railroad, tramroad, « 
or foot bridge, and approaches thereto, acr 
Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at or near Glenhay: 
in Wayne County, W. Va.; to the Committee on Inte: 
Foreign Commerce. 


ss 


sale and disposition of the surplus and unallotted lands th 
and making appropriation to carry the same into effect: 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4684) to provide an additional! district ; 
for the district of Montana; to the Committee on the Judic 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4685) to amend section 1 of the 
May 30, 1908, entitled “An act granting to certain employees 
the United States the right to receive from it compensati 
injuries sustained in the course of their employment”; | 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

3y Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 4686) for the preservation « 
the 29 Doric columns taken from the east side of the Unit 
States Treasury Building, and their erection in the form . 
colonnade, stadium, or amphitheater for the ornamentatic: 
Potomac Park, and for other purposes; to the Committ 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LEVY (by request) : A bill (H. R. 4687) to amend the 
act regulating the height of buildings in the District of Colum- 
bia, approved June 1, 1910; to the Committee on the Dis: 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4688) in relation to 
contempts of court; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 4689) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Montgomery, W. Va.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4690) to provide for the erection of a 
publie building at Beckley, W. Va.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4691) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at St. Albans, W. Va.; to the Committee on 
‘Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4692) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Ronceverte, W. Va.; to the Committee on P 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4693) to prevent the sale or transportation 
in interstate or foreign commerce of articles of food held in cold 
storage for more than the time herein specified, and for regulat- 
ing traffic therein, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 4694) to establish in the D 
partment of Commerce and Labor a bureau to be known as 11) 
children’s bureau; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PRAY: A bill (H. R. 4695) to authorize the sale of 
burnt timber on the public lands, and for other purposes; to t! 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4696) granting | 
sions to widows of soldiers and sailors who served in the .\) 
or Navy of the United States during the late War of 
Rebellion; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4697) granting pensions to soldiers 
sailors who served more than 90 days in the military or | 
service of the United States in the Civ!l War; te the Commi'' 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. BR. 4698) authorizing States 10 
Territories to select lands in lieu of lands included within for: ' 
reserves; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4699) providing for the compensation ©! 
States and Territories for lands included within forest 
serves; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: A bill (H. R. 4700) to authorize tue 
Secretary of War to furnish two condemned cannon or morii'™ 
to the State armory, Pittston, Pa.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 4701) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at New Braunfels, Tex.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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By Mr. MOORD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4702) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a monument on the battlefield of Gettys- 
pure to commemorate the services of the United States Signal 
corps during the War of the Rebellion; to the Committee on 
yilitary Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 4708) to establish a depart- 
ment in the Congressional Library for the purpose of gathering 
and indexing statute-law material and legal material of a com- 

srative nature, and to provide for draftsmen for congressional 
measures, and to otherwise assist and aid Members of Congress 
and public officials; to the Committee on the Library. 

Rv Mr. BORLAND: A bill (HA. R. 4704) making appropria- 
tions and providing for a continuing contract for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of public work on the Missouri 
River between Kansas City and the mouth; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 4705) to 
establish a National Memorial Home for aged and infirm colored 
people and for working girls; to the Committee on Appropria- 


s 


ing to the city of Los Angeles certain rights of way in, over, and 
through certain public lands and national forests in the State 
of California : to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr, TOWNER: A Dill (H. R. 4707) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a publie building at 
Chariton, in the State of Iowa; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 4708) to regu- 
late the rank of staff officers of the Navy; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (EH. R. 4709) to repeal the appro- 
priation for the reconstruction of certain improvements at the 
Edgemoor Lighthouse Depot, Del., $30,000, found on page 77 of 
the act of March 4, 1911, entitled “An act making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiseal year 
ending June 30, 1912, and for other purpeses’’; to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 


By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 4708) grant- | 


- ll 
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By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 4722) to provide 
building of a public avenue on t h side of the Pot 
River from the city of W Mount Vernon; to 
| Committee on Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4728) to e United St s A 
| Navy, Marine Corps, and ruard with a s I 
| range for small-arms pra r W , 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4724) to provide for ; perstruc 
for the Aqueduct Bridge across the Pot » River l to 
| thereon a concrete floor; to the Committee on » TD 
| Columbia. 
| Also, a bill (BH. R. 4725) to provide for the 1 of 





| free-delivery carriers of mail; to the Committee on 


Also, a bill (CH. R. 4710) to increase the compensation of rural] | 


letter carriers to $00 per month, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4711) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of West Point, Ga.; to the Committee 
en Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4712) to construct a road from Fort Me- 
Pherson, Ga., to the rifle range and military reservation near 
Waco, Ga.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4713) authorizing the Seeretary of the 
Interior to purchase part of the McIntosh Reservation, in Car 
roll County, Ga., and erect a monument thereon; to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4714) to distribute the surplus in the 
Treasury of the United States to the several States, Territo- 


ries, and the District of Columbia for the sole purpose of im- | 


proving the roads therein; to the Committee on Ways and | 


Means. 


By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 4715) to amend “An act to 
provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries 
ot the United States, and for other purposes,” approved August 


5, 1008, so as to place certain necessaries of life on the free | 


list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 4716) for the relief of 

certain counties in the State of Illinois; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 
_ By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 4717) authorizing an inves- 
tigation with a view to securing allotments for the Choctaws of 
Mississippi and Seminoles of Plorida; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 4718) to authorize the 


| and creating a joint committee to « 


use of certain unclaimed moneys now in the registry of the | 
United States cireuit court for the northern district of Obio | 


for the improvement of the libraries of the United States courts 
for said district; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

‘ 'y Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 4719) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Navy to allot and assign a space in the chapel 
of the United States: Naval Academy for a memorial window ; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. Ri 4720) for the | 


purchase of # site and the erection thereon of a public building | 


Gr an Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds, 

_ Ales, @ bill (H. R. 4721) for the purchase of a site and the 

(“tion thereon of a public building at Crestline, Ohio; to the 
committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 


a memorial bridge across the Potomac River from 1 ston 
to the Arlington estate property; to the Comm » on Int 


state and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (Ff. R. 4726 
to bills of lading; to the Committee on Interstate and | 
Commerce. 

$y Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 4727) providing for 


protection of the interests of the United States in lands and 
waters comprising any part of the Anacostia River, aste 
Branch, and lands adjacent thereto, and for other purposes; 


the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 4728) authorizing a 
survey of township 11 north, range 8, west of the fifth pri: 
cipal meridian, in Arkansas; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 4729) to 
confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear and deter 
mine the claims of churches, lodges, and educational or elee 
mosynary institutions arising from the late Civil War; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4730) to provide for the ere 
lie building at the city of Beaufort, S. C.; to the 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4731) 


ction of a pub 
Committee 


on 


to increase the salaries of 


the 


rural 
Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4732) to estab- 
lish a fish hatchery and biological station at Canyon City, Ran- 
dall County, Tex.; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4733) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the adjudication and payment of 
from Indian depredations,”’ approved March 3, 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


claims 
1SO1; 


arising 


to the 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4734) for acquiring national forests at 
the headwaters of Red River, in the State of Texas; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Resolution (H. Res. 82) to 


amend Rule X of the House; to the Committee on 


ror 
LULeS 


By Mr. HAYDS: Resolution (HM. Res. 83) to amend para- 
| graph 4 of Rule XXVI; to the Committee on Rules. 


Also, resolution (H. Res. 84) requesting certain data from 
the Secretary of State: to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
By Mr. PETERS: Resolution (H. Res. 85) directing tl 


Secretary of the Treasury to furnish certain information 
places as to which authorization or appropriation has 
made for a public building or a site for a public building, by 
legisiation of the Fifty-ninth, Sixtieth, Sixty-first € 
gress; to the Committee Appropriations, 


as to 


bee} 


or 


on 


By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Joint resolution (EE J. Res. 62) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 


States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. RAKER: Joint (H. J. Res. 63) to create 
ntinne the 


of the United 


resolntior 
onsideratior 
the revision and codification of 
to the Committee 

ty Mr. HAYES: 


the laws 


State 


on Rules. 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 64) directing t 
Secretary of War to sell certain parcels of land in the Dist 
of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

Also,. joint resolution (H. J. Res. 65) to provide 
| transportation by sea of men, material, stores, and e 
for account of the United States, and of material, 
equipment for use in the construction or maintenar 
Panama Canal; to*the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Joint resolution (H. J. I 66) 
amend joint resolution authorizing. the appointment of a 
mission in relation to universal peace; to the Committee 
| Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Joint resolution (H. J. I 7) 


| 
| 


| 


amend the Constitution of the United States; to the Commnnttee Ma 
on the Judiciary. 








/ 
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By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Memorial of the Legislature of 
Tennessee, urging return of direct cotton tax, etc.; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Tennessee, urging a con- 
stitutional amendment prohibiting practice of polygamy; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 4735) granting an increase of 
pension to William J. Carson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4736) granting an increase of pension to 
Conrad C. Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 


sy Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 4737) for the relief of | 


Mary Perkinson; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4738) for the relief of H. T. Cunningham ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4739) for the relief of the heirs of Willis 
Miller, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4740) for the relief of the estate of Dolly 
Jones; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4741) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Henry Callier, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4742) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of W. L. Gordon, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4743) to compensate P. K, Leathers for 
services rendered the United States in the prosecution of Wil- 
liam T. Head and others in the Circuit Court for the Northern 
District of Georgia; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4744) to compensate the legal representa- 
tives of Henry 8. Castellaw for stock and provisions taken for 
the use of the Army of the United States; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4745) to compensate W. T. Godwin for 
transportation, rent, and supplies furnished United States au- 
thorities engaged in suppressing a riot in Harris County, Ga., in 
1867 ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 4746) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George H. Combs; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4747) granting 
an increase of pension to Michael McLaughlin; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4748) granting a pension to Oliver Milroy; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4749) granting a pension to Lewis King- 
seed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4750) granting a pension to Isaac K. 
Bingaman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4751) granting a pension to William Ben- 
singer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 4752) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George Coffet; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 4753) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Curtis C. Griffin; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4754) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward B. Westhafer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4755) granting an increase of pension to 
John Edwards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 4756) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John 8. Bell; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4757) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline Erwin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4758) granting an increase of pension to 
Amelia Grosscup ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4759) granting an increase of pension to 
William Henry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 4760) for the relief of 
Nancy E. Latimer, executrix of the estate of D. E. Knoles, de- 
ceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4761) for the relief of the‘heirs of Solomon 
Cohen; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 4762) for the relief of Hiram 
Smith; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4763) for the relief of Hiram Smith and 
John R. W. Smith; to the Committee on War Claims. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 4764) for the relief of John H. Cha; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4765) granting an increase of pe: 
James Uphold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina: A bill (H. R 
granting a pension to Dora Dee Walker; to the Commi: 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4767) granting a pension to En 
Pearsall; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4768) for the relief of the estate of 
Brown, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4769) for the relief of the heirs of 
G. Thorpe, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4770) for the relief of Michael De | 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4771) for the relief of heirs of FE) 
T. Davis; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4772) for the relief of John H. R 
administrator of the estate of Reuben R. Turner; to the « 
mittee on War Claims. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 4773) for the relief of W. W. Week 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4774) for the relief of A. R. Spe 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4775) for the relief of the heirs of T 
Fripp, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4776) for the relief of James T. D 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4777) for the relief of Pierson Pee)), 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4778) for the relief of the heirs of 
Fanning, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4779) for the relief of the trust. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4780) for the relief of Harmony | 


to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4781) for the relief of Great Salkehatchi 


Baptist Church, of Barnwell County, 8S. C.; to the Committ: 
War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4782) for the relief of Jane A. S: 


widow of Edward W. Sanders; to the Committee on \\ 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4783) for the relief of Mount P): 
Baptist Church, of Barnwell County, 8. C.; to the Commi 
War Claims. 





E. 


to 


en 


s of 
Columbia Baptist Church; to the Committee on War Claiis. 


loa 


No. 17, Ancient Free and Accepted Masons, at Barnwell, s. ( 


*) 


on 


ers, 
ar 


nt 
UL 


Yn 
Ul 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4784) for the relief of the estate of John 


Fripp, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4785) for the relief of the estat 
Stephen A, Kittles, deceased; to the Committee on War ( 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4786) for the relief of the estat 


| Richard N. Kittles, deceased; to the Committee on War © 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4787) for the relief of Miss Evalina \ 
Fripp; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4788) 21 
an increase of pension to George R. Pearson; to the Coi 
on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4789) authorizing and directing the So 


tary of the Interior to pay arrearage to Thomas F. Hay 
Nashville, Tenn.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 4790) granting a }. 


re FY ee 


Ss. 


E. 


to Dora EB. Atkinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensicis. 


By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 4791) for the relief 
heirs of David R. Hubbard, deceased ; to the Committee on \\ 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4792) for relief of estate of Marcus | 
deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4793) to carry into effect the findi: 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the Met! 


Church of Kossuth, Miss.; to the Committee on War Clail- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4794) to carry into effect the findi: 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the Chr 
Church of Corinth, Miss.; to the Committee on War Cliin 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4795) to carry into effect the findin-~ | 


the Court of Claims in case of Presbyterian Church of Cv! 
Miss.; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4796) to carry into effect the findines 


the Court of Claims in the case of the Baptist Church ot ' 
inth, Miss.; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4797) to carry into effect findings of ' 


Court of Claims in the case of the Methodist Episcopal Ch 
of Corinth, Miss.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 4798) granting a pensiv 
William A. Hickey; to the Committee on Pensions. 


re 


S 


or 


SC 


CS 








oe 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4799) granting a pension to Elmer BP. 
Dickey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4800) for the relief of estate of Amos 
Jones, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4801) for the relief of the trustees of Back 
Lick Church, now known as the Beulah Baptist Church, of | 
Franconia, Fairfax County, Va.; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4802) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of Second Presbyterian Church, 
Alexandria, Va.; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

3y Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R, 4803) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of Harry V. Hoes, ad- 
ministrator of Theodore Hoes, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 4804) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Van De Bogert; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 4805) granting an increase of 
pension to Palmer Atkinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4806) granting an 
increase of pension to John W. Hamacher; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4807) granting an increase of pension 
to John Jeffries; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4808) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Leasure; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4809) granting an increase of pension to 
John Chapman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4810) granting an increase of pension to | 
Samuel Reberts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4811) granting an increase of pension to | 
Alexander Clements; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4812) granting an increase of pension 
to Charles J. Edington; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions, 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 4813) granting an increase of pension to | 
Richard T. Stott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DODDS: A bill (H. R. 4814) granting an increase of 
pension to Albert Shaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4815) granting 
John J. Sharp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4816) granting an increase of pension to | 
Augustus Wilcox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4817) granting an increase of pension to | 
Robert A. Dalzell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4818) granting an increase of pension to | 
Harvey MeCracken; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4819) granting an increase of pension to 
Almon G@. Lee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4820) granting an increase of pension to 
William Petrie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4821) granting an increase of pension to 
John Snay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 4822) granting an increase of 
pension to George Claxton; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 4823) granting an increase of pension to 
Florida Kennerly ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4824) granting a pension to Sarah Ann 
Hepps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4825) granting a pension to William L. 
Woestendiek ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4826) for the relief of the heirs of Jackson | 
Grooms; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4827) for the relief of Bartholomew 
Buckley; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4828) for the relief of John H. Drossel- | 
meier; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4829) to correct the military record of | 
Allen Barnes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 4830) for the 
Dr. C. D, Royall; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4831) for the relief of the heirs of Francis | 
M. Stone; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4832) for the relief of the heirs of Francis | 
H. McLeod; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Re a bill (H. R. 4833) for the relief of the estate of C. | 
‘oyal, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 4834) 


— a pension to Sarah J. Porter; to the Committee on 
nvalid Pensions. 





an increase of pension to 


} 
relief of | 


| ling; 
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By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 4835) granting pension to 
James E. Whipple; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 4836) granting an increase 
of pension to George H. Ruth; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

ty Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 4837) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph A, Fones; to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 4838) granting an increase 
of pension to Leonidas Leathers; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 48389) granting an increase pension to 
Franklin Lawry; to the Committee on Invalid Py 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4840) granting an increase « ion to 
Henry C. Parker; to the Committee on Invalid I 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4841) granting an increa 1 to 
Bernard Rogers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensior 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4842) granting an increase of pe on to 
Eliakiam Byard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4843) granting an increase of pension to 
Adna T. Cushman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


James R. Eaton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4845) granting an increase of pension to 
Boardman C. Friend; to the Committee 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4844) granting an increase of pension to 


m Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4846) granting a pension to George N. 
Holland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: A bill (H. R. 4847) granting an in 
erease of pension to Mary E. Rutter; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4848) granting a pension to I. G. S 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4849) granting an ine f pension to 
Philip Ehresman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 4850) for the relief of 
Mrs. Mary W. Bailey, W. A. Jordon, Mrs. M. E. Turlington, 
and Ephram J. Jordan, heirs of Ephram J. Jordan, s1 
ceased ; to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. HAYES: A | (H. R. 4851) granting a | ion to 
Charles A. Holmes; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4852) granting a pension to Chat Re 


Lyon; to the Committee on Inv 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
to the Committee aims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4854) for the relief of T! 


alid Pensions 
1853) for the relief of Jeremiah C. Conk 


on Claims 


re. © } 
| to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4855) for the relief of Jasper J. He 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4856) for the relief of Flizal ? yp 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4857) for the relief of certain officers of 
the Second Regiment Louisiana Volunteer Cavalry; to the C 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

ty Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8) granting an 
increase of pension to William B. Peters; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4859) granting a pension to Morinthia 
Turner; to the Committee on Invalid Vensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4860) granting a pension to Sophronia 
Beverly; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4861) for the relief of Na E. Wright 
heir of Melvil Wilkerson, deceased; to the Committ 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. for rel te 1, 
widow, and the heirs of John Hogue Pierson, deceased; to the 
Committee on Claims. 


{S62) the 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4863) for the relief of W. A. WI 
| the Committee on War Claims 
Also, a bill (H. BR. 4864) for the relief of the h of J 
Tandy, deceased; to the Committee on War Clail 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4865) for the relief of the he f N 


Senter; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 4866) to carry out the findings « f the ¢ 
of Claims in the case of Samuel F. Ryan; to t! 

War Claims. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: 
granting an increase of pension to 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4868) granting an incre 
Jacob Plybon; to the Committee on Invalid P 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4869) granting an i: as 
Samuel Smith; to the Committee on Invalid P 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4870) grantin 


A bill 


Sue FE. 


¢ an increase of pension t 


_ 


Andy Carroll; to the Committee on Invalid Il’ 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4871) granting a pension to Henderson 
Branham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

— a bill (HM. R. 4872) granting a pension to Emily Patter- 

; to the Committee on Pensions. 

ane a bill (H. R. 4873) granting a pension to Electra Ross; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4874) for the relief of James Johnson; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4875) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Richards; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4876) granting an increase of pension to 
Clark Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGHE: A bill (H. R. 4877) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary A. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4878) granting a pension to James A. 
Green; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 4879) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas KeChittigo; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4880) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua B. Hartzog; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4881) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank La Flame; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4882) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa M. Buchanan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4883) granting an increase of pension to 
Anthony Peterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4884) granting a pension to Anna Meil- 
strup; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 4885) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Kell; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: 
of pension to Byron F. Davis; 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHER: A bill (H. R. 4887) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles A. Hugg; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4888) granting a pension to James Mur- 
ray; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: a bill (H. R. 4889) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Randall; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4890) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel D. Preston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4891) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Kelly; to the Committee on Inralid Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 4886) granting an increase 
to the Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4892) for the- 


relief of Frederick Leser, jr.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 4893) for the relief of the 
heirs of Jacob Claypool; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOSS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4894) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Wood; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 4895) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah F. Mason; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4896) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar Keith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4908) granting an increase of pens 
Warren G. Gray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4909) granting an increase of pensi 
James Chaplin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4910) granting an increase of pensioy ¢, 
John A. Kersey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4911) granting an increase of pension ¢, 
James W. Ourtis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4912) granting an increase of pens to 
Cealon Robertson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4913) granting an increase of pens to 
Jesse Levsay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4914) granting an increase of pens 
eo C. Stevenson; to the Committee on Invalid 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4915) granting an increase of pensiin to 
Jonathan K. Rollins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4916) granting an increase of pensiv to 
Thomas Gulliford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4917) granting an increase of pensi 
Samuel B. Beshore; to the Committee on Invalid Pension: 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 4918) granting an increase of pens 
Cicero Welch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4919) granting an increase of pensi: 
Stephen A. La Boyteaux ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4920) granting an increase of pensi 
Reuben Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4921) granting a pension to Clement 
Holderman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4922) granting a pension to Etta Cronin; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4923) granting a pension to Fill: 
Pettyford; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4924) granting a pension to Mary J, 
Brophy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4925) granting a pension to Robert A. [ul- 
bott; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4926) granting a pension to Gertru 
Ballou; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4927) granting a pension to Edwari F. 
Baker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4928) for the relief of Frank Bell; to th 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4929) to correct the military record of 
Joseph Elshire; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4930) authorizing the payment of a clin 
to Tolivar B. Clark; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 4931) granting an increase 
of pension to Bridget Mullens; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensiens. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4932) granting an increase of pensicn to 
August Brockmyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 4933) granting «an in- 
crease of pension to Robert L. Chick; to the Commitiee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4934) granting an increase of pension 
George D. Steele; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4935) granting an increase of pens! to 
Fletcher Matthews; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4936) granting an increase of pensi«en to 


to 


to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4897) granting an increase of pension to | Frederick Klammer; to the Commiitee on Invalid Pensio!s 


Sarah A. Hunt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4898) granting an increase of pension to 


Gustav Lenau; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4899) granting a pension to William T. 


Bowden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. PRAY: A bill (H. R. 4900) granting an increase of 
pension to Munson M. Lockwood; to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 


By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 4901) granting a pension to | crease of pension to Robert Barbee; 


George W. Graves; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4902) granting a pension to Francis M. 
Wall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 4903) for 
the relief of heirs or estate of Thomas Washington Tompkins, | John H. Hayes; 
Miss.; to the Committee on | 

J 


deceased, late of Warren County, 
War Claims. 


By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 4904) granting an increase of 


pension to Thomas Burk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4905) granting an increase of pension to | 


George P. McKee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4906) granting an increase of pension to 


Felix G. Buck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4907) granting an increase of pension to 


William C. Armor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





| Also, a bill (H. R, 4937) granting an increase of pension to 


| Nannie Layman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4938) granting an increase of pensi: 
William Redus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4989) gr: 
ing an increase of pension to Charles B. Fisher; to the | 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 4940) granting a: 
to the Committe 


! 
| 
j 


Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H, R. 4941) granting an increase of pension | 
Jonathan B. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensjons 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4942) granting an increase of peusiv! 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4943) granting an increase of pension | 
osiah Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4944) granting an increase of pension 
| BE. G. Falkner; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4945) granting an increase of pension ' 
William Carroll McKinney; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4946) granting an increase of pension 
Jerome Patterson; to the Committee on Pensions. 





to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4947) granting a pension to Mary T. Pur- 


rish; to the Committee on Pensions. 








i911. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 4948) granting a pension to J. L. Jones; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4949) granting a pension to Bettie Brock; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4950) granting a pension to Albert M. 
Geiger; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4951) granting a pension to John E. San- 
ford; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4952) granting a pension to Sandy G. 
Watson; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4989) for the relief of William C. Bragg; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4990) for the relief of Mrs. E. L. Raney; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4991) for the relief of Elisha Stogsdill; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4992) for the relief of Mary J. Bailey; to 


| the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4953) granting a pension to Doc L. Bailey; | 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4954) granting a pension to John S§. 
monds; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4955) granting a pension to Joseph Stew- 
art; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4956) granting a pension to John Young; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4957) granting a pension to Julia Cart- 
wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4958) granting a pension to Louisa Mar- 
garet Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4959) granting a pension to James Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4960) granting a pension to James M. 
Hankins and William M. Hankins; to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4961) granting a pension to Robert Whit- 
taker: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4962) granting a pension to Moses A. Cole- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4963) granting a pension to John Young; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4964) granting a pension to David R 
Bellomy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4965) granting a pension to Isaac N, 
Bynum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4966) granting a pension to James A. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4967) granting a pension to James Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4968) granting a pension to John Young; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4969) granting a pension to Louisa Mar- 
garet Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4970) granting a pension to Julia Cart- 
wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4971) granting a pension to Levi P. Rob- 
erts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4972) granting a pension to Samuel Pot- 
ter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4973) granting a pension to Nancy Shelton; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4974) granting a pension to Mary A, 
Precise; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4975) granting a pension to 8. 
namer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4976) granting a pension to Henry Pullam; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4977) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mc- 
Kinn Friar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4978) for the relief of William M. Under- 
wood; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4979) for the relief of Amanda M. War- 
ren; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4980) for the relief of Mary B. Dancy; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4981) for the relief of Mrs. H. H. Cribbs; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4982) for the relief of James Eli Schrim- 
sher; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4983) for the relief of Bettie Linder, 
administratrix of B. Franks, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4984) for the relief of B. G. Chandler; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4985) for the relief of B. F. Ludwig; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4986) for the relief of Sallie C. Smith; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4987) for the relief of Stephen Fanning; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4988) for the relief of William M. Hilliard; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Ed- 


F. 


Ken- 





ES 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4993) for the relief of Samuel H. Yar- 
brough and estate of John Jones, deceased; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4994) for the relief of Bathsheba Gordon; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4995) for the relief of William W. Calla- 
han, administrator of the estate of Thomas Gibbs 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4996) for the relief of Parks S. Townsend; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4997) for the relief of 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4998) for the relief of John W. McAfee; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4999) for the relief of John T. Lehman; 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5000) for the relief of Cumberland Presby- 
terian Church, of Pleasant Springs, Ala.; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5001) for the relief of James A. 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a biil (H. R. 5002) for the relief of Amanda M. Warren; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


* to the Com- 
John St 


aw; to 


to 


Allen: 


to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5008) for the relief of James Williams: to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 5004) for the relief of Samuel H. Yar- 


brough and heirs of John Jones, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5005) for the relief of Jonathan Morris, 
executor of Jonathan Morris, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5006) for the relief of R. D. Crosthwaite, 
administrator; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5007) for the relief of Mary Tullis; to the 


| Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (II. R. 5008) for the relief of Littleton McCloud 
and Bill Mull; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5009) for the relief of James T. Dowdy; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5010) for the relief of Martha J. 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5011) for the relief of Thomas W. White; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5012) for the relief of John T 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5013) for the relief of James Henry and 
Porter Henry; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Sibley; 


. Graves; to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5014) for the relief of George M. Harra 
way: to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5015) for the relief of Mattie P. Bar- 
nard, Katharine Caldwell, and Henry M. Rhett, heirs of 
Harriett M. Barnard, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5016) for the relief of Mrs. W. E. Trous 


dale: to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5017) for the relief of Nancy M. Weaver; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5018) for the relief of Samuel W. Shackel- 
ford. trustee of Susan A. Shackelford; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 5019) for the relief of Dan Walden; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5020) for the relief of Mattie I 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5021) for the relief of J. W. 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5022) for the relief of Parks S. Townsend 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 5023) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Chestnut Grove Church, in Morgan County, Ala.; to the Con 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 5024) for the relief of the estate of J 
Vann, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5025) for the relief of the executor or ad 
ministrator of the estate of C. C. Spiller, deceased; to the Com 
mittee on Claims. 


Ligon . 


Jol to 


ISON 5 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5026) for the relief of William Moseley, Also, a bill (H. R. 5067) for the relief of the heirs of A. FE. 


administrator; to the Committee on War Claims. Mills, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. * 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5027) for the relief of W. ©. Tipton; to Also, a bill (H. R. 5068) for the relief of the heirs of Bliah 
the Committee on War Claims, Matheny; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5028) for the relief of John C. Thomas; tc Also, a bill (H. R. 5069) for the relief of the heirs of Jan 
the Committee on War Claims, McCartney; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5029) for the relief of Houston L. Bell; to Also, a bill (H. R, 5070) for the relief of heirs or estates of 
the Committee on War Claims. Elbert H. and Melinda Ellett, deceased; to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5080) for the relief of Nancy Coffey; to | War Claims. 
the Committee on War Claims. . Also, a bill (H. R. 5071) for the relief of the estate of Joseph 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5031) for the relief of John T. Graves; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5032) for the relief of Griffin Callahan; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5083) for the relief of Dr. Ira G. Wood; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


A. Martin, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5072) for the relief of the estate of Enoch 
R. Kennedy, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5073) for the relief of the estate of Jolin 
Sibley, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5074) for the relief of the estate of Ben- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5034) for the relief of Francis Wilkes; to | jamin Snodgrass; to the Committee on War Claims. 
the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 5075) for the relief of the estate of Peter 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 5035) for the relief of J. W. Smart; to | S. Baker; to the Committee on War Claims. 








the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 5076) for the relief of the estate of W. W. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5086) for the relief of Phillip D. Wright; | McCrary; to the Committee on War Claims. 
to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 5077) for the relief of the estate of 


Also, a bill (HL R. 5087) for the relief of Mrs. Cassa Simpson ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5038) for the relief of William J. Wilcox 
gon; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5039) for the relief of William Cunning- 
ham; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5040) for the relief of B. F. Hembree; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5041) for the relief of Alfred O. William- 
gon; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5042) for the relief of James G. Porter; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5043) for the relief of Boling King; to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5044) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of the estate of Robert Herstein, deceased; to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5045) for the relief of heirs of J. P. Mc- 
Gaha, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5046) for the relief of heirs of Lemuel 
Hannah, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5047) for the relief of heirs of Josian 


Marius B. Cawthon, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 5078) for the relief of the estate of Melissa 
Gathright, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5079) for the relief of the estate of Marius 
B. Cawthon, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5080) for the relief of the estate of Alfred 
Hambrick; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5081) for the relief of the estate of James 
Williams, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5082) for the relief of the estate of Peter 
S. Baker; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5083) for the relief of the estate of Brad- 
ford Hambrick; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 5084) for the relief of the estate of 
John Sibley, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5085) for the relief of the estate of James 
H. Ware, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5086) for the relief of the estate of A. L. 
Logan, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5087) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
Knight, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 








White, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 5088) for the relief of the estate of Jolin 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5048) for the relief of heirs of Andrew C. | Walston, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Legg, deceased; to the Committee eon War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 5089) for the relief of the estate of Mathew 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5049) for the relief of heirs of Mathew N. | N. Grimmett, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Grimmett, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 5090) for the relief of the estate of Benja- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5050) for the relief of heirs of Elizabeth | min B. Coffey, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Thompson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 5091) for the relief of the estate of William 
Also, a bill (HL R. 5051) for the relief of heirs of Benjamin | P. Tanner; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Lawler; to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 5092) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 5052) for the relief of heirs of J. R. B. | Ingram, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Eldridge, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 5093) to carry into effect the findings of 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5053) for the relief of the heirs of Kennon | the Court of Claims in the case of J. G. Mason, administrator of 

H. Steger, deceased: to the Committee on War Claims. estates of Glorvinia Mason, and John O. Mason, deceased ; to the 
Also, a bill (HB. R. 5054) for the relief of heirs of Thomas | Committee on War Claims. 

Knight, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 5094) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5055) for the relief of the heirs of James | Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of David 

H. Ware, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. B. Johnson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5056) for the relief of heirs of Enoch R. Also, a bill (H. R. 5095) for the relief of the legal heirs of 

and Louisa J. Kennedy; te the Committee on War Claims. James I. Donegan; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5057) for the relief of heirs of Preston Also, a bill (H. R. 5096) to refer the claim of Nancy Taylor 

Smith, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. against the United States to the Court of Claims; to the Com- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5058) for the relief of heirs of Andrew J. | mittee on War Claims. 

Peacoek, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 5097) to refer the claim against the United 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5059) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph | States of the heirs of Fabian Varin to the Court of Claims; 

Logan, deceaseli; to the Committee on War Claims. to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5060) for the relief of heirs of Sidney By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 5008) granting an increase 

Tate, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. of pension to Alford J. Dunn; to the Committee on Invalid 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5060) for the relief of Sidney Tate, de- | Pensions. 

ceased; to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 5099) granting an increase of pension to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5061) for the relief of heirs of Alfred Ham- | John J. James; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

brick, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (HL R. 5100) granting an inerease of pension to 
Also, a bill CH. R. 5062) for the relief of heirs of Alexander | Mary A. Dodge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

F. Perryman, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 5101) granting a pension ,to James Brooks; 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5068) fer the relief of heirs of William | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Wann, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 5102) granting a pension to Richard A. 
Also, a bill (HL R. 5064) for the relief of heirs of W. J. | Gamble; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Langston, deeeased; to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (BH. R. 5108) granting a pension to John Baker; 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 5065) for the relief of the heirs of Sarah | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Schrimsher ; to the Committee on War Claims. By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 5104) granting an increase of 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5066) for the relief of heirs ef Mary | pension to Conrad Hamman; to the Committee on Invalid 
McCaa, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5105) granting an increase of pension to 


Samuel McQuate; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5106) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Fry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 5107) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5108) granting a pension to Estella M. 
Manville; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5109) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Neely; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5110) granting a pension to Lydia L. Rob- 
inson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5111) granting a pension to Hannah M. 
Seeley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5112) granting a pension to Delilah Wor- 
ley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5113) granting a pension to Austin L. 
Straub; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5114) granting a pension to Charles J. 
Pfahl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 5115) granting a pension 
to Jerry R. Daniel; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5116) for the relief of R. R. Russell, Irve 
W. Ellis, J. L. Borroum, N. H. Corder, and Wooten & Vasbinder ; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5117) to pay the claim of Mrs. Charles H. 
Benson, of San Antonio, Tex., for damages done to her phaeton 
by a caisson of the Third Regiment United States Field Artil- 
lery; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5118) to pay Henry Fink for the loss of a 
horse killed by United States soldiers while at target practice; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5119) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Harris L. 
Roberts, United States Army; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 5120) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Archibald McLain; to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5121) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin Blades; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5122) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. Manchester; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5123) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Gavin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 5124) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Davis; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 5125) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Williams; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. THAYER: A bill (H. R. 5126) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Clement Lamoureaux; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 5127) granting an increase 
of pension to John Tidball; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5128) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Lusk; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5129) granting a pension to Clara S. 
Ickis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TUTTLE: A bill (H. R. 5130) granting a pension to 
Teresa Mindermann; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R. 5131) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Moses M. Crants; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5132) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Fogarty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5133) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 5134) granting a pension 
to Henry D. Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: ‘A bill (H. R. 5135) to correct the military 
record of John J. Troxell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 5136) granting an 
increase of pension to Peter Johnston; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ALEXANDER: Paper to accompany bil! for ificrease 
of a for George H. Combs; to the Committee on Invalid 


on Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of E. D. Rutledge & Co, and 
7 other business men of Minerva, Ohio, in opposition to the 
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| Sylvania, relative to cold storage of food products 


parcels post; 
Roads. 

By Mr. BROWN: Papers to accompany bill 
Hiram Smith and John R. W. Smith; 
Claims. 

By Mr. BULKLEY: 


to the Committee on the Post Office and Tost 


for relief of 
to the Committee on War 


Petition of Dr. G. Caruso and other citi- 


| zens of Cleveland, Ohio, protesting against the tariff on Italian 


lemons, and requesting that they be placed on the free list; 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of citizens of Upper Uweblan, 
East Nautmeal, West Vincent, and Wallace Townships, of Penn- 
; to the Com- 


to 


mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: 
increase pension of George R. 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLINE: Protest by the Auxiliary of the Postal Clerks 
of Kendallville, Ind., relative to the condition of nx 
in the postal service; to the Committee on the 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of Niagara Alkali Co. for impo- 
sition of an import duty on caustic potash, and of the New 
York Cordage Co. as to duty on cotton bagging; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: Petition of R. G. Dakan, 
A. H. Gray, and others, with reference to the duty on wool; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of J. F. Ligman and others, of Inde- 
pendence, Wis., favoring election of United States Senators by 
direct vote of the people, and in favor of retention of present 
duty on barley and on oleomargarine colored in imitation of 
butter; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

$y Mr. FULLER: Petition of Homer G. Sell, of Hillsdale, 
Ill., in opposition to Canadian reciprocity agreement; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John F. Godfrey Post, No. Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Pasadena, Cal., for a general old-age pen- 
sion: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of La Salle, Ill., for the creation of 
a national department of health; to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in Interior Department. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of Congrega- 
tional and Baptist Churches of Merrimac, Mass., for the pas- 
sage of the bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating liquor in all 
Government buildings; to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traflic. 

Also, petition of Congregational and Baptist Churches of 
Merrimac, Mass., for passage of Burkett-Sims bill to forbid 
interstate transmission of race-gambling odds and bets; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Amherst Grange, 
bandry, of Amherst, Mass., 


Paper to accompany 
Pearson; to the 


bill to 
Committee on 


m employed 
Post Office and 


» 
93, 


No. 16, Patrons of Hus- 
opposing passage of tariff agreement 
bill with Canada; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of residents of Lancaster, Pa., 
favoring the establishment of a national department of health; 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: Resolutions of Highland Grange, No. 
364, Patrons of Husbandry, of Penobscot, Me., against 
the passage of the reciprocity measure; Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: 
No. 47, Patrons of Husbandry, 
an improvec parcels post; 
and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of West Hartford Grange, No. 69, Patrons of 


protesting 


to the 


Petition of Bolton Grange, 
of Bolton, Conn., in behalf of 
to the Committee on the Post Office 


Husbandry, of West Hartford, Conn., against the enactment of 
the Canadian reciprocity agreement; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Protest of H. J. Bishop and 52 other 
citizens of Jasper County, Iowa, against Canadian reciprocity ; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KONOP: Petition of numerous citizens of Appleton, 
Wis.. against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: Petition of BE. L. Phillips and others, of 
New Bethlehem, Pa., in opposition to the reciprocity treaty 
with Canada; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petitions of numerous citizens of 
Cokato, Minn., and farmers and business men of Brandon, 
Minn., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways 


and Means. 
Also, petition of Division No. 1, 
of Crow Wing County, Minn.; against 


Ancient Orde1 
Anglo 


of Ilibernians, 
American alliance; 


to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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Also, petition of Charles M. Kuhr, against sending troops to 
Mexican border; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHER: Petitions of the Seward Republican Ctlub, 
of New York; 
the New York Stereotypers’ Union, No. 1, favoring reciprocity 
with Canada; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Springfield, Pa., to withdraw the 
troops from the Mexican border; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Resolutions of the electors of Sand 
seach Township, Huron County, Mich., in opposition to Cana- 
dian reciprocity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of citizens of Moreland and citt- 
zeus of Ames, Okla., requesting withdrawal of United States 
troops from Mexican border; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

ty Mr. MOTT: Resolutions of Three Mile Bay Grange, No. 
126, of Three Mile Bay; Port Leyden Grange, No. 1087; Lower 
Oswego Falls Grange, of Fulton, N. Y.; River Bank Grange, No. 
534, of River Bank; Granby Grange, of Granby ; Mount Pleasant 
Grange, No. 349, of Mount Pleasant; Depauville Grange, No. 
59; and Denmark Grange, No. 535, of Denmark, Patrons of 
Husbandry, all of the State of New York, against Canadian 
reciprocity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions ef George W. Burgess and other citizens of the 
town of Granby, Oswego County; the Dilts Machine Works, of 
Fulton; Oxbow Grange, No. 691, of Oxbow; Orwell Grange, 
No. 66, of Orwell; Point Peninsula Grange, No. 1030, of Point 
Peninsula; Pamelia Grange, No. 68, of Pamelia; Sandy Creek 
Grange, No. 127, of Sandy Creek; Redwood Grange, No. 684, of 
Redwood; Phenix Grange, No. 9, of Phenix; West Monroe 
Grange, of West Monroe; and of Glenfield Grange, No. 548, of 
Glenfield, Patrons of Husbandry, all in the State of New York, 
against Canadian reciprocity (H. R. 4412); to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of Bureka Paper Co., of Fulton, N. Y.; Albion 
Center Grange, No. 270, of Albion, N. ¥.; and Chaumont Grange, 
No. 855, of Chaumont, N. ¥., Patrons of Husbandry; Carthage 
Board of Trade, of Carthage, N. Y.; B. W. Bennett, of Ful- 
ton, N. Y., against Canadian reciprocity ; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PLUMLEY: Resolutions of The Gleaners, a Sun- 
day-school class of the Methodist Episcopal Society; the 
Women’s Missionary Society and the Progressive Men’s Class 
of the Methodist Episcopal Society, of Rockingham and other 
towns; the combined Women’s Missionary Societies of the 
churches of Bellows Falls, constituting about 500 persons in 
said Rockingham, favoring the Miller-Curtis bill, so ealled, pro- 
hibiting saloons in Hawaii, and the McCumber-Terrell bill, so 
called, concerning the opium trade; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Groton Grange, No. 443, of Groton, Vt., pro- 
testing against the proposed reciprocity bill; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Groton Grange, No. 443, of Groton, Vt., 
protesting against increase of magazine postage rates; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of the Empire Company, No. 68, Junior 
Order United American Mechanies, of Fletcher, Miami County, 
Ohio, to pass more stringent laws for the restriction of immi- 
gration; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: Petition of citizens of Hunt 
County, Tex., requesting immediate withdrawal of troops from 
Mexican border; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: Petition of citizens of Sheffield, Pa., 
for the immediate recall of United States troops from the 
Mexican border; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Toledo Lodge, International Association 
of Machinists, of Teledo, Ohio, urging illiteracy test for immi- 
grants; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petitions of Greenwood Grange; High- 
land Grange, No. 22, of Catharine, Schuyler County; Stephens 
Mills, Fremont; Woodhull Grange, of Woodhull: Canisteo 
Grange, No. 460, of Canisteo; Pleasant Valley Grange, No. 408, 
of Urbana; Oak Hill Grange, No. 574, of South Dansville; 
Bath Grange, No. 294, of Bath; Romulus Grange, No. 1181, of 
Romulus; Caton Grange, No. 248, of Caton; Jasper Grange, No. 
619; Avoca Grange, No. 176, of Avoca; Howard Grange, No. 
976, of Howell; Chemung Valley Grange, No. 5:, of Elmira; 
Lodi Grange, No. 213, of Lodi; Hornellsville Grange, No. 846, 
ef Hornell; and Towlesville Grange, No. 430, all of the State 
ef New York, against proposed reciprocity with Canada; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
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the Union League Club, of Brooklyn, N. Y¥.; and |’ 


APRIL 14, 


Also, petition of the Union League Club of New York, fayor. 
ing reciprocity with Canada; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. WEBB: Resolutions of Leopold Zung Lodge, Inde. 
pendent Order B’nai B'rith, located at Goldsboro, N. C., asking 
that all Senators and Members of Congress aid in the passage 
of any resolutions which call for the modification or abrogati 
of al) treaty relations with Russia; to the Committee on Foreicn 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Resolutions adopted by board 
of officers of Second Regiment, National Guard of New Jersey, 
urging passage of bill providing for pay for the Organized 
Militia of United States; to the Committee on Militia. 

Also, petition of Somerset Grange, No. 7, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Middlebush, N. J., against passage of any measure 
restricting to a period of three months the maximum time for 
the cold storage of staple foodstuffs; to the Committee on Agri 
culture, 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of S. T. McDonald and other vet- 
erans of the Civil War, of Rosewood, Ohio, asking for the 
passage of the Sherwood pension bill; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frway, April 14, 1911. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

During the reading the following occurred: 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, there is so much confusion I 
am unable to hear what the Clerk is reading. It is not the fault 
of the Clerk. What is he reading? 

The SPEAKER. He is supposed to be reading the Journal. 
The point of order made by the gentleman from Illinois is sus- 
tained, and the House will be in order. 

Mr. CANNON. Has there been a demand made that the Jour- 
nal shal! be read in full, rather than a statement? If so, docs 
that include the reading of the names of Members who voted? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk was not reading the names of 
Members who voted. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not care at this time to demand the read- 
ing of the names. Of course I could, but it seems to me an ex- 
ceedingly long Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk was reading the Journal in the 
usual way and will proceed. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the Journal, and it was 
approved, 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER announced the following change of reference: 

A bill (H. R. 2900) to authorize the acceptance by the United 
States of the gift of the Nathan Straus Pasteurized Milk 
Laboratory ; Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Resolution (H. Res. 70) providing for a committee to in- 
vestigate the method of enforcement of the antitrust act and 
other matters; Committee on Expenditures in the Department 
of Justice discharged, and referred to the Committee on Rules. 

PRINTING RESOLUTIONS IN THE RECORD. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
print the following resolution in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to have printed in the Recorp a certain memorial, of 
which the Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolution asking for an investigation of the Taylor system of shop 
management. 


Mr. HARDWICK. 
ject—— 

Mr. MANN. 

Mr. HARDWICK. 
Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Iowa, one of the able new 
Members of the House, is probably not familiar with the 
practice of the House, which is not to print ‘memorials in tle 
Recorp. If it is once begun there is no limit, and if once be- 
gun the Recorp becomes so bulky that we never can find the 
thing we want on account of the number of memorials. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will inquire of the gentleman 
from Iowa if this is a memorial or a resolution? 

Mr. PEPPER, It is a resolution. 


Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 


Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object—— 
I will yield to the gentleman from 
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The SPEAKER. 

Mr. MANN. 
mous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman 
print it in the Recozp. 

Mr. MANN. Has it been introduecd? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. PEPPER. It is being introduced now. 

Mr. MANN. I object; the proper method of introduc 
to put it in the basket. 


A resolution with a preamble. 
I make the point of order that it requires unani- 


asks unanimous consent to 


ing it is 


COMMITTEE ON LABOR. 


Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for t immediate consideration of the resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


he 


aac 


House resolution 88. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Labor be authorized to have such 
printing and binding done for the use of the committee as may be 
necessary for the transacticn of its business during the Sixty-second 
Congress. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

The resolution was considered and agreed to. 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


COMMITTEE ON THE POST OFFICE AND POST ROADS. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 89. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads be 
authorized to have such printing and binding done 2s may be necessary 
for the use of the committee during the Sixty-second Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

The resolution was considered and agreed to. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I also ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following 
resolution, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ifouse resolution 87. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads be 
permitted to sit during the sessions of the House and during the 
recess of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


RESIDENT COMMISSIONERS, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following resolution, which I 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 86. 

Resolved, That the right of debate be extended to the two Resident 
Commissioners from the Philippine Islands. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I suppose that is during this Con- 
gress. 

Mr, GARRETT. This Congress could not bind another. The 
language is the language used in the resolution that passed 
before. 

Mr. MANN. They obtained the right to debate in two Con- 
gresses on that, yet I have no objection. 

Mr. GARRETT. They got the right to debate in the second 
Congress merely because objection was not made. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bill and joint resolutions | 
of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 

8.745. An act providing for the erection of a statue to Thomas 
Jefferson at Washington, D. C.; 

S.J. Res. 8. Joint resolution authorizing the selection of a site 
and the erection of a statue of Alexander Hamilton in Wasb- 
ington, D. C.; and 

8. J. Res. 5, Joint resolution to create a joint committee to 
continue the consideration of the revision and codification of | 
the laws of the United States, 


{After a pause.] The 


| tributions made for the purpose of influencin 


|} not more 
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PUBLICITY OF ELECTION CONTRIBUTI 


Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unan 
consent for the present consideration of the bili 
‘ 


to amend an act entitled “An act providin plicit; 
iz clection 
which I send to the 


Representatives in Congress are elected,” 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
_ Be it » That an act entitled ) 
licity of cont itions made for the purpos influencing eles 
which Repre ives in Congr t d 


1910, be, and the same is 


it cnacted 


rit 


ete 
her » amer ! al f ti 
5 and 6 of said act and enacting t follow! vy sections 
thereof, so that said act as amended i 
“Src. 5. That the treasurer of ev ich 
than 15 days and not | { 1 10 « a 
tion at which Representatives in ress are t ted in tw 
more States, tile in the office of 
tives at Washington, DL. 
ment; and on each sis 
urer shall file 


the Clerk i t rk ‘esenta 
, with said Clerk an ji lized deta j 

th day thereafter « | 

with said Cierk a supplemental ft 


ment. Each of said statements shall conform to t 
the following section of this act, except that ti 
ment herein required need not ntain any item « 
given in a previous statement Bach of said sta 


and complete, and 

“Tt shall also | 
ment with the C 
statement also to 


signed and sworn to by sali trea 

duty « ad tr i ge % i n ual { 
vithin 30 days after ich <¢ ion. l 

siened and sworn to by said tre I 





be 





form to the requirements of the following section of this ; ihe 
statement so filed with the Clerk of the House shall be pi rved by 
him for 15 months and shall be a part of the public i of hi 
office and shall be open to public inspection 

“Sec. 6. That the statements required by the pt Fag » of 
this act shall state: 

“Yirst. The name and address of each person, firm, lation, or 
committee who or which has contributed, promised, loaned, or advanced 


to such political committee, or any officer, member, or agent thereof, 
either in one or more items, money or its equivalent of the agzregat 
amount or value of $100 or more, and the or sum contributed, 
promised, loaned, or advanced by cach. 


amount 


“Second. The aggregate sum contributed, promised, loaned, or ad- 
vanced to such political committee, or to any officer, member, or agent 
thereof, in amounts of less than $100 

“Third. The total sum of all contributions, promises, loans, and 


advances received by sach political committce or 
or agent thereof. 
“Fourth. The name 


any officer, member, 


and address of each person, firm iation, 
or committee to whom such political committee, or any officer, member, 
or agent thereof, has distributed, disbursed, contributed, loaned, ad- 
vanced, or roa any sum of money or its equivalent of the amount 
or value of $100 or more, stating the amount or sum distributed is 
bursed, contributed, loaned, advanced, or promised to each, and the 
purpose thereof. 

“Fifth. The aggregate sum distributed, disbursed, contributed, 
loaned, advanced, or promised by such political committee, or any offi 
cer, member, or agent thereof, where the amount or value of such dis 
tribution, disbursement, loan, advance, or promise to any one person, 

| firm, association, or committee in one or more items is less than $100. 

“Sixth. The total sum disbursed, distributed, contributed, loaned, 
advanced, or promised by such political committee, or any officer, 


member, or agent thereof.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present 
eration of the bill just reported? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri if he has con- 
sulted the gentieman from Michigan [Mr. Youne] in reference 
to debate and amendment of the bill? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentle- 
man, I will say that I hada brief conversation with the gentleman 
from Michigan yesterday, and it was my purpose to appeal to 
him before this request was made to know what arrange 
ment, if any, we could make about debate. My understanding 
with the gentleman was that there would be no objection to 
this course, although he did not expressly say so. 

Mr. AUSTIN. How about amendments to the bill? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Of course opportunity 
given to amend. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
lowed for debate? 

Mr. MANN. That is what we are trying to ascertain 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I wanted to agree with the gen- 
tleman from Michigan as to the length of time for debat 


consid- 


will be 


What, if any, opportunity will be a 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let me ask the gentleman w! doe 
not put this bill upon the Unanimous Consent Calendar If 
this request be granted, will it not practically overthrow or 


destroy the practice under the Unanimous 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I[ think noi 
Mr. MANN, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman wil 


1 perm 


to make a suggestion in reference to that, I will state t 
| this is the only bill now on the calendar except the reciproci 
bill. This is on the House Calendar. A call of cou es will 


bring this bill before the House 


at once so il 


different situation than it would be if there were : uober of 
bills on the calendar and unanimous cons 4 f 
for its consideration. 





Ne eect ee 
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Mr. ORUMPACKER. Under the call of committees, perhaps, 
the question of right to debate might enter into consideration. 
Mr. MANN. Under a call of committee, of course, this being 
on the House Calendar, the gentleman from Missouri would have 





the right at any time to move the previous question, which, if 
I understood | 


carried, would cut off debate and amendments. 
that the gentleman from Missouri had or would agree to some 


arrangement for a proper time for debate on the bill, giving the | 


time on this side to the control of the gentleman from Michigan 


[Mr. Youne] and on that side to the gentleman from Missouri | 


{[Mr. Rucker]. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
purpose, 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that I 
do not know how much time is required on this side. 
tlemen would indicate what they want, my impression is it 
will be found there will not be very much demand for time. 

Mr. MANN. I would suggest that there be an hour on a 
side, with the right to offer amendments during that time, and 
either have the amendments pending then or else by unanimous 
consent read the bill under the five-minute rule for amendment. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. On our side that will be perfectly 
satisfactory to me. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
modify my request for unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill by adding to it that general debate proceed 
for two hours, and during that time any gentleman having the 
floor may offer amendment, the amendment to be considered as 
pending, and at the expiration of general debate the previous 
question be considered as ordered on the bill and amendments 
to passage, one-half of the time of debate to be controlled by 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youne] and one-half by my- 
self, and I will say to him in that connection, we can yield 
more than one-half of the time if he has demand for it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks that the 
bill be considered by unanimous consent; that general debate 
proceed for two hours, one-half to be controlled by the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Youne] and one-half by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Rucker], during which time any gentleman 
who speaks shall have the right to offer amendment, and that 
they shall all be considered as pending, and at the end of two 
hours the previous question shall be considered as ordered on 
the bill and amendments to final passage. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, pending that request, I 
desire to give notice that as soon as this bill is disposed of I 
intend to call up the bill to promote reciprocal trade relations 
with the Dominion of Canada. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama gives notice 
that as soon as this corrupt-practices bill be disposed of he will 
call up fer consideration the Canadian reciprocity bill. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman from Missouri? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, during the last Con- 
gress this House passed a publicity bill which was approved by 
the President of the United States on the 25th day of last 
June. The bill which passed the House, by practically a 
unanimous vote, carried a provision requiring publicity of cam- 
paign contributions and disbursements to be made before elec- 
tions, as well as after elections. After the bill passed the House 
it was amended in another body by striking out the provisions 
requiring publicity before elections. The purpose of the bill now 
pending is to restore to the law the provisions of publicity before 
elections as well as after elections. The changes proposed in 
existing law by this bill, in addition to restoring the feature of 
publicity before elections, enlarges somewhat the requirements 
of publicity before elections. As the bill passed the House in 
the last Congress, it required the first statement to be made by 
political committees to be made not more than 15 nor less than 
10 days next preceding the day of election. This bill goes a 
little further and requires a like statement, a supplemental 
statement, to be made each 6 days after the filing of the first 
statement until the day of election. These are the changes pro- 
posed in section 5 of the law. The other section proposed to be 
amended is section 6. As the law now stands, while committees 
are required to give publicity of the names and addresses of 
every person, firm, or association who contributed $100 or 
more, the amount contributed is not required by express lan- 
guage to be shown. It was the intention of the committee, and 
I believe the House so understood it, that the biil as it passed 
the House covers that point, but I do not think it does. In 
order to make it clear at least, the amendment proposed to 
section 6 of the existing law requires, in all cases where the 
amount contributed is $100 or more, that the committee shall 
give the names and places of residence of such contributors, 


That is my purpose, and no other | 


If gen- | , 
B | Kansas. 
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| congressional committees. 


together with a statement of the amount contributed by eac! 
and another clause of the section requires similar publicity 
reference to disbursements where the amount distributed to o 
person or committee is as much as $100. The amended law, 
this bill should pass, would require the name and address « 
each person or committee to be stated in all instances wher 
the amount contributed or received is $100 or more. These ar 
the changes proposed. They do not change the general char- 
acter of the law, but they seek to make it clearer and mo) 
efficient. 

Mr. KENDALL. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Rucker] yield to the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman from 


Will the gentleman yield for a question? 





Mr. MURDOCK. In this bill is provision made for the pub- 
licity of accounts from a congressional committee in a single 
district? As the gentleman knows, we have in this country the 
large congressional committee, and in addition we have smaller 
Now, does this bill provide for pub- 
licity of accounts in the smaller congressional districts in a 
single district? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Answering the gentleman fror 
Kansas, I will say that the bill does not contain provision: 
relating to the matters suggested by him. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Why is that provision omitted? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will say to the gentleman 


| are trying to draft and enact into law a measure of natio: 





scope and importance. We doubt the propriety and the legali 
of congressional action which would deal purely with a Stat 
matter. I believe that if this bill is passed the State of Kansas 
and the State of Missouri will adopt laws fashioned after it, 
requiring publicity from the committee, which the gentlema 
speaks of, before and after election. We deem it a matter « 
purely State control and not of national control, and therefo: 
no legislation along the line suggested is attempted in th 
proposed amendment to our national publicity law. 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I do. 

Mr. KENDALL. ‘The operation of this law, then, when ec! 
acted would be confined entirely to the national congressiona 
committees of the respective parties? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. It would be confined entirely to 
committees which seek to influence elections in two or mor 
States. It would be limited to the two principal committees of 
the two great parties. 

Mr. KENDALL. Or the three great parties. 

Mr. MANN. And the national committee, and every news 
paper that circulates in more than one State. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. There is some question abou 
that; we do not think so, 

Mr. KENDALL. May I make this suggestion to the gentle- 
man from Missouri? I did not understand the distinction 
which the gentleman deduced between the national congres 
sional committee and the control of committees organized in tl 
various congressional districts. I think there is not any diffe: 
entiation between the two so far as respects their duties to re 
port to the public as to contributions made and as to disburs: 
ments. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I fully agree with 
the gentleman. I think there is a doubt as to the power t 
compel them to do it. We have the power, I think, to compe! 
a committee operating in more than one State, but I do nol 
think that we have the power to provide for such publicity by 
committees whose operations are confined wholly to one State 
or one district. 

Mr. KENDALL. Has the Congress any power to compel 2 
Representative in Congress to make a report of disbursements 
in his campaign? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I have not given special con- 
sideration to that question; but, conceding the power, I doubt 
the wisdom of such congressional interference with matters 
wholly within the jurisdiction and the power of the States to 
regulate and control. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CuLiLop]. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri why it was that the amount of publication was 
fixed at $100? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
contain any such limitation. 





‘ 


Mr. Speaker, this bill does not 
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Mr. CULLOP. It says $100 or more. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the bill provides 
that where the amount contributed is $100 or more the com- 
mittee shall give the name, address, and amount contributed by 
such contributor. 

Mr. CULLOP. Why was it fixed, then, at any sum? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The reason is obvious, and I am 
sure my good friend from Indiana will agree with me. 
quire publicity as to each item might require such an endless 
amount of bookkeeping as would become cumbersome and de- 
stroy the very purpose of publicity. 

Mr. CULLOP. Let me put this kind of case: A large manu- 
facturer desires to contribute a larger sum. He employs 2,000 
men. Suppose he gives each one of those men $99 and has him 
contribute it in his name? Now, are you killing that kind of 
evil with this kind of bill? Such a thing as that could be done, 
and has been done, and I fear will be done again. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, may I answer that 
suggestion ? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Rucker] yield to the other gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Yes; I always yield with pleas- 
ure to my colleague from Missouri. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Cut.op] that if any plutocrat were to 
distribute a number of single sums around among individuals 
in that way, to be contributed by them, it would be in fact a 
contribution by him, and it would have to be published as 
though it were a single sum. 

Mr. CULLOP. Yes; but the books of the committee or of the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives would not show that 
fact, and I am desirous of having this bill so perfected that 
it would reach that kind of condition and punish that kind of 
violator of the law. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I am in hearty 
sympathy with the thought and the desire of the gentleman 
from Indiana, but I have given a great deal of consideration 
to this measure, and I believe it is now in the most available 
shape it can be put in, if we wish to give effect to the desire of 
Congress and respond to the demand of the people, and I fear 
that if we attempt by this law to go as far as some gentlemen 
desire we may so burden it as to destroy the law by its own 
weight. 

Mr. CULLOP. Now, Mr. Speaker, let me submit anotier 
question to the gentleman: Could you not have put a provisiou 
in there whereby, when the report of the contribution to the 
committee was made, an affidavit would follow or accompany 
it, setting forth that contributions had been made in the name 
of other persons for some particular individual or corporation? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. That would be practically to 
contradict the provisions of the law as it is written. 
requires them to make an itemized, detailed statement, giving 


the names of the contributors, but where contributions are | 


made in sums less than $100 the aggregate is reported, and not 
the various items. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Texas? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield. 

Mr. HARDY. The question I wanted to ask was this: You 
have seemingly a very far-reaching provision for the filing of 
the statement of contributions with the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives. What I wanted to know is whether there is 


any method by which that will become the property of the | 


general public? Has anybody and everybody the right to inspect 
these reports when made, and may they be published in the 
newspapers? 

Mr. RUOKER of Missouri. Allow me to say to the gentle- 
man that the pending amendment expressly provides these re- 
ports shall be filed in the office of the Clerk of the House of 


The law | 


To re- | 
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Representatives, to be held by said Clerk as public documents | 


and open to public inspection at all times. 

Mr. HARDY. That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
be preserved in the law if this bill 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I desire to ask the gentleman 
if there is anything in the existing law or in the bill which he 
has reported from his committee that provides that the con- 
tributor shall identify himself, and that the treasurer of the 
trie committee shall ascertain the identity of the con- 

r 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The committee has never deemed 

it necessary to do that, hence there is no such requirement in 


passes. 
Will the gentleman yield? 


That is in the law now and will | 


| tents of the statement. 


~~ = 
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the bill. I am sure, answering the gentleman’s question further, 
that nobody would contribute to the Democratic campaign 
fund who is ashamed to give his true name, and I do not believe 
any contributor to the other political party would conceal his 
name and identity. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I think the gentleman will 
acknowledge that some person desirous of contributing might 
make it known to the chairman of a congressional committee 
that he did wish to contribute, and he would intimate that 
contributions would come in due course of time that might be 
sent in to the treasurer on letters typewritten, signed “Tom,” 
“Dick,” “Harry,” “John,” and “ William,” and the treasurer 
would have no way, except as he might suspect, to know where 


it came from, and yet he would publish the statement that he 
received the contributions from these persons, who might be 
mere myths. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, this law seeks to 
control the action and conduct of the political committee and 
not of the individual who makes the contribution. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Ought there not to be a pro 
vision to make it practicable to determine who does actually 


contribute? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. If the committees will comply 
with the law as it is proposed to be amended in this bill, I be- 
lieve it will give to the people what they desire and will give 
effective publicity to campaign contributions. I think that an- 
swers the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will, with pleasvre. 

Mr. MANN. We passed in the last Congress the law which 
it is now proposed to amend. Will the gentleman indicate ex- 
actly what changes are now proposed in sections 5 and 6, and in 
what respect it is different from the bill as we passed it in the 
House before? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I am sure the gentleman from 
Illinois was not in his seat—where he generally is, sometimes 
to my great annoyance—when I made the statement just a few 
minutes ago. 

Mr. MANN. I saw that the gentleman was talking, but he was 
talking to that side of the House, and we on this side of the 
House could not hear him. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Then I will explain it to the 
gentleman’s side of the House. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the 
gentleman from Illinois, I desire to say that the publicity bill 
as it passed the House in the last Congress carried a provision 
requiring publicity to be given not more than 15 nor less than 
10 days next before the election, but no other publicity before 
the election. That feature was stricken out in the Senate. 
This bill seeks not only to restore the provision which was in 
the bill as it passed the House last year, but to add to it the 
requirement that, in addition to the first statement required 
to be filed, the same committee shall every six days thereafter 
until the election file a similar supplemental statement con 
taining all items not contained in statements previously filed. 


| That, I believe, is the only change made in section 5. 


Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will peri:it me, it is perfectly 
plain that if the treasurer filed his statement 15 days before 
the election, then he would have to file two supplemental state 
ments. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. If he filed his statement 10 days before the 
election, then he would have to file but one supplemental state- 
ment, and if he filed it 11 days before the election, then he 
would have to make no statement during the 5 days next pre- 
ceding the election, 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. That is correct. 

Mr. MANN. Would it not be better to require the supple 
mental statement to be filed at a fixed time before the election‘ 
This provision gives a chance to juggle about the time, if th 
is anything to that. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will say to the centleman that 
under this provision of the bill it is possible to the last 
statement as much as six days before the election; but that 
gives six days in which the newspapers can ventilate the con 
It gives six days for publication and 
discussion on the stump and through the weekly | and it 
seems to me that is about as effective as we can make it. 

Mr. KENDALL. Does it not also give six days for the use of 
a large corruption fund that will not be known about by th 
public press? 

Mr. CULLOP. I should like to make one suggestion. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Will the gentleman wait until I 
finish with the gentleman from [llinois? 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield? 


file 


ress, 
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Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The gentleman from Illinois had 
asked me a question, and I was replying to it. 

Mr. MANN. Waiving that for the present, if I may ask a few 
more questions in reference to section 6, as I understand the 
changes in section 6 in the existing law they first require the 
amounts contributed to be stated? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Where the amount is over $100. 

Mr. MANN. Where it is over $100. I notice that the gen- 
tleman has changed the word “total” to “aggregate” in some 
places. Is that for the purpose of making a change in the 
meaning? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I made those changes 
because it occurred to me that the word “ aggregate” wus the 
more appropriate word to use where it is used, and using the 
word “total” at the end of the paragraph. If the gentleman 
convinces me that that is wrong, I will be glad to change the 
word. 

Mr. MANN. I asked the question because of the change in 
the -wording, striking out the word “total” in one place and 
leaving it in in another. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I had the purpose in mind which 
I have stated to the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. I think they both mean the same thing. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I do. I yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana for a short question. I hope gentlemen will not 
prolong this, because I want to yield some time to the other 
side. 

Mr. CULLOP. I would like to suggest that in line 6 the word 
“sixth” be stricken out and the word “ third” inserted, so that 
it will read “every 3 days after they report 15 days before 
election.” 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will say to the gentleman that 
he can offer such an amendment, and I shall not oppose it. I 
think it is possible to have too much. I realize that this meas- 
ure is not perfect, and the only question is whether the gentle- 
man can make it more nearly perfect, and I hope he can. I now 
yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts for a question. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri 
was a member of the committee in the last Congress and assisted 
in the preparation of the bill which was reported at that time. 
Now, that bill provided for a preliminary report not more than 
15 days and not less than 10 days before the election. As I 
understand it, the bill of the gentleman provides that after that 
report there shall be another and possibly two subsequent re- 
ports. It-.occurs to me, if I may suggest to the gentleman, the 
difficulty in drafting the bill in the last Congress, in which I 





participated with the gentleman from Missouri, was in fixing [ 


upon a proper time for this preliminary report. It did not 
seem to us that it would be wise to have a succession of pre- 
liminary reports. Why would it not be better, instead of im- 
posing this burden on the political committees, if it is thought 
that 15 or 10 days before election is too early, to require one 
preliminary report to be made, say, 5 days before the election? 
That would open it up to discussion, and it seems to me that the 
advantage of other preliminary reports prior to that report 
immediately before election would be very slight. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Answering the gentleman, I will 
say that the objection I have to it is the same objection that 
governed me and the gentleman from Massachusetts when we 
agreed on the phraseology of the first bill, introduced a few 
years ago, making the period not less than 10 days before elec- 
tion, The idea is to give at least 10 days when the preliminary 
report shall be filed, 10 days of publicity through all the news- 
papers, and the nearer we get down to the date of election the 
more impossible would it be for the weekly newspapers, which 
go into all the homes, to handle the matter. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri, Certainly. 

Mr, JOHNSON of South Carolina. The gentleman stated 
that the object of the bill was to control the great congressional 
committees. Is there anything in this bill which would prohibit 
these committees from accepting contributions from corpora- 
tions? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. In this bill: no. It was ex- 
pressly omitted for the reason that I participated somewhat in 
the enactment of the law a few years ago which makes it a 
crime, punishable by imprisonment, for corporations to con- 
tribute to campaign funds. 

Mr. KOPP. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin? 











RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 14. 


Mr, RUCKER of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. KOPP. In the present law, section 6, subdivision 4, it 
provided that the names must be given of each person who | 
received a payment of $10 or more. I notice that in the gey 
man’s bill he has increased that amount to $100. Will the ¢ 
tleman state the purpose of the increase in amount? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will be glad to do so. In t 
I confess that the judgment of the committee may be in er 
but the thought that inspired us was that to require the 2: 
national committees of either party or the congressional 
tional committee to give name and address of each person y 
gives the committee or who receives from the committee § 
would require such an endless amount of bookkeeping tha: 
would be entirely too cumbersome. That is the only reason 
the change referred to. * 

Mr. KOPP. Will not this open the door to fraud wider ¢) 
the old law? It is well known that entries of disbursemen 
$99 will be made, whereas there could not be very substa 
sums or payments in less sums than $10. It seems to me | 
we could waive the necessity for greater bookkeeping in oi 
to get greater purity of elections. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. My answer is the same tha 
made to the gentleman from Indiana a few moments 
While it is possible, I can not conceive that the gentlemen \ 
compose the great committees are going to juggle with the 
by giving the committee in a certain State or district sev 
items of $99.95 each in order to evade the law. I will say { 
if they do, if such a practice should prevail, I will gladly 
in an amendment that will cure it. 

Mr. KOPP. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman 
information whether the report of each of the committees a 
the last election was of any great length? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri, Oh, I think not of any «1 
length. 

Mr. KOPP. Then it seems to me that the fear that the |} 
keeping will be complicated is unfounded. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The gentleman understands | 
in these campaigns frequently there are several thous 
contributions. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER. Did the committee of which the gentle 
is chairman take into consideration the great importance 
having a publication of contributions which secures the n 
nations of men? The nomination to-day in many localities 
the very first importance, and the money is contributed ther 
corrupt the electorate. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I fully appreciate that state: 
and agree with what the gentleman says, but that is a mat 
I think, that ought to be controlled by State legislatures and 
by Congress. I do not want to undertake to go into the dom: 
of a State or to encroach upon the State jurisdiction. 

Mr. COOPER. I think the point raised by my colleague |) 
Kopp] is a very strong one. What would prevent a man 
many millions from giving to a hundred of his employees or : 
thousand of them $50 or $90 apiece, without any record bh 
made public? It will not do to say that you rely upon the li 
of people. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I grant that there is a way 
evading this law, but in the case the gentleman speaks of | 
man will be liable himself to criminal prosecution. 

Mr. COOPER. By what law would he be liable? 

Mr. KENDALL. Yes; under what law would he be liable’ 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Under the law which requires 
corporation—— ‘ 

Mr. KENDALL. But the gentleman spoke of an individ 
disbursing this money. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. If a corporation gives you money 
to contribute, then the corporation violates the law and would 
be subject to punishment. 

Mr. KENDALL. But suppose an individual gives a hundr 
dollars each to a thousand men, would your law touch that? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. It would not, unless the fa 
should be known to the committee, in my opinion. 

Mr. CULLOP. He is already liable under the law. 

Mr. LEWIS. I want to ask the gentleman from Missour! 
whether his committee considered the advisability of prohibitin- 
the receipt of contributions that had not been published, aft: 
the last report? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. We did consider it, and we foun 
that emergencies might exist which would make it highly proper 
and right for a great committee to collect money within 4> 
hours of an election, and therefore we omitted any reference tv 
that matter. 
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Mr. KENDALL. 
man from Indiana [Mr. CuLtop], that in the case I supposed, 
of course the candidate would be liable under the laws of his 
State, but that conduct could not be ventilated before the public 
in order to affect the election. That is the point I made. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri a question. Did the committee consider the question of 
limiting the amount of money to be legitimately expended by a 
candidate? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
this bill does not cover it. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Will the gentleman object to an amendment 
to that effect? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
think it would destroy the law. I do not believe this Con- 
gress has a right to say how much a citizen can contribute for 
any purpose in his State. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I mean a candidate. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Well, a candidate. The State 
laws ought to govern that. I again repeat, I am opposed to 
an invasion of the power and jurisdiction of the State. 

Mr. AUSTIN. To fix the amount of legitimate expenses, to 
prohibit a candidate for Congress from exceeding that amount. 

Mr. LANGLEY. 
Missouri. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
late that. 


Mr. AUSTIN. Will the gentleman accept an amendment in 
effect that where the election of a Member of Congress is 
shown to have been obtained by the corrupt use of money it 
would be void. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. No; but I will vote with the gen- 
tleman to turn such a man out of Congress. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Why not put it in this bill? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Because the bill is not drawn 
for that purpose, and such a provision would be entirely out of 
harmony with this law. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask the gentleman a question. I was wondering how the gen- 
tleman could hold that opinion, in view of the fact that the Con- 
stitution says that Congress shall be the judge of the election 
returns and the qualifications of a Member. Why would it not 
be proper, in view of that language in the Constitution, to legis- 
late along those lines? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have tried 
to make myself clear, and if I have failed I fear I will be un- 
able to do so. I do not doubt the power of Congress to thus 
legislate, but I doubt the wisdom of such legislation. Now, it 
may be we are all wrong about this, but if it should turn out 
that we are wrong and abuses grow up which may be remedied, 
I will go as far as any gentleman on this floor to reach out 
after those abuses and see if we can not regulate them in the 
future, 

If the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youne] desires to 
consume time, I will be glad if he would do so now. How- 
ever, Mr, Speaker, before yielding the floor, I desire to offer the 
following amendment and have it pending. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri offers 
amendment to the preamble, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strtie out lines 3 to 9, inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof the 
owing: 

“ That sections 5 and 6 of an act entitled ‘An act providing for pub- 


No. We considered it; yes; but 


I think the State ought to regu- 


an 


I want to make this rejoinder to the geuntle- 


I certainly would, because I | 





licity of contributions made for the purpose of influencing elections at | 


which Representatives in Congress are elected,’ approved June 25, 1910, 
be and the same are hereby amended to read as follows:” 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. That is a mere change of phrase- 
ology in the preamble. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. 
that to save me the trouble. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
balance of my time. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from California [Mr. KAHN]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California is recog- 
uized for five minutes. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I certainly favor this measure, but. 
in my judgment, it does not begin to go far enough. Asa matter 
of fact, it apparently costs the Republican national committee 
& great deal more money for a congressional campaign than it 
(oes the Democratic Party [applause on the Democratic side] 
for this reason: The Democratic fights in the South are made 
at the primaries, and that is where the Democrats spend their 
campaign money. [Applause on the Republican side.) 


XLVII——17 


I am glad the gentleman offered 


Mr. Speaker, I now reserve the 





Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question’ 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. KAHN. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is it not a fact that the Democrats rely 
on the people to carry the elections and you do not? [Applause 
on the Democratie side. } 

Mr. KAHN. Oh. 

SEVERAL MEMBERs. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
man? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from California yield to 
the gentleman frem Georgia? 

Mr. KAHN. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Just for a question. 

Mr. KAHN. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Is it not a fact that in most of the States 
where they have primary laws—it is so in Georgia and most of 
the States in that section—that the States require in primary 
elections that everyone shall file an account of the expense in- 
curred in that primary election? 

Mr. KAHN. That may be so, but the country will look to the 


Oh, oh. 
Mr. Speaker, may I interrupt the gentle 


report filed in the House of Representatives and will not go to 
It might cost more in Tennessee than in | 


every one of the States to find out what was expended in each 
one of the different States. Now, this bill was framed for the 
purpose of giving publicity to campaign expenditures—— 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. KAHN. I only have five minutes. 

Mr. HARDY. Just for one question. 

Mr. KAHN. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HARDY. The gentleman has said that in the South we 
spend our money in the primaries. Has there been any money 
spent in any such primary equal to what Sibley expended in 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr. KAHN. Well, I am not familiar with conditions in the 
South, but I have heard that your primary contests there are 
intensely sharp and bitter, and I dare say there is a considerable 
sum of money spent in many districts in the South at the pri- 
maries. Of course when your primary is over you do not have 
to spend a dollar at the general election. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.}] Your contests are decided at your primaries. 

Mr. HARDY. The gentleman makes a correct statement 
about the expenditure of money in the primaries in the South, 
but what I want to ask was if any such amount was expended 
in a primary in the South as in Sibley’s nomination in Penn- 
sylvania? 

Mr. KAHN. I suppose Mr. Sibley learned the expenditure of 
money when he was a Democrat. [Applause on the Republican 
side. ] 

I simply want to call to the attention of the House and to 
the attention of the country the fact that this bill is entirely 
inadequate, and in order to have a proper publicity bill there 
should be a clause inserted which would compel the filing of 
accounts at all primaries, as well as at the general elections, 
and I would gladly vote for such a feature to be included in the 
pending bill. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CrumMPackKEr]. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, there is nothing more 
important in a republican government than to have honest and 
pure elections. The results of legislation and administration 
have never been and can never be altogether satisfactory if the 
source of power is corrupted or polluted in any form or manner. 
I am in favor of all legislation that is calculated to safeguard 
the integrity of the ballot in the United States and to protect 
every citizen in the land in the right to vote and in the fearless 
exercise of that right against the corrupting power of money or 
any other of the devices and methods that have been employed 
in years past to prevent fair elections. Every elector ought to 
have the right to vote, and to have that vote counted the way he 
casts it. Elections ought to express the mature, free, and hon- 
est convictions of the electors in all parts of the Union, 

This bill, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me, can accomplish but 
little along that line. The only improvement it purports to 
make over the law that was enacted in the last Congress is that 
it requires reports*of funds collected by national committees 
congressional and general, before as well as after elections. it 
makes, as has been remarked, absolutely no provision to protect 
the purity, the integrity of the institution of the primary in the 
United States, which is becoming quite gener the State 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, I will yield. 
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Mr. JAMES. The gentleman seems to be basing his opposi- 
tion to this bill on the preposition that it does not include pri- 
maries. Did not the Republican national convention, of which 
you were a member, vote down a resolution introduced by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorrr] providing for the 
publicity of campaign funds before the election? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Why, if the gentleman will give heed, 
the House of Representatives in the last Congress passed a bill 

f ihat kind, and I voted for it. 

Mr. JAMES. I am talking about the party nationally. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let me say to the gentleman that he is 
mistaken when he says I was a member of the last Republican 
national convention. I was not. 

Mr. JAMES. Do not dodge the issue. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I @o not dodge the issue. I voted for 
a measure requiring reports before as well as after elections. 
I have done my share toward securing full and complete re- 
ports of the funds that have been accumulated and expended, 
and that may be accumulated and expended by campaign com- 
mittees. 

Mr. JAMES. I am willing to assume that the gentleman is 
better than his party, but what I wanted to know was the posi- 
tion of the gentleman’s party on this question. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman seems to be well ad- 
vised upon that proposition. He has been giving me some sug- 
gestions that hed passed entirely from my own mind in relation 
to it. Now, the suggestion has been made in relation to a re- 
port concerning the expense of the primary in a congressional 
district of the State of Pennsylvania where one of the candi- 
dates spent more than $40,000. Some of the States provide for 
primaries without requiring publicity of the expenditures of 
candidates. I say that it is just as important in probably four- 
fifths of the districts of the United States, and probably more 
important, to have publicity of expenditures used to secure 
nominations as it is to have puwhblicity of amounts collected 
and used for the purpose of influencing elections. Reference 
has been made to a grent section of the country where the only 
real election is at the primaries, and this bill does not have any 
bearing upon the primary at all, and therefore does not apply 
to that section of the country. 

It does not apply to that section of the country, and yet 
Representatives there are insisting on and demanding and 
clamoring for legislation that will make public the moneys that 
are expended to influence elections, because they are entirely 
free frem its operation. 

There is another thing, Mr. Speaker. Special elections eccur 


cecasionally, and there may be a vacancy in a congressional. 


district; under conditions in the membership of the House the 
two parties stand practically equal, and the election might 
control the politics of the House. And yet this bill makes 
absolutely ne provision in relation to special elections where a 
Single Representative may be elected and where the election 
might be accomplished by the expenditure of fabulous sums. 

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from California? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I woud like to know if the gen- 
tleman can cite any instance in the last 20 years where the 
national Democratic Party ever took an active part, or any 
part, in the nomination or primary election of Representatives 
in Congress, either South, East, or West? [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. What difference does it make? 

Mr. RAKER. It makes all the difference on earth. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Representatives in Congress are Fed- 
eral officers. hey make laws for all the country. And while 
we are in the business, why do we not go far enough in our 
legislation to accomplish something that will be of substantial 
benefit? : 

Mr. RAKER. I wonld Tike to ask the gentleman: When his 
side of the Howse had this bill under consideration, why did 
not he and his colleagnes offer this amendment and incorporate 
it in the law when he had the opportunity? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It came ap before on a motion to sus- 
pend the rules and was not amendable. We did incorporate the 
provisions contained in this bill, but when that bill came back 
from the other branch of Congress the ,rovision im relation 
to contributions befere, as well as after primaries, was stricken 
out. 

Mr. Speaker, I intend to vote for this bill. It contains a little 
good. But it seems to me that the great committee that pre 
pared the bill and brought it into the House should have 
broadened its provisions, should have made it relate to special 
elections as well as general elections, should have made it re- 
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late to primary elections wherever they are required by ; 
laws of any State, and if that had been done I think it w 
have gone a long step further in purifying elections. 

Mr. FARR. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the getleman yield to the gent) 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Farr]? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. FARR. Does the gentleman know, speaking about P 
sylvania, that it was due to an act of the Pennsylvania | 
lature relative to expenditures at the primaries that Mr 
ley’s extravagant expenditures were indicated and this r 
in forcing him from the Republican ticket in his district, 
showing the importance of this publicity at the primari 
well as at elections? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understand that was the case. 
was a Republican measure, and this is a Republican me 
because we passed it through the last House. This is 
publican movement. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
Republican Party always has stood in favor of honest 
tions, always has advocated the principle that every citi 
the country who assists in bearing the burdens of the G 
ment ought to have something to say with respect to the : 
ing and enforcement of laws and to the levying of taxes 
the expenditure of public money. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to his co!! 
from Indiana? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Is it not a fact that at Gary, Ind 
the election of 1908 several thousand people cast their 
who had never taken out their first naturalization papers’ 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, if there has been any such si 
tion in the State of Indiana it must have been down along 
Ohio River where my colleague resides. Nothing like that 
pened in the northwestern part of the State in the district 
I represent. [Laughter and applause en the Republican « 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does the gentleman say that cond 
never occurred in the election of 1908 at Gary, Ind.? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I can say, and say it with abs 
truth, that that charge was made in 1908, and a full inves 
tion under the guise of a contest was made by a Democ 
erganization, and after an exhaustive investigation the pro- 
ceeding was dismissed; and the men who instituted it have 
even paid the costs of the proceeding. We do not vote any! 
in northwestern Indiana except those who have the ric! 
vote, but we do allow everybody there to vote who has thie | 
to vote and we see that the votes are counted. [Applause « 
Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has ex) 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youne] is entitled to | 
floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman 
Pennsylvania rise? 

Mr. BUTLER. I would like to ask the gentleman 
Michigan a question. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Does the gentleman want 
time? 

Mr. BUTLER. No; I do not want any time. 

Mr. KENDALL. If the gentleman is going to defend | 
State of Pennsylvania, we want him to do it in a voice 
enough to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvs 
please speak loud enough for the Chair to hear him? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, Mr. Speaker, it will be a pleasure | 
make an effert to have the Chair hear me. I should like 
ask the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youre] a questio: 
twe. : 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Very well. [ff I can answer th 
I will be glad to. 

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman is a member of the commit 
that reported this bill. I svould have asked the gentleman fr 
Missouri [Mr. Rocker] these questions, but I was afraid |! 
would be unable te make him hear me, the distance being c1 
between us. I understand it is the purpose of this bill to pu) 
lish, prior to the election, contributions of money made, in | 


‘words of the bill “for the purpose of influencing elections’. 


That is true, is it not? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I suppose so. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the gentleman know that while ther 
is a time set for filing these reports, there is no time set for 
making them wp? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. They must be made up before 
they can be filed. 
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Mr. BUTLER. That is true. 
national committee or of the congressional committee happens to 
reside in the city of San Francisco and has to file his report 
here in Washington, his report must necessarily be made up 
several days prior to day of filing. I suppose he will flie his 
report or statement here on the day stated in the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The way to avoid that difficulty is to 
move the Republican headquarters to Washington. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have nothing to do with the location of 
the treasurer. I am only putting a question to the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Younc], whether or not his committee 
considered the necessity of requiring these reports to be made 
up on a day certain? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. The gentleman has asked me what 
the committee did and what consideration they gave to this 
measure. Yesterday in the House, when the joint resolution 
amending the Constitution of the United States was under 
consideration, I stated the circumstances regarding the meet- 
ing of the committee; that notices were sent out the evening 
before and did not reach the Republican members of the com- 
mittee, except in one instance, until the committee had met 
and acted. I will now say to the gentleman that in the one 
hour during which, as I am informed by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Rucker], the committee was in session it found 
time from its arduous labors in considering the amendment to 
the Constitution to report out this bill. I can not tell you just 
what consideration the committee gave to all these questions. 
I will say to the gentleman that it is my purpose to vote for 
this bill—— 

Mr. BUTLER. So is it mine. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. 
the right direction; but I do believe it would have been wiser 
if the committee had not reported it so soon, and I believe we 
could then have had a better bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman yield to me a minute 
or two? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. 
minutes if he wishes it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is recog- 
nized for two minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I suppose there can be no dif- 
ference of opinion upon the purpose of this bill. It is to make 
known to the public in advance contributions of money made 
for the purpose of influencing elections. It seems to me it 
might have been made effective. If the committee had in- 
cluded in this bill a provision that there should be no con- 


I will yield to the gentleman two 


tributions of money made either for general or for primary | 


election purposes I presume I would have voted for such pro- 
vision, although I doubt whether an election can be conducted, 


no matter how honestly, without using for legitimate purposes | 


certain sums of money. 


3ut this bill will not furnish the knowledge that the public 
demands. It does provide for the day when these reports shall 
be filed, but it does not provide the time when they shall be 
made up. If they are filed five days before the election, they 
must be made up prior to that time, of course. Contributions 
that were intended to be made might be made after the report 
is made up but before the report is filed, because of the time 
necessary for its transmission by mail or otherwise. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the other gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BUTLER. If he does not take more than a minute and 
three-quarters of my time. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is it not a fact that we have 
* better corrupt-practices act in Pennsylvania than this one, 
ond better calculated to give the public information about these 
transactions than does this bill? 

Mr. BUTLER. 
his conclusion. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania has expired. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. 
utes more. . 2 
‘ Mr. COOPER. I observed the reply of the gentleman from 
esyivania to his colleague as to the excellent character of 
the corrupt-practice act in the State of Pennsylvania. Does 

provide for the publication before election? 

Mr. BUTLER. It provides for a filing in the office of the 
Prothonotary of the different courts within so many days after 

peony.” Fifteen days, one of my colleagues says. 

Mr. COOPER. After the money has been contributed and 
expended and the men are in office. 

Mr. MADDEN. No; it is after the nomination. 





I yield to the gentleman two min- 


Suppose the treasurer of the | 


Because I think it is a step in | 


I have no doubt the gentleman is correct in | 
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Mr. BUTLER. After the nomination. 

Mr. COOPER. Is there any provision for the publication 
before the nomination? 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no recollection of it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. it is both after the primaries 
and after the election. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to ask whether the conversa- 


tion over on that side is a private conversation, or are we 
supposed to know what is going on? 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will proceed. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, we have an act in Pennsylvania 
that requires all of us who are candidates for oflice to make 
and return under oath the amount of contributions made to us 
for political purposes and the amount expended, but that act 
requires us to make it after the primary and before the general 
election. But if we had been making an act in the State of 
Pennsylvania requiring us to publish in advance the moneys 
contributed for political purposes it would have. been made 
effective. It would have required the report 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania has expired. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. 
enough to finish his statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan yields to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania all the time the gentleman wants. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am obliged to the gentleman from Michigan 
for the privilege and to the Speaker for stating it. This act 

| seems to be weak in the particulars I have stated. There 
| opportunity for the contribution to be made after this report 
has been made up but before filing. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman permit an interruption 
there? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER. Why can not Congress pass a law making it 
a felony for anyone to offer to contribute, advance, or loan, 
or for any committee or any other committee to receive any 
money within five days prior to the election, or prior to a 
primary ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no doubt Congress could make such a 
law; and if it did, that it would meet all the complaints and 
just complaints that are now made, but this bill makes no such 
provision. 

| Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
have stated. 

Mr. MANN. If no contributions could be made after five 
days before election, who would pay the bills of the committee 
when it was in debt? 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know whether the political philan- 
thropists are all dead or not. 

Mr. MANN. They could not contribute if they were not. 

Mr. COOPER. Suppose we compelled the committee to live 
within its income and not to go in debt for corrupt purposes; 
let it expend what it received. 

Mr. MANN. There is no concern on earth that makes no 
bills until it has the money in the bank. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin or the gentleman from Pennsylvania or the gentle- 
man from Illinois, none of them can do it, and no political com- 
mittee can do it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would anticipate that no prudent man, 
treasurer of a committee, would take the chances of getting con- 
tributions after election, especially if his side had been unsue- 
cessful. Mr. Speaker, I do not care for any more time. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Kopp}. 

Mr. KOPP. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this bill, but in 
one respect I think it takes a step backward, and a vital one. 
There is no doubt in my mind but that the people of this coun 
| try are demanding absolute purity in elections, and when we 
| are drawing an act, we should draw it so as to have it as air- 
| tight as possible. Now, when they increase the amount of 
| expenditure from $10 to $100, which the committee is required 
| to report, it is leaving a loophole through which practically all 
| of the funds of a great committee can be expended. I hold in 
my hand the statement of the receipts and the expenditures of 
the last national Democratic congressional committee during 
the last election, and nine-tenths of the items in that report are 
between $10 and $100. If this bill passes, ail of those would be 
| grouped under one head. It seems to me that if these genti 


The 





I yield to the gentleman time 


ig 
Is 


It could, because we could amend it. 
I am criticizing the bill for the reasons I 





men on that side, as well as on this side of the House, are de- 
sirous of having absolute purity in elections, they should not 
object to putting that back to $10. 
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The only argument that has been advanced for increasing the | Mr. McGUIRD of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I am for this } 


amount from $10 to $100 is that it will save a great amount of 
bookkeeping. The statement of the Democratic campaign com- 
mittee covers five or six typewritten pages, and ff that ts all the 
bookkeeping that is required, surely the argument fades to | 
nothing. So it seems to me that we ought to adopt an amend- | 
ment unanimously to make this $10; that no contribution shall 
be made by any person, firm, or corporation in excess of $10, | 
nor shall the committee expend any amount above $10, without 
having it accounted for as such. I therefore offer the two | 
amendments, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have | 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“ On page 8, Times 19 and 20, strike out “one hundred” and insert 
m = and on page 4, line 3, strike eut “one hendred” and insert 
en. 


Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes | 
to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop}. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, this bill may satisfy the majority 
members of the committee that reported it; but if it is offered | 
in the interests of purer elections, of a purer ballot box, it 
will not satisfy the Ameriean people. It accomplishes nothing 
that the present law does net accomplish. If Democracy is in- 
terested in real reform, let your investigations commence with | 
the primary election and let those investigations continue until 
after the election in November, and let such investigations be 
so complete that they will cover all expenditures, whether made 
by a national committee or made by a eandidate himself or 
by his friends. Let such investigations be most thorough; let 
them apply to all contributions of which the candidate has 
any knowledge. 

Last fall, when knowledge of the contributions made to the 
Democratic national congressional committee was published in 
the newspapers of the country, I was amazed and surprised, 
as were the people of the State of Iowa, to learn that the man | 
who gave double the amount that any other man gave to the 
Democratic national committee was Mr, W. C. Beer, of New York. 

Who is W. ©. Beer? W. ©. Beer formerly resided in my | 
State, and while residing there he was known as a poor man. | 
He gave little or nothing in the way of contributions to the | 
Democratic Party in those days, but last fall W. C. Beer made 
a contribution double the amount of that made by any other 
Democrat in the United States. That contribution was made 
the day before election, and at that time W. C. Beer was the 
confidential man of J. Pierpont Morgan & Co. [Applause on 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. BUTLER. Was Mr. Beer ever a Republican? 

Mr. GOOD. I do not know. He paid little attention to 
polities when he lived in the State of Iowa, but his uncle, 
Judge Reed, was elected to Congress from Iowa as a Repub- 
lican; but, Mr. Speaker, I do know that when he made this 
contribution te the Demoeratie campaign fund he was the | 
confidential man of J. Pierpont Morgan & Co. If you are honest | 
in your attempt to secure publieity-— 

Mr. STANLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GOOD. Just a minute. If you are honest in your en- 
deavors to obtain publicity of eampaign contributions, you 
should try to ascertaim the real source of these contributions. 
Committees should not be permitted to put in the names of | 
persons as contributors to campaigns when the contribution is | 
im fact made or paid by some one other than the person who is | 
reported as having made the contribution. 

Mr, STANLEY. What is Mr. Beer’s official relation to J. | 
Pierpont Morgan? 

Mr. GOOD. He is the confidential man to J. Pierpont Mor- 
gan & Co, and I know of no one eloser to J. Pierpont Morgan | 
himself than Mr. W. ©. Beer, of New York, who made this | 
enormous contribution. 

Mr, STANLEY. Is he the confidential friend of Mr. Morgan 
or in his employ? 

Mr. GOOD. In his employ, I understand. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I would like to suggest to the 
gentieman from Kentucky [Mr. Staniry] that he had better 
apply for infermation to the Democratic national congressional 
eomrmittee, which might be better informed. 

Mr. STANLEY. Oh, the Democratic national committee is 
net nearly as close to Mr. Morgan as gentlemen on that side. 

Mr. GOOD. The record does not bear ont the gentleman’s 
statement. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the genfle- 
man from Town a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crayton). 
the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes 
to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. McGume]j. 





The time of 
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| a publication of contributions in the primaries? 


| that the laws in your State are such that one Republican « 





Aprin 14. 


I am for it because there is some good in it, but there a; 
great many things that might contribute to the interest 
integrity of the American people, the candidates and ; 
committees, that are not in it. I come from a State where 
Democratie Party has the governor and has had since | 
came a State. It has the senate and the house of repr 
tives. Upon their accession to power we had a nonpartisan . 
tion law, an election law against which no man had ever 
his voice. Now we have an election law that is a disgr 
civilization and to the human race, passed by a Democrati 
ate, a Democratic house, and signed by a Democratic g. 
of the State. I am a little surprised that the Democratic 
will even go this far in their pretense of being in favor of | 
est elections in this country. Why should not this provide 
I want i 
late to you gentlemen a little incident: We have primary 
tions, and in the last eampaign I have every reason to | 
the man who ran against me for the nomination spen 
times as much as he could spend under the election law . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gent! 
has expired. 

Mr. McGUIRBE of Oklahoma. May I have a minute m 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield the gentleman a 
additional. . 
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Michigan concedes me a minute mere. Tile penalty for ! 
spent more than he may spend under the law is that he can: 
upon the ballot. The gentlemen in charge of that State, the s 
officials, were in fayor of his nomination. After he was 
feated he never did render an aecounting, and he has 1 
day, of the money that he spent in the primary campaign; : 
hence I say, if you want to be square with the people, if ) 


| are what you profess te be, if you want to guarantee ho 


elections, if you want to make men honest in their campais 
insert in here a provision that the candidate must account 


| every dollar and every penny he spends prior to his nomins 


Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield for a question’ 
Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. I do. 
Mr. JAMES. I understood the gentleman of whom the ¢ 


| man from Oklahoma is talking abeut was a Republican who 


sought the nomination of your party. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. But he was favored by tl 
Democratic officials of the State. 

Mr. JAMES. And you say now he has not made—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
again expired. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. I ask for a minute more. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield the gentleman one minute. 

Mr. JAMES. You say now there is a law in your State t! 





| requires he shall make publication of the amount expended? 


Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Yes; and the penalty is he can 
not go on the ballet unless he does so. 

Mr. JAMES. And you elaim that he has not done so? 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. He has not. 

Mr. JAMES. Why was he not prosecuted? 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Because we have Democr: 
officials in our State. [Applause and laughter on the 
publican side.] I have only mentioned, Mr. Speaker, one of | 
vast number of violations of the law in that State, and you 











| not get a prosecution. 


’ 


Mr. JAMES. Does the gentleman charge here on this # 





not have another Republican prosecuted for a violation of | 
law? 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Net by a Democratic gov: 
and Democratic State officials, and that is exactly what I say. 

Mr. JAMES. I want to say to the gentleman that I have 
better opinion of his State than he gives to it. , 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. I have a good opinion of | 
State, but net of the gentlemen who have been in power 11 ' 
State. [Applause.] 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigam. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minu' 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill to amend two section 
of a law which we passed in the last Congress. I have no crit! 
cism whatever to make of the gentleman from Missouri |i". 
Rucker] or his committee in reporting a bill to the House pro- 
viding simply for the amendment of these two sections and not 
ineluding in this report at this time other matters which | 
think ought. te be enacted into law. L 

The original act provides only for reports of contributions ©: 
committees as they are defined in the act, where the conmiitee 
endeavors to influence the election in two or more States, and 
hence excludes entirely the matter of contributions either for 
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the election of a Member of Congress to his own committee or 
for primary elections, because there are no committees in exist- 
ence which seek to influence, under the terms of the act as it 
was defined on the floor here, the primaries in two or more 
The amendments which have been inserted are the 
changes Which have been inserted by the bill; in my opinion 
are desirable changes—in the main, at least. Under the origi- 
nal law, apparently, while the committees were required to fur- 
I the names of persons contributing on the amounts of ex- 
litures of over $10—the names of persons—they were not re- 
quired to report the amount contributed or expended. That 
was undoubtedly an inadvertent defect in the law. And the 

mdment to section 6 of the original act as carried in here 
is designed to correct that mistake. But, Mr. Speaker, I hope 
that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker], presiding over 


States. 


his great committee, will bring into this House a bill in regard | 


to campaign contributions both for the election of individual 
Members of Congress and for their nomination. 

The gentleman stated, as I understood him, that it was not 
within the power of Congress, but that that was a State maiter. 
What is the distinction between our control over elections of 
Members of Congress in more than one State and our control 

er the election of a Member in a district? 

if we have the constitutional authority to effect the election 

10 Members of Congress, we have the equal authority to 
control the election of one Member of Congress. There is no 
distinction absolutely between our power to require a statement 
of all expenses in regard to the election of a single Member 
and our power to require the knowledge in regard to the elec- 
tion of all Members. 

[ have myself been several times a candidate for Congress. 
At a recent election the gentleman who ran against me is re- 
ported to have spent over $40,000 in endeavoring to accomplish 
his election. At a primary a few years ago a very fine gentle- 
man ran against me, and was reported to have spent over 
$40,000 in seeking to be nominated. For myself, I am not able 
to expend such large sums of money, nor am I willing to accept 
contributions of such amounts, which would allow me to expend 
them. And I believe it would be far more desirable and effec- 
tive if Congress should require a man who is a candidate at 
the primary and at the election to report all of his contributions 
and expenses and to limit the amount which he may receive or 
expend. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 


Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Does the gentleman wish any more 


time? 

Mr. MANN. I would like another minute. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield five minutes more to the 
gentleman, 

Mr. MANN. Now, I understand perfectly well that in many 


districts in the country a nomination is equivalent to an elec- 
tion. I have always considered that that was the case in my 
district, although it was not quite so certain last fall as it had 
been on previous occasions. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. You get there just the same. 

Mr. MANN. There is no reason why we should permit the 
expenditure of such sums of money for primaries or elections. 
And I hope the gentleman will take under consideration the 
right of Congress to control. If there be State laws, let there 
be in addition a national law. Many men are prone to take 
chances on the violation of State laws, when their own friends 
or party friends are in charge of local offices, who would not 
dare to tamper or challenge the execution of a national law. 
Jn both sides of thig Chamber, in my opinion, there exists an 
honest desire that the elections of the country shall be as fair 
and Just as possible, that they should not be affected by cor- 
ruption, and that they shall not be influenced by the expendi- 
ture of great sums of money. 

On both sides of the Chamber gentlemen think alike on this 
question. Why should we not meet with an affirmative re- 
Sponse the demand of the country that in these days, when 
the people believe more now than they ever did before in the 
eflectual control of government by the citizens and believe 
Uiat their elected officials shall be elected honestly and that 
they shall have the opportunity to select capable representa- 
Uves without fear of the influence of money or other corrupt 
methoda? I hope that the House, with the gentleman from 
Missouri and his party now in responsible control, will not 
be satisfied with simply crossing a “t” or dotting an “i” on 
Nop ty; whieh this House passed during the days when the 
epublicans were in responsible control, but that they will go 
* step further and add a law, new on the statute books, which 
a are all prepared to vote for and not feel that they have 
one their duty simply by bringing into the House a bill which 


| quire how much time is remaining t 
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we passed practically as now brought in once before. [Ap- 


plause. | 


Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I would like to in- 


each side? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan 


has 14 minutes remaining. The gentleman from. Missouri has 
25 minutes remaining. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I ask, then, that the gentleman 
from Missouri use some of his time. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CuLzop}. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ind is 
recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer one :m nt 


and have it pending for consideration, to be acted u 
proper time, and if the Clerk will take it down I will 1 i it 
to him. It is this: 

On page 2, line 6, strike out 
thereof the word “ third.” 


the word “sixth” and insert u 
» purpose of offering this amendment is to have 
publication occur not more than three days before the election. 
The is to provide that there shall not be time inter- 
vening between the last publication and the day of electi 


hic 


object 


that large “slush fund” may be collected and dist “il 
throughout the country for the purpose of corrupting the voters. 
For this reform the Democratic Party has been contending for 
years. 

I am somewhat astonished that Members on that side of the 
House, our Republican friends, say they are in favor, and their 
party is in favor, of this kind of legislation. I would ask, How 
long since have they been converted to this reform? In 1908 


the Democratic candidate for the Presidency, from the day of 
his nomination to within 60 days of the election, appealed to 
the Republican candidate to cooperate with him to make public 
before the election all the contributions to their respective cam- 
paign funds. The Republican candidate refused to do it; his 
party refused to do it; but within six weeks of the election, for 
the purpose of meeting an indignant public opinion, the Re- 
publican candidate agreed to a publication of the contributions 
after the election, instead of before, as the Democratic candidate 
had requested. 

I will ask gentlemen on that side of the House, if your party 
stands for this kind of a reform, why was it that when it was 
in the control of the Senate last spring it struck out the 
beneficial clause of all in the legislation proposing this ref 
the publication of contributions to campaign funds before the 
election, the provision contained in that bill—and amended it so 
that the publication would be made after the election? If your 
party stood in favor of this reform, why did it not leave the 
provision on that subject as it was when it left the House, and 
as it had been passed by the House here? Why did they 
out the most important feature of the bill if they stood in 
of this reform? 

If gentlemen on that side desired to have reformation by 
legislation in regard to primary elections, last June, when this 
bill was before the House, and when you were here with a 
large majority on this floor, why did you not incorporate that 
provision in the bill as it passed this House then? What since 
the adjournment of Congress last June has converted you to 
this great doctrine of reform? Was it the election in Novem- 
ber, 1910, whereby you were swept out of power and the Demo- 
eratic Party in this House put in power? [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] I believe in the publication before tbe clec- 
tion, in order that the people may know what interest, if any, is 
contributing to the campaign funds of any candidate or any 
party, and that the people may have this knowledge, so they 
ean intelligently cast their votes. It is a step in the right direc- 
tion, and the bill should be passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentlema 
expired. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield hajf a min- 
ute to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Preprer]. 


(trike 


favor 


1 has 


Mr. ’VEPPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to extend re- 
marks ‘> the Recorp. 

Mr. (..ARK of Florida. I object. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield five minutes to th: itle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. STaNLer]. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, the effort of fri: on 
the other side to convince the country that they ardently e 
more rigid legislation to prevent the improper | of money in 
influencing elections is grotesque and amusing. You know. and 
I know, and the world knows, that a law prev the 1 f 
money in elections, in order to be effective, must |” le for 
publishing the names of the men who are seeking to conirol the 
electorate before the ballots are cast. The sole purpose of 
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legislation of this kind is to notify the voter beforehand that 
certain influences, backed by enormous amounts of dirty money, 
are attempting to control the electorate. To make a display of 
the way the election was bought after the goods are delivered 
is to lock the door after the horse is gone. When you con- 
trolled this House you positively refused to allow the record to 
be made before the election. More than that, when you met in 
national convention and it was proposed, while you were in the 
limelight, to pledge your party to the exposure of campaign 
contributions, you voted it down with hoots and yells. Now, 
when we have you tied hand and foot, when you are driven to 
the wall, with a yea-and-nay vote confronting you, you protest 
vociferously about your great desire for untainted elections. 

Mr. JAMES. In the convention they voted it down by 900 
to 84. 

Mr. STANLEY. By an overwhelming majority. There was 
no roll call there. You spoke then from your hearts; you gave 
vent to your purposes. In that convention you did not say you 
would expose the men who made campaign contributions, be- 
cause you feared you might stop the contributions. 

We are twitted here with the statement that Morgan’s con- 
fidential man contributed $1,000 to a Democratic campaign 
fund. Now, I very much dislike to discuss men, high or low, 
especially when they are not here to answer for themselves. 
I would hesitate to engage in mere abuse of Mr. Morgan just 
as much as the humblest individual in the land. 

But when by innuendo you would put in the Recorp that J. 
Pierpont Morgan and the interests he represents are behind the 
Democratic Party, then I demand that the whole truth be 
known. When the most nefarious legislation that was ever 
enacted was on its passage in the Senate—to allow the use of 
railroad bonds and the bonds of the United States Steel Corpora- 
tion to be used as a basis for our currency—Mr. Morgan hung 
over the railing of the Senate gallery, eagerly approving the 
words of Nelson A. Aldrich. That was a display of his Democ- 
racy. When I attempted to have his darling child, the United 
States Steel Corporation, investigated, and had a resolution for 
that purpose before the Rules Committee, who opposed it? Not 
one Democrat. Who favored it? Not one Republican. Do not 
“shake your gory locks” at us and tell us because Morgan’s 
confidential man gave a thousand dollars that Morgan or 
Morgan influences are behind the Democratic Party. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes 
to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. TRrIBe.e]. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the committee, 
I apologize for rising again so soon to address the House. I 
do it under the jibe of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Youne], who sees fit to criticize the committee for its action. 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youne] has placed this com- 
mittee under fire before the country, but we have no apologies 
to offer to the gentleman or to anyone else for our prompt 
action on these two bills. We point him to the action of the 
House yesterday, which by an overwhelming vote, with only 15 
votes in the negative, favored the election of United States 
Senators by the people, and these 15 votes were Republicans. 
We now have a united and unanimous Democracy in favor of 
this bill. 

So far as the hasty action of the committee is concerned, 
that side of the House, the Republican side, has frequently had 
it pointed out to them on the floor of this House that unless they 
ceased to bury legislation in the committee rooms and to make 
legislation in the committee rooms, that unless they would let 
it be brought on the floor of the House and acted upon here, 
they would be driven from this House. 

They have been frequently warned on the floor of this House 
that unless they ceased to increase the expenditures of the 
people’s money they would be driven from this House, yet they 
went on, and even in the Sixtieth Congress increased new offices 
and salaries to the extent of $30,000,000. They have been fre- 
quently reminded that unless they ceased to place the burden 
of tariff legislation upon the backs of the people that these 
burdens would become in time like the burdens of the children 
of Israel, and that they would be driven from this House. And 
now, sir, these warnings have been exemplified by the empty 
Republican seats on the other side of this House. I tell you, 
sir, we must listen to the demands of the people. And one of 
these demands is prompt, though prudent, action in the com- 
mittee rooms. [Applause.] I can not see how any Member of 
this House can afford to record himself opposing pure election. 
God speed the day when election corruption funds shall be 
driven not only from my State, but from every State in the 
Union. Every corporation or person undertaking to debauch 
the voter should be swiftly, surely, and severely punished, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





APRIL 





14, 


Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Can the gentleman from \; 
igan [Mr. Youne] consume some of his time now? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield five minutes to the ¢ 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatr]. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I offer a substitute for the | 
ing bill, and ask that the Clerk read it. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Massachusetts off 
substitute, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enactin 

“ That section 5 of the act of June 25, 1910, ‘An act provid 
publicity of contributions made for the purpose of influencing .« 
at which Representatives in Congress are elected,’ shull be amen 
as to read as follows: 

“* Sec. 5. That the treasurer of every such political committee 
not more than 15 days and not less than 10 days before an elec: 
which Representatives in Congress are to be elected in two « 
States, file in the office of the Clerk of the House of Representa 
Washington, D. C., with said Clerk, an itemized detailed sta 
sworn to by said treasurer and conforming to the requirement: 
following section of this act; and upon every day after the maki: 
statement, and before the day of election, the books and acc 
such committee shall be open to public inspection. It shall als: 
duty of said treasurer to file a similar and final statement w 
Clerk within 30 days after such election, such final statement 
be sworn to by said treasurer and to conform to the requirement 
following section of this act. The statements so filed with the « 
the House shall be preserved by him for 15 months, and sh 

art of the public records of his office, and shall be open t 
nspection.’ ” 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, one word in explanation 
amendment which I have proposed. It is section 5 of t! t 
as it passed the last House of Representatives, with thi 
tion: That after the preliminary report, made not more ¢! 15 
and not less than 10 days before the election, shall ha, 1 
made, then the books of the committees between the 1 
making the report and the day of election shall be open to 
inspection. There is no reason in the world why contril) 
as they are received should not be printed in the news); ers 
when they are received, just as contributions for any | ’ 
object or for charities are published in newspapers at the | 
they are received. 

It seems to me it is very impracticable to impose 
treasurer the duty of making up a final and definite st.‘ 
of the receipts and disbursements and swearing to it and filing 
it in Washington every few days. ‘This gives a starting | 
of having a preliminary report, and after that the books shal! 
be open to the newspapers, which will have access to them, aud 
they can print the receipts as they are received. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCALL. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman offers this as a substitute for 
the pending bill? 

Mr. McCALL. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The bill contains sections 5 and 6 of the 
The gentleman’s proposition only affects section 5. 

Mr. McCALL. I move to strike out all after the enicting 
clause and insert what was read. 

Mr. MANN. But that does not cover section 6. 

Mr. McCALL. It strikes out section 6. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Mass 
setts has expired. 4 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman want to strike out s n 
6 entirely? 

Mr. McCALL. Yes; because although section 6 is in the }i!), 
I do not think it ought to be in. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield five | 
utes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Crayton]. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, from the discussion here toy 
it seems apparent that there may be a greater division on purty 
lines on the pending proposition than there was on the one yrs 
terday. However, Mr. Speaker, I hope that when we come [0 
vote on this measure our Republican brethren will join ws 0 
the enactment of this wholesome piece of legislation, and ‘o it 


clause and insert: 


with the same practical unanimity that they joined witli us 
yesterday in proposing the joint resolution for the amendment 
of the Constitution. . 

I congratulate the Republican Party on the progress tht it 


has made since its last national convention. It has progre=<"! 
to the extent of joining with the Democrats to secure the | 
sage of a measure requiring the publication of campaign ©*- 
penses after election. I believe that the majority of the mm- 
bers of that party in this Chamber to-day will join with ‘° 
Democratic Party in the demand made in the Democratic |)! 
form written at Denver in 1908; that the campaign contr!) 
tions shall be published before election. That is what | 
measure seeks to do, and I hope the Republicans will proz'> 
to the extent of again voting with us. 

It comes with bad grace from our Republican brethren !o'e 
who have been in control of the House 16 years, in contro! of 


Ae 
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the Senate and in control of the executive department, to chide 
us with the failure to bring in a proposition of more far- 
reaching legislation along the lines than this proposes. They 
have had uninterrupted control for 16 years. But the fact is, 
Mr. Speaker, the Republican Party never wanted any reform 
on this subject. It never espoused any reform in this direction. 
It never made any efforts in this line seriously until it saw 
the light which broke with a full force and effect and showed 
the members of that party the way the American people were 
thinking and demanding, and the Republicans were convinced 
in November last. [Applause on the Democratic side.] They 
saw a great light then, and they now object to this measure, 
going as far as it does, because it does not go further. We 
hand it back to you, gentlemen, with suggestion that for 16 
years nearly you refused to go at all. 
measure is not perfect, because you say this measure does not 
go as far as it should, you contend that is an argument against 
the efforts that we are making here to-day to bring about this 
reform. 

Mr. Speaker, the Democratic Party initiated the movement 
in the country for the publication of campaign contributions. 
It was the first party that had the courage to write it in its 
platform, and a former Member of this House was the first 
public man outside of official life in the United States to 
espouse the publication of campaign contributions, Hon. Perry 
Belmont, of New York, a Democrat. 
cratic side.] 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, I consider this a rather harmless 
little bill, and I regret exceedingly that any gentleman on either 
side of the center aisle in this House should endeavor to treat 
it as a partisan measure. A measure that proposes to promote 
purer elections and to throw safeguards around the election of 
public officials is something to which all parties ought to agree. 
I think this bill should be so amended as to provide up to what 
time these statements should be made. The bill provides when 
the statements shall be filed, or within what time they shall be 
filed, but it does not name the date or length of time preceding 
the election down to which all receipts and disbursements shall 


be shown. I think this is a defect that should be remedied by | 


amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to say in the few minutes that I have 
that I am not at all satisfied with the scope of this bill or the 
length to which it goes. I believe that the use of money in 
primaries and elections is the greatest evil that confronts this 
Government to-day, and that the greatest danger to our repub- 
lican institutions is the unrestricted use of money to control 
primaries and elections. We have had a number of illustrations 
of this fact in very recent times, and the condition of affairs 
disclosed in Adams County, Ohio, is not exceptional or one con- 
fined to that locality alone. I would, if I had my way, make it 
a criminal offense for any committee or any person or corpora- 
tion to send money into a district to influence the election of 
Members of Congress in that district. Publication of election 
expenses alone, whether before or after election, is not a suffi- 
cient remedy for the evil. I would limit the uses to which 
money might be expended in any primary or election, and I 
would make it apply to every congressional district. It is ab- 
surd to say that Congress has no control over the election of 
Members of Congress in any single State or district. The con- 
trol of Congress, or the right of Congress to control, over such 
elections is expressly provided for by section 4, Article I, of the 
Constitution of the United States. 

We can, if we will, control all primaries and all elections in 
every State and in every district of the United States so far 
as the election of Congressmen is concerned. This bill, to be 
at all effective, should provide for publication in each district 
of all moneys contributed or expended by or on behalf of any 
and every candidate for Congress. The bill as drawn would 
not affect my district at all. No national congressional commit- 
tee ever knows that there is such a district. They only send 


Because you say this | 


[Applause on the Demo- | 
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money, if they do send it at all, into the close districts or dis- | 


triets where the use of money may influence the election. Who 
is it, Mr. Speaker, that contributes money for the election of 
Members 
= country, no small business man, and no laboring man con- 
tributes money to influence the election of Congressmen to 


of Congress? No man in my district, no farmer of | 


represent him. It is the great financial interests that hope to | 


— by legislation that contribute money to control the elec- 
pa of"Members of Congress, and I suppose it is contributed 
or the reason that an equivalent is expected in return. If I 
had my way I would prohibit such contributions absolutely 
= make it a criminal offense. Truly, money is “the root of 
= evil” and the source of all corruption, and if pure elections 

what we desire, the use of money to influence votes should 
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be regarded as one of the greatest crimes, for it is treason to 
our free institutions. [Applause.] This bill is just one little 
step in the right direction, and so I shall vote for its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts |[Mr. McCarr]}. 

Mr. McCALL.. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous cousent to 
modify my amendment by having it strike out al! after the 
enacting clause down to line 23 on page 2 of the bill, so that it 
would be simply a substitute for the first section. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment of the 
gentleman will be modified as requested. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield the remain- 
ing time to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Jackson]. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of offer- 
ing an amendment to this bill. I am heartily in favor of this 
bill so far as it goes, and I congratulate the gentlemen on the 
other side of this House for the promptness with which they 
have undertaken to legislate upon this subject, which 
great importance and interest to every citizen of the country. 
But, gentlemen, you have not gone far enough. It is useless 
to talk about legislating concerning committees which control 
elections in two or more States and leaving the districts them- 
selves and the candidates themselves in general elections and 
primary elections absolutely alone; and upon that point | 
heartily agree with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]; 
and therefore it is my purpose to offer here, for the purpose 
of giving you an opportunity to vote in good faith upon it, the 
proposition of requiring the candidate himself to file under 
oath a statement of the amount of money he has received and 
expended for election purposes. If there is any reason on earth 
why the Congress of the United States should control the con- 
gressional-election committees they should also control the indi 
vidual who is a candidate for election to the House. This goes 
to the root of this matter. I now offer this amendment: 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That a bill entitled “A bill to amend an act entitled ‘An act pro- 
viding for publicity of contributions made for the purpose of influenc 
ing elections at which Representatives in Congress are elected,’ be 
amended by the addition of a section to be numbered Ga, whic ‘ 
tion shall read as follows: ‘It shall be the duty of every candidate or 
Representative in the Congress of the United States, at least 10 days 
before any general or primary election before which he is a candidate, 
to file with the Clerk of the House of Representatives at Washington, 
in the District of Columbia, a full and correct statement of all moneys 
or things of value received from any source and used by him in any 


is of 


way for the purpose of securing his election, and such statement shall 
contain a full account of all moneys used by any agent or Representa- 
tive of said candidate for said purposes when known to the candidate. 


The sald statement shall be verified by the oath of the candidate taken 
before an officer authorized to administer oaths under the law of the 
State in which he is a candidate, and shall be sworn to by the candidate 
in the district In which he is a candidate or Representative in Con- 
gress. The several district courts of the United States’” 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
the gentleman if he would consent to an amendment including 
the word “ Senator,” so it would read “any Senator or Repre- 
sentative ”? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. JACKSON. I will accept that if I have time. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. The amendment of the gentleman from Kansas 
is now pending. 


The SPEAKER. Yes. The unanimous consent was that any 
gentleman could offer an amendment in his time. Of course, 


under the rule you could only have four pending. 

Mr. MANN. The reason I made the inquiry 
the amendment had been read by the Clerk; 
had finished reporting the amendment. 


was whether 
: 


whether the Clerk 


The SPEAKER. He had not, and he will conclude the read- 
ing of the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The several district courts of the United States shall have 
tion to punish violations of this act and on convictior ¥ nd 
date for a violation of this section, or of filin . 4 e statement of 
such expenses he shall be punished by a fine of not than $1,000 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman from Missouri has six minutes remaining 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute 
to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Saunprrs|} 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Speaker, I simply wish to ca! I 
tion to the fact that this bill fails of its purpose ii th + 

SECTIOI if [en el ) 


section. Under the language of that 


the House will look to the same, they wii! note tha! 
urers who are required to file reports are | 


them before any special election, nor would they 


guire | to file 
be required 
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to file them before an election for Members of Congress occur- 
ring in the State of Maine, which falls at a different date from 
that of the election in the other States. These officials are 
required to file their reports before an election at which Repre- 
sentatives in Congress are to be elected in two or more States. 
This is not as it should be, for these reports should be filed 
before every election, not only before a general election, but 
before an election occurring in States like Maine, and before 
special elections occurring by virtue of writs issued by the 
governors of States. In order to meet that situation I send 
up this amendment, which I ask to have pending at the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On line 2, page 2, after the word “ which,” insert the words “a 
Representative,” and in line 3 strike out the words “in two or more 
States.” 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield three min- 
utes to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Frrris]. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, while 
I was momentarily absent from the Chamber a few moments 
ago my colleague from Oklahoma [Mr. McGuire] assaulted our 
State and its citizenship in a way, in my judgment, that is not 
becoming to a Representative. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. I will not have the time to yield. I have only 
three minutes. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. The gentleman is mistaken 
about my assaulting the State. 

Mr. FERRIS, I can not yield when I have only three min- 
utes. 

I have hastily scanned the notes of his remarks, and though 
they are not corrected, I think they are, as I consulted numerous 
men on this side of the Chamber, practically correct. But the 
embarrassment and the sting are lessened somewhat from the 
fact that the chief malefactor that he assaults was his Repub- 
lican opponent in the primary. 

Now, I will perhaps just have time to say this one thing: If 
his Republican opponent is guilty of any crime in our State, I 
think the rest of the delegation from that State, in both 
branches and of both political parties, will see to it that the 
court doors are held wide to prosecute any malefactor of jus- 
tice, whether Republican or Democrat. It seems to me it ill 
becomes any Member from a State to assault an entire people, 
assault Republican courts, assault Democratic courts, assault 
State administration, and assault the whole body politic. Slan- 
ders from time to time have fallen from the lips of different 
political opponents with reference to our State. I do not con- 
tend more for my State than for any other, but I do assert here 
now that the State is full of patriotic and honest people. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman yield to his colleague? 

Mr, FERRIS. I can not yield in three minutes. I again 
renew the assertion that the State administration of our State 
is not more corrupt than those of other States. I again assert 
that the Republicans and Democrats alike in our State are not 
more corrupt than in other States. [Applause.] Our State is 
new, and conditions are new. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] has two minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the 
House upon the fact that we are now about to give the country 
another demonstration of Democrats keeping the faith. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] I am surprised, after finding 
such unanimity of publicity sentiment on that side of the 





_ House, that the great political party which has been in power 


for 16 years failed during its reign of power to enact a pub- 
licity law. I am satisfied that my Republican friends are get- 
ting better all the time, and after one or more elections in 
which we have more publicity our Republican friends will be 
real good citizens and will thereafter respond to the demands 
of the people. 

I am sorry this law can not go as far as some of the zealous 
advocates of publicity seem to want to go. I welcome the 
assistance of my distinguished friend from Massachusetts [Mr. 
McCatt], who to-day advocates publicity bef>re elections, and 
who so recently, I think within two or three years, has been 
converted to that faith. I know the gentleman is in good 
faith and an earnest advocate of publicity. Mr. Speaker, let 
me say that some suggestions have been made here which, I 
think, will improve the bill. Some amendments have been pro- 
posed to which I shall offer no objection. One of them, at least, 
is offered in good faith for the improvement of the bill. I will 
vote for the amendment offered by the gentleman from Wis- 
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consin [Mr. Kopp] to strike out “one hundred” and ins 
“ten” in two paragraphs of the bill. [Applause.] You 
not give too much publicity for Democrats. [Applause 
the Democratic side.] We will go as far as any Republica: 
giving real publicity to campaign contributions and expe 
tures. 

Mr. Speaker, in concluding, let me say that this scene to. 
has revived in my memory another couplet of poetry : 

When the devil is sick, the devil a monk would be; 
When the devil is well, a devil of a monk is he. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I call the attent 
of the Chair to the committee amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the committee amen! 
ment first. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 16, strike out the word “the” and insert the » 
“said; and in line 19, add “s” to the word “statement.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the am: 
ment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and the amendment was agreed t 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the other am 
ments in the order in which they come. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By Mr. Rucker of Missouri: 


Strike out lines 3 to 9, inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof | 
following : 


“That sections 5 and 6 of an act entitled ‘An act providing for ; 
licity of contributions made for the purpose of influencing elections 
which Representatives in Congress are elected,’ approved June 25, 1/)1\), 
be, and the same are hereby, amended to read as follows: ” 

Mr, MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. I notice in reading the amendment that th» 
Clerk read “ June the twenty-fifth.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read that part of the anv 
ment again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

June 25, 1910. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the an: 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By Mr. Kopp: 

On page 3, lines 19 and 20, strike out “one hundred” and insert 
“ten.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the anv 
ment. 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendi: 
The Clerk read as follows: 

By Mr. Kopp: 

On page 4, line 3, strike out “one hundred” and insert “ ten.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the ameii- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendni 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By Mr. CULLOP: 


On page 2, line 6, strike out the word “sixth” and insert the word 
* third.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and on division (demanded by Mr. 
MANN) there were—ayes 145, noes 0. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


By Mr. McCat: ; 

Strike out all after the enacting clause down to and including line 
22, on page 2, and insert the following: 

“Trat section 5 of the act of June 25, 1910, ‘An act providing for 
publicity of contributions made for the purpose of influencing «| 
tions at which Representatives in Congress are elected,’ sbail 
amended so as to read as follows : 

“* Sec. 5. That the treasurer of every such political committee slia 
not more than 15 days and not less than 10 days before an election * 
which Representatives in Congress are to be elected in two or m: 
States, file in the office of the Clerk of the House of Representatives ° 
Washington, D. C., with said Clerk, an itemized detailed statemen 
sworn to by said treasurer and conforming to the requirements of (!\" 
following section of this act; and upon every day after the making « 
such statement and before the day of election the books and accoun! 
of such committee shall be open to public inspection. It stall also | 
the duty of said treasurer to file a similar and final statement wil: 
said Clerk within 30 days after such election, such final statement als) 
to be sworn to by said rer and to conform to the uirements of 
the following section of this act. The statements so filed with the 
Clerk of the House shall be preserved by him for 15 months, and sha! 
be a part’of the public reco of his office, and shall be open to public 
inspection.’ ” 
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Mr. MANN. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCati] may be allowed 
to correct his amendment so as to leave the bill as already 
amended down to and including section 9, and make his amend- 
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ment apply only to what comes after the words “ section 
down to section 6. 


Mr. McCALL. 
SPEAKER. 


The 
modified. 


The 


The Clerk read as follows: 


So that the amendment will read: “ Strike out of the bill all after 
the words ‘ section 5,’ in line 10, on page 1, down to and including line 


20, on page 2, and insert the following.” 


Mr. MANN. 


Mr. COOPER. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. COOPER. 


That is correct. 
Mr. Speaker 

The gentleman from Wisconsin. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 


man from Massachusetts—— 


The SPEAKER. 


been read by the Clerk. 


The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 


Debate is not in 
on agreeing to the amendment, which is to strike out the 
portion of the bill named and insert the amendment that has 





Mr. MANN) there were—ayes 65, noes 101. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. MANN. 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 


other reading of the amendment. 


Mr. JAMES. 


The SPEAKER. 


I demand the regular order. 
The regular order is the roll call. 


Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 


order. 


Mr. Speaker, I assent to that. 
Clerk will read the amendment as 


The question is 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for an- 


answered “ present” 2, not voting 79, as follows: 
YEAS—111. 


Akin, N. Y. 
Anderson, Minn. 
Austin 
Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 
Bowman 
Bradley 
surke, S. Dak. 
Butler 
Cannon 
Carter 
Catlin 
Copley 
Crago 
Crumpacker 
Dalzell 
Danforth 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn, 
Dodds 
Dwight 
Dyer 
Farr 
Focht 
Fordney 
Foss 
French 
Fuller 


Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken, 8. C. 
Alexander 
Allen 
Anderson, Ohio 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Barnhart 
Bartlett 
Bathrick 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Berger 
Blackmon 
her 
Borland 
Brantley 
Brown 
Buchanan 
Bulkley 
Burke, Wis. 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Byrnes, S. C. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Callaway 
Candler 
Cantrill 
Carlin 


Gillett Loud 
Good McCall 
Greene McCreary 
Guernsey MeGuire, Okla, 
Hamilton, Mich. McKinley 
Hanna McKinney 
Harris McLaughlin 
Hartman MeMorran 
Hawley Madden 
oo Madison 
Hil Malby 
Hinds Mann 
Howell Martin, S. Dak. 
Howland Matthews 
Humphrey, Wash. Miller 
Jackson Mondell 
cahn Moore, Pa. 
Kennedy Morgan 
Kent Murdock 
Kinkaid, Nebr. Needham 
Knowland Nye 
Kopp Patton, Pa. 
Lafean Pickett 
Lafferty Porter 
La Follette Powers 
Langham Pray 
Langley Prince 
Lawrence Prouty 
NAYS—196. 
Cox, Ind. Hamlin 
Cravens Hammond 
Cullop Hardwick 
Curle mete 
Temaherty Harrison, Miss. 


Davis, W. Va. 
Dent 
Denver 
Dickinson 
Dickson, Miss. 
Dies 
Difenderfer 
Dixon, Ind. 
Donohoe 
Doremus 
Doughton 
Dupre 
Edwards 
Esch 
Faison 
Fitagerald 

agera 
Flood, Va. 
Floyd, Ark, 
Foster, Tl. 
Francis 
Garner 
Garrett 
Geo 


rge 
"Godwin, N. C. 
Goek - 


e 
Goodwin, Ark. 
Gordon 

Gould 


Gray 
Gregg, Pa. 


G Tex. 
g 
Gude 


Harrison, N. Y. 


Haugen 
Hay 
Helgesen 
Helm 
Henry, Tex. 
Holland 
Houston 
Howard 
Hubbard 
Hughes, Ga. 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Jacoway 
James 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones 
Kendall 
Kindred 


Ki 
Kitehin 
Konig 


Kono 
Korbly 
Lamb 

Lee, Ga. 
Lenroot 
Lever 
Lewis 
Lindbergh 
Linthicum 
Littlepage 


Rees 

Roberts, Mass. 
Roberts, Nev. 
Roddenbery 
Rodenberg 
Sloan 

Smith, J. M. C. 


Smith, Saml. W. 


Speer 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Cal. 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Switzer 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Utter 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Wedemeyer 
Wilder 

Willis 

Wilson, Ill. 
Wood, N. J. 
Woods, Iowa 
Young, Kans. 
Young, Mich. 


Lloyd 

Lobeck 
McCoy 
McDermott 
MeGillicuddy 
McHenry 
Macon 
Maguire, Nebr, 
Martin, Colo. 
Mays 

Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morrison 
Moss, Ind. 
Morray 
Nelson 
Norris 
Oldfield 
Padgett 
Page 

Parran 
Patten, N. Y 
Pepper 
Peters 

Post 

Pou 

Pu ic 

Rainey 
Raker 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Rauch 

Reilly 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Rouse 

Rubey 
Rucker, Colo. 


v 





The 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 111, nays 196, 
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Rucker, Mo, Sisson Sweet Underhill 
Russell Slayden Taylor, Ala. Underwood 
Sabath Small Taylor, Colo. Warburton 
Saunders Smith, Tex. Thayer Watkins 
Scully Sparkman Thomas Whitacre 
Shackleford Stanley Towner Wickliffe 


Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 


Stedman 
Stephens, Miss. 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stone 


Townsend 
Tribble 
Turnbull 
Tuttle 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—2. 
Kinkead, N. J. Webb 
NOT VOTING—79. 


Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Witherspoon 
Young, Tex. 


Ames Ellerbe Hensley Palmer 
Andrus Estopinal Higgins Payne 
Anthony Evans Hobson Pluniley 
Ayres Fairchild Hughes, W.Va. Redfield 
Bates Fields Latta Riordan 
Bingham Finley Lee, Pa, Sells 
Boehne Fornes Legare Sharp 
Broussard Foster, Vt. Levy Simmons 


Burgess Fowler Lindsay Slemp 


Burke, Pa. Gallagher Littleton Smith, Cal. 
Calder Gardner, Mass. Longworth Smith, N. Y. 
Campbell Gardner, N. J. Loudenslager Stack 
Conry Glass McKenzie Sulloway 
Cox, Ohio Goldfogle Maher Sulzer 


Currier 
Davenport 


Graham 
Griest 


Mitchell 


Talbott, Md 
Moon, Pa. 


Talcott, N. Y. 


De Forest Hamilton, W. Va. Morse, Wis. Tilson 
Draper Heald Mott Weeks 
Driscoll, D. A. Heflin Olmsted White 


Driscoll, M. EB. Henry, Conn. 
So the amendment was lost. 
The following pairs were announced: 

For the session : 

Mr. Finiey with Mr. Currier. 

Mr. Ayres with Mr, Setts. 

Mr. RrorpaAN with Mr. ANpbRrus, 

Mr. Fornes with Mr. BRapDLey. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Wess with Mr. Hiaains. 

Mr. Taxccorr of New York with Mr. MicuaArer E. Driscorn, 
Mr. Henstey with Mr. Lonaworrn. 

Mr. KiInKeaD of New Jersey with Mr. LouDENSLAGER. 

Mr. Evverse with Mr. Siempre. 

Mr. SHarp with Mr. CALper. 

Mr. Smiru of New York with Mr. Simmons, 

Mr. Levy with Mr. De Forest. 

Mr. HamILton of West Virginia with Mr. Draper. 

Mr. Heruin with Mr. Henry of Connecticut. 

Mr. Linpsay with Mr. Garpner of Massachusetts. 

Mr. Boeune with Mr. AMEs. 

Mr. Conry with Mr. ANTHONY. 

Mr. Cox of Ohio with Mr. BrIncHam. 

Mr. Daniet A. Driscott with Mr. Burke of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. Estroprnar with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. Evans with Mr. Foster of Yermont. 

Mr. Guiass with Mr. GArpner of New Jersey. 

Mr. Lirr_eTon with Mr. Griest, 

Mr. Maner with Mr. HeArp. 

Mr. Moon of Tennessee with Mr. MircHetr. 

Mr. O’SHAUNESSY with Mr. Morr. 

Mr. PatMer with Mr. Morse of Wisconsin. 

Mr. Lee of Pennsylvania with Mr. PayNe. 

Mr. Scuzer with Mr. SuLLoway. 

Mr. Taxtsorr of Maryland with Mr. PLUMLEY. 

Mr. Lecare with Mr. TiLson, 

From to-day and ending Monday noon: 

Mr. Gorproeie with Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. Bares, 

Mr. Davenporr with Mr. OLMSTED. 

Mr. Hosson with Mr. FArrcHIp. 

From April 6 until April 14, inclusive: 

Mr. Fowrer with Mr. WEEKS. 

From to-day and ending in three weeks: 

Mr. Latra with Mr. Hucues of West Virginia. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment, 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Jackson]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That a bill to amend an act entitled “An act providing for publicity 
of contributions made for the purpose of influencing elections at which 
Representatives in Congress are elected’ be amended by the addition of 
a section to be numbered 6a, which section shall read as follows: “ It 
shall be the duty of every candidate or Representative in the Congress 
of the United States, at least 10 days before any general or primary 
election before which he is a candidate, to file with the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives at Washington, in the District of Columbia, 
a full and correct statement of all moneys or things of value received 
from any source and used by him in any way for the purpose of secur 
ing his election, and such statement shall contain a full account of all 
moneys used by any agent or representative at large of said candidate 
for said purposes when known to the candidate fhe said statement 
shall be verified by the oath of the candidate, taken before an officer 


O’Shaunessy 
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authorized to administer oaths under the law of the State in which he 
is a candidate, and shall be sworn to by the candidate in the district 
in which he is a candidate or Representative in Congress. 

“The several district courts ef the United States shall have jurisdic- 
tion to punish violations of this act, and on conviction of any candidate 
for a violation of this section or of filing a false statement of such ex- 
penses, he shall be punished by a fine of not less than $1,000.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MANN) there were 106 ayes and 140 noes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays, and, 
pending that, I ask unanimous consent that the amendment may 
be again reported by the reading clerk now at the desk so that 
Members can understand what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent, pending his demand for the yeas and nays, that 
the amendment may be again reported by the Clerk. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk again reported the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question now is on the demand of the 
gentleman from Illinois for the yeas and nays. 


Ames 
Andrus 
aan y 


yres 
Bates 
Bingham 
Boehne 
Bradley 
Broussard 
Burgess 
Burke, Pa. 
Calder 
Campbell 
Conry 
Cox, Ohio 
Currier 
Davenport 
De Forest 
Draper 
Driscoll, D. A. 


Driscoll, M. E. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


NOT VOTING—83. 


Evans 
Fairchild 
Fields 

Finley 

Fornes 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler 
Gallagher 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Glass 
Goldfogle 
Gould 
Graham 
Griest 
Hamilton, W. Va. 
Harris 

Heald 

Heflin 

nee Conn. 
Hensley 


Higgins 
Hobson 
Hughes, W. Va. 


James 


Latta 

Lee, Pa. 
Levy 
Lindsay 
Longworth 
Loudenslager 
McCall 
McKenzie 
Maher 
Mitchell 
Moon, Pa. 
Morse, Wis. 
Olmsted 
O’Shaunessy 
Palmer 
Parran 
Patten, N. Y. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 


APRIL 14, 


Payne 
Plumley 
Redfield 
Riordan 
Rodenberg 
Sells 

Sharp 
Simmons 
— 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, N. Y. 
Stack 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Talbott, Md. 
Talcott, N. Y. 
Tilson 
Weeks 
White 
Wilson, N. Y. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 172, nays 131, 


answered “ present” 2, not voting 83, as follows: 
YEAS—172. 


Adair 
A kin, N. Y. 


Anderson, Minn. 


Ansberry 
Austin 
Barchfeld 
Barnhart 
Bartholdt 
Bathrick 
Berger 
Borland 
Bowman 
Brown 
Buchanan 
Bulkley 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
surke, Wis. 
Butler 

‘annon 

‘ary 

‘atlin 

——— 
‘op ey 
‘ovington 
Cox, Ind. 
Crago 
Crumpacker 
Dalzell 
Danforth . 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
Dodds 
Doughton 
Dupre 
Dwight 
Dyer 

Esch 
Estopinal 
Farr 

Focht 
Fordney 
Foss 
Foster, Ill. 


Adamson 
Aiken, 8. C. 
Alexander 
Allen 
Anderson, Ohio 
Ashbrook 
Bartlett 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Blackmon 
Booher 
Brantley 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Byrnes, 8. C. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Callaway 
Candler 
Cantrill 
Carlin 
Carter 
Clarx, Fla. 
Claypool 
Clayton 
Cline 
Collier 
Connell 
Cravens 
Cullop 
Curle 
Daugherty 
Davis, W. Va. 
Dent 


French 

Fuller 

George 
Gillett 

Goeke 

Good 
Goodwin, Ark. 
Greene 
Guernsey 
Hamill 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hanna 

Hardy 
Harrison, N. Y. 
Hartman 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hayes 
Helgesen 
Helm 

Hill 

Hinds 

Howell 
Howland 
Hubbard 


Lindbergh 
Linthicum 
Loud 

McCoy 
McCreary 
MeDermott 
McGuire, Okla. 
McKinley 
McKinne 
McLaughlin 


MeMorran 
Madden 
Madison 
pageire, Nebr. 
Malby 


Mann 


Martin, S. Dak. 
Matthews 
Miller 


Mondell 


Moore, Pa. 


Morgan 
Moss, Ind. 
Mott 
Murdock 


Humphrey, Wash. Needham 


Jackson 
Kahn 
Kendall 
Kennedy 
Kent 
Kinkaid, Nebr. 
Knowland 
Konop 
Kopp 
Lafean 
Laffert 

La Follette 
Langham 
Langley 
Lawrence 
Lenroot 
Lewis 


Nelson 
Norris 
Nye 


Page 
Patton, Pa. 
Pepper 
Pickett 
Porter 

Pou 
Powers 
Pray 
Prince 
Prouty 


oO 
3 a 
Ranésdell, La. 
Rauch 


NAYS—131. 


Denver 
Dickinson 
Dickson, Miss. 
Dies 
Difenderfer 
Dixon, Ind. 
Donohoe 
Doremus 
Edwards 
Ellerbe 
Faison 
Ferris 
Fitzgerald 
Flood, Va. 
Floyd, Ark. 
Francis 
Garner 
Garrett 
Godwin, N. C. 
Gordon 
Gray 

Gregg, Pa. 
Gregg, Tex. 
Gudger 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardwick 
Harrison, Miss. 
Hay 

Henry, Tex. 
Holland 
Houston 
Howard 


Hughes, Ga. 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Jacoway 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones 
Kindred 
Kipp 
Kitchin 

Kon 

Korbly 

Lamb 

Lee, Ga, 
Legare 

Lever 
Littlepage 
Littleton 
Lloyd 
Lobeck 


McGillicuddy 
McHenry 
Macon 
Martin, Colo. 
Mays 

Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morrison 
Murray 
Oldfield 
Padgett 
Peters 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—2. 


Kinkead, N. J. 


Webb 


Rees 

Roberts, Mass. 
Roberts, Nev. 
Rucker, Colo. 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Scully 
Sherwood 
Sims 

Sloan 

Smith, J. M. Cc. 
Smith, Saml. W. 
Speer 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Cal. 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stone 

Sweet 
Switzer 
Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, Ohio. 
Thayer 
Thistlewood 
Towner 
Townsend 
Tuttle 
Underhill 
Utter 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Warburton 
Wedemeyer 
Whitacre 
Wickliffe 
Wilder 

Willis 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wood, N. J. 
Woods, Iowa 
Young, Kans. 
Young, Mich. 


Post 

Raker 
Randell, Tex. 
Reilly 
Richardson 
Robinsoa 
Roddenbery 
Rothermel 
Rouse 

Rubey 
Rucker, Mo. 
Russell 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sisson 
Slayden 
Small 

Smith, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Stanley 
Stedman 
Stephens, Miss, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas 
Tribble 
Turnbull 
Undcrwood 
Watkins - 
Withe 
Young, Tex. 


On this vote: 

Mr. Lee of Pennsylvania with Mr. RopDENBERG. 

Mr. JAMEs with Mr. McCatt. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Goutp with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. O’SHAUNESSY with Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. Patren of New York with Mr. SLemp. 

Mr. Frecp with Mr. PARRAN. 

Mr. WHITE with Mr. Trison. 

Mr. Witson of New York with Mr. Mrircnent. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the first part of the amendment 
which has just been agreed to is not in proper form, and I ask 
unanimous consent to offer an amendment to the amendment in 
order that it may be perfected, to give it the proper caption. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question having been ordered, 
the gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous consent to perfect 
the amendment as follows. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by striking out the first five lines and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

“Sec. 2. That a new section be added to said act at the end thereof, 
to be known as section 11, as follows: Section 11.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, that is simply to put the proper 
caption to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPHAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On line 2, page 2, after the word “ which,” insert the words “a Rep- 
resentative or”; in line 3 strike out the words “in two or more States.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MANN) there were—ayes 6, noes 90. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the amended bill. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Is it proper at this stage of the 
proceedings to move to recommit with instructions? 

The SPHAKER. It is not. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill as amended. 

The question was taken, and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time, and was read the third time. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
what the number of the section is that was put on the bill a few 
moments ago? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted to answer 
the gentleman, I will state that it will be section 2 of the bill 
and section 11 of the law. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit 
this bill to the Committee on the Election of President, Vice 
President, and Representatives in Congress, with instructions 
to report the bill back forthwith with section 2 of the bill 
stricken out. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
gentleman who makes the motion opposed to the bill? 


Is the 








1911. 








Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. As it is now, yes; and so is 
every other man who wants publicity. 

Mr. MANN. Well, we are willing to vote for the bill. 
the gentleman vote against it on the final roll call. 
test. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
against it on the final roll call. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The motion is not debatable. The question 
is on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri to recommit 


Let 
That is the 


I did not say I would vote 


this bill to the Committee on the Election of President, Vice | 


President, and Representatives in Congress to report the same 
back forthwith with section 2 of the bill stricken out. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MANN) there were—ayes 155, noes 136. 


Mr. MANN. 


nays. 


Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 157, nays 149, 


answered “ present” 2, not voting 81, as follows: 
YEAS—157. 


Adair Dickson, Miss. James Reilly 
Adamson Dies Jobnson, Ky. Richardson 
Aiken, S. C. Difenderfer Jobuson, 8. C, Robinson 
Allen Dixon, Ind. Jones Roddenbery 
Anderson, Ohio Donohoe Kindred Rothermel 
Ansberry Doremus Kipp Rouse 
Ashbrook Doughton Kitchin Rubey 
Barnhart Edwards Konig Rucker, Colo. 
sartiett Faison Korbly Rucker, Mo. 
Bathrick Ferris Lamb Russell 


Beall, Tex, 
Bell, Ga. 


Fitzgerald 
Flood, Va. 


Lee, Ga, 
Legare 


Sabath 
Saunders 


Blackmon Floyd, Ark. Lever Seully 
Booher Foster, IL. Lewis Shackleford 
Brantley Francis Linthicum Sheppard 
Brown Garner Littlepage Sherley 
Burleson Garrett Littleton Sims 


Burnett Godwin, N. C. Lloyd Sisson 
Byrnes, 8. C. Goeke Lobeck Slayden 
Byrns. Tenn. Gordon McCoy Small 
Callaway ould McDermott Smith, Tex, 
Candler Gregg, Pa. McGillicuddy Sparkman 
Cantrill Gregg, Tex. McHenry Stanley 
Carlin Gudger Macon Stedman 
Carter Hamlin Maguire, Nebr. Stephens, Miss. 
Clark, Fla. Hammond Martin, Colo, Stephens, Tex. 
Claypool Hardwick Mays Taylor, Ala. 
Clayton Harrison, Miss. Moon, Tenn, Taylor, Colo, 
Cline Harrison, N. Y. Moore, Tex. Thomas 
Collier Hay Morrison Tribble 
Connell Helm Murray Turnbull 
Covington Henry, Tex. Oldfield Underhill 
Cravens Holland Padgett Underwood 
Cullop Houston Page Watkins 
Curley Howard Peters Witherspoon 
Daugherty Hughes, Ga. Post Young, Tex. 
Davis, W. Va. Hughes, N. J. Pou The Speaker 
Dent Hull Rainey 
Denver Humphreys, Miss. Randell, Tex. 
Dickinson Jacoway Rauch 
NAYS—149. 

Akin, N. Y¥. George Lindbergh Roberts, Nev. 
Alexander Gillett Loud Sherwood 
Anderson, Minn. Good McCall Sloan 
Austin Goodwin, Ark. McCreary Smith, J. M. Cc. 
Barchfeld 7ray McGuire, Okla. Smith, Saml. W. 
Bartholdt Greene MeKinley Speer 
Berger Guernsey McKinney Steenerson 
Borland Hamill McLaughlin Stephens, Cal, 
Bowman Hamilton, Mich, McMorran Sterling 
Buchanan Hanna Madden Stevens, Minn. 
Bulkley Hardy Madison Stone 
Burke, S. Dak. Hartman Malby Sulloway 
Burke, Wis. Haugen Mann Sweet 
Butier Hawley Martin, S. Dak. Switzer 
Cannon Hayes Matthews Taylor, Ohio 
a Helgesen Miller Thayer 
Catlin Hill Mondell Thistlewood 
Cooper Hinds Moore, Pa, Towner 
Coples Howell Morgan Townsend 
Cox, Ind. Howland Mott Tuttle 
Crago Hubbard Murdock Utter 
rameadiee Humphrey, Wash. Needham Volstead 
Dalzell Jackson Nelson Vreeland 
Danforth Kabn Norris Warburton 
Davidson Kendall ‘ye Wedemeyer 
Davis, Miran, Kennedy Patton, Pa. Whitacre 
Dodds Kent Pepper Wickliffe 

pre Kinkaid, Nebr. Pickett Wilder 
Dwight Knowland Porter Willis 
Dyer Konop Powers Wilson, Til. 
Esch Kopp Pray Wilson, Pa. 
Estopinal Lafean Prince Wood, N. J. 
Farr Laffert Prouty Woods, Iowa 
Focht La Follette Pujo Young, Kans. 
Fordney Langham Raker Young, Mich. 
Foss Langley Ranedell, La. 
French Lawrence Rees 
Fuller Lenroot Roberts, Mass. 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—2. 


Kinkead, N. J. 


Webb 
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Ames 
Andrus 
Anthory 
Ayres 
Bates 
Bingham 
Boehne 
Bradley 
Broussard 
Burgess 


I—HOUSE. 


NOT VOTING—S1. 


Ellerbe 

Evans 
Fairchild 
Fields 

Finley 

Fornes 

Foster, Vt. 
Fowler 
Gallagher 
Gardner, Mass. 


Higgins 
Hobson 


Hughes, W. Va. 


Latta 

Lee, Pa. 

Levy 

Lindsay 
Longworth 
Loudenslager 
McKenzie 


Plumley 
Redfield 
Riordan 
Rodenberg 
Sells 

Sharp 
Simmons 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, N. Y. 
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Burke, Pa, Gardner, N. J. Maher Stack 
Calder Glass Mitchell Sulzer 
Campbell Goldfogle Moon, Pa Talbott, Md. 
Conry Grabam Morse, Wis. Talcott, N. ¥. 
Cox, Ohio Griest Moss, Ind. Tilson 
Currier Hamilton, W. Va. Olmsted Weeks 
Davenport Harris O’ Shaunessy White 
De Forest Heald Palmer Wilson, N. ¥. 
Draper Heflin Parran 
Driscoll, D. A. Henry, Conn. Patten, N. Y. 
Driscoll, M. E. Hensley Payne 

So the motion to recommit the bill with instructions was 


agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. ELLerse with Mr. Griest. 

Mr. Moss of Indiana with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a recapitulation of the vote. 

The SPEAKER. It is not proper to ask for a recapituiation 
until the vote is announced. 

The result of the vote was announced as 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw 
recapitulation. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, in compliance with 
the instructions of the House of Representatives, I report back 
from the Committee on Election of the President, Vice Presi- 
dent, and Representatives in Congress the bill Hl. R. 2958, 
amended by striking out section 2 in accordance with the di- 
rection of the House, and upon that bill and amendment I 
move the previous question to final passage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman reports back from the Com- 
mittee on the Election of President, Vice President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress the bill H. R. 2958, with an amendment 
striking out section 2, and on that and the passage of the bill 
he demands the previous question. 

Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr, Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. I take it it is necessary in any event to order a 
reengrossment of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Is it in order to ask for a separate vote on the 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. 
ment, of course. 
tion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the amendment re- 
ported by the gentleman from Missouri from his committee. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri and Mr. HOUSTON demanded a 
division. 

Mr. MANN. 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BORLAND. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire whether 
the gentleman from Missouri—— 

Mr. FERRIS. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. There is already one pending. 

Mr. BORLAND. Just a moment. The parliamentary in- 
quiry is this: The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] has 
reported a bill from his committee without any amendment on 
it. There is no amendment to vote on. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. BORLAND. The bill has been reported with the section 
stricken out. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment that the gentleman 
Missouri reported is to strike out section 2 of this bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the amendment re 
ported from the Clerk’s desk. It has not been reported 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment 

Mr. GARRETT. Does the gentleman ask unanimous consent 
that the amendment be reported? 

Mr. MANN. I did not ask unanimous consent. I 
as a matter of right. 


abov e recorded, 


the demand for a 


Why, a vote would be had on the amend- 
The question is on ordering the previous ques- 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays on the 


from 


asked it 
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Mr. ADAIR. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out section 2, which reads as follows: 

“Sec. 2. That a new section be added to said act at the end thereof, 
to be known as section 11, as follows: 

“Sec. 11. It shall be the duty of every candidate for Representa- 
tive in Congress of the United States, at least 10 days before an 
general or primary clection before which he is a candidate, to file wit 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives at Washington, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, a full and correct statement of all moneys or things 
of value received from any source and used by him in any way for the 
purpose of securing his election, and said statement shall contain a 
true account of all moneys used by any agent or representative of said 
candidate for said purposes when known to the candidate. The said 
statement shall be verified by the oath of the candidate, taken before 
an officer authorized to administer oaths under the law of the State 
in which he is a candidate, and shall be sworn to by the candidate in 
the district in which he is a eandidate for Representative in Congress. 

“The several district courts of the United States shall have juris- 
diction to punish violations of this act, and —_— conviction of any 
candidate for the violation of this section or of filing a false statement 
of such expenses, he shall be punished by a fine of not less than 


$1,000.” 

The SPEAKER. The real thing to be voted on is striking 
that amendment out. When the names of Members are called 
those in favor of striking it out will say “aye” and those op- 
posed will say “no,” and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 165, nays 139, 
answered “present” 2, not voting 83, as follows: 


YEAS—165. 


APRIL 14, 


-_——s 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—2. 
Kinkead, N. J. Webb 


NOT VOTING—83. 


Higgins 
Hobson 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Latta 

Lee, Pa. 

Lev 

Lindsay 
Longworth 
Loudenslager 
McKenzie 
Maher 
Mitchell 
Moon, Pa. 
Morrison 
Morse, Wis. 
Moss, Ind. 
Olmsted 
O’Shaunessy 
Palmer 
Driscoll, D. A. Henry, Conn. Parran 
Driscoll, M. E. Hensley Patten, N. Y. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Crark of Missouri, and he 
voted in the affirmative. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BRANTLEY with Mr. Harris. 


Ellerbe 

Evans 
Fairchild 
Fields 

Finley 

Fornes 

Foster, Vt. 
Fowler 
Gallagher 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Glass 
Goldfogle 
Graham 

Griest 
Hamilton, W. Va. 
Harris 

Heald 

Heflin 


Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Ayers 
Bates 
Bingham 
Boehne 
Bradley 
Brantley 
Broussard 
Burgess 
Burke, Pa, 
Calder 
Campbell 
Conry 
Cex, Ohio 
Currier 
Davenport 
Draper 


Payne 
Plumley 
Redfield 
Riordan 
Rodenberg 
Sabath 

Sells 

Sharp 
Simmons 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, N, Y. 
Stack 

Sulzer 
Talbott, Md. 
Talcott, N. Y. 
Tilson 
Weeks 
White 
Wilson, N. Y. 


Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken, 8. C. 
Alexander 
Allen 
Anderson, Ohio 
Ansberry 
Askbrook 
Barnhart 
Bartlett 
Bathrick 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Blackmon 
Booher 
Borland 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Byrnes, 8. C. 
syrns, Tenn. 
Callaway 
Candler 
Cantrill 
Carlin 
Carter . 
Clark, Fla. 
Claypool 
Clayton 
Cline 
Collier 
Connell 
Covington 
Cox, Ind. 
Cravens 
Cullop 
Cantey 
Daugherty 
Davis, W. Va. 
Dent 
Denver 
Dickinson 
Dickson, Miss. 


Akin, N. Y. 


Anderson, Minn. 


Austin 
sarchfeld 
Bartholdt 
Berger 
Bowman 
Brown 
Buchanan 
Bulkley 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burke, Wis. 
Butler 
Cannon 
Cary 
Catlin 
Cooper 
Coplay 
Crago 
Crum 
Dalzell 
Danforth 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
De Forest 
Dodds 
Dwight 
Dyer 
Esch 


cker 


Farr 
Focht 
Fordney 
Foss 
French 
Fuller 


Dies 
Difenderfer 
Dixon, Ind. 
Donohoe 
Doremus 
Doughton 
Dupre 
Edwards 
Estopinal 
Faison 
Ferris 
Fitzgerald 
Flood, Va. 
Floyd, Ark. 
Foster, Il. 
Francis 
Garner 
Garrett 
Godwin, N. C. 
roeke 
Goodwin, Ark, 
Gordon 
Gould 
Gregg, Pa. 
Gregg, Tex. 
Gudger 
Hamill 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardwick 
Harrison, Miss. 
Harrison, N. Y. 
me 
Helm 
Henry, Tex. 
Holland 
Houston 
Howard 
Hughes, Ga. 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull 
Humphreys, Miss. 


NAYS 


George 
Gillett 
Good 
Gray 
Greene 
Guernsey 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Hartman 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hayes 
Helgesen 
Hill 
Hinds 
Howell 
Howland 
Hubbard 
Humphrey, Wash. 
Jackson 
Kahn 
Kendall 


Kinkaid, Nebr. 
Knowland 
Konop 

Kopp 

Lafean 
Lafferty 

La Foliette 
Langham 
Langley 
Lawrence 


Jacoway 
James 
Johnson, Ky. 
Jobnson, 8. C. 
Jones 
Kindred 

Kipp 

Kitchin 
Konig 


Linthicum 
Littlepage 
Littleton 
Lloyd 
Lobeck 
McCoy 
McDermott 
McGillicuddy 
McHenry 
Macon 
Maguire, Nebr. 
Martin, Colo. 
Mays 

Moon, Tenn, 
Moore, Tex. 
Murray 
Oldfield 
Padgett 
Page 

Peters 

Post 

Pou 

Pujo 

Rainey 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Rauch 

Reilly 
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Lenroot 

Lewis 
Lindbergh 
Loud 

McCall 
McCreary 
McGuire, Okla. 
McKinley 
McKinney 
McLaughlin 
MecMorran 
Madden 
Madison 
Malby 

Mann 

Martin, 8S. Dak. 
Matthews 
Miller 

Mondell 
Moore, Pa. 


ye 
—- Pa. 

pper 
Piekett 
Porter 
Powers 
Pray 
Prince 
Prouty 


Richardson 
Robinson 
Roddenbery 
Rothermel 
Rouse 
Rubey 
Rucker, Colo. 
Rucker, Mo. 
Russell 
Saunders 
Seully 
Shackleford 
aepeee 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 

Sisson 


Smith, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Stanley 
Stedman 
Stephens, Miss. 
Stephens, Tex. 
Taylor, Ala. 
‘Taylor, Colo. 
Thomas 
Townsend 
Tribble 
Turnbull 
Tuttle 
Underhill 
Underwood 
Watkins 
Wickliffe 
Withers nD 
Foune, ‘ex. 
The Speaker 


Raker 

Rees 

Roberts, Mass, 
Roberts, Nev. 
Sloan 

Smith, J. M. C. 
Smith, Saml. W. 
Speer 


Steenerson 
Stephens, Cal. 
Sterling 
Stevens, Miun. 
Stone 
Sulloway 
Sweet 
Switzer 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thayer 
Thistlewood 
Towner 
Utter 
Voistead 
Vreeland 
Warburton 
Wedemeyer 
Whitacre 
Wilder 
Willis 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wood, N.T. 
Woods, Iowa 
Young, 
Young, Mich. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


and 


yas read the third time. 


The SPEAKER. The question is now on the passage of the 


bill. 


Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 


yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 307, nays 0, 
answered “ present’ 0, not voting 82, as follows: 


YEAS—307. 


Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken, 8S. C. 
Akin, N. Y¥. 
Alexander 
Allen 


Anderson, Minn. 


Anderson, Ohio 
Ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Austin 
Barchfeld 
Barnhart 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett 
Bathrick 
Beail, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Blackmon 
Booher 
Borland 
Bowman 
Brown 
Buchanan 
Bulkley 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Burke, Wis. 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Butler 
Byrnes, 8. C. 
Byrns, Tenn, 
Callaway 
Candler 
Cannon 
Cantriil 
Carlin 
Carter 
Cary 
Catlin 
Clark, Fla. 
Claypool 
Clayton 
Cline 
Collier 
Connell 
Cooper 
Copley 
Covington 
Cox, Ind. 
Crago 
Cravens 
Crumpacker 
Cullop 
Curle 
Dalzell 
Danforth 
Daugherty 
Devi a 

a nn. 
Davis, W. Va. 


De Forest 
Dent 
Denver 
Dickinson 
Dickson, Miss. 
Dies 
Difenderfer 
Dixon, Ind. 
Dodds 
Donohoe 
Doremus 
Doughton 
Dupre 
Dwight 
Dyer 
Edwards 
Esch 
Estopinal 
Faison 
Farr 
Ferris 
Fitzgerald 
Flood, Va. 


Francis 
French 

Fuller 

jJarner 
Garrett 
George 

Gillett 
Godwin, N. C. 
Goeke 

Good 
Goodwin, Ark. 
Gordon 

Gould 

Gray 

Greene 

Gregg, Pa. 
Gregg, Tex. 
Gudger 
Guernsey 
Hamill 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hanna 
Hardwick 

Ha 

Harrison, Miss. 
Harrison, N. ¥. 
Hartman 

Haw: 
Hawley 

Hay 
Hayes 


Helgesen 
Helm 
Henry, Tex. 
Hill 

Hinds 
Hobson 
Holland 
Houston 
Howard 
Howell 
Howland 
Hubbard 
Hughes, Ga. 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull 


Humphrey, Wash. 


Humphreys, Miss. 
Jackson 
Jacoway 
James 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, S. C, 
Jones 

Kahn 

Kendall 
Kennedy 
Kent 

Kindred 
Kinkaid, Nebr. 
Kinkead, N. J. 
Kipp 

Kitchin 
Knowland 
Konig 

Konop 

Kopp 

Korbly 
Lafean 
Lafferty 

La Follette 
Lamb 


Langham 
Langley 
Lawrence 
Lee, Ga. 
Legare 
Lenroot 
Lever 
Lewis 
Lindbergh 
Linthicum 
Littlepage 
Littleton 
Lloyd 
Lobeck 
Loud 
McCall 
Mss 
reary 
McDermott 
McGillicuddy 


On that, Mr. Speaker, I ask the 


McGuire, Okla. 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McKinney 
McLaughlin 
Mc Morran 
Macon 
Madden 
Madison 
Maguire, Nebr. 
Malby 

Mann 
Martin, Colo. 
Martin, 8S. Dak. 
Mays 

Miller 
Mondell 
Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Pa. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morgan 
Moss, Ind. 
Mott 
Murdock 
Murray 
Needham 
Ne*con 
Norris 

Nye 

Oidfie 

Padge 

Page 

Patton, Pa. 
Pepifer 
Peters 
Pickett 
Porter 

Post 

Pou 

Powers 

Pray 

Prince 
Prouty 

Pujo 

Rainey 
Raker 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Rauch 

Rees 

Reilly 
Richardson 
Roberts, Mass. 
Roberts, Nev. 
Robinson 
Roddenbery 
Rothermel 
Rouse 

Rubey 
Rucker, Colo. 
Rucker, M6, 
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Saunders Stanley Thistlewood Whitacre bit i of general debate. 
Seully Stedms 'Thomas yi f Mr. IN —RWOOT! P it takec } } ot} ° mao ve 
Shackleford iicpenen Towner Wilder” ir. UNDERWOOD. If it takes that length of time, w 
Sheppard Stephens, Cal. ‘Townsend Willis will continue the de pate, é d I have no desire to cut off deba 
Sherley Stephens, Miss. Tribble Wilson, Ill. unduly; but I should like to finish the general debate in t] 
yood Stephens, Tex. Turnbull Wilson, Pa. days, if we can do it. 
1s Sterling Tattle 7itherspoo aie neers . 
sson Stevens, Minn, Underhill WoouNy Mr. BURLESON. Or even in a shorter time 
ien Stone Underwood Woods, Iowa Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman fro: Ma husetts [Mr. 
an Sulloway TItter Young, Kans. McCarr] is in accord with the gentle! f bama on ft] 
all Sweet £ Young, Mich. 





nronositic 5 
mith, J. M. C. Switzer Young, Tex. proposition ? 





»Saml. W. ‘Taylor, Ala. The Speaker Mr. UNDERWOOD. I said that I \ ld vield time to the 
ith, Tex. Taylor, C Vatkins gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. M l to 2 


NOT VOTING—82. |} tlemen on that side who are in fa 
[ 











Ames . B. Hensley Payne | Mr. DICKINSON. Out of your tin 

Andrus Higgins Plumley | Myr 7 Pw em cdl onan Sty 

Anthony Huzhes, W.Va. Redfleld | Mr. UNDERWOOD. Out of my t 

Ayres Latta Riordan | Mr. DALZELL. Mr. speaker 

Bates I Lee, Pa. Rodenberg The SPEAKER. Does the gent \] 

Bes - : ar _—, |to the gentleman from Pennsylvani 

pHwne AjAncsay . { ¢ rar "YD » = a 

p Foster, Vt. Longworth Simmons | Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do 

Bracley Fowler Loudensl: | Mr. DALZELL. I simply w t t 

Brantley Gallagher McKenzie | Alabama that there is no- 

Broussard Gardner, Mass. Maher , see oe there 1s ry : 

B 3S Gardner, N. J. Matthews upon the part of those whom | 

Burke, Pa. ; M ell mduly. I do not believe we will have any t 

i ’ ] 7 Xf Ye > * . . 7 

Campbell ‘ Socteom” | agreeing upon a time to close the debate. 

Conry Griest M Wis | Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course we want to le the d 

Cox, Ohio Han W. Va. Olmsted | bate on this bill at as early a date as practical i 

Currier Harris O’ Shaunessy White = | disnosition not to cive the Met who t 

Davenport Hea Palmer Wilson, N. Y. | ype tet “tent tem ager an ape , 

Draper Hef Parran | the bill a fair opportunity to do so. 

Driscoll, D. A. ienry, Conn. Patten, N. ¥. The SPEAKER ; there objection t 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. | gentleman. from Alabama? 
The Clerk called the name of Mr. CrarK of Missouri, and he | Phere was no objection. 

yoted in the affirmative. The motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD was agreed to 
So the bill was passed. Accordingly the House resolved itself i Committee of the 
The Clerk announced the following additional pair: Whole House on the state of the Union, with M : 
On this vote: the chair. 
Mr. BRANTLEY with Mr. HiaeciNs. The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the WI 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. House on the state of the Union for consideration of 
The announcement of the result was received with applause. | bill (Tf. R. 4412) to promote reciproca! fe relations with 
On motion of Mr. Rucker of Missouri, a motion to reconsider | the Dominion of Canada, and for other purposes, and the Clerk 

the last vote was laid on the table. will report the bill. 

LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPRRS. The Clerk read as follows: 

By unanimous consent, leaye was granted to withdraw from A bill to promote reciprocal trade relati with the Dot 

the files of the House without leaving copies papers in the fol- | ©®=2¢" 2=4 for other purpo 

lowing cases, no adverse report havieg been made thereon: Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 


At the request of Mr. Rucxer of Colorado, the papers in the | that the first reading ef the bill be dispensed with. 
case of Jeanie G. Lyles (Gist Cong.). Ti CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pau 


Lie 


F At the request of Mr. La Forzerre, the papers in the case of | The Chair hears none. 





John P. Fitzgerald (H. R. 23132, 61st Cong., 2d sess.). Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that tl n- 
At the request of Mr. Covrneron, the papers in the cases of | mittee do now rise. 
William Lockart (61st Cong.); B. Strimel (61st Cong.); and The motion was agreed to. 
Oscar Ernst (61st Cong.). Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re 
RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA. sumed the chair, Mr. SuHertey, Chairman of the Committee of 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House | the Whole House on the state of the Union, report ao ts 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the | Committee had had under consideration the bill H. KR. 4412, the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4412) | Tec!procity bill, and had come to no resolution thers 
to promote reciprocal trade relations with the Dominion of EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 

Canada, and for other purposes; and pending that motion, I Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
ask unanimous consent that the time be equally divided be- | consent that leave be given to each and a! 
tween the two sides, one half of the time to be controlled by | addressed the House to-day on the publicity ! 
(Mr, Dareeey a half Se gentleman from Pennsylvania | marks in the Recoxp on that subject for five legis: ay 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And I will state that I intend to yield ; a 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCa.r] five hours Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Hous 
of my time for him to yield to gentlemen on his side of the | 2OW adjourn. ; 

House who are in favor of the bill. The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 1 

Mr. CLAYTON. Is it understood that there will be three | Minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Satu 
days’ general debate? day, April 15, 1911, at 12 o’clock noon. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Two or three days. — 
mata the gentleman include that in his mo- EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Or Ray ee Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the § 
Ph UNDERWOOD. No; I do not ask for any limitation of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of | 

Mr. CLAYTON. I simply wanted the information. report of examination of W illamette Ri ver from Oregon Ci 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that | PUS°"® Oreg. (H. Doc. No. 13), was taken from the 5| 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House table, referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
on the state ef the Union for the consideration of House bill | ered to be printed. 
4412, generally known as the reciprocity bill, and pending that ; Pats 
he asks unanimous consent that the time be controlled, one-half CHANGE OF REPERENCE. 
by him and one-half by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.| Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims \ 
Dawzets), the gentleman from Alabama yielding five hours—— | discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 52) | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not include that in the request. | authorize the payment of certain claims for dama¢ ned 

Mr. JAMES. I should like to suggest to the gentleman from | by prairie fire on the Rosebud Indian Reservation, in South 
Alabama if he yields five hours to the gentleman from Massa- | Dakota, and the same was referred to the Committee 
Chusetts [Mr. McCart} and reserves a like time to himself, | Affairs. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and me- 
morials were introduced and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bili (H. R. 5187) to amend sections 5 
and 6 of an act entitled “An act conferring jurisdiction upon 
United States commissioners over offenses committed in a por- 
tion of the permanent Hot Springs Mountain Reservation, 
Arkansas,” approved April 20, 1904; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 5138) permitting the Minne- 
apolis, St. Paul, Sault Ste. Marie Railway Co. to construct, 
maintain, and operate a railroad bridge across the St. Croix 
River between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 5139) to create a national arbi- | 


tration tribunal and to define the duties and powers thereof; to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5140) to provide for the award of congres- 
sional medals of honor to officers of the naval service; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (H. R. 5141) to provide and pay ad- 
ditional compensation to the rural free-delivery carriers of mail 
in the United States, and providing an appropriation therefor; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5142) to establish a fish-culture station at 
the city of Fargo, in the State of North Dakota; to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5143) to establish a fish-culture station at 
or near Sykeston, in the State of North Dakota; to the Comumit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LITTLETON: A bill (H. R. 5144) to provide for the 
appointment of an additional district judge for the southern dis- 
trict of New York; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 5145) authorizing the city 
of Hot Springs, Ark., to occupy and construct buildings for the 
use of the fire department of said city on lot No. 3, block No. 
115, in the city of Hot Springs, Ark.; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 5146) provid- 
ing for the construction of a walk from the National Military 
Cemetery at Natchez, Miss., to the sidewalks of the city of 
Natchez; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 5147) to provide for the sale of 
the United States military reservation at Fort Walla Walla, 
Wash.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5148) to de- 
clare and define the jurisdiction of courts as to the question of 
the constitutionality of acts of Congress and of the various 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 5149) for the 
relief of soldiers of the Civil War, the War with Spain, and the 
Philippine insurrection; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 5150) for the relief of postal 
employees; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 5151) to change the loca- 
tion of the office of collector of customs at Yaquina, Oreg., to 
Newport, Oreg.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 5152) pro- 
viding for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at McComb, in the State of Mississippi; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 5153) to cede jurisdiction 
to the State of Georgia over certain land in Fulton County; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PEPPER: Resolution (H. Res. 90) asking for investi- 
gation of “Taylor system” of shop management; to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. CARTER: Resolution (H. Res. 91) requesting the 
President of the United States to furnish information regarding 
the appointment of D. C. McCurtain as chief of the Choctaws; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RAKER: Resolution (H. Res. 92) requesting the 
President to transmit to Congress correspondence relating to 
Japanese immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. GODWIN of North Carolina: Resolution (H. Res. 98) 
authorizing the chairman of the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service to appoint clerk and messenger to said committee; 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Resolution (H. Res. 94) providing for com- 
pensation for an attendant in the ladies’ reception room of 
the House; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 69) making the 
12th day of February in each year a legal holiday; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. HARDWICK: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 70) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution by providing that a]! 
of section 2 of the fourteenth amendment except its first sen- 
tence shall be repealed; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5154) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Klinefelter; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5155) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Luff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5156) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin V. Bennett; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5157) granting an increase of pension to 


| Martin Nighswander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5158) granting an increase of pension to 
Anthony Lafor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHEROOK: A bill (H. R. 5159) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John H. Blessing; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5160) granting a pension to Joseph Mce- 
Curdy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5161) granting a pension to Herbert 0. 
Kohr; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 5162) for the relief of Ramon 
B. Harrison; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 5163) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John F, Wilson; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 5164) granting a pension to 
Emma Carpenter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5165) granting a pension to Harriet 
Squier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5166) granting an 


| increase of pension to Andrew Scott; to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5167) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry B. Munklett, alias Henry Reinhardt; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5168) granting an increase of pension to 
August Spergel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5169) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Walts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5170) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Summers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5171) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Ehalt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5172) granting an increase of pension to 
David Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5173) granting an increase of pension to 
Gilbert E. Bridgewater; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5174) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis R. Morgan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5175) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Lindley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5176) granting an increase of pension 
Clark Duggins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5177) granting an increase of pension 
Pulaski T. Gaither; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5178) granting an increase of pension 
Marquis L. Walts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5179) granting an increase of pension t 
Philip S. Duley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5180) granting an increase of pension 
Lyman C. Wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5181) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel E. Nichols; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5182) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrisson M. Stratton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5183) granting an increase of pension to 
George D. Allhands; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5184) granting an increase of pension to 
Coleman Romine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5185) granting an increase of pension t 
Samuel Reed, sr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5186) granting an increase of pension 
Luther Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5187) granting an increase of pension 
Richard L. Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5188) granting an increase of pension 
John L. Hix; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5189) granting an increase of pension 
William Birth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5190), granting an increase of pension to | 
Francis X. Busam; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5191) granting an increase of pension to | 
Abraham Crist: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5192) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas B. Cummins; to the Committee on Imvalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5193) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Jenner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (BH. R. 5194) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Fite; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5195) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Webb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5196) granting an increase of pension to | 
Mathias Klingel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5197) granting a pension to Agnes Conrad; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5198) granting a pension to Martin Hirt; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5199) cranting a pension to William 
Newton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5200) granting a pension to Mary A. Burk; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 5201) for the 
relief of Sarah Elizabeth Watson, administratrix of the estate 
of David Buck, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5202) for the relief of Girard G. Butler; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5203) for the relief of heirs of Moses J. 
Ferguson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5204) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
John A. Regan, deceased: to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5205) for the relief of the heirs of Louis 
Cato, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5206) for the relief of the heirs of J. B. 
Clark, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 5207) for the relief of the heirs of Ben- 
jamin Whitehead; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5208) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Louis Summers, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5209) to earry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of Fannie Solari, heir of 
Emanuel M. Selari, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5220) granting a pension to Annie W. 
Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 5211) granting a pension 
to M. B. Cavanaugh; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5212) for the relief of J. Caples Mallonee; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5213) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
William Coolidge; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5214) to pay to the heirs of Lieut. Col. 
John McIntosh, late of McIntosh County, Ga., certain moneys 
due for his servicés in the War of the American Revolution; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POSS: A bill (H. R. 5215) granting an increase of 
pension to La Roy B. Church; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (FL R. 5216) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward P. Havens; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5217) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles J. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_Also, a bill (EL B, 5218) granting a pension to Margaret 
Furnier; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. RB. 5219) granting a pension to Arve John- 
80n; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5220) to correct the military record of 
Samuel P. Hedges; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 5221) granting a pension 
chim to Joseph Hunter; te the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: A bill (H. B. 5222) granting a pension 
to Merey Bates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. BR. 5223) granting a pension to | 
Frederick L. Gray; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 5224) for the relief of | 
Joseph B. Johnson > te the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief of John T. Waters: 
= — on War Claims. 

So, a H. RB. 5226) for the relief of Jacob Dillon; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5227) for the relicf of the heirs of Robert 
Fullerton, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, n hill (H. R. 6228) for the relief of the legal heirs of 
John G. Burrus, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 
— a ‘bill (HL RB. 6229) granting an increase of pension to 

itiam Blackburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| 


| Woodruff; to the Committee on 


| Isaac J. Monk; to the Committee on Invalid Px 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5230) granting an increase of pension to 
W. H. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also. a bill (H. R. 5231) granting an increase of pension to 


Henry J. Boles; to the Committee on Inv Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL R. 8232) granting an i s { pension to 
William J. Vandergrift: to the Committe ] id Pens 5 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 5233) granting an increase of pe 1 
| Cadle Burrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 5234) granting an incre . of pension to 
Henry J. Bess; to the Committ 1 Invalid ion 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5235) granting an i it 


Alexander Scott; to the Committee on Inv: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5236) granting an i 
Moses A. Stark; to the Committee on Invalid P 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5237) granting a jens a C. 


| Neil; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5238) granting a pens! 
Davis; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5239) to move the ¢l 


| from the record of John H. Hubbard; to the C 


tary Affairs, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H.R. 524 
ing an increase of pension to George W. Kinzley; to the © 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIPP: A bill (H. R. 5241) granting an increase of 
pension to Stephen F. Wells; to the Committee on Invali 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5242) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also. a bill (H. R. 5243) granting an increase of pr 
Delos Dubois; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (BL R. 5244) granting an increase of pension to 
William Benjamin; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5245) granting an increase of | 
William Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5246) granting a pension 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5247) granting a pension to Gilbert M. 
Chamberlain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (FH. R. 5248) grant 
ing a pension to Marcus L. Getter; to the Committee on Pen 
sions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 5249) granting an inere 
of pension to Jonathan 8. Tindall; to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5250) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis W. England; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5251) granting a pension to Nancy Hoff 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 5252) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles F. M. Morgan;.to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 5253) grantimg at 
increase of pension to William H. Smith; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 5254) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel L. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. BR. 5255) granting an increase of pension 
William L. Gray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 5256) granting an increase of pension t 
1S iORS. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5257) granting an increase of pension to 


| William W. Keene; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5258) granting an increase of pension t 

| Nelson BE. Haskell: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5259) granting a pension to Mary K. 


Lynch; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 
By Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bil! (H. RR. 5269) grant 


| ing an increase of pension to James M. H lay: to the « 
| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5261) granting an incr » of pension | 
Commodore R. Lones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5262) granting an increase of pension 
Isaac C. Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid I 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5263) granting an increase of pens 
Robert Cheyne; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5264) granting an imereas 
Jamison R. Hunter; to the Committee on Im l Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5265) granting an increase of per 
Henry U. Caswell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5266) granting an increase oi 
Samuel G. A. Fields: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 5267) granting an increase 
of pension to John Cummins; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions. 


ge of nension to 
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By Mr. MATTHEWS: A bill (H. R. 5268) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph Grove; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5269) granting an increase of pension to 
tobert Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5270) granting an increase of pension to 
Lafayette Mason; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5271) to correct the military record of 
Patrick H. McGee; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 5272) granting an in- 
— of pension to John Quigley; to the Committee on Invalid 

,ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5273) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma H. Hackett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5274) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine J. Warren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 5275) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas F. Chenoweth; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5276) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Coates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5277) granting a pension to Arthur B. 
Brooks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 5278) for the relief of 
L. B. Wyatt; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5279) for the relief of Maj. Sanford Will- 
banks; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5280) for the relief of John Thomas 
Owen; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5281) for the relief of Anderson Malon; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5282) for the relief of Henry C. Haynes; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5283) for the relief of the estate of Isaac 
Winston, deceased; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5284) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
correct the record of Calhoun Malone; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

sy Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 5285) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas 8. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Papers to accompany bill for increase 
of pension for Samuel L. D. Hudson; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Resolution of Bethlehem Grange, No. 
1752, of Coshocton, Ohio, against the proposed Canadian reci- 
procity treaty; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, evidence to be filed with the claim of William Canady 
for special relief; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: Resolution of Trades and 
abor Council of Fond du Lac, Wis., remonstrating against 
the mobilization of United States troops along the border of 
Mexico; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of 68 farmers of Fond du Lac County, Wis., 
against the Canadian reciprocity treaty until the same princi- 
ple of free trade can be applied to what the American farmers 
have to buy; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Matter relating to repeal of eight-hour 
law; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, letter of New York Cordage Co., relative to certain tariff 
rates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of International Union of Steam En- 
gineers, Local No. 815, insisting upon having the battleship New 
York built in Government navy yard; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of Republican Club, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring the approval of the reciprocity agree- 
ment; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Flora Grange, Boone County, 
Ill.. against the Canadian reciprocity agreement; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of citizens of Jackson and 
Nobles Counties, Minn., against passage of Caradian reciprocity 
bill: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petitions of citizens of Jamestown, N. Dak., 
against rural parcels-post service, and of citizens of Walhalla, 
N. Dak., urging additional compensation to rural free-delivery 
carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens and farmers of Walsh County, N. 
Dak., against the Canadian reciprocity treaty bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 
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Also, petition of farmers against the Canadian reciprocity 
bill: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of towns against establishment of a local ru: 
parcels-post service on the rural-delivery routes; to the Co 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition to increase the compensation of rural ron: 
free-delivery carriers of mail in the United States; to the C 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Paper to accompany bill (H. R. 487) 
for the relief of the heirs of Ephraim Jordan, deceased; to 1! 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, resolutions of the Georgia-Florida Sawmill Association, 
protesting against the reciprocal trade agreement between 1! 
United States and Canada; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Papers to accompany bill for the relict 
of William J. Vandergrift; to the Committee on Invalid I 
sions. 

Also, resolution of Tennessee Legislature, requesting a ret) 
of the cotton tax by the Federal Government in the years 18\ 
1868 to the States for educational purposes; to the Committ 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of Local Berg 


| County Socialist Party, against sending troops to Mexican b 


der; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Johnsonburg Grange, No. 189, Patrons «f 
Husbandry, against Canadian reciprocity bill; to the Committ: 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Paterson, N. J., protesting agains 
a new arbitration treaty with Great Britain; to the Commit' 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LENROOT: Petition of Ole Jacobson and 55 oth 
against the proposed Canadian reciprocity treaty; to the Co. 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOBECK: Petition of Charles F. M. Morgan, ( 
pany B, First Oregon Cavalry, relating to pension; to the ( 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Hubbard Lake Grange, No. 1!'- 
Hubbard Lake, Mich., against Canadian reciprocity; to 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MATTHEWS: Papers to accompany bill to incress 
pension of Lafayette Mason, late of Company E, One huni: 
and sevyenty-eighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry; to the Commit 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: Petition of Fernando D. Foss a: 
51 others, relative to the establishment of a national depa 
ment of health; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Ii 
rior Department. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of Coatesvi 
No. 170; Betsy Ross, No. 119; Pioneer, No. 380; Fairview, \ 
89; Old Glory, No. 56; Wilkes-Barre, No. 102; Black Creek, \ 
51; Energy, No. 284; Berwyn, No. 21; Egyptian, No. 141 
Science, No. 52; Bloomsburg, No. 81; Reading, No. 122; Youns 
America, No. 69; Friendship, No. 41; Columbia, No. 11; Hand 
in Hand, No. 50; Pride of East Mauch Chunk, No. 162; Ma: 
nolia, No. 1883; Harmony, No. 124; Jennie Wade, No. 68: Noi 
Penn, No. 151; Cohocksink, No. 166; Purity, No. 48; Wister 
No. 184; Hielman, No. 140; Fair, No. 791; Progress, No. 2!) 
Morrace, No. 109; Pride of T. A. Armstrong, No. 92; Alfret 
No. 115; Richmond, No. 148; June Rose, No. 118; James | 
Blaine, No. 2; Martha Washington, No. 37; Goddess of Libert) 
No. 87; Spring Mountain, No. 171; Ann M. Ross, No. 187 
Martha W. Crow, No. 65; Pride of West Hazelton, No. 201; G: 
eral J. C. Fremont, No. 32; Pride of Williamsport, No. 104; W: 
Park, No. 108; Relief, No. 16; General D. B. Birney, No. 51; 
Loyal, No. 94; Mount Carmel, No. 42; Windom, No. 93; Lai 
dale, No, 111; Major McKinley, No. 90; Lady Franklin, No. 5 
Concord, No. 66; Evangeline, No. 179; J. P. Siegfried, No. 14°) 
American Union, No. 537; Ardmore, No. 86; Unity, No. 14: 
James BE. Hyatt, No. 127; Excelsior, No. 4; Lieutenant Cushin- 
No. 20; Valley Hill, No. 59; Sylvania, No. 71; Kensington, \: 
67; Puritan, No. 185; Pen and Pencil, No. 120; Keystone, \ 
107; Pottstown, No. 78; Oppstown, No. 195; Pride of Cones 
toga, No. 142; Allegheny, No. 23; Pride of Manchester, No. 
25; Columbian, No. 125; Lawrence, No. 61; Walter S. Newhal!, 
No. 203; Young America, No. 407; Greble, No. 13; Harrogate 
No. 979; Charles W. Riggin, No. 878; Shenandoah Valley, \» 
580; Wissahickon, No. 100; Liberty, No. 2; Altoona, No. 152; 
Nuremberg, No. 763; West Park, No. 408; Lebanon Valley, No 
885; Fairmount, No. 321; Pride of Felton, No. 75; Chester, No 
36; Versailles, No. 691; Star, No. 55; Duncannon, No. 151: 
Pittston, No. 43; Riverside, No. 99; Harry Clay, No. 99; The 
Temple, No. 62; Sunbury, No. 31; Pittsburg, No. 34; E. A. Shu- 
bert, No. 5; Liberty Bell, No. 76; Kearsarge, No. 15; Greble, 
No. 1; Industry, No. 22; Lily of the Valley, No. 79; Milton, 
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No. 183; Volunteer, No. 13; Pride of Munson, No. 194; Good 
Interest, No. 187; Silver Crescent, No. 3; Resolute, No. 77; 
Pride of Welcome, No. 33; Logan, No. 60; Eden, No. 988; 
Malto, No. 36; Star of Oberlin, No. 155; Frankford, No. 123; 
Bellevue, No. 148; Lydia Darrah, No. 110; Clearfield, No. 146; 
General Putnam, No. 28; Wissahickon, No. 137; Dallastown, No. 


105; and West Chester, No. 45, Councils of Daughters of Lib- | 


erty, all in the State of Pennsylvania, favoring enactment of an 
illiteracy test; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 


By Mr. MOTT: Resolution of Sandy Creek Grange, No. 127, 


Patrons of Husbandry, of Sandy Creek, N. Y., in favor of a | 


parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post | 


Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Great Bend Grange, No. 642, Great | 
Bend, N. Y.; Pennellville Grange, No. 729, Pennellville, 
N. Y¥.; Lafargeville Grange, No. 15, Lafargeville, N. Y.; 


Jefferson County Pomona Grange, Watertown, N. Y.; Am- 
boy Grange, No. 779, Amboy Center, N. Y.; Star Grange, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Inasmuch as the House is to resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House for a long, extensive, and 
important debate, I wish to inquire of the Speaker if the Com- 
mittee of the Whole has any power to grant leave to print or to 
extend remarks in the Recorp? 

The SPEAKER. It has not except to the individual. 
has been the uniform practice since I have been here. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas, that if there is a desire on that side to have leave to print, 
I will ask unanimous consent at this time for all gentlemen who 
speak on the bill to have that right. 

Mr. MURDOCK. There is no such desire on this side; 


That 


there 


| is a desire to curtail it, and I suggest that the gentleman in- 


No. 9, Hannsfield, N. Y.; Thousand Island Grange, No. 593, | 


Omar, N. Y.; Pulaski Grange, No. 730, Pulaski, N. Y.; Cape 
Vineent Grange, No. 599, Cape Vincent, N. Y.; Oswego County 
Pomona Grange, Oswego, N. Y.; Indian River Grange, Ant- 
werp, N. Y.; Smithville Grange, No. 60, Smithville, N. Y.; 


Plessis Grange, No. 629, Plessis, N. Y.; Lewis County Pomona | 


Grange; Adams Center Grange, No, 590; and Gardner Corners 
Grange, Gardners Corners, N. Y., Patrons of Husbandry, against 


Canadian reciprocity bill (H. R. 4412); to the Committee on | 


Ways and Means. 


Also, resolution of International Molders’ Union, Local No. 78, | 


of Watertown, N. Y., favoring repeal of the tax on oleomar- 
garine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Resolutions of John F. 
Godfrey Post, No. 93, Grand Army of the Republic, of Pasadena, 
Cal., in favor of Sulloway bill; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Papers to accompany bill for claim for 
arrearages of pension in case of Dr. Joseph Hunter; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Dr. C. F. King and 60 other 
citizens of Mount Cary, Ohio, against Canadian reciprocity 
agreement; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, April 15, 1911. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- | 


lowing prayer: 


Our Father in heaven, the same yesterday, to-day, and for- | 


ever, whose love fills all space with rays divine, we hallow Thy 
name for that greatest of all events which demonstrates the 
power of life over death and which will be celebrated on the 
morrow with prayers of gratitude and anthems of praise 
throughout all Christendom; make us worthy we beseech Thee of 
such love and power. May our spiritual eyes be opened that 
we may penetrate the veil and behold our loved ones on the 
golden shore with outstretched arms to receive us. 


So long Thy power has blest us, sure it still 
Will lead us on 

O’er moor and fen, o’er crag and torrent, till 
The night is gone. 

And with the morn those angel faces smile, 

Which we have loved long since, and lost awhile. 


And when the tongue is eloquent no more 
A soui shall speak in tears of gratitude. 
men, 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


7 Mr. PLUMLEY, a Representative from the second district of 
Vermont, appeared at the bar and took the oath of office. 
RECIPROCITY. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
4412) to promote reciprocal trade relations with the Dominion 
of Canada. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
bill H. R. 4412, generally known as the reciprocity bill. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 


XLVII-——18 


clude in his motion a provision that any request in Committee 
of the Whole for the right to extend remarks, or to print re- 
marks, be referred back to the House and not granted in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state that that motion would not 
be in order. The right of the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union is governed by the rules of the House, 
and my motion could not infringe on those rules. These rules 
clearly provide that the committee can not grant general leave 
to print, but that it can grant the right to extend remarks. 

Mr. GARRETT. Any one Member can defeat it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is true. 

The SPEAKER. All this debate is by unanimous consent 

Mr. MURDOCK. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to ask the gentleman from Alabama a question. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. The regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan demands the 
regular order. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

The motion of Mr, UNDERWOOD was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. SuHertey in 
the chair. 

Mr. SHERLEY took the chair amid general applause 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further eonsid- 
eration of the bill H. R. 4412, the Canadian reciprocity bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state that I[ 
do not intend to make the opening speech on this bill myself, 
but expect to close the debate. I yield one hour to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Kircuin]. [Applause.] 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, in opening the debate on the 
pending measure, I shall ask permission at the outset to ac- 
knowledge in behalf of the Democracy of the House our thanks 
and gratitude to the President of the United States for giving 
us, in this call for an extra session, the opportunity to quicken 
the fulfillment of our pledges made to the people. [Applause on 
Democratic side.] How well and how faithfully we have em- 
braced the opportunity thus far the proceedings of this House 
during the last 10 days attest. I wish, too, to congratulate the 
Democracy upon its prompt response to the people’s will and 
the quick redemption of its promises. 

telieving that the powers vested in and exercised by former 
Speakers were subversive of the rights of representative gov- 
ernment, we pledged the people that if we were given control 
of the House we would write into its rules that the one-man 
power should be destroyed, that the Speaker, whoever he might 
be, should no longer have the power to appoint committees, to 
pack committees, so that such legislation as the one man, the 
Speaker, might will should be kept in or brought out. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] We have faithfully kept that 
pledge. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Believing that, in the administration of the affairs of this 
House, there was wasteful extravagance of the people’s money, 
that there had been useless offices created by the 
Party and filled as political jobs, we pledged the 


Republican 


pe ople ti 


if we were given control, we would effect economy and ab h 
every political job in and around this Ca: We have re 
deemed that pledge. [Applause on the Democr ‘side.] We have 
not only abolished numbers of useless politi es and ol 

lete committees, but in the current expenses of the House we 
have effected an economy of 25 per cent, an annual saving 


to the people and to the Federal Treasury of more than $150,000, 
{Applause on the Democratic side.} 

This, sir, is an earnest of that honest and economical adi 
tration which our party would give the country if intrusted 
with the control of all the departments of the G: I nt 

Believing that the Senate of the United State 
several years’ record amply justified the belivf, 
neither to the will nor to the rights of the people, we pledged 


, and its past 


was responsive 
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that, so far as we should be given the power, we would submit 
to the legislatures of the several States an amendment te the 
(Constitution whereby the Senators should be elected by 2 direct 


vote of the people. We ‘have fully and faithfully ‘kept that 
pledge. [Appleuse on the Demecratic side.) 

Believing that the American electorate had the right :to ‘know 
before the casting of its ballot to whom each political party 
was indebted for its campaign ‘funds, we pledged ‘the ‘people that 
tf we were given the power we would enact a law making it 
compulsory for contributions and the names of contributors and 
the disbursements to be made ‘public before as well as after 
the election. That promise has been vedecmef. [Applause on 
the Demecratic side.] 

Mr. MADDEN. Before tthe election or before ‘the nomina- 
‘tions? [Laughter on the Republican side.) 

Mr. KITCHIN. Under the Republican statute the honest 
electorate found out only after it had voted who had bought 
the election. Under the Democratic bill we provide that the 
electorate before it cast its ballot shall know who is attempting 
to purchase the election. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Obairmen, we promised the people that if we were given 
the pewer, so far-as eur jurisdiction extended, instead of vio- 
lating the pledges, as has been done by our opponents, we would 
give to the people an honest revision of the tariff downward, 
and to-day we ‘take ‘the first step in the consummation of that 
pledge. [Applause on the Demecratic ‘side.] Never im the this- 


tory of the American Congress, either in the term of a Congress | 


or of an administration, has any :party effected for ‘the rights 
and interest of the peeple so much beneficent legislation and 
redeemed so many pledges as has the Democracy of this House 
within the short period of the last 14 days. [Applause on ithe 
Demecratic side.] If the House did nothing else during this 
term, I could take its accomplishments and reforms made within 
these few days and match them against all the achievements of 
the Republican Party for the last decade. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] I am willing to put on one end of the scale 
our achievements and redemptions of pledges in the House in 
the last 14 days and-on the other end the achievements and re- 
demptions of the Republican Party for the last 14 years, and 
then appeal to the intelligence, patriotism, and sense of justice 
of the American people to decide the preponderance. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

The administration of President Daft will stand out to the 
future in unique solitude. It is the first in the history of the 
Government that has been forced, in the exercise of the power 
given the President by the Constitution, to convene on extraordi- 
nary oecasions two sessions of Congress in one term. It is the 
first time in our histery that a President has felt fhe neces- 
sity of calling an extra session when fhe popular branch of the 
Government was in the hands of an adverse party. This, fel- 
low Democrats, is a most splendid tribute from a Republican 
President to the patriotism and wisdom of the Democracy of this 
House. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Let it be remem- 
bered that no Democrat is in the least responsible for this extra 
session, but that the sole responsibility for its necessity rests 
upon the members of the President's party in this Capitol. 

The Constitution declares fhat only on extraordinary occa- 
sions shall the President convene Congress. The President first 
exercised this power when, sir, he was but.a few days from his 
oath of inanguration. Ue felt, le knew, that as the result of 
12 years of Republican legislation, the exact age.of the Dingley 
tariff, the condition both of the people and of the Treasury was 
#0 distressing that he was compelled to call Congress together 
to repeal the most important and the most iniquitous law of 12 
years of Republican control. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] And now, when the work of that session, called to undo 
former Republican legislation, has been on the statute books 
less than 2 years, he feels that its resulting conditions, con- 
fronting both the people and the administration, are so crave 
and so-extraordinary that it is necessary to call together a Demo- 
cratic House and a Republican Senate In order to undo fhe 
legislation of that extra session. [Applause on the Democrafic 
side. ] 

The first extra session was to repeal fhe Dingley iniquity; 
this extra session is to modify ani repeal, so far as the Presi- 
dent dares to do it in order te hold his face with Republican 
lenders, the Payne-Aldrich iniquity. [Applause the Demo- 
cratic side.] For 10 years I have been accustcmed to hear, ‘both 
from the other side of the aisle and from the White House, ana 
alwaye with a.sense of the ridiculous, much talk and rant abaut 
Republican capacity for constructive statesmanship. Do you 
hear anything about that nowadays, gentleman? [Laughter.] 
Why, my friends, if any Republican in this presence would dis- 
play the audacity of referring to Republican constructive states- 


lican in the House would ‘bow ‘his head in humiliation and n 

fication. [Appleuse on ‘the Democratic side.] You and I ; 
differ in our opinion as to your capacity for legislative c 
struction, but one ‘thing ‘is certain, your President believes t! 


every important act you have done requires destruction. [.A) 


Pleuse on the Democratic side.] He called your first sess) 
together to destroy the only «act upon which you claimed | 
wight to ‘control the ‘Government; and ‘he calls this session : 


begs us Democrats to help him destroy what you did in th: 
And, my friends, 


session. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


we are going ‘to Go it the best we can. [Laughter.| I h: 


heard #0 long and so often on that side for the last 10 year 


praises for the occupant of the White House that it som 
neither good nor grateful to hear Republicans now denounci: 
the great dispenser of public patronage. Two years only 


their President’s administration, and not a Republican leadm 
on that side dares to stand and speak one commending word 


for their President. On ‘the contrary, the distinguished cen‘ 


man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Danzerni] and my friend fro: 


Michigan [Mr. Formyey] and ‘the majority of the Repubii 
menibers of ithe Ways and Means Committee in ‘the last sess 
both in ‘their ‘report and on ‘the floor, denounced their o) 
President for turning ‘traitor to Republican policies and pri 
ples and indorsing Democratic policies and principles. [| 
pleuse on the Democratic ‘side. } 

I read in the report on the reciprocity measure of the Rep 
lican «majority on ‘that committee in the last ‘Congress, sic: 
by Mr. Datzett, Mr. Forpyey, ‘and others, which no doubt \ 
be adopted as the minority report at this session, n denunc 
tion of ‘the pending measure as “an abandomment of the poli 


of protection”; and they give that as a reason why a Repu! 


lican majority in the last Congress voted against and wh: 


Republican majority im this ‘Congress will vote against the b 


[Applause on ‘the Democratic side.] You Republicans denow 


your President for his betrayal of Republican principles; we 


Democrats commend him for his conversion 
policies. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The standpatt: 
say this bill is a ‘blow at Republican protection. Yor that r 
son they oppose it. For that reason I ndvocate it. 
same reason every loyal, patriotic Democrat in and outside 
this House ought to favor it. 
side.] 

I want to say to my Democratic colleagues that if there \ 
no other reason that presented itself to my judgment to ad 
cate and vote for this reciprocity measure, this report, writ! 
by the high chief ‘priest of ‘protection, the distinguished gen 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. DatzeL.i], would furnish 
strongest reason why I, as a Democrat, should favor and ad 
cate it. 
blow is a weak one, I will never raise my hand to stay it, es) 
cially since the strength of our arguments has ‘so appealed 


the judgment of a Republican President that ‘the stands wi: 


uplifted arm to make the :assanuit. 
side.] 


[Applause on the Democra 
Strike, Mr. President, strike! 


lican administration, I will mot abandon our cause because 


righteousness ‘has almost comverted even 2 Republican Pres 


dent ‘to our theory of the tariff. 
side.] 

Gentlemen, :politics is m great humbier of a man’s pride: 
excepts not ‘that of a President. Let me present to the I! 
Mr. Taft before and Mr. Taft after the election. Let us : 
what the President ‘before the election thought and said of 
who are now earnestly, faithfully, and patrictically cooperat 
with him to enact into law the pending measure. I hold in: 
hand the Republican textbook used in the campaign of 1910. 
the attempt to persuade enough of fhe voters in this country 
return here a Republican instead of a Democratic House, th 
words of Mr. Taft mre carried im large black letters, so t 
whoever should glanee at this book could not fail to se 
opinion of my fellow Democrats: 


The @ificulty with the Democrafic Party, and the reasons why | 
American ‘people thus far have manifested their distrust of It, is 
cause it has no policy which the country can depend upon. 


And yet in Jess than six months he is beseeching us, in ord 


[Applause on the Democrat 


to win back public favor to a repudiated administration, to he!) 
[Applaus 


him ‘put upon the statnte:beoks .a Democratic policy. 
on the Democratic side.] et us read furgher: 

Its whole stock in trade is that of gg criticism 
struction, but when charged with responsibility 
utterly fails. 


Oh, my frienis, how the vicissitudes of American politics 
humiliate the pride of even a President. irresponsible obstru: 


tionists! Utter failures! And yet before that libel upon 


Por 7) 


[Applause on the Democrati 


It is a blow at Republican protection. Though th 


and al 


for doing anything i 


to Democratic 


Although I have not an 
overflowing love for or an overabundant confidence in a Repu! 


a 


manship now, in the light of the last two years, every Repub- | great and historic political organization, numbering within its 








1911. 





embrace over 7,000,000 voters, becomes cold upon his lips, the 
desperate necessities of a discredited administration send this 
President to bended knees, begging before this Democratic ma- 
jority. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] Instead of that 
daring and dashing defiance and cruel slander of the Democratic 
Party, he comes with outstretched hands and sobbing voice, 
cooing, loving, beseeching us to save his administration from 
certain oblivion by voting into law this reciprocity agreement. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Whatever be our preju- 
dices, we must commend his political judgment and wisdom. 
He finds himself and his administration in distressing straits. 
He must propose something to check increasing public disfavor. 
Ransacking in vain the history and record of his own party, he 
turns to that of our party, and in the hope to regain the people’s 
confidence he resorts to a Democratic policy and presents it to 
the consideration of the Congress and the people as an adminis- 
tration measure. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

This measure is Democratic. We are twitted by the stand- 
pat Republicans in the House, in the cloakroom, in the com- 
mittee room, and in the press with the taunt that we Democrats 
are standing by a Republican President. My friends, that talk 
does not interfere with me. We do sometimes stand by a Re- 
publican President and you sometimes stand by a Republican 
President. The difference is this: We Democrats stand by a 
Republican President only when he is right, while you Repub- 
licans stand by a Republican President only when he is wrong. 
[Prolonged applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I regret that we are going to have a few 
patriotic, loyal Democrats on this side who feel it to be their 
duty to vote against the pending measure. ‘They tell me that 
one of the reasons why they can not reconcile it with their 
consciences is because it is a Republican measure—a Repub- 
lican President’s measure. I want to say to those sensitive 
Democrats who are so prejudiced and who so hate anything 
coming from a Republican source, now, at this session, that if 
they had been equally as prejudiced and equally as sensitive 
as to the source from which measures came at the last extra 
session the Democrats would have written, with the aid of a 
few Republican votes, into the statute books a specific demand 
of the Democratic platform. [Loud applause on the Democratic 
side.] And now these sensitive Democrats, here and elsewhere 
in the Capitol, are so prejudiced against its source that they will 
vote against the pending bill. Yet they could, during the last 
extra session, leave the Democratic side and abandon the 


my friend Datzerx and my friends Payne and Aldrich, and 
other standpat Republicans, and defeat the redemption of a 
plain Democratic pledge. [Loud applause.] 

Oh, my friends, you can not fool the people at home by say- 
ing that this is a Republican measure. Who knows whether it 
is a Republican measure or not, and who says so? Stand- 
pat Republicans are denouncing the President because he fa- 
vors it, declaring it to be a Democratic measure. 

The Democratic members of the Ways and Means Committee 
of the last House and more than 95 per cent of the Democratic 
Members of that House declared it Democratic and favored it 
and went on record for it. 
members of the present Ways and Means Committee, from which 
comes this bill, and more than 95 per cent of the Democratic 
Members of this House declare it to be Democratic and will 
vote for it. A majority of the Republican members of the Ways 
and Means Committee of the last House and a majority of the 
Republican Members of that House denounced it as Democratic 
and un-Republican and opposed it. A majority of the Republi- 
cans of the present House declare it to be Democratic and un- 
Republican and will vote against it. 
the last session. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dat- 
ZELL], the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpney], the gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. Gaines], the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Cannon], the four high priests of the stand-pat protec- 
tion synagogue, and a majority of their fellow Republicans against 
it. The present Democratic Speaker [Mr. CrarKk] favors it and 
declares it to be Democratic. The Republican ex-Speaker [Mr. 
CANNON] opposes it and denounces it as Democratic and un- 
Republican. And yet some of my sensitive and partisan Demo- 
cratie friends, here and elsewhere, are unwilling to support it 
on the ground that it is Republican and un-Democratic, but at 
the same time are willing to abandon their Democratic com- 
rades, as the battle wages, and join the ranks of the majority 
of the Republicans, and, side by side with Mr. CanNon and Mr. 
DALZELL, try to shoot to pieces the flag we are bearing. And 
they will go back to an honest, intelligent Democratic constitu- 
ency and say to them, as they say to us, “I can not stomach 
this measure because it is a Republican measure.” [Laughter.) 





All but one of the 14 Democratic | 


Read the record vote of | 
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| gentleman that I know he did not 


Oh, gentlemen, that is thinner than moonshine. 
You have got to get some other excuse, 

Now, I say that my friend Datzett, in talking about the 
tariff, for once in his life told 2 plain political truth when he 
said that this is a Democratic and not a Republican measure. 
[Laughter.] Why, gentlemen, freer trade relations with Can- 
ada, reciprocity with Canada, has been the Democratic policy 
for 50 years. Mr. Daze is right when he says it is un-Repub- 
lican. Canada is the one excepted country with which the 
Republican Party for the last 50 years has always refused to 
make a reciprocal arrangement. In the debates in the Senate 
in 1890 and 1892 Mr. Fryer, Mr. Hale, and other Senators said 
that, while the Republican Party was willing to make agree- 
ments for reciprocal trade relations with other countries of the 
Western Hemisphere, they must except Canada. The Demo- 
crats declared then that the one country of all countries with 
which we should have a reciprocal trade agreement was Can- 
ada. John Sherman offered an amendment to the McKinley 
bill including Canada specifically, and, as I recall, only two 
Republican Senators favored it—Sherman and Plumb. 

It is not a Republican measure; it is not a Republican pol- 
icy. It is a Democratic measure; it is a Democratic policy. 
Why, away back in 1848 Robert J. Walker, the great tariff- 
reform Democrat of that generation, the author of the famous 
Walker tariff bill of 1846, in his annual report urged upon Con- 
gress the wisdom, the benefit, and the necessity of this country 
making a reciprocity agreement with Canada. In 1854 a Dem- 
ocratic administration, a Democratic Congress enacted into 
law a trade agreement with Canada known as the Canadian 
trade treaty. It was substantially similar to the present meas- 
ure, the main difference being that this provides for reduction 
of the tariff on a greater number of manufactured articles. It 
appealed so strongly to the judgment and conscience of all 
parties in the Senate and in the House that there was neither 
debate nor division against it. The Republicans in January, 
1865, passed an act giving a year’s notice, as required, of the 
termination of the reciprocity agreement. It terminated in 
1866. 

My friends, since I have opened this debate I have not had 
the advantage at this session of the argument of the most 
resourceful and the best debater on the Republican side, my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALzeLi], but I take it that 
every argument he can now make against this bill, every rea- 


[Laughter.] 


‘he | son he can now give why one should vote against it, was given 
Democratic platform and join hands and lock shoulders with | 


in a most carefully prepared and apparently a most carefully 
studied speech made in February last. I want to say to the 
intentionally mislead the 
House in that speech. I know that he did not intentionally 
misquote any of the facts or any of the statistics in regard to 
the effect and result of the former reciprocal agreement with 
Canada. He declared to this House, and it stands in the Rec- 
orp, that the results of that agreement with Canada 


were so 
disastrous to the United States that Congress repealed it in 
1865, and to substantiate his statement of tlie great disaster 


which it wrought to the people he declared that our exports to 
Canada dwindled from $20,800,000 the year the reciprocity 
began to $15,200,000 ut the expiration of the 12 years of the 
treaty, while Canada’s exports to us increased from $12,000,000 
to $46,000,000 during the same time; that when it began the 
balance of trade in our favor was $8,000,000 annually, but that 
during the treaty this had been wiped out and at its expiration 


the annual balance against us and in favor of Canada was 
$28,000,000 or $30,000,000. He quoted statistics, gotten from 
somewhere, sustaining him. He contended that our export 


trade with Canada was practically destroyed, while Canada’s 
export trade to us was enormously increased 

Mr. Chairman, I know my friend was too busy with other 
things; he was too much occupied with the lamentations over 
the results of the last election {laughter] to give sufficient time 


| to substantiate these figures; that the person who did the work 


of gathering up these statistics for him imposed very seriously 
upon his statistical credulity. What are the facts? Taking tie 
four years immediately preceding the treaty, our total exports 
to Canada were only $43,000,000; but in the four years imme- 
diately succeeding the treaty our exports were over $104,000,000, 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] And yet a Representative 
of 250,000 intelligent, honest, and patriotic people stands here 
in this House, and in order to obtain a party advantage, in 
order to defeat a Democratic measure, emanating from a Repub- 
lican President, tells his colleagues and the country that our 
exports to Canada decreased from $20,800,000 in the 12 years 
that followed the treaty down to $15,200,000. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a moment? 
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Yes. 

I want to say to the gentleman that.the 
and that are in my speech are not my 


Mr. KITCHIN. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
figures I quoted 
figures 

Mr. KITCHIN. 
what I said. 

Mr. DALZELL. They are the figures of the deceased Senator 
Morrill, of Vermont. They were given by the Senator on the 
floor of the Senate; and, as I think, the gentleman will find, if 
he takes the statistics furnished by the Bureau of Statistics, 
they are borne out by the official statistics. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I knew, Mr. Chairman, that with the sensi- 
tiveness of the American people now for truth and right, no 
man, though it be my friend from Pennsylvania, woukd admit 
the authorship of such fallacious and misleading figures. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.} He goes to the tomb and 
attributes these statistical fallacies to an honored man who has 
been in his grave for more than a decade. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] If Mr. Morrill gave the figures that the 
gentleman quoted here to this House and incorporated in his 
speech, then Mr. Morrill was imposed upon by some greedy pro- 
tectionist and monopolist as badly as the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania was. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Why did the gentleman select only 1 year out of the 12 
years of the treaty to show our imports from Canada? And 
why the year 1866, the year following the close of the Civil War? 
An investigation would have shown him that our imports in that 
year from all nations amounted to about $100,000,000 more than 
in any previous year. He dared not give the House and the 
country another one of the 12 years while the treaty was in 
force. Why did he not produce the statistics of our trade with 
Canada for the years between the making of the treaty and the 
breaking out of the Civil War and compare them with the 
same number of years before the treaty? Let me say here 
that, even while that great war was raging and the fate of the 
Union was in the balance, with the energies and industries of 
our people halted and paralyzed, our exports to Canada were 
more than her exports to us. [Applause on the Democratie 
side. | 

Let me give the House some accurate statistics compiled by 
the Department of Commerce and Labor. For the four years 
immediately preceding the treaty our exports to Canada were 
$43,948,288, and for the four years immediately succeeding they 
were $104,510,165. Our balance of trade for the four preceding 
years was $21,492,000, while for the four succeeding years it 
amounted to $30,221,000. I remind the gentleman, too, that the 
total trade between Canada and the United States for the four 
years immediately preceding amounted to only $66,400,000, and 
for the four years immediately succeeding to $178,798,000. Our 
exports to Canada for the 12 years immediately preceding the 
treaty of 1854 were less than $120,000,000. For the 12 years 
succeeding, the 12 years of its existence, they amounted to over 
$300,000,000—nearly three times as much. The total trade be- 
tween Canada and the United States for the 12 years preceding 
the treaty was less than $160,000,000, but for the 12 years during 
its existence it was more than $550,000,000, and a balance of 
trade for every term of 2, 3, 4, 6, or 12 years was in favor of 
American production and American manufacture. [Applause.] 

My friends, the same influences that are fighting this measure 
now forced then a Republican Congress to terminate that 
treaty, not in the interest of American trade, not in the interest 
of international right or justice, but in the interest of protee- 
tion and monopolistic greed. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] If this reciprocity measure fails to pass, either in this 
House or at the other end of the Capitol, its defeat will be 
inspired and caused by the same powerful and avaricious inter- 
ests. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

My friend the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Darzerz] 
declared in his speech that this reciprocity was against the 
farmer and in the interest of the protected manufacturers. Ob, 
my friends, contemplate the phenomenal spectacle of the Hon. 
JoHN DALZELL opposing any tariff measure that is in the interest 
of the protected manufacturers! [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side.} I have got as much credulity as any man in 
this world, and just as much confidence in my friend from Penn- 
sylvania as any other man has, I reckon [laughter], but to save 
my life I would strain my credulity to the breaking point if I 
believed he would oppose any measure that would be of ad- 
vantage to the American manufacturers, when Pittsburg, his 
home city, is the very citadel of protection. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. ] 

And be it remembered that while he loves the farmer mighty 
good, each and every one of the manufactured articles which 
this bil! reduces or puts on the free list is made in the city of 
Pittsburg, the home of the distinguished gentleman who now so 


I knew they were not. [Laughter.] That is 
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loves the farmer. [Laughter and applause on the Democr 
side.] Barbed wire, tin plates, galvanized iron or steel wi) 
and so forth, are put on the free list. They are made in Pi: 
burg, the home of my friend Mr. Datzerr. The tariff on | 
able and traction engines, farming implements, knives and 
cutlery, and so forth, are reduced. They are made in Pitisb 
the home of my friend Mr. DauzeLtt. And now he comes and 
poses this measure because it is going to hurt the Ameri 
farmer. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
a well; did you ever in all your life, gentlemen? [Laug 
er. 

Let us see how this reciprocity measure is going to injure 
the farmer from the standpoint of the gentleman and of Pitts 
burg. The tariff on farm wagons is reduced from 35 per ce 
to 22 per cent; on feed crushers, field rollers, manure sprea:! 
ers, from 45 per cent to 20 per cent; on cutlery, from over 7 
per cent to 274 per cent; on table knives and forks, scissors 4 
shears, from over 50 per cent to 273 per cent; barbed wire 
other wire for fencing go to the free list. If this bill pas: 
the farmer may get his wire fencing a little cheaper; |; 
wagons and other farming implements a little cheaper; his cu 
lery, his knives and forks, a little cheaper; his salt, his lumber, 
and many other articles he must have a little cheaper; ani 
Pittsburg manufacturers may have to sell these articles a litt!> 
cheaper. Therefore, my friends, it is the most natural thing 
in the world for the gentleman from Pittsburg to have appr 
hensions that the farmer may thereby be seriously injured. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] No wond 
my friend is vigorously opposing this measure in behalf of tie 
farmer [laughter] and making for the first time in his lifea pu! 
lie confession of his love for the American farmer. [Laughter | 

My friends, we have all observed that the standpat Republica 
is the one now who is loving the farmer the most. My frien! 
from Pennsylvania shed more tears over the farmer in the |:s 
two months, since reciprocity has been before Congress and th» 
eountry, than all the insurgents on that side. [Laughter.| | 
want to say that I am giad to see the insurgents now dancing 
around the fires with the distinguished standpatter of Penn 
sylvania, Mr. Dawzert, shouting hosannas and hallelujahs to 
the farmers. [Applause on the Democratic side] I want to 
say to him—— 

Mr. JAMES. And Cannon. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Oh, yes. It is a most delightful thing to see 
my friends Lenroot, Cooper, Norrrs, MApison, LINDBERGH, ani 
other insurgents all joining hands around the ring, with my 
friend Datzect and my friend CANNoN in the middle, singing 
songs together. [Applause on the Democratic side.} They hay 
a common ground, they have a common love and sympathy sn 
a common desire to fool in the future, as in the past, the Ameri 
ean farmer. [Laughter.] 

Mr: COOPER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Most assuredly. 

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman has been saying much abou 
the necessity of accuracy of statement. I voted for the reci- 
procity agreement, and I am going to vote for it again, and so 
is the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Maptson.] 

Mr. KITCHIN. Good! I commend your patriotism. 

Mr. JAMES. If the gentleman will permit, I would like to 
say that I think there are about three insurgents who are su))- 
porting the President’s reciprocity bill. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I am glad to hear that. 
get them all if they vote right. 

I have been here with my friend from Pennsylvania [| Mr. 
Datzett] about 11 years, and I have heard him so often, and | 
have heard him make many a tariff speech, but I never heard 
him use the name of “farmer” until this reciprocity en: 
up. I have seen him speak for and vote for a tariff, formulate 
for the purpose of exacting tribute from the farmer, but I dv 
not reeall ever to have heard him mention the farmer’s nau: 
before. He is a new convert to the farmer’s rights. And w! 
he made that speech last session his voice was broken and |: 
cheeks wet with tears as he referred to the poor, down-trod:! 
farmer ~being sacrificed by the President. But, remember 
his past record, in the interest of the Steel Trust and |! 
other trusts, and seeing the tears filling his eyes, a line «f 
poetry came to my mind that I used to see in one of the od 
renders: 

Tears, idle tears, I know not whence nor why they come. 

[Laughter. ] 

I do not mind his fooling himself and other Republicans into 
the belief that this reciprocity measure is in the interest of 
the protected manufacturers of Pittsburg and Pennsylvania, 
thereby causing him to oppose it, but what I regret to sce is 
that he has come over to our side, and even invaded the sacred 
Democratic soil of my own State and fooled some of us Demo- 


Slt 


t 


We are going to 
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ts. [Laughter and applause.] He declares his further op 

sition to the measure because it “ compels the farmer to pro- 

» in a free-trade market and to buy in a protected market.” | 
Why, gentlemen, if that would be its effect, and my friend 
Datzkit could really convince himself of it, we would expect | 
him, in view of his public record, to be its strongest advocate. 

t is his policy; that is what he bas been advocating ever 

ice he came to Congress. The inspiration of his public life 
has been to enact tariff laws so that the American farmer, as 
well as the American laborer, the American doctor, the Amer 

an lawyer, the American mechanic, the American shopgirl, 
the American consumer, of whatever avocation, shall be forced 
io buy here in the highest protected tariff market of the world 
japplause on the Democratic side], while he knows that the 
prices for the products of American farmers are fixed in the 
free-trade markets, in competition with the farm products of 
every nation [applause on the Democratic side]; and he further | 
knows that the labor of every American citizen, in shop or | 
field or mine or factory, is sold in the free open markets of 
the world. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Talk about 
the free list and protected American labor! Why, everything 
thet an American citizen wears, from his head to his feet, al- 
most everything the American citizen consumes or uses, is on 
the high tariff list, while all the pauperized labor of all the 
countries on earth are on the free list. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

He opposes a free list which gives the American farmer, the 
American laborer, the American consumer some benefit, but is 
in favor of a free list in labor which gives the Steel Trust, that 
employs tens of thousands of foreigners, who can not speak the 
English language, and other protected trusts of Pittsburg and 
Pennsylvania all the benefit. [Applause on the Democratic 


side.] I commend to the House the reading of the gentleman’s 
speech. As a protectionist he proves too much. He shows con- 


clusively that American manufacturers do not need protection. 
He declares, and produces figures to sustain him, that American 
manufacturers of all kinds are exporting to Canada, in the face | 
of the Canadian tariff, in competition with England, though she 
has a preferential tariff rate against us, 50 per cent more of 
their products than do the British manufacturers. He could 
have added that we are selling Canada, in spite of her tariff, 
more manufactured products than all the nations of the world 
combined. It is inconceivable to me how any intelligent man 
can contend that the American manufacturer needs a high 
tariff to protect him in our home market against British and 
other foreign competition, when this same manufacturer is 
sending his products to Canada, burdened with a tariff one- 
third heavier than British goods bear, and has actually cap- 
tured the Canadian market in competition with England and 
all the other nations of the earth. If our manufacturers can 
compete and outsell England, with a preferential tariff in her 
favor, in Canada, it is absurd to say that we can not compete 
and outsell her here, at our own doors, in the home market. 
I have said, my friends, that this measure is a Democratic | 
policy. 

I have referred to the fact that reciprocity was first urged 
in 1848 by Robert J. Walker, a Democratic Secretary of the 
Treasury; that the Democratic administration and a Democratic 
Congress passed a reciprocity agreement with Canada in 1854 
substantially similar with the present proposed one; that under 
its 12 years of operation our trade with Canada largely in- | 
creased; that it was repealed by a Republican Congress, against 
Democratic protest, on the demands of protection and monopo- 
listie greed. The Democratic Party for a half century has ad- 
vocated freer trade relations and reciprocal agreements with 
Canada. But some Democrats here and at the other end of the 
Capitol, to justify their votes against the pending measure, have | 
denounced reciprocity as un-Democratic. Gentlemen who en- 
oy the franking privilege at both ends of the Capitol have | 
roadcasted my State with denunciations of it as a Republican | 
policy. They have condemned it as against the expressed dec- 
‘tration of our party platforms. They have quoted from the 
Democratic campaign book of 1902 to prove that our party op- 
peses reciprocity. They have declared that our party in the | 
“enate in 1890, when the McKinley biil was under discussion, 
bitterly assailed the policy of reciprocity as un-Democratic ; that | 
it was the handmaid of protection. They have told the = 





of my State that Ransom and Vance—the mention of whose 
hames always thrills with conscious pride the heart of every 
patriotie North Carolinian—fought against and voted against 
reciprocity because it was un-Democratic. Gentleman who make 
these charges and send them out to my people ought to know 
better, and one moment’s investigation would show them that 
there is not a shadow of ground to warrant such assertions. 


| people that a 
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Vance and Ransom, Vest and Beck, as well as other Democratic 
leaders in the Senate, did vote against the so-called reciprocity 
amendment of the McKinley bill. They—and, in view of his 
interviews in the public press on this question, I wish the at 
tention of my friend and colleague from North Carolina [ Mr. 
Wess]—did denounce it as a “sham reciprocity.” But they 
demanded real reciprocity with Canada and the countries south 
of us. Senator Gray, of Delaware, a distinguished Democratic 
Senator, offered an amendment to the McKinley bill providing 
for reciprocity with Canada and other countries of the Western 
Hemisphere. This amendment received the solid 
vote of the Senate, while the solid Republican vote was cast 
against it. Ransom and Vance were for it. Neither did any 
Democrat then nor did the Democratic platform of 1892, which 
has been garbled in support of the opposition to this bill, con 
demn reciprocity. 

But both the Democratic Senators in 1890 and the platforn 
of 1892 did denounce the Republican sham reciprocity of the 
McKinley bill. All good Democrats denounced it then, all good 
Democrats denounce it now, aS a sham reciprocity. It failed, 
as every intelligent man knew it would, to widen the market for 
a single American product. Instead of providing for the free 
entry of or the reduction of the tariff on importations, it gave 
the President power to increase the tariff, to put a tariff tax on 
tea and coffee that were on the free list; on sugar that the bill 
itself had placed on the free list, if he should conclude coun 
tries exporting such articles imposed 
our products. 

Instead of a reduction, it vested the President with the power 
to increase taxes on American consumption. To show to my 
vote against this measure is in harmony with 
Democratic policies and a vote for it is un-Democratic, garbled 
extracts from the Democratic platform of 1892 have been sent 
out from Washington to the press of my State. It may not be 
so interesting to gentlemen here, but the people in my State 
wish to know the truth, and the whole truth, as to the Demo 
cratic position on reciprocity. Let me read the part of the 
platform which has been scattered throughout my State as a 
justification for opposing this bill: 

We denounce the sham reciprocity which juggles ‘with the people's de 
sire for enlarged fore’gn markets and freer exchanges, etc. 


Democratic 


unreasonable duties on 


The preceding lines of the reciprocity plank in that platform 
have been omitted in the literature sent te my State. 

Let me read that section in the platform as it is: 

Sec. 4. Trade interchange on the basis of reciprocal 
the countries participating is a time-honored doctrine of the Democrat! 
faith, but we denounce the sham reciprocity which juggles with th 
people's desire for enlarged foreign markets and freer exchanges, etc 

You will observe that the three lines showing that reciprocity 
is a “time-honored doctrine of the Democratic faith” is left 
out in this antireciprocity literature, and the extract Is garbled 
from the midst of the sentence after the word “ but,” and makes 
the platform to read: “We denounce the sham reciprocity,” 
and so forth. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

So, gentlemen, the Democratic platform of 1892 declares that 
reciprocity is a “time-honored doctrine of the Democratic 
faith.” But if, sirs, that is not sufficiently clear to the doubting, 
let me read the reciprocity plank in the Democratic platform of 
1904 : 


advantages to 


RECIPROCITY 

We favor liberal trade arrangements with Canada, and with peoples 
of other countries where they can be entered into with benefit to 
American agriculture, manufactures, mining, or commerce, 

30th parties have favored reciprocity. But there is a wide 
difference between Republican reciprocity and Democratic reci 
procity. Republican reciprocity is well defined by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, in the speech to which I have referred, thus 

Republican reciprocity is reciprocity in noncompeting articles and in 
nothing else. * * * Products admitted to the United States must 
not compete with ours. * * * Reciprocity in competing products Is 
absolutely inconsistent with the policy of protection. 

He defines Republican reciprocity just as Senator Hale and 
other Republican Senators in the Senate debates in 1890 and 
1892; just as the Republican platforms of 1900 and 1904; just 
as the Republican Handbook of 1908 did, and just as the repo 
of a majority of the Republican members of the Ways and 
Means Committee at the last session did. 

Republicans always heretofore opposed and a majority of 
them in the House now oppose any reduction or removal of th: 
tariff, by reciprocity or otherwise, that will permit any fore’; 
product to compete with the trusts and manufacturers. A rec 
procity such as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Danze. 
and the other stand-pat Republicans favor is the handmaid of 
protection. They take the broad, bold stand that no produ 
shall touch the American shores that will compete with the 
Steel Trust, that will compete with Mr. Aldrich’s Rubber Trust 
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the Woolen Trust, the Sugar Trust, or with any other trust or 
protected interest that have maintained and controlled the Re- 
publican Party for the last quarter of a century. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] Senator Vest declared that Democratic 
reciprocity meant freer trade relations with one or more nations 
in all articles required to sustain life or give comfort to the 
American citizen, whether competitive or noncompetitive. 
plause on the Democratic side.] 
now and has always favored that kind of reciprocity. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
gentleman from North Carolina to conclude his remarks. 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I wish now to take up one 


[Ap- 


subject or phase of the pending question about which deception | 


and humbugism have been pushed to the limit. I do not know 


a Democrat or a Republican who does not put his opposition to | 
this measure upon the apparent ground that by removal of the | 
tariff, as to Canada, on agricultural products, such as wheat, | 


corn, barley, and other grain, cattle and other live stock, the 
American farmer will be injured. Now, gentlemen, I believe 


that I can show, not only to an intelligent farmer, but I believe | 


that I can show to even a Member of this House, even a Repub- 


lican Member [laughter], that this tariff on the farmer’s prod- | 
-his wheat, his corn, his rye, his barley, his hogs, his cat- | 
tle, all of his live stock—is the most transparent deception that | 
was ever perpetrated upon an honest people and that ever dis- | 


ucts 


credited the statute books of an honest government. [Applause 
on the Democratic side] 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Why, most assuredly, my friend. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If you are correct in your surmises, 
why is it that wheat in Dakota is worth over 10 to 12 cents on 
the bushel more than it is right across the line in Canada, with 
no difference in freight at all? 

Mr. KITCHIN. It is because there is absolutely no founda- 
tion for the truth of your statement [applause on the Demo- 
eratic side], and I am going to show you before I get through, 
or else I am going to convict every Republican that had charge 
of the statistical department of this Government for the last 
15 years of willfully deceiving the American public. [Applause 
on.the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
further yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If you are right, why, then, has the 
Tariff Board reported that there is a difference of 10 cents? 

Mr. KITCHIN. The Tariff Board has made no such report. 

tut if it has, it is for the same reason that every Republican 
has in advocating a tariff on the farmer’s product, namely, in 
order to fool the farmers in the West into voting the Repub- 
lican ticket, so that the trusts and protected interests can con- 
tinue to maintain the high tariff wall behind which to rob the 
American farmer and consumer. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Why, certainly. 

Mr. LENROOT. I want to ask the gentleman this question: 
Less than three months ago the gentlemen upon that side of the 
House opposed the creation of a tariff commission, on the ground 
that the members of that commission would be the creatures 
of President Taft. Does the gentleman think this board now 
is the creature of President Taft, when they have reported con- 
trary to the views expressed by him? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I have not seen the views expressed by him, 
except in his message. But as to the Tariff Board. We took 
the position on this floor that a tariff board was a cowardly 
subterfuge—that you Republicans tried to create a tariff board 
in order to delay the mandate and orders of 14,000,000 of Ameri- 
can voters. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

And Mr. Taft in a public letter or speech, published in the 
Republican campaign textbook of 1910, substantiates that posi- 
tion. He declared to the people that the time to have revision 
was after his Tariff Board had reported, and that it would take 
the balance of his term for it to accumulate proper data upon 
which to make a report. But let me read fiom the Republican 
textbook exactly what he said: 

Now, I think it is utterly useless, as I think it would be greatly dis- 
tressing to busin to talk of another revision of the tariff during the 
present Congress. should think that it would certainly take the rest 


of this administration to accumulate the data upon which a new and 
proper revision of the tariff might be had. 


[Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 


[Ap- | 
The Democratic Party favors | 


| were just about as good as United States bonds. 
I yield such time as is necessary for the | 


| the farmer; 


APRIL 1° 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


Delay! Delay! That is what you Republicans and 
President desired to accomplish by the creation of the ‘J 
Commission. We knew it was a fraud, and we knew it was 
posed and established for purposes of delay. You want: 
extend the lease of the trusts to plunder. You propos 
tariff board not to reduce the tariff but to fool the people a, 
and feed them on more promises. Republican promises ar 
one respect like United States bonds, payable only at the 


| tion of the promiser [laughter on the Democratic side}, 


you have fooled some of the farmers into the belief that 
[Ren 
Sut they are getting on to you. You have vio 

You have delayed tariff revision; you have f 
you have fed him on promises; and you have , 
that for 25 years. Now you propose to feed him on some 
Tariff Board promises in the hope to fool him some 1 
{Laughter.] Mr. Taft further said, in a letter to Chai 
McKINL-Ley, also published in this textbook, that he would | 
recommendations as to revision or reduction of the tariff . 
after his Tariff Board made its report either on the entire 
iff or on any of the schedules. 

Now, then, if the President was candid and sincere i: 
desiring, for want of proper information or for other r 
to touch the tariff until his Tariff Board reported, why 
that he sends to the Congress a reciprocity tariff measure 
affects more than 200 articles produced in this country not « 
before his own Tariff Board reports but even before it has 
an investigation as to any of them? [Applause on the 1 
cratic side. ] 

Oh, do not tell me about your Tariff Board. [Laughter.|} 

But the gentleman says the Tariff Board does not agree 
the President. If the Tariff Board does not agree wit! 
President and with the standpatters for a protective 
policy, that Tariff Board is not going to last long, and Rh: 
licans will soon be clamoring for us to abolish the “ bla 
old” Tariff Board. [Laughter.] Tariff boards are create: 
protectionists, of protectionists, and for protectionists, cr 
to promote protection and to obstruct tariff reform. 

Did not the gentleman say that the Tariff Board had rej. 
against this reciprocity measure that reduces the tarifl 
certainly made no report and no investigation before the I’ 
dent sent his reciprocity message to the last Congress. hi 
it has since reported against reciprocity, it corroborates wh 
said: Tariff boards are made to prevent the reduction of 
tariff. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. } 

[I understand these insurgents in the West. Any man 
did not have sympathy with the predicament in which 
insurgents of the agricultural West find themselves would 
be possessed of the common virtues of a gentleman. [La 
ter.] Why, Mr. Chairman, there is not a single insurgent f: 
the West who could retain his seat here if the grain and | 
stock farmers of the West were convinced that this Re; 
lican tariff on their agricultural products was a fake a: 
humbug. What other appeal would you have to make to | 
farmer in Iowa or Wisconsin or Minnesota or Kansas or « 
where if you should admit that the tariff on the farm 
wheat, corn, live stock, and so forth, is a snare and a fake, 
it is? [Laughter.] The very life and political existence 
my friend Lenroot and of these other insurgents of the \\ 
depends on the fact that the farmer of the agricultural \\ 
shall still be kept blind and deceived in the belief that 
tariff on his products causes him to get higher prices, and |! 
if the Democrats get into power they will remove the tariff 
his products and thereby bankrupt him. You have got to | 
that, for the very minute you admit—what we are going 
prove—that this duty of 25 cents a bushel on wheat and 
much on corn and rye and barley and cattle and other fa: 
products is a delusion and a snare, kept there for the expr 
purpose of deceiving your constituents into returning Re; 
licans to Congress, you are undone. 

Now, let us take wheat. Oh, yes; these insurgents and tli 
standpatters have been going about the rural districts of | 
country, and especially in Iowa, and Illinois, and Wiscons 
and Minnesota, and elsewhere out there in the West, tell 
the people, “ Why, gentlemen, you just vote for a Democr: 
Representative and elect a Democratic Congress and Presid: 
and he will go there and take the tariff off of your wheat, «!\'! 
off of your corn, and off of your barley, and off of your 1i\« 
stock, and just open these markets to the Canadian wheat ai! 
the Canadian corn and other Canadian products, and they w 
flood our market and destroy the farming industry of ile 
country.” 

The farmer, being too busy and too tired to investigate him- 
self, often takes your word for it and begins to fear: “ Now, 
here, we must keep the Democrats out, because if the Demo 


laughter. ] 
your pledges. 
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erats get in up there in Washington, just as sure as anything | the 
im this world they will take the tariff off of wheat and corn and | of ¢! 


all our stuff, because Mr. Lenroor says they will do it.” [Laugh 
ter.] Why, gentlemen, I tell you it is absolutely inconceivable to 
» that any intelligent farmer, or any intelligent man, or even 
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Republican [laughter}, can sit down quietly, without an office 
sticking up before him, and consider the facts and then arise 


from his study and say that this tariff on wheat, corn, barley. 
or other grain, or on cattle and live stock, affects in any wa) 
ihe priees that the farmer receives. You know, I know, andl 
every farmer who is now undeceived by you knows that the 
tariff en wheat and the farmers’ products is absolutely bogus. 
He knows that the price for his wheat, his barley, his rye, and 
so forth, as well as his live stock, is fixed not here in America, 
but in the open markets of the world, in competition with all 
the world. You know and I know that when we make in this 
country over a hundred million bushels of wheat mere than the 
American public consumes, that surplus is bound to overflow 
and go out into the markets of the work) in competition with 
the preduects of the serfs of Russia. the ryots of India. the 
fellahs of Egypt to meet at Liverpool and London the surplus 
wheat of the world from Canada to India, and that surplus 
fixes the price not only abroad, but fixes the price in the 
Daketas, in Minnesota, in Illinois, in every other market of our 
eountry. If the surplus shipped abroad does not fix the price, 
if the farmers of the Middle West or anywhere else in the coun- 
try do not get as much for their 100,000,000 and more bushels 


if surplus wheat abroad or their surplus of corn, barley, cattle, | 
and live stock, why, in the name of common sense, do they ship | 


these products abroad when they can get a better price for them 
at home? I can understand how a farmer who is a big enough 
fool to let you deceive him into the belief that this tariff is 
helping him will sell his wheat and other stuff abroad for less 
than he could get right at home, but I am talking about the 
intelligent farmers. [Applause on the Democratic side. ]} 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Why, certainly. 

Mr. LENROOT. Upon the same theory, will the gentleman 
be in favor of placing cotton manufactures of every deseription 
upon the free list, where there is also a surplus shipped abroad? 

Mr. KYFCHIN. Why, you protective-tariff fellows, in order 
to allow the New England cotton manufacturers to exact exorbi- 
tant millions of dollars from the American people, are claiming 
in every campaign and in every Congress that we do not make 
enough to supply our own consumption, and you want a tariff 
wall so high as to shut out foreign goods, and by thus giving 
our manufacturers a monopoly encourage them to make enough 
to supply the American market. 

Mr. HILL. I do not resent the charge against the New Eng- 
land cotton manufacturers, but I simply suggest to the gentle 
man from North Carolina that in the last year more cotton has 
been used in manufacturing in the Southern States than in New 
England. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Why, certainly; I hope it is true. We in the 
South intend to make the New England mills come down and 
put their mills there, or else go out of business. [Applause.] 
Because with the cotton right at home, right at our own mills, 
with the best labor, the most honest labor, and the most orderly 
labor in the world, we can compete in cotton goods with the 
world. We are not asking for protection, but you people have 
been asking our southern mills and trying to fool them into 
joining you in demanding high protection, so that New England 
may have the benefit of it. New England is exporting few cot- 
ton goods. 





South, to explain at length clearly something of the nature 
ie labor that is employed in these mills of his State. 

Mr. KITPCHIN. What State is the gentleman from? 

Mr. FOCHT. Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KITCHEN. I assert that the labor of North Carolina 
gets more for their work than 90 per cent of the labor in Penn- 
SY NADIR 

Mr. FOCHT. I deny that. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The labor bulletins 
department here show that 


issued by 


the Repubtican 
in Pennsylvania, in i 


coal mines, 


in the iron mines, in the steel works, and many other protected 
industries labor is paid less and works longer hours than in any 
other State in the United States. [Applause on the Democratic 
siete. | 

Mr. FOCHT. I ceny that, either on the farm, factory, or 
anywhere. I would like to ask the gentleman to cive us some 
educational statistics. 7 

Mr. KITCHIN. Why, gentlemen, it never bothers me to hear 
a Repubiican repudiate the truth; that is a habit with them. 
[Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. FOCHT. Oh, you repudiate your debts even, in the 
South. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Here is an original bill that I hold in my 
hand, just handed me. an account with a coal miner, who 
received for 12 days’ work in the mines of Pennsylvania the 


great and munificent sum, iriff of the 


under the protective t 


Payne-Aldrich Act, $8.40. [Loud applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 
Mr. FOCHT. He did not earn any more or he would have 


received it; they are paid by the ton. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Now, gentlemen, let me return to this bogus 
tariff on wheat and other farm products, and show you what a 
humbug it is. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield? 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North € lina 
yield to the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I find that it is usual for men to 


give an opinion on subjects that pertain to matters farthest 
from where they reside. 


Mr. KITCHIN. In other words, upon subjects they kuow 
nothing about. If so. I am going to yield to the gentleman and 
let him talk. [Laughter and applause} If the gentleman 
wants to learn the truth to-day, wants really to learn some 
thing about wheat and the tariff on agricultural products, if 


he will take his seat, and if it gets too hot for him f will have 
the pages throw water on it— fLavghter.} 
Mr. DAVIS ef Minnesota. I am very cool now. 


| Mr. KITCHIN. If he will possess himself in patience and 
keep cool I am going to show him that no Republican in the 


She is extorting oppressive prices from the Ameri- | 


ean consumer under this tariff; but I want to say to my friend | 


from Connecticut that we are going to break up that system. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.]} 

Mr. HILL. 
confession, if his own honest manufacturers from North Caro- 


I would like to ask the gentleman for an honest | 


lina did not appear here two years ago and demand higher | 


rates? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I do not know whether an honest manufac- 
turer from North Carolina came here or not. We have a great 
many cotton manufacturers in North Carolina that came from 
cane the State of the gentleman. [fLanghter and ap- 
plause. 

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. KITOCHIN. I do. 

Mr. FOCHT. I would like the gentleman from North Caro 
ina, in this connection, with reference to the manufacturers of 


House can stand up and say that he honestly wants to a 
tain the truth and then go back home and say that the tariff 
on the farmer’s grain and cattle and live stock and other fa 
products helps him or that its removal will injure him. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Will the gentleman permit a q) 
I really ought not to have prefaced my question, and I 
will withdraw it. 


cer- 


rin 


les 


tlio 1? 


Mr. KITCHIN. It always dangerous to have a pre 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Now, I want some information 
about wheat. 

Mr. KITCHIN. All right, I will give it to you. I have it 
right here, provided the Republican statisticians that ha been 
in office here 12 or 15 years are correct 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The gentleman has stated that t 
price of wheat is fixed in Liverpool. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; and in London 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Does the gentleman ! 

| raise different grades of wheat in the United State 

Mr. KITCHIN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Does the gentleman kn 
the Northwest United States, especially in Min: 
ner wheat State of the United States, and in the Dak 

| are next to it, we raise what is called No. 1 northern 
hard spring wheat? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I will take what you say 
true. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Does the gentleman ‘ to 
be a fact? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I have heard that, 5 Go ahead 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Will the gent 
how much of the Dakota and Minnesota No. 1 é ‘ 

1 hard spring wheat has ever been exported to Liver or 


anywhere else? 
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Mr. KITCHIN. I do not know how much of that particular 
kind has been exported to Liverpool or any other place. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That particular grade. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I will tell the gentleman this, that if that 
particular grade is grown in India or in Russia or in Canada 
or elsewhere, then that particular grade in Canada or in India 
or Russia brings the same price in the markets as the Minne- 
sota and Dakota wheat. If there is any difference, which 
some of the Minnesota gentlemen contend, in the Winnipeg and 
Duluth and Minneapolis markets, it is on account of this 
superior quality of the Minneapolis and Duluth wheat, and not 
on account of the tariff, as I shall later show. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will state this to the gentleman: 
No. 1 northern and No. 1 hard of Winnipeg is occasionally ex- 
ported to Liverpool, but I would like to have the gentleman 
show me where one bushel of No. 1 northern or No. 1 hard of 
the Minnesota and Dakota wheat, of which we raise about 
200,000,000 bushels annually, was ever exported across the 
water at all; and the reason is that there has been for the 
last 10 years a difference of from 11 to 15 cents a bushel be- 
tween the price in Canada and in North Dakota and Minnesota. 

Mr. KITCHIN. And that same difference—— 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Those are the facts. 

Mr. KITCHIN. And that same difference, if it be, exists 
between Nebraska and Illinois and Kansas wheat? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. They do not ship the Minnesota 
and Dakota wheat to those places. They manufacture it in 
Minneapolis. 

Mr. KITCHIN. And Winnipeg—— 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That goes to Liverpool because it 
is from 11 to 15 cents a bushel cheaper than it is right across 
the line in the Dakotas. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I am going to make a challenge to the 
gentleman now. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. It is the same kind of wheat, too. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman can not find quotations in 
any daily paper, published in Minneapolis or Duluth or else- 
where in the United States, showing that wheat is 11 to 15 
cents higher in Minneapolis, or other point in the United States, 
than wheat of the same grade in Canada or other markets of 
the world, exclusive of the difference in transportation charges. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I can show that for the last 10 
years absolutely from personal knowledge on that grade of 
wheat. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Does the gentleman want to make the point 
that in Minnesota and Dakota a superior grade of wheat is 
grown to that of any other country? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I do. ; 

Mr. KITCHIN. Then, that is the reason, if you have a 
superior grade to that of any other country, to that of Canada, 
that Canada can not compete with you. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Will the gentleman yield? Did I un- 
derstand the gentleman to say that if they raise the same wheat 
in Canada the price would be the same? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I want to say that they do raise 
identically the same wheat. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Then the gentleman does not agree with the 
gentleman from Minnesota. He says they do not; that a 
superior grade is grown in Minnesota and the Dakotas. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. But the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina misunderstood the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota rose. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Now, we are going to debate this question 
just as long as you gentlemen wish, long enough for you to de- 
ceive, or try to deceive, the American farmer again as you have 
in the past. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. La Fot- 
LETTE] made one statement and the gentleman from Minnesota 
{Mr. Davis] makes another statement, and they cross—— 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. KITCHIN. You two gentlemen can go out into the cloak- 
room and settle your contradictions about Minnesota and Dakota 
and Canadian wheat, but do not come in here and take up the 
time of men who are trying to teach you Republicans the truth 
about this wheat situation. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will say to the gentleman this: 
That because of the climate and the soil the same quality of 
wheat is raised along the border in Manitoba, Saskatchewan, 
and Alberta that is raised in North Dakota, Minnesota, and Mon- 
tana, and the difference in price on that grade of wheat is from 
11 to 15 cents a bushel, just one side of the line or the other, 
cheaper on the Canadian side than on the United States side, 
and has been so for 15 years. 
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Mr. KITCHIN. I need not carry on any controversy with | 
gentleman longer, because that statement is exactly contrary 
the statement that he made awhile ago to the effect that Minne- 
sota and Dakota grew a superior grade of wheat to that 
Canada or any other country. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Not at all. 

Mr. KITCHIN. If the gentleman wants to make an amen(l- 
ment to it, I will accept his amendment and go ahead. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. My statements are exactly a! 

Mr. KITCHIN. If there is the difference to which the 
tleman refers in the price of wheat in Minnesota and in © 
ada, it is bound to be on account of the superiority of grade 
of freight rates, or both. I again challenge gentlemen to | 
duce, now or hereafter in this debate, statistics from the | 
partment or quotations from any daily papers showing th: 
was as much difference as 11 to 15 cents per bushel in the pri 
of wheat of the same grade at Minneapolis and Winnipeg. [ 
challenge you to show by the statistics of the department «r 
quotations from the press that there was as much difference 
the price of wheat between the Minneapolis and Winnipeg : 
kets as there was between the Minneapolis and the Chicas) 
markets. You will find, as I have found, and everyone \ 
find, that wheat in Chicago, the great wheat market of | 
country, is from 2 to 5 cents less than wheat quoted in | 
Winnipeg market and many other markets in Canada, 
higher in the Canadian market than in the Cincinnati, St. Lo 
and many other markets in this country. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Will the gentleman permit—— 
Mr. KITCHIN. So if there is from 11 to 15 cents differ 
between wheat at Winnipeg and Minneapolis, there is a mui 
greater difference between wheat at Minneapolis and Chic: 
Do you want a tariff wall between Chicago and Minneayo!is* 

[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] If the ta: 
as you contend, makes the difference between wheat at Mi 
apolis and Winnipeg, what makes the greater difference betw 
wheat at Minneapolis and Chicago? [Applause on the D: 

cratic side.] 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The Chicago market, let me inf 
the gentleman, is based upon southern winter wheat and : 
upon Canadian northern No. 1 hard—— 

Mr. KITCHIN. The South makes practically no wheat for 
the market. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
from the record. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I have not time to yield for that purpose. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I thought the gentleman wa: 
information. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman can put it in his speech. 
course, I understand very readily why the gentleman wants 
put it in my speech, because he is ambitious, and he knows | 
my speech will be read. [Laughter and applause on the De 
cratic side.] And if he puts it in his speech he fears 1 
nobody will ever read it except himself and his secret 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Caro 
yield to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; I yield. i 

Mr. CULLOP. I want to suggest to the gentleman that |! 
quotations on yesterday show that May wheat was S88} « 
per bushel in Chicago and 91 cents in Winnipeg, showing Can: 
wheat about 3 cents a bushel higher than our wheat, and it 
so all the time; that is, about 3 cents a bushel higher than ours. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. Just as I stated some moments aco, 
quotations are higher in Winnipeg than in Chicago. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. And 96 cents in Minneapolis, tlic 
great wheat market of the world. 

Mr. CULLOP. Yes; but Minneapolis does not supply all t! 
wheat in the Union or regulate the wheat trade of the wor! 
That was only a local condition existing there. Now, one other 
question. One gentleman said the President’s proposal as to 
reciprocity with Canada made the price of wheat go down. | 
want to ask if it made wheat go down, did it not also make 
barley go up, which was quoted yesterday at $1.12 a bushel! in 
our markets, the highest price ever known in the production © 
that grain for years? If it made wheat go down, then it sure!y 
made barley go up. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I do. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask a question of the 
gentleman from North Carolina, and that is if it is not a stock 
Republican protection argument, and of other protectionists, 


I will give you some exact d 





1911. 





that whenever you remove a duty from a foreign article that 
the foreigner immediately raises the price of the foreign article 


to the American level, and that the American consumer does | worth and we imported only $197 worth, or over 20,000 times 


|} as much as we imported. 


not get the benerit of it? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Why, they make any kind of argument that 
is inconsistent and fallacious. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMS. And according to that argument Canadian wheat 


will immediately go up on the passage of this reciprocal trade 
agreement 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
10 or 11 cents. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am going to approach 
the Canadian and foreign wheat ghost. Why, they tell us, if 
we remove the tariff the wheat of Canada and of the world is 
going to flow in to us. What is going to bring it here? Who 
needs it here? Would not the wheat farmer of Canada, of 
Argentina, and of Russia be the biggest fool in the world to try 
to ship his wheat here when we are already producing more 
than 120,000,000 bushels more than we need, more than we can 
sell here, more than the American public consumes, and which 
we are yearly sending abroad, in grain and flour, to the markets 
of the world? Why do we want their surplus? 
to buy an article when he has got more of it than he needs and 
is trying to dispose of the surplus? Let us see about this im- 
mense wheat flood that is going to inundate the United States 
and that seems to alarm our friends so much. 

Since the Statistical Abstract for 1910 is not yet published, I 
shall use the four years from 1906 to 1909, both inclusive. Let 
me remind my frightened friends that the total imports of wheat 
from all the world for these four years amounted in value to 
only $656,000, while we exported for the same years, in compe- 
tition with Canada and all the other wheat-producing nations 
of the earth,-over $256,000,000 worth, and in addition to this 
over $236,000,000 of flour made of American wheat. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] We produced that much more than 
we needed for home consumption, more than the American public 
eould consume. In other words, we exported in this enormous 
surplus to the markets of the world in competition with Cana- 
dian wheat, with Indian wheat, with Argentine wheat, with 
Russian wheat, 400 times as much wheat and over times as 
much flour as we imported from all the world. 

And yet as against this stupendous amount—these hundreds of 
millions of dollars of wheat sold abroad by us in competition 
with the world at a better price than at home—these antireci- 
procity gentlemen are trying to scare the farmers to death with 
this little half million dollars of wheat imported here, perhaps 
as seed wheat for the farmers. You can fool the Republican 
farmers out in Wisconsin and Minnesota and other Western 
States, but I just dare you to come down into North Carolina 
where the intelligent farmers raise a little wheat and try such 
a poppy-cock argument on them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I will. 

Mr. JAMBS. If the argument made by our Republican 
friends is true, that wheat sells for more here than it does in 
Canada, and the farmer would be affected by free wheat, why 
was it that the American farmer shipped $256,000,000 worth of 
wheat abroad and sold it there when he could have sold it for 
more here at home? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Their argument is not true, and the fact is 
that every bushel of this enormous amount of wheat brought a 
better price abroad than they could get at home. That is the 
reason it was sold there. Now, as to corn. No man outside of 
the insane asylum and the Republican Party believes or has 
the cheek to insist that a tariff on corn affects its price. We 
grow in the United States 80 per cent of the corn of the world. 
In the four years 1906 to 1909, inclusive, we exported $165,460,- 
335 worth of corn, while we imported of all kinds and for seed 
purposes only $216,796; that is, we exported more than 700 
times as much as we imported. We exported to Canada in the 
last four years over $20,000,000 worth of corn, while we im- 
ported practically none. But still there are Republicans who 
go back to Iowa, Illinois, Wisconsin, Nebraska, and other corn- 
growing States and tell the farmers that President Taft and 
the old Democrats down here are trying to destroy the corn in- 
dustry of the West by removing the tariff and admitting the 
Canadian corn to swamp our markets [laughter], when there 
is not an agricuitural township in any State in the West 
that does not produce more corn annually than does Canada 
with all her Provinces. I shall not discuss further this bogus 
corn tariff. In fact, every honest man and some Republicans 
(laughter) admit that the tariff does not and can not influence 
in the least the price of corn. Let us take some other products 
of the farm, such as barley, oats, rye, cattle, and horses. In 
these four years we exported $21,087,222 worth of barley and 
imported only $258,755, or nearly 100 times as much as we im- 





And it did, and ours went down 
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ported, and last year we imported less than $1,500 worth and 
exported more than $4,500,000. Of rye, we exported $4,700,781 


Of oats, we exported $19,335,127 
worth and imported $2,868,775 worth, or over 6 times as much 
as we imported. Now, as to horses and cattle. We exported in 
the four years $124,042,692 worth of horses and imported, ex- 
clusive of horses for breeding purposes, only $4,089,831 worth, 
or more than 30 times as much as we imported. Take cattle. 
Our exports of cattle for the four years amounted to the large 
sum of $124,042,692, while our imports, exclusive of cattle for 
breeding purposes, amounted to only $4,089,831; that is, we ex- 
ported, in competition with the cattle raisers of the world, more 
than 30 times as many as we imported. In addition to this we 
exported over $125,000,000 of beef products. In the four years 
we exported of hog products—hams, bacon, shoulders, pork, 
lard, and so forth—the enormous sum of $450,000,000, while we 
imported practically none. 

Mr. Chairman, in the face of such facts, showing that we are 

producing a surplus of such agricultural products far in excess 
of American consumption, far more than we can sell in the 
United States, which surplus must seek foreign markets in com- 
petition with the world, which markets, by the law of supply 
and demand, must fix the price both at home and abroad, it is 
incredible to me that any intelligent, honest man will continue 
to insist that the tariff here on such farm products does or can 
affect the prices. 
But, it is asked, if the surplus shipped abroad fixes the price 
of the farmer’s product at home and it is unaffected by 
the tariff, why does not the surplus of manufactured products, 
such as those of the meat packers and the United States Steel 
Corporation, shipped abroad, fix the home price, unaffected by 
the tariff? The answer is easy. If the farmers could com 
bine and organize in a trust, such as the Meat Trust, the Steel 
Trust, and other trusts, thereby having the power to control 
the output, to say when, where, and how much should be 
put on the market and to fix the price, they could take ad- 
vantage of the tariff and charge their purchasers in the home 
market the world-market price plus the tariff. But, being so 
many in number and so diffused and scattered throughout the 
country, it is impossible for them to so combine and organize 
On the other hand, the meat packers, the steel, and many other 
manufacturing plants are so few in number and vast in in 
fluence they can and do organize into trusts, control the output, 
fix the price, hold up the American consumer to the world 
price plus the tariff, and then sell their surplus abroad to the 
foreigners at the cheaper world-market price. 

Mr. Chairman, I am anxious to expose, once and for all, this 
tariff fraud and deception that have been practiced 
American farmer, especially the farmer of the West, 
Republican Party for the last third of a century. I 
tempted to show by the logic and reason of the thing, from the 
facts and statistics, that the tariff on the farmer’s products, 
wheat, rye, corn, barley, oats, cattle and live stock, and so forth, 
is absolutely bogus. I shall now undertake to sustain the 
proposition by authorities so high, respectively; both in Demo- 
eratic and Republican opinion, that neither Democrat nor 
Republican can dispute. I wish to say that if any Democrat, 
in his opposition to reciprocity, takes the position that it is 
going to hurt the farmer by a removal of the tariff from his 
products, he will be giving the lie to Democratic campaign 
speeches, Democratic campaign books, and Democratic Senators 
and Members of the House for all these years. It has been 
the Democratic position, sustained by the facts and by common 
experience, that this tariff on the farmer’s product is a fraud 
and a delusion and put on by the Republicans to catch and fool 
the farmer into electing a Republican Congress so that it might 
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write tariff laws to enable the monopolists to fasten their 
relentless grasp on the throats of the 90,000,000 American 
people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Let me read to 
my Democratic friends extracts from speeches and repo: of 


the Democratic leaders of the past. 
The late Senator Beck, Kentucky’s great Senator and state 
man, in a minority report against the tariff bill reported by 


the Republican Committee on Finance in the Senate in 18ss, 
said: 
Intelligent men everywhere concede that protection in not [| 
any product of this country which is raised or prepared for 
here cheaper than it can be elsewhere, or is produced in such q 
that our own people can not consume it. Cotton, wheat, | 


provisions, tobacco, oils, and dozens of other things illustrate thi 
* . * * a 4 . 


It is absurd to talk about proteeting either cotton or wheat 

I will now read from the report of the Democratic W: ind 
Means Committee, in 1890, against the McKinley bill: 

For the further purpose of inducing the farmers of the country to 
believe that they can and wili derive some benefit from the protective 


policy, this bill imposes various rates of duty upon certain important 














agricultural produets which it is well known could not be imported | 
to any material extent with or without duty. For instance, corn is 
subjected to a duty of 15 cents a bushel; corn meal, 20 cents a bushel ; 
oats, 15 cents per bushel; rye, 10 cents per bushel; wheat, 25 cents 
per bushel; wheat four, 25 per cent ad valorem, etc. 

3s * a oe 

We produce a great surplus of all these articles and many others 
every year, which we are compelled to send abroad and sell in the free 
markets of the world in competition with similar products from other 
countries. 

It is impossible to protect the farmer against foreign competition in 
his home market for he has no such competition, and the insertion or 
retention of these articles in a tariff bill is a device which will deceive 
no one who gives a moment's thought to the subject. 

> - = - 

This statement shows how futile it is to attempt to afford | 
tion to the farmers of the country by imposing duties upon the im. 
portation of these products, and this large and intelligent class of 
citizens can not be reconciled in this way to a policy which imcreases 
taxes upon their clothing, tableware, carpets, earthenware, glassware, 
agricultural implements, and other necessary articles. 


This report was signed by such men as John G. Carlisle, 
R. Q. Mills, Benton McMillan, C. R. Breckenridge, and R. P. 
Flower. 

I ¢all attention to the report of Hon. William L. Wilson, in 
behalf of the Democratic Ways and Means Committee, in 1894: 


Of the staple agricultural products, including meats and provisions, 
we are such large exporters, and must continue to be such large ex- 
porters, that any duties upon them are useless for protection and fruit- 
ess for revenue, and generally can only be imposed for the purpose of 
deluding the less intelligent of our farmers into the belief that they 
are receiving some consideration and benefit under the tariff, althougb 
the prices of their products are fixed in the world’s market in competi- 
tion with like produets produced by the cheapest labor of the world. 
kor the producers of our great export staples, which, having fully sup- 
plied the home market, must overflow and seek large purchases else- 
where, the only effect of a tariff is to take from one-fourth 
to one-half of the prodnuets for which they could exchange their surplus 
should they venture to buy im the market where they are obliged to 
sell or to compel them to give a like portion of the avails of their labor, 
when turned into money, by increasing the cost of what they buy in the 
home market. 


* 


protec 


Senator Vest, the great Senator from Missouri, whe for years 
was the Democratic leader of the Senate, in a speech made in 
the Senate on August 27, 1890, said: 


at, 

Now, we ought to be perfectly candid with each other. These in- 
creases are made to catch the farmer vote under the pretense that an 
increase duty, where there is no pag + eaginem at all, helps the farmer. I 
do not know an intelligent man in this country who is not aware that 
there is mo competition whatever between foreign cattle that are 
brought Into this country and those we raise. It is the most transparent 
humbug that was ever attempted, even in politics. 

* & * * ec 
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Mr. President, is there any man who does not know that what the 
farmers of this country need is mere market, not more protection? They 
want more opportunity to sell. 

If Senators will turn to the wheat importation, to which we shall 
come directly, which was manufactured on the same fraudulent basis 
to inupese u the farmers, it will be found that we exported in 1889 
46,000,000 bushels of wheat and imported 1,998. 

This whole schedule—the agricultural schedule—made to allure the 
farmer into the belief that it is for his protection, is manufactured in 
the same way and for the same purpose. 
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Senator Beck, Senator Vest, Mr. Carlisle, Mr. Wilson, and | 


all the Democratic leaders denounced it as fraud and humbug. | 


I want now te call the attention of the House, and especially 
the attention of my State colleagues to the opinion of Senator 
Zeb Vance, North Carolina’s great commoner, whose public life 
to this day is, and I trust will ever be, the inspiration of its 
Democracy. In a speech in the Senate he said: 


Now, sir, here are three great classes of producers of our country— 
the agriculturists, the miners, and the manufacturers 
made this compact—or, at least, it has been made for them—that the 
taxes are to be levied upon the articles made 
their “encouragement” and “ protection" against competition; and 
taxes have been levied upon articles that compete with the miners 
who dig ores of fron and coal and everything of that kind from the 
soil. To give it the appearance of equality and justice tariffs are also 
levied upon the wheat, and the corn, and the oats, and the cotton, and 
so forth, grown by the farmer. That, on paper, looks fair, but it so 
happens that it is a reality for the manufacturer and miner and it is 
a delusion and snare for the farmer. 

c a + = t i > 

The miners and the manufacturers together have grown rich and 
accumulated enormous wealth by this protective arrangement. But 
how has it been with the farmer? He has found that there is nothing 
to compete with him. A duty of 25 cents a bushel is laid upon his 
wheat, 10 cents on his corn, and so forth, but it turns out, in fact and 
in truth, that there is no competition with him coming from abroad; 
there is nothing to protect him against. 

I say, therefore, that when this beautiful theory of protection came 
into practice, while it was a reality, and a substantial reality, for the 
manufacturer and miner, the agricultural man finds it to be a delusion 


heat. 
anne of all his products are fixed by the markers abroad; and 
why? use he makes more than will supply the home market and 
the surplus which goes abroad fixes the price of what is sold in the 
home market. 

Vance denounced it as a cheat and delusion, yet we have 
Democrats that want to go back to North Carolina and tell the 
people that old “Zeb” Vance when he denounced this tariff as 
a fraud was lying [applause], and that the Republicans were 





| any more than it will bring when sold abroad. 
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and they have | 


the manufacturer for | 
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telling the truth when they said that this tariff was a genuine 
benefit to the farmer. The people of my State will ask the 
question: Who is right, “ Zeb” Vance or these antireciprocity 
Democrats? I venture the statement that whenever you see a 
good Democrat against this reciprocity bill you must seratch 
little deeper than corn, rye, barley, oats, live stock, and so 
forth, to find the real reason for the opposition. [Applause.} 
Seratch a little and you will find lumber reduction [laughter 
and applause]; and a little deeper and you will find weod-pulp 
reduction, and the biggest wood-pulp plant sonth _! the Pot 
mac is in North Carolina; scratch a little deeper and you will 
find some mica reduction, and there is some mica made in North 
Carolina. [Applause and laughter.] Now, when a Republican 
President and many Republicans here are willing to concede 
that they have been fooling the farmers for 30 years about the 
tariff on their products, some of our Democrats come along and 
say, “Do not admit that, because we want to fool the farmer 
as you have been deing, and get protection for lumber ii our 
State, for woed pulp and mica in our districts.” (Laughter. | 
Gentlemen, I can stand here and read all day extracts from 
Democratic reports of the House and Senate, from Democratic 
campaign books, and from leading Democrats in denunciation 
of this tariff fraud. It is unjust to the Democratic Party, un 
just to its record; it is unjust to great Democrats like Peck, 
Vest. Carlisle, MeMillin, Wilson, Ransom, and Vance for Demo 
crats in this House now to repudiate their teachings and the 
position of the Democratic Party and adopt the old worn-out, 
threadbare Republican argument of deception. I am going to 
quote from one gentleman in North Carolina, living to-day, 
and who has the confidence of thousands of Democrats in the 
State, and whose opinion upon this question of the tariff on 
the farmer’s product will be taken as authority by many people 
in North Carolina. That gentleman, if it is not unparliamen 


| tary, is the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Srmowns|. 


Mr. Stmaons has been a Senator for nearly 12 years. He is 
and has been for years a leading Democratic figure in North 
Carolina. He was for years chairman of the Democratic execu 
tive committee of that State. He was when he was electc! to 
the Senate, and he remained for years, the chairman of the 
Democratic State execative committee. In the campaign of 
1902 Senator Pritchard, a Republican Senator from North Caro 
lina. was making a canvass for his reelection. Senator Smimons, 
as chairman of the Democratic execntive committee, on the lith 
day of October, 1902, made a great speech in reply to Senator 
Pritchard, answering the arguments and showing the fallacy of 
the Republican position on the tariff. The Democratic execu 
tive committee was so impressed with the logic and streycth 
of his argument that it sent out through the State as a cam 
paign document many thousand copies of this speech. I want 
every friend of Senator Simmons here and in North Carolina to 
read that speech. Permit me to read a part of it, to which I 
call the especial attention of my State colleagues: 


The truth is, the whole Republican argument that tariff regulates th: 
price of farm products is utterly false. Every corm and wheat and cot 
ton farmer knows that the price of these creps is regulated by the laws 
of supply and demand, that we export of these crops from one-fifth t 
one-third of all we produce, and that the price of the whole crop ! 
regulated by the price which the surplus brings in the foreign markets 
The cotton and corn and wheat farmer knows that the bulk of that part 
of his crop which he does not sell at home for home consumption i 
purchased for shipment abroad, and the purchaser does not pay hi 
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Our chief raw materials are cotton, corn, wheat, and other product 
of the farm which can not be benefited by protection, because we export 
them in large quantities. 

That was Mr. Smmons’s carefully prepared, carefully writ 
ten, and carefully delivered speech, net only as our Senatcr, 
but 2s a leader of North Carolina Democracy; and yet in f! 
face of that there are Democratic gentlemen in this Capitol 
and it is unparliamentary to name them here—who enjoy th: 
franking privilege, who in justification of their opposition to 
this measure are spreading with approval thronghout North 
Carolina the old, fraudulent Republican argument that the tarirff 
on agricultural products is a great benefit to the farmer and its 
removal will greatly injure him. 

Mr. GUDGER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question, and that is whether he refers to me when he 
speaks about gentlemen sending out Senator SixiMons’s or any 
ot man’s speech under a franking privilege? 

r. KITCHIN. No; I said it may be unparliamentary for 
me to use the name. Of course, it would not be unparliamen- 
tary for me to use the gentleman’s name here. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GUDGER. Does not the gentleman think it would be 
fairer to name the party than to leave the suspicion that be- 
eause I oppose reciprocity I am one of those men? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Did the gentleman have the franking privi- 
lege when Mr. Suwmons’s speech was sent out? 


i€ 


, 
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Mr. GUDGER. I have had the privilege of franking ever Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 


Do I understand you to 
since I was elected to Congress. 


include wheat? 


Mr. KITCHIN. And what was the gentleman's question? Mr. KITCHIN. You included flour. What do you make flour 
Mr. GUDGER. I asked the gentleman if he does not think it | out of? T will include wheat. Reread your speech and you will 
would be fairer to neme the men who are sending out Senator find wheat included and diseussed 
SIMMONS’S speech rather than to leave the reflection upon all of Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. It was not there. Naval 
us from North Carolina who are opposing reciprocity? vessels do not buy wheat for their crews. That chart showed 
Mr. KITCHIN. I presume that the gentleman who made that | the actual prices paid by the naval training ship Ranger for 
speech is sending it out. |Laughter.] its crew. 
Mr. GUDGER. Then why does not the gentleman say se? Mr. KITCHIN. Did you not then prove or try to prove, and 


Mr. KITCHIN. But it is unparliamentary to say so in this did you not assert, that the prices of farm products were 
bedy [laughter], because we are not permitted to criticize or | lower here than anywhere else in the world? 
even use the sacred name of a Senator of the United States in Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I do not remember such 
such a body as this. [Laughter.] statements. [Laughter on the Democratic side And I 
Gentlemen, that is not all. This same distinguished gentle- | the gentleman to find 
man from North Carolina, who honors us in the Senate, made | uphold that contention. 
a speech on June 25, 1910, only a few months ago, and that Mr. KITCHIN. Of course, I do not want to waste my time 
speech was such a good one that the campaign committee sent it | rending a Republican speech. [Laughter.]- I know what 
out in the Democratic campaign book of 1910. In that speech | said here. I do not know how that speech reads in the Rr 
he said: 4 orp. I will say now to the new Members who have just er 
The tariff does not help the farmer either to, fix or control the tered Congress that a speech made on this floor is sometimes 
volume of his products or their market value. Sn his pectacts Sg entirely different from the speech put into the Rercorp. We 
. st @ rely ri 7 vi e y is ose re ‘ : : : j 
oe Sina octoctee anther cam he eontrel Rox Sieasen the have a sort of courtesy here—letting a fellow revise and extend 
prices of his products. That is determined by natural law, over which his remarks in the Recorp. 


he has no control. But I will say to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 


dety 
a single word in my speech which will 


i il 


t 


In this speech he contends, and truly so, that the prices of | GArDNeR], I do know what took place in this Chamber, be 
the farmer's products are fixed in the markets of the world in | cause [ replied to his speech the next day and showed how 
competition with the world, and he denounces the tariff on his ridiculous it was for him and the Republican Party to 
products as a “fake.” And yet, within a few short m mths | and down this country, in the agricultural sections, as they 
after, on the 3d day of March, 1911, this same distinguished gen had been doing for 30 years, preaching to the farmer that the 
tleman made a speech in the Senate, which has been widely cir- price of his preducts was raised and kept high by the Repub 
culated in my State, in opposition to the Canadian reciprocity, lican tariff, and then at that late day admit that they had been 
putting such opposition on the grounds that the removal of the deceiving the farmer all the time—that the tariff had nothing 


tariff on agricultural products, even as to Canada, would be | to do with the prices of his products; that they were lower here 


go up 


“oppression to the farmer”; that it would “press down the than in any other country 
price of farm products.” Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, will the 
I shall refrain from any comments on such a sudden and com- | gentleman yield to me? 


plete change of position, and shall refuse to scratch for the T 


rentie- 


he CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the 


reason. I might make the observation, however, that there is |) man from Massachusetts’ 

in the reciprocity bill a removal of the tariff on rough lumber, Mr. KITCIIIN, I yield; certainty. 

en wood pulp, and many other tariff reductions. Mr. GARDN! R of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I find that 
Gentlemen, I have read you Democratic authority; now I the chart which [ exhibited last year 

am going to produce Republican authority to the effect that the Mr. KITCHIN. Oh, what the gentleman said was a great 


farmer’s tariff is a fake and a fraud. The distinguished Sena- | deal more significant and interest 
tor from Massachusetts |Mr. Loner], in a most elaborate speech | the chart. 

in the Senate on January 28, 1910, contended that the tariff Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I trust the ge 
on agricultural products, of which we made a surplus and ex- | will allow me to make a full 


ing than what he showed on 


ntleman 


Statement, inasmuch as he has 
ported, had no influence on the prices of such products. I will made an imputation. I did not mention either flour or whe 
read a short extract from it: when I told the relative prices paid in the nine foreign port 

There are articles upon which a tariff duty is imposed which this and in the port of Boston by the Massa husetts training ship 
country exports and would not impert under any system of duties Ranger. I did, however, read the following statement, and 
because we have a surplus for sale. Under this head comes practically 


: a this is the only thing that would justify the gentleman in his 
all the food preducts, both vegetable and animal, and a remeval of the : i” ; . . — = , 
duties on food preducts would obviously have little or no effect on the | @Sseruion: 
prices, because we export such articles and can sell them in the world’s The 


immigrant finds on coming to America that if he can i 

market at a profit. quantity (and in cases when he need not) his flour, fuel, potato 

He. however, overlooked the fact, established by the hard | #!! cost less than in the land he left. 
experience of the American consumer, that when the farmer's [Applause on the Republican side. ] 3 
raw products gets into the hands of the trusts and becomes their Mr. KIT¢ HIN. All of which, Mr. Chairman, sustains 1 
finished product, then the trusts, such as the Meat Trust, charge argument. But the gentleman did in his speech, if not in | 
our own people the world’s price with the high tariff added, chart, discuss wheat and attempted to show that it was as high 
while they sell their surplus abroad at the lower price of the | or higher elsewhere than here ; 
world’s market. Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow 

Senator Lopce may not be good authority in the opinion of |"@@——_ . ma ; 
some of the Republicans here. I understand why you insurgent | Mr. KITCHIN. I will get Mr. Unbderwoon to give the gentle 
Republicans will not believe anything that a standpat Senator | ™#n all the time he desires. ee 
like Mr. Lopce says, but I have insurgent authority. Where is| Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. No, sir; that is not fair 


that renowned New England insurgent, an insurgent always, the Those are the words of Samuel Gompers that IL was reading to 
Hon. Augustus Peanovy GarpNeR? Where is he? [Laughter.] | YoU. [Laughter on the Republican side] _ ; 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I am here. [Laughter.]| Mr. KITCHIN. Well, I want to say this, as I said then 
Mr. KITCHIN. As I said, I do not blame you insurgents for | YOu indorse what Samuel Gompers says, it is the first time y« 
not believing anything that a standpat Republican says. [| or any other Republican ever indorsed anything that a la 
do not believe much they say myself. But you must believe | leader said. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 
what your colleague and insurgent friend says. Now, gentle- Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Do you want to contra 
men, the older Members will recollect that beautiful chart that | dict him? Are you contradicting him as usual? North Caro 
was exhibited here before us on the 24th of February of last | lina, unlike Massachusetts, is not a labor State. 
year by my friend, the honorable insurgent from Massachusetts Mr. KITCHIN. I am going to give you all the time to es 
{Mr. Garpner}, and his eloquent speech, in which he attempted | Plode in after I get through. [Laughter.] 
to prove and to be used as a Republican campaign document, Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Do not attack me by say 
and, I believe, was used in the campaign book, that the prices | ing that I print in the Recorp words which I do not utter on the 
of foodstuffs, of the farmer’s products—wheat, corn, meat, and | floor of the House, unless I have the express permission of thy 
80 forth—were lower here than in any other nation under the | House to do so, and do not say that I suppress anything which 
sun. It was a confession on his part, by chart and speech, that | I utter. 
the Republicans had been hoodwinking the farmers all these Mr. KITCHIN. “I say, and every Republican and every Dem 
yeara, | ocrat in the House at that time knows it, that the whole burden 
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| 
of the gentleman’s argument here before the House was that | 
the prices of food products in this country were lower than they | 
were in any other country in the world, and every man knows 
that was the gentleman’s argument, and I do not care what he 
put in the Recorp, 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I abso- | 
lutely admit that that statement of the gentleman is correct, 
and that food prices are lower here; but what I object to is the 
statement of the gentleman that I suppressed words which I 
had uttered on the floor of this House. I have never done so | 
since I have been in Congress. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman might omit them by mistake; 
but the gentleman admits now that I am right, that the farm- 
er’s products must go out into the world and meet the competi- 
tion of the world, and that the prices of farm products are as 
low or lower here than anywhere else on the face of the earth. 
I have been trying to prove here for the last hour what the 
gentleman now admits. This being true, the tariff does not 
affect the price of the wheat, barley, corn, rye, cattle, and other 
live stock of the American farmer, and a removal of the tariff 
from them can not, therefore, diminish the price and injure the 
farmer. 

I shall now proceed to unmask with its own hand the Repub- 
lican Party, and out of its own mouth expose in its nakedness 
its false pretense and deception, to which the American farmer 
has been a patient victim for the last third of a century. 

On February 9, 1910, the Senate, under resolution, appointed 
a select committee to investigate the prices of commodities 
and the cause of any increase in same. The Republican mem- 


' 


bers were Senators Loper, of Massachusetts; GaLiincrer, of 
New Hampshire; McCumper, of North Dakota; Smoor, of 


Utah; and Crawrorp, of South Dakota. The Democratic mem- 
bers were Senators Ciarke, of Arkansas; JoHNsToN, of Ala- 
bama; and Smiru, of South Carolina. After months of investi- 
gation report was made to the Senate, the Republican members 
filing the majority and the Democratic members a minority 
report. I hold in my hands both reports. I call the attention 
of the House—and I wish every farmer in the country could 
hear it—that this unanimous report of the Republican Sen- 
ators, after a full and thorough investigation, expressly declares 
that the tariff on wheat, corn, rye, barley, oats, cattle, and live 
stock, and the agricultural products has nothing to do with 
their prices. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It further | 
declares that the prices of these products of the farm are fixed 
in the markets of the world, and it contends and produces figures 
to show that these products are higher in London and Liver- 
pool and the world’s markets than they are here in high- 
protection United States. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

But let me read from this remarkable report: 

The tariff seems to have been no material factor in causing the ad- 
vance in prices during the last decade. The test advances have 
been made in commodities upon which the tariff has little or no effect, 
and the absolute removal of the tariff on many of these commodities 
could not afford any relief at the present time, for the reason that the 
a of these commodities, with a few exceptions, were as high or 

igher in other countries than in the United States. 

It then mentions, as the articles which the tariff does not and 
ean not affect, “the principal farm grains—barley, corn, oats, 
rye, and wheat—cattle, and live stock.” 

I have not time to quote more, but it devotes page after 
page in proof that the tariff does not and can not have any in- | 
fluence one way or the other on their prices; that the prices 
for them, both at home and abroad, are fixed in the markets 
of the world; that these prices are as high, and in many markets 
higher, than in the United States. In other words, it confesses 
that this tariff is a fraud and false pretense practiced on the 
farmer. As I said, the Democratic Senators on that committee 
filed a minority report. While there was much difference of 
opinion as to the effect of the tariff on other subjects, both re- 
ports, majority and minority, agreed on the fact that the tariff 
on these products of the farm had absolutely nothing to do with 
their prices; that such a tariff was purely bogus. I commend 
this report by Republican Senators to the reading of every 
Republican. 

Mr. Chairman, this is not all. I shall now produce an au- 
thority which should forever estop the Republican Party from | 
again palming off on the people, and especially the farmer, its | 
old, false, and fraudulent argument that the tariff. on the 
farmer's product affects and increases its price. I have here | 
the campaign book for 1910 of the Republican Party, entitled | 
“ Republican Textbook.” I am going to quote from it in order 
to nail forever the bald admission by the Republican Party of | 
its willful and persistent deception of the American farmer. | 
Turn to page 144, and we read: 


The present advance in prices fs, as has been stated, primarily 
advance in farm products and food of domestic production. * * 


The tariff seems to have been no material factor in causing advance 
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in prices during the past decade. * * * The advance in prices d 


ing the last 10 years appears to have no relation with tariff legislation: 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

But more. From pages 146 and 147, we read: 

That the tariff is not the cause of the present advance { 
clusively shown by the fact that the greatest advance has been ma 
in commodities which are usually produced in such quantities to furn 
a large surplus to other countries. 

Of such products it mentions “ barley, corn, oats, rye, wheat 
and live stock, “ consisting of cattle, hogs, sheep,’ and so fort] 
It continues: 

jut the fact that exports of products of the farm continue in s 
large quantities indicates that the price movement is due, not to t 
tariff, but to a world-wide movement upward in the prices of tl 
commodities. 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

But to emphasize its past deception and its present confessi: 
it concludes: 

The course of prices indicates plainly that the world is demand 
our food supplies and that the prices have advanced here, not by 
son of the tariff, but with the general upward movement. 

[Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

My friends, the Democratic Party has for 25 years, in this 
Capitol, on the stump, through the press, denounced this farm- 
ers’ product tariff as a fraud and a sham, put on and kept « 
by the Republicans for the purpose of fooling the farmers int 


| voting the Republican ticket; and now when the Republica 


Party, through its President, through its senatorial report, and 
through its textbook, is ready to confess its guilt and admit 
that we have been right all the time, to my surprise and regret, 
we have a few Democrats here and at the other end of the Capi 

tol who object to the Republicans making such admission and 
are trying to prevent them from doing it. [Laughter and 1; 

plause on the Democratic side.] And yet, in the face of that 
senatorial report, in the face of that Republican textbook, there 
are. Republicans, insurgents and standpatters, who will have the 
audacity to stand here before us and on the stump before the 
people, and still insist that the farmer’s prosperity depends upon 
a tariff on his wheat, corn, rye, barley, cattle, live stock, and 
other products. Stand where you may, that report, that text- 
book, will stare you in the face and condemn you of false pre- 
tense and deception. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It i 

not honest, it is not right, for Republicans here or elsewhere 


| to persist in the attempt to further humbug the American 


farmer. 

Mr. Chairman, there is no reason why any American farmer 
should become alarmed over the enactment of this Canadian 
reciprocity agreement. To him it will prove a benefit. I call 
attention to one sweeping fact that ought to convince every 
intelligent man that the American farmer has nothing to lose 


| but all to gain by this reciprocity. Canada buys from us an- 


nually five times more of agricultural products than we buy 
from her. In the last five years we have yearly, on the average, 
exported to Canada more than $20,000,000 worth of farm prod 
ucts, while she has exported to us less than, on the average, 
$4,000,000. In other words, Canada needs our farm products 
five times as much as we need hers. For the five years 1906 to 
1910, inclusive, we exported to Canada $4,442,307 worth of 
wheat, while she exported to us only $776,239 worth; she bought 
from us over five times as much as we bought from her. Of 


| corn, we exported in the five years to Canada $21,704,317 worth 


and imported less than $10,000; that is, she purchased of us 
more than 2,000 times more than she sold us. I have been un- 
able to get the figures as to the barley trade between the two 
I have it only for 1910. For 
that year we sold to Canada $99,810 worth of barley and pur: 
chased only $1,221. Of cattle, we sold to her $1,578,179 worth 


| and purchased $958,138; that is, we sold her over $600,000 more 


of cattle than she sold us. Of horses, we sold Canada $14,172,075 
worth, while we purchased only $2,648,301, a balance in our 
favor of over $11,000,000. For apples, berries, and other fruits, 
vegetables, tobacco, cotton, peanuts, and other agricultural prod- 
ucts Canada is our customer, notwithstanding the fact that she 
levies a tariff duty upon their importation. Reciprocity re- 
moves the tariff against our agricultural products and gives 
Why is Canada in favor of 
reciprocity with us? It is not to open a market for her sur- 
plus wheat or any of her surplus farm products. She has the 
same market for her surplus wheat and other surplus farm 
products as we have for ours; the same means ss we have to 
get her products to the markets of the world. She ships her 


| surplus to Liverpool and London. We ship our surplus to Liver- 
| pool and London, and both the exporters of the United States 


and of Canada get the same price in the same markets for the 
same products. 
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But Canada wants our market here for her other products, 


and these products the American public wishes to buy. She 
produces lumber, shingles, laths. The American farmer does 


The American farmer 
The 


not. She produces wood pulp and paper. 
does not. She preduces coal, copper, asbestos, nickel ore. 
American farmer does not. Canada’s great exports to us con- 
of lumber, shingles, laths, lumber and timber product 
wood pulp, paper, copper, nickel ore, and other mineral products, 
fish, and chemicals, none of which our farmer produces, and 
many of which he must have. What Canada wants is a removal 
or lowering of our tariff walls against these products which 
her people wish to sell us, and the removal and lowering of 
her tariff walls against our products which her people wish 
to buy and which we wish to sell. She wants reciprocity and 
we want reciprocity, so that she can sell us these products, and 
with her increased sales from them buy from us more of our 
horses, cattle, grain, vegetables, fruits, cotton, tobacco, peanuts, 
and other agricultural and manufactured products, which she 
needs. 

This measure gives the farmer of Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, 
Kansas, the Dakotas, Nebraska, and other Western and border 
States cheaper lumber, cheaper shingles. It gives him cheaper 
wire for fencing. It gives him cheaper salt, cheaper wagons, 
and many other articles he must have. It is inconceivable to 
me how amy Member on this floor, especially from the West, 
who claims to be the friend of the farmer, can fail to vote for 
this measure that provides some relief at least from the trusts 
whe are yearly phundering the farmers. But in order to stand 
by the Lumber Trust and lumber kings, the Paper Trust, the 
Steel Trust, the Salt Trust, and all the trusts and special inter- 
ests, on whose products the tariff is either removed or lowered 
by this bill, the Republicans, insurgents and standpatters alike, 
under the leadership of Mr. CAwNon and Mr. Dauzext., are fizht- 
ing this measure under the flimsy pretext and excuse that r 
procity will hurt the farmer. 
side.] 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Certainly. 

Mr. LENROOT. There are many on this side who are willing 
to vote to amend this treaty by placing every trust-made arti 
upon the free list. Are you? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I am im favor of placing these trust-made 
articles on the free list, and I am going to vote for it, and if you 
are honest and sincere about it we Demoerats are going to give 
you, within the next few days, an opportunity to vote for such 
a bill, without amending and thereby jeopardizing this or any 
other good measure. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will 
yield, I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Wis 
consin [Mr. Lewroor] to the fact that, although we are unnble 
to change a pact made by the two Governments, the Democratic 
Party have reported this bill to the House with a third section 
added, which invites the President of the United States to put 
every article on the free list between this country and Canada. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. KITCHEN. Ab, our Republican friends are anxious about 
the free list, and those most anxious to get it now are 
who heretefore have been most vigorously oppesed to a free 
list. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I observe, too, that 
these who now seem most earnest for a free list for the farmer 
are the strongest opponents of this bill, and are trying the 
hardest to put something onto it which they hope will defeat 
both reciprocity and the free list, in the House or in the Sen 
Let us see abont the free list. I hold here the free-list 
which we have introduced. What do you want on the free list 
for the farmer? Do you want farm implements? All richt 
here they are, every kind and description. Do you want salt? 
Here it is. Do you want lumber, rough and dressed, shingles, 
laths, posts? Here they are. Do you want boots and shoes? 
Here they are. Do you want wagons and carts? Here they 
are. Do you want cotton bagging and ties and grain sacks? 
Here they are. What do you want on the free list that we are 
not going to give you an opportunity to vote for? 

My friends, we will hear much during this debate about 
amending this reciprocity bill by placing on the free list seme- 
thing for the farmer and the laboring man, and many amend- 
Inents will be offered by those opposed to the bill, not with a 
desire to better it, but to defeat it. The opponents will play 
the same game at this session that they did at the last when 
the reciprocity bill was pending. My good friend from Penn- 


Sist 


xr 
v 


[Applause on the Democratic 


cle 
if 


, 
those 


sylvania, Mr. Datzecn, the leader of the opposition forces then, | 


a8 well as now, made a motion to recommit the bill, with in- 
struetions to add a long string of articles to the free list, 
including meat products, flour and other food products, farming 
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impl ts, and so forth. I said to the House then that tl 
Ie ts i that 1 ei luct 

l other food products sl d ced on the free list, be 
‘ause tl been bills rod R Ss ] ling 
before the I] uublican Ways nad Me ( I t for six 
months, putting flour, meat, d food inets on the 
free list, and that neither Mr. Da ! Repub- 
lican on that committee had voted to brings { wh bill. 
[Applause on the Democratic sid 

I remind Republicans, and especially the ¢ an from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Datuzetr, that we have pu free-list 
bill every single article that was contained in on to re 
commit. [Applause.] And I say to the gentle » are 
going to expose him when he votes against that free bill as 
the most consummate 

Several Memrers. State it. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Lover of the farmer in the United St 3 


[| Laughter. ] 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania is going to love the farmer 
so good that he is going to vote against everything that 
have on the free list for the farmer. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Will the gentleman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
yield to the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Why, yes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. If you have a bill containing the 
same items that are contained in the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to recommit, why did you vote against that 
motion ? 


we 


vield? 
North Carolina 


Mr. KITCHIN. Because the motion was not made in sin- 
cerity. The gentleman from Pennsylvania knew and the gen- 
tleman frem Minnesota knew that it was made to defeat 
reciprocity; knew it never could become a law with that in it. 
Both knew that reciprocity and the gentleman’s free-list items 


would be defeated. Now, if you are in favor 
tariff on those articles, we are going to give 
st your sincerity. fApplause.] 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Let me finish this question. You 
say that it was put on there imsincerely for the purpose of de- 
feating the treaty? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; and the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 
l‘oRrPDNEY] was candid enough in his speech to say that it was 
done for that very purpose. I do not know whether a Repub- 
liean will tell the truth about such matters; the gentleman 
knows better than I do. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Did the gentleman ever know of 

tentative reciprocity treaty being changed by an amendment 
put on it? 

Mr. KITCHIN. 
that sort. 


of removing the 
an opportunity to 


Le 


Oh, there is no use 


discussing anything of 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will assert from my knowledge 
that there never was one defented. I wanted to say that I 
voted for the motion of the gentleman fri Pennsylvania sin- 
cerely, and I shall vote for it again. |Applause.] 

Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman voted for it because he 
wanted to kill it. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. No, sir. I voted for it absolutely 
and sincerely. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I am glad the gentleman is the only man 
that was fooled by the motion. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I voted for it in the interest of the 
consumers. 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Certainly. 

Mr. JAMES. I want to show to the House how badly fooled 
the gentleman from Minnesota has been and has continued to be 
by the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. D: 
ZELL] to amend the reciprocity treaty. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Datzer.] had in that » 1 to amend 
ing articles on the free list, and among thes uN fresh 
meats, which Canada had refused to accede to the United Stat 


and reciprocally place upon the free list, and the adopt of 
the Dalzell amendment would have al y k { i 
procity bill, and the gentleman from Pennsylvani: 
deny it. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
that? 


wots 
SOLU 


How 


does the gentk in ki 


Mr. JAMES. I have it from the chairman of the W l 
Means Committee [Mr. Unprrwoop], who told me f t 
President of the United States told him so 

| Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. It was rumor to that ef! a 

Mr. JAMES. No, sir; it is the word of the President of tl 
United States. oe S 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I should question whether the 


| President of the United States ever said it. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
North Carolina yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state that I asked the President 
of the United States himself why it was not put on the free list, 
when cattle were put on the free list, and the President stated 
to me that he wanted to put meat on the free list, but the Cana- 
dian commissioners refused to do so. 
cratic side.] 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I understood the President said 
this, and the public interviews showed that he was in favor of 
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Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 


[Applause on the Demo- | 
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Let 1 





Mr. KITCHIN. 
get through. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
for a question? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Let me get through this—— 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. It is on North Carolina lumber. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Oh, all right. Go ahead. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Did the gentleman have an op 


Now, please sit down. [Laughter.] 


Does the gentleman refuse to yi: 


| tunity to vote for free lumber during the enactment of | 


making absolute free trade between Canada and the United | 
States, and they objected to that, but that he did not specifically | 


deny or state that they objected to meat alone. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not talking about an interview; 


I am stating what the President of the United States said to | 
me, and I will assure the gentleman that if he will go to the | 


White House this afternoon the President will so state to him. 

Mr. HILL. It is entirely fair to supplement the statement 
of the gentleman from Alabama that in making the reciprocity 
treaty Canada yielded on fresh meats seven times as much as 
the United States did in order to get together. 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman from North Carolina yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Certainly. 

Mr. JAMES. I want to ask if the gentleman from Minne- 
sota will persist in the statement that he will again vote for 
the motion made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] ? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. For the purpose of putting those 
items on the free list I will vote every time to put them on the 
free list, no matter in what form they appear. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I would regret to see any 


| times and under all circumstances good patriots, 


Democrat, in the face of Democratic policies, in the face of | 
Democratic pledges to honestly revise the tariff downward, in | 
the very teeth of a specific demand of the Democratic platform | 


that the tariff on lumber, on wood pulp, on print paper should 
be removed, enroll himself among the opponents of this meas- 
ure. It is in line with reciprocity policies, as I have shown 
you, which have been pursued and indorsed and advocated by 
Democrats for 50 years. It goes further. It incorporates in 
it, in part, the express declaration of the Democratic platform 
in favor of free print paper and free wood pulp and free lumber. 


I can not see how any Democrat can vote against it unless that | 


Democrat wants to vote either for the Lumber Trust, the Salt 
Trust; the Farming Implement Trust, or the Wood Pulp and 
Print Paper Trust, or the Steel Trust, or the mica producer, on 
whose products the tariff is either removed or reduced in the 
interest of the American consumer. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTEH. I want to ask the gentleman if he is 
talking to that side of the House on the reciprocity measure or 
the measure that he is talking of introducing? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Oh, if the gentleman has not intelligence 
enough to know what an intelligent gentleman is talking about, 
I can not take up time explaining to the gentleman. [Laugh- 
ter.] I will have to refuse to yield further to the gentleman. 
I am going to quit you and let you take a second thought. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Well, I want to ask another question. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Well, then, quick. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTEH. In talking about that you ask them 
about free lumber. I want to say this does not put lumber on 
the free list. 

Mr. KITCHIN. It puts rough lumber on the free list, and 
thus makes a reduction on every kind of lumber, whether rough 
or planed, of from $1 to $1.25 a thousand feet. Does not that 
help your farmers out in North Dakota? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am from Washington. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Oh, you are from Washington! 
why the gentleman is against it. Washington! [Laughter.] 
The home of timber kings and lumber trusts! There are four 
men in the State of Washington who, with their companies, own 
more standing timber than there is pine timber in the whole 
18 Southern States! Lumber trusts, lumber kings, from Wash- 
ington; certainly; certainly! [Prolonged applause and laugh- 
ter.] 

Why, no wonder that a shrewd, smart Republican can fool e 
busy farmer when that gentleman over there came very nearly 
fooling me. [Laughter.] Why, he looked so sincere and so 
candid and so meek when he was talking about the tariff on the 
farmer’s wheat that I really thought he was even fooled into the 
belief that a tariff helped the farmer, and now I see back bebind 
him old man Weyerhaeuser, who and whose companies own 
more lumber than all of the standing timber in all of the South- 
ern States. [Applause and laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota rose. 


Oh, I see 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Payne-Aldrich bill? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; and I voted for it. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. So did I. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Two good patriots! [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. How about the balance of | 
North Carolina delegation? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Well, boys, I am almost ashamed to sg; 
[Prolonged laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. How about the 38 Members | 
on the Democratic side? How did they vote on free lumber? 

Mr. KITCHIN. They voted mighty, mighty bad. [Laught: 
All right; now the gentleman is asking me a question, and 
me ask some. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
lumber? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; with the aid of an almost solid vote 
that side. I never have said that all Democrats were at 
[Laught: 

I have often said there are a few Democrats as bad someti: 
as most Republicans are all the time. [Laughter.] Now, 
ask me why a little minority of 38 Democrats (there were 01 
32, as I recall) voted against free lumber. Let me ask y 
why did over 75 per cent of you Republicans over there \ 
against free lumber? More than 75 per cent of the Democra': 
voted squarely with the platform for the removal of the dui 
on lumber, and 75 per cent, yes, 85 per cent, of you Republic 
voted with the Lumber Trust, the timber kings, to keep it 
{applause on the Democratic side]; and yet you ask me how 
little minority on our side voted. 

Mr. Chairman, the proof that the tariff on agricultural pr 
ucts, which is removed by this bill, is a sham, is so clear : 
overwhelming that it will sweep the intelligent mind to con 
tion in spite of itself. We underrate the good sense and inte 
gence of the American farmer if we delude ourselves into t 
belief that we can vote against this bill in the interest of 
timber kings, the Paper Trust, Steel Trust, and other trusts, and 
then plead to him the excuse that we did so because it remoy: 
as to Canada, the tariff on his products. He knows that s: 

a tariff is a fake, He knows that it does not and can not afl 
the price of his products. He knows that each year his pr 
ucts go out into the markets of the world in competition w 
the world, and the price at home and abroad is fixed by | 
world’s market. He knows that what he needs is not the ret 
tion of a fake tariff on what he sells, but a removal or re 
tion of the real tariff on what he buys. He knows, or will fi 
out, that this bill, among other things, puts salt, rough lumber, 
barbed wire and other wire for fencing on the free list; that 
reduces the tariff on cutlery from over 70 per cent to 274 per 
cent; on scissors and shears and knives and forks from oy 
50 per cent to 274 per cent; on clocks and watches from over 4) 
per cent to 274 per cent. He knows, or will find out, that 
reduces the tariff on farm wagons from 85 per cent to 22 | 
cent; on feed cutters, crushers, field rollers and manure sprea! 
ers from 45 per cent to 20 per cent; that it reduces the tariff on 
shingles, laths, and many other articles which he must buy. 

He knows, or will find out, that because of this removal or 
reduction of the tariff on these articles the Lumber Trust 
and timber syndicates of the West, the Salt Trust, the St 
Trust, the Farming Implement Trust, the Watch Trust, avi 
all the other trusts whose articles are reduced are “ raisi! 
heaven and earth” to defeat this bill. He knows that thos 
on this floor who have heretofore been supposed to be the mos 
friendly to the trusts and the special interests are the mo-' 
vigorous opponents of this measure. When you vote agui! 
this bill and go back to your district, the farmer, whom y: 
hope to delude, will be the first to ask, Why did you vote 
the interest of the Salt Trust against removal] of the tax on s:'' 
He will ask you, Why did you vote in the interest of the Li 
ber Trust and timber syndicates against putting rough 10) 
ber on the free list and against reducing the tax on shine! 
and laths? What are you going to tell him? He is going | 
ask you, Why did you vote with the Steel Trust and ot!) 
Representatives on this floor against putting barbed wire :)\'! 
other wire for fencing on the free list and against a reductio 
of the tax on cutlery, scissors and shears, and knives and forks’ 
What answer will you, what answer can you, give? He will 


And did they not defeat f 
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the reduction of the tariff tax on watches and clecks. He is 
certainly going to ask you why you voted in ‘the interest of the 
Farming Implement Trust against a reduction of the tax on 
wagons, feed cutters, crain crushers, field rollers, and manure 
spreaders? What will be your answer? Are you going to have 
the cheek to put up the old, stale, fake plea of a “ tariff on the | 
farmer’s preducts”? Are you going to discredit his intelli- 
gence by trying to fool him again about a tariff on wheat, corn, | 
rye, cattle, and so forth? Why, gentlemen, he will laugh in your | 
face. The trusts and special interests must furnish you a better | 
} 


want to know why you voted with the Watch Trust codian' 


plea. 

There is another gentleman in your district who is interested 
in this bill and who is going to ask you some questions. The 
laboring man knows that this bill puts fish on the free list; | 
that it reduces the tax on flour from—at the present prices— | 
$1.15 per barrel to 50 cents per barrel; that it reduces the tax | 
on bacon and hams from 4 cents to 14 cents per pound, on | 
shonlders, sides, salted pork, and beef and dried and smoked | 
meats from 25 per cent to 1} cents per pound; that it removes 
the tax on butter and cheese. He knows, or will find out, that | 
the big flour mills, the Meat Trust, and the Elgin Butter | 
Trust are bitterly fighting this bill. He is going to ask you | 
why you voted in the interest of the big flour mills against a | 
reduction of the tax on flour. Why did you vote against giving 
the laboring man and his family untaxed fish, untaxed butter, | 
and cheese? He is certainly going to make you tell him why, | 
in opposing the reduction of the outrageous tax on meat and 
beef in these hungry days of the high cost of living, you saw | 
fit to vote in favor of the Meat Trust, the huge Armour-Swift- 
Morris combine, and against the laboring man and his wife 
and children. What are you going to say to him? You can 
net put up to him the bogus excuse of the “ farmers’ tariff.” 
The Meat Trust will have to hunt for you a better plea to sat- 
isfy him. 

Still another gentleman in your district will have some ques- 
tions to put to you. The editor of the country weekly paper, 
as well as the city daily, knows that this bill puts on the free | 
list print paper; that it loosens the grip which the Interna- 
tional Paper Co., known as the Paper Trust, has on the throats | 
of the tens of thousands of newspaper owners throughout the | 
country. He is going to ask you why you voted in the interest 
of the Paper Trust against removing the tax on print paper. | 
And if you are a Democrat, he is going to read to you the | 
Democratic platform, which demanded the “immediate repeal | 
of the tariff on print paper.” 

My friends, the humor of some of the opponents of this bill, 
both on this side of the Chamber as well as on that, is most de- | 
lightful. They say that they oppose it because it is in the in- 
terest of the trusts and the protected manufacturers. It seems 
never to have occurred to them that if this bill is in the interest 
of the trusts and manufacturers that the ex-Speaker [Mr. Can- | 
non], the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Danzer], the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpnry], instead of leading the 
opposition, would be ‘the strongest advocates of this measure in 
this body. And they say that Canada does not ship to us any 
wire fencing or cutlery or wagons or meat products or other 
manufactured articles. But why? Because our tariff wall is} 
too high. "bis bill proposes to lower it. The manufacturers 
and trusts are fighting it. The Armour-Swift-Morris combine 
know that with the Canadian tariff on our hogs, cattle, and | 
other live stock removed, and our tariff on beef and meat prod- | 
ucts removed or reduced, that English and Canadian capital will | 

| 
| 





establish in ‘Canada larger meat-packing plants, and these will 
compete in the American market with the Meat Trust in pur- 
chasing the farmer’s cattle, hogs, and other live stock, and will 
compete also with the trust in selling to the American consumer 
meant products, and ‘thus the live-stock grower will have another | 
competing buyer and the American consumer will have another 
competing seller of meat products. So it will be with wire fenc- 
ing, cutlery, farm wagons, and other articles whose tariff is 
reduced ‘by this bill. ‘The trusts in the United States fear, with 
a re@uced ‘tariff on their products, the establishment by Cana- 
dian and English capital and, perhaps American capital, of com- 
peting plants across the Hine in Canada. 

Mr. Chairman, we know that the positive, organized oppoai- 
tion aguinst reciprocity is not the American farmer, but the 
one protected monopolist. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Every Democrat and every Republican on this floor knows 
that the twe great organizing forces behind the opposition are 
the International Paper Oo., known as the Paper Trust, that | 
controls 80 per cent of all the paper used throughout the length 
and breadth of this country from the big metropolitan daily to 
the smallest country weekly, and the Lumber Trust and timber 
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kings of the West, who own and control over 80 per cent of the 
standing timber of the United States. They have organized the 
protected forces against it, and, pretending great anxiety for the 
agricultural interests, have had the shrewdness to play upon 
the fears and to alarm some of the farmers against it. 

My friend from Washington [Mr. La Fotnerre] came near 
fooling this whole House in the belief that he was anxious about 
the farmer, and then we happened to find out about those old 
lumber kings out there in Washington. 

Mr, LA FOLLETTE rose. 


The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from North Carolina 





| yield to the gentleman from Washington? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Certainly. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I would like to ask you what I said 
or what led you to believe that I was speaking in favor of the 
lumbermen? 

Mr. KITCHIN. 


Oh, the lumbermen, who have a real keen 
and shrewd advocate on this floor, will not let r 
He must talk wheat and vote lumber. 
Mr, LA FOLLETTE. Do you decline to answer my question? 
Mr. KITCHIN. You would be the foolish represen 
tive of the Lumber Trust in the world if you would stand here 
on the floor and say, “I represent the Lumber 
West.” Oh, no. In order for the trust to get some votes again 
[Applause on 


him talk lun 


[Laughter and applause. ] 


lnost 





ATUST 


the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will promise you this, that I will vote 
for free lumber if you will vote for free sugar on any bill that 
you put in. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I will vote for both when time comes, 
and you will vote for neither. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

Mr. 


th 
Liic 


Chairman, let remind f this r] 


me opponents of bill, who 
have deceived themselves into the belief that a suflicient excuse 
to their rural constituents is the assertion that it in the 
inter of the American protected manufacturers, that the 


American Protective Tariff League, the lobbying organization 
of the manufacturers and trusts, dees not take the same view. 
There are no smarter fellows than the members of this league. 
They know what they want. They know whether this bill will 
help or hurt the protected interests. They are waging a most 
gn against it. 
jana paper, the Daily Sun: 


i 
Let me read from an Ind 





We have reeeived a package of postal cards from the American 
Protective Tariff League. accompanied by the request that they |! 
handed to voters who will fill out the blanks and mail them to M 

| bers of Congress. On the back of the card is a request that p “co 
operate and help defeat the Canadian reciprocity bill 


I have here one of the postal cards referred to in this paper, 


sent out by the league to a voter and by the voter to his Rep- 


resentative. The league is playing the same old game of fool- 
ing the farmer. It recognizes the fact, as Republicans here do, 
that unless the American farmers can be kept deluded as to 
protection on his products the manufacturers and trusts can not 
hope to get his vote for protection to them 

Let me read two of the several “ whereases ” on the address 


side of the card: 





Wh , In our judgment, the Canadian reciy ncreer t n 
gross violation of the policy of protection, in tl it unfair); 
the interests of American agricultur 
How anxious and how alarmed are these organized plu 
derers of the farmer over the “ sacrificing f the ir ts of 
American agriculture” by this bill! 
But the next “ whereas ” exposes the grounds for sucl 
and alarm: 
Whereas the manufacturer can not hope to r l prot ion f ! 
| industry when protection shall have been denied to t! 
We must fool the farmer; we must make hin believe that 
scheme of tariff robbery embraces his interest 
He must save for us the right to plunder, by tl 
American farmer and the American people. 
Now let me read the “ resolve” of the leacr 
Resolved, That the American Prot . : 
opposed to the adoption of the Canadian tariff 
that all friends of protection bring to bear every } 
the Congress of the United Siaies against t 
ment. 
In the face of that resolution of t! 
Tariff League, what Democrat or Rep: ! 
dacity, here or at home, to offer : n ¢ Ine 
| this ‘bill that it was in the interest j 
facturers? Gentlemen, if I had mad 
subject, after seeing that resolution : he bitter op 
position of the American DProtective rifi ‘ ill, I 
would have felt it, not only it it, but my 


duty as an honest, patriotic citizen, t » f this reciprocity 
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bill and against the demands of the American Protective Tariff 
League. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer apologies for consuming so 
much time. If, however, my good-Republican friends had not 
interrupted me so often, I would have finished long ago. Be- 
fore concluding, I wish to express regret that it became neces- 
sary in this debate—a necessity anticipated because of the 
character of the discussion at the last session and the minority 
report of the Republicans—in advocating reciprocity with Can- 
ada by which freer intercourse between the,two peoples should 
be established, to descend to the low level of bushels, and 
pounds, and yards and feet, and dollars and cents. 

But in the minority report and in the speeches last session of 
the opposition they gave notice of the ground upon which they 
would give battle, and that impelled me to meet and refute their 
sordid arguments. I wish in this debate we could raise the 
question to a broader and higher and more patriotic plane. 
There is no more reason why a tariff wall should be maintained 
between this country and Canada, stretching 3,000 miles, than 
there should be between the State of Pennsylvania and the 
State of New York. The people of Canada are our people. We 
are of the same blood. Wehavethesameancestry. Hundreds of 


homes there. They have our institutions. 
tions; they have our inspirations. They have the same thrift and 
industry. We allow them to cross any part of the 3,000 miles of 
the imaginary dividing line with their wives and children and 
friends ; foreigner or native, they come or go anywhere in America ; 


They have our aspira- 


but just as soon as one of them takes a chicken, a horse, a bushel | 


of wheat, any property the product of the mine, the farm, or the 


factory, the law steps in and penalizes him—taxes his people and | 


our people. This is a cruel injustice and wrong to both people, 
which this bill partly remedies. 


alliances, but with the stronger ties of mutual intercourse and 
commerce, we form a bond of such strength that human power 
can not break it asunder. I want the comradeship and love 
and peace of Canada for our people. They want and need ours. 
When we have joined these two together in bonds of commercial 
interest and intercourse—and I hope this will lead to absolute 
free trade between the two countries—then in the future, when 
our peace, our happiness, our safety, our commerce are threat- 
ened, as in the days of the Revolution there came up from 
South Carolina the cry, “The cause of Boston is the cause of 
all,” so there will come up from every Canad‘an throat, from 


Columbia to Quebec, “The cause of the United States is the | 


cause of all.” She will realize that what affects our peace will 
affect her peace; what will affect our commerce will affect her 
commerce; what will affect our safety will affect her safety. 
Every instinct of self-preservation, every sentiment of peace, of 
prosperity, and of happiness will impel her sympathies and her 
good offices to our side. 

Mr. Chairman, as I said in the beginning, this is only a step 
in the right direction, but still a step. I trust that when the 
vote is taken every Democrat on this side, for the good of 
his party and his country, will fall into ranks, and that we 
will take that step all together in one solid phalanx. [Pro- 
longed applause. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania !Mr. DALzeLL] consume some of his time? 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, how much time has been con- 
sumed by that side? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
Maine [Mr. H1nps]. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
for one hour. 

Mr. HINDS. Mr. Chairman, before I begin the few remarks 
I shall have to make, I ask permission that I may revise and 
extend my remarks in the Recorp. A portion of what I have to 
present will be somewhat technical in argument, containing 
some statistics, with which I would not weary the House. 
Therefore I ask that I may extend my remarks in the Recorp 
at their conclusion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. JAMES. I shall not object to that, Mr. Chairman. I 
think that permission ought to be granted to all Members of 
the House; but some gentleman here this morning interposed 
an objection. I am not going to object to the right being ex- 
tended to the gentleman from Maine, but I think it ought to be 
extended to every one who wants it, on beth sides of the 
Chamber. 


Three hours, exactly. 

I yield one hour to the gentleman from 
[ Applause. ] 
The gentleman from Maine is recognized 


When we bind together that | 
country with this, not with the cords of entangling treaties and | 
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Mr. HINDS. 
that privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. HINDS. Mr. Chairman, I can not remove from my mi 
the firm conviction that the policy proposed in this bill is of 
importance out of all proportion to the scantiness of the inves 
gation which has preceded it. The farmers of this Nation 
more than a third of its people, and whatsoever affects 1 
basis of their industries affects all. I know how hard it is 
bring the realization of this fact home to those who dwe!! 
great cities, especially to those who control stupendous ind 
trial and commercial interests, besides which a farm of 
acres seems an inconsiderable enterprise. Even the great 
tellect of Horace Greeley succumbed to the prevailing 
lusion, if we may credit the statement of the brilliant eulo; 
of Lincoln who said that Horace Greeley thought himse!! 
bigger man than Abraham Lincoln because he lived in a big 
town. But I am convinced that if the dwellers in cities 
look below the surface of this question they will see that it «i 
not concern the farmer alone. If in what I am to say I s 


I will cooperate with the gentleman to sec 


3 | seem to speak of him entirely, it is because his industry is 
thousands of American citizens have crossed the line and made 


the foundation of our prosperity, and in speaking of him I s;) 
of all. The dwellers in cities can not disassociate their inte: 
from that of the farmers. Diminish the purchasing power 
the American farmer and you diminish by so much the }) 
perity of every city and of every laborer, clerk, Merchant. : 
banker within its limits. 

A hundred and twenty-five years ago, when our fathers \ 
first agitating the question of a tariff, the New York Chan! 
of Commerce reminded the opposing farmers that agriculi 
could not flourish without commerce. To-day the merchant 
manufacturer may well be reminded that commerce and ma: 
factures are not likely to flourish without a successful «a: 
culture. 

THE QUESTION TO BE ARGUED ON BROAD NATIONAL GROUNDS. 

The question is too great and important to be argued on : 
thing but broad national grounds. Grievously as this bill aff: 
industries of the State of Maine, I am not here to argue th:t 
affects Maine more than it affects every other State in 
North or in the South, in the East or in the West. In M: 
we see more clearly because we are nearer the conditions, ! 
if the gentlemen of the Democratic Party succeed in carr) 
this bill through this House and this Congress, its ultin 
effects on the economic and social life of this Nation must 
such that Maine will be neither the loudest nor the most ip 
solable in her lamentations. 

I do not mean to say by this that the challenges which : 
ringing out from the States bordering on Canada are to 
disregarded. When the sentries on the picket line begin 
challenge and fire it behooves the whole army to take notice 

BURDENS AND BENEFITS NOT JUSTLY APPORTIONED. 

The manner in which this bill distributes its supposed bene: 
and its undoubted hardships violates mankind’s fundame 
idea of justice and equity. Since the dawn of time, throug! 
mythologies and religions, man has expressed his inborn i: 
that to those who have the suffering and seif-denial sl. 
come the bliss of the better world, the peace of the Elys 
fields, the joy of the golden streets. That is real reciproc 
But this bill introduces into that ancient, instinctive idea 
equity, a new principle; that one class of citizens is to lh: 
the sacrifices, while another class enjoys the rewards. ‘| 
dairymen of New York and Ohio are to tread the earthly pa 
way of self-denial, and in reward the makers of barbed-\ 
fencing are to roam the Elysian fields [laughter]; the w! 
farmers of the Dakotas are to keep the long vigil of 
stricted competition, and in return the automobile maker: 
Detroit are to speed over the streets of gold; the fisherme: 
Gloucester who keep watch and watch with death on the bai 
of Newfoundland are to surrender their market, and in 
turn the Connecticut clock makers are to set up their ti 
pieces in the realms of bliss, where a thousand years are 
as a day; the potato farmer of Maine or Michigan is to I: 
the troubles of Lazarus, but the maker of harvesting maci 
is to rest his head on the bosom of Abraham. [Laughter : 
applause.}] One class sows that another may reap, and } 
call it reciprocity. 

Names count for much with us, and the names of Blaine 4 
McKinley are being used to commend this proposition. ‘Ili 
is no warrant for this. In his youth in 1864, as a Member : 
this House, Mr. Blaine voted to repeal an arrangement Ww! 
Canada far better than the one proposed now, since it £1 
free coal, which this does not. And in his later days \'. 
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Blaine in his Twenty Years of Congress referred to that 
reciprocity as “one-sided, vexatious, and unprofitable.’ Mr. 
McKinley made the very tariff duties which you are now 
trying to sweep away; and, like Mr. Blaine, never favored 
reciprocity in competing products. 


FREE TRADB IN FARM PRODUCTS REVERSES THE POLICY OF A CENTURY. 


The broad proposition which is before us is that tariff duties 
levied on our borders against commodities produced by for- 
eign people, be swept away, so far as the principal and prac- 
tically the only competitors of our farmers are affected. 
are giving the farmer free trade and are pleading in justifica 
tion that it will not hurt him and will help the consumer. If 
these two pleas are consistent and truthful, well and good. 
If either or both be fallacious, we must know it. 

One significant fact may arouse in our minds a_ suspicion 
that we are wrong in removing the protection from the farmer's 
products. Protection for the farmer is an old national policy 
coeval with the Constitution itself. In 1789 living was simple. 
There were not many food products of the farm that could be 


imported. Potatoes were raised abroad only in limited quanti- 
ties. The peasantry of France still believed them poisonous. 


The bread eaten by the American people was principally made | 


of Indian corn, wheaten bread appearing on the table only 
when the minister came. But there was one foreign article 
that could compete in our markets—cheese. And the states- 
men of 1789 put a duty of 4 cents a pound on cheese. For a 
hundred and twenty-five years, with few intervals, there has 
been a tariff on cheese, usually 4 cents a pound, in 1816 as 
high as 9 cents. Under the Democratic Wilson tariff it was 
4 cents, to-day it is 6 cents. Our fathers made it 4 cents when 
the nearest competition was 3,000 miles away, over an ocean. 
Freight ran into dollars and weeks. To-day our tariff on 
cheese is only 6 cents a pound, and one of the great cheese- 
making countries of the world is separated from our markets 
only by a few cents and a few hours. 

You propose to reverse the policy of a hundred and twenty- 
five years and give us, not lower duties, but free trade with our 
only competitor, not only in cheese, but in all the principal! 
farm products. Many of us hive hoped for a reasonable, sym- 
metrical tariff on manufactured goods founded on scientifically 
acquired information. How can that ever be if we are to pro- 
ceed against the farmer with this crude violence? 

LONG ESTABLISHED POLICY SHOULD BE REVERSED ONLY AFTER CAREFUL 
EXAMINATION, 

I am not one of those who believe that a policy should always 
continue because it has continued a century and a quarter. 
Because butter, wheat, oats, and potatoes were protected in 
1824 is not in itself a reason why they should be protected now. 
Because even the Democratic tariff makers in 1857 and again in 
1894 considered it wise to give the farmers a substantial pro- 
tection is not a compelling reason to constrain our acts here and 
now. But when wise men and partially wise men in certain 
situations have at different times reasoned out the same line of 
action, what they have done has attained great authority and 
dignity. Statesmen and jurists have used their acts as the 
mariner uses the lighthouse. They have been disregarded ouly 
after the fullest investigation and the most mature deliberation. 

To-day and here, however, we are brushing aside the experi- 
ence of our past. We are disregarding the progressive and en- 
lightened conclusions of statesmanship in Germany, France, and 
England and are doing this great thing without investigation 
worthy the name. 

One night the States-General of France voted a king off the 
throne and changed the order of society. That stands as the 
great precedent of precipitate legislative action. But the people 
of France had read, studied, and pondered for nearly 10 years 
the Red Book of Necker, wherein the greatest finance minister 
of the age had set forth the state of the nation. You are pro- 
posing to-day a great new policy that goes to the very social 
fabric of America, and where is the great committee of this 
House that has probed to the bottom of it, and where is the book 
that has spread its investigations before the American people? 


THE NECESSITY OF ACCURATE REASONING ON THIS QUESTION. 


‘To many this thing seems simple. Because Canada has New- 
World conditions which, generally speaking, are like our own, 
therefore there can be no harm in letting her agricultural prod- 


bey compete in our markets. That seems plausible, and it has 


here let us stop and examine, for here is the fork of the road. 


It was my good fortune once to hear from the gallery of the | 


English House of Commons a debate on the management of 


XLVII——19 
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| Skill and capacity. 
| answered him: 


We 
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ear of the American people to-day, because we have always | 
thought of tariffs as applying chiefly to manufactures. But right | 
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English railways. And one plausible orator, with much con- 
fidence of assertion, declared that statistics showed the loss of 


life to be far greater on American roads than on English. 
From this he deduced conclusions unfavorable to American 


I But a member from the Government bench 
I do not know the name or the rank of that 
modest, well-poised gentleman. I have no doubt he had been 
trained in one of those two great universities where the scholars 


|} of England—greater than her Wellingtons and her Nelsons— 
have for a thousand years taught the youth of England to 
rearch for and know the truth. Taking up the statements so 


detrimental to the United States, so flattering to English pride, 
he admitted that the statistics did show a greater loss of life 
on American railroads, but he pointed out that America was a 
very great country; that many thousand miles of her road had 
been extended hastily in sparsely populated regions. It was to 
be expected that there would be great loss of life on such roads. 
But in the older settled East, where fixed conditions prevailed, 
the loss of life was so little as to show that American skill 
and capacity were not to be compared unfavorably with Eng- 
lish. I do not recount this narrative to read any lesson to 
the brilliant and discriminating intellects in this Hall. I do 
it merely for the sake of the argument I am about to make, to 
arrest your attention, especially the attention of the Democratic 
majority before it pushes home this blow at the prosperity of 
the farmer and the social life of the Nation. 

GREAT DISTINCTION BETWEEN FACTORY. 

The fact that Canada has New-World conditions, that her 
labor is not crushed down as in the older countries, furnishes, 
I will admit, a fair argument that you might with safety re- 
move the duties on manufactured goods in the future when 
conditions of labor shall have equalized. The argument, then, 
may some day be sound when applied to factories. Is it sound 
when applied to farms? 

No; and for this reason, that the farm is primarily not @ 
factory, but @ home. 

Capitalists gather up money, build mills, call in laborers, and 
turn out product for the main purpose of paying dividends on 
the capital they have gathered up. 

The farmer acquires land that he may found a home. 

It is not the lack of bricks, machinery, or factory sites that 
checks the expansion of factories, but the disappearance of 
dividends. 

The expansion of farms ceases only when there is no more 
land under the western sun. 

Dividends are the fundamental conditions of manufactures. 

Areas of land for homes are the fundamental condition of 
agriculture. 

If the factory’s product falls in price below the dividend-pro- 
ducing line, the factory shuts down to wait for better times. 
The building of new factories is discouraged. 

Did any of you gentlemen ever hear of the farms shutting 
dewn as factories shut down because the bottom fell out of 
the market for their products? We heard that the farmers of 
Kansas once burned their corn when they could not sell it. 
But farming went on, because the homes could not stop. 

When cotton goods fall in the market, the cotton mills curtail 
production and save loss by running fewer weeks in the year. 

When the farmer’s products fall in the market, he must pro- 
duce not less but more, because the expense of the home must 
be met. 

Manufactures, organized by trusts and gentlemen’s agree- 
ments, easily control output and prevent overproduction. 

Farmers, by the necessities of their condition, are controlled 
in their production only by the Almighty’s dispensation of sun- 
shine and rain. 

The farm is evidently to be distinguished from the factory. 
And may we not make a blunder—a great blunder such as 
Napoleon said was worse than a crime—if in our reasoning 
here we apply to the agricultural schedule of our tariff the 
same formulas that we apply to the manufacturing schedule? 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

At this point let us guard against a confusion of thought. I 
am not trying to show that farming creates homes and manu- 
facturing does not. But in manufacturing the homes are the 
incident, not the object. A corporation with a thousand em- 


rift FARM HOME AND THE 


ployees curtails production without responsibility as to its 
effect on the families of those employees. ‘The human-life 
necessities do not impel an overproduction disastrous to the 
market. But when we turn to agriculture, the human-life neces 
| sities do that very thing. It is because of this that we must 


vary our accustomed formulas if we would not work a fearful 


havoc when we deal with the agricultural schedule. 
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INDEPENDENCE OF THE FARM HOME AND ITS RELATION TO MANUFACTURES. 

A century ago the farm home was more preeminently the unit 
of civilization than to-day. 
itself. 
eattle, and especially the sheep, while the mother and daugh- 
ters kept the house and spun and wove the clothing. The 
daughters were the spinsters, and to this day an unmarried 
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It was almost independent within | 
The father and sons tilled the fields, cared for the | 


woman, whether she dwell in humble cottage or princely castle, | 
is a spinster—living monument of the old independence of the | 


farm home. In process of time the facto:y has taken over the 
family industries, as well as most of the village trades. 
farmer and his family devote themselves to the simpler prod- 
ucts, the raw materials; and after their own food supply is 
secure, must sell enough surplus to pay for the manufactured 


The | 


goods, professional services, and so forth, which are needed to | 


satisfy their wants and tastes. It is obvious that if all in the 
a were farmers, there would be no people to buy the sur- 
plas, 
engaged in farming, to buy and consume this surplus of the 
farmer, else he will be unable to purchase manufactured ar- 
ticles. It seems most consistent with reason that these other 
people who are to purchase the farmer’s surplus should be his 
own neighbors, or, at least, of his own Nation or region, and 
especially those of his neighbors who are engaged in manu- 
facturing the very articles which he needs to buy. And it is 
evident that both farmers and artisans will be most prosperous 
and the happiest when there are enough farmers to take the 
artisan’s goods at a fair price, and enough artisans, professional 
men, and so forth, to take the farmer’s surplus at a fair price. 
EQUILIBRIUM BETWEEN AGRICULTURE AND MANUFACTURES. 


This brings us to the question of proportion, or equilibrium, | 


of manufactured and agricultural products. And it is right 
here on this point that the whole situation likely to be created 
by this reciprocity treaty develops itself. Our manufactures, 
syndicated as they are by trusts and associations, are easily 
controllable and do not tend to run into an overproduction, dis- 
astrous to profits on capital or the wages of labor. But the 
farms, being an aggregation of homes, disorganized, and each 
impelled by its own necessities, tend constantly to overproduce. 
And this overproduction becomes disastrous unless the limita- 
tion of acreage possible to be cultivated intervenes to prevent. 
Therefore the element of prime importance in this discussion is 
the relation of acreage to the capacity of the home market fur- 
nished by the nonagricultural classes. 

Of this doctrine of the equilibrium of the home market we 
have heard little among English-speaking peoples, because Eng- 
land hopelessly destroyed the equilibrium of her home market 
when, as a result of the stimulation of the Napoleonic wars, 
she got more people into manufacturing than her acres, in the 
opinion of a dominating school of her statesmen, could possibly 
feed, even under the highest development of her agriculture. 
Then she felt forced to open her markets to the agricultural 
products of the world. We, who found our market in her neces- 
sities, have not examined her situation. But England herself 
is awakening, and in 1906, after exhaustive investigations, her 
tariff commission made a significant report. There has been, 
that report says— 


a broad contrast between the licy adopted by foreign countries and 
that adopted by the United Kingdom. Generally speaking, all foreign 
and European countries —- as the basis of their economic policy the 
necessity for maintaining a flourishing agriculture. This is partly due 
to economic reasons, partly to considerations of national defense and 
security. The result, speaking generally, is that these countries, instead 
of pursuing an exclusively manufacturing or an exclusively agrarian 
policy, have vored to maintain a balance between agriculture and 
manufactures. 


“A balance between agriculture and manufactures!” Have 
any of us studied it before plunging into this great departure 
from the pathway traced by the instincts of our statesmen for 
a century and a quarter? 

RELATION OF THE EQUILIBRIUM TO NATIONAL POWER AND SOCIAL LIFF. 

“ Consideration of national defense and security!” Have any 
of us studied the relations of agriculture to that great subject? 
We have thought of battleships and forts and have registered 
our thoughts In billion-dollar marks. 

Have we forgotten that the farm home is the greatest nur- 
sery of men and women that a nation has? When Bismarck 
turned from free trade to protection and established Germany’s 
agricultural duties, he did it on the ground of the salvation of 
the Prussian State and the German Empire. [Applause on the 


It is evident, then, that there must be other people, not | 
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“yeomanry.” From Crecy to the Crimea, and on to this a 
the yeomanry of England have been her proudest boast. ) 
when the statesmen who but recently formed England’s tori 
conmnission came to examine the condition of the realm on, 
their most striking recommendations was a duty on agricn!: 
products as an important means of encouraging small farmers — 
men of the yeomanry class. 

Do you remember what the Boer War revealed to England 
That her military recruits were undersized and that t)o0); 
vitality was lowered by the conditions of crowded city 
Well may her statesmen have turned their eyes backwari 
ihose stalwart farmer boys, the yeoman archers of Eng l, 
who laid low the mailed chivalry of France, or those ciher 
country boys, stalwart in form and stern of conscience, whose 
valor at Dunbar and Worcester commended their leader t. 
mortal fame and their model of organization to English-s) ea 
ing soldiers for 250 years. And so the English statesmen— 
bethinking themselves of valor as well as of trade—recoy 
mended a tariff on agricultural products. [Applause on the 
tepublican side.] 

That is what English statesmen recommended after inv 
gation and study. What you propose to do here and now is to 
tear down American agricultural duties after neither invest iza- 
tion nor study. [Applause on the Republican side.] 


HOW THE EQUILIBRIUM OF THE FARMERS’ MARKET WAS LOS1 


Since other nations have thought it worth while to study the 
equilibrium of the farmers’ market, it may be weeth our time 
to halt for a moment the speedy onward course of this bil! 1 
reflect on it ourselves. It concerns all, the proudest city and 
the smallest town. It overrides all consideration of special 
profits or losses that we may think we see in this agreemen' 

Up to 1850 this equilibrium between agriculture and the home 
market was maintained the world over, because transport: tion 
was still costly on land and sea, and agricultural products. he 
ing bulky, were restrained by the cost of freight from flooding 
any particular market. But from 1850 onward the applica 
tion of steam to land and water transportation revolutionized 
the economic condition of the world, and soon brought to th 
front one great and all-controlling economic phenomenon—the 
opening of the broad and fertile prairies of the western United 
States. 

Farm products began to fly through space and hur! themse! 
upon far-distant places in unheard-of quantities. This 
especially so with farm products raised on new lands, under 
the stimulus of nature’s stored-up fertility. In 1878 the fas! 
freight and refrigerator car came into activity, and the dairy- 
man of the West was constructively moved up to the door of tlie 
eastern farmer, and the two went merrily to work to make one 
another poor with overcompetition. The equilibrium of tle 
market between the farmer’s surplus and the artisan’s product, 
from being constant and sure, under the eyes of all, became 
a flighty and inconstant thing, doing unexpected acts in re- 
sponse to distant voices. That a German farmer on the sands 
of Brandenburg should find the conditions in the little market 
town where his fathers had resorted for three centuries turned 
upside down by some farmers on a River Platte in a land called 
Nebraska, thousands of miles distant under the westward sun 


vas 


was a phenomenon astounding and portentous. Well may 
have driven Bismarck, imbued with the free-trade theorics of 
the universities and sharing the prejudices of the country 


squires of Germany against manufactures, from the free-trade 

to the protection camp. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

EFFECTS OF THE DISTURBANCE OF THE AMERICAN PARMERS’ MALKET, 
ESPECIALLY IN NEW ENGLAND. 

The markets of four great communities afford us an in- 
structive lesson as to the effects of this phenomenon: Tlie 
eastern United States, England, Germany, and France. F:st- 
ern United States, North and South, being in the same Nation 
with the new lands, met the flood of cheap products under 
free-trade conditions as it fell with full force in the years be- 
tween 1870 and 1890. Many men in this Hall remember tlic 
dearth it produced. The Tariff Board in its brief contribution 
to this subject refers to it. If, in illustrating it, I refer to 
New England, it is only because I am most familiar with tha‘ 
region. ’ 

In New England this destruction of his markets brought te 
farmer a great revolution and a long dearth. The measure of 
that dearth is found in the values of farms and farm buildings 


Republican side.}] Wealth and factories are great assets of a | in those six States. When agriculture has a fair chance, farm 


nation, I grant you. I hope we and our neighbors will always 
have an abundance of both; but if we look over the history 
of our race in the parent country for the long course of time 
the word that comes oftenest from the pens of historians and 
the tongues of orators is not “wealth” or “factories,” but 





values ought to inerease. The accumulations of industry ought 
to result in permanent improvements, the betterment of bui!d- 
ings, the fertilization of the land. What was the case? The 
total value of the farm realty of New England in 1890 was very 
little more than it had been in 1860, 30 years before. In those 
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80 years that splendid race of farmers practically stood still, 
and $20,000,000 measures the only increase in the value of 
their property. From 1890 to 1900 the increase was nearly 
$40,000,000, and from 1900 to 1910, when the equilibrium of 
markets was restored, the increase was over $170,000,000. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] I dwell on this feature of the 
equilibrium of markets because the percentage of this increase 
pears a striking resemblance to that between 1850 and 1860, 
when the old equilibrium existed. 

The following table, prepared by the Census Bureau, tells as 
eloquently as columns of figures can the story of the long dearth 
on New England farms and the long halt of 30 years: 


Average value of land, buildings, and other improvements per farm for 
each State from 1850 to 1910. 























New 7 Massa- 

Year. Total. | Maine. | Hamp- —— chu- — Pe 

shire. mon setts. | Siand. icut. 
WOR... ccgbeaebbesdccucsce $3,798 | $2,659 | $3,176 | $3,442 | $5,238 $5, 287 $5,166 
W90D. .cccscceccecceseccce 2,753 | 1,628 2,392 2,510 4,189 4, 206 3, 616 
WOOD. ..6c candacdactcceccce 2,579 1,590 | 2,270 2,473 3,710 3,977 3,609 
19SD.. . cceusceseessecsoes- 2,802 1,531 2, 367 3,078 3,806 4,164 3,957 
7( 3,240 1,722 | 2,719 4,120 4,393 4,019 4,871 
2,589 | 1,413} 2,285 | 2,980] 3,462) 3,616 3,607 
2,222| 1/173 | 1,181 | 2,129] 3,202] 3,170 3,240 





1 One-fifth should be deducted for depreciated currency. 
THE DEARTH NOT PECULIAR TO NEW ENGLAND. 


While the effects of the long dearth were more pronounced 
in New England, perhaps, than elsewhere, yet in the whole 
North Atlantic Division, which includes New York, New Jersey, 
and Pennsylvania, as well as New England, in 30 years, from 
1860 to 1890, the value of farms and farm buildings increased 
only two-thirds as much as it had in the single decade from 
1850 to 1860 under normal markets. This North Atlantic 
Division of the United States shows the effect of the opening 
of new lands on the old lands, as no other section of the United 
States could do at this time. Wiih the best home market in 
America in their midst, with the much-vaunted world’s market 
of Europe nearer to them than to any other farmers on this 
Continent, with the inherited appliances and improvements be- 
longing to established countries, the farmers of the North At- 
lantic States could barely hold their own for 30 years. The 
West was the new and growing region; she will figure as an 
old and settled country in the new influx. So also will the 


South, which then did not notice, amid the ravages of war, the | market that is dangled so temptingly before our farmers when 


minor ravages of competition. 

Our Tariff Board, in its meager report on this vast subject— 
meager because in the hot haste with which this House is 
moving there is no time for the scientific examination which I 
believe Mr. Emery and his associates would make so well— 
comments on one fact which it has found, but on the vast sig- 
nificance of which it has had no time to dwell. It says of the 
most flourishing Canadian Province—Ontario: 

Ontario, while reporting the highest Canadian land value, shows the 
lowest Canadian rate of increase. It is worthy of note that Ontario is 


feeling the competition of western Canada, just as some years ago the 
eastern part of the United States felt the competition of our western 


lands, 

The farmers of Ontario are already losing the equilibrium of 
their markets. All eastern Canada will soon be in the throes 
of it. And we are now proposing to tear down our ancient dikes 
and invite the flood to roll over us. [Applause on the Republi- 
can side.] 

The New England farmer saved himself by courage and in- 
telligence. The census shows that of the 12,000,000 acres of im- 
proved land in the six States in 1860, only 7,000,000 acres re 
main improved. But the officials of the Census Bureau advise 
me that a difference in methods of classification of improved 
land accounts for much of the difference. Yet, undoubtedly, 
there has been some decline. Take as an example, and not an 
extreme example, the State of Maine. “The acreage of im- 
proved land increased steadily until 1880,” says the census re- 
port, “when a marked decline began, and in 1900 the percentage 
of farm land improved was smaller than ever before reported.” 
And the Director of the Census went on to specify as one of 
the causes of this “the competition of western lands in cereal 
production.” 

After an agonizing struggle the New England farmer moved 
to a new base. He ceased to raise beef and sheep, he went out 
of wheat and the cereals, and became a dairyman, a grower of 
fruits, and a market gardener. He lessened his acreage, but 
kept in the business, for the farm is a home and is hostage of 
fate for the farmer in bad as well as good times. And to-day 
the census of 1910 shows that there are over 8,000 more farms 
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in New England than there were in 1860. On a new basis 
that splendid race of farmers are reversing the decadence of 
two generations. And just in the hour of victory the states- 
men of America, without scientific investigation, with hardly 
a hearing that deserves the name, propose to turn loose on them 
the competition of a new empire. [Applause on the Republican 
side. } 

Can not the gentlemen on the Democratic side of this House 
see how futile a plan it is to bring on the American farmer the 
destruction of equilibrium in his markets and then expect to 
recompense him by lowering the duties on a few of the things 
he buys? You bring upon him a colossal calamity and then 
propose to salve his wounds with commercial percentages. You 
destroy his business and then pretend to cheapen the tools with 
which he carries it on. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

SIMILAR EFFECTS IN THE 

England also met the deluge under free-trade 
What happened is succinctly stated by Mr. James J 
new work, Highways of Progress: 

Agriculture in England— 


ENGLISH FARMER'S MARKET. 


conditions 


. Hill in bis 


He says— 


has suffered in the last 25 years by the opening of new land in America 
and the cheapening of the world’s transportation. 
The English tariff commission gives in 1906 the same report: 


The causes of the decline in agriculture are world-wide in their « 


mer 


ation, affecting all importing countries. The striking feature in the 
case of the United Kingdom is that agriculture has been more depressed 
than in any other country and more depressed than any other branch 
of economic activity. During the last 25 years the course of all agri 
cultural prices has been the same downward direction, with the re- 


sult that agriculture has been subject to a great combination of causes, 
all tending toward its depression. 
And, most significant of all, that commission goes on to say: 


European countries generally have pursued a policy involving import 
duties on agricultural produce, whereas in the United Kingdom agri- 
culturists have been subject to the unrestricted importation of foreign 
produce on terms not dissimilar, in many cases, from those experienced 
by manufacturers who complain of dumping. 

These dry official statements give little of the tragedy of Eng- 
Forty thousand of her acres went out of cul- 
ture last year. In the county of Buckingham farms sell as low 
as $63 an acre. 

Buckingham County is about 30 miles from London and half- 
between London and Birmingham. Many railroads con- 
nect it with both those cities. London is that great world’s 
some one wants to trade shadow for substance with them. Lon- 
don is the great capital of trade and commerce. It is also a 
capital of want and misery. The rise and fall of her tide of 


| paupers is recorded in the journals as we record the prospects 


of a wheat crop. They are a host greater than the men who 
held with Meade the heights over Gettysburg. How could it 


| be otherwise when the virgin soil of New Zealand and Canada 


can put out of business farmers within 30 miles of the world’s 
market? 

Dairy and grazing farms in Surrey sell for $123 an acre. 
Surrey is near London, and London is the world’s great market 
for milk, butter, and cheese, But that market is not the Eng 
lish farmer’s market. ‘The Canadians, the New Zealanders, and 
the Danes possess it. Do you wonder that the English tariff 
commission recommends a duty on butter and cheese? 

HOW THE GERMAN FARMERS ESCAPED THE TROUBLES OF 
AND ENGLISH FARMERS. 

As we turn from England and her sad picture, we find an- 
other story in Germany and France, where statesmen and peo- 
ple united to preserve the equilibrium of the home market. [ 
will quote again from Mr. James J. Hill’s book, because Mr. 
Hill, one of the world’s great captains of industry, is an un- 
rivaled observer of ecot.omic facts. I wish that at this juncture 
his farm was bigger than his railroad, for where a man’s treas- 
ure is there is his heart also. [Laughter.] Mr, Hill says: 


How to meet German competition is to-day the study of every intelli! 
gent leader of industry and every cabinet on the Continent of Europe. 
It will be found that a large share of her world-wide success Is due to 
symmetrical national development. Agricultural industry has not been 
slighted. Behold a contrast that throws light upon the idle host of 
Engiand’s unemployed marching despondently through streets whos 
shop windows are crowded with wares of German make. Between 
1875 and 1900 in Great Britain 2,691,428 acres which were u 
der cereals and 755,255 acres which were under green crops went o 


THE AMERICAN 


t 
of cultivation. In Germany, during the same period, the cultivated 
area grew from 22,840,950 to 23,971,573 hectares, an increase of 5 per 


cent. 

The German farmer owes his proud position largely to the 
wisdom of Bismarck, a statesman of that school who investi 
gate first and then act, instead of acting first and investigating 
afterwards. [Applause.} He had been a free trader, but facts 
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converted him, and in May, 1879, he bore this testimony im the 
Reichstag: 

Is not the moment approaching when our agriculture will no longer 
be able to exist because corn is pressed down to a price at which it can 
not be remuneratively produced in Germany, taxation, the cost of 
living, and the cost of land being as the are? When that moment 
comes, then not only agriculture but the Penson State and the Ger- 
man Empire will go to ruin as well. 

And then and there the tariff duties of Germany on agricul- 
tural products were established, and the trend of her policy has 
been to raise them and not lower them. 

HAPPY POSITION OF THE FRENCH FARMER UNDER PROTECTION. 

In France we find the same lesson, yet Framce was menaced. 
“'The trouble im France, as elsewhere,’ writes Meredith, an 
English authority, “ centered in the persistent fall in the prices 
of agricultural preduce, due in part to the general appreciation 
of goid, but due principally to the cheapening of transport and 
the appearance on the home market of transoceanic cereals and 
ment. The result was the increased protection of agricultural 
products in 1885 and 1887 and the tariff of 1892.” 

Mr. Hill, who is inclined to free trade, does not in his book 
notice the protective legislation of Franee and Germany, but the 
prosperity of France’s agriculture to-day he paints in the most 
brilliant colors, 

TARIDPF ON AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS PROTECTS FROM TROUBLE. 

It seems to me proven beyond a doubt that the opening of 
large areas of new lands tends to destroy agriculture in the old 
lands, and that the wisest statesmanship of the world forfends 
this calamity by protective tariffs. 

When trouble comes to manufacturers, everyone—the states- 
man included—knows it. The great capitalists are in these 
halls; idle workmen are on the streets; outgoing steamers are 
crowded with foreign laborers returning home; other laborers 
search new employment. Willing minds study remedies, for the 
smoke no longer rises from the tall chimneys, the channels of 
trade dry up, and all know that times are hard. It is a sad 
thing when manufacturers are in trouble 

When the long dearth comes to the farmer there are no spec- 
tacular accompaniments. He finds one day that his market has 
dropped below the line of profit. He drives home sadly, search- 
ing his mind in vain for a cause that may Iie at the end of a 
railroad a thousand miles away, or 10,000 miles away across two 
oceans. As prices continue low, he goes quietly to the local 
Pharoah, and soon the farmer holds the title and pays the taxes, 
while the Pharoah holds the mortgage and gets what little in- 
come there is, although there is not much in it for even the 
Pharoah. And so the long struggle goes on. When the farmer's 
arm fails, the children take up the battle—the son or the 
daughter. When the trouble comes to the factory, the machinery 
stops and the smoke ceases to roll from the tall chimney. The 
smoke does not fail In the farmhouse chimney, for on the 
hearth burns the oldest altar fire of the race. The farm goes 
on through the long dearth, but the hardship is more or less 
great. 

It is because of the insidious fills that come with the destrue- 
tion of equilibrium in the farmer’s markets that legislative in- 
terference should be taken only after careful inquiry. Those 
bulwarks which you to-day are proposing to tear down without 
inquiry worthy of the name were last established by the labors 
of three great men—William MeKinley, President; Thomas B. 
Reed, Speaker; and Nelson Dimgiey, chairman of Ways and 
Means. In a modest capacity I had the fortune to sit in their 
councils many times during their seven years’ battle. With the 
greatest care and the utmost caution they raised the defenses of 
the farmer’s market. They were wrong, you say. If they were 
wrong, then the systematic and painstaking German statesmen 
are wrong today. If they were wrong, then the philosophic 
statesmen of France are wrong to-day. If they were wrong, 
then the tariff commission of England toiled for years to search 
out truth only to produce error. Those three men had visions 
that reached the future, but they never let their feet stray 
from the highway of fact. 

Agricultural prosperity was destroyed so long im the old- 
settled parts of this country that we are regarding as some- 
thing abnormal the recent advance. There is, however, nothing 
abnormal about it. The West is coming to a normal condition 
of settlement; our wise tariff prevents foreign dumping; the 
natural equilibrium of markets is restered. No one who ex- 
amines can doubt this. Prices—I mean those the farmer gets, 
not what the consumer pays—have been dropping for the last 
year, indicating that there are no abnormal! increases. 

WHAT WILL CANADIAN COMPETITION DO? 


We now confront the next great question: “ Will the opening 
up ef our markets to Canadian farm products disturb this 
equilibrium and throw us back into the old distress?” 


In other words, will enough Canadian farm products cy. 
over the line to disturb disastrously our markets? There j 
great chorus from the large cities that no trouble nec 
feared by the farmer, that the comsumer wil! pay abou: 
much as ever, but that “trade relations” will be improved. 
But while this chorus is going om some very shrewd gen), 
men in Wall Street are indulging im prophecy. The Canailiay 
Pacific is the greatest railroad on the North American (Con({i- 
nent. It connects all Canada and runs inte al! the great ; 
ern markets of the United States. If great quantities of « 
dian products are coming in, that read will do most of {he 
hauling. The day the trade agreement passed the House ip 
March Canadian Pacific stock touched the highest point i 
history, and it has been soaring ever since, in notable con: 
most of the time to the American railroads. Some shrew, 
evidently think that some butter, cheese, cream, milk, 
potatoes, apples, wheat, and so forth, will come over the 
‘The situation reealls the story of the newspaper reporter \ 
went to find out whether an eminent clergyman was goin to 
accept a call te another city. “There is no decision abou . 
said the daughter, who met the reporter at the door, “ fai! 
upstairs praying for guidance, but mother is downstairs ; 
ing the trunks, so I guess we are going.” 

I do not propose to dwell long on the statistics of p: 
trade in farm produce over the border. It is small and | 
nothing except that Canada sends little here. But she - 
much to England, and thereby proves that she could send 
to our nearer markets. 

In 1908 when Canada was sending us only 23.000 doz 
eggs she was sending England 1 200,000 dozen. While she | 
the last five years sent to us an average of less than 1(1))00 
pounds of butter a year she has sent to England as big!: as 
33,000,000 pounds in a year. In the same five years she | 
sent us an average of less than 150,000 pounds of cheese a year 
but her normal annual export to England was, until New 7: 
land began to shut her out, about 200,000,000 pounds. In 19/9 
she sent to us less than 20,000 barrels of apples, but in the 
same year she sent to England more than 1,000,000 barrels. 

When a Canadian farmer sends cheese to England he 1:0 
there the competition of all the world, and the competitor whom 
he has to watch the sharpest is a man from the opposite side 
of the earth—the farmer of New Zealand. If the barriers alo 1g 
our border were down, if the greatest and best home m:rk: 
on earth was thrown open to his milk, cream, and butter. a 
you suppose the Canadian farmer would toil to make cheese | 
eompete with a New Zealander in a market on the other side 
of an ocean 3,000 miles wide? 


RELATION GF GREGORY KING’S LAW TO THE INFLUX OF CANADIAN SUPIPLID 


Does anyone know how much produce will break our market? 
Has any committee of this House investigated this great prob- 
lem before plunging ahead to reverse the economic policy of a 
eentury and a quarter? We do not know on this floor, but one 
thing we can do is to examine the general nature of markets. 
More than 200 years ago Gregory Kimg discovered the law of 
prices that bears his name. That law which Prof. Thoro!d 
Rogers tells us “is not thought of in times of high and !ow 
prices as it should be” is as follows: 

In a commodity a deficit of— 


1 tenth raises the price above the common rate 3 tenths. 
2 tenths x 


t 
) 


3 - oe oe “ or “ 16 oe 
4 “ “ “ “ “ce “ “ “ 28 “ 
5 “ “ “ “ “ “ “ 45 “ 


And this law applies similarly to the effects of a surplus in 
lowering the price below the common rate. 

This law, called by a high authority “one of the most inipor- 
tant generalizations in statistics,” must not be neglected in tle 
vast problem before us to-day. 

GREGORY KING’S LAW 4S ILLUSTRATING THE POTATO SITUATION 

In connection with this law of Gregory King, the potato situa- 
tion in the United States is worth considering. While the con- 
sumer in the cities has found potato prices high the farmers 
know that potatoes have been low, around 25 cents a bes hel 
Our own farmers have overstocked our own home market, rea! 
as that is, our manufacturing industries alone @ehuasing to 
their officers and employees, who are consumers, over $3,000. 
000,000 a year in salaries and wages. Do you know how |i'‘!c 
of acreage participates in the overproduction that knoeks down 
the potato market—-to the producer, not to the consumer pecs 
sarily? Potatoes are produced all over the United States {0 20 
extent that meets a large of the local demand, }ut 
13 counties in what are called the 5 potato States, Maine, 
New York, Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, make u} tle 
deficit and produce this year the two-tenths, or five-tenths of sur- 
plus, which, under Gregory King’s law, drives down the price 
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eight-tenths or forty-five tenths. 
overstock even our magnificent home market, where $3,000,000,000 

ndustrial wages are floating about, and our potato farmer 

prospers only because he gets good years in with the bad. But | 
add to our 13 counties the acreage of the great potato Provinces 

of Nova Seotia, New Brunswick, and Quebec, with the hope of 

our near-by home market to stimulate their farmers, and bad 

yegrs must inevitably be constant. Their whole surplus will 

pour over our line, because they have no home market to absorb 

it. The industrial disbursements of those Provinces are but 

little more than those of the little State of Rhode Island. 

If you want to know the capacity of the potate land of New 
Brunswick I will cite you to the fact that the single Maine 
county of Aroostook, which lies adjacent to New Brunswick 
and has similar land, produced in 1909 about one-tenth of the 


of 


entire potato crop of the United States. I understand that the 
Legislature of New Brunswick, like the Legislature of Maine, 
has withheld its sanction from this trade agreement. Some 
geitiemen have thought this strange. It seems to me that 


there is nothing strange in it. If, under the glittering lure of 
the American market, Canada develops her potato land—and 
to-day she is not doing it, for want of a market—she will make 
the American farmer poor and her own farmer poor, too. The 
destruction of the equilibrium of our market will not in the 
end benefit her. When the western United States farmer was 
flooding the cereal and dairy market of the eastern United 
States, he did not prosper. Kansas appeared to bleed in those 
days as she had never bled before. And the potato farmers of 
both Maine and New Brunswick, who now have to pay millions 
of dollars annually for fertilizers, may look with alarm to that 
rich virgin soil of Manitoba, Saskatchewan, and Alberta, where 


Our 13 counties are Hable to 


the few straggling pioneer farmers in that vast domain pro- | 


duced in 1909 10,000,000 bushels of potatoes. 


CONDITIONS IN CANADA’S FOUR EASTERN PROVINCES. 


Canada has all the conditions for a great agricultural de- 
velopment inevitable to destroy the equilibrium of our market. 
Except in the Province of Ontario, she has no home market io 
speak of to absorb the surplus of ber farmers. In the four 
Provinces of Prince Edward Island, Nova Scotia, New Bruns- 
wick, and Quebee, out of 2,500,000 people at the last census 
about 150,000 were wage earners in industrial establishments, 
and their annual wages amounted to a little over $50,000,000. 
The little State of Rhode Island alone had that year two-thirds 
as many industrial wage earners and disbursed to them over 

3,000,000 in wages. But those four Provinces of Canada have 
an area far greater than all New England, with New York, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois added. 
The four Provinces live to themselves. When we speak of 
growing Camada we mean Ontario and the west. 
years comprised by the two last Canadian censuses, the four 
vast eastern Provinees added to their population 300,000. 
one decade of that 20 years the State of Massachusetts in- 
creased nearly twice 300,000, and Mr. Archibald Blue, commis- 
Sioner of the coming Canadian census, is quoted in the papers 
as predicting scarcely any increase in the eastern Provinces, 
but a large growth in western Canada. There is little prospect 
for advance in those eastern Provinces unless we divert to them 
purchases we now make from our own farmers. The farmers 
of eastern Canada, having no markets except the distant Eng- 
lish market, live to themselves. But if stirred into life by 
access to our home market, they will show great capacity for 
mn because they have no home market to absorb their 
surplus. 


BOUNDLESS RESOURCES OF WESTERN CANADA AS A COMPETITOR. 


When we turn to western Canada we have a repetition of 
the conditions which once prevailed in the United States. 
Ontario, Manitoba, Saskatchewan, Alberta, and British Colum- 
bia are an empire of a million square miles. The Canadian 
representative at the International Institute at Rome told the 
delegates last year the prairie provinces of Manitoba, Saskatche- 
wan, and Alberta were as large as England, France, Germany, 
and Italy. The five great western Provinces, rich in a fertile 
soil, have a domain as great as that of the combined States of 
Illinois, Missouri, Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, the two Da- 
kotas, Kanses, Nebraska, Oklahoma, and Texas. When you 
remember the vast flood of agricultural produce that those 
States have poured into the markets of the world we can form 
Some idea of what western Canada will do to the equilibrium 
of markets for the next two generations of Americans. The 
Londen Economist, Engiand’s great journal of finance and 
trade, has recently sent a correspondent into Canada west. 
After noting that the United States produced 600,000,000 
bushels of wheat in 1910, this correspondent records that in 


In the 20 | 


In | 


the Canadian west there are 200,000,000 acres of wheat land 
not yet touched by the plow that can produce 38,000,000,000 
bushels of wheat annually, and there are furthermore 250,000,000 
acres suitable for cattle raising. But wheat and cattle are not 








the only products. In 1909 Manitoba, Saskatchewan, and Al- 
berta produced 10,000,000 bushels of potatoes, and in the last 
year the dairy commissioner of Canada has noted that the 
dairying industry is growing rapidly in northern Saskatchewan 
and northern Alberta. Northern Ontario, hitherto almost un 
known, but now opened up for mining, has been nd to have 
splendid potato land, equaling the best in New I k and 
Nova Scotia. The Canadian P LG i ire 
opening up this region to settlers and prom ) l 
populous as older Ontario. 

We have supposed that western Canada y ’ ld ! 
but last year in Manitoba, Saskatchewan, 1 Al ’ t 
seeding was done by the end of March; in Sa te] n } 
stock began to run on the prairies eat in Mare: and in Oct 


ber last the superintendent of the Government farm at hl 
Head, 


Manitoba, wrote that the cattle were still in i 
while fall plowing continued in Alberta until No 
It has been assumed that corn can not be raised | 


August, 1910, the superintendent 


! of the experimental fa 
Brandon, Manitoba, I ’ 


wrote, “Corn is a splendid cro} 


then, is Canada, west and east, in what are known as the 
Provinces. They have an area of agricultural lands near 
equal to half the entire area of continental United States. It 


possibilities for agricultural d 
to those lands our home market a 


evelopment are unlimited. ¢ 


nd two generations of A 


} can farmers will not see the equilibrium of their market re 


stored. 

When we had the last destruction of equilibrium and the 
long dearth began there were no riots, no outcries, but there 
was sadness and consternation in many hillside homes. And as 


they always do when the home farm becomes unprosperous, 
the young people went forth to what they heard were richer 
lands. In my youth I saw them go and witnessed the tears 
and lamentations of that going. I have lived to see their chil- 
dren come back to visit the old homes, strong men and 
women, strangers to their father’s heme, but Americans all, 
with the common traditions and the common hopes of the land 
of the free. 
Pass this bill, put into foree this old reactionary policy that 
) 


e 
l 
noble 


e 


the rest of the world has disearded, that even England wants ¢ 

diseard, and the dearth will begin again, the young men and th: 
young women will turn their faces again to the setting sun 

not to Missouri or Iowa, but to Saskatchewan and Alberta. 
And some day their children will revisit their father’s homes. 
I do not doubt the magnificence of the manhood and the woman- 
hood they will bring; but they will not be of the assets of this 
country. They will come from an alien land, from under a for- 


| eign flag, and out of strange eyes they will look on the country- 


men of Washington, Jefferson, and Lincoln. [Applause on the 


| Republican side.] 


VAST POSSIBILITIES OF AGRICULTURAL 
STATES. 

If we admit, as we must, that Canada will destroy the pros- 
perity of our agriculture, yet we have to deal with the insistent 
question of those who press this bill, “ What are we to do for 
food in the United States if we do not have Canada’s supplies? ”’ 
This question is none the less insistent although the prices the 
farmer gets are falling right along in the face of increased 
crops. 

If we are honest with ourselves, the answer to this question 
is startling. What the United States needs to-day, if there is a 
shortage of food, is not the wholesale and slap-dash addition of 
vast areas to the sphere of our home market, but the systematic 


DEVELOPMENT IN THE UNITED 


and gradual improvement of the acres we have. It is not flat- 
tering to our pride; but in our agricultural methods we rank 


with the second-rate nations, Spain, Russia, India, 
leaders, Great Britain, Germany, France, Austria 
Hungary. ‘The International Institute at Rome has a 
the wheat yield for the world for the five y« 
and finds that where the United States produce 
bushels to the acre Great Britain produces over 31, rm 
over 29, France over 20, Austria over 19, Hungary over 17. 


and not with 
the i and 


rs ree ne ( 


To quote again from Mr. James J. Hill's b ok, Highways of 
Progress, he has this about agriculture in the Dnited States: 
Only one-half the land in private ownership is now tilled. That t 


age does not produce one-half what the land might 
without losing an atom of its fertility. 

In profit we are satisfied with a small yield at the expense of 
most rapid sof] deterioration. We are satisfied with a nat l 
average product ef $11.38 per acre at the cost of a dimin 
return from the same fields, when we might as well secure tw 
times that sum. 


ide to 


be m 


oO 
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WE SHOULD ENCOURAGE AND NOT DISCOURAGE THE FARMER. 

I feel as humiliated as Mr. Hill does at this showing of Amer- 
ican agriculture. But there is a reason and excuse for it. For 
20 years an opening of new lands at the expense of the old kept 
the farmer poor and discouraged by destroying the equilibrium 
of his markets. Discouraged farmers do not progress. The de- 
velopment of English tillage occurred in the days before the 
deluge from new lands; and that its excellence has been main- 
tained through what the London Times of last June called “so 
protracted a struggle with overwhelming foreign competition ” 
is a notable tribute to one of the finest races of farmers on 
earth. 

The American farmer will forge to the front if our states- 
manship will cease smashing his markets. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] The chart of our Agricultural Department 
shows that in the last few years, since his markets have been 
reaching equilibrium, the average production per acre in 10 
leading crops has been the highest in 50 years. I am proud 
to say that in this development the farmers of Maine have an 
honorable preeminence. 


MAINE AN EXAMPLE OF WHAT FAIR MARKETS WILL DO. 


I will again cite Maine as an example of the benefits of fair 
markets as contrasted with unbalanced markets and as an 
example of what farmers will do under proper conditions. In 
that State in the decade just closed farm lands have increased 
75 per cent in value, or a total for that State of $30,000,000 
increase. The farm lands and buildings in that State in the 
last decade have increased over $62,000,000 in value. From 
1880 to 1900, 5,000 farms, every one of them a home, had ceased 
to exist. From 1900 to 1910 the farms of Maine increased in 


number by nearly 500, and the long tendency toward aban- | 
donment was practically checked. This was not the only | 
healthful sign. The number owning farms increased, the num- | 
ber of tenant farmers decreased, the annual expenditures | 


for farm labor increased from two and a half million dollars 
to $5,000,000, and most significant of all, the expenditures for 
fertilizers increased from a little over $800,000 to more than 
$5,000,000. 

I have commented on the shortsightedness of considering 
this question from the standpoint of the farmer alone. This 
prosperity of the farmer has reacted on the cities. In Maine, 
the metropolis, Portland, has grown as in no previous decade 
of her history. When 5,000 farms of Maine were going out of 
business progress was slow. With the farmer prosperous, all 
else prospers, for he spends his money at home. But if by 
this new policy we are to increase the purchasing power of 
the potato farmer of New Brunswick, Ontario, and Saskatche- 
wan, the apple farmer of Nova Scotia, the dairyman of Quebec, 
those farmers will spend their money in their own cities. 
they spend it in ours they must hoist their goods over a high 
Canadian tariff wall before they can get them home, because of 
the articles for which we might have a market in Canada very 
few are made free by this bill. 

If I may be pardoned again for citing the example of Maine, 
which is the great agricultural State of New England, I will 
call attention to a most happy effect of the restoration of 
equilibrium in the farmer’s market. That is the increase of 
rural population in towns under 4,000. 

In the two decades preceding 1900 all the growth of the State 
was in the cities and large villages. The rural communities 
made a startling decrease. In the gain of the whole State in 
the last decade—a gain which greatly exceeds that of the pre- 
ceding decade—the cities do not contribute all and then help 
make up a deficit for the country. The country and smail vil- 
lages gained one-third of the total gain, and even the towns 
under 2,000 population turned the tide of loss. Give us equi- 
librium of markets for another decade and the old prosperity 
of country life in America will return, for what the census 
shows'as to Maine will undoubtedly be found true in many 
other States, especially in the East and South. 


THE GREATEST OPPORTUNITY FOR CONSERVATION. 


There is no limit for many years to the progress which our 
farmers may make for themselves and for the cities which sup- 
ply them. To quote again from James J. Hill’s book: 


An industrious, fairly intelligent, and exceedingly comfortable agri- 
cultural community can raise from the soil food enough for the needs 
of 490 persons to the square mile. metre tha” ratio, the 414,498,487 
acres of improved farm lands in the United States on the date of the 
last official report—an area materiall —_ by the present time— 
would support in comfort 317,350,4 people, enabling them at the 
same time to raise considerable food for export and to =e neces- 
sary manufacturing employments. —— the same ratio to the en- 
tire acreage of farm lands within the United States, both improved and 
unimproved, which was at the same date 838,591,774, the population 
indicated as able to live with comfort and prosperity on the actually ex- 
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cultivation ? 


before a nation. 
by the efforts of the farmers. 
ing to take the heart out of their efforts by destroyi 
natural equilibrium of their home market. 
Republican side.] 





ence between consumers’ prices and farmers’ prices. 


If | 





APRIL | 


isting agricultural area of this country, under an intelligent sy 


a fairly competent but by no means highly scientific method . 
culture, rises to 642,046,823. 


[ Applause, ] 

Let any gentleman who sees golden visions of prospe; 
buying from the Canadian farmers instead of from 
farmers apply Mr. Hill’s estimate to his own State. s 
development of agriculture, with a harmonious supplen 
development of manufactures on her great water powers. \ 
give to Maine a population of 5,000,000 people. Her com), 
metropolis, Portland, would find in that population busi; 


justify a great and healthy growth, based on a pros 
country about. 
of people driven from unprofitable farms to seek em) 


Is not that growth better than the con: 


in the city, like the idle thousands of London who tra) 
streets in want while the acres of England are going . 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Here lies the greatest conservation opportunity ever 

It is an opportunity that can be seize: 
And yet we to-day are | 


| Applause 


THE FARMER NOT RESPONSIBLE FOR COST OF LIVING IN THE « 
While the proposed proceeding against the farmer 


dently indefensible, the outcry in the cities against thi 
cost of living impels us onward in our search for a victin 
all admit the high prices; many of us are oppressed by 

| few of us know that wholesale prices have been falling for 

a year, so much does the retail price affect us. But ha: 
one proven that the ruin of the American farmer wil! 

prices in the cities except as it may shrivel the business « 
cities? 
ceed to spoil the farmer’s home market for the next tw 
erations? 


And ought not some one to prove this before w: 


To give a little personal experience, while the farm: 


Maine have been getting 25 cents a bushel for potatoes, | 
| been paying for them a dollar a bushel. 
extreme illustration of the difference between the pri 
farmer gets and the price the consumer pays. 
tain that it is. 
this highly important point. 
inquiry was proposed last year, but, unless my memory 
fault, an appropriation for it was defeated by objection from 
the Democratic side of the Chamber. 


You may think 1! 
I am no 


Unfortunately we have had no investiga‘ 
In another distinguished b« 


But our own obs 


~ 


tion and that of others will show us that there is a vast <iff 


Last 


) 
? 


mer Mr. B. F. Yoakum, head of the Frisco Railway system 


published in the Saturday Evening Post an article on 
farmer and the cost of living,” in which he set forth, after \ 
he considered “a careful investigation,” the food bill of ° 
York City for the year as related to the farmer. Here i 


Mr. Yoakum was not arguing on the tariff question, ) 
the need of railroad development, and therefore he may |: 
sidered an unprejudiced witness so far as this subject 
cerned. 


Mr. Yoakum shows that the price of the onion increased 1 


times on its way from the farmer to the New York Cit) 
sumer. If this high authority is correct, has anyone sei! 
those people who have that onion between the time it \ 
the farmer’s hands and gets to the consumer? And if 1 
has, ought it not to be done before we try and conyi«' 


farmer as the robber and sentence him to lose his paltry }ru'' 
Is the one who takes « 


tion of 40 cents a bushel on onions. 
tenth for an onion he has planted and raised to be pursued 
those who take nine-tenths escape investigation even? 

Mr, Yoakum shows that the price of the potato incr 
more than seven times on its way from the farmer to the 
York City consumer. If this high authority is correct. 


anyone searched the people who have that potato between the 
time it leaves the farmer’s hands and gets to the consum! 
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And if no one has, ought it not to be done before we try and 
conviet the farmer as the robber and sentence him to lose his 
paltry protection of 25 cents a bushel? Is the man who tak 
one-seventh for a potato he has planted and raised to be pur- 
sued, while no questions are to be asked as to those who get 
the six-sevenths? 

Mr. Yoakum shows that the price of rice increased five time 


Ss 


from the hands of the farmer to the hands of the consumer. Ii 

this high authority is correct, has anyone searched the people 

who have that rice between the time it leaves the farmer’s hand 

and gets to the consumer? And if no one has, onght it net to 
} 


the rice farmer and take from 


his bill, it 


I 
h 


ne before we try and convict 
the duty of 2 cents a pound. 


is true, does n 


Pry 
Alii 








touch rice; but does the rice farmer of the Carolinas think 
that protection is going to last for the few af is stripped 
from the many? 

Mr. Yoakum shows that the price of eggs doubles from the 
time they leave the farmer’s hands to the time they reach the 
consumer’s hands in New York. As our own Agricultural D 
partment has published figures tending to firm this esti ’ 
it zives eonfidence in the estimetes as to other NIM 3 
startling as they may seem. 

Who gets the great increases between the fm rand t i 
sumer? FE see no evidence that the retail merchant gets re 
then his necessities as to rent, display, advertising, labo1 nd 

him to take. W Cc eo! he 


service compel 
ses, but we have not ascertained s 


n 








THD TARIFF OF NO EFFECT ON PRICES T TH ‘ IME 
The price of coffee is estimated to increase five ; from the 
producer to the consumer; and as there is absolutely free trade 
in coffee, here is a patent suggestion that the tariff, whil i 
important bearing on the equilibrium of ihe farmer's market, 
has very little influence on what the consumer pays. In the 


very height of high prices last fall the minority Democratic 
members of the inyestigating committee another 
guished body came to this conclusion: 


Notwithstanding the large increase in the price of farm products, the 
farmer has realized a small net return on his labor and investment. 


¢ 7 eo» 
OL aiStin- 


Can not you leave the farmer this small net return? Can 
not you do it in consideration of the long dearth he has suffered? 
There he stands, the dampness of honest toil on his brow, in 
his heart the satisfaction that he has lasted through the trial. 
He is a hero. He has won the leng fight. He has done it with 
brains as well as muscle. When the onset was fiercest he re- 
duced his acreage and intensified his culture; that is, he con- 
tracted the wings and strengthened the center. If he had been 
a man with a sword we would have 


ne 


given him pension and | 


office, and that exquisite American adulation of accepting every | 


word from his lips as the last thing in wisdom. 
farmer, and as farmers are organized very imperfectly for 
unity of action, we pat him on the back, say he is a 


But as he is a | 


good | 


fellow, and, without investigation, without even an unscientific | 


investigation worthy the name, we turn loose on him new and 
unnumbered hordes. [Applause on the Republican side.] 


CONSUMERS OF COAL, FLOUR, AND MEAT. 
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ih 


By admitting that this question should be settled on broad, | 
national grounds only, I do not wish to be understood as con- | 
doning in any way the great injustices committed on certain | 


industries and certain sections of the country. 
ting of New England, stimulated by the Democratic orators 
for more than half a century, that she might buy coal at those 
creat and near-by mines of Neva Scotia. Gov. Foss of Massa- 
chusetts told us last fall that free coal was one of the great 
blessings of reciprocity for us. But realizing the benefit of 
the broad national pelicy of protection, the better judgment of 
our people has favored buying ceal in the distant fields of 
Pennsylvania and West Virginia, although the freight paid to 
the railroads is a burden on industry. The old reciprocity 
treaty of 1854 gave this Canadian coal free entrance, and the 
official doeuments of the time seem to show that it found a 
large market on the Atlantic seaboard. This new treaty lets 
in over the berder line freely every natural product that New 
England produces herself ; but this one great commodity that she 
dees not produce, that her northern climate makes so precious 
to her people, is denied her. ‘The old treaty wrote in “coal” 
im bold, satisfying black letters; this agreement, if it does 
anything in this line, makes only a penurious little concession 
by reducing the duty on eval sereenings to 15 cents a ton, which it 
was in the Dingley law, where it was intended to be in the 


Pav wa 
ae law. That may help some big mills, if they use these 


New 
justice, 


loi 


and is good as far as it goes; but the most sedate 
farmer, if he can control 
will hardly control his mirth at 


: anger at the in- 


his 
the ridiculousness of 


It has been a} 
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cae © 
I f I 
bu ch 
( ida can pr 
coal as will 
{ 
' 
HE FIS ' AND ¢ 
If this were a council of national defense I 
two great militant civilizations of Europe, G 
protect by ample cuties the hard-won spoil of 
that they may have those fishermen in thei 
we have had ours in every crisis since W 
Delaware. After preserving in tl dipl 
ing rights won by our fathers on the fi battle, J 
Adains transmitted to his posterity il int ) 
memorate the glory both of his « d his f i 
nd on that seal was such as you could not 
cross the face of this bill—‘ Piscemur, venemur, ut 0 
seep our fishing grounds and our hunting grounds as of ok 
THE SAFE AND UNSAFSB ( 
It is because we are in doubt as to the main feat of t 
reat problem and are overriding facts where inqu to 
» removed doubts, that I confess a grent i » 
:1! move that the House seems about to he |} 
m ations, where scholarship and scient 
to political problems as nowhere else on earth, ¢ 
France, strictly maintain thelr agricultural duties » (al 
commission of England, after collecting volumes of f 
recommended agricultural duties for England 
Years ago, on a stormy afternoon, a gallant steamer sa 1 
down an eastern harbor on its way to a coastwise port. As s! 


went down that harbor othe amers runnin 
const were coming back, for the sky sea 
that one steamer went on in defiance of the c 

4 that And she went to 


r the sea 
tragedies of the Atlantic. 


»T 


and 





afternoon. 





ts this House to disregard the common judgment of the r 
tions and without investigation plunge forward to do thi 
great thing? Even before you change the postage rates on a 
few magazines you have an investigation by a learned con 
sion. But you propose to change the fundamental condit 
of 6,000,000 farm homes with no investigation worthy ther e 

As one Member I protest against this dangerous haste ul 
against this bill, as tending to break up farm homes, 1 i 
rural development, and increase the congestion of the « 


[Lond applause. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gent 
from Pennsylvania to yield some further time on his side. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I am afraid I have no persou 
ere now to whom I can do it, it is so late. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I hope that hereafter 
debate will run in the afternoon longer than it ! 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I quite agree with the gent! 
man, but he should remember that this is Saturday afternoon 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that 
this is Saturday afternoon and that to-morrow is Easter, I n . 
that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having r 
sumed the chair, Mr. Surrrey, Chairman of the Committee « 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that t! 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 4412, t 
Canadian reciprocity bill, and had come to no resolutior the: 


BILL AND JOINT 


tlaman 


Ali 


tl 


as this evreni 


Oo" 


SENATE RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill and joint resolutic 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's ta! 
and referred to their appropriate committees as indic 
below: 

S$. 745. An act providing for the erection of a statue 


Thomas Jefferson at Washington, D. C.; to the Con 
the Library. 


1m 


Ss. J. Res. 5. Joint resolution to create a joint committe: 
eontinue the consideration of the revision and codificat 
the laws of the United States; to the Committee on Ru 
8. J. Res. 8. Joint resolution authorizing tle selection of 4 
site and the erection of a statue of Alexander Hamil in 
Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on the Library. 
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ADJOURNMENT. 
Then, on motion of Mr. UNpERWoop (at 4 o'clock and 43 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned until Monday, April 17, 1911, 
at 12 o’clock m. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, 
report of examination of Deckers Creek, W. Va. (H. Doc. No. 
14), was taken from the Speaker’s table, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and me- 
morials were introduced and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5286) for the 
erection of a public building at the city of Upper Sandusky, in 
the State of Ohio, and appropriating moneys therefor; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5287) for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Bellevue, in the State of Ohio, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5288) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Clyde, Ohio; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5289) for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Fremont, in the State of Ohio, and appropriating 
moneys therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 5290) to define the true 
intent and meaning of section 48 of the act of August 28, 1894, 
levying taxes on distilled spirits, to regulate the business of 
reclaiming waste spirits from empty whisky barrels, and to 
define the status of persons engaged in such business; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 5291) to promote the safety of 
travelers on railroads by compelling common carriers engaged 
in interstate commerce to strengthen the construction of day 
or passenger coaches, mail cars, chair, smoking, and combina- 
tion cars and tourist sleepers, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 5292) for the erection of a 
memorial structure to Gen. Ulysses S. Grant at Point Pleasant, 
Ohio; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 5293) to provide for the col- 
lection, transcription, and publication of material relating to the 
history of the United States; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 5294) for the pur- 
chase of a site for a post-office building at Algona, Iowa; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5295) for the purchase of a site for a post- 
office building at Carroll, Iowa; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5306) to erect an extension to thy: 
office and Federal court building at Alexandria, La.: ; 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5307) to provide for improving the 
gable capacity of the Calcasieu and the Mermentau ]: 
La.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5308) for protecting the caving ba: 
Red River at Boyce Landing, Rapides Parish, State of I, 
ana; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5309) for the improvement of navyic 
in Bayou Plaquemine Brule; to the Committee on Rive; 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5310) for the erection of a public b: 
at Jennings, La.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5811) to erect an extension to the 
office and Federal court building at Alexandria, La.:; t 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5312) for the completion of the jeti 
Calcasieu Pass and the construction of a channel throug! 
casieu Lake, and appropriating $1,150,000 therefor; to the « 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROTHERMEL: A bill (H. R. 5313) to estab! 
fish-cultural station in the State of Pennsylvania; to the « 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 5314) for a | 
building at Decatur, Ala.; to the Committee on Public Bui 
and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5315) to provide for a public building at 
New Decatur, Ala.; to the Committee on Public Building 
Grounds. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 5316) to provide for tl 
moval of the body of the late Maj. Gen. Winfield Scott Ha 
from Norristown, Pa., to the national cemetery, Arlin: 
Va., and for other purposes; to the Committee on Appro; 
tions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5817) authorizing the Secretary of \W\ 
procure medals for the Logan Guards, of Lewistown; the 
Infantry, of Allentown; the Ringgold Light Artillery, of I: 
ing; and the Washington Artillerists and National Light 
fantry, of Pottsville, Pa., who were the first soldiers to a) 
on April 18, 1861, for the defense of the city of Washingt: 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5318) to provide for the purchase of a 


| site for a public building at Lewisburg, Pa.; to the Com: 


on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5319) to provide for site and public |! 


| ing at Lewisburg, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Bui 





Also, a bill (H. R. 5296) to erect a memorial to Gen. | 


Nathaniel Lyon; to the Committee on the Library. 


By Mr. PALMER (by request): A bill (H. R. 5297) to place | 


certain soldiers on the pension roll; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 5298) for 
the erection of a public building at Madison, 8. Dak.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5299) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Redfield, in the State of South Dakota; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 5300) for the construction of a 
dam and lock in the Mermentau River, La., and appropriating 
$75,000 therefor; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5801) to erect an extension to the post- 
office and Federal court building at Alexandria, La.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5802) for removal of drift and bar at the 
mouth of Bayou Cortableau, St. Landry Parish, La., for the 
maintenance of navigation, and appropriating $100,000 there- 
for; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5803) for the construction of a dam and 
lock in the Mermentau River, La., and appropriating $75,000 
therefor; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 53804) for the improvement of the channel 
of the Red River at Alexandria, La., and appropriating $20,000 
therefor ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5305) for the construction of an interstate 
inland waterway, and appropriating $300,000 therefor; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5320) to provide for site and public | 
ing at Lewistown, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Bui 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5321) for the erection of a monu! 
to the memory of Conrad Weiser; to the Committee on 
Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5322) to provide for the purchase 
site for a public building at Waynesboro, Pa.; to the Com: 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5323) to authorize the extension of | 
wood Street NW.; to the Committee on the District o 
lumbia. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 5324) providing for lea 
absence for certain civilian employees of the United States ‘ 
ernment; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H, R. 5325) to amend section ~ 
chapter 1159, United States Statutes at Large, volume 82, )}1'' 
1, page 405, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Territories. 

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 5326) to correct the mili! 
record of the officers and enlisted men of the Enrolled Miss 
Militia and other militia organizations of the State of Miss 
that cooperated with the military forces of the United States 
suppressing the War of the Rebellion; to the Committee ©) 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5327) to extend the provisions of the | 
sion acts of June 27, 1890, and of February 6, 1907, to al! > 
militia and other organizations that were organized for the «- 
fense of the Union and cooperated with military and »D 
forces of the United States in the suppression of the Rebe!! 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5528) 
regulate the issuance of restraining orders and injunctions «' - 
procedure thereon and to limit the meaning of “ conspiracy 
certain cases; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 5329) to establish the Fred- 
ericksburg and adjacent National Battlefields Memorial Park 
in the State of Virginia; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Resolution (H. Res. 95) to give to the re- 
spective committees on expenditures in the several executive 
departments of the Government authority to send for books and 
papers and other evidences, to subpeena witnesses and examine 
them under oath, and in other ways to conduct investigations 
under the rules of the House; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Resolution (H. Res. 96) directing the 
Committee on Labor to investigate the various systems of old- 
age insurance, old-age pension, and annuities that are now in 
operation in different countries of the world, and to determine 
the practicability of establishing such systems in the United 
States; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. CARTER: Resolution (H. Res. 97) authorizing the 
Speaker to appoint a committee of three to investigate the ad- 
ministration of the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes by the 
different departments of the Federal Government; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

3y Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5830) granting an 
increase of pension to Edmond R. Ash; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5331) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus Snyder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5355) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5356) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. De Hart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5357) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5358) granting an increase of pension to 
John Q. Walling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 5359) granting an increase o 
pension to Joseph W. Adams; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5360) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Beicher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5861) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Bobbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5362) granting en increase of pension to 
Benneville De Long; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5363) granting an increase of pensi oO 
John R. Leffard; to the Committee on Invalid Vensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5364) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob A. Wolfe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5365) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5366) granting an increase of pension to 
James K. Brewer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5367) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Clelan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5368) granting an increase of pension to 


| John Cluck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| 
| 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5332) granting an increase of pension to | art ee , t 
| David Criswell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Frederick Scheufler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5333) granting an increase of pension to| | . 
, ( a & Se : | Samuel De Armitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Daniel F. Babb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5334) granting an increase of pension to 


Abram H. Handal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 5385) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frank Craig; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 5336) granting an increase 
of pension to William Carey; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

ty Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 5337) granting a pension 
to Samuel H. Weaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5338) to correct the military record of | 
Thomas J. W. Richards; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: ‘A bill (H. R. 5339) for the relief of | 
Parsey O. Burrough, surviving member of the firm of Henry 8 
Hannis & Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 5340) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Romeo J. Crossland; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 5341) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Fiesher; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5342) granting an increase of pension t 
Camille Mayer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


) 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5369) granting an increase of pension t 


David M. Corbett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5370) granting an increase of pension 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5871) granting an increase of pension 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5872) granting an increase of pension 
Adam Dengler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H..R. 5373) granting an increase of pension 
John Donachy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5374) granting an increase of pension t 


David B. Dromgold; to the Committee on Inyal a Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5375) granting an increase of pensik 
Israel Duke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5376) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Dunlap; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5877) granting an increase of pension 


Oliver Fields; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5378) granting an increase of pension 
James E. Forrester; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (11. R. 5879) granting an incrense of pension 


David Funk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bil! (71. R. 5380) granting an increase of pension 


| Peter B. Gardner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also a bill (H. R. 5343) granting an increase of pension to | 


George H. Bolsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R, 5344) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen O. Weston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (Hf. R. 5381) granting an increase of pension 
William Gilbert: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5382) granting an increase of pension 
lienry Halk; to the ¢ ‘ommaitt 2 on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 83) granting an increase of pensic 


John C. Hamer ; to the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (CH. R. 5384) gronting an increase of pension 


| Ephriam Hommel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5345) granting an increase of pension to | 


Charles 8. Phelps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5346) granting an increase of pension to 
Latimore T. Pinnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5347) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Barton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5348) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Nenry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5349) granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Baty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5350) for the relief of James Graves; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 5251) for the relief of Thomas D. Flynn, 
alias Thomas D. Allen; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 5352) for the relief of the 
estate of Moses M. Bane; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 5353) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Abraham M. Heifner; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DODDS: A bill (H. R. 5354) granting an increase of 
pension to James H. Hope; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 





Also, a bill (H. R. 5385) granting an increase of pension 
Augustus Hawn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5386) granting an increase of pension ft 


John J. Houswerth: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5387) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Ickes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5388) granting an increase of pension 


Israel A. Kent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5389) granting an increase of pension t 


Daniel Locke; to the Committee on Invalid Pe ensions 
Also, a bill (H, R. 5890) granting an increase of pension 
Jacob Long; to the Committee on Invalid Il is. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5391) granting an increase of pe 
Joseph Long; to the Committee on Invalid B ensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5392) granting an increase of per 
Galen H. Lotz; to the c ommittee on Invalid Pent ions 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 5393) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Loudenschlager; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5394) granting an increase of per 
William B. Long; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5395) granting an increase of pension 
Catharine C. Loy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5396) granting an increase of pension 
David A, McClure; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to 


to 
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Alse, a bill (H. R. 5897) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. McKinstry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bil! (HL. R. 53895) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Mader; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 5899) granting an increase of pension to 
John Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

iso, a bill (HL R. 5400) granting an inerease of pension 

| Pepe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
, a bull (H. R. 5401) granting an increase of pension 

; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
‘CH. R. 5402) granting an increase of pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5402) granting an increase of pension 
Austing Ramsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bil (H. R. 5404) granting an increase of pension 
Lewis A. Ranck: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5405) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 5406) granting an increase of pension 
Martin L. Rex; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5407) granting an increase of pension 
David ©. Rhodes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5408) granting an increase of pension 
John J. Rosensteel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5409) granting an increase of pension 
John Rourke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5410) granting an increase of pension 
David Secrest; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ‘(H. R. 5411) granting an increase of pension 
John OC. Shaffer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5412) granting an increase of pension 
Soworrow F. Shaffer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5413) granting an increase of pension 
Jacob B. Shuman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5414) granting an increase of pension 
James K. Snyder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5415) granting an increase of pension 
Arthur V. B. Sonders; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5416) granting an increase of pension 
George M. Spanogle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5417) granting an increase of pension 
John A. Speck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5418) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Stahl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5419) granting an increase of pension 
Amos M. Stroh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5420) granting an increase of pension 
Charles 8. Swineford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5421) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Vertz; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5422) granting an increase of pension t 
Mary E. Vandling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5423) granting an inerease of pension t 
George Wineland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5424) granting an inerease of pension 
William M. Witherow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5425) granting an inerease of pension to 
John Wogan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 5426) granting a pension to John D. Baker ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5427) granting a pension to Samuel Bair; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5428) granting a pension to Sadie Doan; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5429) granting a pension to William 
Francis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5430) granting a pension to Sarah EP. 
Hood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5431) granting a pension to Jacob H. 
Howell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5482) granting a pension to Allison F. 
Kohler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5433) granting a pension to Casper 
Wickey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5434) for the relief of W. H. H. Carrigan; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5435) for the relief of George W. Cleven- 
ger; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5436) for the relief of Peter Keckler; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bi (H. R. 5437) for the relief of Cyrus E. Kennedy; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5438) for the relief of Michael Nave; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Iso, a bil 


Jacob en 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5439) for the relief of John M. Querry: 
to ‘the » Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5440) for the relief of Jackson Taylor 
Vaun; to the Committee on Military Affairs. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5441) for the relief of John Weil; 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5442) for the relief of Henry 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5443) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Thomas P. Mitchell; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5444) for the relief of the trustees of 
Tonoloway Baptist Church, Fulton County, Pa.; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bilb (H. R. 5445) to correct the military record of 
George W. Parker; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREGG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5446) grant- 
ing a pension to Margaret R. Rorabaugh; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (H. R. 
of pension to Samuel Cooper; 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 
Emerson; to the Committee 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 5449) for 
the relief of lock masters, lockmen, and other laborers and 
mechanics employed by the United States Government in the 
locks and dams of the Kanawha River, in West Virginia; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H.R. 
ing an increase of pension to William P. 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 


to the 


Cc. Wolfe; 


5447) granting an increas 
to the Committee on Invalid 


£48) for the relief of Fre: 
on Cl hes 


5450) grant- 
toutt; to the Commit- 


5451) for the relief of the heirs 
of Richard S. Rew, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. LANGLEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 5452) for 
the relief of Elizabeth Lynch; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
$y Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 5 
granting an increase of pension to James S. Williams; to the 


ney 
Eo ) 


| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MAYS: A bill (H. R. 5454) providing for the releas- 


| ing of the claim of the United States Government to Arpent lot 


No. 87, 


in the old city of Pensacola, Fla.; to the Committee on 


| the Public Lands. 


Also, 
States 


a bill (H. R. 5455) releasing the claim of the United 
Government to that portion of land being a fractional 


| block, Dounded on the north and east by Bayou Cadet, on the 


west by Cevallos Street, and on the south by Infendencia Street, 
in the old city of Pensacola, Fla.; to the Committee on the Pub- 


| lie Lands, 


j 


o | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5456) releasing the claim of the United 
| States Government to lot No. 306, in the old city of Pensacola, 
| Fla.; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 5457) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Oppelt; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 5458) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emma H. Hackett; to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5459) granting an increase of pension to 
Edgar A. Whitaker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5460) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank M. Horton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5461) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Sarvin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 5462) to correct the military 
record of Augustus J. Fairbanks; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5463) to correct the military record of 
Aaron 8. Winner; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5464) to correct the military record of 
Nathanfel Mouroe; to the Committee on Milliary Affairs. 

By Mr. PEPPER: A bill (H. R. 5465) granting an increase of 
pension to A. J. Stafford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5466) granting an increase of pension to 
Esek B. Chandler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5467) granting an increase of pension to 
T. J. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 5468) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry E. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5469) granting an increase of pension to 
John Humphreys; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5470) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles J. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5471) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter W. Fredricks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5472) granting an increase of pension t 
Aaron H. Waitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5473) granting an increase of pension 
Benjamin F. Hetrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5474) granting an increase of pension to 
J. A. Goodale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5475) granting an increase of pension 
Peter W. Fredricks; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5476) granting a pension to Fannie 
McVey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5477) granting a pension to Florinda 
Butler Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5478) granting a pension to Elizabeth P. 
Bell; to tue Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5479) granting a pension to James R. 
Pittard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5480) for the relief of David Siess; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5481) for the relief of G. S. Cheves; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5482) for the relief of Alonzo L. Boyer; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5483) for the relief of J. Martin Compton; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5484) for the relief of Florimand Izard; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5485) for the relief of Martin Guillory; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


to 


to 


L. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5486) for the relief of Odon Ducatte; to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5487) for the relief of Blaize Motte; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5488) for the relief of W. T. Maddox and 
others; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5489) for the relief of Marcelin Martin; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5490) for the relief of Mrs. Octave Simon- 
eaux, of Alexandria, parish of Rapides, La.; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5491) for the relief of the estate of William 
Bailey, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5492) 


Claims. 
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for the relief of the estate of | 
Francois Joseph Vantrot, deceased; to the Committee on War | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5493) for the relief of estate of Pierre | 


C. Richard, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5494) for the relief of the estate of 
Theophile Sanvald; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5495) for the relief of the estate of Bab- 
tice Joubert, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5496) for the relief of the estate of Abra- 
ham Wimberly, deceased, late of Acadia Parish, La.; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5497) for the relief of the heirs of Fran- 
cois Pitre, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5498) for the relief of the heirs of Dali- 
court Pitre, deceased ; to the Committee ou War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5499) for the relief of heirs of Joseph 
Gradengo; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5500) for the relief of heirs of Hillaire 
Paillett, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5501) for the relief of the heirs of Felix 
Dejean; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5502) for the relief of the heirs of Pierre | 


Goudeau ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5503) for the relief of the heirs of Ro- 
dolphe Chachere; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5504) for relief of the heirs of J. Casimir 
Le Blanc; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5505) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 
D. Guidry; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5506) for the relief of the heirs of Felix 
J. Guidry; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5507) for the relief of heirs of Victor 
Lastrapes, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5508) for the relief of heirs of Emile 
Lambert, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5509) for the relief of heirs of Robert M. 
Morrow, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5510) for the relief of the heirs of Jean 
Marie Tatin, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5511) for the relief of heirs of Laura H. 
Cheves, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5512) for the relief of heirs of Mrs. Louis 
Valliere, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5513) fer the relief of heirs of Jean Bap- 
tiste Rabot, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5514) for the relief of the heirs of Jabez 
Tanner, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5515) for the relief of heirs of Jean Bap- 
tiste Malveau, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5516) for the relief of the heirs of Daniel 
Goos, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5517) for the relief of heirs of Thomas J. 
Hickman, deceased: to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5518) for the relief of the heirs of Louis 
Malveau, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5519) for the relief of heirs of H. T. 
Burges, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5520) for the relief of the heirs of Jabez 


Tanner, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5521) for the relief of heirs or estate 
of Andre N. Robin, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5522) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Louis Lalonde, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5523) for the relief of heirs or estates of 
Stephen W. Quirk and Anne L. Quirk, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5524) for the relief of heirs or estate 
of Martha L. Wells, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5525) for the relief of the heirs or legal 
representatives of Eugene Senette, deceased; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5526) for the relief of the heirs or legal 
representatives of Joseph Ezernack, deceased; to the 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5527) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Bernard Curley; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5528) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Zephania Squyres; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. : 

Also. a bill (H. R. 5529) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Alexander Lemélle, deceased: to the Committee on War Clainis. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5530) to earry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of Alphonse 
Meuillon; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Aiso, a bill (HI. R. 5531) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Euphemie Lemelle, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 32) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of Sarah Bush- 
nell and others; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 55383) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Clarisse Donato, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5534) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Rigobert Lemelle, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 5535) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Bellot A. Donato, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5536) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Jean Baptiste Lazare, deceased; the Committee War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill 


Com- 


Joe 


to on 


(H. R. 5537) to carry into effect the findings of 


| the Court of Claims in the case of Alfred C. Parham, adminis- 


trator; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5538) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Lucien Meuillon, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5539) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the heirs of 
Matthew J. Jones, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5540) to carry into effect the findings of 

| the Court of Claims in the case of Matthew J. Jones, deceased; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5541) to carry into effect the findings of 


the Court of Claims in case of Emile E. Zimmer, adn : 
trator of estate of George Neck, sr., deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5542) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of Marie Josephine Le Sassier, 
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administratrix of estate of Francois Meuillon, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 5543) granting an increase of 
pension to David M. Kinsey; to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (BH. R. 5544) granting an increase of pension to 
George Cantner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5545) granting an increase of pension to | 
James Mullins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 5546) granting an increase of pension to | 
William A. Rusie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 5547) granting a pension to William Swift 
Wright; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5548) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
Colfer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5549) granting a pension to Clarinda H. 
Armstrong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5550) granting a pension to Annetia B. 
Finch ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5551) granting a pension to Roy Bruner; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 5552) for the relief of William H. Carroll; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 5553) for the relief of John Lynch; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 5554) granting an increase 
of pension to John Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5555) granting an increase of pension to 
John Chaney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5556) granting a pension to R. D. Fleming; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 5557) granting a pension to John Hodges; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (HL. BR. 5558) for the relief of | 
Xantippe Jackson; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5559) for the relief of the estates of 
Stephen Cordell and Elizabeth Cordell, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 5560) granting an increase of 
pension to Milford James; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6561) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Cushman; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5562) granting an increase of pension to 
John Galloway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5563) granting an increase of pension 
Fidel Saile; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5564) granting an increase of pension 
Zenus Funk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5565) granting an increase of pension 
John McPhern; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5566) granting an increase of pension 
Michael R. Godfrey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5567) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph ©. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5568) granting an increase of pension 
Clark 8. Berry; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5569) granting an increase of pension 
James Fitch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5570) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas ©. Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 5571) granting a pension to Fanny I. Burt; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 5572) for the relief of Rob- 
ert Coggan; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. SPEER: A bill (H. R. 5573) granting an increase of 
pension to James M. Wonders; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5574) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Tabor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (EL R. 5575) granting an increase of pension to 


vdeoé 
Seymour Wheelock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5576) granting an increase of pension to 
George C. Richards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. S577) granting an increase of pension to 
Sidney J. Crocker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 5578) granting a pension to 
Escar Smith; to the Committee on Pensions . 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 5579) granting 
an increase of pension to John R. Hurd; to the Commiitee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5580) granting an increase of pension to 
David H. Daywalt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5581) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Foot; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5582) granting an increase of pension to 
Smith M. Demeree; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5583) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Foote; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5584) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Gooch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5585) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Seger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5586) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mer- 
lett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 5587) granting an in- 


| crease of pension to Joel Wright; to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5588) granting an increase of pension to 
Almon B. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5589) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi BE. Morey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 5590) granting an increase of 
pension to George L. Byers; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5591) granting an 
increase of pension to Clinton 8S. Palmer; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 5592) granting 
an increase of pension to George R. Shebbeard; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 5593) granting a pen- 
sion to Alma D. Farley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5594) for the relief of Daniel Swisher; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, BTC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AKIN of New York: Petitions of Auresyille Grange, 
Mapletown Grange, Gansevoort Grange, Saratoga Grange, Glens 
Falls Grange, Mayfield Grange, Montgomery County Agricul- 
tural Society, George L. Cary, and Leebers’ Lane Grange, all of 
the State of New York, against Canadian reciprocity; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: Petition of Clyde Kraut ©o., of 
Clyde, Ohio, asking for amendment to pure-food law indorsing 
“name on label”; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolutions of the Georgia-Florida 
Sawmill Association, relating to the tariff on lumber, iron, 
steel, and sawmill machinery; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petitions of Emil H. Lorenz and others, of 
La Crosse, Wis., in favor, and of the Manufacturers and Job- 


| bers’ Club of La Crosse, against Canadian reciprocity; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of Casberg Camp, No. 11, United Spanish War 
Veterans, Department of Wisconsin, for the repeal of the anti- 


| canteen law; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions adopted at a mass mect- 
ing held by the Irish-American and German-American societies 
of New York, opposing under any guise the establishment of 
closer relations with Great Britain; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of International Brotherhood of 
Papermakers, in opposition to Canadian reciprocity bill; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Atlanta Builders’ Exchange for the repeal of 
the eight-hour law as to Government contracts; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of Walsh County, 
N. Dak., against the pending reciprocity treaty with Canada ; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of C, W. Hammilton, of Lisbon, N. Dak., against 
extension of the pareels post; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Pest Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of North Dakota, favoring additional 
compensation for rural free delivery carriers of mail; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petition of various citizens of 
McLennan County, Tex., asking for the withdrawal of United 
States troops from the Mexican border; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of H. H. Stickfort and 8 others, 
residents of Lewiston, Mich., urging the establishing of a par- 
cels-post system; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 
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Also, petition of W. C. Shepard and other residents of 
Mikado, Mich., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Resolutions of Tri-City Federation of | 
Labor, of Rock Island and Moline, IL, and Davenport, Iowa, | 
opposed to the concentration of troops on the Mexican border ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PEPPER: Resolution of Tri-City Federation of Labor | 
at Davenport, Iowa, and Rock Island and Moline, IL, protest- | 
ing the concentration of United States military forces on bor- | 
ders of Mexico and against any intervention of the United 
States forces in the affairs of Mexico; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of White Prairie Grange No. 2039, Wilton 
Junction, Iowa, against Canadian reciprocity ; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of G. W. Kiess, of De Witt; W. E. Spencer and 
others, of Davenport; N. K. Ross and others, of Victor, and 
Joseph F. Holub, of Iowa City, against rural parcels-post serv- 
ice: to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: Protest of members of local 
Fallon Socialist Party, against the mobilization of troops on the 
Mexican border; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), protest of citizens of Sheflield, Pa., against 
the mobilization of troops on the Mexican border; to the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs. | 

By Mr. SIMMONS: Petitions of Scottsburg Grange, No. 1220; | 
Bethany Grange, No. 748; Transit Grange, No. 1092; North Java 
Grange, No. 1158; Lyndonville Grange, No. 1146; Stafford 
Grange, No. 418; Perry Grange, No. 1168; Grange No. 1086, of | 
Hermitage, Wyoming County; Kent Grange, No. 1145; Warsaw 
Grange, No. 1088; Wyoming County Pomona Grange; Dale 
Grange, No. 1171; Darien Grange, No. 1063; Hermitage Grange, 
No. 1086; Corfu Grange; Medina Grange, No. 1160; Gaines | 
Grange, No. 1147; Clarendon Grange, No. 1083; Knowlesville | 
Grange, No. 1124; Attica Grange, No. 1058; Bergen Grange, No. 
163: Waterport Grange, No. 1059; Byron Grange, No. 395; Gas- | 
port Grange, No. 1151; Pomona Grange of Genesee County; | 
and Pomona Grange of Livingston County, Patrons of Hus- | 
bandry, all in the State of New York; and of Maple Ridge Cul- 
ture Club, of Medina, and the Chamber of Commerce of Water- | 
town, protesting against the Canadian reciprocity treaty; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. M. C. SMITH: Petitions of Advance Pump & Com- 
pressor Co. and Progressive Republicans’ League, of Battle 
Creek, Mich., in favor of Canadian reciprocity treaty; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions and protests of Brady Grange, No. 61; Fred. 
M. Warner, ex-governor of Michigan; Bert Smith; National 
Lincoln Sheep Breeders’ Association; Calhoon Bros., Oak Grove 
Farms; certain members American Ramboiullet Sheep Breeders’ 
Association; Isbell Bean Co.; Kalamazoo Paper Co. and Stand- 
ard Paper Co., of Kalamazoo, Mich., in opposition to Canadian 
reciprocity treaty; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petitions of W. F. Strahm and other mem- | 
bers of Friendship Grange, No. 670, Kenton, Ohio, and F. J. 
Burner and other members of Benton Ridge Grange, No. 942, 
Benton Ridge, Ohio, against the passage of the Canadian reci- 
procity agreement; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Papers to accompany Dill | 
granting an increase of pension to George R. Shebbeard; to the | 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Lawrenceville Grange, No. 170, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Lawrenceville, N. J., protesting against the 
enactment of proposed reciprocal tariff legislation between the | 
— States and Canada; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 
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Monpay, April 17, 1911. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read | 
and approved. 


SENATOR FROM WASHINGTON. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. President, my colleague [Mr. Pornpexrer] | 
is present and ready to take the oath. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator elect from Washing- 
ton will present himself at the desk. 

Mr. Porspexter was escorted to the Vice President's desk by | 
Mr. Jonrs, and the oath prescribed by law having been admin- 
istered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


| Dakota, 


| and Great Britain, which 


MESSAGE tHE 
A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bill and joint resolution, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate 
H. R. 2958. An act to amend an act entitled “An act provid- 
ing for publicity of contributions made for the purpose of influ- 


FROM HOUSE. 


encing elections at which Representatives in Congress are 
elected”; and 
H. J. Res. 39. A joint resolution proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution providing that Senators shall be elected by the 
people of the several States. , 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the United 
States Extra Customs Laborers’ Associat f ti f 


York, praying for the enactment of legislation to ameliorate the 


present condition of certain employees sex I 
laborers in the customs service of New York, which w 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor 
He also present da petition of the congregation of the C ‘ 
| of the Brethren of Beatrice, Nebr., and a petit of the ¢ re 
gation of the Verdigris Church, of Madison, Kans., praying fo 
the enactment of legislation for the suppression of the opium 
evil, which were referred to the Committee on Forcign Rela 
tions. 
He also presented a petit of the national committee of 


the Unemployed and the Brotherhood Welfare Association, pray 


| ing for the enactment of legislation to ameliorate the condition 
| of the wage earners of the c 


yuintry, which was referred to the 


Committee on Education and Labor 

Mr. McCUMBER presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Hatton, Grafton, Walsh County, Adams County, Richland 
County, Washburn, Gardner, Williams County, Harvey, Stark 
County, Steele County, Ransom County, Bottineau County, 
McLean County, and Sargent County, all in the State of North 
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed 
reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and Can- 
ada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Waterbury, Conn., remonstrating against the ratification of 
the proposed treaty of arbitration between the United States 
was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Releticns. 

He also presented memorials of Local Grange of Hillstown; 
Indian River Grange, of Milford; Local Grange of West Hart- 
ford; and of Local Grange of Clinton, of the Patrons of Hus 
bandry, and of the Business Men’s and Civic Association of 
Wethersfield, all in the State of Connecticut, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agree 
ment between the United States and Canada, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finan 

Mr. GALLINGER presented morials of the International 
Brotherhood of Paper Makers; of Local Grange of Pembroke: 
Local Grange of Union; Local Grange of Bedford: Local Grange 
of Westmoreland; Local Grange No. 167, of Candia: and of 
Local Grange No. 208, of Franconia, of the Patrons of Hu: 
bandry; and of sundry citizens of Lee, Surry, Westmoreland, 
Manchester, and Mount Vernon, all in the State of New Hamp 


I 
hii 


shire, remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed 
reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance 

He also presented petitions of Charles Gordon and 36 other 


citizens of Nashua, N. H., praying for the establishment of a 
national department of public health, which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 


Mr. BRISTOW presented a petition of Post No. 73, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, of Neosho Falls 
Kans., and a petition of D. M. Vance Post, No. 2, Grand Ar 


of the Republic, Department of Kansas, praying for the passage 
of the so-called old-age pension bill, which ferred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of t 
of the Brethren of McPherson, Kans., praying for 
ment of legislation to prohibit th iterstate t 
intoxicating liquors into prohibition di 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Comme 

Mr. OLIVER presented a memoria! of 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Elk Lake, Pa., 
the ratification of the proposed recipr le : 
tween the United States and ¢ da, which was ref 


were re 


he Church 


‘ ‘ 
ne ¢ ret 


| Committee on Finance. 


Mr. McLEAN presented memoria!s of Cen Pomona G1 e, 
No. 1, of Berlin: Plainville Grange, No. 51, of I iville: West 
Hartford Grange, of West Hartfo : 5 


of Waterbury, of the Patrons of 
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ness Men’s and Civic Association of Wethersfield, all in the 
State of Connecticut, remonstrating against the ratification of | 
the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the United | 
States and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented memorials of Local Grange, of 
Centerville; Local Grange No. 1164, of Stalwart; and Local | 
Grange No. 1490, of Sturgis, Patrons of Husbandry, and sundry | 
farmers of Ashland, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agree- 
ment between the United States and Canada, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WARREN presented a memorial of the International 
Brotherhood of Paper Makers, of Albany, N. Y., and a memorial 
of the National Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agree- 
ment between the United States and Canada, which were re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FLETCHER presented a petition of the Cotton Exchange, 
of New Orleans, La., praying that bagging and ties be placed 
on the free list, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Educative and 
Cooperative Union, of Pierce County, Ga., praying for an in- 
crease in the duty on cotton, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at the General Con- | 
ference of Congregational Churches of Florida and the Southeast, 
favoring the ratification of the proposed treaty of arbitration 
between the United States and Great Britain, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Irish-American and Ger- | 
man-American societies of New York, remonstrating against | 
the ratification of the proposed treaty of arbitration between the | 
United States and Great Britain, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Tampa District Retail 
Druggists’ Association, of Tampa, Fla., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called parcels-post bill, which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CRAWFORD presented memorials of Local Grange of | 
Florence; Local Grange No. 25, of Erwin; Local Grange No. 3, 
of Watertown; Local Grange No. 4, of Dempster; Black Hills | 
Pomona Grange, of Whitewood; and of Local Grange of White, 
all of the Patrons of Husbandry; of the Farmers’ Grain Dealers’ 
Association; and of sundry citizens of Coleman, Amherst, Clare- 
mont, Crandon, Frankfort, Redfield, Arlington, Sinai, and Sisse- 
ton, all in the State of South Dakota, and of the American Na- 
tional Live Stock Association, remonstrating against the ratifica- 
tion of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the 
United States and Canada, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey presented a memorial of Local 
Grange No. 40, Patrons of Husbandry, of Windsor, N. J., and 
a memorial of Local Grange No. 45, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Marlton, N. J., remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the United States 
and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STEPHENSON presented a petition of the Woman’s Club 
of Monroe, Wis., praying for the repeal of the present oleo- 
margarine law, which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of Monroe, 
Wis., praying that an investigation be made into the condition 
of dairy products for the prevention and spread of tuberculosis, 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers and Job- 
bers’ Club of La Cross, Wis., praying for the ratification of the 
proposed reciprecal trade agreement between the United States 
and Canada, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of the Riverside Fibre & Paper 
Co., of Appleton; the Gilbert Paper Co., of Menasha; the Beloit 
Iron Works, of Beloit; of J. J. Plank & Co., of Appleton; and 
of sundry employees of the Wisconsin Tissue Paper Co., of 
Appleton; of the Patten Paper Co., of Appleton and Oconto 
Falls, all in the State of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the 
ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between 
the United States and Canada, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented memorials of Reunion Grange, No. 
803, Patrons of Husbandry, of Middleton; of Great Meadow 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Westmoreland; and of Myron 
H. Porter, of Surry; Hiram F. Newell, of Surry; Chester M. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 17. 


McClening, Willard Bill, jr., and Charles K. Cobb, of Wes: 
moreland; Frank H. Pearson, of Stratham; Hon. Frank P. Ca: 
penter and A. B. Carptenter, of Manchester, all in the Stat 


| of New Hampshire, remonstrating against the ratification of th 
| proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the United Stat: 


and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance 

Mr. SHIVELY presented a petition of John A. Logan Post 
No. 3, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, « 
Lafayette, Ind., praying for the passage of the so-called old-age 
pension bill, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a memorial of Thorntown Grange, No. 37> 
I’atrons of Husbandry, of Whitley County, Ind., remonstratin 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agre 
ment between the United States and Canada, which was rc 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES presented memorials of Local Grange No. 124, of 
Grays River; Fruitvale Grange, No. 348, of North Yakim 
Oakview Grange, No. 311, of Centralia; Mountain Side Grang: 
No. 190, of Van Zandt; Local Grange No. 835, of Naches; Loc 
Grange No. 227, of Olympia; Local Grange No. 123, of St. Helen 
Local Grange No. 200, of Olympia; Local Grange No. 82, «f 
Vancouver; Local Grange No. 208, of Bellingham; Local Granz 
No. 184, of Centralia; Local Grange No. 22, of Omak; La 


—m, 


| Grange No. 51, of Oakesdale; Local Grange No. 407, of ( 


tralia; Local Grange No. 265, of Kent; and Local Grange N 
114, of Ewartsville, all of the Patrons of Husbandry, in t! 
State of Washington, remonstrating against the ratification | 
the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the Unit 
States and Canada, which were referred to the Committee « 
Finance. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the firs! 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referre: 
as follows: 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 1056) to pay the legal heirs of the late John A. 
Lynch for valuable services rendered by him as the projector 
and promoter of the International American Conference and thc 
Intercontinental Railway (with accompanying paper); to the 
Committee on Railroads. 

A bill (S. 1057) granting an increase of pension to Job Utle: 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8S. 1058) granting an increase of pension to Hamilton 
Lutes; 

A bill (S. 1059) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Elkins; 

A bill (S. 1060) granting an increase of pension to Robert II. 
Church ; 

A bill (S. 1061) granting a pension to Charles Falbisaner: 

A bill (8S. 1062) granting an increase of pension to Juli: 
Baldwin; 

A bill (S, 1068) granting an increase of pension to Jaco) 
Taylor; 

A bill (S. 1064) granting a pension to Francis M. Walker: 

A bill (S. 1065) granting a pension to Herman Tichter; and 

A bill (S. 1066) granting an increase of pension to William Rh. 
Rennels; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 1067) providing for the appointment of two cadets 
from the District of Columbia to the United States Military 
Academy at West Point; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

A bill (S. 1068) authorizing the extension of First Street east, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1069) to authorize the widening and extension of 
Minnesota Avenue from Pennsylvania Avenue SE. to its present 
terminus, near Eastern Avenue, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1070) to require the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal Co. 
to build and maintain bridges, etc., over the Chesapeake & Ohiv 
Canal; 

A bill (S. 1071) authorizing the extension of Barry Place 
NW., and for other purposes; 

A bill (8S. 1072) to amend section 895 of the Code of Law for 
the District of Columbia ; 

A bill (S. 1073) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate 
the employment of child labor in the Distriét of Columbia ” ; 

A bill (S. 1074) to amend an act approved July 1, 1902, en- 
titled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act in relation to 
taxes and tax sales in the District of Columbia,’ approved Feb- 
ruary 28, 1898”; 

A bill (S. 1075) to amend an act entitled “An act making ap- 
propriations to provide for the expenses of the government of 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1903, and for other purposes”; 
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A bill (S. 1076) making drunkenness in the District of Co- 
jumbia a misdemeanor, and to provide a hospital for inebriates, 
and for other purposes ; 
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A bill (8S. 1077) to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis-'| 


trict of Columbia to suspend and revoke certain licenses and 
permits ; 

A bill (S. 1078) to amend section 4 of an act entitled “An act 
for the preservation of the public peace and the protection of 
property within the District of Columbia,” approved July 2s, 
1892, as to kiteflying; 

A bill (S. 1079) providing for the regulation and suspension 
of traffic and processions on highways in the District of Co- 
lumbia ; 

A bill (S. 1080) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate 
the practice of pharmacy and the sale of poisons in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved May 7, 
1906, by prohibiting the sale of poisonous hair dressing; 

A bill (S. 1081) to provide for punishment for larceny of 
publie property from the workhouse and the reformatory of 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1082) to receive arrearages of taxes due to the 
District of Columbia, to July 1, 1908, at 6 per cent interest per 
annum, in lieu of penalties, and costs; 

A bill (S. 1083) to provide an additional method for enforc- 
ing and foreclosing tax sales and tax deeds in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; 


$y Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 1102) for the relief of Ethel M. Young; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1108) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to hear and determine the claims of Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Indians (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1104) to amend section 1 of an act entitled “An 
act granting certain enli soldiers and 


pensions to sted men, 


| Officers, who served in the Civil War and the War with 
| Mexico”; 
| A bill (S. 1105) granting a pension to Priscilla L. Howe 
| (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1106) granting an increase of pension to John 
| Clause (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1107) granting an increase of pe m to Paul A, 

Greely (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 1108) granting a pension to Oliver H. Perry (with 


A bill (S. 1084) to amend the laws for the protection of | 


birds, game, and fish in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1085) to amend the act of Congress approved April 
22. 1904, authorizing the laying of water mains and service 
sewers in the District of Columbia, the levying of assessments 
therefor, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1086) to amend sections 680 and 686 of the Code 
of Law for the District of Columbia; 

A bill (8. 1087) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to provide 
for the better registration of births in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 1, 1907; 

A bill (S. 1088) to amend an act to regulate plumbing and 
gas fitting in the District of Columbia, approved June 18, 1898; 

A bill (S. 1089) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for registration of all eases of tuberculosis in the District of 
Columbia, fer free examination of sputum in suspected cases, 
and for preventing the spread of tuberculosis in said District,” 
approved May 138, 1908; 

A bill (8. 1090) providing for guides in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and defining their duties; 

A bill (8S. 1091) to license operators of cinematographs, mov- 
ing-picture machines, and similar apparatus, and for other pur- 
post g2 

A bill (8. 1092) to protect public health by regulating the 

production and sale of milk, cream, and ice cream in and for 
the District of Columbia; 
_A bill (8. 1093) to provide for the extension of Buchanan 
Street NW. between Piney Branch Road and Sixteenth Street, 
and the abandonment of Piney Branch Road between Allison 
Street and Buchanan Street NW., District of Columbia; 

A bill (8S. 1094) for the widening of Sixteenth Street NW. at 
Piney Braneh, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1095) to authorize the surveyor of the District of 
Columbia to adopt the system of designating land in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in force in the office of the assessor of said 
District (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Virginia: 

A bill (S. 1096) to provide for acquirement, by condemnation, of 
lands at Cape Henry, Va., for the purpose of fortification and 
coast defense; to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

A bill (S. 1097) for the erection of 2 monument to the mem- 
ory of Matthew Fontaine Maury, of Virginia; and 


ory of Gen. William Campbell; to the Committee on the Library. 
A bill (8. 1099) to establish the Fredericksburg and Adja- 
pe National Battle Fields Memorial Park, in the State of Vir- 
ginia; 
A bill (8. 1100) authorizing the Secretary of War to have 
constructed macadamized roadbeds on the roads along the 
eastern boundary of the Arlington National Cemetery and along 


- westerly boundary of the Fort Myer (Va.) Heservation; 


A bill (8. 1101) authorizing the Seeretary of War to have | 


constructed a direct road leading from the southern end of 


the new highway bridge across the Potomac River to the Nationa) | 


Cemetery at Arlington and Fort Myer; the C cones an 
Military Affairs, B yer; to the Committee on 


| 


| for .the adjudication and pa 
A bill (8. 1098) for the erection of 2 monument to the mem- | a5 pemescation m) 


accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1109) granting a pension to Delbert Cross (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8S. 1110) granting an increase of pension to Lafayett 
M. Bratton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1111) granting an increase of pension to George 
Heflen (with accompanying papers); and 


A bill (S. 1112) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Heflen (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen 
sions. 

By Mr. KERN: 

A bill (S. 1113) granting a pension to Adelia M. Custer (with 


accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1114) granting an increase of pension to John Gold- 
smith (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1115) granting an increase of pe 
C. Bradymeyer (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1116) granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Harris; 

A bill (S. 1117) granting a pension to Jennle West; 

A bill (S. 1118) granting an increase of pension to Ryland W. 
Darnall; 

A bill (S. 1119) granting an increase of pension to Nathan H. 
Miller (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1120) granting an increase of pension to Jared C. 
Meek (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1121) granting an increase of pension to William 
Tinder (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Per 
sions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 1122) to amend section 2291 of the Rev 
utes of the United States relating to homestead e1 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1123) to establish a branch soldiers’ home in the 
State of Washington; to the Committee on Military Affair 

A bill (S. 1124) granting pensions to certain officers and en 
listed men of the Life-Saving Service and to their widows and 
minor children; to the Committee on Commerce 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 1125) granting a pension to John Donnelly; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (S. 1126) granting an 
Hashman (with accompanying papers) ; 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: 

A bill (S. 1127) to authorize the sale and disposition 
surplus and unallotted lands in the Lower B ludian Rese 
vation, in the State of South Dakota, and waking appr 
tion to carry the same into effect; to the Committee on I 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 


sion to Christian 


ed Stat 


tries; to the 


increase of pension to Ley 
to the Com! Lie l 


1128) to amend an act entitled “An 


dian depredations,” approve 
on Indian Depredations 

A bill (S. 1129) regulating tl l 
tween the United States and the : S 
disposition of the public lands, and for 
Committee on Public Lands 

A bill (8. 1130) granting an increase of fo ¢ 
pher C. Yancey, alias Christopher Co t ‘ 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Wyoming 

A bill (S. 1131) for the relief of Ix ‘ 


Committee on Claims. 
A bill (8S. 1132) to pr ! 

| ing in the city of Doug: n the } 

Committee on Public Buildings and Gro 
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By Mr. SHIVELY: 
A bill (8S. 11338) granting an increase of pension to Calvin 
Smith; 


A bill (8. 1134) granting an increase of pension to Albert F. | 


Reynolds; 

A bill (8S. 1 
H. Rupe; 

A bill (8. 1186) granting an increase of pension to Libbins 
W. Davis; 

A bill (8S. 11387) granting an increase of pension to John 
Denny ; 

A bill (8. 1138) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Power; and 

A bill (8. 1189) granting a pension to Elijah Watts (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SWANSON: 


A bill (S. 1140) for the relief of the Southern Railway Co.; | 


to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1141) to repeal section 3480 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1142) to protect the monuments already erected on 
the battlefields of Bull Run, Va., and other monuments that 
may be there erected; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POMERENE: 

A bill (S. 1148) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Armstrong; 

A bill (S. 1144) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Conrad; 

A bill (S. 1145) granting an increase of pension to John 
Turner; 

A bill (S. 1146) granting an increase of pension to William 
Donnelly ; 

A bill (S. 1147) granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Hart; and 

A bill (S. 1148) granting an increase of pension to Spencer 
Ford (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 1149) permitting the Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault 
Ste. Marie Railway Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a 
railroad bridge across the St. Croix River between the States of 
Wisconsin and Minnesota; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 1150) to amend an act entitled “An act to codify, 
revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary” (with ac- 
companying papers) ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROOT: 

A bill (8S. 1151) granting an increase of pension to Louise B. 
Otis; 

A bill (S. 1152) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Bradford Crowninshield; and 

A bill (S. 1153) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
Augusta Erben; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1154) for the relief of F. W. Theodore Schroeter ; 
and 

A bill (S. 1155) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the claim of Elizabeth B. Eddy; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. HEYBURN: 

A bill (S. 1156) granting a pension to Marcia M. Maris (with 
an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 

A bill (S. 1157) granting a pension to Catherine M. Burdick; 

A bill (8. 1158) granting a pension to Mary I. Clark; 

A bill (S. 1159) granting a pension to Eliza F. Tucker; and 

A bill (8S. 1160) granting an increase of pension to Bertha H. 
Tiesler ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: 

A bill (S. 1161) for the relief of Edward S. Salomon; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: 

A bill (8S. 1162) relating to the removal of employees of the 
Government in the classified civil service; to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

By Mr. BURNHAM: 

A bill (8. 1163) granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. 
Atwood; and 

A bill (S. 1164) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Hibbard (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S. 1165) granting an increase of pension to Zacheus 
ee vow (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 

ensions. 
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ty Mr. TOWNSEND: 

A bill (S. 1166) granting an increase of pension to John \ 
Doane; and 

A bill (S. 1167) granting an increase of pension to Ei 
Shaffer; to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

3y Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 1168) for the relief of Christopher C. McCammen; 

bill (S. 1169) for the relief of John Vankirk; 

A bill (S. 1170) for the relief of Nathan Mendenhall; 

A bill (S. 1171) to remedy in the line of the Army the j; 
equalities in rank due to the past system of regimental prom 
tion; and 

A bill (S. 1172) for the relief of Herman Fisher; to th, 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

iy Mr. BACON: 

A bill (S. 1173) granting an increase of pension to Gertrud. 
L. Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOURNE: 

A bill (S. 1174) to amend the act of May 22, 1902, establis! 
ing Crater Lake National Park, and for other purposes; to th 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1175) to authorize the purchase of a site a: 
erection of a public building at Astoria, Oreg.; to the Com 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. ; 

A bill (S. 1176) to establish a biological station for the stud: 
of fish diseases; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: 

A bill (S. 1177) granting a pension to Fred. G. Rockel; 

A bill (S. 1178) granting a pension to Frederick Hess; 

A bill (S. 1179) granting a pension to Maria Chotard Conner 
and 

A bill (S. 1180) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Kent: to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1181) for the relief of John M. Maynor (with 


| accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. OWEN: 
A bill (8S. 1182) to promote the efficiency of the Public Health 
and Marine-Hospital Service; to the Committee on Public 


| Health and National Quarantine. 


A bill (S. 1183) providing for the deposit of Indian funds in 
Oklahoma ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1184) granting an increase of pension to George 
Bond (with accompanying papers); and . 

A bill (S. 1185) granting an increase of pension to Stoughton 
A. Cheever (with accompanying papers); to the Committee ou 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: 

A bill (S. 1186) granting an increase of pension to Samuel S 
Armstrong (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1187) granting an increase of pension to Larentz 
Czarnezki (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1188) granting an increase of pension to John Bet 
ner (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1189) granting an increase of pension to John Bush: 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1190) granting an increase of pension to William 
Eldridge (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1191) granting an increase of pension to Jose})l) 
Leasure, jr. (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1192) granting an increase of pension to Washing 
ton H. Wells (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1193) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Thomas (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1194) granting an increase of pension to Christian 
Miller (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1195) granting an increase of pension to Albert C 
Jefferson ; 

A bill (S. 1196) granting an increase of pension to Robert J 
Fry; 

A bill (S. 1197) granting an increase of pension to Willian 
A. Cutler; 

A bill (S. 1198) granting an increase of pension to Leander 
Chapman ; 

A bill (S. 1199) granting an increase of pension to John Bu: 
ritt; 
A bill §. 1200) granting an increase Of pension to Robert 
Murray; 

A bill (S. 1201) granting an increase of pension to John M 
Eathron ; . 

A bill (S. 1202) granting a pension to Henry Le Marsh; 

A bill (S. 1203) granting an increase of pension to Joseph La 
Duke; 

A bill (S. 1204) granting a pension to Anna P. La Duke; 

A bill (8S. 1205) granting an increase of pension to John 
Jones; 
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H. Ridgman ; 

A bill (S. 1207) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
,owers,; 

: A bill (S. 1208) granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Porterfield ; 

A bill (S. 1209) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
"ark; 

; A bill (S. 1210) granting an increase of pension to David J. 
tyan ; 

~~ pill (S. 1211) granting an increase of pension to Ole A. 
Thompson ; and 

A bill (S. 1212) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
S. Woodnorth; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 1213) granting a pension to Fred T. Macomber; 

A bill (S. 1214) granting an increase of pension to Lyman C. 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 1215) granting an increase of pension to Alfred B. 
Wilcox ; 

A bill (S. 1216) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Malcolm; 

A bill (S. 1217) granting an increase of pension to Alfred B. 
Loop; 

A bill (S. 1218) granting an increase of pension to John 
Thompson ; 

A bill (S. 1219) granting a pension to William S. Davidson; 
and 

A bill (S. 1220) granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Raulston; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 1221) granting an increase of pension to Wyatt C. 
Crawford; 

A bill (S. 1222) granting an increase of pension to Ephraim 
Edmondson ; 

A bill (S, 1223) granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Pierce; 

A bill (S. 1224) granting a pension to John W. Massey; 

A bill (S. 1225) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Proeger ; 

A bill (8. 1226) granting a pension to Louisa A. Ritchey; 

A bill (S. 1227) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
E. vsackson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1228) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Jenison (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1229) granting an increase of pension to William 
Carter (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1230) for the relief of John P. Roberson (with ac- 
companying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1231) for the relief of the heirs of John W. West, 
deceased; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1282) for the relief of Angeline L. Gray; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (8. 1233) for the relief of Lewis H. Guest; and 

A bill (S. 1234) to correct the military record of Alfred 
Rebsamen (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Virginia: 

A bill (8. 1235) for the erection of a memorial on the grounds 
of William and Mary College, Williamsburg, Va., in honor of 
Hon. Peyton Randolph, first President of the Continental Con- 
gress; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 1286) to place Dr. Henry Smith on the retired list 
of the Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 1237) for the promotion of Joseph A. O’Connor, 
carpenter in the United States Navy, to the rank of chief car- 
penter, and place him on the retired list; 

A bill (S. 1288) providing for the promotion of Chief Boat- 
swain Patrick Deery, United States Navy; and 

_A bill (8S. 1239) to appoint Holmes E. Offley upon the retired 
list of the Navy with the rank of lieutenant; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 1240) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the cases herein enumerated ; 


A bill (8. 1241) for the relief of John S. Mann and the estate | 


of Lewis W. Mann, deceased; 

A bill (8. 1242) for the relief of W. T, Flippin, administrator 
of John F, Flippin, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 1243) for the relief of the estate of William D. 
Wright, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 1244) for the relief of Joseph H. Shafer; 

A bill (S. 1245) for the relief of George M. Fry; 

A bill (8. 1246) for the relief of G. W. Browder; 

A bill (8. 1247) for the relief of John W. Fairfax; 


XLVII——20 


a —— 
A bill (S. 1206) granting an increase of pension to William 


A bill (S. 1248) for the relief of David R. Mister: 

A bill (S. 1249) for the relief of Adam Carpenter; 

A bill (S. 1250) for the relief of Joseph T. Chance and the 
heirs of John R. Burton, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1251) for the relief of Thomas Jol 
representatives ; 

A bill (S, 1252) for the 
Spence, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1253) for the relief of the estate of Thomas I. Nel- 
son, deceased : 

A bill (S. 1254) for the relief of George S. Ayre: 


inson or his legal 


relief of the heirs of Lemmus J. 


A bill (S. 1255) for the relief of William T. Miles: 

A bill (S. 1256) for the relief of the estate of Arthur F. Clift, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1257) for the relief of the legal heirs of the late L. 
Claiborne Jones; 

A bill (S. 1258) for the relief of the heirs of J Bo 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1259) for the relief of the estate of Letitia 4 


Semple; 

A bill (S. 1260) for the relief of the estate of James 4, 
Hodges, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1261) for the relief of the legal represent ; of 
the estate of John Heater; 

A bill (S. 1262) for the relief of FE. A. R. Wyatt, heir of ! 
ward A. Wyatt, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1263) for the relief of H, L. Briscoe, heir of Sarah 
Briscoe; 


A bill (S. 1264) for the relief of Joseph C. Boge 


A bill (S. 1265) for the relief of the heirs of W am W 
deceased : 
A bill (S. 1266) for the relief of the heirs of William Sa l 


Custis; 

A bill (S. 1267) for the relief of Wesley Ran! Bs 

A bill (S. 1268) for the relief of Luther H. Pott ld; 

A bill (S. 1269) for the relief of Bland Massi 

A bill (S. 1270) for the relief of John Henry Edwards; 

A bill (S. 1271) for the relief of the estate of Mary N. Cox 
deceased : 

A bill (S. 1272) for the relief of R. H. Hayden and Emma 
Hayden, executrix of the estate of Logan F. Hayden, di 1; 

A bill (S. 1273) for the relief of Bolivar Sheild; 

A bill (S. 1274) for the relief of the heirs of Robert L. 
Martin; 

A bill. (S. 1275) for the relief of the estate of IT. I. Co 
deceased ; 


A bill (S. 1276) for the relief of the estate of W m <A, 
Coffman, deceased ; 
A bill (S. 1277) for the relief of heirs and estate of J 


Blosser, deceased ; 


A bill (S. 1278) for the relief of C. N. Rash; 


A bill (S. 1279) for the relief of the estate of J bec , 
deceased . 
A bill (S. 1280) for the relief of tl estate of Simeon ITI. 


Wootton, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1281) for the relief of Joseph EF. Funkhouser ; 

A bill (S. 1282) for the relief of the estate of Bi 1 
Thatcher, deceased ; 

A bill (8S. 1288) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of ¢ 
to try, adjudicate, and determine certain claims f 
sation for carrying the mails and pay for the « 
postal service ; 

A bill (S. 1284) for the relief of Tyree Bros. ; 

A bill (S. 1285) for the relief of William Corcoran; 

A bill (S. 1286) for the relief of the heirs of John EF. L 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1287) for the relief of Norval Cox and lh 
Robert Rollins, deceased : 

A bill (S. 1288) for the relief of the heirs of Mat 
deceased ; 


| A bill (S. 1289) for the relief of Robert FE. Jackson; 
A bill (S. 1290) to reimburse J. H. Whealton for ‘ | I 


by ‘him as surety for C. W. 
Whealton, Va.; 
A bill (8S. 1291) for the relief of Mary Cornick; 
A bill (S, 1292) for the relief of James H. Ilotte 
A bill (S. 1293) for the relief of Herbert Thompson; 
| A bill (S. 1294) for the relief of Harrison Capp 
| A bill (S. 1295) for the relief of John W. Ritenour; 
A bill (S. 1296) for the relief of Hulda V. Coffer; 
A bill (S. 1297) for the relief of the estate of Ge P 
Loehr, deceased ; 
A bill (8s. 1298) for the relief of the hel of Su n M. 
Pendleton, deceased ; 


Fullerton, late | Cl f 
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A bill (S. 1299) for the relief of the heirs of J. D. Makely, 
deveased ; 

A bill .(S. 1800) for the relief of the estate of Brandt Kinch- 
eloe, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1301) for the relief of the estate of John Jett, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1302) for the relief of Mrs. C. 
of R. F. Grave, jr., deceased; 

A bill (S. 1303) for the relief of the heirs of John A. Jones, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 1304) to provide for the payment of certain moneys 
advanced by the States of Virginia and Maryland to the United 
States Government to be applied toward erecting public build- 
ings for the Federal Government in the District of Columbia ; 

A bill (S. 1805) for the relief of Laura V. Phipps; 

A bill (S. 1306) for the relief of Tilman Jeter; 

A bill (8S. 1307) for the relief of A. O. Tucker; 

A bill (8S. 1308) for the relief of Martin Maddux; 

A bill (S. 1309) for the relief of Benjamin P. Loyall; 

A bill (S. 1310) for the relief of Elise Trigg Shields; 

A bill (S. 1311) for the relief of Frank Hoskins; 

A bill (S. 1312) for the relief of the Seaboard Air Line 
Railway; 

A bill (S. 1313) for the relief of Edgar M. Wilson, adminis- 
trator of Thomas B. Van Buren, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1814) for the relief of the Richmond Locomotive 
Works, successor of the Richmond Locomotive and Machine 
Works; 

A bill (S. 1315) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Co. ; 

A bill (S. 1316) for the relief of the heirs at law of Capt. 
John Lewis; 

A bill (S. 1317) for the rélief of heirs and estate of James 
Jones, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1318) for the relief of Abraham Kellar; 


N. Graves, widow 


A bill (S. 1319) for the relief of the legal representative of | 


William C. Read; 


A bill (8. 1320) for the relief of the heirs or estate of Samuel | 


Sheetz, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1321) for the relief of the heirs of William South- 
worth, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1822) for the relief of Granville J. Kelly; 

A bill (S. 1323) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Alexander K. Phillips, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 1324) for the relief of Mary EB. Collier; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: 

A bill (S. 1325) granting an increase of pension to Daniel G. 
Bowles; and 


A bill (S. 1326) granting an increase of pension to Amos | 
| Disabled Volunteer Soldiers was read the first time by its tit 
, and the second time at length, as follows: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 15) proposing an amendment to | 


Brough; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. OWEN: 


the Constitution providing that Senators shall be elected by the 
people of the several States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 16) approving the constitutions 


formed by the constitutional conventions of the Territories of | 


New Mexico and Arizona; and 
A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 17) approving the constitutions 


formed by the constitutional conventions of the Territories of | 


New Mexico and Arizona; to the Committee on Territories. 
By Mr. CURTIS: 


A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 18) authorizing free or re- | amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, re: 


duced transportation to members of the Grand Army of the 
tepublic and others whenever attending regular annual en- 
campments, reunions, or conventions, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


MONUMENT TO GEORGE ROCERS CLARE. 


Mr. BRADLBY. I introduce a bill and ask that it be read. 

The bill (S. 1827) to provide for the selection and purchase 
of a site for and erection of a monument or memorial to the 
memory of Gen. George Rogers Clark was read the first time by 
its title, the second time at length, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library, as follows: 


Whereas Gen. George Rogers Clark, under seeming impossibilities, 
through the severest hardships that ever attended any successful mili- 
tary cam paign, and by the exercise of the most wonderful neralship 
recorded in the annals of history, won and secured to the United States 
our immense northwestern terr i feasible the acquisition of 
the vast territory embraced in the uisiana Purchase, thereby winning 
for himself the name of “ the Empire Builder of the West”; and 

Whereas his remains are now interred in Cave Hill Cemetery, near 
Louisville, Ky., unmarked except by a modest headstone: Therefore 

Be it enacted, etc., That William H. Taft, Theodore Roosevelt, John 
M. Harlan, Champ (ark, and Thomas R. Marshall be, and they are 
hereby, created a commission to be known as “The Clark monument or 
memorial commission ” to select and procure a location at some point in 
Jefferson County, Ky., and to select a plan and design for a monument 
or memorial to erected in said county to the memory of Gen. George 
Rogers Clark, subject to the approval of Congress. 
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Sec. 2. That in the discharge of its duties hereunder said com; 
sion is authorized to employ the services of such artists, seculpto; 
architeets, and others as it shall deem necessary, and to avail itse!{ 
the services or advice of the Commission of Fine Arts, created by + 
act approved May 17, 1910. . 

Sec. 3. That this construction shall be entered upon as speedil; 
practicable after the plan and design therefor is determined up 
approved by Congress, and shall be prosecuted to completion under tho 
direction of said commission and the Secretary of War, under a contra 
hereby authorized to be entered into by said Secretary in a total s 
net exceeding $300,000. 

Sec. 4. That vacancies occurring in the membership of the com 
sion shall be filled by appointment by the President of the Unit, 
States: Provided, That no member hereby or hereafter appointed s)) 
receive any compensation for his services save necessary expenses in- 
curred thereby. 

Sec. 5. That to defray the necessary expenses of the commiss! 
herein created and the cost of procuring plans or designs for a mo 
ment or memorial as aforesaid, there is hereby appropriated the sum 
$10,000, to be immediately available. 

Sec. 6. That said commission shall annually submit to Congres 
estimate of the amount of money necessary to be expended to carry « 
the work herein authorized. ; 


PUBLICITY OF ELECTION CONTRIBUTIONS. 


Mr. OWEN submitted an amendment intended to be propose 
by him to the bill (H. R. 2958) to amend an act entitled “Ay 
act providing for publicity of contributions made for the pur- 
pose of influencing elections at which Representatives in Con 
gress are elected,” which was referred to the Committee o1 
Privileges and Hlections.and ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

H. R. 2958. An act to amend an act entitled “An act provia- 
ing for publicity of contributions made for the purpose of in- 
fluencing elections at which Representatives in Congress are 
elected,” was read twice by its title and referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Privileges and Elections. 


The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 39) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution providing that Senators shall be elected by 
the people of the several States was read twice by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the joint 
resolution will be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I think the joint reso 


| tion ought to go to the Committee on Privileges and Electio 
| Similar joint resolutions formerly went to that committee, witn 
_ the exception of a joint resolution in the last Congress. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, () 
joint resolution will be referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

BOARD OF MANAGERS, NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME. 
Mr. WARREN. Mtr. President, I introduce a joint resolution, 


| and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 


The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 14) for appointment of 
member of the Board of Managers of the National Home for 


Resolved, etc., That Hon. Nathan Bay Scott, of West Virginia, 
and he is hereby, appointed as a member of the Board of Managers 
the National ome for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers of the Unit 
States, to succeed Capt. Henry E. Palmer, deceased, whose term 
office would expire April 21, 1916. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming asks 


| unanimous consent for the present consideration of the joint 


resolution. Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tlic 


| Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 


the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BROWN subsequently said: I enter a motion to 1 
consider the vote by which in my absence this morning Senate 
joint resolution 14, with reference to a vacancy in the Board 
of Managers of the Soldiers’ Home, was passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska enters 
a motion for a reconsideration of the votes by which Senate 
joint resolution 14 was engrossed, read the third time, and 
passed. 

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. WARREN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
20), which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, be authorized to send for persons and papers and to ad- 
minister oaths and to employ a stenographer to report such hearing 
as may be had in connection with any subject which may be pending 
before said committee, and to have the same printed for its use; that 
the committee may sit du the sessions or recesses of the Senate, 
~ that the expense thereof paid out of the contingent fund of the 

enate. 


AFFAIRS IN MEXICO. 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I send to the desk a resolution 
which I ask may be read and lie on the table. At a later day 
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I will move its reference to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. I desire, however, before that is done at an early day, 
possibly at the next meeting of the Senate, to make the reso- 
jution the basis of some observations. 

The resolution (S. Res. 19) was read and ordered to lie on 
the table, as follows: 

Whereas a 


condition of turbulence and disorder prevails throughout 
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the Republic of Mexico; and 

Whereas as a result of such turbulence and disorder, it is reported | 
that the lives of a large number of American citizens resident in Mex 
ico are imperiled, and that their property is in danger of lawless ap 
propriation by bands of irresponsible men; and 

Whereas in conflicts between the military forces of the Mexican 


Government and revolutionists near the border line between the United 
States and Mexico several American citizens on the American side of 
the boundary line have been slain as the result of Mexicans firing across 
line, and other American citizens while peaceably pursuing their 
avocations or while in their homes have been wounded: and 

Whereas a great and important public work on the Colorado River in 
Lower California is being constructed by Americans, and for which work 
Congress has made a large appropriation, and which work is being con- 
structed on the Mexican side by American engineers and contractors 
under an agreement made with the Mexican Government, is being ob- 
structed and endangered by repeated interferences of lawless bands of 
Mexican revyolutionists who have at different times appropriated prop- 
erty of the contractors engaged in the work and have so seriously de 
layed the work as to greatly endanger it by threatening the lives of 
workmen and thus disorganizing the working force; and 

Whereas numerous leading newspapers in Europe, especially in Lon- 


the 


don, report that certain European Governments, many of whose sub 
jects and citizens reside in Mexico and have large property interests 


there, are contemplating some intervention by force in the affairs of the 
Mexican Republic, ostensibly for the protection of the lives and interests 
of their people; and 

Whereas one European power has already landed on Mexican territory 
an armed force of marines from one of its warships under the pretense 
of preventing an attack upon a Mexican town by revolutionary forces; 
and 

Whereas this unfortunate condition in the governmental and political 
affairs of Mexico appears to grow worse and more acute from day to 
day: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and hereby is, 
directed to make speedy inquiry into the facts recited in the preamble 
hereto and into such other facts as said committee may deem necessary 
to a complete explanation and exposition of the actual conditions pre 
vailing in Mexico, and said committee is directed to make report of its 
findings, with such recommendations the committee may deem ad 
visable, respecting the duty of the United States in the premises, and 
which report may be made to the Senate in open or executive session, 
as the said committee may deem most expedient in the public interest. 


as 





AMENDMENTS TO TARIFF BILLS, 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, in pursuance of a notice 
heretofore given by me, I submit the following resolution, which 
I ask may be read and referred to the Committee on Rules, 

The resolution (S. Res. 18) was read and referred to the 
Committee on Rules, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be added as one of the standing rules of the 
Senate the following, to wit: 
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other reasons S 


might be shown 


on this subject 
should be referred to some one committee; 


the appropriate com 
mittee should be determined; and the question being before the 


resolutions 


Senate, it might as well be determined now as at another time. 
I ask unanimous consent that a’! bills or resolutions heretofore 
introduced in the Senate at this session of Congress directed to 
change in the system of electing United States Senators be 
| referred to the Committ on Privileges and Elections. For 
that purpose [ also ask unanimous consent that the Committee 
on the Judiciary be discharged from the further « sideration 
of all bills and joint resolutions relating to the election of Set 
tors by direct vote of the people which may have heretofore at 
the present session been referred to it 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho sks 
unanimous consent that the Committee on the Jud ry be cis 
charged from the further consideration of all bills and joint 
resolutions relating to the election of Senators by direct vote 
of the people which have been introduced at this sé m of Co 
gress and referred to that committee, and that such |} 3 | 
joint resolutions be referred to the Committee on It 
and Elections. Is there objection? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I object to that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I myself think that the t 
resolution which has been referred this morning to the Cor 
mittee on Privileges and Elections should be referred to t! 
Committee on the Judiciary. It relates not to the ordinary 


“That no amendment to any Dill passed by the House amending 
or changing by general application the import duties prescribed by | 
existing law shall be in order or allowed in the Senate unless such | 
proposed amendment seeks to amend or change a paragraph or item 


embraced in the schedule cr schedules, all or a part of which is sought 
to be amended or changed by the House bill, or unless such proposed 
amendment is directly related to the subject matter of the House bill 
and is germane thereto.” 


ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I noticed a mo- 
ment ago that House joint resolution 39 providing for the 
direct election of Senators by the people was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. During the last Con- 
gress a similar joint resolution, introduced by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Bristow], was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary and was there considered and reported to the Senate. 
In looking up the precedents with regard to resolutions upon 
this particular subject I find that prior to the last Congress ref- 


erences had been made to the Committee on Privileges and | 


ilections. I make this statement now so as to account, perhaps, 
for the fact that I did not ask that the joint resolution go in 
this case to the Committee on the Judiciary and did not object 
to its being placed in the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I ask, for information, 
whether it is true that other joint resolutions with reference 
to the election of Senators by direct vote have gone at this 
Session to the Judiciary Committee? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. As a matter of information, the 
Chair, of his own knowledge, can not tell the Senator. The 
Secretary informs the Chair, however, that they have been so 
referred. It would be the Chair's notion to refer such joint 
resolutions to the Committee on the Judiciary; but a request 
otherwise was made, and by unanimous consent, the matter 
being put by the Chair to the Senate, the reference was made 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, in the interest of uniformity 
of procedure, if there is no graver reason—and I think perhaps 


matter of the privileges of the floor and the election of Senator 

but it relates to a change in the fundamental law of the land 
a change in the Constitution of the United States. If there is 
any question which should be referred to the law committee of 


the Senate, it is a proposition to make a change in the Con 
stitution. 
It will not do to say, Mr. President, that such a question 


should be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Eli 


ctions 


because of the fact that it relates to the particular matter of 
an election, for, if that argument is good, then every proposition 
to change the Constitution would, when presented, be referred 
to some other committee than the Committee on the Judiciary. 


It would be referred to some committee which had charge of a 
subject that was more nearly related to the direct object of 
change. 

The object of the appointment of a Judici 


{7 
mittee 


iry ¢y 


to have referred to it questions which affect the enactment of 
law which relates to the judiciary system and other matt 
which relate strictly to a legal question. I think, therefo 


that all proposed changes in the Constitution ought to go tuo 
the Judiciary Committee. 





I will say that, of course, everybody recognizes that the 
yers on the Committee on Privileges and Elections are ju 
able as are the lawyers on the Judiciary Committee, but it is 
not a fact that it is necessary that all members of the Com 
mittee on Privileges and Elections should be lawyers, whereas 
it is considered necessary that all members of the Jud ry 


Committee should be lawyers. 

This particular question is one that in the last Congress was 
dealt with by the Judiciary Committee exclusively. That com 
mittee had charge of all proposed legislation upon that subject 


It brought a joint resolution into the Senate, which was acted 
upon by the Senate, and other resolutions on the same es 
which have been introduced in the Senate during the present 


session have already been referred to the Judiciary Commit 

We have considered the question, Mr. President, as to t 
reference of bills to the Judiciary Committee in relation to 
other matters. I remember that in a former session—I ha 
forgotten whether it was in the last session—there was legisla- 
tion proposed for Porto Rico the nature of which properly 
would bring it more directly to the consideration of the Jud 
ciary Committee. The question was raised whether it should 
not go to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. It 
was contended that it should go to that committee. There were 
questions involved which related to the judicial system of Porto 
Rico and other questions which related to the confirmation of 
judicial officers in Porto Rico. The contention then was that 
as we had a special committee to consider those matters the 
proposed legislation should go to that committee rather than 
to the Judiciary Committee. After consideration, it was deter 
mined that, while the legislation did relate to Porto Rican 
matters, its nature was such as properly required its refere 
to the Judiciary Committee. 

Analogizing that to the present case, while it is true that th 
proposed change relates to the election of Senators, the natu 
of it involves the gravest of all considerations, such as should 
be in charge, it seems to me, of the Judiciary Committee, I 
trust that it may be so referred. 


e 


re 
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Mr. HEYRURN. Mr. President, it is not my intention to 
enter into an extended consideration of this question, but some 
suggestions made by the Senator from Georgia in giving reasons 
why this proposed legislation should go to the Judiciary Com- 
niittee seem to me to call for more than a passing notice. 


The Senator, if I understood his remarks and their purport, 
suggested that because of the gravity of the question, because of 
the necessity for high consideration, it should go to the Ju- 
diciary Committee. If I misunderstood the Senator, I should 


be very giad to be corrected. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator misunderstands me in a certain 
application, certainly, if he thinks I used any such language as 
that. I mean this: That the class of questions which properly 
goes to the Judiciary Committee is the class that relates to a 
change in the Constitution, and that among the class of ques- 
tions which should properly go to the Judiciary Committee this 
was one of the gravest. I do not mean to say, Mr. President, 
that a grave question ought not to be referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. There could not be any graver 
question before the Senate than the right of a Senator to his 
seat on this floor, and yet nobody would contend that because 
of the fact that it was such a grave question it should go to the 
Judiciary Committee. 

I hope that illustration disabuses the mind of the honorable 
and learned Senator of any suggestion that I intended to imply 
that because the question was grave it ought not to go to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President— 

Mr. BACON. I say, belonging to the class of questions which 
should properly go to the Judiciary Committee, and being oue 
of the gravest of that class, it should go to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I did not intend to criticize the Senator. 
I merely desired to draw forth such an expression as would 
leave no question in the Recorp as to what the Senator from 
Georgia intended by his remarks. 

I am inclined to think that such a joint resolution should go 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. It pertains to 
the election of Senators and to their privilege as Senators. The 
Judiciary Committee has nothing especially to do, more than 
another, with such a question. Through accident, I think dur- 
ing the last Congress, such a resolution went to the Committee 
on the Judiciary and was reported out of that committee and 
rejected by the Senate. 

It is not fair to the Committee on Privileges and Elections to 
send matters of this kind to another committee, in view of the 
fact that in the past, relying upon precedent or rather appealing 
to it, such matters have been referred to and reported back 
by the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

I regret that the ranking member of the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections is not present. I sent for him, but have not 
been able to call his attention to the fact that this question is 
being considered. I think it had better rest without action until 
he is present. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I called attention 
to the reference by the Chair to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections because of the fact that I cared not, as a member 
of the Judiciary Committee, this morning to insist that that 
committee be given the consideration of this particular joint 
resolution. During the last Congress, as I before remarked, 
a similar resolution was presented. It was then thought best 
to send it to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, but 
having in my mind exactly the idea suggested by the Senator 
from Georgia, that this is a matter which went to the amend- 
ment of the fundamental law of the land, and without personal 
knowledge of the course that other like resolutions had taken 
theretofore, I moved, and the motion was sustained, that the 
joint resolution go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

That committee has heretofore considered a like joint resolu- 
tion and reported to the Senate the result of its labors. Since 
that time my attention has been called to the fact that the 
invariable practice of the Senate theretofore has been to send 
this identical subject matter to the Committee on Privileges 
and Blections; that that course was agreed to by the eminent 
Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. Hoar, who made one report 
from the Committee on Privileges and BHlections, and by the 
Senator from Indiana, Mr. Turpie, who made a minority report 
from that committee. Therefore, and further in view of the 
fact that the Judiciary Committee has also pending before it 
now a similar resolution, I made no objection to the reference 
as made by the Chair in the present instance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask what disposition has been made 
of the joint resolution? 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. It was referred to the Committe 


on Privileges and Elections, and that reference has not beep 
changed. No suggestion has been made to change it. Ths 
joint resolution is now with the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move that the joint resolution be 1 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas nx 
that the Committee on Privileges and Elections be a 
charged 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will simply state that there is now 


pending before that committee three joint resolutions on thx 
same subject, introduced at this session, and referred witli: 
question at the time they were introduced. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single word. It was 
my instance, I believe, that the reference was made to t 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. I was cognizant 
the fact that always prior to the last session such refer 
had been made, and I kept in mind the further fact that the 
Contmittee on the Judiciary is a committee having a very | 
number of bills before it—an overworked committee—while t] 
Committee on Privileges and Elections has practically nothing 
to do, provided this joint resolution goes to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. I believe that the reference as made is th 
proper reference, and I trust that the committee will not be 
discharged and the reference changed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I understand that the matter is in such a 
position before the Senate that one objection carries it over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas moves 
that the Committee on Privileges and Elections be discharged 
from the further consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. CULBERSON. ‘That is not my motion I submit to the 
Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the only motion—— 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understood the Chair had made the 
reference against its judgment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; the Senator is incorrect in 
the fact. The Chair had originally suggested a reference to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. The Senator from New 
Hampshire then asked that the reference be to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. The Chair then stated, after wait 
ing a reasonable length of time, that unless there was objectioi 
the reference would be as suggested by the Senator from New 


Hampshire. That reference was made, 
Some little time after—a lot of business intervening—tl 
matter was again brought up, at the present time. Now, the 


joint resolution is with the Committee on Privileges and Elec 
tions, 

Mr. CULBERSON. The joint resolution has been referred? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Now I move that the action of the Senate 
in referring the joint resolution to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections be reconsidered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask that that go over. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Not to discharge the committee, in that 
form, nor was any such purpose intended by me originally. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask that the motion go over. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator from Georgia wil! 
wait one moment, the Senator from Idaho asks that the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Texas go over until to-morrow. The 
Chair hardly thinks it is a motion which must go over as a 
matter of right. A motion to discharge the committee wou!d 
have to go over, but a motion to reconsider the action of the 
Senate just taken does not have to go over, the Chair thinks, 
under the rule. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not controvert the decision of the 
Chair, for I think the Chair is correct, but I think the motion 
is an improper one, because, as I understand the rule, no mo 
tion can be made during the morning hour that does not go 
over under objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion would not be in order 
before 1 o'clock, the Chair thinks. 

Mr. BACON. I desire, with the permission of the Chair, to 
make a suggestion. While the Chair has directed that the joint 
resolution be sent to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
it has not in fact been so sent. The committee has never been 
charged with it, has never received it, and really a motion to 
discharge the committee would not be in order. I want to 
say this 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is not the motion. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas changed 
his motion. 








1911. 





Mr. BACON. I was simply premising that. 
I wish to make is that in every tribunal, whether a legislative 
tribunal or a judicial tribunal, matters which are in process of 
disposition, until finally acted upon, are what are known in the 
legal procedure as in gremio legis—that is, in the bosom of the 
body ; 
be any motion to reconsider or any motion to discharge. It is 
simply sufficient for the body now having the matter still in its 
hands, it not having passed from it, simply to determine that 
it should go to such a committee rather than to the one pre 
viously indicated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that when busi- 
ness bas intervened following a reference, the reference stands 
until the Senate takes some other action, but the Chair further 
thinks that the motion of the Senator from Texas would not be 
in order until after 1 o’clock. Then the motion could be made. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I can enter it at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Which is practically what I have done. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Very well. 

Mr. LODGE. If I may venture to make a suggestion, the 
desire is to carry the joint resolution over. 
tion to reconsider prevails; that brings the joint resolution 
before the Senate again for its first reading. Of course, the 
second reading on the same day can only be had by unanimous 
consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. LODGE. And a single ebjection to its second reading on 
the same day would send it over, which would carry the ques- 
tion of reference with it. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I was necessarily detained from 
the Chamber when this matter first arose, and I do not know 
that I am entirely familiar with the situation. As I under- 
stand, the reference was made to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections; that thereafter the Senator from Texas made a 
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and it is not necessary, in my opinion, that there should | 


Supposing the mo- | 


motion to reconsider that reference; and that that motion, in | 


the opinion of the Chair, could not be made, as a matter of fact, 
until 1 o’clock. If that is the situation, I do not care at this 
time to take up the time of the Senate 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the situation. 
Mr. BORAH. In discussing the matter, but will wait until 
the appropriate time to do so, at 1 o’clock. 


LAWS OP PORTO RICO. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States (S. Doc. No. 





| equal footing with the original States.” 


809 


—_— 


D—SENATE. 





The suggestion | form system with marginal notes and index, and general orders 


and forms in bankruptcy, adopted and established by the Su- 


preme Court of the United States November 28, 1898. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection that order is 
entered. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I desire to ask also that 500 copies 


of the document be printed for the document r 
The request can either be passed upon now or 
Committee on Printing. 

There being no objection, the order was r 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That 500 additional copies of Senate Document No. 10, 
Sixty-second Congress, first session, United St ; bankruptcy law, be 
printed for the use of the Senate document r 

ADJOURNMI 

Mr. GALLINGER. In view of certain circumstances relating 
to the assignment of committees, which I need not explain, | 
move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet 
on Thursday. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CONSTITUTIONS OF NEW MEXICO AND ARIZONA. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I desire to call up, for the purp: 
of submitting some observations thereon, Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 2. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the joint resolution indicated, which will be 
read by its title. 

The Secretary. A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 2) approving 
the constitutions formed by the constitutional conventions of 
the Territory of New Mexico and the Territory of Arizona. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, the Sixty-first Congress 
passed an act entitled “An act to enable the people of New 
Mexico to form a constitution and State government and be 
admitted to the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States, and to enable the people of Arizona to form a constitu- 
tion and State government and be admitted to the Union on an 


This act was approved 


yom of the Senate. 
referred to the 


luced to writing 


NT TO THURSDAY. 


cn 


| by the President on the 20th day of June, 1910. 


On the 21st day of January, 1911, the people of New Mexico 
adopted a constitution, and on the 7th day of February, 1911, 
the people of Arizona adopted theirs. An effort was made in 
the expiring moments of the last Congress to adopt House joint 


| resolution 295, approving the constitution of New Mexico, and 


$13, 61st Cong., 3d sess.), which was read, and, with the accom- | 


panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and Porto Rico and ordered to be printed (S. Doc. 11): 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

As required by section 31 of the act of Congress approved 
April 12, 1911, entitled “An act temporarily to provide revenues 
and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” 
I transmit herewith copies of the acts and resolutions enacted 
by the Legislative Assembly of Porto Rico during the session 
beginning January 9 and ending March 9, 1911. 

Wm. H. Tarr. 

THe WuitTs House, April 17, 1911. 

RELATIONS WITH JAPAN. 
Mr. JONES. Mr. President, on January 30, 1911, American 


the purpose of the friends of the resolution, in the light of sub- 
sequent events, seems to have been to admit New Mexico to 
the Union and postpone or defeat the admission of Arizona 
But if this was the purpose it was defeated, because the friends 
of Arizona were there to insist that the same treatment should 


| be accorded to the people of both Territories, and the splendid 


citizens resident in Japan held a meeting in Yokohama and | 


considered the relations between this country and Japan. They 


adopted resolutions and some addresses were delivered, notably | 


one by the American ambassador to Japan. From his address 
I desire to read into the Recorp two sentences, as follows: 

Let me assure you, Mr. President, ladies, and gentlemen—and I 
ought to know something about it—that there is no cause under the sun 
why there should be distrust between the people of these two coun- 
tries. [Applause.}] There are no questions of importance pending, and 
No business being conducted di somationh? which should excite the 
suspicions er make the slightest trouble as between the two peoples. 

This is not a very long pamphlet, and I should like to ask 
that it be printed as a public document. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have examined the pamphlet, and I think no 
Senator will object to its publication as a document (S. Doc. 
No. 9). I do hope, however, that in future where any outside 
matters are desired to be published as public documents they 
Will first be submitted to the Committee on Printing, I have no 
objection to the publication of this pamphlet. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the order 
is entered. 

BANKRUPTCY LAW. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I ask to have printed as a Senate 
document (S. Doc. No. 10) the United States bankruptcy law of 
July 1, 1898, and amendments thereto to June 25, 1910, Uni- 


fight made by the distinguished Senator from Oklahoma to see 
that equal and exact justice should be accorded to the people 
of both is fresh in the minds of most of the Members of this 
body. 

No enabling act was necessary under the Constitution, nor 
under any law of Congress, to authorize the people of either 
of these Territories to apply to Congress for admission to the 
Union. On the contrary, the method of procedure has b 
left entirely to the States, and in some instances, notably upon 
the admission of Vermont, Kentucky, Tennessee, Maine, Michi 
gan, Arkansas, Florida, Idaho, California, and Oregon, t!) 
initial steps were taken for the preparation of their constitu 
tions and admission to the Union without any enabling act: 
having been previously passed by Congress. 

The act in question is the first in the history of our country 


| where provision has been made in a single act enabling two 


| Territories to take the initial steps looki 


| 
| 


ng to the framing a 
adoption of a constitution as preliminary to their kn 
the doors of Congre: 
Federal Union. 


“ki 
s for admission as component parts 
The restrictions and limitations appli 


3 OL tT 
*-) » ¢ 
apPpPiCay t 





each of the Territories in question are practically the sam: 
I shall insist that both Territories are entitled to admission at 
one and the same time under the same terms and conditions, if 
they have met the requirements of the Constitution and the act 
of authorization, and the conditions exist in both which entitle 
them to admission at the hands of this Congress. 

I do not understand that any objection is made to their adn 
sion on the ground that the necessary conditions do not exist 
in both to entitle them to admission, or that any obj 
whatsoever has heretofore been made to the admission of the 
Territory of New Mexico, either because of any constitutional 
inhibition or any alleged violation of the Constit of the 
United States in the provisions of the consti 
people have adopted and certified up through t! han- 
nels for the approval of Congress, no fact 





that they have adopted one entirely hostile to their best inter- 
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ests; but it has been objected to the constitution adopted by 
the people of Arizona that it is violative of that portion of sec- 
tion 4 of Article IV of the Constitution of the United States, 
which provides that— 

The United States shall guarantee to every State in this Union a 
republican form of government. 

If the constitution adopted by the constitutional convention 
of Arizona is violative of this provision, it is also violative of 
section 20 of the enabling act of June 20, 1910, which provides 
in substance that the constitution of Arizona shall be republican 


on account of race or color, and shall not be repugnant to the 
Constitution of the United States and the principles of the 
Declaration of Independence. 

Section 4 of Article IV of the Constitution is a restatement 
in slightly different language of the substance of a proviso in 
Article [V of the Ordinance of 1787 for the government of the 
territory of the United States northwest of the Ohio River, re- 
quiring that the constitutions and government of the States 


carved out of this territory and admitted by their delegates | may prescribe the manner of exercising said power within the 1 


into the Congress shall be republican and in conformity to the 
principles contained in said articles, 

The provision of the enabling act with reference to the ad- 
mission of Arizona is a reenactment, first, of the provision cov- 
ering the admission of new States adopted by the Constitutional 
Congress on the 13th of July, 1787, and, second, of section 4 of 
Article IV of the Constitution of the United States, as it was 
finally ratified by the Thirteen Colonies. 

The territory embraced within the limits of Arizona is a part 
of the territory ceded to the United States by Mexico under the 
terms of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo on February 2, 1848, 
and a part of what is known as the Gadsden Purchase of 1852, 
and there is no limitation or restriction placed upon the Con- 
gress of the United States in either the treaty or the agreement 
of purchase as to the admission of this acquired territory into 
the Union. 

In the Louisiana Purchase, however, the duty is imposed that 
States carved out of the territory shall be admitted to the 
Union under the terms of the Constitution. It has been as- 
sumed without question, even in the absence of such treaty stipu- 
lation, that all territory acquired by the United States, whether 
under treaty or otherwise, can only be admitted to the Union 
upon a compliance with the provisions of the Constitution and 
the requirements of the ordinance of 1787, which became a com- 
pact between the several States of the Union at the time of its 
adoption with reference to the territory then owned by them, 
and which was practically ceded to the United States to be 
later admitted in due course to statehood. 

In considering the constitution adopted by the people of Ari- 
zona, therefore, it will be necessary to consider it in the light 
of these instruments and the construction placed thereon by all 
the departments of government, national and State. 

The provisions of the Arizona constitution which it is in- 
sisted are obnoxious to the Constitution are Articles IV and 
VIII, establishing as a part of the fundamental law the initia- 
tive, the referendum, and the recall. These provisions are as 
follows: 

Articie IV. 
LEGISLATIVE DEPARTMENT. 
1. Initiative and referendum. 


Sec. 1. (1) The legislative authority of the State shall be vested in 
a legislature, consisting of a senate and a house of representatives, but 
the people reserve the power to propose laws and amendments to the 
constitution and to enact or reject such laws and amendments at the 
polls, independently of the legislature; and they also reserve, for use 
at their own option, the power to approve or reject at the polls any 
act, or item, section, or part of any act, of the legislature. 

(2) The first of these reserved powers is the initiative. Under this 
power 10 per cent of the qualified electors shall have the right to pro- 
pose any measure, and 15 per cent shall have the right to propose any 
amendment to the constitution. 

(3) The second of these reserved powers is the referendum. Under 
this power the legislature, or 5 per cent of the qualified electors, may 
order the submission to the people at the polls of any measure, or 
jtem, section, or part of any measure, enacted by the legislature, except 
laws immediately necessary for the preservation of the public peace, 
health, or safety, or for the support ana maintenance of the departments 
of the State government and State institutions; but to allow opportunity 
for referendum petitions, no act passed by the legislature shall be 
operative for 90 days after the close of the session of the legislature 
enacting such measure, except such as require earlier operation to pre- 
serve the public peace, health, or safety, or to provide appropriations 
for the support and maintenance of the departments of State and of State 
institutions: Provided, That no such emergency measure shall be con- 
sidered passed by the legislature unless it shall state in a separate sec- 
tion why it is eee that it shall become immediately operative, 
and shall be approved i the affirmative votes of two-thirds of the 
members elected to each house of the legislature, taken by roll call of 
ayes and nays, and also approved by the governor; and should such 
measure be vetoed by the governor, it shall not become a law unless it 
shall be approved by the votes of three-fourths of the members elected 
to each house of the legislature, taken by roll call of ayes and nays. 

(4) All petitions submitied under the power of the initiative shall 
be known as initiative petitions, and shall be filed with the secretary 
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| than 90 days after the final adjournment of the session of the legis 


| the initiative, and any measure to which the referen¢ 


| of state not less than four months preceding the date of the elect! 


at which the measures so proposed are to be voted upon. All petiti: 
submitted under the power of the referendum shall be known as refer: 
dum petitions, and shall be filed with the secretary of state not m 


ture which shall have passed the measure to which the referendu: 
applied. ‘The filing of a referendum petition against any item, sect 
or part of any measure shall not prevent the remainder of such meas 
from becoming operative. 

(5) Any measure of amendment to the constitution poepesed under 
um is app 
shall be referred to a vote of the qualified electors, and shall he 
law when approved by a majority of the votes cast thereon and 


in form and shall make no distinction in civil or political rights | PToclamation of the governor, and not otherwise. 


(6) The veto power of the governor shall not extend to Iinitiativ: 
referendum measures approved by a majority of the qualified elect 

(7) The whole number of votes cast for all candidates for gove; 
at the general election last preceding the filing of any initihtiy 
referendum petition on a State or county measure shall be the | 
on which the number of qualified electors required to sign such pet 
shall be computed. 

(8) The powers of the initiative and the referendum are hereby f 
ther reserved to the qualified electors of every incorporated city, toy 
and county as to all local, city, town, or county matters on which «s 
incorporated cities, towns, and counties are or shall be empowered 
general laws to legislate. Such incorporated cities, towns, and count 
tions of general laws. Under the power of the initiative 15 per « 
of the qualified electors may propose measures on such local, city, t: 
or county matters, and 10 per cent of the electors may propose | 
referendum on legislation enacted within and by such city, town, 
county. Until provided by general law, said cities and towns may )p 
scribe the basis on which said percentages shall be computed. 

(9) Every initiative or referendum petition shall be addressed to + 
secretary of state in the case of petitions fer or on State measures, ; 
to the clerk of the board of supervisors, city clerk, or correspond 
officer in the case of petitions for or on county, city, or town measu: 
and shall contain the declaration of each petitioner, for himself, t 
he is a qualified elector of the State (and in the case of petition: 
or on city, town, or county measures, of the city, town, or county 
fected), his post-office address, the street and number, if any, of 
residence, and the date on which he signed such petition. Each sh: 
containing petitioners’ signatures shall be attached to a full and cor: 
copy of the title and text of the measure so proposed to be initia 
or referred to the people, and every sheet of every such petition conta 
ing signatures shall be verified by the affidavit of the person who . 
culated said sheet or petition, setting forth that each of the na: 
on said sheet was signed in the presence of the affiant, and that in 1 
belief of the affiant each signer was a qualified elector of the State. « 
in the case of a city, town, or county measure, of the city, town, 
county affected by the measure so proposed to be initiated or refe: 
to the people. 

(10) When any initiative or referendum petition or any meas 
referred to the people by the legislature shall be filed, in accorda: 
with this section, with the secretary of state, he shall cause to 
printed on the official ballot of the next regular general election the ti: 
and number of said measure, together with the words “ Yes” 
“No” in such manner that the electors may express at the Dp 
their approval or disapproval of the measure. 

(11) The text of all measures to be submitted shall be published 
proposed amendments to the constitution are published, and in s 
mitting such measures and proposed amendments the secretary of st 
and all other officers shall be guided by the genera! law until ijegislat 
shali be especially provided therefor. 

(12) If two or more conflicting measures or amendments to 
constitution shall be approved by the people at the same election. 
measure or amendment receiving the greatest number of affirmat 
votes shall prevail in all particulars as to which there is conflict. 

(13) It shall be the duty of the secretary of state, in the preset 
of the governor and the chief justice of the supreme court, to can\ 
the votes for and against each such measure or proposed amendn 
to the constitution within 30 days after the election, and upon 
completion of the canvass the governor shall forthwith issue a pr: 
mation, giving the whole number of votes cast for and against 
measure or proposed amendment, and declaring such measures 
amendments as are approved by a majority of those voting thereon 
be law. 

(14) This section shall not be construed to deprive the legislat 
of the right to enact any measure. 

(15) This section of the constitution shall be, in all respects, s 
executing. 

Src. 2 The legislature shall provide a panes for any willful vi: 
tion of any of the provisions of the preceding section. 


Articte VIII. 
REMOVAL FROM OFFICE. 
1. Recall of public officers. 


SecTion 1. Every public officer in the State of Arizona holding an 
elective office, either by election or appointment, is subject to re: 
from such office by the qualified electors of the electoral district f1 
which candidates are elected to such office. Snch electoral district 
may include the whole State. Such number of said electors as sh: 
equal 25 per cent of the number of votes cast at the last precedi: 
general election for all of the candidates for the office held by su 
officer may by petition, which shall be known as a recall petiti: 
demand his recall. 

Sec. 2. Every recall petition must contain a general statement 
not more than 200 words of the grounds of such demand, and must | 
filed in the office in which petitions for nominations to the office he! 
by the incumbent are yy to be filed. The signatures to such 
recall petition need not all be on one sheet of pgper, but each signer 
must add to his signature the date of his signing said petition and his 
place of residence, giving his street and number, if any, should he 
reside in a town or city. One of the signers of each sheet of such 
petition, or the person circulating such sheet, must make and subscribe 
an oath on said sheet that the signatures thereon are genuine. ; 

Sec. 3. If said officer shall offer his resignation, it shall be accepted 
and the wens shall be filled as may be eS by law. If he shall 
not resign within five days after a recall petition is filed, a specia! 
election shali be ordered to be held, not less than 20 nor more than »'’ 
days after such order, to determine whether such officer shall be re- 
called. On the ballots at said election shall be printed the reasons, 
as set forth in the petition, for demanding his recall, and, in net more 
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un 200 words, the officer’s justification of his course in office. He ieeitnes of these things it is the right of the people to alter or 
continue to perform the duties of his office until the result of | abolish it and to institute new government, laying its foundations on 
i election shal! have been officis uch pr ‘ : orga! : ; 














Hy declared : 1 princi i ranizing its power! in 1 form as to them 

Sec. 4. Unless he otherwise request, in writing, his name shall be | shall 1 most likely to effect their safety and ine 
place sac idate on the offici a! the omination. Othe ah Pe ae : . —_ 
aoe» eenepene > al —— et eee ear at said | 10° establish and maintain a government deriving its just 
‘ ion. The candidate who shall receive the highest number of votes | Powers from the consent of the governed the Revolution was 
1 be a red elected for » remainder of the term. Unless the | fought. It was a battle for individual rights and individual 
ibent receive the highest number of votes, he shall be deemed to liberty against the despotis: 2 , 1 emercine fron 
removed from office, upon qualification of his successor. In the ty against © Gespolism OL id emerging from 





event that his succe r shall not qualify within five days after the | the smoke of battle the framers of the Co tution could only 
result of said election shal! have been declared, the said office shall be | have had in mind the establishment of a republican form of 
























ant, and may be filled by law. gr nme lerivi its in wor . ‘ ‘ . 
7 - 77 : , . 8) overnment de neg it t powers ! I e ¢ . of the 
Sec. 5. No recall petition sk irculated against any officer until | eae ae ae ae ee a a ! I sen ‘ f tl 
he shall have held his office 1 eriod of six months, except that it | & 16G aS contradistingulsh¢ rom a b l form. It 
may be ae soe am r of the le Eeeatere - ae ae after five | was upon this theory that one of the r iti ; ted to 
days from the beg ; of the first session after bis election. After | the convention by Edmund Randolph I . 
recall petition ¢ ection, no further recall petition shall be fi i ee slight aaevenll > it eS ees : a 
nst the same offic th: term for which he was elected, un! Some Sugnt amencments, ubanimoussy 


> 


ioners signing such petition shall first pay into the public treasury, duty of Congress to guarantee to ev ry State a 
which has paid such election expenses, all expenses of the preceding | of government. 
é ion 


SEe 6. The general election laws shall apply to recall elections in As further tending to prove that this 


so far as applicable. Laws necessary to facilitate the operation of the | pose of the framers of the C tut 
visions of this article shall be enacted, including provision for pay- | Jatter of Madison in The Federal! ‘ ( 


ment by the public treasury of the reasonable special election campaign . ‘ ro : 
aa as iin oie mnable spec ee tion with Hamilton and Jay. In ad 
a. a sat + tag wan | Constitution now under consideration he 

Is there anything in these provisions violative either of the To cuarantee to every Stat the Us 
letter or the spirit of the Constitution or, if you please, of the | ernment, to protect each of them t invs 


f the lee ure or of the ¢ 
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terms of the enabling act? If not, nothing remains for Congress | ©! leg! 
to determine except the single question whether the necessary | “°}) eee nde oa ia : 
onditions exist in Arizona as to area, productivity, capacity, | republican members the superintend t 
population, and the loyalty and good disposition of her people. | Possess auth rity to defend he sy : 
; to this latter proposition no objection has been raised, and I ——. ay Bee ne » re ; _— aa n 
shall confine myself to a discussion of the question whether the | tiors of each other, the greater 
nstitution of Arizona does in any respect violate section 4 of | of sovernment under a) 
Article IV of the Constitution of the United States; and I main- | Sse conld the remedy be deposited than 
tain, first, that no argument can be found, either in reason or | Constitution? ‘nments of i ’ 
by analogy, that makes the Arizona constitution providing for | been found less ¢ oe Se a Fon 
the initiative, referendum, and recall obnoxious to this or any — ras teat he: 
provision of the Constitution of the United States; second, that | ; t preexisting ver 
these provisions are but the reservation of powers in a written | 45 long, th refore, ag the « are :} 
constitution which have been exercised in this country from the | iy, States may choose 
earliest colonial times, and the exercise of them has been recog- | a right to do s to « 1 the | 
nized as constitutional by the legislative, judicial, and executive | 0P'y restriction ed on t t 
branches of the Government, both State and National. sumed. will & » amaniiiene 
In ascertaining what the framers of the Constitution meant Thies letter addressed to , 
when they declared that Congress should guarantee to cver Y ok at . time when tl I a 
State a republican form of rernment, resort must be had | «not State was under consideration. and by a « hed 
to the conditions which surrounded the administration of the member of the Constitutional Con mtio 1. Here 
governments of the several Colonies as well as to contempo declaration of the purposes of the convention aut) 
raneous and subsequent discussion and judicial decision. Congress to defend the system of government provided f 
There was nothing which preceded the Constitutional Con-| tn, (onstitntion agains aalneeeenin sok 
vention that could have caused the framers of what Gladstone tions and a right of ar ¢ any th ', 
declared “the most wonderful work ever struck off at a given nublican forms of government incon a 
time by the brain and purpose of man” to fear to intrust | opo) plan and their right to claim a F 
the people of the States that might thereafter be admitted to | j.jter. the only restri being { 
the Union with the power of governing themselves, of enacting | 4 yenublican for an antirepublican constit 
their own. laws, whether directly or by representatives or by This statement. by so distine la Mm and one 
the union of both. Both of these systems, separately and in| wags entirely familiar with : , 
combination, were in vogue in the Colonies at the adoption of ~ment in the Thi! ‘olon 1 
the Constitution, and had been since the earliest settlement of | ..; the Constitution was be 
New England. The Revolutionary War had been fought to 2 | ¢ittod to the greatest w in : L 
suecessful conclusion by tke participation of Colonies some of | yoco< of the convention in framing the si 
which were practically governed by the people without more | cjgoration: and it must theref he tal 
than the form of representative governments. If in framing) «po conditions and forms of 
the constitutional provision under discussion its framers feared ¢ojonias phefore and at the time 
to intrust the people with all power, why did they not go In this connection it is proper to 
further and enjoin, 2s 2 condition of admission to the Union, | sno constitutions and bills of richts of the C 
a modification of the Constitution and laws of the Coloni Conintedal iat tls Ti deral C% 
to the idea that the people could not be trusted? ” Wthe Tawi lina bill f wteohte of 177A A 
A fair consideration of contemporary literature and dis a Wee eRe oF Seca zs 
cussion will lead to the inevitable conclusion that the fear th: San a Gees P , 
animated the framers of the Constitution was not the fear of ‘ si - 
the mob spirit which we hear so much about in these days, of rights of 1/76 « 
was not the fear that the people were incapable of men are by f 
government or that they could not be trusted to legislate fo1 can 
themselves, but it was a fear that attempts might later be f 
made to establish forms of government with aristocratic 01 s peoperty and | 
monarchical tendencies, and to protect them from domestic r is yest 1, and 
insurrection or foreign invasion. 
The Declaration of Independence itself contains the severest its M vland bill of rights of 1776 
possible arraignment of the despetism of a monarchy, ani ex- a 
Presses absolute confidence in the people. There is no sugzes- simi in" aaaieet cate, aad taatituted 


tion in that remarkable document that the people themselves | whole. P 
were incapable of self-government; on the contrary, one of its 
most frequently quoted provisions is that wherein it is stated III. That the people of this St 
a8 a self-evident truth— herent right of governing and reg 
that all men are created equal; that they are endowed by their Creator same. 

with certain unalienable rights; that among these are life, liberty, The New York bill of rights of 1 
and the pursuit of happiness; that to secure these rights governments 6 New LOF& Dill OF 164 3 
are instituted among men, deriving their just powers from the con- I. This convention, therefore, the 

sent of the governed; that whenever any form of government becomes | the good people of this State, doth ordain, ¢ e ar fare that 


The Pennsylvania bill of richt i 
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no authority shall, on any pretense whatever, be exercised over the 
people or members of this State but such as shall be derived from and 
granted by them. 


The Connecticut constitution of 1777 declares: 


That the ancient form of civil government, contained In the charter 
from Charles the Second, King of England, and adopted by the people 
of this State, shall be and remain the civil constitution of this State, 
under the sole authority of the people thereof, independent of any 
king or prince whatever. And that this Republic is, and shall forever 
be and remain, a free, sovereign, and independent State, by the name 
of the State of Connecticut, 


The first constitution submitted in Massachusetts was re- 


jected by the people by direct vote at tewn meetings in the | 
spring of 1779, because it contained no bill of rights, and for | 


other reasons. The next constitution submitted, that of 1780, 
the people adopted by direct vote at town meetings and by more 
than two-thirds of all who voted. The bill of rights declares: 


ArTicLe I. All men are born free and equal, and have certain natural, 
essential, and inalienable rights; among which may be reckoned the 
right of enjoying and defending their lives and liberties; that of ac- 
quiring, possessing, and protecting property; in fine, that of seeking 
and obtaining their safety and happiness. 

Arr. IV. The people of this Commonwealth have the sole and ex- 
clusive right of governing themselves as a free, sovereign, and inde- 
pendent State, and do, and forever shall, exercise and enjoy every 
power, jurisdiction, and right which is not, or may not hereafter be, by 
them expressly delegated to the United States of America in Congress 
assembled. 


In New Hampshire four constitutions were submitted to the 
people, who voted directly upon them at town meetings. The 


first three were rejected (American Political Science Review, | 


Vol. II, p. 549), largely because there were no express limita- 
tions upon the power of the legislature—no bill of rights. The 
bill of rights of the fourth one, that of 1784, declares: 


part of the power which they had formerly exercised und 
constitutional limitations and restrictions to representatives, | 

when these agents began to reach a point where they igno: 

the popular will, were no longer responsive thereto, but 1: 
sponded rather to the dictation of the political machine and 

corrupt party boss, the pendulum began to swing in the o)) 

site direction, and checks began to be devised against legislat 

and representative usurpation. What was once, in part at lea 

a representative form of government, has become a misre) 

sentative form of government, and in a determination to corr 
this the initiative, the referendum, and the recall had th: 
origin. 

The Arizona constitution and the constitutions of other Sta 
from which it was copied are not an enlargement of the pow: 
which were exercised by the people of the Colonies in the re: 
lation of their affairs, but it is a resumption or rather the ass: 
tion of powers which had become dormant by nonuse, by « 
bodying them in the fundamental law—the written constituti. 
If there be any difference the powers of the people under | 
colonial forms of government were more ample and more fr.- 
quently used for restraining the acts of their representat 
than any power attempted to be reserved to or exercised by | 
people of Arizona under the constitution to which objection 
now made, 

I have undertaken briefly to call attention to conditions 
they existed in the Colonies prior to the adoption of the ( 
stitution and to contemporaneous interpretation of the provis 


| now under consideration as to its purposes and as to the int: 


VII. The people of this State have the sole and exclusive right of | 


governing themselves as a free, sovereign, and independent State, and 
do, and forever hereafter shall, exercise and enjoy every power, juris- 
diction, and right pertaining thereto which is not or may not hereafter 
be by them expressly delegated to the United States of America in 
Congress assembled. 


The Vermont constitution of 1777 declares: 


IV. That the people of this State have the sole, exclusive, and in- 
herent right of governing and regulating the internal police of the 
same. 


The New Jersey constitution of 1776 declares: 


Whereas all the constitutional authority ever possessed by the Kings 
of Great Britain over these Colonies or their other dominions was, by 
compact, derived from the people and held of them for the common 
interest of the whole society, allegiance and protection are, in the 
nature of things, reciprocal ties, each equally depending upon the other 
and liable to be dissolved by the others being refused or withdrawn. 
And whereas George III, King of Great Britain, has refused protec- 
tion to the good people of these Colonies, and, by assenting to sundry 
acts of the British Parliament, attempted to subject them to the absolute 
dominion of that body, and has also made war upon them in the most 
cruel and unnatural manner for no other cause than asserting their 
just rights, all civil authority under him is necessarily at an end and 
a dissolution of government in each Colony has consequently taken 
place. 


The South Carolina constitution of 1776 declares: 
I. That this congress, being a full and free representation of the 


eral Assembly of South Carolina, and as such shall continue until the 
2ist day of October next, and no longer. 

The Georgia constitution of 1777 declares: 

We, therefore, the representatives of the people, 
power originates, and for whose benefit all government is intended, by 
virtue of the power delegated to us, do ordain and declare, and it is 
hereby ordained and declared, that the following rules and regulations 
be adopted for the future government of this State. 


It will be seen from these excerpts from the bills of rights 


of its framers. Let us look now at the interpretation plac! 
upon it by later text writers and courts. 

Sutherland, in his Notes on the United States Constitu: 
(p 603), says that— 

The distinguishing feature of the republican form of government 
the right of the people to choose their own officers for governm: 


| administration and to pass their own laws; by virtue of the legis! 
| power reposed in representative bodies and by the adoption of a . 


stitution the people limit their own power as against the sudden 
pulses of mere majorities. The State here referred to is a membe 
the Union, an organized people or a community of free citizens, oc: 
ing a definite territory. The provision does not undertake to desiz 
any particular government as republican, nor is the exact form in 
manner especially indicated. 


Justice Story, in his work on the Constitution (Vol. IT, sec. 
1814), in giving the reasons for this provision of the Consti' 
tion, says: 


The want of a provision of this nature was felt as a capital de! 
in the plan of the confederation, as it might in its consequences « 
danger, if not overthrow, the Union. Without a guaranty the as 
ance to be derived from a national government in repairing dom 
dangers which might threaten the existence of the State constitu 
could not be demanded as a right from the National Govern: 
Usurpation might raise its standard and trample upon the liberti: 
the people, while the National Government could legally do not 
more than behold the encroachment with indignation and regret 


| successful faction might erect a tyranny on the ruins of order and 
| while no succor could be constitutionally afforded by the Union to ' 


poopie of this Colony, shall henceforth be deemed and called the Gen- | 


from whom all | 


| publican in form. 


and constitutions of the several Colonies, each and all of which | 


must have been in the minds of the framers of the Federal 
Constitution, that, far from entertaining any fear of the people, 
there was an expression of absolute confidence in them in each 
of the Colonies as the source from which all power had its 
origin. Many of the Colonies had been governed as pure 
democracies, the people legislating directly at town meetings 
held for that purpose and electing as well as instructing those 
who were to assist in administering the laws of their own 
making. 

The representative idea was one of gradual evolution. There 
was no sudden change from a pure democracy to a representa- 
tive form of government. There bas never been a time when 
the governments, either of the Colonies or the States, were en- 
tirely representative. On the contrary, with the gradual trend 
toward the representative system the direct system remained 
intact for many years after the adoption of the Constitution, 
and it has never yet been entirely abolished in any of the 
States. Always the tendency was, even in the most typically 
representative forms of government, to make the representatives 
or agents of the people directly responsive to the popular will. 
I shall show later that so long as these representatives or agents 
of the people were acting in truth and in fact as their repre- 


friends and supporters of the Government. But this is not all: | 
destruction of the National Government itself or of neighboring St: 
might result from a successful rebellion in a single State. 

It will thus be seen that this eminent jurist did not sue: 
that there was any fear on the part of the framers of the Cv 
stitution that there was danger to be apprehended from the ;» 
ple because of the exercise of those powers which were inher 
in them as sovereigns, or that the exercise of legislative or 
other power by them would make their Government un 
The reasons given by him for the enactmeit 
of the constitutional provision were based on the dangers to |e 
apprehended from internal usurpation or external invasion 
in other words, the establishment through these instrument: 
ties of a form of government inconsistent with those whic): 
were in force in the Colonies at the time of the adoption of the 
Constitution. 

This view is further strengthened by Judge Story in section 
1815, where he says: 

That the Federalist has spoken with so much force and propri: 
upon this subject that it supersedes all further reasoning— 
and then quotes the letter of Mr. Madison to the people of New 
York, which is heretofore referred to at length. Adopting t!) 
reasoning of that letter as his own, he states, after quoting i 
at length: 

It may not be amiss further to observe (in the lan 
commentator) that every pretext for intermeddlitg with the domes' 
concerns of any State under color of protecting it against domesi: 
violence is taken away by that part of the provision which renders 4" 
application from the legislature or executive authority of the Sta'° 
in danger necessary to be made to the General Government before t!)! 
interference can be at all proper. On the other hand, this arti 
becomes an immense acquisition of strength and additional force to th: 


aid of any State government in case of an internal rebellion or in- 
surrection against lawful authority. 


Here again is the suggestion that Congress can not take tlie 


age of another 


sentatives, the people were satisfied with the transference of a | initiative, even in cases of domestic violence. The initiative 
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must be taken and the application made by the legislative or 
executive authority of the State. 

Mr. George Ticknor Curtis, in his Constitutional History of 
the United States (Vol. I, p. 363), states: 

The object of this provision was to secure to the people of each 
State the power of governing their community through the action of 
a majority, according to the fundamental rules which they might 
prescribe for ascertaining the public will. 

Nowhere have I been able to find a suggestion that this pro- 
vision was intended to curb the people in the adoption of con- 
stitutions and in the enactment of laws, whether directly or 
indirectly, within the several States which might seem to them 
best to conserve and preserve their liberties and their rights. 


They have the undoubted right at any time to change their | 


fundamental law to suit their own needs, so long as the form of 
government adopted by them is republican in form. 
That distinguished Democrat and authority on constitutional 
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law, John Randolph Tucker, in his work on the United States | 


(Vol. II, sec. 311), says: 


The word “guarantee” does not mean “to form,” “to establish,” 
“to ereate”’; it means “to warrant,’ “to secure,” “to protect” the 
State—that is, the body politic—in its right to have a republican form 
of government. It defends the people against the interference of any 
foreign og or of any intestine conspiracy against its right as a 
body politic to establish for itself republican forms of government 
To allow the guarantor to take the initiative and, under the pretext 
of its duty as guarantor, to impose a form of government upon the 
people of a State would make this clause, intended for protection, an 
excuse for destructive invasion. No occasion for the exercise of this 
important yet dangerous power has ever arisen except as the result 
of civil war. 

The supreme court of Oklahoma, whose constitution is sub- 
stantially the same as that of the proposed constitution of 
Arizona, in ex parte Wagner (21 Okla., 33), sustained the 
constitution of that State as not obnoxious to the Federal Con- 
stitution guaranteeing to every State a republican form of gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. Justice Wilson, who was a member of the Constitu- 
tional Convention and was later a member of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in the case of Chisholm v. Georgia 
(2 Dall, 419), speaking of what constituted a republican 
form of government, said: 

As a citizen I know the government of that State [Georgia] to be 
republican, and my short definition of such a government is one con- 
stracted on this principle, that the supreme power resides in the body 
of the people. 

It should be remembered in connection with this decision 
that Mr. Justice Wilson was considered one of the ablest con- 
stitutional lawyers in the convention which framed the Consti- 
tution, and it was he who proposed the amendment to the 
resolution of Gov. Randolph which resulted in the unanimous 
adoption of the section ef the Constitution as it now stands. 

The Supreme Court of the United States, In re Duncan (139 
U. S., 449), holds that the distinguishing feature of a repub- 
lican form of government is the right of the people to choose 
officers for governmental administration and to pass their own 
laws; and in Miner v. Happersett (21 Wall, 162), in speaking 
of this provision of the Constitution, says: 

It is true that the United States guarantees to every State a repub- 
lican form of government. * * * No particular government is des- 
ignated as republican, neither is the exact form to be guaranteed in 
any manner especially designated. * * * The guaranty necessarily 
implies the duty on the part of the States themselves to supply such 
a government. All the States had governments when the Constitution 
was adopted. * * * These governments the Constitution did not 
change. They are accepted precisely as they were, and it is therefore 
to be presumed that they were such as it was the duty of the States 
to provide. Thus we have unmistakable evidence of what was repub- 
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of government {fs designated in the Constitution as republican, nor is 
its exact 





\ form in any way prescribed. A republican form of govern- 
ment Is a government administered by representatives chosen or ap- 
pointed by the people or by their authority. Mr. Madison says it is 
“& government which derives all its powers directly or indirectly from 
the great body of the people, and .s administered by persons holding 
their offices during pleasure, for a limited riod, or during good be- 
havior.” (The Federalist, 302.) tnd in discussing the section of the 
Constitution of the United States now under consideration he says: 
“But the authority extends no further than 1 guaranty of a repub- 
lican form of government, which suppose i eexisting government 
of the fourm which is to be guaranteed by the Federal Constitution. 

|} Whenever the States may choose to s ther republican forms, 
they have a right to do so, and to claim tl Federal gu inty for the 
latter The only restriction imposed on them is that they shall not 
exchange republican for antirepublican constitutions.” (The Federalist, 
342.) Now, the initiative and referendum amend t does not al h 
or destroy the republican form of government or 1 ot! n 
its place. The representative character of the govern if rel ; 
| The people have simply reserved to the ely 1 | 

lative power, but they have not overthrown the 1 i n f l ¢ e 
government or substituted another in its place The governt t is 
still divided into the legislative, executive, and licial d t 

the duties of which are discharged by rept nt d 
people. 

8. Under this amendment, it is true, the people may exercise a | 
lative power, and may, in effect, veto or defeat bills passed and 
proved by the legislature and the governor; but the legislat i 
executive departments are not destroyed, nor are their powers « 
thority materially curtailed. Laws proposed and enacted by the pe 
under the initiative clause of the amendment are subject to t 
constitutional limitations as other statutes, and may be amended or 
repealed by the legislature at will. 

In the case of Kiernan v. City of Portland (111 Pac. Rep., 
379) the same court, speaking through Judge King, again up 
held the Oregon system of direct legislation as not obnoxious to 
the Constitution of the United States, and, amongst other things, 
Sav: 

It is dificult to conceive of any system of lawmaking coming nearer 
to the great body of the people of the entire State, or by the 
prising the various municipalities, than that now in use here, and | ' 
sO we are at a loss to understand how the adoption and use of this 


lican in form within the meaning of that term as employed in the 
Constitution. 
The supreme court of California, In re Pfahler (150 Cal., 


171), where a similar attack was made upon the charter of the 


city of Los Angeles, held to substantially the same doctrine, | 


overruling former decisions of the court which seemed to main- 
tain a different view. 

In Kadderly v. The City of Portland (44 Oreg., 118) the initia- 
tive and referendum amendment to the constitution of that 


State, which is on all fours with the constitution of Arizona, | 


and which was attacked because it violated the provision of 
the Constitution now under consideration, Mr. Justice Bean, a 
judge of distinguished ability, who was subsequently appointed 
one of the United States circuit judges, delivering the opinion 
of the court, said: 


‘ Nor do we think the amendment void because in conflict with the 
Constitution of the United States, Article IV, section 4, guaranteeing 
to every State a republican form of government. The purpose this 
provision of the Constitution is to protect the people of the ral 
tates against aristocratic and monarchical invasions and against insur- 
rections and domestic violence and to prevent them from abolishing a 
republican form of government. (Cooley, Const. Lim., 7 ed., 45; 2 
Story, Const., 5 ed., sec. 1815.) But it’ does not forbid them from 
amending or chan ne their constitution in any way they may see fit, 
80 long as none of these results is accomplished. 


ol 


Sey 


No particular style 


system can be held a departure from a republican form of government. 








It was to escape the oppression resulting from governments controlled 
by the select oe so often ruling under the assumption that “ might 
makes right,” that gave birth to republics Monarchical rulers refuse 
to recognize their accountability to the people governed by them. Ina 
republic the converse is the rule; the tenure of office may be for a short 
or a long period, or even for life, yet those in office are at all times 
answerable, either directly or indirectly, to the people, and in proj 
tion to their responsibility to those for whom they may be the pn 
agents, and the nearer the power to enact laws and control pu 
servants lies with the great hody of the people, the more nearly do: L 
government take unto itself the form of a republic—-not in name alone, 
but in fact. From this it follows that each republic may differ in ; 
political system, or in the political machinery by which it moves, but 
so long as th? ultimate control of its officinis and affairs of state 1 

in its citizens it will, in the eye of all republics, | 1 unized as a 
government of that class. Of this we have many examples in Central 


and South 
It 


America. 
becomes, then, a matter of degree 













| and the fear manifested } the 
briefs filed in this case would seem to indicate, not that we are drifting 
from the secure moorings of a republic, but that our State, by t 
direct system of legislation complained of, is | nin o dem " 
advancing too rapidly toward a republic pure In f his, it is true, 
counsel for petitioner does not concede, but under any interpretation 
of which the term is capable, or from any iew thus far found ex.- 
pressed in the writings of the prominent statesmen who were men 4 
of the Constitutional Convention, or who figured in the early upbui 

of the Nation, it follows that the system here assailed brings n 

to a State republican in form than before its adoption. 

In the case of Hopkins v. The City of Duluth (81 Minn., 189) 

the charter of Duluth had been submitted to the direct \ 

the citizens and adopted. It was subsequently assailed b: 

it was violative of section 4 of Article LV of the Federal ¢ 
stitution. This contention was not sustained, and the t 
held: 

The provision referred to provides that “the United States ! 

guarantee to every State a republican form of government and | 

them from invasion,” ete. The purpose of thi vara wi to 

tect a union founded upon republican principles against aristocrat { 
monarchical invasions. * * * It will be admitted, however, tha 
State can not supplant its republican form of go n t by “a 
eratie and monarchical invasions” upon principles inherent 

nature of a government, but it may change its constitution In 
consistent with its own fundamental law; and we ai ing t 

the force of the suggestion that the amendment of 1898 is 
| liean in form as well as in spirit It t that, by t 

charters and amendments to municipalities in the mar 

by the amendment, a change is « ed titisa el e tl ‘ 
historical sanction from the earliest nv is republi { i i 
essence. The Federal as well as the State government | t 

in character, and the people do not dil tly y | i 

the laws by which they are governed. Yet it 1 not 

they were able to do so, a provision to effectuate that 1 ! 
not be republican. * * * ‘The test of republicar 

ernment is the will of the people, expressed in 

proper forms of law. Every proposal for a cl 

of necessity be submitted, either directly « 

nated origin, whether it be upon the motion 

upon the instance of an individual citizen 

the ultimatum of decision Is left to t 

box it is essentially republican, and t! ! 
by the learned counsel for the cont 

than the argument that the change | 

may turn out that the amendment , 
tendencies are clearly republican, and must be ipheld t court. 
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The coordinate branches of the ? 
ecutive, legislative, and judicial- 





| 
| 


National Government—the ex- 
—as well as those of the State 








governments, have recognized that the government proposed to 
be established under the Arizona constitution is republican in 
for The Arizona constitution is almost in ipsis verbis of the 
constitutions of Oregon, Montana, South Dakota, and Oklahoma, 
in each of which the popular initiative and the optional referen- 
dum, and in some of them the recall, make more effective the 
voice of the people and operate as checks and balances against 
legislative malfeasance, corruption, and misrule. 

Oklahoma was admitted to the Union with these provisions 
in the constitution, and Congress recognized that it was repub- 
lican in form by admiiting it to the Union, and the President by 
proclamation, carrying out the resolution of that 





behalf, declared that the 
liczn in form. 

And again, after the adoption by the 
tana, and South Dakota ef ame sed ts 


constitution of Oklahoma was repub- 


people of 


to their constitutio 
: 


putting into effect the provisions which it is claimed > ob 
noxious to the Federal Constitution, the Senators and the Rep- 
resentatives from these States, as well as from Oklahoma, have 
been admitted to their seats without question; and this consti- 
tuted a recognition by Congress that these States had repu! an 


nent. 


the work 


forms of governi 


Sutherland, in referred to, 






restates, at pag 








well-established rule on this subject when he says that: 
Recognition of 2 State government, as tl as its 1 

acter, is necessarily implied fromm the of its § t 

Representatives to seats in Congress. citin Inited Sta , 

47 Fed. Cases, 16151), White v. Hart (13 Wall. 646 Lu 

Borden (7 How., 1) as authority for the doctrin« uz ted in the t 
Legislative and executive interpretations are entitled to gre 

weight, under well-established rules of law, in « truing stat 


utes and constitutions. 

i maintain that the standard by which the Congress is to de- 
termine whether or not the constitutic mn presented by a people 
asking admission as a State is that the constitution shall con- 
form in its essential details to the governments that were 
existence at the time of the : adoption of the Constituti 
applying that as the rule and guide of action, the co: 





in 
m, and, 
stitution 


presented by the eal ‘of Arizona is republican in form because 
it is conformable in all essential details to the forms of gov- 
ernment and methods of administration in many, at least, of 


the Colonies at the time of the adoption of the Cor 
If a higher duty than this devolves upon the Cor 
United States, where is that duty to begin and end If ’ 
haye power to take the initiative and, taking the constitution 
of Arizona by its four corners, modeled as it has been after the 
constitutions which are in ferce in older States, say that it is 
not republican in form, can the Congress then go further and 
7 


stitution 


f the 





Ss 0 





demand that those States which have constitutions amende 
and are now exact counterparts of the Arizona constitution 
shall amend these constitutions again, shall undo the work of 
the constitutional conventions, shall nullify laws that have b en 


enacted by legislature and people, because the Co 
United States is of the opihion that these partic 
tions are not republican in form? 


ngress of ~ 


ular constit 


tiow is the Congress to exercise this power of nullifying the 

constitutions of these States? Where is the modus operandi 

point ut in the Constitution? Is it to be done by an act of 

Cor or is it to be done by the declaration of war against 
) 





a State tl 
that may 


Inn? or 
UOpe one 


‘Ss to nullify its constitution and to a 
as to what, 


be consonant with the views of Congr 











in its opinion, constitutes a republican form of ¢ iment? 
The suggestion of the proposition carries its own. refutation, 
and Congress has no such power 

If Congress determines that the constitution adopted by the 
people of Arizona is not republican in form because of the pro- 


visions In regard to the initiative, the refere: 
recall, what does Congress intend to do with refe 
Dakota, Oregon, Montana, Arkansas, and 
States which have amended their constitutions in these respects 
since their admission to the Union; and what is it to do with 
reference to Oklahoma, whose constitution has met the approval 
of Congress, of the President, and the court of last resort in 
that State? 

Having discussed the intent of the framers of the Constitu- 
tion with reference to section 4 of Article IV of the Constitution 
in the light of contemporaneous discussion and subsequent ex- 
ecutive, legislative, and judicial interpretation, I desire to show 
that there is nothing new in the initiative, the referendum, and 
the recall to which objection is now made, and in the discussion 
of this question I do not deem it necessary to trace the genesis 
of either or to show the method of their development and ap- 
plication in any of the Old World governments. I shall confine 


dium, and the 
‘rence to South 
a number of the older 
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myself to our own country, where abundant warrant can be | 
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| found to sustain the position that the doctrine embodied in the 


rizona constitution is not a new one. 

And, first, as to the initiative. It will be observed that no 
attempt is made to abolish the Legislature of Arizona under the 
ions of the 


NG 


pr Constitution; it is left intact, with all the 
powers that are usually given to the legislative body under the 
provisions of the constitutions of the other States of the Union. 
To t extent, therefore, the government sought to be estab- 
lished, in so far 


as the legislature is concerned, is distinctly repre- 
in form, but the people reserve to themselves two dis- 
nd point out the mode and manner of the exercise 
one of which it might truthfully be said is for the cor- 
of omission and the other for the correction of 
of commission, namely: First, they reserve to themselves 
power to initiate laws and, concurrently with the legislature, 

ct or reject by their vote such laws as may be so proposed: 
second, they reserve to themselves the power, at their option 
and upon proper steps being first taken, to have referred to 


sentative 
*( powers a 
of, 


“ooetior 
rection 





sins of 
those 
the 


to en; 


them for approval or rejection any law or laws passed by the 
legislature. The system proposed by the Arizona constitution, 


and which, as I ha 
Oreet 


ve stated, is modeled after the amended con- 
stitutions of m and other of the older States, is not unl ike 
the system of government that was in vogue in New England 
at and prior to the time of the adoption of the Constitution. 
; he | » legislated directly upon local affairs, whilst 
State affairs legislation was through a legislative assembly di 
ty elected, each member of which was under instructions 
en by his constitnents at special town meetings, which could 
be at , time called by the selectmen or any 10 citizens. In 
the Colonies legislation was had by the ! legislative as 
embly and by county governments, and in both cases the mem- 
were instructed at county conferences or mass mectings 
e citizens. 
‘already referred to and quoted from the bills of rights 
1 constitutions of a number of the States antedating the 
adop tion of the Constitution to show that sovereignty resided in 
the people, and that this fact was of necessity in the minds of 
those who subscribed to the Declaration of Independence when 


tity 





»pl 


er «of 


# +}, 











they declared 

bat all men are created equal, that th re endowed by their Creator 
with certain unalienal rizhts, that am on » these are life . liberty ar l 
the pursuit of | b appir Ss! That to secure these rights zovernmenit. r 
institwted neng men, deriving their just powers from the cons 

3; well as in the minds of those who framed the Federal Consti- 
tution. ‘These constitutions, the Declaration of Independen: 

d the Constitution of the United States, recognize to tl 
fullest extent the right of the people to govern themselves. 

‘he power of the people under the initiative system takes 

the place of the power exercised by the colonists in N: 
England of legislating directly and of instructing their 


to the legislature—a power which, 


ent though exercised 
t? o ¢ irl] 


ier days of the Republic, has been gradually abandon 
ler the party system. 


IK It is but a revival of that system, and 
in many States has become a part of the written constitutio1 
The time was when the citizen instructed the delegates 


the legislative bodies and the officers who were to administer 
the laws, but under the party and convention system there h 
been an abandonment of this salutary rule, and instead of t! 
people instructing their delegates and the officers who are 
administer the law these instructions come now from the politi 
cal machine and corrupt party boss. There has been a comp! 





reversal of the forms of government in vogme in the earlier day 
of the Republic, and it is because of this that it has been fou 
necessary for the people to resume, or rather to reassert in 


written constitution, a right and power which in days gone by 
they were wont to exercise, but which they have unconsciously 
and gradually ceased to use. This power is now to be exer- 
cised again under the initiative system, and where the re 
sentatives in the legislative assemblies ignore the will of th 
people and listen, rather, to those who in many cases have be- 
come the representatives of a corrupt party system, and 
those who are wont to clamor at the legislative halls for legis- 
lation in behalf of special interests, the people themselves can, 
upon their own initiative, enact laws in the interest of the whole 
people and can, under the power reserved to them through tlic 
referendum, defeat legislation which is hostijJe to the public 
interest. 


of 


Nor must it be forgotten that laws enacted by the people are 
subject in the final analysis to legislative control, because, as 


was held in the case of Kadderly v. The City of Portland (to 


| which I have heretofore referred), the legislature has power to 


amend and to repeal any law enacted under the initiative 
system. 

Further than that, it would be within the power of the legis- 
lature under the Arizona system, as it has been held to be 








1911. 








within the power of the legislature and the executive under the 
Oregon constitution, to defeat a referendum upon a law passed 
by the legislature by the declaration of an emergency in the 
statute that the public peace, health, and safety demanded that 
it should go into effect at once. Such an emergency declared to 
an act passed by the legislature, when not vetoed by the execu- 
tive, is beyond the reach of the people under the referendum 
system. ‘The legislature is the sole judge as to whether or not 
an emergency shall be declared, and though there is some con- 
flict of opinion the weight of authority is that the courts of the 
country can not interfere with that legislative right; so that 
in the final analysis the power reserved to the people under the 
initiative system and under the power of the referendum is but 
a method of expressing the will of the people, a method of in- 
structing their representatives to the legislature, and a method 
of showing disapproval of their conduct in the enactment 
of laws which have not for their purpose the common good. 
No more perfect system of checks against the improvident 
or improper use of power, whether by the legislature or the 
people, was ever devised than the system now under discussion. 

The system of government therefore proposed under this con- 
stitution is a mixed government, a representative government 
in combination with direct legislation, and it is none the less 
a republican form of government, because there is perfect co- 
operation between the legislative or representative body and 
the people acting directly. 

Irrespective of the particular language used in the Arizona 
constitution reserving to the people the power of directly en- 
acting laws and of taking a referendum on legislation passed 
by the legislature, both of these powers have been from time 
immemorial exercised by the people of the older States. Most, 
if not all, of the new States admitted to the Union have by 
direct vote of the people adopted their constitutions, whether 
acting pursuant to enabling acts which expressly directed this 
to be done or upon their own initiative. These constitutions 
are sometimes more than mere fundamentals of government. 
Many of them contain express provisions which are self- | 
acting and need no further legislation to put them into effect. 
The adoption of these constitutions by direct vote of the people, | 
containing, as many of them do, provisions regulating the | 
duties of the citizen and the rights of property, are just as 
much direct legislation as if they had been enacted under 
just such limitations and restrictions as are contained in the 
constitution of Arizona. No suggestion has ever been made 
at any time that because these fundamental laws have been 
enacted by a direct vote of the people that they are therefore 
unrepublican and ought not to be admitted to the Union. 
There can be no distinction between such legislation and | 
legislation which might hereafter be enacted by 
under the provisions of the Arizona constitution, and which has} 
heretofore been enacted by the people under the constitutions 
of Oregon and Oklahoma. 

Let us look at some of the constitutions which have con- | 
tained general legislation and which the courts have sustained 
as sufficient without additional legislation to make them 
effective. 

Section 4 of Article XVI of the constitution of Pennsylvania 
adopted in 1873 provides as to how the shareholders may vote 
in the election of directors of a corporation. 

Section 5 provides that all incorporations must have known 
place of business and an agent. 

Section 7 provides that corporations shall not issue stock or 
bonds except under certain limitations, and that all fictitious 
increase of stock shall be void. 

Article XVII regulates railroads and canals and provides 
among other things for the right of railroads to construct rail- | 
reads across the State, and the right of one railroad to connect | 
with or cross another railroad, and the duty of the railroad to 
receive passengers from other railroads. Also, that every rail- 
road or canal corporation shall maintain an office where transfer 
of its stock shall be made, and its books shall be kept for 
inspection by stockholders and creditors, and so forth. 

Section 8 of this article provides that there shall be no free 
passes issued except to officers and employees of the company. 
And there are many other similar provisions. 

Now, note that. It is just as much direct legislation as if it 
had been enacted by a legislature or if it had been enacted by 
the people under the initiative system of legislation. It is just 
as complete and as active. 


The constitution of New Jersey, 1844, Article I, section 5, 
provides ; 


In all prosecutions or indictments for libel the truth may be given 
in evidence.to the jury. And if it shall appear to the jury that the 
matter charged as libelous is true and was published with good motives 
and justifiable ends, the party shall be acquitted. 
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| railroads; 


the people ; 


| constitutional authority in matters affecting localities in tl 
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And the same provision is contained in many other constitu- 
tions. 

Article XIII of the constitution of Illinois adopted in 1S70 
regulates warehouses. 
follows: 





Among other provisions, section 4 is as 


mmon carriers on railroads shall 


is shipped and receipt for 
for the delivery of such 
f at the place of destina- 


All railroad companies and other c 
weigh and measure grain at points 
the full amount, and shall be 
amount to the owner or the 
tion. 


Section 6 of Article XI provides: 
That every stockholder in a railroad « ora n or inst 
be individua!l!y responsible and liable to its creditors ove nd 
the amount of stock by him or her held to an am 
her respective shares so held. 





consignee theres 


Substantially the same provision is contained in the 
tutions of Iowa, Indiana, Washington, and other States 

Section 2 of Article XV of the constitution of Kansas adopted 
in 1855 prohibited lotteries in that State. 
have the same provision. 

Section 6 of Article XV of the constitution of Kansas adopted 
in 1857 provides that— 

All property, both real and personal, of the wife owned or 
marriage and that acquired afterwards by 
be her separate property. 

Section 9 of Article XV of the constitution of Kansas, 1859, 
provides: 


Many other S 


gift, devise, or ce 


A homestead to the extent of 160 acres of farming land or of 1 
within the limits of an incorporated town or city, vecupied as a 
dence by the family of the owner, shall be exempt from officer's 
under any process of law, ete. 

Similar provisions exist in many other States. 

The constitution of Washington regulates corporations in 
great detail. Section 191 prohibits pooling; section 1938 prohibits 
the consolidation of railroads; section 194, that railroad stock 
shall be considered personalty; section 197 prohibits 
section 198 provides for the rights of express 
and so forth. 

Section 3 of Article LX of the constitution of Wyoming pro- 
vides: 


Passe $5 


companies on 


No boy under the age of 14 years and no woman or girl of any age 
shall be permitted to be in or about any dangerous mine, ete. 

Section 4 of Article [IX provides for the liability for violation 
of the preceding section; and section 6 of Article X provides 
that no corporation shall have power to engage in more than 
one general line of business; Article X also regulates railroads 
and telegraph lines in detail; section 12 of Article XV provides 
for an exemption from taxation of churches, public cemeteries, 
and so forth; section 1 of Article XIX provides that eight hours 
shall constitute a lawful day’s work in all lines. That 


article 


also provides that certain contracts with laborers shall be 
| unlawful. 
I have shown that legislation by direct vote of the people 


has been expressly authorized by and enacted in the constitu- 
tions of a number of the States and the power 


recognize 


“l by 


Congress. I shall now undertake to show that the power re- 
served under the referendum clause of the Arizona constitu- 
tion has been reserved by the constitution of nearly every 


State in the Union, has been recognized by Congress as a 
valid reservation of power, and has been exercised as wel! | 
Congress itself. It has been exercised by the 


States under 
States, as well as in matters affecting the whole State. 


And, first, as to those affecting the States at large. One of 


| the earliest constitutional provisions for a referendum is to be 


found in Article I, section 23, of the constitution of Georgia 
(1798), which is as follows: 

And this convention doth further declare and assert that all th: 
territory within the present temporary line, and within the limits 
aforesaid, is now, of right, the property of the free citizens o 
State and held by them in sovereignty inalienable, but by their consent. 


At the time of the adoption of the New York constitution in 


1846 the question of extending the right of suffrage to the 
negroes was referred to the people, and a like provision was 
made in the Michigan constitution in 1850. The constitutions 
of Wisconsin (1848), Kansas (1858), Colorado (1876), South 
Dakota (1889), Washington (1889), and North Dakota (1895) 


contain provisions for a referendum of questions affe 
suffrage, leaving it absolutely and entirely to a vote of the ma 
jority of the people as to whether these provisions should be « 
erative or not. The constitution of Rhode Island (1542) pro 
vides that the general assembly shall have no power without 
the express consent of the people to incur debts in excess of 
$50,000, nor shall they in any case without such consent pledge 
the faith of the State for the payment of the obligations of 
others. 
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The constitutions of Michigan (1843), New Jersey (1844), | 
New York and Iowa (1846), Illinois (1848), C rnia (1849), | 
Kentucky (1850), Kansas (1859), Nebraska (1866), Missouri | 
(1875), Colorado (1876), Lowisiana (1879), Idaho, Montana, 
Washington, and Wyoming (1889), and South Carolina (1895) 
have adopted measures providing for a referendum involving 


the creation of debts on behalf of these States or the pledg- | 
ing of the credit thereof. The State of Texas, in its constitu- 
tion of 1845, provided for the permanent establishment of the | 
seat of government by vote of the people at an election the | 


al 

time, place, and conduct of which was fixed by the constitution. 
] 
, 
i 


Numerous States followed the example set by Texas and | 
adopted substantially the same provision with reference to 


the location of the State capital. 

Following the same course, the State of Iowa, in its consti- 
tution of 1846, provided that no act of the general assembly 
authorizing or creating corporations or associations with bank- 
ing powers should take effect or be in foree until submitted to | 
the le at a general or special election and by a majority 
of them approved. Lllinois, Wisconsin, Michigan, Ohio, Kansas, 
and Missouri followed with constitutional provisions of sub- | 
stantially the same character. 
Innumerable instances might be cited showing that legisla- | 
tion with reference to the of that relatine | 
to State aid to railways, to taxation, the location of State uni- 
versities, the extension of suffrage, and appropriations for | 
State purposes was required by constitutional provision to be 
submitted to the voters of the State for approval or rejection. | 

The second class of constitutional provisions providing for | 
a referendum are those which affect local governments, and 
within this class come a great variety of subjects. The first 
provision of this kind is to be found in the constitution of Ten- | 
nessee of 1834, where the people reserved to themselves the | 
right to cooperate in acts of government involving the change | 
of county lines. Section 4 of Article X provided that 

No part of the county shall be taken to form a new county or a part 
thereof without the consent of a majority of the qualified voters in 
such part taken off. 

Practically the same provision has been embodied in later | 
constitutions of many of the States, some requiring a majority 
of the electors and some two-thirds as a condition to changing 
county lines. 

Section 5 of Article VIII of the Maryland constitution of 
1864 provided that— 


pe oT 


sale school lands, 








The general assembly shall levy at each regular session after the | 
adoption of the constitution an annual tax of not less than 10 cents | 


on each $100 of taxable property throughout the State for the purpose 
of free schools: Provided, That the general bly shall not levy | 
any additional school tax upon particular counties unless such county 
express by popular vote its desire for such tax. 

This provision is not only a provision of initiative legislation 
on the one part, but contains in the very section a provision for 
the referendum of the act to the people of the county. 

Other States followed with constitutional provisions requir- 
ing a referendum on laws increasing the rate of taxation for 

purposes. Amongst these were Missouri (1875), Texas | 
(1876), and Florida (1885). Those providing for a referendum | 
to authorize an increased tax rate in counties were Texas | 
(1868), Illinois (1870), Nebraska (1875), West Virginia (1872), | 
Missouri (1875), and Louisiana (1879). The provision in the 
Missouri constitution specifically fixes the rate which may be 
imposed upon the people, which can not be increased without 
the assent of the people, and inasmuch as it is an example of 
direct legislation, self-executing, as well as an example of the 
application of the referendum principle, I quote it at length. 
It is as follows: 





asse 


school 





Taxes for county, city, town, and school purposes may be levied on 
all subjects and objects of taxation, but the valration of property 
therefor shall not exceed the valuation of the same property in such 
town, city, or school district for State and county purposes. For 
county purposes the annual rate on property in counties having | 





$6,000,000 or less shall not, in the aggregate. 
$100 valuation; in counties having $6,000,000 and under 
paid rate shall not exceed 40 cents on the $100 valnation; 
having $10,000,000 and under $30,000,000 said rat 
cents on the $100 valuation; and in counties having 

more said rate shall not exceed 35 cents on the $100 valuation. For 
city and town purposes the annual rate on the property in cities and 
tewns having 30,000 inhabitants or more shall not, in the aggregate, 
exeeed 100 cents on the $100 valuation; in cities and towns having 
less than 30,000 and over 10,000 inhabitants said rate shall not exceed 
60 cents on the $100 valuation; in cities and towns having less than 
10,000 and more than 1,000 inhabitants said rate shall not exceed 50 
cents on the $100 valuation; and in towns having 1,000 inhabitants or 
less said rate shall not exceed 25 cents on the $100 valuation. For 
school purposes in districts the annual rate on property shall not ex- 
ceed 40 cents on the $100 valuation: Provided, The aforesaid annual 
rates for schooi purposes may be increased in districts formed of cities 
and towns to an amount not to exceed $1 on the $100 valuation; and 
in other districts to an amount not to exeeed 65 cents on the $100 
valuation, on the cendition that a majority of the voters who are tax- 
payers, voting at an election fo decide the question, vote for said in- 
crease. For the purpose of erecting public buildings in counties, cities 





$10,000,000 
in counties 
shall mot exceed 50 
ing $30,000,000 or 








or school districts, the rates of taxation herein limited may be increased 
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when the rate of such an increase and the purpose for which it is 
tended shall have been submitted to a vote of the people, and two-t! 
of the qualified voters of such county, city, or school district voting 
such election shall vote therefor. The rate herein allowed to 





| county shall be ascertained by the amount of taxable property th 


according to the last assessment for State and county purposes, and 
at lowed to each city and town by the number of inhabitants ; 
ing to the last census taken under the authority of the State or ¢ 
United States; said restrictions as to rates shall apply to taxes of « 
kind and description, whether general or special, except taxes to ; 
valid indebtedns now existing or bonds which may be 
renewal of such indebtedness. 






issu 


Provisions are also to be found in the constitutions of ma) 
of the States subjecting to a referendum local matters with rc 
gard to creating municipal indebtedness and the issuance . 
bonds, the acquiring of waterworks and plants for light, cha: 


| ing lines of judicial districts, the formation of new courts, a) 


other questions of a purely loeal character; but I do not dee 
it necessary to quote at length from the constitutions embody, 
ing these provisions, satisfying myself with a mere referenc 
thereto. 

The provisions of the first class have generally been sus 
tained by the courts, with some difference of judicial opini 


| as to the latter class of cases; but the conflict of judicial de: 


sion, it will be found, usually precedes the written constituti 
authorizing the referendum, and out of this conflict, it will | 
found, has grown the written constitution authorizing the rm 
erendum on matters affecting localities in the several States 


| The people have been driven to these constitutional restrictions 


to place a check upon legislative extravagance and the abu 
of trust by the agents of government. It has been found neces 
sary to protect the people through these instrumentalities, both 
from oppression and from uncertainty of judicial interpretation. 
Other instances might be cited to show that affirmative lecgis- 
lation is contained in the fundamental laws of the States whic! 
have been enacted directly by the people. What difference can 
it make how the initial steps have been taken, whether pur- 
suant to an enabling act which authorizes the people to formu 
late and directly vote upon a constitution, or whether withou 


| such enabling act, as has been done by Oregon and some other 


States of the Union ow their own initiative, or by a certain 
percentage of the voters of a State, as authorized to be do: 
under the Arizona constitution? Can it be said that in the lat 
ter case the constitution, whieh expressly authorizes it, mak: 
the government of the State unrepublican, and in the form: 
cases, where exactly the same results are obtained, the gove 
ment of the States is republican? For Congress now to hold 
that the inclusion of the initiative and referendum in the fun 
damental law of Arizona would give to that State a form of 
government that was not republican in character, would o! 
necessity revise the whole policy of the Government. Congress 
itself, by act of July 9, 1846, which had for its purpose t! 
recession of a part of the District of Columbia to the State 
Virginia, submitted to the qualified electors of the District th 
question of recession, provided the machinery for the electio 
and enacted that if a majority should be against accepting tli 
provisions of the act it should be void and of no effect, othe: 
wise it should be in full force. 

The objection most seriously urged against the Arizona « 


| stitution is the provision which it contains with reference to 


the recall of public officers. There is no limitation as to t! 
class of officers to whom it shall apply. It is general in i 
terms and is intended to reach those holding office, whether b) 
election or appointment. The provision is not essentially dif 
ferent from that embodied in the constitutions of Oregon and 
Oklahoma, and possibly other States, as well as in the chart 
of many of the larger cities of the country. 

The objection most frequently made to the Arizona constii 
tion is the application of the recall to the judiciary. The q 
tion involved is not one of individual opinion but one of prin 
ciple, and that is, whether the people of Arizona or the majori 
of them have the right, if they see fit, in their wisdom, to m 
the recall applicable to the judiciary as well as to other pub 
servants. The argument usually urged against the applicati 
of the recall to the judiciary is that it tends to destroy its ind: 
pendence. To make this insistence impeaches the intelligen 
and integrity of the people of a State, and it assumes that fo! 
slight and trivial reasons, based upon the determination of 2 
issue between individuals, or between an individual and the 
Commonwealth or between the Commonwealth and a nation, the 
machinery of the recall might be set in motion to -punish 
eourt with whom the majority of the people might disagre 
That may be possible, but it is not at all probable; for, although 
the recall has been in operation for a number of years under 
charter and constitutional provisions like the Arizona constitu- 
tion, it has only been used twice—once in the city of Los Angeles. 
Cal., and once in the city of Seattle, Wash. (I have just learned 
that it has been used in Texas on one occasion.) It is generally 
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admitted by friends, as well as opponents of the measure, that | Absolutely vestin 
there was justification for the recall in both instances, in one, | whether or not 


t least, of which a servant and agent of the people, occupying 
the highest position in their gift, had entered into combination 
with gamblers and thugs and the denizens of the red-light dis- 

ict to levy graft and defeat the will of the people to purposes 
of piracy and plunder. 

But as an abstract proposition, why should a judicial officer 
ny more than any other public official be independent of the 
wishes of his constituents? It is not a democratic conception 
of republican government that places the representative in 
position which will make him indifferent to the wishes of his 

stituents. Such a conception is aristocratic; it is monarch 
ical: it is autocratic. The democratic conception, on the 
trary, is that the people will think for themselves and that the 
rent or servant of the people, in whatever position he serves, is 
but the reflection of the popular will. As an abstract proposi- 
tion, therefore, there is no reason why the judicial officer, as 
well as every officer of the Government, should not be responsive 
to the will of those whose servant he is. But the idea of the 
recall as applied to the judiciary, as well as to other agents, 
representatives, and servants of the people, is older than the 
Constitution itself. The principle has been recognized in every 
department of Government, and more particularly is this true 
with reference to the judiciary. 

Section 33 of the bill of rights of Maryland, of 1776, provides: 

rhat the independency and uprightness of judges are essential to the 
impartial administration of justice and a great security to the rights 
and liberties of the people; whereas the chancellor and judges ought 


eon 


to hold commissions during good behavior; and the said chancellor and | 


judges shall be removed for misbehavior on conviction in a court of 
law, and may be removed by the governor upon the address of the 
general assembly : Provided, That two-thirds of all the members of each 
house concur in such address. 


Absolutely leaving to the legislative body the power, upon the 


address of two-thirds of its membership, to remove the judge, | 


even without a hearing; and there it was assumed that this 
was for the purpose of maintaining the independence of the 
judiciary rather than of affecting and destroying it. 

This provision is reenacted in the constitution of 1851 (Art. 
1V, sec. 4) and in the constitution of 1864 (Art. IV, sec. 4) and 
again in the constitution of 1867 (Art. IV, sec. 4), and is at 
this time a part of the fundamental law of that State. 

It has not had the effect to destroy the independency of the 
judiciary of that magnificent Commonwealth. 

This observation may be made—and it is applicable to the 
constitutions of other States to which I shall call attention— 
that the recall of judges, in addition to the provision for 
removal on the ground of incompetency, of willful neglect of 
duty, of misbehavior in office, or any other crime, or on im- 


| by the same corrupt instrumentalities to unseat 


peachment, is a general power and is left to the discretion of | 


the general assembly. Sometimes a two-thirds vote is necessary 
and in other cases only a majority. The bill of rights of Mary- 
land states the reasons for the vesting of this great discretion- 
ary power in the legislative assembly. It is because it was 
deemed necessary to maintain the independency and the up- 
rightness of judges rather than to destroy their independency 
and responsibility for their acts. 


Re constitution of Georgia of 1798 (Art. III, sec. 1) provides 
that— 


_ The judges of the superior court shall be elected for the term ot 
three years, removable by the governor on the address of two-thirds of 
both houses for that purpose, or by impeachment and conviction thereon. 

The same provision is to be found in the amendment to the 
constitution ratified in 1812, and again in the amendment rati- 
fied in 1818, and again in 1835 and in 1865. 

No one has ever heard the integrity of the judicial system 
called in question in that State. 

I call the attention of the distinguished Senator from Virginia 
|Mr. Marvin] to the constitution of Virginia, with which I 
know he is familiar. 

The constitution of Virginia of 1830 (Art. V, sec. 6) contains 
the same provision. It was reenacted in the constitution of 
1850 (Art. VII, sec. 17) and in 1864 (Art. VI, sec. 16) and in 
1870 (Art. VI, sec. 23) and in 1902 (Art. V1, sec. 104). The 
power of removal for cause is vested in a majority of the mem- 
bers of the legislature. This provision is now a part of the 
fundamental law of Virginia. 


The constitution of Texas of 1845 provides for the appoint- | 


ment of judges by the governor, by and with the advice and 


consent of two-thirds of the senate, and Article IV, section 8, 
provides: 


. judges of the supreme and district courts shall be removed by 
late governor, on the address of two-thirds of each house of the legis- 
ature, for willful neglect of duty or other reasonable cause— 


o 
=) 


in the legislature the power of determining 


t a cause exists 


which shall not be sufficient ground for impeachm« : Provided, how- 
ever, That the cause or causes for which such 1 i quired 

ll be stated at length in such address ! tered on t nals of 
each house: And provided further, That 1! eau or causes shall be 
notified to the judge so intended to be ren d; and he shall be admit 
ted to a hearing in his own defense for iny vot r such address 

1all pass; and in all suc! ases t vot ill ! y 3; and 
nays and entered on the journals of each ! rest ti , 

It will be observed that the zislature is vested with the 
power by a two-thirds vote, of comnolline +) rer : 
move a judge for willful neglect of auty I . 
cause which shall not be sufficient ground for i | 
This vests a most extraordinary power in ; tive bo 
Has its tendency been to compel the d f t ( 
monwealth to decide controversies |! \" + 
whims of the legislative assembly or to destroy the ind nd 
of the judiciary? 

The same provision is to be found in the constitution 
186S (Art. V, sec. 19) and in that of 1876 (Art. XV, 
and is now a part of the fundamental law of Texas, 

The constitutions of Delaware, Connecticut, and other Stat 
have substantially the same provisions, but reference to fe 


only is sufficient to establish the principle for which I eontend 
that the power of recall with reference to the judiciary is not 
a new thing in the constitutional history of the country, and 
differs only in the Arizona constitution from the constitutions 
of other States in that there is a transference of the power of 
recall from the legislature to the people. The principle is the 


same, If the transference of this power to the people tends to 
destroy the independence of the judiciary may it not also be 
claimed that the power to exercise it in the case of the legis 


lature tends to destroy that independence? Recent develop 
ments tend to show that some legislative bodies at least are 


influenced by the corruptest motives, and if they may be cor- 
rupted to secure the enactment or defeat of laws, 
the election or defeat of Senators, may they 


or to secure 
be influenced 

the judges? 
It is safe to say that the tenure of a judge, whether appointive 
or elective, is more secure in the hands of the people than in 
the average legislature of to-day. 

But the recall has been applied from the earliest days of 
the Republic to other officers than judicial. In the summer of 
1783—I call the attention of my Democratic friends to this 
it was expected that the Assembly of Virginia would call a 
convention for the establishment of a constitution. Jefferson 
prepared a draft of one, with the design that it should be pro- 
posed in such convention. This draft, among other 
provided that— 


The Delegates to Congress shall be appointed by joint ballot of both 
houses of the assembly for a term not exceeding one year, subject to 
being recalled within the term by joint vote of both said houses. 
(Jefferson's Notes on Virginia.) 

It is probable that this suggestion of Jefferson had its birth 
in Article VIII of the bill of rights of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts of 1780, which provides: 

In order to prevent those who are vested with authority from 
coming oppressors, the people have a right, at such periods and 
such manner as they shall establish by their frame of government, 
cause their public officers to return to private life, and to fill up vacant 


hot 


things, 


in 
to 


| places by certain and regular elections and appointments 


This declaration contained in the bill of rights of Massa 
chusetts finds expression in Chapter IV of the constitution of 
1780 of that Commonwealth, which provides for the election of 
Delegates to the Congress of the United States who “may be 
recalled at any time within the year and others chosen and co 
missioned ” in their stead. 

The constitution of New Hampshire of 1784 provides for th 


| election of Delegates to the Congress, and states that they 
may be recalled at any time within the year and others chosen and 
commissioned in the same manner in their stead 

The Articles of Confederation of 1778 (Art. V) contair 


among other things, this provision: 

Art. V. For the more convenient management of the general! 
of the United States, Delegates shall be annually appointed 
manner as the legislature of each State shall direct, to 1 
gress on the first Monday in November in every year, with a 
reserved to each State to recall its Delegates, or any of ther 
time within the year, and to send others in their stead, for t! 
der of the year. 


So under the old Articles of Confederation that 


l fyi ‘ 
expressly reserved to each of the Colonies. 
It may be argued that because this power was not rese1 
the Federal Constitution that therefore the 


framet f 
instrument thought it inadvisable to provide a method of 1 
ing unfaithful or corrupt officials, but it ! 


must be remem el 
that the Constitution of the United States is but a grant of 
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power and reserves to the people of the several States those 
powers which are not expressly granted; and in this view the 
Constitution of the United States is but a recognition of the 





| 
| 


power of the people of the several States to exercise those pow- | 


ers and privileges which had been exercised prior to the adop- 
tion of the Constitution. The exercise of the power by the peo- 
ple of Arizona is one of the rights reserved to the people, and 


| is concerned—but not the last. 


the fact that they have seen fit to embody it in a written con- | 
stitution should have no controlling influence with the Congress | 


of the United States on the question of the admission of Arizona 
to the Union. 

Having attempted to show that the initiative, the referendum, 
and the recall are as old or older than the Constitution of the 
United States, occasionally finding expression in the written 


constitutions of the Colonies and of the States, and again with-| than the Congress caucuses, which had been repudiated by the 


out this express recognition in such constitutions, being never- 
theless exercised as a part of the power expressly reserved to 
the people of the several States, it is proper to consider why it 
is that one after another of the States of the Union has ex- 
pressly ingrafted all of these powers as a part of the more 
modern written constitutions. 

The movement has grown out of the perversion of the party 
system of government exercised through the caucus and con- 
vention. It has become necessary because this system, which 
was unknown to the framers of the Constitution, has through 
the instrumentality of the convention tended to destroy the 
integrity of the representative system of government. Just as 
the Australian-ballot law, the direct-primary law, and the 
corrupt-practices act have been resorted to for the protection of 
elections against the control and manipulation of corrupt influ- 
ences, so the people have found it necessary to create a sys- 
tem of checks and balances in the fundamental laws of the 
States to protect them against the acts of the corrupt or faith- 
less public servant, whether in the legislative or judicial or 
executive branches of the Government. 


As long as these representatives nominated under the con- | 


yention system were faithful to their duties there was no de- 
mand for the exercise of the reserve powers which are now ex- 
pressly sought to be exercised through the instrumentality of 
the initiative, the referendum, and the recall. With the growth 
of the party system, however, and the development of the con- 
vention system, which removed the representative and public 
servant too far from the people and almost entirely out of touch 
with them, recourse to restrictive and controlling methods be- 
came necessary. It must be remembered in this connection that 
in calonial times and in the earlier days of the Government in- 
augurated under the Constitution parties as well as conventions 
were practically unknown. The people acted directly in mat- 
ters of selecting their representatives and instructed them as to 
their duties. These instructions were implicitly obeyed. Gradu- 
ally, with the growth of parties, systems were evolved for sug- 
gesting candidates and formulating policies and platforms as 
well. Candidates for the Presidency were nominated in the 
congressional caucus by the Representatives in Congress of the 
different political parties, but this method soon subjected itself 
to the charge of usurping the functions of the people, who 
considered themselves, rightly, the source of all power. It was 
eventually abandoned, and the convention system took its 
place. 

The first convention was that held in 1831 by the anti-Masonic 
Party, and this 
Parties. The convention of delegates, although not recognized 
by the Constitution of the United States or the laws of Con- 
gress or of the States, continued to grow in strength and infiu- 
ence, using its power with such insolence that in 1844 John C. 
Jalhoun refused to suffer his name to go before a convention for 
the presidential nomination, publishing an address in which he 
said amongst other things: 

I hold it impossible to form a scheme more perfectly calculated to 
annihilate the control of the people over the presidential election and 
vest it in those who make politics a_ trade and who live and expect to 
live on the Government. (Benton's Thirty Years’ View, Vol. II, p. 596.) 

At the Democratic national convention of 1844, although a 
majority of the delegates were pledged to Van Buren, who had 
formerly been President, he failed of nomination by reason of 
violated pledges, and Polk was nominated. In speaking of the 
convention Senator Benton says: 

That convention is an era in our political history to be looked back 
upon as the starting point in a course of usurpation which has taken 
the choice of President out of the hands of the people and vested it in 
the hands of a self-constituted and irresponsible assemblage. The 
wrong to Mr. Van Buren was personal and temporary, and died with 
the occasion, and constitutes no part of the object in writing this 
chapter; the wrong to the — and the injury to republican insti- 
tutions and to our form of government was deep and abiding, and 
calls for the spore and correctional judgment of history. It was the 
first instance in which a body of men, unknown to the laws and the 
Constitution, and many of them (as senek Members of Congress or 
holding offices of honor or profit) constitutionally disqualified serve 
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even as electors, assumed to treat the American Presidency as }) 
private property, to be disposed at their own will and pleasure, a; 
may be added, for their own ——, for many of them demanded 
received reward. It was the first instance of such a disposal of 
Presidency—for these nominations are the election, so far as the 

It has become the rule since, ani 
been improved upon. These assemblages now perpetuate thems 
through a committee of their own, ramified into each State, «): 
permanently from four years to four years, and working incessan: 
govern the election that is to come, after having governed the 
that is past. The man they choose must always be a character 
force, that they may rule him; and they rule always for their 
A in “constituting a power behind the throne greater than 
throne.” 


Commenting upon Calhoun’s views of the convention, 
Benton remarks: 

Mr. Calhoun considered the convention system, degenerated t 
point it was in 1844, to have been a hundred times more objectix 


Measured by the same scale, they are a thousand times worse at 
ent (1853), having succeeded to every objection that was made av 


| the Congress caucuses and superadded a multitude of others goj: 





vas later followed by the Democratic and Whig | 





rectly to scandalous corruption, open intrigue, direct bargain and 
pe er disregard of the popular will. (Thirty Years’ View, 

Mr. President, it has taken the people of this country : 
than 60 years to realize the truth of the statement conta 
by Calhoun in his address and by Benton in his work, but : 
have gradually come to an understanding of the matter, 1 
that has given birth to this progressive movement. 

We have, therefore, eminent and respectable authority 
the statement that the convention system in the first half 
tury of our history had degenerated into a machine which 
only disregarded the rights of the people, but usurped 
powers and functions which it was intended by the framers «: 
the Constitution should be and remain a part of the ress | 
rights of the people of the several States. This system, ins l 
of growing better, has gradually grown worse since the days of 
Calhoun and Benton. Through it the party machine and 
corrupt political boss have practically obtained control of 
instrumentalities of government, both National and State. 

Men who have watched the political movements of the ti 
know that the chairmen of the various political parties in | 
different States of the Union, directly or indirectly, name 
delegates to the county conventions, to the State conventions 
and sometimes under the direction of the national chairman (|, 
delegates to the national convention. Through the power | 
exercised candidates for the legislature are named in the co 
conventions and candidates for the State offices in the State 
ventions, so that in the final analysis, although the people | 
been deluded into the belief that because they have assisted 
the election of men nominated for office in the manner I |! 
suggested they have had a voice in their affairs; they have | 
tically had no voice, because they have had little to do with | 
selection of their candidates. It is well known that men 
frequently nominated for the legislatures and for State o! 
as well under this system not so much because of their fi! 
to represent or to serve their several constituencies as be 
it was well understood that they would act as the fai 
representatives of the particular interests that it was intendol 
they should serve. It has not been found so extremely diffi: 
in times past, by the corrupt and copious use of money, ‘ 
control conventions and to secure the nomination of men 
could be relied upon to carry out the dictates of an unscr' 
leus party machine dominated by a more unscrupulous }[):\! 
boss. The money to accomplish these purposes has been 
nished not infrequently by public-service and other great fi) 
cial interests, by corporations, and by men who were interest. 
not in accomplishing the greatest good for the greatest number 
but in securing valuable franchises and special privileges wit!- 
out compensation, or in preventing the passage of laws that 
would stay their hands in raids upon the public treasury. 

The interests of the people of a State have too often been 
subordinated to the packing of a convention in the interest of a 
particular candidate for the Senate of the United States, and 
all the money that has been necessary to do this has lb 
furnished sometimes by corporations and interests entirely out- 
side of the particular States. This money has not been fur- 
nished from motives of disinterested patriotism or philanthropy, 
but rather to insure the election of men who could be relied 
upon to stand as the representatives not of the people, but 
special interests and the beneficiaries of class legislation. 

We have recently had before us here iri the Senate a case 
where the “jack pot” played an important part in the election 
of a Member of this Chamber, and it seems that the end of 
this celebrated case has not yet been reached. Instance after 
instance might be cited to show that particular interests, 
directing the movements of a corrupt political leader, have 
sought to control legislative bodies for their own corrupt pur- 
poses. 








1911. 


This condition is an absolute perversion of the purposes of | Senate, and with some modification voted upon. 
In theory the peo- | 


government as established by our fathers. 
ple have had a representative form of government; in fact it 
has not been representative. The history of the development 
of the party system of government, the evolution of the conven- 
tion, the boss, the corrupt machine, and the spoils system is im- 
partially and truthfully recited in Bryce’s American Common- 
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Some three or 
four resolutions covering the same subject matter have been 
introduced during this extraordinary session and have already 


¥ 


| gone to the Judiciary Committee, and I naturally assumed that 


| the resolution coming here from the 


wealth, and not a statement therein contained but finds verifi- | 


eation in the political conditions of to-day in State and Nation. 
We may, if we will, vilify the muckraker and abuse the inde- 


| 


pendent press of the country, but these instrumentalities for | 


the dissemination of news and turning the limelight on the 
rascals in public life have driven the people to understand at 
last that some corrective method must be applied to bring back 
the Government to the people, who are, and of right ought to be, 
the source of all power. The masses move slowly toward the 
correction of abuses and the adoption of reforms, but when 
once they know that their rights are being invaded they can be 
absolutely and entirely relied upon to work such reforms as 
may be necessary to correct the evils of government. 

The magazines and the press, while they may have occa- 


sionally exaggerated conditions, have nevertheless told much of | 


truth in reference to the rottenness of our system of govern- 


machine, and the movement for reforms may be traced to the 
light that has been turned on our affairs through their in- 
strumentality. It is because of these conditions to which at- 
tention was called by Benton and Calhoun, and later by Bryce 
and the press and the magazine writers of the country, that the 
people have determined to secure to themselves purity, honesty, 
and efficiency in the administration of affairs. It was these 
conditions, which can not truthfully be denied, that gave life 
and vitality to the initiative and to the referendum as instru- 
mentalities for securing to the people legislation which their 
representatives neglected to give them and to check extrava- 
gance and corruption on the part of these same representa- 
tives in the enactment of laws which were opposed to the 
public welfare and in the interests of the privileged classes. 
It was this condition which determined the people to assert 
their right to recall the faithless public servant, and the three 
in combination are a perfect safeguard to the rights of the 
people and an absolute check upon maladministration of af- 
fairs. They are essential to the perpetuation of our institu- 
tions and the preservation of a republican form of govern- 
ment. 

Mr. OWEN. I ask, for the purpose of illustrating and em- 
phasizing the argument made by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
CHAMBERLAIN], that there be printed as a Senate document an 
argument on the initiative and referendum before the supreme 
court of Oregon, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma asks 
unanimous consent that the following matter be printed as a 
Senate document. 

Mr, SMOOT. Would the Senator object to having it go to 
the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. OWEN. I have no objection to its going to the Commit- 
tee on Printing, but I think there should be no objection to the 
printing. It is an argument in support of this proposition; it is 
directly in point; and I should like to have it printed as a 
document so as to have the Senate informed with regard to it. 

Mr. SMOOT. I would very much prefer to have it go to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. OWEN. Very well; I will make no objection to that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the matter will 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I call up the motion I 
entered this morning to reconsider the action of the Senate in 
referring the joint resolution on the subject of the election of 
Senators by the people to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator ‘from Texas moves to 
reconsider the action by which House joint resolution 39 was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Senator from Teéxas if he has 
any objection to letting the motion go over until'the next meet- 
ing of the Senate. 

Mr. CULBERSON, After a full consideration of the matter, 
I must insist upon action now on the motfén. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, as I stated this morning, I was 
absent, necessarily, at the time this matter arose in the first 
instance before the Senate, and I desire to Say now briefly what 
I should have said then had I been present. 

This joint resolution in the same form was before the Judi- 
clary Committee during the last session of Congress, and was 
passed upon favorably by the committee and brought to the 





i 








House would follow the 
course of the other resolutions and go to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee 

[ think that this joint resolution ought to be referred to the 


Judiciary Committee for a number of very good reasons. The 
first and most important reason is that to my mind the joint 
resolution has fared much better before the Judicia ry Com- 
mittee than it has fared before other committees. I ce » to be 
entirely frank in regard to the matter. I am exceedingly anx 
ious that the joint resolution should come before the Senate at 
as early a day as is practicable or possible, as are all friends 
of the resolution; and we feel that it should take the course 
which it has heretofore taken with some degree of success of its 


being heard. 

Of course I am not to be construed as personally criticizi 
the members of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, but 
it is nevertheless a fact that that committee has had similar 
resolutions before it off and on for the last 20 years, and 


| they have never reached the Senate so far as I have been able 
ment under the domination of the corrupt political boss and | 


to determine as yet. I know the joint resolution will fare some 


| what better if it is placed before the committee where it has 


already been passed upon favorably. 

But there is a second reason which is a very good reason to 
my mind. There are questions involved in the joint resolution 
which are of considerable moment from a legal standpoint, and 
if the joint resolution should go to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections it would very likely at some time during the 
session be referred to the Judiciary Committee for action, 
cause there are questions involved in the resolution which the 
Judiciary Committee naturally have jurisdiction to consider, 
and it would undoubtedly be thought proper for that committee 
to take charge of the resolution. I do not know of anything 
that is of special importance in regard to the resolution that 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections would be peculiarly 
equipped to pass upon, but there are matters involved in the 
resolution upon which the Judiciary Committee, in the dis 
charge of its proper functions and the exercise of its proper 
jurisdiction, ought to consider. 

I hope, Mr. President, that this joint resolution will finally 
find its place before the committee where the other resolutions 
which have been introduced have gone, where this resolution in 
the same form at one time rested, and from which it came, the 
committee which really exercises a jurisdiction that ought to 
be exercised in this particular instance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Texas to reconsider the action of the Senate 
referring the joint resolution to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

The motion to reconsider was 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move that 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I : that the title of the joint resolution 
be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The title will be read. 

The Secretary. A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 39) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution providing that Senators shall 


be 


agreed to. 


the joint 


resolution be re 


acl 
asi 


| be elected by the people of the several States. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 
resolution to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
der the rule. 


I object to a second reading of the -joint 
The joint resolution goes over un 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to ft 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 
and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until T! 

April 20, 1911, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


proceed to the con 


NOMINATIONS. 


Beccutive nominations received by the Senate April 17, 191/ 
UNITED STAtTes Marsa 
Herbert L. Faulkner, of Alaska, to be United S 
for the district of Alaska, division No. 1, vice I \ 
land, removed. (Mr. Faulkner is 1 
ment by the court.) 
Edward S. Schmidt, of Indiana, to be ! ed Stat ! il 


for the district of Indiana, vice Henry OC. Pettit, wh 
expired. 
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UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
tobert C. Lee, of Mississippi, to be United States attorney 
for the southern district of Mississippi. (A re°™pointment, his 
term having expired January 19, 1910.) 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 
Capt. Kensey J. Hampton, quartermaster, to be quartermaster 
with the rank of major from March 3, 1911, to fill an original 
vacancy. 


ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 
Maj. Colden L’H. Ruggles, Ordnance Department, to be lieu- 
tenant colonel from April 13, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Frank E. 
Hobbs, who died April 12, 1911. 


INFANTRY ARM. 


Second Lieut. Hornsby Evans, Nineteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from March 2, 1911, vice First Lieut. Kaolin L. 
Whitson, Ninth Infantry, who died March 1, 1911. 


PORTO BICO REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 


First Lieut. William H. Armstrong, Porto Rico Regiment of 
Infantry, to be captain from March 31, 191), vice Capt. Emil J. 
Huebscher, retired from active service March 30, 1911. 

Second Lieut. Daniel Rodriguez, Porto Rico Regiment of In- 
fantry, to be first lieutenant from March 31, 1911, vice First 
Lieut. William H. Armstrong, promoted. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 
To be first lieutenants with rank from April 12, 1911. 


Joseph Cushman Breitling, of Vermont. 
Charles Frye Sanborn, of Illinois. 
Walter Franz von Zelinski, of Illinois. 
William Holland Wilmer, of the District of Columbia. 
To be first lieutenant with rank from February 16, 1911. 


John Edwin Rhodes, of Illinois. 

Notre.—The above-named person was nominated to the Senate 
on February 21, 1911, under the name of John Edwin Rhoades, 
for appointment to the designated office, and his nomination | 
was confirmed March 2, 1911. | 

This message is submitted for the purpose of correcting an | 
error in the name of the nominee. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


The following-named lieutenants to be lieutenant commanders | 
in the Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill vacancies: | 

Harry L. Brinser, 

Farmer Morrison, 

Claude C. Bloch, 

Cyrus W. Cole, 

John W. Greenslade, 

Victor A. Kimberly, 

William R. Sayles, jr., and 

James H. Tomb. 

Carpenter James J. Murphy to be a chief carpenter in the | 
Navy from the 7th day of March, 1911, upon the completion of 
six years’ service as a carpenter. 


POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA, 


William J. Atwood to be postmaster at Midland, Cal. Office 


became presidential April 1, 1911. 
‘COLORADO. 


William H. Bloom to be postmaster at Limon, Colo., in place 
of Frances M. Carman, resigned. 


ILLINOIS. | 
John C. Hale to be postmaster at North Chicago, IIL, in place | 
of Charles W. Vedder, resigned. 


INDIANA, 


Edgar T. Botkin to be postmaster at Farmland, Ind., in place 
of Edgar T. Botkin. Incumbent’s commission expired June 22, 
1910. 

Enos Coffin to be postmaster at Carthage, Ind., in place of 
Enos Coffin. Incumbent’s commission expired February 28, 
1911. 

Cash M. Graham to be postmaster at South Whitley, Ind., in 
place of Cash M. Graham. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 12, 1911. 
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| became presidential October 1, 1910. 
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| 1911. 


|of Edward Morrissey. Incumbent’s commission expired |) 


| 10, 1910. 
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Ind., j 
expil 








Robert B. Hanna to be postmaster at Fort Wayne, 
place of Robert B. Hanna. Incumbent’s commission 
January 18, 1910. 

William H. Hathaway te be postmaster at Aurora, 
place of Will H. Conway. Incumbent’s commission 
December 10, 1910. 

John Lynn to be postmaster at La Fontaine, Ind. Office 
came presidential January 1, 1911. 

Joel F. Martin to be postmaster at Bourbon, Ind., in place 
Joel F. Martin. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
1911. ; 

Frank R. Morrison to be postmaster at Galveston, Ind. 
became presidential October 1, 1909. 

William O. Nash to be postmaster at Jasonville, Ind., in p! 
of William O. Nash. Incumbent’s commission expired March © 
1911. 

Luster E. Roush to be postmaster at Bluffton, Ind., in place 
James R. Spivey. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
1910. 

Percy V. Ruch to be postmaster at Mulberry, Ind. 


Ind.., 


expil 


Oli 


| came presidential October 1, 1910. 


John C. Schleffier to be postmaster at Wolcottville, Ind. « 
fice became presidential January 1, 1911. 
IOWA. 

Joseph H. Luse to be postmaster at Mystic, Iowa, in pla: 
Joseph H. Luse. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
1911. 

Alfred D. McCulloch to be postmaster at Humeston, Iowa 
place of Alfred D. McCulloch. Incumbent’s commission ex) 
February 27, 1910. 

Harry Williams to be postmaster at Sheffield, Iowa, in | 
of John R. Bell, resigned. 





MONTANA, 
to be postmaster at Libby, 





Don E. Schanck Mont. 





NEBRASKA, 
Will A. Needham to be postmaster at Bloomfield, Nebr., 


| place of Will A. Needham. Incumbent’s commission ex) 
January 31, 1911. 
Roy E. Thomas to be postmaster at Osmond, Nebr. O 


became presidential January 1, 1911. 
NEW YORK. 


George H. E. Aring to be postmaster at Long Beach, N 
Office became presidential April 1, 1911. 

Jetur R. Rogers to be postmaster at Southampton, N. \ 
place of Jetur R. Rogers. Incumbent’s commission ex) 


February 4, 1911. 

John E. Stevens to be postmaster at Spencerport, N. Y 
place of Frank N. Webster. Incumbent’s commission ex 
May 2, 1910. 

PENNSYLVANIA, 

Menzo M. Burt to be postmaster at Roulette, Pa., in pla 
Clara E. Fessenden. Incumbent’s commission expired M 
2, 1911. 

William A. McMahan to be postmaster at West Pittsburg, | 
Office became presidential April 1, 1911. 

Henry M. Stetler to be postmaster at Wyomissing, Pa. 
became presidential April 1, 1911. 

TEXAS. 

Florence F. Kellogg to be postmaster at Carrizo Springs, 'T 
Office became presidential April 1, 1911. 

George W. Walker, jr., to be postmaster at Blessing, 
Office became presidential January 1, 1911. 

WISCONSIN. 

Charles Brown to be postmaster at Montello, Wis., in place 

Edward A. Bass. Incumbent’s commission expired January ©!, 





) 








T 








Edward Morrissey to be postmaster at Delavan, Wis., in pla 






cember 11, 1909. 
Henry H. White to be postmaster at Lake Geneva, Wis. 
place of Frank 8. Moore. Incumbent’s commission expired Ma; 










CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 17, 19/1! 
SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
Walter L. Fisher to be Secretary of the Interior. 
INsPector oF DruGs, MEDICINES, AND CHEMICALS. 


Frederick W. Heyl to be special examiner of drugs, medicines, 
and chemicals in the district of Philadelphia, Pa. 













1911. 


PROMOTION IN THE Pustic HEALTH 


SERVICE. 


AND MARrINE-HOoSPITAL 


Louis Schwartz to be assistant surgeon in the Public Health 
and Marine-Hospital Service. 


MEMBER OF THE MISSISSIPPI RitveER COMMISSION. 


Col, Curtis McD. Townsend to be a member of the Mississippi 

River Commission. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Capt. Charles J. Badger to be a rear admiral. 

Commander Charles C. Marsh to be a captain. 

Commander Thomas W. Kinkaid to be a captain. 

Commander Louis 8. Van Duzer to be a captain. 

Commander Wilson W. Buchanan to be a captain, 

Commander William J. Maxwell to be a captain. 

Commander William 8S. Smith to be a captain. 

Commander John A. Hoogewerff to be a captain. 

Commander Edward E. Capehart to be a captain. 

Commander Henry B. Wilsou to be a captain. 

Commander Kenneth McAlpine to be a captain. 

Commander Emil Theiss to be a captain. 

Commander Spencer 8S. Wood to be a captain. 

Lieut. Commander Urban T. Holmes to be a commander. 

Lieut. Commander Matt H. Signor to be a commander. 

Lieut. Commander Charles B. McVay, jr., to be a commander. 

Lieut. Commander Lucius A. Bostwick to be a commander. 

Lieut. Commander Julian L. Latimer to be a commander, 

Lieut. Commander De Witt Blamer to be a commander. 

Lieut. Commander John K. Robison to be a commander. 

Lieut. Commander Arthur L. Willard to be a commander. 

Lieut. Commander Henry C. Kuenzli to be a commander. 

Lieut. Charles P. Nelson to be a lieutenant commander. 

Lieut. Allen Buchanan to be a lieutenant commander. 

Lieut. Edward B. Fenner to be a lieutenant commander. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Sylvester H. Lawton, jr., to be a lieu- 
tenant. 

Ensign John E. Pond to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) : 

William C. Barker, jr., 

Robert L. Ghormley, 

William L. Calhoun, 

Walter W. Lorsbough, 

William A. Glassford, jr., 

Herbert B. Riebe, 

Thomas Withers, jr., 

Leo F. Welch, 

Harry L. Pence, 

Ferdinand L. Reichmuth, 

Wolcott EB. Hall, 

Fred M. Perkins, 

Frank H. Roberts, 

Lewis D. Causey, 

Francis M. Robinson, 

Randolph P. Scudder, 

Charles C. Hartigan, 

George A. Alexander, 

Edwin B. Woodworth, 

Wilson BE. Madden, 

James P. Olding, 

Sherwoode A. Taffinder, 

John 8S. McCain, 

Ronan C. Grady, 

Harold Jones, 

Albert 8S. Rees, 

Frank N, Eklund, 

Claude A. Bonvillian, 

William B. Howe, and 

Jefferson B. Goldman. 

Midshipmen Francis J. Comerford and Paul FE. 
ensigns, 

Surg. Albert M. D. McCormick to be a medical inspector. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Ulys R. Webb to be a surgeon. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Charles M. Oman to be a surgeon. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Robert A. Bachmann to be a surgeon. 

Asst. Surg. Dallas G. Sutton to be a passed assistant surgeon. 

Naval Constructor Henry M. Gleason, with rank of lieutenant, 
to be a naval constructor, with rank of lieutenant commander. 

The following-named assistant naval constructors, with rank 
of lieutenant (junior grade), to be assistant naval constructors, 
with rank of lieutenant: 

Allan J. Chantry, jr., 

Whitford Drake, and 

Harry G. Knox. 


Speicher to be 
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First Lieut. Arthur B. Owens to be a captain in the Marine 
Cor] Ss. 

First Lieut. Gerard M 
Corps. 

Tracy G. Hunter, jr. 
Corps. 

Capt. Norman G. Burton, 
assistant quartermaster in the 
major. 

First Lieut. Jeter R. Horton to be an assistant quartermaster 
in the Marine Corps with the rank of captain. 

First Lieut. Bennet Puryear, jr., to be an assistant. quarter- 
master in the Marine Corps with the rank of captain. 

Soatswain Frank Miller to be a chief boatswain 

The following-named boatswaius to be chief boatswains: 

John Danner, 

Harry Williams, 

James F. Hopkins, 

Charles Schonborg, 

Alexander Stuart, 

William Derrington, and 

Frank D. Blakely. 

Gunners Richard H. Cheney and Constantine Clay to be chief 
gunners. 

Gunner Roderick M. O'Connor to be a chief gunner. 

Machinists George Growney and John R. Burkhart to be chief 
machinists. 

Machinist Louis R. Ford to be a chief machinist. 

Midshipman William H. Walsh to be an ensign. 

Passed Asst. Paymaster Edwin M. Hacker to be a passed 
assistant paymaster. 

Asst. Engineer Michael H. Plunkett, with rank of lieutenant 
(junior grade), to be a passed assistant engineer, with rank of 
lieutenant, on the retired list. 

Chief Gunner Charles B. Magruder to be a chief gunner on 
the retired list. 

Commander Gustav Kaemmerling to be a captain. 

The following-named lieutenant commanders to be 
manders : 

Carl T. Vogelgesang, 

John R. Edie, and 

Clark D. Stearns. 

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be li 
tenants: 

Halford R. Greenlee, and 

Charles M. Austin. 

Ensign Alexander S. Wadsworth, jr., to be a lieutenant (junior 
grade). 

Commander Hugh Rodman to be a captain. 

Commander Guy W. Brown to be a captain. 

The following-named midshipmen to be ensigns: 

George E. Brandt, 

Cary W. Magruder, 

Joseph S. Hulings, 

James G. Stevens, 

William A. Hodgman, 

Carleton M. Dolan. 


Kincade to be a captain in the Marine 
, to be a second lieutenant in the Marine 


assistant 


quartermaster, to be an 
Marine Corps, with the rank of 


com- 


and 


POSTMASTERS. 


ARIZONA, 
Joe V. Prochaska, Miami. 
Esther A. Snider, Winkelman. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Lewis B. Sutton, New Canaan. 
FLORIDA. 


Henry O. Brown, Lake Butler. 


ILLINOIS. 
Thomas C. Grotevant, Forrest. 
J. Stewart Lamont, Apple River, 
William F. Temple, Fairmount. 

IOWA. 

J. C. Davenport, Clear Lake. 
Henry S. Ferris, Lorimor. 
John J. Heverly, Center Point. 
Clarence A. Muehe, Dyersville. 
John Stevenson, Jefferson. 


MAINE, 


Jarvis C. Billings, Bethel. 
Luther W. Stanley, Springvale. 
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MASSACHUSETTS. 
Yarmouth Port. 
MICHIGAN. 
Lewiston. 
MINI 


L. Harmony. 

te rgzge M. Kaupp, B -y Earth. 
f * Krook, Marsha 
E 


Elmer W. Hallett, 
Samuel Fuller, 


NESOTA. 
. Haugen, 


dartin L. Murphy, Satie. 
. ©. Nelson, Two Harbors. 
numa C. Taylor, Chaska. 
MISSOURI. 
Joseph H. Harris, Kansas City. 
OHIO. 
ett, North Baltimore 
e, Mineral City. 
Chagrin Falls. 
Gallipolis. 
Wolfe, Fostoria. 


John W. Bec! 
Elmer C. 
Homer 8. Kent, 
Earl W. Mauck, 
Joel P. De 


Jess 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Charlies S. Harter, Elk Point. 

May A. Knappen, Sisseton. 

Hiram A. Mason, Bowdle. 

William A. Schwichtenberg, Ka 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, April 17, 1911. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. 
lows: 

Our Father in Heaven, we thank Thee that the English-speak- 
ing people all over the world are pausing at this time from the 
busy whirl and turmoil of life’s 
centennial of the King 


Couden, D. D., 


activities to ce 


James version of the Bible, a light which 


shone out of the darkness, the basis of our civilization, food for | 


the hungry, water for the thirsty, strength fer the weak, 
for the weary, comfort for the sorrowing, and hope for 
dying, 4 very present help in every trouble. 

Grant, O most merciful Father, that it may bind us so closely 
together that war between us will be forever impossible; that 
we may march forward shoulder to shoulder in the peaceful 
pursuits of life to the higher civilization which waits on these 
who serve the Lord. And Thine be the praise forever 
Jesus Christ our Lerd. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, April 15, 1911, 
was read and approved. 

THE PRAYER. 

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe there are 
any words uttered within this Chamber that are more worthy 
of preservation or of more benefit to those who read the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RecorpD than those which fall from the lips of our 
Chaplain every morning. It will take but a stickful of space 
in the Recorp to print the invocation of our beloved blind Chap- 
lain, and I therefore ask wnanimous consent that hereafter 
during the Sixty-second Congress the morning prayer be printed 
in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair agrees with the gentleman and 
directs that the prayers be published in the Recorp. 

SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 

Mr. GALLAGHER and Mr. STACK, of Illinois, 

the bar of the House and took the oath of office. 
SMOKING. 

The SPEAKER. Several Members have requested the Chair 
to have read the last sentence of subdivision 7 of Rule XIV, 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Neither shall any person be allowed to smoke upon the floor of the 
House at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair directs the officers of the House 
to see that that rule is enforced. 


CANADIAN RECIPROCITY. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
4412) to promote reciprocal trade relations with the Dominion 
of Canada. 

The motion was agreed to. 


rest 
the 


appeared at 


| sideration of Canadian reciprocity, 
| chair. 


|} mea 


| to placing other 
| in the 
| Dingley 
| law, 


}in his judgment, 


when 
| treaties were abrogated; 


| Treasury, 
| not certain but that case is now in court) for undervaluatio 
| on valuable works of art. 


, through | 


| was shipping those goods to some one in America, 
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Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further eco 
with Mr. SHERLEyY in the 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpnry]. [Applause.] 


Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I am som 


| what reluctant in attempting to make any remarks at this tip 
| on this measure. 


This bill is in the same form, with the ex: 
amendment, as it was when before the Hou 
ago, and at that time I expressed myself som: 
as to my opinion of the merits or demerits of ¢! 
sure. The bill in its present form provides further than w 
provided for in the original bill introduced by the gentlem 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatr], that the President of | 
United States shall have the power to further consider and, 
possible, arrange further trade treaties with Canada with a vi: 
articles upon the free list than those mentio 
proposed bill or treaty. It will be remembered that in t 
tariff law there was a provision, section 38, of t! 
which gave the power to the President of the United Stat 
to make trade agreements with France and other nations wlh« 
he thought it might be wise to lower certs 
rates of duty on certain imports mentioned in that law. It wi 
be well remembered by every gentieman present that the treatics 
were put upon our statute books. Such treaties were arrange) 
between Germany, France, and other nations of the world } 
the President, the provisions of which were disastrous to t! 
people of the United States. All of those treaties were repeal 
the present Payne tariff law was enacted. All tho 
that is to say, the President of t! 
United States was directed to give notice to all those natio: 


tion of an 
only a few weeks 
what fully 


added 


| which had entered into treaties with the United States that 


| a certain time those treaties should be discontinued. 
as fol- | 


I want to call the attention of some gentlemen present, | 
eause it applies to this bill, that in these trade treaties it w: 


| provided that goods coming into this country should pay a rat 


| of duty based upen the foreign value of such goods when i: 
lebrate the tri- | 


ported, and great frauds under those treaties were perpetrat« | 
upon our Government by undervaluation, and it is, perhaps, 
a matter of common knowledge to all gentlemen present thiat 
under existing laws that practice has been carried on, and onl; 
recently some great sugar-refining companies of this country were 
convicted by the Government for frauds upon the United States 
and some New York firm was prosecuted (and I am 


The matter was called to the at- 
tention of the Committee on Ways and Means when they were 
preparing the tariff law that on one article alone, a certain 
kind of china cups and saucers, it had been found by the 


| manufacturers of that class of goods in this country that the: 


had been a very large importation of that kind of chinawa 


| from Europe, which was being sold at a lower price than that 
| class of goods could be made for by Americans, and upon 


vestigation a gentleman before our committee stated that li 


| had been sent abroad by the china manufacturers of this cou 


try and, after long effort, located the manufacturers of the 
goods in Belgium. It was found that the manufacturers 
these goods in Belgium had a house in Paris, France, which w 
really a branch house, or a part of the institution, altho 
under another name. It was found that the concern in Pa! 
rea 

a member of the firm that manufactured the goods, and 
the time the investigation was made it was found that t! 
actual cost value of the importation of cups and saucers alone, 
as I now remember, was eight and a half million dollars, yet 
the import value, as given by the importer, was $5,000,000 ; 
and, therefore, this Government had been robhed of its fair ratc 
of duty on three and a half million dollars’ worth of goods out 
of a total value of eight and a half million dollars. 

Therefore, geritlemen, I wish to warn you against voting for 
further continuance of such practice, against placing in tlic 
hands of any one individual in this country the power to make 
our trade treaties. But I must add that in this bill that section 
provides, however, that before those treaties can become effect 
ive they must be approved by Congress. That is a saving 
dlause. But, gentlemen, when you deal with treaties of th:' 
kind it is like a child playing with fire. I want to caution you 
against it. I would vote against the Canadian trade agreement 
because of that provision alone, even if I had no other objection 
to the treaty. 

I want to say in the beginning that I am an admirer of our 
President, W illiam H. Taft. He will be the Republican candi- 
date for reelection, if he lives until that time. [Applause 0D 
the Republican side.] If I am alive at that time, I will give 
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him my most hearty support, as I have in the past. I am frank 
to say, gentlemen, that I disagree with his views on Canadian 
reciprocity. I have a right to disagree with him on that 
proposition, or with any other, or all men. I am exercising my 
judgment as my conscience dictates as to what is right and best 
for the American people; and upon that platform I am going to 
stand. 

There is no question in the mind of any man within the 
sound of my voice, or beyond the sound of my voice, but that 
conditions in Canada to-day are as good, if not better, than ever 
before in the history of that country. Before I conclude my re 
marks I will try to give you some of what, in my judgment, I 
consider good reasons why the people of Canada are prosperous 
to-day. I may say in the beginning, however, that they are a 
protective nation. They believe in protection, not only for 
Canadian labor but Canadian capital as well. And they are 
carrying that out to a greater extent than the people of the 
United States are to-day carrying out that policy so long cher- 
ished by the Republican Party in this country. In order to pre- 
serve to Canadian labor the right to produce the things in that 
country that under their protective-tariff system they claim 
would be most beneficial to their laboring people and to their 
capital, let me say to you that they are protecting to the extreme 
all their raw materials. 

In the enactment of the Dingley law of 1897 a clause was in- 
serted providing that an additional duty on lumber should be 
added to any country that put an export duty on logs, the raw 
forest material. Canada was quick to find a way to get around 
that feature of our law, because at that time we were importing 
into this country from Canada large quantities of saw logs and 
the sawmills around the Great Lakes were manufacturing annu- 
ally 400,000,000 feet of lumber cut from Canadian saw logs im- 
ported from Canada. Canada quickly saw the wisdom, as I 





have said, in the policy of retaining for Canadian capital and | 
Canadian labor the manufacturing of that 400,000,000 feet of | 


lumber in Canada. And what did they do? Instead of placing 
an export duty upon logs, they put an embargo upon them. 
They put a provision in their license, a license to cut timber 
from public lands, and all lands, practically, in Canada are 
owned by the Provinces, which license expires the 1st of May 
every year, that provided that the holder of the license when 


right to put from five to eight dollars of labor upon every 
thousand feet of lumber taken from their woods—a very wise 
provision, indeed. 
practically no logs have been imported into the United States 
from Canada, except in the great Northwest, on Puget Sound, 
under a law which permits the officer in charge to remove 
that embargo at will by giving 30 days’ notice in certain 
papers. From time to time, when their log market in the 
Northwest has become congested by an oversupply of logs, that 
embargo has been removed and they have dumped their surplus 
of logs at times upon our markets and then immediately put 
back the embargo. But no American, no owner of a sawmill in 
the United States, under any law, is warranted in heginning a 


logging operation in Canada with the view of bringing his logs | 
It is prohibited in every | 


to a sawmill in the United States. 
Province in Canada. But I say in that respect, my friends, 
Canada has been exceedingly wise in protecting her home 
industry and home labor. 

Some gentleman on the floor of the House made some remarks 
about barbed fencing wire. That article is mentioned in this 
trade treaty. 
no barbed wire has come into this country from Canada at all. 

You are not honest with the farmers of this country when 


you say to them, “ We are going to give you free barbed wire 
from Canada.” 


Now, my friends, the farmer is no young bird to be fooled on | mills, is it practicable then to get this drawback? 
chaff. You can not flimflam the farmer by any such provision 


in this or any other law. 
I find, on the other hand, that we shipped into Canada last 


year seven hundred and some odd thousand dollars’ worth of | 


barbed-wire fencing. The factories of this country produced 
that much of wire fencing and shipped it into Canada. 
delighted indeed to know that an institution in this country 
can send its product to Canada and sell it at a profit. 

It is proposed in the farmers’ free-trade bill, introduced by 
our Democratic friends, to put barbed wire for fencing from 
the whole world on the free list and bring it into this country. 
Look up the records and find out how much has been brought 
in under existing law. Practically none. But it is true, in 
order to protect that industry in this country, in existing law 


there is a duty of thr uarters of a cent per nd on that 
Gath aa ee-g per pound o i 


And from that day to this, my friends, | 


I am 


| country free trade in wheat from Canada they can mono; 
cutting timber from those lands should manufacture that prod- 


uct in Canada, preserving thereby to the labor of Canada the | 





| 


Upon an examination of the records I find that | 





I am one of the committee who voted for that law. I am 
ready at all times to preserve not only the American market for 
American manufactures, but I am ready at all times to pro- 
tect every institution, every mil} every factory, every forge in 
this land, whether it be in the Southland or in the Northland, 
against the cheap labor of the world. I want to see all the 
barbed wire or any other wire fencing that is consumed in this 
country produced from the iron mines of the United States 
and converted into finished product by American capital and 
American labor, [Applause on the Republican side.] 

But let me go further and say that there is no change 
the existing law on wire in this trade agreement. 
into Canada free of duty before this treaty was ever thought of, 
Why, then, is it put into the law at all? Perhaps upon the 
assumption that hereafter Canada is going to produce barbed 
wire cheaper than we can produce it. Then some the 
far-off future our farmers can buy from Canada barbed wire 


in 
Our wire went 


day 


j 
ii 


| cheaper than they can buy it from the manufacturers in this 


country. 
You are focusing your range at a very distance 
you throw out a sop of that kind to the American farmet 
Now, there is a document known as Senate document No 
introduced in the Senate by ex-Senator Carter, of Montan 
gentleman for whom I have the highest admiration. He is an 
estimable gentleman, an intelligent man. I regret exceedingly 


on seeing him go out of the Congress of the United States Hie 


long when 


Ne? 
= 


a 


was one of the great legislators of this country. But upon an 
examination of that document which I have here—and I om 


sincere in that statement—it would appear that instead of Sen- 
ator Carter having prepared that document, he never read it; 
never read its contents. It says, “ Mr. Carter presented the 
following.” ‘That is the only place in the document that you 
ean find the slightest semblance of Mr. Carter’s name, or his 
intellect or his politics in it. It was undoubtedly prepared by 
somebody who is a gatherer of statistics. 

In that article, which I have not the time to analyze fully, 
you will find that the writer says by opening up our markets 
to Canada’s wheat and removing our duty of 25 cents per bushel, 
the flour mills of the United States can control the market of 
flour for the world; that by giving the flouring mills of this 
1'zZe 
the flour market of Europe; that we have the milling capacity 
at the present time to supply all Europe with flour. 

The average man to-day is preaching against monopoly, but 
here is a man who would monopolize the flour market of the 
world by our giving free trade in wheat. I know some stories 
that would work in well here, but I am too busy trying to quote 
to you actual facts to inject any nonsense into my remarks. The 
gentleman argues that if the duties on wheat are removed, the 
mills in the United States can purchase Canada’s wheat and 
then supply England and all Europe with flour. 

How weak and flimsy is such an argument! The writer 


evi- 
dently does not know the terms of existing law. Il 


presume 


| every man here knows the existing law on wheat as well as I 


do, but fearing someone might not know the terms of existing 
law will say there is no bar to-day against mills in the United 
States supplying Europe with flour under practically free 
trade conditions. There are two provisions in our tariff law. 
One provides that the manufacturers of flour in this country 
can import wheat from any foreign country, and when export- 
ing the finished product of that wheat can go to the Treasury 
of the United States and draw back 99 per cent of the duty paid. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yi 
to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. STANLEY. Where the Canadian wheat 
can wheat are mixed, as I understand they 


d 


and the Ameri- 
are in these | 


Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. I thank the gentleman for the question. 
It is as practicable to get that drawback on the imported wheat 
in that barrel of flour as it is to get the drawback on t 
ported lumber in a door made partly out of Canadian lumber 
and partly out of American lumber, because all that is neces- 
sary is for the miller to furnish satisfactory affidavits to 
Treasury of the United States as to the amount of foreign i: 


ported wheat that a barrel of flour contains, and that is very 
easy. Now, let me go just a little further on that, and s 0 
you that I was engaged in the manufacture of flour at 

time just long enough to lose all the money I put into the \- 
dustry, but to get some education in the b ness I was in- 
terested for five years in the manufacture of flour. I found that 
by economical methods and modern machinery nd the proper 
kind of bolting cloths a barrel of flour, 196 pounds, can be 
produced from 4 bushels and 40 pounds of wheat. There are 
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280 vounds of wheat in 4 bushels and 40 pounds. That leaves 
84 pounds of offal, bran, and middlings, or shorts, as some 
people call it. In the manufacture of foreign imported wheat 
that is exported, on which the miller is entitled to a drawback, 
lie must either export the offal or pay duty on it. But I con- 
tend, gentlemen, that when he sends abroad only the flour and 
markets the bram and middilings in this country, which come 
in competition with the same article manufactured from Ameri- 
can grain, he ought to pay duty on that which he markets in 
the United States. On 4 bushels and 40: pounds of wheat the 
duty at 25. cents a bushel is $1.16%, or nearly that fraction. 
With a drawback. of 99: per cent of that it leaves the duty cost 
to the Ameriean manufacturer 14 cents per barrel. Is that going 
to prevent any miller in this country from importing wheat 
from Canada and then exporting the manufactured product? 
If so, I would like to have some man figure it out to me. 

Again, there is another provision in our law that permits the 
Aserican: miller to. import wheat in bond and take it to his 
mill sealed in the car. The Government will either break the 
seal or authorize the miller to break it and take that wheat into 
his mill and convert it into the finished product, put it back 
into the car, and send it abroad, without the payment of any duty 
at all. If the statements I have made are true, can you tell 
me apy bar to the American miller right now bringing in all 
the Canadian wheat his mill can grind, converting it into the 
finished preduct, and then sending it abroad? 

But, my friends, when our present tariff law was being pre 
pared by the committee, mill men appeared before that commit- 
tee nnd demanded free trade on Canadian wheat, because they 
said: they are so handicapped. by red: tape im getting back this 
99 per cent of duty. Ah, my friends, the “nigger in the fence” 
is that they want the offal put upon the free list, because they 
want to market it in the Whited: States. Now, on the other hand, 
Lb have told you what the existing law is. Do yeu believe it is 
possible to take down our tariff wall, invite competition from 
the whole: world on competitive produets, and under that system 
raise the price-of our productsin this country? I never knew but 
one man who claimed. to:be a great man who used such an argu- 
ment. As to his. being a great man, he and I differ. He is an 
ex-Senator from Indiana. He said he was in favor of a law 
that would increase the wages of American laboring men and 
also deerease the price: of the product of such labor. He re- 
minds me of a mam who once said he could do anything on 
God's green. earth that any other man could: de. Some one 
who doubted him. said; “There was a gentleman here yester- 
day who. lifted himself by the ears of his boots. Let us see 
you do it.’ He spent the balance of the summer in trying and 
tinally failed. 

Mr; Carter introduced this. bili. He is a great man, but evi- 
dently introduced. it without due consideration. 

He reminds me of a. pieee of attempted legislation introduced 
by a member of the legislature of one of our States. He, too, 
evidently introduced a bill whieh: had been sent to him by a 
friend and: without his reading it at all.. When read, it was 
found that it provided: for the improvement by deepening: and 
widening the alimentary canal.. [Laughter.] There is just 
about as much sense in this proposition as there was in that. 

That wheat is cheaper in: Cannda than it is in the United 
States ne intelligent man will dispute. Some argument has 
been made: here that the price of wheat on beth sides of the 
line does not vary mueh, if any. But the gentleman making 
that argument forgets that the grade of wheat mentioned or the 
price of wheat in the various. markets is based upon the value 
aud the grade of the wheat. All grades of wheat are not of 
the same value. So when the price of wheat is stated to 
be the same in Canada as in the Dakotas and Minnesota or at 
Minneapolis and St. Paul markets, you may mark down in your 
memorandum hooks. that it is net the same- grade of wheat, 
because there is.a difference in the value in our markets.for the 
varieus. grades. of wheat. 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, FORDNEY.. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMS.. Is. it the gentleman’s contention that the higher 
price of wheat in. the United States, coneeding that it is higher, 
is. due to. the protective tariff on: wheat? 

Mr. PORDNEY.. Ii is,and,I will try-to give the gentleman my 
neason.. I thank the gentleman from Tennessee, with all courtesy. 
IL will answer all questions asked me to the best of my ability. 

Mr. SIMS, [I lmew the gentleman will, and that is the rea- 
sen L asked the: question: 

Mr. PORDNEY. I will give you some figures that will ex- 
plain that which DT have taken from the records. During the 
feur years prior to the last Democratic, and the only Demo- 
cratic, administration we: have had since the Republican Party 


| 


APRIL 17, 
was born, the years 1890, 1891, 1892, and: 1898, we produced in 
this country per year 480,000,000 bushels, in round numbers 
The price of that wheat for those fomr years averaged tho 
farmers of the country 71 cents per bushel, or $1,383,000,000 
For the four years during the life of the Wilson bill, or its an- 
ticipation rather, it. was: only on the statute books 36 months. 
as I remember—for the four years during the agitation of that 
question and the life of the law, we produced in this count: 

471,000,000 bushels of wheat per year. The value of the wheat 
in this country at that time was 63.4 cents per bushel. The 
value of the wheat in this country, based upon the price for 
those four years compared with the previous four years, broug) 
a loss to our farmers of $180,000,000. 

I have gone further, my friends, and have followed the sta- 
tistics for four years following the repeal of the Wilson bil! 
and, by the way, the Wilson bill did not admit wheat free 
duty; the rate of duty in that law was 20 per cent ad valoren 
and during the life of that bill was the time I had my ex; 
ence in the milling business. I purchased wheat in the Si 
ef Michigan at my mill for 48 cents a bushel delivered at 
mill. During the four years succeeding the life of that } 
which placed wheat upon the protected list at 20 per cent a] 
valorem, the production of wheat in this country amounted | 
625,000,000 bushels per year and the price 69:9 cents; a difi 
ence to the farmer, as compared with the four years of De: 
eratic tariff laws, of $200,180,000. 

Now, my friends, let us go further. It is contended by ¢ 
friends of this treaty that by placing wheat on the free list our 
exports will increase. How much truth or fact is there in tha: 
argument? I believe a fair comparison with our exports during 
the life of the Wilson bill would be a good test. Let me stat 
what our exports were under that bill and for four years pr 
and the succeeding four years. 

Our total exports for the four years prior to the adoption « 
that bill were 417,000,000 bushels. And during these four long 
lean, lank years, when the duty had been lowered on wheat 
20 per cent ad valorem, we exported only 364,000,000 bushels. 

Now, for the next four years, with an increased rate of duty 
to 25 cents a bushel, there were 582,000,000 bushels exported 
Is there anything in that argument that will lead any man of 
fair mind to contend that by lowering the duty om wheat we 
are going to increase our exports? If so, furnish me wit 
the proof. While I am not from. Missouri, I am.a protectionist 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMS. If increasing the tariff increases the exports, how 
does. it increase the price of wheat in this country? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, by proteeting American in- 
stitutions and American capital the wheels of industry in ‘ 
country run full time. The people are encouraged under pros- 
perity [applause on the Republican side] and they languish under 
free trade. We produced less wheat in. the country then tha: 
we did before or since. Because of the price the farmer was ‘\c 
pressed and he resorted to the preduction of some, ether art: 
upon his farm from. which. he made some profit, and I cont 
that under a protective system when our: institutions are rul- 
ning full blast we can produce at a lower cost than w! 
running on half-time, as I will try to show im another line °! 
industry which I can, perhaps, make a little clearer than I «: 
the question of wheat. But all know that the farmer of | 
country at that time was in poverty—not in. good standing, | 
in poverty—during those four years; and again during those fou 
lean years the statistics show that we consumed in this cou! 
try but 3}. bushels of wheat per capita per annum, where, un’! 
existing law—and this condition. has, existed. now for 12 year 
the American, people are consuming to-day nearly 64 busve's 
per capita per annum. A great orator once said upon the floor 
of this House im arguing for a protective tariff— 
oe to: the laboring man and’ you farnish him employment 

§ teen. 

We consume more to-day than we did then, and that is 1° 
sonable, because our purehasing power is greater to-day th: 
it was then. It is perfectly reasonable when @ man’s wages «re 
$2 per day, as compared with $1 per day, that his purchasin< 
power is just double, but his purchasing power is measured to 
a large extent by the prices: paid for the articles that he con- 
sumes. Lower prices prevail to-day for all farm products in 
this country than have prevailed now fer several years. 

All will admit that for the last few years prices of farm prou- 
ucts have been abnormal, but during all that time manufacture:l 
products have gone on only at a reasonable price in this country. 
Tiatior has been advanced further than has the price of the 
manufactured preduct, but not quite in line with the advance 
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the prices of agricultural products; but with declining prices In addition to that you will understand that that busines 
n all agricultural products to-day, we do not hear of any reduc- | & Mat sul rer to the exten f 0 
tion of wages in any institution in the country, or at least but | per cent of the value he t » you can not i 
very few. full rate of insurance i i country on tl Ine of ! 

My friend Mr. McCar1, a gentleman for whom I have the lumber and it is a great risk to pile up 1 nited a tities 
very highest regard, in an article in the Independent, published The important thing is whe does \ 

: of April 6, said that the way to increase or aid our markets | found that wi ul market 1 . i 

to aid the customer; that if you increase the purchasing | produce in an 10 hours " 

wer of the customer you will increase the markets for your | duced our hours from 10 
own preducts. I agree with the gentleman fully in every respect | we proces tr 

that statement, but when the gentleman from Massachusetts | Superintendent, we ' i 
mede that statement he was talking about Canada about | not lesse 0 ta) \ ( 1 
increasing the purchasing power of the Canadian, and there- | could not | he de 
fore, he said, giving to our farmers in this country a better | words the overhead or L « 
market for their products. The gentleman evidently overlooked | whether you run 8 hours « 10) 
the fact that when he was talking about increasing the pur- | and we found after running for : 
chasing power of seven and a half or eight million people in | agement w ould have that i $1 pet f 
Canada. he was striking a deathblow at 35,000,000 farmers | to manufacture our lumber running 8 j 

the United States. The gentleman is overlooking the im- | 10 hours and we were obliged to abandon t) '¥ 
portant fact that when you are aiding the Canadian in his | I say, my friends, if } re el 

chasing power by opening up our markets to him for his | farming or any other industry, by running 
products, the farmers of the United States are the greatest | ity is when you produce at the lowes 
purchasers of all products, both manufactured and agricultural, | running your institution, be it a farm or f 
on the face of the globe. a reasonable profit to the home consumpti 1 

The gentleman from Massachusetis would cast aside ihe | export your surplus at cest, and still employ Ar 
35.000.000 men, women, and children on farms in this country | make more money than one could by closing d 
and look solely to the interest of the Canadian in order that Therefore, when we learn of goods being exported at 
we might sell a little more barbed wire over there. Again, the | price than they are sold at home for, it is m; did « 
ventleman from Massachusetts states in that article that on | is under such conditions, because when you are pili 
wheat and flour we are sending to Canada more than we pur-| plus and your warehouse is filled to the roof there | 
chase from Canada. The gentleman is absolutely wrong in his | two things to do—you must either unload th: plu 
firures. It is true that a great deal of exports of wheat and | must close the institution. And I ask you, i | spirit « 
flour from this country enter Canada and leave Canada on their | ness, whether under such circumstances it wv ld be best t] 
way to Europe, and I think the gentleman obtains his figures | proprietor to send abroad that surplus, empty 
from such exportations, giving credit for all of that to Canada. | and continue running, employing American labor and 
But let me call his attention to the figures set forth in this trade | capital, or to close down until the surplus vorked of \ 
treaty, in which he will find that last year we exported to | business schooling, which has not been a short one, has 
Canada in round numbers less than 55,000 bushels of wheat. | me to believe that it is best to keep the wheels of the l 
We imported from Canada during that same time nearly 153,000 | of this country running and employ American ! I 
bushels of wheat. At the same time we exported to Canada, in | that labor is the best purchaser for our goods in t 
round numbers, 31,000 barrels of flour and imported from | It furnishes us the greatest market for all our mannt 
Canada 144,000 barrels of flour. Where does the gentle | and agricultural products. As an illustration nd I 
man from Massachusetts get his figures? When I was in the | making a political speech, but I believe the argument 
flour-mill business, like Mr. Carrer with his argument that he | this treaty—we sold abroad last year $1,800,000,000 
introduced, I went into the business because I had more money | American farm and manufactured products. The wl 
than brains, and very little of either, perhaps. I purchased a | consumed less than $14,000,000,000 worth of imported 
mill in my home town, and after getting into the business I | while here at home, Americans, citizens of the Unite 
found that we had in that city a milling capacity for 700 barrels | consumed nearly $50,000,000,000 worth, or more thai 
of flour a day in a town with but 45,000 people, and the con- | total imports of the whole world outside of the Uniti 
suming capacity of the people of that town was less than 200 | By opening up our tariff gates and letting i this count 
barrels per day, so that in order to run our mill for 10 hours | cheaper products of all foreign countries, are you going t I 
a day we were obliged to export from the city 500 barrels of | tail that production at home and supply the citizens of the 
flour per day, and we had to go out into the world to find a | United States with articles made abroad rather than mack 
market for that much surplus flour manufactured in my home | home? If so, you and I differ in our opinions, because I c¢ 


town. | that any article, no matter what it may be, consumed 


The question of exporting flour came up, and I examined the | country, that is imported from abroad—that is, a comp. 
rates of freight abroad. We were at that time exporting a fair | @rticle—is exceedingly high priced to the American peop! 
share of our product to Providence, R. I., on which we paid 73 | Cause it displaces just that much capital and Just that 
cents per barrel freight from Saginaw, Mich., to Providence, | abor at home. 
R. I. I found that the great flour mills of Duluth, Minn., and Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman 
Minneapolis and St. Paul were at the same time sending flour The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Michigan yield 
to London, England, for 50 cents a barrel, and as soon as my | to the gentleman from Kentucky? 
supply of money ran out I went out of the flour business; and| Mr. FORDNEY. I will. 


1 would advise all of my friends to keep out of the business Mr. LANGLEY. Is the gentleman going to discuss the 
unless you have very cheap fuel, such as water power, for you | question before he takes his seat? 
can not succeed beyond the limits of the county in which your Mr. FORDNEY. Yes, sir. 
flour mill is located unless you have very cheap power or cheap Mr. LANGLEY. I want to ask you one o1 
fuel. regard to it. 
_Mr. SIMS. Would it annoy the gentleman if I interrupted| Mr. FORDNEY. I will be glad to answer you 
him? Mr. KENDALL. Will! the gentleman yield 
Mr. FORDNEY. No; the gentleman would not annoy me. i Mr. FORDNEY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. SIMS. Is it a fact, then, that we do lose on the wheat} Mr. KENDALL. Has the gentleman co ided 
and flour we ship abroad? | his propositions there? 


Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, no; I do not say that; I do not think so.| Mr. FORDNEY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. SIMS. If flour is higher and wheat is higher here than| Mr. KENDALL. Of course the gentleman um 
abroad, how can we sell abroad at a profit? Republicans do, that our last platform declared f 
Mr. FORDNEY. I will tell you this much, my friend. It is| measuring the difference in productive cost | 
an old argument, but I believe it is a correct one on the ques- | abroad. I want to inquire of the gentleman, who 
tion of selling our stuff abroad cheaper than we sell at home. | of the Committee on Ways and Means, whether 
For illustration, my friend, I am in the lumber business, and | tion of the pending measure any report of the 7 r ¢ 
during the period of low prices which prevailed in 1907 we | sion, which has been created to ascertain those | 
found we could not run our mill for 10 hours a day without | possession of the committee? 
piling up a very large amount of lumber on hand, with a large Mr. FORDNEY. I thank the gentleman for the « 


in tl 


amount of capital invested, at a great risk of fire, and with | There was absolutely none at all. If so, it was he ha 
of the majority. That is the first time I have had the pk ure 


no market for your lumber. 
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of using that term on the floor for 12 years. 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. KENDALL. I want to inquire further of the gentle- | 
man if the Committee on Ways and Means undertook to revise 
the tariff on all the agricultural products of the country with- 
out availing itself of the information as to productive cost at 
home and abroad, which we supposed would be furnished by 
this Tariff Commission? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Does the gentleman now refer to the pro- 
posed free-trade bill? 
Mr. KENDALL. 
measure, 

bill.” 

Mr. FORDNEY. So far as I am informed, not one word of 
information came from the Tariff Board or anywhere else to the 
Committee on Ways and Means in the preparation of this or 
the other or any other bills. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Michigan 
has always been opposed to constituting a Tariff Board, I be- 
lieve, has he not? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, no. The gentleman misunderstands me. 
I have always been opposed to the creation of a tariff commis- | 
sion, because I could see a difference between a tariff commis- 
sion and a tariff board, and while I have not been very enthu- 
siastic for a tariff board, I have contended that if there is any 
information that Representatives of this great people could | 
have that they do not have in the preparation of those great 
laws, we should have it, no matter what channel it came 
through. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield for a suggestion? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. Would the gentleman like to have more | 
time? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I would like to. 
try to get through as quickly, as I can. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle- 
man without limit for the present. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Now, Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield for a suggestion? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will yield. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. It so happens that the sub- | 
ject ef the cost of production of farm products in Canada and 
the United States is one of the subjects on which this so-called 
Tariff Board has made a report, as is evidenced in Senate 
Document No. 849, printed on March 1, 1911; and if the gen- 
tleman desired to obtain any information on that subject he 
could have consulted that report. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I thank the gentleman. I did not know 
that there was such a report. If so, it was not brought to the 
attention of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. KENDALL. Is it possible that the Committee on Ways 
and Means in preparing this important bill has utterly ignored 
that official report? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Let me say to the gentleman that I asked | 
the question when the committee was reporting this bill, and | 
some other gentleman asked the question, if some one were not | 
going to call upon the Tariff Board for information on this 
subject, and it was said by some one of the gentlemen of | 
the majority that they would have no hearings unless some- 
one should have additional information to present; that they 
thought they had a sufficient amount of evidence and informa- 
tion on file during the hearings that was presented to the 
Ways and Means Committee when the committee were prepar- | 
ing the Payne tariff law. 

Mr. BUCHANAN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will in a moment. I then said to the gen- | 
tleman that I understood that the Democratic Party were very | 
anxious to have a tariff commission appointed in order that they 
might have better and more information on the subject of our | 
tariff laws than had been obtained under present conditions. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to ask the gentleman why it 
is that the representatives of the steel interests and the lumber 
interests claim they are interested in the American workingmen 
when tens of thousands of foreign workingmen are working in 
the mills, while tens of thousands of American workingmen are 
walking the highways seeking employment? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will say to my friend that I know of no 
law that discriminates against any man seeking employment 
and getting a fair day's wages for a fair day’s work, 


[Applause on the 


I refer to this bill 
popularly designated as the 


and the companion 
“farmers’ free-trade 


Do not limit me. I will 
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| an average of about $2.70 per man per day. 
| See any law upon our statute books that will lower the pri 
| paid for labor in this country, whether that law is intended 


| pany, in my life. 
| want to be courteous to the gentleman, but I do not know 1: 
| thing about it. 


APRIL 17 


Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman, then, is not informed. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, there are a lot of things that the og. 
tleman from Michigan does not know. I admit that. [Laue). 
ter.] ‘The things that I do not know would make a great « 
larger book than the things that I do know. But then th 
are a few things that I do claim to know, and those are ; 
things that I am trying to express myself on here. [App): 


| on the Republican side.] 


Mr. CONNELL rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan y; 
to the gentleman from New York? ; 

Mr. FORDNEY. Wait just one minute, if you please, 
I will say now to the gentleman [Mr. BUCHANAN], who | 
mentioned the steel company, that I infer he has reference to : 
United States Steel Corporation. Let me say to my friend | 
I had occasion to ascertain not long ago the number of 1 
employed by that one concern—the great United States s: 
Co. I had ‘occasion to make inquiry, and learned the an: 
of money paid out by that one company to their labor last y, 
and I will give to you the astounding figures. I find that » 
it was stated by the president of that company—Mr. G 
president of the United States Steel Co.—that they could | 
duce steel cheaper than any other company in this coun 


| because nearly all other manufacturers of steel purchase | 


or less pig iron from them, on which the United States s; 


| Co. make a profit, yet they did not want to crush out co) 


tition; they could run their institution without any protec: 
at all, but in doing so their smaller competitors would 


| obliged to go out of business and they themselves would be c 


pelled to reduce the wages paid to their labor. I found 1! 


| last year that company had in their employ, in round num! 


225,000 men, and their pay roll reached nearly $175,000,000, 
I do not want 


protect a corporation, a copartnership, a farmer, or a labo 


| man, because when you lower the price paid to labor, as I h 


said, you are curtailing the purckasing power of your best . 
tomer in the land. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yi 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I do. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Can the gentleman give us the am: 
of dividends declared by that United States Steel Corporat 
for that same year? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I never owned a share of stock in 
United States Steel Corporation, or in any other steel « 
I know nothing about it, and I care less 


I presume they pay good profits. If the) 
not, they are the biggest fools on earth. You and I would 
be long in their shoes until we would try to make a reasona! 
profit upon our investment. If not, we would soon go oui 
business. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Would we kick if the profits 
more than reasonable? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not know. I have never seen pro 
too high to suit me. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
Trust? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I want to ask the gentleman, or any oi! 
man within the sound of my voice, was there ever a time 
your life, or do you ever expect to see the time, when ): 
profits will be so high that you object? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. That being true, ought the law (0 
give to me or any other person a right to gratify cupidity, « 
collect more than a fair profit through the instrumentalil) 

a law that was created to enable that to be done? 

Mr. FORDNEY. My good friend, if you believe that (li 
United States Steel Corporation, or any other corporation 
this land, is exacting from the people a greater profit than it 
entitled to, we have antitrust laws upon our statute books 
stop it immediately by proper proceedings, by the proper author- 
ity, and pot through a revision of our tariff’laws, in my opin\ 

Mr. CONNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will yield to the gentleman; but I w''! 
ask the gentleman to make his question brief, as I am con- 
suming too much time. 

Mr. CONNELL. I understood the gentleman to say that he 
went into the flour business at the time of the Wilson law, 
lost all his money, and made a failure of it. I want to ask 
him if he would have succeeded in that business except for 
the Wilson law, and if that was the reason why failure came 
to him in his experiment in the flour business. 


Is not that also true of the St 
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Mr. FORDNEY. My friend, I have learned long ago never 
to ery over spilt milk. I am not crying because I lost my 
money. The experience was well worth it, and I have been a 
died-in-the-wool protectionist ever since. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] I am going to stick to it. I believe, sir, our 
tariff laws at that time had much to do with low prices, because 
as a result of that law our industries were depressed in this 
country at that time. We were in poverty, sir. 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 
to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. FORDNEY. No; if the gentleman will pardon me, let 
me go on just a little while. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. FORDNEY. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Kircu1n] frequently referred to me in his speech on Saturday. 
I did not interrupt him, because I seldom interrupt anyone who 
is making a speech on the floor of this House. I knew I would 
have an opportunity to answer him. I never saw or heard 
such a physical effort from any man in my life as he made 
on Saturday. I will say to him that if the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Kircurn] will go in the Northern States 
and repeat that speech word for word, so that all the people 
north of the Mason and Dixon line may hear him in that great 
exhibition, I will guarantee him that there will not be a Demo- 
cratic Member of Congress returned to this House from that 
part of the country in the next two years. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

The gentleman said that with lower prices we are more pros- 
perous. He is in favor of free trade. I never heard of any- 
thing that had the word “free” attached to it that I did not 
believe the gentleman from North Carolina would be in favor of. 
Sut let me call his attention to this fact: We had a Democratic 
administration in 1894, 1895, and 1896 and up to March 4, 1897. 
What were the prevailing conditions at that time? We had 
lower prices then. We had lower prices on everything pro- 
duced and consumed in this country. Were we in a more pros- 
perous condition then than we are to-day? Let me call the 
gentleman’s attention to this fact. He tried to taunt the Re- 
publicans for failing to pass certain legislation, and said that a 
Republican President had called the Democrats together to undo 
that which a Republican Congress had done. I ask the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, who called Congress together .in 
1897 to undo what the Democratic Party had done the only 
time they had an opportunity to enact our laws for over 50 
years? 

Let me tell you what you did. You bankrupted the Nation, or 
nearly so. Horses never were so cheap in this country as they 
were in 1894, 1895, and 1896, and yet every poor devil in the 
Jand had to go on foot. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. In just a minute. Beefsteak never was so 
cheap since Adam came on earth. I happened to be an alder- 
man in the town in which I lived, and during those lean years 
laboring men came to me in numbers and asked me to vote 
for a higher rate of wages for street laborers in our city because 
they said they could not afford meat but twice a week. Gen- 


tlemen, you never knew a time in your life, and I hope you | 


never will know a time, when liver was in such great demand. 
{Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Let me finish this paragraph first. I am 
dealing with an answer to the gentleman from North Carolina. 
Clothing never was so cheap since the Republic was created, 
and our laboring men and their wives and their children went 
in tatters and rags, and you know it. We never were in need 


years when everything was so cheap. Can you deny it? If so, 
furnish your proof. Every laboring man in the land went 
about the country, and there were 3,000,000 unemployed labor- 
ing men, every one wearing a Democratic badge, a patch 8 by 
aan on the seat of his pants. [Laughter on the Republican 
Side, 

You never knew a time when there were as many farm mort- 
£ages spread on our records in this country as there were during 
the life of that bill. What caused it? Low prices and poverty 
to the farmer. The farmer is just exactly like a great nation. 
When his bank account runs low and he does not produce the 
farm articles that he can convert into money for his necessary 
running expenses, he must (just like this Nation did when your 
party was in power) put a mortgage on his farm. 

But there is a day of reckoning when the mortgage must be 
paid. We are paying the interest, my friends, on the mortgage 
that your party put upon the Federal farm during your last 
administration. You will remember that you issued through 
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your Executive $262.400,000 worth of Gover 
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Crm 
‘nt bonds an 
rreasury of the 
is Governiment, 
r thereabouts 


coed a rive 


Mr. HOBSON. Does the gentleman care to yield for : 


tion? 
Mr. FORDNEY. 


With pleasure. 


Mr. HOBSON. It is merely in connectior 
the issue of bonds by th: 
ministration. I merely wish to ask the 


man’s reference to 


not the result of the 


measure, and if relief did not finally come with the 1 


that bill by a Democratic Congress? 
Perhaps the gentleman is 
t know, but I do know 

: Party issued the bonds 


ended before our party 


Mr. FORDNEY. 
he is or not I do no 
that the Democratic 
and it was all ex] 
control. 

Mr. POU. Will tl 

Mr. FORDNEY. 

Mr. POU. Is the 


for which the plates were made and ready when 


came into office? 
Mr. FORDNBPY. 


Mr. POU. Mr. Cleveland has stated in his book 


le gentleman yield? 
Certainly. 


with the 


Oemocrat 


gentleman if tl 
» Sherman silver-purchase 


gentleman talking al 


I do not know when tl! 
I know when they were put into execution. 


‘ 
Lili 


il, a Repul 


Te 


right. Whet 


his, Mr. Ch 
to get the 1 
again co 
t] . 
Mr. Cl 
| Laughter 


signature, that, as a matter of fact, those plates were 


pared before his predecessor went out of offi 
I believe that statemer 
time and time again; but I admired Mr. C! 


Mr. FORDNEY. 


more than the average man in his party did. 

Mr. POU. Then the gentleman is willins 
cept the late President’s statement as to the 
My friend, let me tell : 


Mr. FORDNEY. 


cient revenue to this Government to pay our 
and the present tariff law does. There are n 


existing to-day warranting the calling of C 
© something that the Repub 


extra session to und 


done, as existed then, and I will leave it to t 


[Applause on the R« 
Mr. Chairman, I 


the adoption of Ca 
tionists. Just whet 


; | time I am not going 
of clothing so much in our lives as we were during the four | 


Mr. HILL rose. 
Mr. FORDNEY. 


shoes. I have repeatedly said, and I repeat now 


publican side. ] 


must get along a little 
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one thing. They are very earnest in their et! 
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Mr. HILL. And can see precisely as far into the tariff system, 
and I challenge him now to vote with me in accordance with 
the principles laid down in the Republican national platform, 
that the true measure of protection is the difference in the 
cost of production at home and abroad, and if he does it once, 
it will-be the first time he ever did it in his life. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, my friend is an elegant gen- 
tleman; he is a splendid fellow, no better lived—though some 
people do not know it—but let me ask him to reason out this. 
I happened to be a member of the committee on resolutions at 
the last Republican national convention 

Mr. HILL, Then the gentleman ought to be bound by the 
declaration, 

Mr. FORDNEY. Are you? 

Mr. HILL, I am. On manufactures from New England and 
lumber from Michigan, and on wheat also and every other 
product that we have in the United States. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, now, do not get excited, because you 
are in error. That platform says that the Republican Party 
proposes to give protection to American industry a tariff wall 
sufficiently high to offset the difference in the cost of produc- 
tion here and abroad and in addition thereto a fair profit. 

Mr. HILL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Where in the name of God is there any 
protection for a profit in the free trade for which you vote? 

Mr. HILL. Does the gentleman wish an answer now? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; come on, I am not afraid. 

Mr. HILL. -I will ask the gentleman whether the figures on 
the other side do not also include a fair profit for them? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Suppose the cost there was identical with 
the cost here? 

Mr. HILL. Then I would have no duty. 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. Wait a minute. 
Figure it out if you can. 

Mr. HILL. Where is their profit? 
cratic side.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. 





[Applause on the 
Where is your profit? 
[Applause on the Demo- 


Let them keep their own market and we 
will keep ours. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HILL. We would with the addition of from $3 to $5 
a ton in our favor across the ocean. 

Mr. FORDNEY. My friend, you wanted to reduce the duty 
on wool, did you not? I had some wrestling with you, and one 
day you got angry [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HILL. I think we were both a little excited. 

Mr. FORDNEY. You excited everybody in your presence. 
[Laughter.] You said that you had paid $12,000 losses on an 
industry in the last 90 days. You said that much to me. 

Mr. HILL. That is small. 

Mr. FORDNEY. And you wanted the duty changed so you 
might not incur further loss. 

Mr. HILL. Not at all. 

Mr. FORDNEY. What the devil did you want it changed for, 
then? [Laughter and applause.] Now, let me go further; let 
me show you the lack of wisdom in that resolution in the Re- 
publican platform adopted at Chicago, which I as a member of 
the committee protested against. I have always tried to be 
fair, just, and equitable, and have stood by the majority of my 
party, and I will continue to do so except on some measures 
which I protest against and refuse to go in caucus to be bound 
upon, 

Mr. HILL I will stand—— 

Mr. FORDNEY. Wait until I finish this sentence. That 
resolution provided for a duty sufficiently high to offset the 
difference in cost here and abroad, and in addition thereto a 
fair profit to our producers. Let me call the gentleman’s at- 
tention to this fact: There is an abundance of evidence on file, 
sir, that labor in Germany, France, and England receives about 
one-half the pay the same class of labor receives in this coun- 
try. We will say when labor receives $1.50 a day in our fac- 
tories such labor receives but 75 cents in England, Germany, 
and France for the same class of labor. 

Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman yield—— 

Mr. FORDNEY. In a minute; and I have in my possession a 
consular report where the American consul in Belgium had 
gone to the cotton mills in that country and found that the 
average laborer receives an average pay of but 18 cents a day. 
Now, then, going across the water the other way, what do you 
find? You find Japanese labor working for from 6 to 15 cents 
a day and Chinese labor from 3 to 10 cents a day in gold. Tell 
me, sir, how you are going to fix a tariff wall the same for all 
the nations of the world to offset the difference of cost here 
and abroad, unless you legislate against the cheapest paid labor 
in the world and under such circumstances then, sir, your tariff 
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wall is prohibitive to England, France, and Germany. |i 
an impossibility. It sounds well to the ear of a man who « 
not give consideration to these facts. I protested against i; 
being unwise legislation, and I would like to have the gen 
man in his time in his speech, and he will have all the time 
wants, to answer that question. 

Mr. HOBSON. I do not wish 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will answer a question. When I 
through with my remarks I will answer any questions ¢| 
may be asked me. 

Mr. HOBSON. I merely desired to ask the gentleman 
connection with that much-discussed proposition of the rela; 
cost of labor in America and abroad, whether it is not a f 
that the American laborer produces more than the labo,» 
abroad, and for what he produces to-day receives less, bro:d!y 
speaking, in most of the wage-earning departments of 1.) 
receives less per unit of product, than the laborer abroad «i. 
and is therefore the poorest paid laborer in the world? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I think the gentleman is away off in | 
conclusions. I have not the time to furnish you statistics } 
to that effect, but if you will give me time I think that I 
convince the gentleman absolutely that he is incorrect. If })o 
will pardon me, I will go on. 

Now, then, upon the question of hay I wish to say a f, 
words. Let me take up a few of the items mentioned in + 
bill. There is a duty at the present time of $4 a ton on hay. 
The State in which I live is a great producer of that product. 
Some $15,000,000 to $20,000,000 worth of hay was produced jn 
the State of Michigan last year. I have here a hay trade jour- 
nal, published at Canajoharie, N. Y¥., April 7, and I have sever.)] 
copies as well, and the prices given in each copy are practically 
the same. varying not more than 25 or 30 cents per ton on ha) 
in our markets for several weeks. But I want to call the ai 
tention of the gentleman here to the fact that on April 7 
price of hay in Boston was $22 per ton; in New York, $21.50 
per ton; in Jersey City, $21.50 per ton; in Brooklyn, $21 per 
ton; in Philadelphia, $20.50 per ton; in Pittsburg, Pa., $19.25 
per ton; and in Montreal, Canada, mind you, the same grade 
of hay is quoted at $11 a ton. The duty is $4 per ton, and the 
freight on hay from Montreal, Canada, to Pittsburg is 23 cen: 
per 100 pounds in carload lots of 10 tons, making $4.60 freight, 
and freight and duty together are $8.60. This deducted fro: 
$19.25, the price of hay in Pittsburg, left the Canadian farmer 
$10.65 a ton for his hay f. o. b. Montreal. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman now jie) 
for a question? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; if the gentleman will make it short. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. Is the gentleman aware t! 
upon hay No. 1 the price on January 2 at Toronto was $18 an 

in New York $16? 

Mr, FORDNEY. No; I am not. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. That is a fact. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Well, there were some conditions of tle 
roads or scarcity of the article in the market that caused 
and it must have been due to some abnormal condition, because 
the price here in this trade journal runs about the same, | 
ning along week after week, just as I have given it to you, 
any man will find by searching the record that the price of | 
in Montreal is always below our price in this country just 
about the amount of the duty and the freight. Then will any 
man in favor of this measure contend that by removing the duty 
of $4 per ton upon hay it will not reduce the price of hay iu 
our market or increase it in Canada? 

It has been stated time and time again, and by the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Kirenrn], I believe, on Saturday, 
that this bill will not cause a reduction of prices in this coun- 
try on farm products; that it will not injure the farmers. 
There is only one way, in my opinion, that this bill could injure 
the farmers, and that is by lowering the price of his far 
products, and if the importation of Canadian products into 
this country does not lower the price of the products of tle 
farmer, it certainly will not lower it to the consumer. A\)! 
then, who is benefited? And if the friends of this measui” 
who stand here and contend that it is not in any way going ‘» 
injure the farmer, I ask who are you legislating for? You ale 
legislating for the Canadian absolutely. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Michigan yie!l 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER. I am much interested in the gentleman's 
speech, and if he will permit me I desire to ask him a question 
on the topic which he discussed a moment ago—the question of 
reasonable profits guaranteed by the platform of the Republican 
Party. I am a protectionist, and always have been, and tle 
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gentleman is a very strong protectionist. I believe that the 
first time that principle ever was enunciated in the platform of 
the Republican Party was in the Chicago convention of 1908— 
that is, the provision for a reasonable profit. It never was in 
our national platform until 1908. Is not that true? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not know, sir; I presume that is right. 

Mr. COOPER. Yes. I think the previous platforms simply 
provided for an equalization of competitive conditions by the 
imposition of a tariff. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will say to the gentleman, please make 
your question as short as you can. I will appreciate it. 

Mr. COOPER. Now, then, after we have established the cost 
price abroad and the cost price here, and imposed the tariff to 
equalize conditions, how much of a tariff is to be imposed in 
order to yield a reasonable profit? And is the reasonable profit 
to be 5 per cent, or is it to be 6 per cent, or is it to be 8 per 
cent, or is it to be 10 per cent upon a particular business? is 
it to be the same on all businesses? How is that to be adjusted? 

Mr. FORDNEY. My idea is this: That since 1897 we have 
had a tariff law upon our statute books under which the 
American people, both labor and capital, have been prosperous. 
I am old enough to remember back—my memory is not so short 
that it does not run back to 1894, 1895, and 1896—when con- 
ditions were different, and when we operated under a different 
tariff law, when we all suffered financial loss, while labor was 
the greatest sufferer in the land. I believe that our tariff laws 
which have been on our statute books since August, 1897, are 
sufficient to warrant a fair profit to the American people. I 
contend and insist that we should continue under that policy 
until we have been fully convinced that other conditions are 
necessary. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman permit just another ques- 
tion right there? 

Mr. FORDNEY. In just a minute. I had not finished on 
hay. I want to complete my answer to the gentleman. Under 
the Wilson bill the duty on hay was $2 a ton, Under existing 
law and under the law known as the Dingley tariff law the 
duty has been $4 a ton. Under previous laws the duty was, as 
I remember it now, $4 a ton, which was the rate under the 
McKinley law. 

Some gentlemen say that if this tariff law is abrogated it 
will not injure the farmer or his products. For three years 
during the life of the Wilson bill—four years, including a year 
of suspense—we imported 625,000 tons of hay from Canada, 
and for the last three years we have imported only 113,000 tons. 
The rate is $4 per ton. It was $2 per ton then. There was a 
great increase of importations under free trade—no; not under 
free trade, but under a lower rate of duty—a much greater 
importation then than now. Do not those figures show that by 
reducing the duty we shall certainly have increased importa- 
tions? And if Canada does not expect to send more of her 
goods to our market in consequence of the reduction of these 
duties, why is she in favor of this reduction? She can change 
hér tariff laws on our goods going into Canada at any time with- 
out our having anything to say about it at all, as we can change 
the rate of duty on her goods coming into this country. 

Now, my friends, another great and important industry in 
our State is the production of beans. We produced some 
$15,000,000 worth of beans in the State of Michigan last year. 
Under the Wilson bill the duty on beans was 20 per cent ad 
valorem. That is my recollection now. Under existing law the 
rate of duty is 45 cents per bushel. For the first year under 
the Wilson bill we imported 1,160,000 bushels of beans from 
Canada. How much was it last year? For the last three or 
four years we imported less than 150,000 bushels a year. Will 
any man, then, contend that by lowering the duty on beans 
Canadian beans will not be brought into competition with 
American-grown beans—that great and magnificent crop grown 
in this country? 

England produces beans for export for almost the whole 
world, and she has a preferential rate of duty into Canada 
below that which is given to us. I ask you, my friends, what 
will prevent Canada from purchasing for home consumption 
English-grown beans and dumping into our market her whole 
bean crop? Oh, it is absolute nonsense, it seems to me, to say 
that a reduction of the duty on beans will not increase the 
importation of beans from Canada, and thus lower our prices. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman yield for 
& question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; I will. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Does the gentleman know 
that the Massachusetts Cost of Living Commission found that 


beans brought a higher price in the markets of Canada than in 
the United States? 
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Mr. FORDNEY. No; I do not know it. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. It is a fact. 


Mr. FORDNEY. If so, how, then, can Canadians send to our 
markets 150,000 bushels a year and pay a duty of 45 cents a 
bushel? Explain that, if you will. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kitcuin] 
about cotton, Somebody on this side of the House said to him, 
“If you will vote for free lumber, I will vote for free sugar.” 
He said, “ Why, I will vote for both of them.’ Did you ever 


spoke 


see anything that had the word “free” attached to it that 
he would not vote for? 
Let me call his attention to cotton. Although it is not in 


this bill, it is discussed in this Senate Document S62. Let 
me say to the gentleman from North Carolina that I know this 
much about the cotton industry in the South, that before there 
were any cotton mills in the Southern States raw cotton sold 
down there at 5 cents a pound. I was there and I know what 
I am talking about. In 1892 and 1893 there were practica 

no cotton mills in the South, and the southern farmers, for a 
normal crop of 10,000,000 bales, received 5 cents per pound, « 

$300,000,000. What is the price to-day and what are the « 

ditions down there? There are in the South to-day near 

11,000,000 spindles at work in the cotton mills, employing Ame: 

can capital and American labor. In speaking of the New Eng 
land States the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircnin] 
said they were going to transfer the cotton mills from New I) 

land to the South, or words to that effect. There are 15,000,000 
spindles at work in the cotton mills of New England, a total of 
26,000,000 spindles in the United States. The price of cotton 
to-day is high, largely, I contend, the result of competition be- 
tween American cotton mills and the foreign demand for cotton. 
Ten million bales, a normal crop in the South to-day, instead 
of bringing $300,000,000 to southern farmers as it did when the 


price was 5 cents per pound, now bring to those farmers 
$900,000,000. [Applause.] 


There is a cotton mill in a little town in Mississippi that I 
am familiar with. I went through that mill and saw every part 
of it to familiarize myself with it. There are 20,000 spindles 
at work in that mill. Based on that number of spindles, there 
are more than 500 cotton mills in the South to-day working 
on raw cotton raised in this country, employing American labor, 
that was not employed in the South 20 years ago or 17 years 
ago. 

In the face of the fact that there are 26,000,000 spindles work- 
ing in the cotton mills of the United States to-day, we exported 
from this country directly to Europe and to Japan a large 
quantity of raw cotton and purchased back from those coun- 
tries last year $86,000,000 worth of cotton fabrics. Do you be- 
lieve it is a good plan for a farmer in Jones County, Miss., who 
raises cotton on a farm adjoining the city limits of a town 
where there is a cotton factory, to send his raw cotton abroad 
and employ Belgian labor that receives 18 cents a day, and then 
purchase a pair of overalls when they come back to this coun- 
try, made by that cheaper labor in Belgium, instead of encour- 
aging the production of cotton or the building of another factory 
in this country and keeping the money at home? Oh, my 
friends, if you will go down South and preach to the southern 
cotton growers what you preached here on Saturday, and give 
them the facts and figures, you will make a Republican of every 
southern white man. 

The gentleman from North Carolina said he would vote for 
free sugar. Sugar is not in the bill, but it bears upon this 
subject. We have but one trade treaty upon our statute books 
to-day, and God forbid that there ever be another like it. That 
is Cuban reciprocity. I have talked so much about that subject 
that I am called a erdnk on sugar, but let me call your atten- 
tion briefly to a few facts and figures. I was in Congress at 
the time that bill became a law. I protested against it and 
voted against it then. Thank heaven it never became a law by 


my vote. The balance of trade between this country and Cuba 
at that time was $8,000,000 a year in favor of Cuba. Last 
year it had grown to the enormous sum of $70,045,000. Let me 


tell the gentlemen on this side and on that side of the House 
what you did when you voted for Cuban reciprocity. You 
lowered the duty on sugar coming from Cuba 20 per cent bel 
the rate paid on sugar coming from all other countries, which 
are all countries except our insular possessions. You reduced 
it 20 per cent. We have imported from Cuba during the life 
of that treaty 11,500,000 tons of sugar. This reduction of 
20 per cent below the Dingley rate on that sugar sums up 
$77,510,000 the 1st day of January last lost to the United States 
Treasury. a 
Have the consumers of sugar in this country purchased their 
sugar for any less money than they did before? No; notwith- 
standing the fact that the world’s supply of sugar before and 
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after the adoption of that treaty has been plenty, notwithstand- 
ing we have never had a famine on sugar or a short crop, so 
that the country’s supplies would be advanced on that account, 
we have not bought sugar for a fraction of a cent less. 

This is a step in the same direction. Do not forget when 
you voted for a reduction of the duty on sugar coming from 
Cuba, and when you vote for the reduction of the duty on goods 
coming from any country in the world, instead of voting in the 
interest of the consumers of this country you are voting money 

into the pockets of foreigners or seme one other than our 
' consumers. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will yield, yes. 

Mr. KAHN. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to this 
fact, that under the reciprocity treaty with the Hawaiian Islands, 
which was entered into during the seventies, sugar was brought 
in free from those islands. The duty was removed entirely. 
The result was that the sugar was not reduced in price to the 
consumer a fraction of a cent, but a number of men who did the 
importing became multimillionaires as a consequence. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I thank the gentleman for the suggestion. 
In this country we have produced from cane and beets sugar as 
follows: Taking the same value for the total of all the crops 
mentioned from 1879 to date, about $4.70 per hundred pounds, we 
produced $8,535,000 worth. Ten years later, in 1889, we pro- 
duced $14,000,000 worth. In 1899 we produced $20,000,000 
worth. Just then the great beet-sugar industry took hold 
under protection guaranteed in the Republican platform adopted 
at the St. Louis convention in 1896, and the next four 
years, 1904, our crops had grown from $20,000,000 worth to 
$63,000,000 worth, and in 1909 to $76,655,000. It costs, in round 
numbers, to produce sugar from beets $3.90 a hundred pounds. 
It costs more in the Northern States than in the arid-land dis- 
trict to produce a pound of sugar from beets. In Michigan it 
costs about 4 cents to produce a pound. I have figures that will 
show what, under free trade, if the gentleman from North 

; Carolina could have his way, the Sugar Trust could produce 
. refined sugar for per pound if made from foreign imported raw 
sugar. 

On the 18th of April, according to Willett & Gray’s Trade 
Sugar Journal, sugar in bond in New York is quoted at $1.91 
a hundred pounds. The duty on that imported sugar from duty 
paying countries, except Cuba, is $1.683, and it costs 40 
eents per hundred pounds to refine this sugar, or a total cost 
of $3.994, practically 4 cents per pound. But, my friends, our 
imported sugar from duty paying countries comes principally 
from Ouba. We imported about 1,750,000 tons last year, while 
three-quarters of it came from Cuba. Deducting 20 per cent 
of this duty from the Dingley law, which rate we give to Cuba, 
and the Sugar Trust can produce a pound of refined sugar and 
put it on the market in the United States for $3.65 per hundred 
pounds, or about one-third of a cent below what it can be 
produced for in this country. Remove the duty on sugar 
altogether and the great American Sugar Refining Co. and the 
Arbuckles and others in the refining business can import from 
foreign countries all the sugar we consume, reduce the price 

! below what sugar can be produced for in this country, and 
refine enough to wipe out of existence their competitors, and 
: up will go the price again as of old. 

And so when the gentleman from North Carolina says that 
he will vote for free trade on sugar, I am safe in saying that 
the sugar-refining companies in this country would pay a 
million dollars 1 head for men of the same opinion, until sugar 
is put on the free list. I impute no dishonest motives to him 
or any other man at all. Do not so misunderstand me, but 
men who will vote for free sugar are misguided. That is the 
point. It is well known that the Sugar <Irusts of this country 
have been recently prosecuted for dishonest methods, and I say 
anything that will give them an advantage over the domestic 
industry they would move heaven and earth to bring about. So 
I criticize my friend from North Carolina for being a free 
trader on sugar. I am not. 

Now, I am going to close. I have detained the House alto- 
gether too long, much longer than I had intended, but I have 
tried in my plain way to express to you my judgment abont 

Mj the enactment of this law, to show that if it is put upon our 
; statute books it means the death knell to the farmers of this 




























































































































































































































































































country. 
Mr. LANGLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
iv Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 








Mr. LANGLEY. The gentleman stated awhile ago in answer 

; to an inquiry of mine that he would touch upon the lumber 
question before he concluded. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I had forgotten. I will do 





























put rough lumber coming from Canada upon the free list, and, 
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not. 


that briefly. Let me say that in this treaty it is proposed to 








again, the treaty reduces the duty on dressed lumber, accord 
ing to the amount of work done upon it, below the prices fixed 
in the Payne tariff law. 
the imports of lumber from Canada, you will find that the rates 
fixed in this treaty are about 5 per cent ad valorem, while ow 
lumber of the same grade going into Canada, with the sa: 

amount of work put upon it, must pay 25 per cent ad valore: 
Canadians do not change their rate on lumber at all by th 
crossing of a “t” or the dotting of an “i.” Gentlemen, I «. 
that it is absolutely unfair to put the product of that gre.. 
magnificent industry, the product of the mills, upon the fre 
list wnless you are going to help the consumer, and I ask \ 

whether or not the reductions recently made inured to the ben, 
fit of the consumers? 


If you will take last year’s prices o{ 


I have information in my possession from a gentleman i: 


Pittsburg whom I know well, a lumber dealer, who recent! 
went into Canada and contracted for 10,000,000 feet of lumber, 
white pine, to be brought to this country, and before the parti 
in Canada would close their contract with him for this lum! 
they insisted upon and did write into that contract a provis: 
that if this treaty becomes a law he shall pay $1.25 per 1¢) 
sand feet more for his lumber. I can produce a copy of 
contract if necessary. 


Mr. LANGLEY. I have heard it frequently contended 1! 


the kinds of lumber produced in Canada and shipped into ¢! 
United States, or that would be under free lumber with Canada, 
will not compete with the grades of lumber produced in thi 
country. 


Mr. FORDNEY. There is not a grade of lumber made fron 


any tree cut in the forests of Canada that does not com 
directly into competition with the same grade of lumber 
duced in this country and in nearly every State in the Uni 
where lumber is produced. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Does the gentleman not think, then, that if 
this treaty goes into operation it will necessarily depress thx 
price of lumber in the United States? 

Mr. FORDNEY. It will do one of two things, as I have 
contended all along in my argument. It will either lower {! 
price of the article to the consumer in this country or it » 
If it does lower the price to the consumer in this country, 
then it injures the industry and the twelve hundred thousand 
men employed in the sawmills of this country. If it does : 


i 


lower the price to the consumer, no one will be benefited but 1! 
Canadian. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Just one more question. Was that noi 
effect upon the lumber industry in the United States under 1! 
free-humber provision of the Wilson bill? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, whether that bill was 
sponsible for it or not I will not now attempt to argue, but i 
is my belief that it was. Prices were low, and the lum! 
industry was in bad shape. A great many concerns in | 
country went into bankruptcy or into the hands of a recei\: 
Labor employed in the camps received $16 per month and bo: ri 
whereas labor now receives $40 and $45 per month and bo: 
It was the same in every other industry in the country. 

Let me go a step further. _In this bill it is proposed to 
print paper and pulp on the free list. At the same time « 
Province in Canada has placed an embargo upon her pulp w: 
There are 824 paper mills in this country with $400,006: 
capital invested. ‘There are thousands of men employed in thos 
paper and pulp mills. They produced last year n 
$300,000,000 worth of product. Many of those mills la: 
depend now for their supply of wood upon Canada, yet iu 
treaty Canada absolutely refuses to permit the changin: 
her laws in a single Province to let us have her raw ma! 
for our paper mills in this country, but at the same time 
bill proposes to put print paper on the free list. 

Take out that provision of the law which puts print )p: 
on the free list and there is not a Republican newspaper 
magazine in the broad land that will not oppose it. Every « 
of them would rise up in arms against the treaty. I have |» 
reliably informed that William R. Hearst, of New Yor 
prominent newspaper publisher, purchases 300 tons of p 
daily. If he believed that the removal of the duty on | 
paper, which is about $4.90 per ton—say, for easy figurin 
per ton—if he believes that he can buy his print paper 
just that much less money, the amount of the duty, which wv 
be $1,500 per day on his raw material, do you expect him, 1) 
Hearst, to oppose Canadian reciprocity? No; he is no suc! 
philanthropist. Every newspaper in the land has a selfish i! 


terest. They are striking a blow at the agriculturist to cect 
their print paper free and discriminating against one of tle 


most important industries in the land. 


Gentlemen, I thank you, and I have detained you already (oo 


long. [Loud applause.] 





1911. 





Mr. DALZELL. 
tleman occupied ? 
The CHAIRMAN. 


Mr. Chairman, how much time has the gen- 


The gentleman has occupied 2 hours and 


© minutes, making a total for that side of 3 hours and 27 min- 


utes occupied. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
Massachusetts | Mr. GARDNER]. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I rise for 
the purpose of asking unanimous consent to print in the Recorp 
an act passed by the parliament of New Brunswick and ap- 
proved by the governor of that Province on Thursday last. 
It goes into effect on October 1 next. The title of this measure 
is as follows: 

An act respecting the manufacture of spruce and other pulp wood 
cut on Crown lands. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I may print 
this act in the Recorp in connection with the few remarks that 
I may make. 

The CHAIRMAN, Massachusetts asks 


The gentleman from 


unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Rerorp, Is 
there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. The gentleman from 


Florida forces me to read the act. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. All right; read it. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I shall first take the op- 
portunity of commenting upon it. 

As you all know, the New Brunswick forests are principally 
owned by that Province, and all rights to cut timber are leased 
from time to time to private parties. By the terms of the .ew 
act every license to cut spruce or other soft wood, trees or 
timber, except pine and poplar, “shall contain and be subject 
to the condition that all such timber cut under the authority or 
permission of such license or permit shall be manufactured in 
Canada; that is to say, into merchantable pulp or paper or 
into sawn lumber, woodenware utensils, or other articles of 
commerce or merchandise as distinguished from the said spruce 
or other timber in its raw or unmanufactured state.” 
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I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


In other words, at the very moment when our political neces- | 


sity is forcing us to make one-sided concessions to Canada, at 
the very moment when we are engaged in reducing our agri- 


cultural and other tariff schedules under the specious pretense | 


of reciprocal agreement, that is the time chosen by a 
Province of Canada for striking a blow at our manufacturers. 
After October 1 next we shall no longer be able to import our 
wooden raw material from New Brunswick. What a comment 


great | 


this is on the doctrine that this reciprocity agreement will give | 


us cheaper raw materials! 
materials altogether. 

No one knows better than I that these remarks are falling 
on deaf ears. No one knows better than I that New Brunswick 
lumber is not manufactured in the South, whose relentless grip 
has been fastened on this branch of the Government. 
however, has an unpleasant way of repeating itself. Already 
at least one great Province of the Dominion has adopted the 
Canadian policy which existed during the continuance of our 
reciprocity treaty of 1854. To those of you who heard the 
debate in this House two months ago I need not recall the 


Its first result is to forbid us raw 


History, | 


fact that by unfriendly legislation throughout the continuance | 


of the Elgin treaty Canada contrived to render valueless the 
concessions which she made us. 
Now, I shall read the act: 


An act respecting the manufacture of spruce and other pulp wood cut on 
Crown lands. 

' ed it enacted by the lieutenant governor and legislative assembly as 

ollows:? 

1. All sales of timber licenses by the surveyor general, which shall 
hereafter be made and which shall convey the right to cut and remove 
spruce or other soft wood trees, or timber, other than pine and pop- 
lar suitable for manufacturing pulp or paper, and all licenses or 
permits to cut such timber on the limits and berths so sold, and all 
claims entered into, or other authority conferred by the said surveyor 
general, by virtue of which such timber may be cut upon lands of the 
Crown, shall be so made, issued, or granted subject to the condition 
set forth in the first regulation of schedule A of this act, and it shall 
be sufficient if such condition be cited as “ the manufacturing condition ” 
in all such licenses, permits, agreement, or other writing. 

2. The resolutions set out in schedule A of this act are hereby ap- 
proved and confirmed and declared to be legal and valid to al! intents 
and purposes, and the sale shall apply to all licenses or permits here- 
after issued, whether for the first time or in renewal of licenses or 
permits heretofore issued or granted. 

%. The lieutenant governor in council may make any further or addi- 
inte chee the te | A — = paeverer general to carry 

an ntent o tions cc f a 
schedule A the regulations contained in 

4. No licensee of any timber license or permit shall hereafter sell, 
assign, or in aay way transfer to any other person or company the 
interest of such licensee therein under such license until such licensee 
shall pace pane to the Province the sum of $4 per mile. 

5. The first three sections of this act and the regulations thereby 
— shall not come into force until the ist day of October, A. D. 
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ScnHeprcte A 
1 


Every timber license or permit conferring authority to cut spruce 
or : 


other soft wood trees, or timber, not being pine or poplar sultable 
for manufacturing pulp or paper, on che ungranted lands of the Crown 











shall contain and be subject to the condition that all such timber cut 
under the authority or permission of such license or permit shall be 
manufactured in Canada; that is to say, into merchantable pulp or 
paper, or into sawn lumber, woodenware utensils, or other articles of 
commerce or merchandise, as distinguished from the said spruce or 
other timber in its raw or unmanufactured state: and such condition 
shall be kept and observed by the holder or holders of any such timber 
licenses or permit who shall cut or cause to be cut spruce or other soft 
wood trees, or timber, not being pine or pop! titable for manuf 1e- 
turing pulp or paper under the authority t! f, and any oth r 
person or persons who shall cut or cause to be cut an [ wood tr ed 
or timber, under the authority thereof, and a such wood, trees or 
timber, cut into logs or lengths or otherwise shall be 1 factured in 
Canada as aforesaid. It is hereby declared that the ¢ of spruce 
or other soft wood trees, or timber, not being pine or popl lital le for 
manufacturing pulp or paper, into cord wood or oth r n t 
manufacturing same within the meaning of this r tlation po 
2. Should any holder of a timber license or permit, o1 ! 
or agent of such holder, or any person acting for him or un 
authority or permission, violate or refuse to keep id 
condition named in the preceding regulation, then, and in su 
the license or permit to cut spruce or other softwood trees or ti 
not 


being pine or poplar on the limit or berth, territory, lot o 
included in the license or permit, and on which or on any part of w 














i 
there was a breach of such regulation, or a refusal to observe or keep 
the same, shall be suspended and held in abeyance and shall not 
reissued, nor shall a new license or permit issue unless and itil 
so directed by the Lientenant Governor in Council and tlien only OT 
such terms and conditions as the Lieutenant Governor in Council y 
impose. 

3. The surveyor general, his officers, servants, and agents 1 do 
all things necessary to prevent a breach of the aforesaid ! nm 
and to secure compliance therewith and may for such purp ™, 
seize, hold, and detain all logs, timber, or wood so cut as afot I, 
and which it is made to appear to the surveyor general it is not 
intention of the licensee, owner or holder, or person in possession of, 
to manufacture or cause to be manufactured as aforesaid in Canada, 
or to dispose of to others who will have the same so manufactured 
in Canada until security shall be given to His Majesty satisfactory to 
the surveyor general that the said condition will be kept and observed 
and that such logs, timber, or wood will be manufactured in Canoda 
as aforesaid; and in the event of the refusal on the part of , 
licensee, owner, or holder, or person in pos sion of such log t r, 
or wood to give such security, within four weeks after notice « t 
seizure and demand of security by or on behalf of the surve g al, 
then the surveyor general may ll or cause to be sold such logs, timber, 
or wood by publie auction after dne advertisement to some person 
persons who wiil give such security to His Majesty as the surveyor 
general may require that such logs, timber, or wood shall be manu 
factured in Canada. The proceeds of such logs, timber, or wood shall, 
after such seizure and sale, and any sum due and owing to H 
Majesty for or in respect of any timber dues, ground rent, or on 
count of the purchase of any timber or timber berths by the owner, 
licensee, or holder of a permit, or other person who has cut or caused 
to be ent such logs, timber, or wood, or who is the owner or holder 
of the same, to be paid over to the person entitled to the same 

4. Provided, nevertheless, That nothing in the preceding regulations 
which requires spruce or other timber, not being pine, suitable for 
manufacturing pulp or paper, to be manufactured in Canada as afore 
said shall apply to logs, timber, or wood cut and In use in Canada f 
fuel, building, or other purposes for which logs, timber, or wood, in the 
unmanufactured state are or may be used. 

5. After seizure the burden of proving that the timber ts to be 
manufactured in Canada shall be on the owners of such timber. 

6. Where the timber to be seized is mixed up with other timber, the 
whole of the timber may be attached and dealt with accordingly until 
satisfactorily separated. 

During the reading of the above the following colloquy 


occurred: 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I can not understand the gentleman 
We do not know what he is reading. I will make the point of 
order the gentleman must read so that we must understand it 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, is the point 
of order sustained? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I am going to insist 
that this House do not degenerate into a circus, even if the ge 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GArgpNer] is playing the chicf 
role. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. It is the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. CrarkK] who has issued tickets for admission to 
that circus. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I insist that 
right to hear what is going on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already ruled that thei 
is no rule by which the Chair can compel a Member of the House 
to read in any other manner than he himself sees fit. Therefore 
the Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. <A _ parliamentary 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Does the Chair mean to hold that 
Members can get up on this floor and read a document or ma! 
a speech in some jargon that is absolutely unintelligible, unde: 
the rules of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair means to hold what the Chair 
has already stated, that there is no rule by which the Chair 
ean control the manner in which a gentleman reads a paper in 
his own time. 


[ hi 


ive a 


inquiry, Mr 
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Mr. CLARK of Florida. Whether it is intelligible or not? 

mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I do not suppose that the 
gentleman from Florida means to be annoying in objecting to 
printing this telegram in the Recorp, but I maintain it is an im- 
portant thing that the House should have in its possession 
to-morrow a full statement of that act, passed by the New 
Brunswick Legislature on Thursday. For that reason, inasmuch 
as I am allowed only five minutes, I am reading rapidly, so as 
to get the matter into the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, as a matter 
of fact, was not my time taken up in the discussion of the par- 
liamentary inquiry? 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The Chairman had that in mind, and per- 
mitted the gentleman to go beyond the strict five minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr, Chairman, I yield five minutes more. 

After the reading: 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DALZELL. How much time has the gentleman occupied? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ten minutes. 

Mr. DALZEL™. Will the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWoOoD] now yield some time? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield 80 minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Harrison]. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, two months 
ago the Canadian reciprocity agreement went through this 
House with an overwhelming majority, only to meet an un- 
timely end in the august body at the other end of this Capitol, 
done to death by the standpatters, and by them unwept, un- 
honored, and unsung. 

When I voted for this bill, as a member of the minority, I 
did so because I believed it was the most that we could hope 
to obtain from a Republican administration. But now that 
we are members of the majority, I shall vote for it because it 
is the first step in the Democratic plan of tariff reform. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

I am glad of an opportunity to follow my friend from Michi- 


gan [Mr. ForpNrey]. From sitting two years on the Ways and | 


Means Committee with him I have learned that whenever I 
am on the opposite side of an economic question from the gen- 
tleman from Michigan I am bound to be in the right, so that 
when I. follow him upon this floor, taking the opposite side of 
this question, I know that I am standing upon solid and sub- 
stantial ground. The gentleman from Michigan is the highest 
protectionist of them all. He is the author of the now historic 
phrase that for him “the best tariff revision would be to make 
the Dingley rates the bottom and the blue vault of heaven the 
top.” Now, after the Napoleon of the standpatters, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Daze], shall have fied from 
the field with his broken and disheartened cohorts, the gentle- 
man from Michigan, playing the part of Cambronne, will stand 
there with the last remnants of the Old Guard, ready to die, 
but never to surrender. 

He has favored us to-day with a rehash of all the old protec- 
tion arguments to which we have listened for now these 10 
years past—arguments which the country repudiated at the last 
congressional election. 

Chief among his arguments was the threadbare, time-worn 
Republican claim as to the effect of the Wilson tariff law upon 
the articles protected by the present tariff. He says that the 
price of wheat went down under the Wilson law all on account of 
the tariff protection being taken off, but he neglects to state 
that in those days the price of cotton was down to 6 cents, and 
cotton had no tariff tax upon it. He neglects to state, what 
so often has been stated from this side of the Chamber, and 
much better than I can formulate it, that the financial depression 
of those days, in so far as it was due to any legislation whatever, 
was due entirely to the conduct of affairs by the preceding 


Republican administration. [Applause on the Democratic side.] | 


And he fails to call attention to the oft-stated fact that the 
issue of bonds debited against President Cleveland was an in- 
heritance that fell to President Cleveland from the preceding 
Republican Secretary of the Treasury, who left a bankrupt 
Treasury and had the plates already engraved from which those 
bonds were to be printed and issued. 

Now, the gentleman from Michigan, in coming down to a 
discussion of the present tariff act in comparison with the 
Wilson tariff law, states the Wilson tariff law did not bring 
in enough revenue to run the Government. The reason why 
that is so is because an integral part of the Wilson tariff law 
was the income-tax provision, passed at the same time, but the 
income-tax law was then declared unconsiitutional. At the 
present moment the movement throughout the United States 
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to enable us to amend the Constitution so as to place an Incey 
tax law upon the statute books is pressing to a triumphant 
clusion, and in my belief it will be the best means of »: 
plishing a genuine tariff reform that this country has 
seen. 

But the gentleman from Michigan went further and mad 
bold statement, by way of contrast, that the present tari: 
law, the Payne-Aldrich Act, does produce enough revenue to 
the Government. If the gentleman would look over the | 
recent receipts at the Treasury, he would find that the m 
tariff law is running some $12,000,000 behind what was 
pected, and that there would be a present deficit in the I) 
ury if it were not for the increase in receipts frem inte: 
revenue taxation, amounting to about $16,000,000 in 
figures. 

On Saturday afternoon we had the pleasure of listei 
the maiden speech of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. H 
and I think that every Member of the House wishes him \ 
his new position in this House. But it struck me, in list: 
to the academic discussion of the history of farm protecti: 
the gentleman from Maine, that he has served so long at 
right hand of the Speaker that he has grown a little bit o 
touch with the farmers of the United States. The gent): 
from Maine rehearsed for our benefit the experiences of 
many and England, which he says we should follow. 1 
cited for our benefit the tariff law of Germany, which li 
protects the agricultural products of that nation, and he 1 
sented to us the benefits that that had brought to the Ge: 
farmer. 

But the gentleman from Maine, in describing the dr 
manner in which Bismarck gave up his free-trade position 
gave himself over hand and foot to the agragrians, fail 
say that he did so, not at the demand of the farmers of 
many, but at the demand of the agragrians, as they are cai! 
the great noblemen of Prussia, the great landed proprietors \ 
control all the farming lands of the Prussian kingdom 
who, while retaining all the profit that they can make ou 
the tariff law or other restrictive measures for themsel\: 
grind down their tenant farmers in sweat into the soil of (| 
land. And I will tell the gentleman from Maine that th 
strictions placed upon Germany by the agragrians are tlie 
chief cause of the present economic discontent in the G: 
Empire. 

Now, as to England. The gentleman from Maine advanced 
an argument, recently prepared and presented by the 
| commission of England, in faver of placing a tax upon igri 
cultural products. Why, the gentleman from Maine is evidcnt! 
| not aware of the fact that protection is as dead as a doorn 
England to-day, and has never been more so through the whole 
history of the British Empire. 

He seems to make use of the recommendations of the British 
| tariff board in very much the same way that standpatters in this 
country hope to make use of the recommendations of our so- 
called Tariff Board. Our Tariff Board is devised to continue 
| the reign of protection. Let me show you what I believe would 
| be the effect of the application by the Tariff Board of the 
principle announced in the last Republican platform of t! 
proper method of establishing tariff rates. This says that if 
| should be the difference in the cost of production here and 
abroad plus a reasonable profit for the manufacturer. Nov, | 
| will tell you exactly where that would lead you. If you ap) lie 
that strictly, if you ascertained exactly the difference in the « 
of production here and abroad, and then added a reas 
profit for the American manufacturer, what you would brit 
about would be an absolutely prohibitive protection; because 
you have eliminated the difference in cost of production 1 
and abroad you have destroyed the ability of anybody out 
of the United States to send anything in here, and thes you 
have driven the thing home by adding a reasonable profit for 
the American manufacturer. 

Now, certainly if this so-called Tariff Board of ours, which is 
operating at enormous expense, with great delay and witll 
complete secrecy, is to carry out the dictates of that principle, 
we will not be able to collect any tariff revenues whatever. be 
cause everything manufactured here will be nourished behind 
a prohibitive protection in the United States.’ 

Now, to return just a moment to the argument of the geutie- 
man from Maine [Mr. Hixps}. Coming down from genera! 
statements of policy he selected two industries which he was 
particularly interested in seeing retained under what he be- 
lieves to be proper protection. One of them was cheese and the 
other one was potatoes. Now, as a matter of fact, in the year 
1910 we exported to Canada over $45,000 worth of cheese, and 
the same year we only imported from Canada $27,000 worth of 
cheese. Now, why do you suppose Americans sent their clieese 
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to Canada? Because they got a better market there. 
why they sent it there. 
to 
ment of cheese toward Canada was three times as big as the 
movement of cheese from Canada toward the United States. 

Hiere is what has been happening in cheese. In 1850 the 
cheese produced on farms and ranges in the United States 
amounted to 105,000,000 pounds; in 1860, 103,000,000 pounds: 
in 1870, 53,000,000 pounds; in 1880, 27,000,000 pounds; in 1890, 
18,000,000 pounds; and in 1900, 16,000,000 pounds. The fact is 
that so far as the farmer is concerned cheese making is going 
out of existence. 

Mr. MADDEN. 
tories? 


Mr. HARRISON of New York. 


That is 
They did not send it there for fun, or 
amuse themselves, but to make more profit, and the move- 


Does that include the so-called cheese fac- 


No; I am just about to come 


to that. The production of cheese in the United States is pass- 
ing out of the hands of the farmers and into the hands of the 


factories In 1905, which was the last year for which we have 
the statistics, the cheese factories in the United States pro- 
duced 317,000,000 pounds, of which we exported 10,000,000 
pounds. Under that system will you tell me how the farmer of 
Maine or New England is going to be injured by free trade in 
cheese with Canada? 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for one more ques- 
tion? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Frytry). 
New York yield to the gent! 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. MADDEN. As a matter of fact, the factory gets the 
product from which the cheese is made from the farmer, does 
it not? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. MADDEN. And the profit is divided between the farmer 
and the factory in the cost of the manufacture? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The farmer can not both eat 
his cake and have it, too. When he comes to complain about the 
difference in duties between cattle and meat, then the farmer 
says the meat is the product of the manufacturer 
farmer’s product. And so it is with cheese. Asa matter of fact 
free trade in cheese with Canada is not going to hurt the 
England farmer one cent. 

Mr. MALBY. Will my 
that? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. MALBY. Is the gentleman able to state to the House 
the difference of the market price in the United States, for in- 
stance, New York and Canada, during the last few years? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will be glad to have the 


Does the gentleman from 
eman from Illinois? 


New 


colleague give way for a question on 


gentieman furnish the figures with which he is evidently brim- | 


ming. It is difficult to obtain comparative prices, because the 
two countries make different kinds of cheese. 

Mr. MALBY. I mean the great bulk of cheese, the usual 
American cheese. 


to which the figures refer. Is it not a well-known fact that 


the difference in price between Canada and the United States | 


is substantially the amount of the tariff? 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. If that were the case, 
consumers would benefit very much in the United States by 


taking off the tariff, but I believe the gentleman is mistaken. | 


The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Perrss] has kindly 
handed me the report of the cost of living by the Massachu- 
setts commission, in which the prices of cheese are given, 
between Detroit and Windsor, Boston and Montreal, Pangor 


the 


as | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
' 
| 
| 
{ 
| 
' 
| 
} 
' 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 


and St. John. It is 18 cents in Detroit and 18 cents in Windsor. | 


Mr. 
quiry? 

Mr, HARRISON of New York. I will. 

Mr. MALBY. For what year is that? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Nineteen hundred and ten. 

Mr. MALBY. Is that the price that the farmers held it for? 
a Mr. HARRISON of New York. That is the price to the pro- 

ucer. 


: Mr. MALBY. That is a higher price than it is ever sold | 
or——— 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I beg the gentleman's par- 
don ; I see it is the price to the consumer. 

Mr. MALBY. Oh, well, I know nothing about that; 
— about what the farmer gets. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman from New York yield 

to me on this proposition? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Certainly, 

Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman has given the prices between 
Detroit and Windsor. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes; I would have quoted 


MALBY. Will the gentieman give way for another in- 


I am 


the other prices, but the gentleman from ‘New York {Mr. Matpy] | are making use of the farmer to pull 


| 


| ment 
and not the | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
' 
| 


i I 
| when he made it himself and betwes 


|} in making his plea 


| farmer less than when he made it himself, since 
| factory 
It is that to which I refer, and it is that | 
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had no interest whatever in the prices to the con- 





said that he 
sumier. 
Mr. LENROOT. 


I wish the gentleman would quote the prices 
of the T 


ariff Board on cheese between Detroit and Windsor. 


Mr, HARRISON of New York. I would be glad to, but I 
have not looked it up. The gentleman can put them in the 


RECORD. 

Mr. LENROOT. I will read them. The wholesale price in 
Detroit was 154 cents and at Windsor 10 ¢ At Detroit the 
price was 174, but at Windsor it was 123}. 

Mr. HARR ISON of New York. That 
culty in depending on these statistics, beca 
from Torente to Quebec and from Chicago t ing 
tain the price of farm products will find about 25 or 


nts. 

s§ the difi- 
man going 
r to ascer- 
JO different 


prices of the same commodity at the same time on either side 
of the line. The Massachusetts cost-of-living statistics directly 
controvert statistics produced by the Tariff Board. 7 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield 
for a suggestion? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The gentleman has been re 


ferring to the retail prices, and these statistics 
wholesale farmers’ prices 


They 
the other 


refer to 
make no contradiction, or 


tig 
| 9 


Mr. HARRISON of Ne Ww York. Now, to resun 1e the: 
which I was making against the statement of the ge ntl ema! 
from Maine. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Before the gentleman lea 
this matter, I would like to ask one question. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Very well. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. The gentleman stated that 


the manufacture of cheese has pass¢ 
factory: 


to the 
interested in the effect 


“l from the farmer 
that the farmer was no longer 


of this treaty. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. Oh, no; the gentleman from 
| New Jersey is mistaken; I did not make any such broad state- 


as that. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. 
it more profitable to sell the material from which the cheese 
is made to the factory than to make it himself, is he any the less 
affected by free trade in cheese than if he used his own mate 
rials to make the cheese? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
did not attempt to make the 


Since the farmer has found 


T will Say 
dist 


, to the gentleman, 
inction between the time 
nm the time when the f: 
tories made it, but I said the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hryps] 
for the cheese farmer probably forgot the 
industry was now in the hands of the manufacturer of chee 
who makes it in factories. 
Mr. GARDNER of New affect the 
supplies the 


does that 
he 
with the raw material? If free trade in cheese 
stroys the business of that factory, then what is the 
to do with his raw material? And if the answer 
cheese with it, the question is, where will he sell it? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, 
with the gentleman’s premise nor with his ce 


Jersey. How 
de- 
farmer 
be to make 


I agree neither 


mnclusion, and if 


had listened to my figures he would not have made that argu- 
ment, because I stated a few moments ago that the cheese 
factories of the United States were making 317,000,000 pound 


is 


of cheese and exporting 10,000,000 pounds of cheese. 


Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. True, but the simple point I 
wanted to make—— 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I regret 


to seem discourteous, but I think 
this subject. 

Mr. GARDNER of New 
gentleman’s time——— 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
allow me to proceed. 

Mr. MALBY. Will the gentleman give way for one 


I have yielded long enough on 


Jersey. I do not want to take ft 


I beg the 


nileman will 1 


estion ? 


Mr.. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I decline to 
yield further on this point. Now, as to the question of pota- 
toes. about which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hrnp 

seemed so much concerned, he evidently had not investigated 
the figures or he would have discovered that in 1910 we im- 
| ported from Canada $36,000 worth of potatoes, and in the 
| same year we exported to Canada $213,000 worth of potatoe 
Now, if we have a surplus of potatoes from this country to 
export into Canada, how are the pota growers of the United 
States to be injured by free trade between Canada and the 
United States in potatoes? The fact of s thir in my judg- 
| ment, is that the farmer is being made the cat’s-paw in this 
matter. Gentlemen on either side of the Canadian border line 

‘the r chestnuts out of 
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their fire. The farmer is not going to be injured. The Ameri- 
can farmer is not going to be injured when there are 12 Ameri- 
can farmers to 1 Canadian farmer. The American farmer is 
not going to be injured when the productions of our princi- 
pal crops are in such overwhelming proportions in favor of 
the American. 


Crop production in 1909. 


United States bushels__ 


664, 602, 000 
Canada d 16 


6, 744, 000 


United States 


bushels_. 1, 007, 353, 000 
Canada ax 


Diseres 353, 466, 000 
United States bushels_. 170, 284, 000 
Canada d 55, 398, 000 


United States 


bushels__ 82, 239, 000 
Canada d 


1, 715, 000 


et nbs ieeendtemenual tons_— 


64, 938, 000 
Canada 


11, 877, 100 


United States 


bushels__ 3, 125, 713, 000 
Canada d 


18, 726, 000 
POTATOES. 
<5, snaviesnschinerctclenianseieieiganiel santana sinctenprtalaeds bushels__ 
Canada d 


376, 537, 000 
99, O87, 200 
BUCK WHEAT. 
SE COG scr cneninensismneenibainicebietasiinibtinds gnadb-atinditicaean bushels__ 
Canada 


17, 438, 000 
7, 806, 000 


46, 679, 876 
1, 685, 474 
3, 052, 527 

219, 756 
55, 007 


44, 072, 209 
1, 001, 476 


Com (of which 6,000,000 bushels went to Canada), 
bushels 

IE science nntinianemenenlnaibtadinn pmeminagaia bushels__ 

Buckwheat d 158, 160 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. In saying that the American 
farmer will not be injured by this proposed agreement, if it 
becomes operative, does the gentleman mean to say that he will 
not be injured because he will receive as much for his products 
as he now does? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I firmly believe he. will re- 
ceive, fully as much for all his products. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Then the gentleman, I take 
it, does not subscribe to the doctrine that the passage of this 
bill will reduce the cost of living. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will answer the gentleman 
in two ways. First, by stating what I stated before, that he who 
deludes himself into the belief that this is going to produce an 
immediate reduction in the cost of food is very much mistaken. 
I do not see how any gentleman can successfully maintain that 
proposition on this floor. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Then the gentleman does not 
subscribe to that idea, but rather to the other, that this will 
not reduce the cost of living. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Eventually it will, but now it 
can not, 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Eventually, when it does, will 
it also lower the cost of the farmer’s product? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. It will not, as I stated, and 
as I will state again, for in my judgment the effect of increasing 
the sources of food supply will be to prevent the corner of any 
product on any produce exchange in any city of the United 
States, and will prevent the middle man from raising the prices 
to the consumer. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. This bill does not reduce 
the price to any considerable extent upon what the middle man 
has, the completed product, dressed beef and flour. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Oh, yes, it does. The gentle 
man is mistaken. He evidently has not examined the bill. If 
he will permit me, I will come to that in a few moments. 

Mr. Chairman, I would not read these figures, excepting for 
the fear I have that the gentleman from Florida [Mr. CrarK] 
may be present in the room. I would like to print them in the 
Recorp. I ask unanimous consent to print these and other 
tables in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to print certain tables in the Recorp. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, in order thor- 
oughly to understand the extraordinary campaign which has 
been waged against the reciprocity agreement on both sides of 
the border line it is necessary to look no further than the 
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thirty-fifth page of the Canadian reciprocity agreement 
printed for the use of the Ways and Means Committee. 

Read down at the bottom of page 35 and it will appear t! 
the present rate is $1.25 per thousand feet on lumber, w! 
duty is to be removed and that article is to be made free. ‘ 
whole source of the agitation on the American side of the | 
comes right from the United States Lumber Trust. It has } 
urging the farmer into the belief that this reciprocity is g: 
to hurt the farmer, whereas the sole interest that the lum! 
man has is not for the farmer of the United States, but for h 
self. A few years ago I was down at Jacksonville, Fla. I \ 
driving along thet miagutfeent drive there, the water front, : 

I asked the old negro driver who it was who owned a fine ho 
we were passing. “Why,” he said, “that is Mr. Jones’s ho 
the lumber king.” We drove about another hundred y: 
and there was another magnificent dwelling on the St. Jo! 
River. Isaid,“ Whoowns that house?” “ Why,” he said, “ t! 
is Mr. Smith’s, the great lumber king.” And then we went a 
tle farther and there was a palace of another lumber king. : 
you could take all over the United States wherever there is : 
timber and you will find out that that is the case in each . 
of those cities. Now, these gentlemen are important, they 
powerful, they are rich, and they have come into the arena | 
do battle with this measure of tariff reform. If they can, ¢! 
will do it to the death, but so far as the Members of this Ho 
are concerned, the Democratic Party is ready to do battle 
the Lumber Trust for the rights of the American people. [Ap- 
planse on the Democratic side.] 

On the Canadian side of the line the opposition has been j 
as bitter as it has been on ours, and on their side of the | 
it proceeds from exactly the same kind of people, the highly 
protected interests. Now, I have here a few copies from so: 
of the Canadian newspapers showing the frame of mind of | 
Canadian, whom the farmer of the United States supposes to 
be chortling in his glee at the prospect of the magnificent 
vantage that Canada is to derive over the Yankee from this 
agreement. One man says that “reciprocity is going to s 
Canada in two.” Another speaker says that it is “the worst 
possible distortion of democracy.” Another member of Parlia- 
ment announces that this is an “outrageous thing.” A Cai 
dian newspaper says that Canada is about to “turn aside from 
her high destiny and become the lumber camp and dumping 
ground of the proud and prosperous American Republic.” An- 
other Canadian newspaper has an editorial which says, “ Rec! 
procity scotched, but not killed. The snake is scotched, but | 
killed. Congress has expired without passing the recipro: 
resolutions, but an extraordinary session has been called for 
April 4.” Now, here is what one of the leading members «f 
Parliament said in the House of Commons there. He s 
“ Everybody is really laughing at the Canadian commissioners, 
they being such fools as to go over to the United States 1 
bring back what is in reality a pinchbeck, an imitation treaty,” 
and here he says in the presence of the prime minister: 


Let me tell the minister exactly all about all that. 
through this treaty you will find that a long, lean, dark 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expire 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield the gentleman 30 minutes ad 
tional. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York (reading)— 


A long, lean, dark, hairy hand has manipulated every part of it. 
wonder whose it 

Mr. MALBY. Mr. Chairman, will my colleague give way fur 
an inquiry? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. With pleasure. 

Mr. MALBY. I notice the gentleman is reading a great many 
extracts from Canadian papers against the so-called treaty. 
Assuming he has concluded his reading, I wanted to inquire 
whether he had found any of them who are in favor of it? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Why, I have not any here 
handy to quote, but I will assure the gentleman that the Can: 
dian protectionist on his side of the line is much more terri! 
at the prospect of reciprocity even than the American farmer 
on his side of the line. 

I have here a letter which was written ,by my colleague on 
the committee, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHAcKIr- 
rorD], in which he addresses his constituents with some very 
edifying information about the balance of trade in agricultura! 
commodities between the United States and Canada, and in the 
absence of the gentleman from Florida [Mr. CrarKk], I am £0- 
ing to announce that I shall also print this in the Recon. 
Briefly, he says that of horses during the last five fiscal years 
we sold to Canada $14,000,000 worth and Canada sold to us 
$2,500,000 worth, being a balance in our favor of $11,600,000 


If you | 
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worth. Of cattle, we sold to Canada $1,500,000 worth and 
Canada sold to us $1,100,000 worth. 


rine balance in our favor is $384,000. Of meat and dairy 
products, we sold in Canada $17,000,000 worth and Canada sold 
to us $904,000 worth, being a difference in our favor of 
$16,000,000. Of breadstuffs, we sold to Canada $31,500,000 
worth and Canada sold to us $6,600,000 worth, being a difference | 
in our favor of $24,916,000. 

Now, from these figures the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
SHACKLEFORD] argues to his constituents: 

Of these items, which are largely produced in Missouri, we sold to 

veda $53,030,755 more than Canada sold to us. Upon these articles 
we had to pay the Canadian tariff. But for this Canadian tarif our 
balance on these items would have been still larger. Reciprocity would 
relieve us from that hindrance to our trade. How, then, could reci- 
procity hurt the Missouri farmer? 


Again, here is another newspaper statement of a Canadian 
reason for opposing reciprocity, and it sounds exactly like the 
same argument on behalf of the same kind of people on our side 
of the line. This is Sir Edmund Walker, of Toronto, president 
of the Canadian Bank of Commerce. He said: 


I am opposed to this proposition, because Canada has nothing to gain 
by it and everything to lose. We are the largest purchasers of goods 
from the United States, and we sell comparatively little. What can 
we gain by free trading with this country when we have little of our | 
raw products to sell? Canada consumes 80 per cent of her food prod- 
ucts, and this home consumption is growing at a rapid rate. A few | 
years ago we sold to Great Britain $25,000,000 worth of cheese and | 
$7,000,000 worth of butter annually. To-day our cheese exports to Great 
Britain have fallen off to $17,000,000 and we export no butter. Canada 
is building up an independent nation, and we have a struggle before us. | 
We do not want to create a market for our agricultural products in 
their raw state, for we have all the customers we need at our own | 
doors, who pay the farmers prices as high as those of the United States. 


Now, I will very cheerfully corroborate his statement about 
the prices by reading here a table of prices of standard cattle, 
both in Toronto and Chicago, from 1901 to 1910: 

Table of prices, 1901 to 1910. 














Toronto. Chicago. 

eats iis : 
$4.25 $3.95 
5.25 5. OO 
4.90 4.06 
5. 20 4.90 | 
5.70 5. 50 | 
5.10 4.00 | 
5.12} 4.00 | 
5. 50 5.00 | 
5.75 5.10 | 
7.00 6. 25 





And also a table of prices of various commodities in Toronto 
and New York, January 2 of this year, as follows: 











| | 

Toronto, | New Yor! 
eum am Beceem i 

| | 
ee icacatncccesecsccscecccece cneaetniene teil i $24. 00 $24.00 | 
ns os ceccccscnteccesoecscscecesess 18.00 16. 00 
——— RE aiieeeregwessnensn-esa~noososnenenese- 10. 00 11.724 
No. 1 dairy butter, per pound .............-------+-+0-+:- 30 22 
I os on cncne cease ccscccesecocaseces 50 35 
Ducks, ee 17 10 j 
Chickens, per pound...... -16 123 | 
EE ietittinin vee sccnencntarasnescces es 22 18} 
SE SE .14 14 
Reyes, Gyg POE DANTE... cccccccccccccccccccccscccee. 4. 50 3. 50 
Onions, per bushel. .... Rieti dieddavédes seucetenue asst 1.00 | 75 
Nee ce campemmenenes omeneree -90 | 73 | 





In view of that statement it is hardly surprising that on | 
March 18 the resolution introduced by Premier Whitney in the 
Ontario Legislature protesting against the ratification of the 
agreement for reciprocity with the United States was carried 
last evening by a vote of 75 to 17. 

Again, the Toronto Mail and Empire of February 15, 1911, 
says: 

The markets of Britain and Germany swallow up United States farm | 
procaes, and as for the Dominion, it is a pretty good customer for 

nele Sam, even though duties are collectible upon what he has to sell. 


Last year—that is to say, the year ending on March 31, 1910—we 
bought from the United States of agricultural products the following: 
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Sede 


Bacon and hams_.....________ he aie er $816, 000 
I li Aiea ae ae 75, 000 
Pork, barreled in brine_____ st a seed snail 930, 000 
Meats, dried or smoked_______ on pialinal = a 85, 000 
“i “ eens illite as sesinahdibanctesisiiadibecsliatel 50, 000 
Ieee: i a ined 45, 000 
Ra i LTRs <== 1,947, 000 
a te ‘i 62, 000 
es ia 69, 000 
Wheat flour _.__- A ACOA RAO _ 156, 000 


’repared cereal foods_______ 


240, 000 







| If the United States is the paradise for farmers, how does it happen 
| that all these products from t United St: ‘ to lespite the 
adverse duties? While the reciprocity to be a 
great concession by the United Stat Go ) Ca lian 
farmers, for whom that Government ha i ] i an c 
tion, the truth is that it is really a plan for t mprovement of the 
condition of the United States far r nd I t 
British preference for Canada which the Unk vd 
eating. The United States farmer will get I ' 
share of the Canadian fruit market, the Can \ ut 
the Canadian market for early vegetables. He \ » be 
the continuation of free trade in Britain for hi I 
nadian farmer can not derive a corresponding ivantage fr 
bargain. Everything we can produce is also prodt lin the St i 
in quantities that are far in excess of the consum| l. 
Mr. KENDALL rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York yield 


to the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes, sir 

Mr. KENDALL. Is it the tendency of the get 
ment to establish that agricultural products aré really cheaper 
in America than they are in Canada? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
There is no general rule which can be 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Y} submitted 
some figures upon the price of hay in the United States and the 
price of hay in Canada, and he evidently had not examined the 
report of the Tariff Board on this subject, because instead of 
being able to tell me that my figures on hay were isolated 
examples, he would find that all along the line and in almost 
every instance hay is more expensive in the Canadian market 
than it is in the markets of the United If he will go 
urther and examine this report, and the report of the Massa- 
chusetts commission to investigate the of living, he wiil 
find that beans, peas, beets, and onions, as well as other vege- 
tables, are uniformly or almost uniformly, higher in the Cana- 
dian markets than they are in the markets of the United States. 
I will submit to the Committee, and print in the Recorp, the 
prices of eggs, which along the Canadian border line are more 
expensive in Canada than they are in the United States, caus 
ing a natural export from our country Canada of 750,000 
dozen last year, while we imported from Canada only 39,000 
dozen : 


itleman’s argu- 





nany cases they are 


States. 


cost 


+ 
LO 


Wholesale prices January, 1911, in Buffalo, 26 cents a dozen; 
Toronto, 40 cents a dozen; retail prices, Buffalo, 36 cents a dozen; 
Toronto, 50 cents a dozen. In Bangor, Pastport, and Calais, Me., 


wholesale prices, 26-30 cents a dozen; in St. Stephens, New Brunswick, 
33 cents. In Manchester, N. H., wholesale, 27 cents; retail, 30 cents. 








In Sherbrooke, Quebec, wholesale, 35 cents; retail, 35 cents. In 
Ogdensburg, N. Y., wholesale, 30 cents; retail, 35 cents. In Prescott, 
Canada, wholesale, 52 cents; retail, 36 cents. In Burlington, Vt., 
wholesale, 27 cents; retail, 30 cents. In Montreal, wholesale, 35 cents; 


retail, 40 cents. 


Now, there is one great exception to my belief that the cost 


| of food products will not be immediately lowered by the pas- 
| sage of this act, and I refer to the question of fish. 


Undoubtedly the admission of fish free from Canada will be 
a great boon to the eastern cities along the Atlantic seaboard. 
At the present time we import $13,800,000 worth of fish alto- 
gether, of which 35 per cent comes from Canada. Now Canada 
exported $16,000,000 worth of fish last year, and I hope and be 
lieve a considerable proportion of the Canadian export of fish 
will henceforth come to the people of the cities on the Atlantic 


| seaboard, where the high prices of meat have made it all the 


more desirable for the people of those cities to have cheaper 
fish. 

The United States Bureau of Fisheries has estimated that 
Canada can supply us, if given a chance, with twice as great 
a supply of cod, haddock, and hake as she does now, and with 


|an immensely increased supply of halibut, mackerel, salmon, 


and smelts. According to their estimates, Canada could supply 
us with 20,000,000 pounds fresh cod, 10,000,000 to 15,000,000 
pounds fresh haddock, 5,000,000 pounds fresh hake, and 
12,000,000 pounds of fresh halibut. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTEH. I would like to know where the gentle- 
man gets his figures on the fish products. ; 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Those were the figures given 
out by the United States Bureau of Fisheries about three 
weeks ago. 
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which is put out for our credence on reciprocity, it is shown | the form in which it is, which is substantially the form of | 
that Canada shipped into the United States, all told, fish to | Democratic reciprocity treaty of 1854, was not drawn with :; 
the value of $73,000,000, as against less than $4,000,000 worth | dark or cunning design on the part of privileged interests 
shipped into Canada by the United States. this country pulling the strings behind the scenes, but was 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman is talking | result of the refusal of the Canadians themselves to let mor 
about salted fish. I was not talking about salted fish. I was | our manufactured products come into their country. 
talking about fresh fish entirely. But, as the gentleman from North Carolina well said the ot 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I was talking about all kinds of fish. day, it is impossible to measure the benefits of this treaty 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. Now, to take up one other | any figures of dollars and cents. There is a bigger ques 
point in this argument; the farmers of the United States have | here than any question as to whether a peck of onions « 
been made to believe that while their products have gone on | more in Canada or in the United States. It is a question 
the free list the products of manufacturers have been left at the | principle that goes to the very roots of our economic po 
former high rates. In other words, the farmers have been | It is a principle which, I am glad to say, the Democratic I: 
made to believe that they are not getting a square deal, and in | is standing almost solidly behind. I believe it is the entr: 
that belief they are encouraged to assert that the negotiators | to a new era of economic prosperity. The gentleman f: 
of this treaty have betrayed the farmer for the sake of getting | Michigan [Mr. Forpney], in boasting about the effects of 
free food from Canada; that they put his products on the free | protective system, entirely overlooked the panic of 1907-1: 
list and keep high taxes upon manufactured articles. Now, the | He had a singularly agile memory when he transported 
most brief and cursory examination of the provisions of this | back to the days of 1894-1896 and entirely neglected to cal! « 
agreement will show that manufactured articles have been im- | attention to the Roosevelt panic, under high protection, w! 
mensely reduced in duties, not all along the line, but in many | struck hardest of all in the Jighly protected district of I 
articles in which the farmer himself is interested. I will print | burg, where most men were thrown out of employment. «© 
these in the Recorp instead of detaining the committee at this | looking that panic, the gentleman from Michigan believes | 
time by reading them: the protective system has built up the prosperity of the Un 
RECIPROCITY CONTAINS REDUCTIONS ON MANUFACTURED GOODS. States. Gentlemen on this side of the Chamber believe that « 
Many agricultural implements, 45 per cent to 20 per cent: Hay load- | prosperity has gone forward by leaps and bounds in spite 
ers, potato diggers, fodder or feed cutters, grain crushers, fanning mills, | that prohibitive protection, and they believe that this recipro: 
a Seen farm or field rollers, manure spreaders, windmills, parts for agreement will produce the greatest prosperity that this coun! 
‘Portable engines and traction engines, 30 per cent to 20 per cent. has ever known. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Pocketknives, scissors, shears, and cutlery, 40-60 per cent to 27} per Mr. McMORRAN. Will the gentleman yield for a quest 
rien watches, ete. 40 per-cont-to 278 per cent. Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will ask the gentleman 
Farm wagons, 35 per cent to 224 per cent. to interrupt me. I am about to conclude. I believe our ( 
sabten,'4 par aeat te Hh unm 6 pense’ Guceral | cat por poms | enc Memory, “Win Avance by the greatest strides 
50 cents per 100 pounds. Pre mared cereal foods, 20 per cent. to 174 country has ever seen as soon as this treaty with Canada 
per cent. Mutton, lamb, and fresh meats, 14 cents per pound to 13 | into effect, and that it will lead inevitably and with uner: 
a pound. Bacon and hams, 4 cents per pound to 13 cents per | gim to absolute free trade between the Dominion of Canada 
Also, carbon electrodes, 30 per cent to free. Brass in bars and rods, | the United States. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
45 per cent to free. Cream separators, 45 per cent to free. Tinplates, Mr. Chairman, the immediate effect upon our business aff:irs 
a ome per von to a eae eee wire, bee cr cen... | of striking down these unnatural barriers between our s 
casting and typesetting machines, 36 per cent fo free. Barbed. fencing country and ourselves will be magical. sy the treaty of 1s! 
wire, 3 cent per pound to free. Rolled round wire rods, 0.6 cent per | half of the Canadian carrying trade was immediately trais- 
pound to free. ferred, the very next year, into the hands of the United St: 
But it is a fair question to ask why there were not more | and as soon as this treaty goes into effect every line of indus 
manufactured articles either reduced in duty or put on the free | and every occupation in the United States will at once reap | 
list. The farmer thinks that the people who negotiated this | benefit of a sound, healthy, and sane economic administratic 
treaty did it because they meant to make a drive at him, and as | affairs between ourselves and the Dominion of Canada. |. 
one of those who is in favor of the treaty, I feel some concern | plause on the Democratic side.] 
that he should entertain such a supposition. I will therefore I yield back the balance of my time and ask unanimous 
read, for the benefit of the committee, a brief explanation made | sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp. 
by the Canadian premier, Sir Wilfred Laurier, as to exactly The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Suertey). Is there objection? 
why the treaty was drawn up in the shape it is now in. Speak-| Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
ing in the Canadian House of Commons on March 7, 1911, he Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, how much time did the ; 
said: tleman from New York consume? 
This agreement is concerned chiefly with natural products. There The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York consuined 
are no manufactured products dealt with in it, except agricultural im- | 47 minutes. 
plements. In negotiating this agreement we have adhered strictly to| Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I now yield 30 minu' 
tion of 1893, in which ‘the Liberal Party declared for 6 treaty of reci- to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Perers}. : 
procity in natural products and a carefully considered list of manufac- Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I spoke on the subject 
tured products. Why did we put this restriction in our resolution? | Canadian reciprocity last February and I now wish to urze 
Why did we state in so many words that the reciprocity which we would in its consideration. 
negotiate, if it ever became our lot to do so, would be general for | 282!" #5 
natural products, and would be confined to a carefully prepared list of This is the identical measure which at the last sessio: 
ee SS ae _— Se difference be- | Congress passed this House by an overwhelming majo! 
goods. This is the reason We have acted with thix prudeme tT 4. | The opposition in the Senate prevented its consideration in | 
not know who was present at the conference which took place between | body and now the House is preparing to again pass the meas 
oe See, friends, baiter-seh ond Mr. Mane; but it bs not a great effort | and by their action and the renewed urgeney of our Presi«« 
about SStaining reciprocity in manufactured "grodecis tan te Man force the consideration of the reciprocity bill on the Senate. 
products ; but our negotiators would not consent to any reciprocity in Since the days of the Revolution the subject of closer co1- 
manufactured products, but insisted on limiting the agreement simply | mercial relations with Canada, a country situated on our s: 
to such manufactured products as agricultural implements. continent and populated by people of similar tastes and sta: 
So that gentlemen can plainly see, from the statement of the | ards, has ever been before our people, but at no time has 
Canadian premier himself, that the Americans were not trying | popular demand for an extension of our trade relations w 
to keep all manufactured products on the dutiable list; that it | our neighbor on the north been so universal as it is to-day. 
was the Canadians themselves who were doing that; that they With the ever-increasing cost of living and the hindrance 
were unwilling to have our manufactured products come into | our industries by a tariff policy which raises the cost of |) 
Canada at greatly reduced rates, duction of American goods, the manufactories of our couu' 
Now. so far as Democrats are able to correct this inequality, | are demanding wider markets and the people of our cities : 
we propose to do so by a bill which will come treading fast | demanding cheaper goods. Our industries, unequaled in pow 
upon the heels of this one, for the moment that the reciprocity | and production by any in the world, can no longer demand (!\" 
agreement has passed the House the Democrats will offer the | entire surrender to them of the American market, and a re«\' 
House a bill placing upon the free list a great many manufac- | tion of the price of necessities can be accomplished only by : 
tured products which the plain people and the farmer folks of | extension and widening of our commercial relations. The fir-t 
the United States have to purchase. [Applause on the Demo- | step to check the increasing cost of living is offered by re'- 
cratic side.) procity with Canada. Further steps will be taken as rapid'y 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I simply wish to say that in this book, | But the farmers should understand that the treaty draw 
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as possible, for the Democratic Party, elected on pledges for a 
lower tariff, proposes to keep those pledges by revising the tariff 
in the consumer’s interest. Mr. Chairman, had the Nation 
listened with more patience to those who a century ago urged 
closer commercial relations with the Provinces to our north, 
poth countries would have developed along natural lines of 
commerce, and to-day we would not hear the complaints of that 
small proportion of our population who believe that this agree- 
ment will prove injurious to them. We have also, Mr. Chair- 
man, the illustration before us of the workings of a previous 
treaty of a similar nature with our neighbor. 

THE ELGIN TREATY, 1854-1866. 


Although the reciprocity sentiment has always been felt in 
the councils of this Nation, but one really comprehensive reci- 
procity agreement with Canada has become a law. This agree- 
ment—the Elgin treaty—was in force from 1854 to 1866. It 
dealt with three subjects—navigation of the St. Lawrence, trade 
relations, and the fisheries question. Of these the subject of 
trade relations is alone germane to the present discussion. The 
question of the fisheries, recently settled by The Hague, now 
interests us only in its commercial aspect, and the navigation 
question is a thing of the past. 

The sentiment toward establishing a reciprocity agreement 
with Canada was very strong in the late forties. In 1848 such 
an agreement passed the House, but went no further and failed 
to become a law, because of complications as to the St. Law- 
rence which were of such a nature that they could never have 
been unraveled by legislative action alone. 

In 1850 another bill to establish Canadian reciprocity passed | 
the House, but was again halted by the complexities and doubis 
as to the attitude of Canada, and this attempt also failed. 

In 1853, therefore, Congress passed a resolution authorizing | 
the President to arrange reciprocity by means of a treaty, and | 
under this authorization the treaty was drawn and was later 
passed by the House and ratified by the Senate. The Elgin 
treaty thus enacted provided a much more complete free list 
than that here presented. It provided for free interchange of | 
natural products from farm and sea, forest and mine. The free 
list contained wood, cotton, coal, wool, raw tobacco, meats, and | 
manufactured lumber. This extensive free list met with almost | 
universal approval, and although it put on the free list many | 
more products of the farm than are included in the list before 
us now, yet it was not considered to have injured the agricul- | 
tural interests. No complaint was heard from the American | 
farmers as to the workings of the Canadian agreement, and, in | 
fact, their only criticism was that more products were not | 
placed on the free list. 

The feeling against the Elgin treaty, which resulted in its | 
repeal in 1866, can not be attributed to its economic failure, | 
and a study of its effect on our commercial relations with | 
Canada is the strongest argument in support of the Canadian | 
reciprocity agreement of to-day. 

SUCCESS OF ELGIN TREATY. 

In answer to a resolution of the House the Secretary of the | 
Treasury communicated to the House of Representatives Feb- | 
ruary 21, 1864, a letter which gave tables which furnish us with 
information as to the working of this treaty. The total imports | 
into Canada from the United States in 1850 are shown by this 
table to be $6,594,860, on which we paid in duties the sum of 
$1,069,814. The exports from the United States into Canada 
were at this time gradually increasing each year, though at a 
very slow rate; but in 1855, the year after the ratification of 
the treaty, our exports to Canada alone amounted to $20,828,676, 
and increased yearly until in 1862 they amounted to $25,173,157. 
So under the operation of this treaty the exports from the 
United States to Canada increased from $6,000,000 to $25,000,000 
annually, more than quadrupled. 

At the same time the value of the free goods which we sent | 
into Canada from the United States increased from $791,128 in 
1850 until they reached $19,444,374 in 1862, the last year in 
which there was return, or from considerably less than one | 
million up to nearly twenty millions. 

It can not be claimed that the Canadian duties were unfairly 
raised, because during all this time the Canadian rate of im- | 
port duty, which in 1850 was 18.43 per cent, increased in 1861 | 
to 19 per cent, which was only a small fraction larger than | 
when the treaty was commenced. To Canada and its Provinces 
the total exports from the United States increased to $28,629,110 
in 1863 and the imports from Canada and the Provinces from 
$490,704 to $19,299,995. The total trade between the United 
States and Canada increased from $24,182,103 in 1854 to $40,- 
908,887 in 1862, and shows the marked success of the treaty. 
The figures for the last few years of the treaty are misleading, 
because the war between the States created an unnatural de- 
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The minority in their report protest 
against the measure because “it renews a trade agreement 
with Canada similar to one which heretofore existed, from 
1854 to 1866, and the operation of which proved disastrous to 
the United States.” The effect of that treaty is one of the 
strongest reasons for the enactment of this present measure, 
and the figures I have just given indicate that commercially 
the previous treaty was successful, and we are confident this 
treaty will prove so as well. All the conditions which made 
that treaty successful exist to-day in greater force. The fact 
that the total trade with Canada almost doubled in less than 
10 years may show to those opposed to the measure that it was 
a failure, but I am confident that the people of this country 
will regard such a fact as the best evidence of its success. 
TRADE RELATIONS WITH CANADA 

Since 1892 the United States has sent each year to Canada 
an amount constantly increasing in excess of our imports from 
the north, until in the fiscal year of 1910 our Canadian exports 
were more than double our imports—$206,611,517 to $96,557, 

WHERE CANADA TRADES TO-DAY. 

In proportion to her population Canada is the best market 
for our products, and her purchases from this country of $223,- 
521,809 are over twice what she purchased from Great Britain 
and compose half of the entire imports of the Dominion. Her 
exports to us amount to $104,199,675 as against exports of 
$1539,482,945 which she sends to England. Hence while sup) ly- 
ing half her imports, we only purchase from her 37.3 per cent 
of her exports. Our exports to the German Empire are but 
$258,000,000, or but little in excess of those to Canada. With- 
out the item of cotton our exports to Germany amount to $120,- 
000,000. Enormous as is this trade with Canada, with the 
artificial barriers of the tariff removed it would undoubtedly, 
if we may judge by our previous experience with Canadian 
reciprocity, greatly increase our commercial relations with the 
Dominion. Since the unwise termination of reciprocity in 1866 
Canada’s exports to England have increased 527 per cent, but 
her exports to this country only 62 per cent. Here at a glance 
is the result of high protection—an invisible, unnatural, po- 
litical border line made nearly nine times obstructive as 
2,000 miles of salt water. 

THE EFFECT OF OTHER RECIPROCITY TREATIES. 

We have seen that the effect of the previous reciprocity 
treaty was to immensely enlarge the business and commerce 
between the United States and Canada. That such enlarge- 
ment was to the mutual profit of the people of both countries no 
one can deny. Commercially and politically it served a most 
In considering the effect which this pro- 
posed treaty with Canada may have, it will be particularly im- 
portant to see the effect on our trade relations which other 
reciprocity treaties which are at present in existence have pro- 
duced. 

Trade with the Philippine Islands shows tremendous growth 
under the stimulus of the reciprocity agreement, as is shown 
by the following tables: 


mand for Canadian goods. 


5. 


as 


Exports from United States to Philippine Islands, 1909_. $11,189, 441 
Imports from Philippine Islands_.........--~-~-~- aa 9, 433, 9S6 
Total trade for year 1909, before free trade_....... 20, 625,427 


Exports from United States to Philippine Islands, 1910 ; 


16, 832, 64 
Imports from Philippine Islands to United States ee 7 


Total trade for year 1910, after free trade —_ 
An increase of 70 per cent during a single year. 
Porto Rico, with which we have free trade, shows by its im- 
ports and exports an equally strong argument for reciprocity : 
Exports from United States to Porto Rico, 1898 $1, 505 
Imports from Porto Rico to United States, same yea: 2, 414, 356 


1898 3, 920, 302 


Total trade for year ending June 30, 
Shipments of merchandise from United States to 

tk es - 27,0 54 
Imports from Porto Rico to United States_- 32, 0 S07 


Zecel trade for year 1910................~. 59, 19 1 
Cuba, with which we have a reciprocity agreement, 
advantages of this trade, as follows: 


Imports from Cuba to United States, 1903__-- . $62, 94 ) 
Exports from United States to Cuba, 1903 ‘ 
Total trade for 1903, before tré 


| 
$s, 1910 122 5 ( 7 


Imports from Cuba to United State : < 
L910 52, 8 758 


Exports from United States to Cuba, 

175, 3% 7 
that in 
by their trade, 


oo 


The arrangements above show absolute! all three 


instances both countries have profited immense! 
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and can anyone doubt that in obtaining for the people of the 
United States the food products frem these islands we have 
made a distinct advanee in retarding the ever-increasing cost of 
living? To the people of these islands themselves we have 
given the power to purehase our manufactured articles, whieh 
purchases have stimulated our manufactures and imecreased the 
demand for laber in this country. 
COST OF LIVING. 


The inereased cost of living is one of the principal prabiems 
faced by the people of to-day. The purchasing power of the 
workingman’s wages has grown constantly less. The United 
States Senate has made an investigation of the cost of living. 
Many States have done the same thing, and it is a problem 
which we are making every effort to solve. My own State of 
Massachusetts appointed a commission on this subject, and I 
quote from its report (Mass. House, 1910; Doc. 1750, p. 384) : 

But the tariff was never meant to apply seriously to the foed of the 
poopie, save for the development of sueh industries. as the growing of 
ruit in Florida or beets for sugar in the West. From the first it was 
designed to create and preserve manufacturing industries. The odfum 
of the corn laws need but be suggested to show how obnoxious would 
be a serious tax on food. If we have reached the point where it is ef | 
real importance to us to have the product of the farms of the North, 
= sti as that of the farms of the West, no tariff hindrance can be 

As this country approaches the point where it will cease to 
export many of its food preducts, the tariff on food will foree up | 
the prices, and, in addition, will enable speculators, by cornering 
the market on food products; to engage in the worst form of | 
speculations on the daily demands of the necessaries of the 
people. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes: | 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I take it from the gentle- | 
man’s argument that his belief is that this agreement. will tend | 
to reduce the cost of food. 

Mr. PETERS. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Does the gentleman believe 
also that it will reduce the price of materials from whieh food 
is made, which will be received by the farmer? 

Mr. PETERS. I will say, if the gentlemam will alow me, 
that the consumption of food in this country is imereasing 
faster than its prednction and that we are clesely reaching the | 
peint where we will cease to produce im America sufficient food | 
produets. for the American consumption. When that point is 
reached, then I believe that. we must have some food imported | 
froni other countries. I do. not. think to-day in many food prod- 
uets they will be affected one way or the other by the passage 
of this agreement. 


consumer will not be affected by this bill? 

Mr. PETERS. 
be somewhat affected, because it will allow an interchange of 
food products from points in Canada to the United States 


where they can be exchanged with a less cost of transportation | 


and that the expense of the middle man fn placing the food in | 
the hands of the consumer will be reduced; and I do think 


I think the food prices to the consumer will 





that in eertain articles of food there will be a reduction, and 
a material one in certain cities. 
side. ] 


[Applause on the Democratic | 


Mr. MARTI a | 
I ARTIN of South Dakota. To what commodities does Sia nine naan MnRNRINIRMIMI RNIN i teens . 


the gentleman refer, may I inquire for information? 
Mr. PETERS. I am coming to it, and I have tables to show 


the difference in prices of food between American cities and | 


those in Canada. 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Can we have from the gen- | 


tleman what particular food commodities he claims will be re- | 
| the obvious conclusion : 


duced in price in cities as a result of this legislation? 

Mr. PETERS. 
when the gentleman interrupted me. In proof of the general 
proposition that the consumption of food products in this coun- 
try is outstripping the production of the country I want to 
quote to the House certain statistics of imports of food for the 
last few years. I invite the consideration of the House to 
some facts im the conclusion of the Cost of Living Repert I 
referred to, on page 530, and ask them: te bear im mind that this 
food report was made by a commission the majority of whose 
members. are believers in a protective tariff. The report says: 

It is. not probable that the removal of the duty on farm products 
would diminish by a penny the wage rate of farm laborers anywhere 
in the United States. That rate is determined by the competition of 
the mill and the attractiveness of the city. * * * 

Tt is not our belief that removal of the tariff om the staple articles 
of food weuld s ily and greatly reduce the cost of living. The same 
causes are making food high in all the civilized world, and the differ- 
ence between w ee ee ees eee 
that a of what, for "s sake, would doubtless be ed “ free 
food” could change international transactions greatly and at once. Its 
importance comes from the fact that we are soon going to buy a ma- 


I was about to present the statistics. on this | 


| 
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terial part of our food outside eur own limits. It would further ha, 
the very beneficial consequence of removing what chance may now exist 
to “ corner’”’ feod products—a chance that puts the public at the mere, 
of the speeulator and the t To some: extent, also, it would lessen 
our dependence on. the se and the weather. Bad harvests rare|y 
occur over all the world. 
We submit, therefore, that it is a wise economic policy to give tho 
le free access to those articles of food that call for the bulk o? 
the expenditure of the masses. For purposes of revenue, it may he 
wise to tax somewhat the comforts, and the heaviest duties should | 
levied om the luxuries, but the food necessities of life sheuld be “ free.” 
Now turn to statistics in support of the above statements. 


First consider wheat. 
WiHtEKAT. 


Wheat is the most important product of the Dominion of 
Canada, ef whieh product Canada exported 57,000,000 bushels. 
out of a total crop of 166,744,000. This bill removes the duty 
of 25. cents a bushel on wheat. At the present we expor; 
144,000,000 bushels ef wheat, but our amount is constant); 
diminishing, while that of Canada is rapidly increasing, and 4; 
no distant day our expertations from this country will probal|, 
cease. The price of wheat is largely determined, not by loc:| 


| conditions, but by the markets of the world in Liverpool, where 


the wheat grown in Russia, Asia, Canada, and the United 
States compete. 

In 1910 the United States exported into Canada $55,139, or 
54,964 bushels, and there was imported from Canada $135,441, 
or 152,441 bushels. 

THE AMERICAN FARMER. 

If the American farmer could stand the whole Canadian out- 
put in the fifties, surely he ean stand the portion that would be 
diverted from England by the eperation of the agreement now 
before us, an agreement. not: nearly so comprehensive as that of 
1854. 

CONSUMPTION ES INCREASING FASTER THAN PRODUCTION. 
In proof of the propositiom that consumption is increasing 


| faster than productiom let me first quote from the Report on tle 
| Cost of Living ¢p. 265) of the Massachusetts commission : 


The home demand for the products of the soil is outstripping the hom 
supply. 


tuffs 
SE NE: Gy POI ik rescine ws oss cettess cesses ee } 
Vegetables | 
Wood, and manufactures of wood...................--.---- | 


| 


Ss 


Not only do we import mere for consumption—we export | 


| of food products and produce, in the main, less per capita from 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Then, if the food products | 
are not affected, I suppose the prices. of the products to the) 


year to year. Im proof of this statement, let us consider a few 
statisties. First in regard to wheat: 

Per cent. 
Since 1880 population of the United States has increased_____.-~ ‘ 


Since 1880 production of wheat in United States increased but-_- § 
For the decade ending 1890 United States exported of its wheat _ 


(average) 
For the decade endi 1900 United States exported of its wheat__ s 2 


ng 
For the last 6 years United States exported of its wheat 
For the year 1909 United States exported of its wheat 


In 1880 United States. produced per e Diiitiis ciedeasdelieenma= 
In 1900 United States: produced per capita but 


Contrast this rate with that of Canada : 


Nor has the United States cut down its rate of consumpti: 


In 1900 per capita consumption of United States }. 7 
In 1909 per capita consumption of United States__..._._..___...-- 6 


The report of the Massachusetts commission, page 367, dra\ 


Eliminating the factor of the variations ef crop, it leoks as if \ 
were lessening eur about 2 per eent a year, so that it 


—- by : 
| not at all impossible that we shall be in the world’s market for w! 


in the course of a dozen years. Of course when we begin buying wheat 


ft will be from Canada. 
Other crvamptes beside wheat. 
CORN. 
Per 
Since 2880 population of the United States has imcrease@........ 
Since 1880 tion ef corn has increased but 0 


In 1900 United States exported of corn and corn meal 
In 1909 United States exported of corn and corr meal 


In 1900 United States per capita consumption_______._._____-_- 24.4 
In 1909 United States per capita consumption 29 
Im 1880 United States produced per capi 34. 2 
In 1909 United States produced per capita 31. 4 
Cereal craps. that have been practically constant for the last decadc. 
Bushels each ye". 
30, 000, aao0 
15, 000, eon 
909, 000, OLU 


(about) 
(about 
Oats (about) 








1911. 





Over this same period population has increased 25 per cent, 
which means that in 1900 there were 5 bushels of these grains 
per capita, now but 4 bushels. Barley alone of the great cereal 
crops has kept pace with growing population. 
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| farm implements are all taxed. 


Two other interesting examples of actual and comparative deeline in 
production. 
LU MBER. Thousand feet. 


34, 780, 513 
40, 256, 154 


33, 224, 369 





COTTON. 
(Production practically stable since 1897.) wet 
ates, 
OG eit ets cxsinencescnsniscipicennptegaiaiianmaaniia aia 10, 897, 857 
CO 10, 386, 209 
SEE EE INN Deiter necectien pidntintditiantntiiedieiciei 13, 697, 301 


Drain of population from the land. 
(Percentage increase of urban and rural population.) 





| | 
Total Th. 
Years. | po Tat Urban. | Ruzal. 
' 
pe | beeen 
SE taiiidmacocavecesecseacuuavnuses 30.08! 40.0 | a 
Se nnn... ccccacceccsnestecaaes | 2. 4 61.0 15 
SEI ettdbidnceve.cacedccavuseceaccdes 26. 36.8 13 | 


| | 


The Massachusetts commission, in its report on the cost of 
living (p. 529), mentions the drain of the population from the 
land as one of the main factors in restricting supply and en- 
hancing the cost of commodities. 

The percentage of increase of our urban to our suburban 
population shows also the fact that we are having fewer and 





33) 


The second 
against the 


argument. 
point: It 
farmer, 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
class legislation. It discriminates 
In Mr. DALZELL’s words: 

His corn, his wheat, his potatoes, his hay, his oats, his live stock 
are all put on the free list His reaper, | harrow, his plow, his 


is 


his 


In the first place, I have just shown you that the production 


| of all our great cereal crops, except barley, is not increasing at 


a rate anything like population. 

Secondly, farming implements, together with a number of 
other things, are going to be put on a free list which is already 
reported by the Ways and Means Committee to the House, 
against the objection of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, but 
there is the danger, of course, that when this matter comes up 
for discussion the minority will find it convenient to use farm 
implements to support a different argument, 
put these artickes on the free list would be “class diserimina.- 
tion of the most obnoxious eharacter”—it would give the 
farmer an unfair advantage over the protected manufacturer. 
It is in this manner that the protectionists hold themselves out 
as the savior of all classes. 

The third point made by the minority: It involves a trade 
agreement with Canada similar to the one that existed from 
1854 to 1866, and the operation of which proved disastrous 
the United States, 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania in his speech in the House 
on February 15, 1911, makes much of the point that this 
reciprocity agreement of 1854 over again, with compara 
little change. 


namely, that to 


is the 
iveiVv 


He then attempts to establish the fact that the 


| 1854 treaty was disastrous to the United States, and he then 


fewer people producing the products and we are having more | 


and more people desiring to consume them in our cities. With 


demand constantly outstripping supply, it will not be long | 


before we cease exporting food products altogether. 
increasing growth of our cities is hastening that end. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
yield to the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. PETERS. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if he thinks this is a desirable condition, and if he 
thinks that subjecting the farmers’ products to the competition 
of Canada will tend to decrease it? 

Mr. PETERS. I fail to see what effect the competition of the 
Canadians would have on either increasing or decreasing the 
tendency toward the eoncentration of the population in our 
cities. I believe that that is caused by other circumstances 
which are entirely beyond and outside of those to be affected by 
the agreement which is before us. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion right there? 

Mr. PETERS. Certainly. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. 
this relative rapid increase of population in the cities is due to 
the fact that we have not the agricultural land on which to 


The ever- 


Does the gentleman from Massachusetts | 


concludes that the proposed treaty will be accompanied with 
the same bad results as that of 1854. 

In the opening sentence of his speech Mr. Danzer declared 
it was not his intention to go into details, nor would I attempt 
to estimate exactly what will be the actual amount of trade in 
each or any articles upon the passage of this reciprocity treaty, 
but like Mr. Dauzety I will attempt to draw some conclusions 
from our previous experience with reciprocity. 
given you some statistics which pointed out 
trade between Canada and the United States 


I have already 
the growth of 
Mr. DALZeELL in 


| his speech of February 15 admits this growth of trade between 


| life the balance of trade was against us in the sum of « 


the two countries, but greatly laments the effect it had on the 
balance of trade and, with Mr. Blaine as his authority, siates 
that in the last year and three-quarters of its (the treaty’s) 


ver 


| twenty-eight millions. 


Does the gentleman think that | 


raise the products, or does he think that the inducements of | 
manufactures and other industries are so large and so much | 


greater that the farmers are turning te them? 
way or the other. 


It must be one 


| when we were in the most 


Mr. PETERS. Why, as I replied before, the general social | 


conditions, the general circumstances of life in the country, the | 


general opportunities that are offered in the cities all tend to 
affect it. 


It is too large a question, if the gentleman will ex- | 


cuse me, for me to take up and make a reply to in the few | 


remaining minutes which I have granted to me at the present | 


time. 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. 
tant question at this point. 
Mr. PETERS. To the same report I will refer you in regard 
to this effect of the concentration of population in our cities. 


OBJECTION OF THE MINORITY TO RECIPROCITY. 


It appears from the views of the minority set forth in the 
report (H. Rept. 2150), and from the speech made by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DavLzeLt] on February 15, that 


It seems to me it is a most impor- 


The last year and three-quarters of this treaty were coinci- 
dent with the closing years of the war between the States, a 
period when we were producing an abnormally small amount 
both on the farm and in ihe shop. We had to buy abroad, 
and I would ask if it was not a matter of good fortune rather 
than otherwise that we had a source at, hand—where 
could we have obtained food and other supplies more quickly 
or cheaply? 

To-day the balance of trade is not the “bugbear” it was in 
the middle of the last century; but if a point is to be ma of 
it in judging the success of the 1854 reciprocity treaty, would 
it not be more to the point to take the statistics of trade other 
than those which show the trade of this country with Ca la 
unn al condition imaginable? 


tural 
The gentleman does not contend that 


sO lel 


de 


Mr. DALZELL. 


figures are not correct, does he? 

Mr. PETERS. I do not, but I do contend that the infer 
should be drawn only from the time the Elgin treaty started, 
in 1854. up to the time the abnormal conditions began to alt 

| our trade with Canada, in 1862 and 1865. And the 


figures of 


that time will show such a condition that the gentlen 


| will come to a very different conclusion from that which li 


seeks to present to this House in his argument in 
Now, on page 117 of Extracts from Congressional! 


I ' ' 
February 


Deb: 


| the Reciprocity Treaty of 1854, House Document 1°50, ) 


those opposed to reciprocity with Canada have three main ob- | 


jections to the proposed treaty. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Daze], who signs 
the report, calls attention to the objections to this agreement 
and sums them up in three heads. The first objection is that 
we should vote against this agreement because it is un-Repub- 
lican. Gentlemen, I am afraid the Members of this body will 
to-day place the welfare of the American people above the 


| 


find a table showing our imports to and exports from Canada f! 
1854 to 1862, and inasmuch as the gentieman asked me : 

tion, I will ask him if he considers these figures show the | ! 
treaty to be a failure? 








Total exports to Canada..........-.-------eseeeeeseees $15,533,101 $ 
Total imports from Canada.............--.---seeeee-- &, 649 


Balance in favor of the United States......... 6, 884, 090 i 


A gain of over $3,000,000, or of 50 per cent, ip our exces eXx- 


force which the gentleman from Pennsylvania gives to that | port balance. 
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fav 
Canada exported more than she imported by the insignificant | 
sum of 
commercial and financial instability in the United States, 

As late as May 24, 1864, Mr. Sweat said in the House: 

By a report of the Secretary of the Treasury recently made it appears 
that our exports to the British Provinces were $26,445,683 more than 
the amount imported from them by the United States. 


Ife also states that with all the defects of the present treaty 
the balance of trade for the last 10 years has been in favor of 
the United States. 

It would seem, then, that Mr. Datzecy’s argument against 
the success of the treaty of 1854 was unfortunately based on 
figures that were really not representative. It therefore follows | 
that that gentleman’s gloomy predictions, which are based en- | 
tirely upon results which seem to be misleading, can have little 
weight in the consideration of what will result from the pro- | 
posed treaty. 

Mr. Datzett frankly says that we “have everything coming 
our way ’’—that is to say, the balance of trade with Canada to-day | 
is decidedly in our favor; in fact, it is abnormally in our favor. | 
Judged from the statistics given by Mr. DALzELL, it would seem 
that we would lose this balance. I have shown you that such a 
conclusion is unwarranted. Also, Mr. DALZELL seems to entirely | 
overlook the fact that if Canada can buy our goods to-day in | 
great quantity she would be able to do so to a much larger | 
extent if she could pay for them with her products instead of 
with gold. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, may I have a moment more? | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentleman five minutes | 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Massachusetts is | 
recognized for five minutes more. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, as this seems to me an oppor- 
tune moment, and as I have some tables which I wish to present 
to the House, I will ask unanimous consent to extend my re- | 
marks in the RrEcorp. 

The IRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to be allowed to extend his remarks in the 
Recorp. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. PETERS. I am evidently mistaken as to the opportunity. 
fLaughter.] 

Mr. KENDALL. The gentleman should not have asked for 
unanimous consent in so loud a voice. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman want to 
insert some figures in the Rrcorp? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes; tables of figures covering prices. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the genileman from Massachusetts | 
yield? ' 

Mr. PETERS. I do. 

Mr. MANN. I wish to inquire, without taking it out of the | 
gentleman’s time, whether the objection of the gentleman from | 
Florida goes to the extension of remarks, or to the ordinary | 
insertion of figures and tables, such as are not ordinarily in- | 
cluded in a speech as it is delivered on the floor, and whether |! 
there is any objection to the request that that privilege be | 
granted to the gentleman? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I do not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. I ask whether the objection of the gentleman 
from Florida to the extension of remarks goes simply to the | 
extension of remarks, or to the right to insert tables of figures 
and papers that are correlated with the argument? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I would like to state, 
for the benefit of the committee and to answer the gentleman 
from Illinois, that I do not care. My object is to try to force, 
if it can be done, an amendment to the rules—such an amend- 
ment as I introduced this morning—to stop this indiscriminate 
printing of prepared speeches in the Recorp that were never 
delivered. 
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$250,000—and it will be recalled that 1860 was a year of | may print in the Recor», in connection with my speech, cert: 
tables which are taken from the report that I hold in my hang, 
and which are pertinent to the subject before the House at + 

ti 
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The only year down to 1862 in which we did not have a| Mr. CLARK of Florida. I do not, and shall not object to that 
orable balance of trade with Canada was in 1860, when | during this debate. 


Mr. PETERS. Then, I will submit the request again, that 1 


) 


me. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts 


unanimous consent to include with his remarks certain statist; 


reports just referred to. Is there objection? 

Mr. PETERS. And the words of explanation which naturs 
precede them. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair hears no objection, and it is «> 
ordered. 

Mr. PETERS. Gentlemen, we are not claiming that this y. 
procity agreement is going to revolutionize the cost of livyi 

ut I have tried to show you here to-day, and the import ; 

export figures do show conclusively, that, in the first place, | 
Elgin treaty, to which this is similar, was financially and ¢o; 
mercially a success for this country. Trade increased under i 
to a tremendous extent. I have shown here, also, that the eon- 
sumption of agricultural products is increasing in America far 
beyond the increase in their production. It is admitted that the 
cost of living is going to be an ever-quickening problem that 
must be faced, that all the people of our country are facing 
We do not come before the people to favor one class of con- 
sumers as against another, and you will have the best of evi- 
dence before this session is over that the Democratic Party, 
which has been placed in control of this House, proposes to 
carry out to the people of the country to the letter the pled: 
that it made before election. [Applause on the Democrati 
side. ] 

I believe that we are getting dangerously near the poimt 
where the duty on food products will raise the price or render 
easy 2 corner in the market. To carry out this agreement this 
body will act in accordance with an overwhelming public senti- 
ment, and will show that it is actually what it is in name—t! 
House of Representatives of the American people. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Harpwick having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
President of the United States was communicated to the House 
of Representatives by Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries. 


RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr, Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent to print in the Recorp with my remarks tlie 
statistical tables to which I referred in the course of those 
remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hr- 
RISON] asks unanimous consent to print with his remarks cer- 
tain statistical tables. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. How much time did the last gentleman con 
sume? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UN 
DERWoOD] has used 4 hours and 12 minutes in all, and the gen 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DazeLt.] 3 hours and 37 
minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to state that I will yield fi 
hours to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCat1], to 
be consumed on that side by gentlemen favoring the bill. | 
will arrange with him as to the time when that shall come i 
I will say that we should like to have the debate run this 
evening until 6 o’clock, 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield one hour to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. LenrRoot}. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, on Saturday last this debate 
| was opened by one of the greatest orators and perhaps {! 


I do not intend to object, and I want to put the committee | readiest debater in this House—my friend the gentleman fro: 
upon notice now that I do not intend to object to the request of | North Carolina [Mr. Kirenin]. In his opening remarks lic 
any gentleman during this tariff debate, to print in the Recorp | congratulated the Democratic majority upon the auspici 
statistical information, but I do intend to object whenever Iam | beginning which they had made in the carrying out of their 


here—I can not be here every minute—to the extension of | 
remarks by which some gentlemen write out long-winded argu- | 
ments that were never delivered, because I regard that practice 
as a fraud upon the public and an unnecessary tax upon the 
Treasury. That is my position. 

Mr. MANN. In the main I fully agree with the gentleman, 
and I thought the gentleman would not wish to object to insert- 
ing tables of figures, and such things. 


mlatform promises. He did well so to congratulate them, for 

at was the first time within the memory of any man within 
the sound of my voice when anyone could congratulate tic 
Democratic Party upon carrying out any promise. 

He referred to two measures which have already passed t!\is 
House: First, the resolution proposing an amendment to tlic 
Constitution for the election of Senators by a direct vote, and 
I join with him in congratulating the Democratic majority upon 
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the pas 


sage of that resolution. [Applause.] 
s side of the House upon the fact that that resolution re 
ed almost the unani: support of the Members on this 
» of the Chamber. econd measure that he referred to 
; the measure that passed this House last Friday with ref- 
rence to publicity of campaign contributions, and the gentle 

n said that that, too, was a fulfillment of the pledge of the 
Democratic Party in that regard. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to read the promise of the Democratic 
Party made in its national convention in 1908 with reference 
to campaign contributions, and consider for a moment |! 
that bill complies with the promise of his party. 
reads as follows: 

We pledge the Democ 
ing any corporation contrib: 

Was there any line in that bill on prohibiting corporations 
from contributing to campaign funds? No; but the Democratic 
Party is not chargeable with any neglect for that reason, be- 
ause at the time this platform was written there had been 
written into the statute books of the United States, 12 months 
before by the Republican Party, a law prohibiting corporations 
from contributing to campaign funds. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] And therefore the Democratic majority should 
be acquitted from any charge of violation of their platform in 
that regard. 

As I listened to the gentleman from North Carolina Satur- 
day, listened to the wealth of misinformation that flowed from 
his lips—not intentionally misleading, of course, because the 
centleman would not do that—but as I listened to him and his 
carelessness, not to say recklessness of statement, I wondered 
if the gentleman from North Carolina, perhaps, had not written 
this plank in the Democratic platform pledging the Democratic 
Party to the enactment of a law that had already been enacted 
by the Republican Party. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Perhaps the gentleman from North Carolina had not had the 
time for a serious study of the question which he discussed 
Saturday, and perhaps he may be excused for the same reason for 
writing, if he did write, this promise into the platform of his party. 

But that is not all. The pledge goes further: 

We demand the enactment of a law preventing any corporation con- 


tributing to campaign funds and any individual from contributing an 
amount above a reasonable minimum. 


ious 


Ss 


y near 
That plank 





: Party to the enactment of a law prevent- 
iting to a campaign fund. 


Mr. Chairman, was there anything 
which passed this House last Friday? 
platform carried out? 

But there is more of this: 

And providing for the publication before election of all such contribu- 
tions above a reasonable minimum. 

Was there anything in the bill that passed this House last 
Friday carrying out that pledge of the Democratic Party? 


of that kind in the bill 
Was that pledge of the 


} 


I congratulate | 
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There was such an amendment offered to that bill upon this | 


side of the House, and you remember that it was adopted and 
placed in the bill through the courage and independence of a 


’ 4 


and not to the national committee, where is you iw I 
pu y? 
CULLOP. | v ‘ e to ! 

a e;: I do m i if , I tn i . ' 
Ci s without cont t fy 3 
Stute laws regulate this u r it t 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. ¢ rman, I s t this bil 
in the form reported by the ™ en ae Fy 
discriminatory against the | r 
the great trusts and mone ‘ It will . { 
living to the consumer, be < 
cally all food products that he 
fended from a Republican stand 
the last Republican platform, and | ir. 
and I shall have somethi: ‘ lv : ! ! 
have the time—this bill « 
standpoint, from the las m « 
But I propose in my 4d on of thi 
the standpoint of a Republican, belie 
protection, the principle that duties should 
only, the difference in cost of production a 
The Republican Party in 1908 made a sole 
the tariff in accordance with that principle. We 
what happened, and because the Payne-Aldrich w failed 
fulfill that promise, progressive Repub 3 all over 


try, with voice and pen, condemned that law and insisted 

the pledge of the Republican Party, that duties shoul 

oniy the difference in cost of production at home and abroad 
should be kept, and that there should be further reductions o 
tariff until that promise should be fulfilled to the letter. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. LENROOT. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman does not state all the p! 
form, does he, with reference to the tariff? Did it not 
provide that there should be 2 reasonable return to the manu 
facturer upon the money invested? 

Mr. LENROOT. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That was a new departure 

Mr. LENROOT. It was; and it did not comply with the 
pledge with that clause put upon it 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will admit that it was reereant in all oi 
its pledges, if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. LENROOT. It is now sought in many quarters to show 


that progressive Republicans are inconsistent in opposing this 
bill while at the same time demanding lower tariffs upon manu 
factured articles. They are not inconsistent, but, on the con 
trary, it is the advocates of this measure who are inconsistent 
Progressive Republicans have never been free traders. |Ap 
plause on the Republican side.| I challenge anyone to point 
to any speech made by a progressive Republican in Congress or 





elsewhere advocating free trade. As a progressive Republican 
| I stand to-day where I have stood the pust, for a protective 
| tariff, measuring duties by the difference in the cost of produ 

tion at home and abroad. It is true that our del d for r 

ductions has been confined very largely to manufactured ar 


sufficient number of Democrats voting with the minority upon | 


this side to place it there. And then we remember how the 
party lash flew across that side of the Chamber, and inside of 
15 minutes, without any intervening debate or any discussion, 
a sufficient number of Democrats reversed themselves to defeat 
that amendment. Upon that amendment, offered by this side of 
the House, squarely carrying out the pledge of your own party, 
165 of the Democrats upon that side of the Chamber voted “ no.” 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LENROOT. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOP. The gentleman does not mean to be under 
stood to say that there was not a publicity plank in the law 
that we passed last Friday? 

Mr. LENROOT. A publicity plank; yes. 

Mr. CULLOP. To publish the contributions 15 days before 
election and every 3 days thereafter until election day, of all 
sums over and above $10. 

Mr. BENROOT. To whom? 

Mr. CULLOP. To the world. 

Mr. LENROOT. Contributions to the political committees. 

Mr. CULLOP. No; it must be filed with the Clerk this 
House and then published. It then becomes publie property. 

Mr. LENROOT. Contributions only to the national political 
committees, and not contributions to individuals, while your 
platform promised publicity of all contributions. [Applause on 
the Republican side. } ; 


‘“ Mr. CULLOP. This new law gives publicity of all contribu- 
ons, 


Mr. LENROOT. 
to ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cutor] one question. 


If contributions are made to you, as a candidate for Congress, ' in the galleries.] 


| 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to take the time | 





ticles, and in that we have been consistent. 
bitant tariff rates, as a general rule, are 
product affected is controlled by trust or 
comparatively recently 


The evils of exor 
felt only where the 


monopoly. Unti 


Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the ge 
man a question. I noticed that h tated he agreed with tl 
part of the last Republican itional platform which provide 

| for a tariff equaling the difference in the st of production a 
home and abroad. Does the gentleman indorse the remainder 
that platform which provided that the tariff should also be ( 
sufficient to insure a reasonable profit to the manufacturer 

Mr. LENROOT. No; I do not 

Mr. CULLOP. Does the gentleman indorse his part 
in passing the Payne tariff bill? 

Mr. LENROOT. No; and neither did I in the « 

Mr. CULLOP. The gentleman cic ot indorsé 
the Republican Party’s procedure that ¢ ! and ad 
Payne tariff bill? 

Mr. LENROOT. [I did not 

Mr. CULLOP. Do you indors the action ol 
passing the Payne-Aldrich 

Mr. LENROOT. I do not lorse the action ¢ 
passing the Payne-Aldrich bill. [ thought I ade ( 

Mr. CULLOP. Does the gentleman cla that i 
| tion of the party pledge? 

Mr. LENROOT. I do. 

Mr. CULLOP. ‘Then, the gentleman’s party has not 
been keeping its pledges. [Applause on the I) 

Mr. LENROOT. No; it has it. Applause « l I a 


And neither bh: 





cw mae ber. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend for a mo- applying to another class. [Applaus» on the Republican sie } 
ment. The galleries are admonished that they should not | Let us have protection for all, or let us have free trade fo) 
applaud or show any evidence of approval or disapproval. { Applause. ] 

Mr. LENROOT. I want to say if my party had kept its! Mr. HILU. 
pledge, there would have been a minority upon that side of the The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Wisconsin \ 
Chamber to-day instead of a majority. [Applause on the Re- | to the gentleman from Connecticut? ' rs 
publican ee As I was gp Poe Chairman, the evils of Mr. LENROOT. I do. , 
exorbitant tariff rates are, as a rule, felt only where the prod- | i r ‘tia stihl 4 at . “Tle 
ucts are controlled by trusts and monopolies. Until eee I ee eee wigetaag” mpennrean: ca my 
tively recently it made little or no difference how high tariff | jno as to the equality of protection How do oe ae 
) rates were, provided they were high enough to protect the | fact of 75 per cent to 100 per cent in different farmers’ p: 











Mr. Chairman- 


: American industry from excessive competition by foreign coun- “4 ; 
: 7 - hart ; . : | ucts? 

: tries. With full and free competition at home. domestic prices | Mr. LENROOT. That is true t “tal ‘ ra 

: were not measured by the foreign price plus the duty, and wr. HIT L. vr. - is | rue oa certain extent, and it is 
; prices were kept upon a reasonable level. But great economic | _ ™": 4. If equality Is to be applied to all, why sho 


- he , ler ray ¢ , os Yr "oO ave x6 > = 
changes have taken place in recent years. Nearly all of the | DOt te tg ay ae aie pave the same equal 
great industries have combined into gigantic corporations con- Sean the uty: a are not the lemon grower of Ca 
trolling our markets. Competition is gone and prices to the | @!# #"d the potato grower of Maine be put on the same basis 


consumer are arbitrarily fixed by a few men. We have the| Mr. LENROOT. Because the cost of production varies, 
Woolen Trust, the Cotton Trust, the Steel Trust, the Beef Trust. Mr. HILL. Does not the same principle apply to the cos 
I will not attempt to enumerate them all. These conditions are | Production between manufactured goods and farmers’ prod 
familiar to every Member of this House and the country. that applies between one farmer’s products and another's? 


Mr. LENROOT. It dees; but the principle of the differ: 
in cost of production should apply to all. I want to say to 
| gentleman from Connecticut that if there is no difference i) 
| cost of production between this country and Canada in agi 
tural preducts, I am willing to vote for free trade in them 
if there is a difference I insist that we apply the princi)! 
protection to them, and I wish the gentleman from Coune 


Destroying competition at home, they are able to dictate the 
prices upon their products, and there are only two limitations 
upon the prices which they may fix—first, the ability of the 
public to buy and, second, the foreign price plus present tariff 
rates. When we impose a tariff rate of 100 per cent, when a 
rate of 25 per cent would be sufficient to cover the difference in 
cost of production at home and abroad, then we give these | oul Go Wheetes 
trusts a license to plunder the American people. This is what | VY?'UG GO tkKewise. : 
progressive Republicans have been fighting; this is what they Mr. HILL. But the gentleman said a moment ago that 
will continue to fight until justice is done. | bill now pending is a violation of the Republican platf 

We stand for a consistent policy applied alike to all classes because it levied a duty on manufactured products and to 
of our people. We insist that if the protective theory shall off from the farmers’ products. Would not that be gov 
prevail, the 6,000,000 farmers of this country are just as much entirely by the difference in the cost of production, and ly 
entitled to the application of that theory to their products on there was such a difference, could the platform be violated? 

. the manufacturers are to their products. [Applause on the Re- | , Mr. ee I am glad e i gon a 
publican side.] If, on the other hand, the theory of free trade | 1 W®S basing that statement solely upon the Pri . at 
is to be applied to the farmers, they insist, and rightly so, that sage, stating ee there was no difference in cost © produ 
that theory shall also apply to the manufacturers. [Applause.] both as to manufactured products and as to agricultural! pt 

The President of the United States two years ago pronounced | "Ct _And what I insisted je with that eee that b 
the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill the best tariff law ever enacted classes should be treated alike. [Applause.] Tam See OF 
and criticized but one schedule, the wool schedule. To-day he fact that it is claimed that upon manufactured products ( 7 
has completely reversed his position and advocates free trade in | Tefused to agree to any lower tariff on imports into Canad 
agricultural products with Canada, our only competitor, but at | 40 not question that statement, but ~ vo entirely me 
the same time proposes a higher protection for many manufac- | Provide for absolute free trade with Canada upon all in 
tured products than does the Payne-Aldrich bill, which has | COM into this country upon Canada's making concessi: 
been condemned by the American people. I think that I shall | W@yY of lower tariff upon imports into Canada from the | 
be able to demonstrate before I get through that upon certain | States, and if that had been done the agreement thus 
important manufactured products the rates proposed in this would have been just as free from the claim that other 
bill give their manufacturers from 50 to 75 per cent higher pro- | tTies would be entitled to free trade, because of the fa 
tection than the Payne-Aldrich law. nation clause in our treaties, as is the pending bill. 


Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentlen 
tT Der y - lates . . , > . 
The President in his message to Congress says this bill what he says about manufactures, but I want to ask hin 
aes wistotiae _ penn eoeatate as that poe base Geeta. | question: Even though it be admitted that this bill is vio 
vely announce those who uphold it, because that principle does | ses ati <r y ; a Sprang ni 
not call for a tariff between this country ‘and one whose conditions as of your idea of protection as to manufactured articles, that 


to production, population, and wages are so like ours, and when our | can be manufactured in this country, as I think they ca) 
} common boundary line of 3,000 miles in itself must make a radical dis- cheaply as in Canada, does that affect, as far as it goes 
tinction between our commercial treatment of Canada and of any other | ¢. 4 that farm products can be raised as cheaply as in (a1 


repented and are you not violating your principle of protection whe 
If free trade in agricultural products with Canada is not a | insist, on any account, that the farmer should have a duty 
violation of the protective principle for the reasons stated by | wheat when he can raise it here as cheaply as he can in | 
the President, then the high rates upon manufactured products | 9qaq? 
proposed in this bill are for the same reasons a violation of the Mr. LENROOT. I want to say to my friend from ‘I’ 
protective principle. that I do not for one moment insist that a farmer should ha 
If the President is correct in his statement, then every tariff | duty on wheat if he can raise it as cheaply as a farny 
rate in this bill upon every manufactured product is a violation | Canada, but I shall be able to show that the contrary is 
of the pledge of the Republican Party that tariff rates should | and that he can not do so; and that is my whole conteutio 
be based upon the difference in cost of production at home and ! this debate. 








abroad. Mr. HARDY. I think the gentleman was objecting to the 
k On the President’s own statement, how can the rate proposed | because it did not give the farmer the same protection th 
e upon beef in this bill, of 14 cents per pound, be sustained, or | does the manufacturer. 
ef 50 cents per barrel upon flour, and so with every manufactured | Mr. LENROOT. It does not. 


product? If there is a difference in the cost of production be- The President in his message based his entire contenti 
tween this country and Canada, the farmer is just as much en- | on the assumption that conditions were so similar in Can 
Sls titled to protection as is the manufacturer, and this bill is a | that there was no difference in cost of production either 
ne violation of the pledge of the Republican platform because it | manufactured articles or agricultural products. If that is 

; fails to give the farmer that protection. If there is no differ- | then we should apply the same principle to both manufactu™ 
ence in the cost of production, then there should be free trade in | and agricultural products. 
manufactured products, and the bill is a violation of the pledge Mr. HARDY. I agree with the gentleman on that propos 
of the Republican platform because it proposes high tariffs upon | tion; but, as I understand it, the gentleman opposes the bil! «1! 
those products. ‘This country can not prosper, Mr. Chairman, | the ground that the cost of production of wheat in this country 
and it has no right to prosper, if we adopt one policy as apply- | is greater than in Canada. 

ing to one class of our people and a directly contrary policy as Mr. LENROOT. It is greater. 
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If we now amend this bill by providing for free trade | *™ VALUE OF IMPROVED FARM LAND IS LESS IN CANADA THAN IN THS 





with Canada upon imports coming into this country, if it UNITED STAT 
uld be found to confiict with the favored-nation clause | I submit the following table contained in the report of the 
our treaties—and I deny that it will—then it is only because | Tariff Commission, page 84: 
he President has seen fit to make an agreement that did not ( parati 1lues of farm ds in ¢ da av ited States 
provide for free trade, and no man has been heard to say, and 
, man will be heard to say, that Canada would not have been | \ 
as ready to make the agreement if these greater concessions had | . 
en included. ; 
rhe gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoopD], upon Satu 
day. made the statement that amendments to this bill wou!ld ki! ra 
the agreement, and gave as his authority a statement of ove of eT 5 
the Canadian commissioners. Now, I am sure that upon reflec ‘ . 
tion neither the gentleman from Alabama nor any other lawyer \ew Hampshire 
in this Chamber will undertake to claim that by so amending eee 
this bill as to provide for free trade in imports from Canada to ( ct 
this country will in the slightest degree affect that agreement. ! 
[ do not know how many Members are familiar with the Cana ; 
dian bill. I held a copy of it in my hand, and I want to say to 
the Democratic majority that you can place your free lis! that |} ; 
you propose in a separate bill as an amendment to this bill, and saametin 
it will not affect one line or one letter of the bill now pending higan 
in the Canadian Parliament. Let me read one paragraph: ; — 
That it is expedient to provide— | pritish Col a 
Iam reading now from the Canadian bill Brunswi i ‘ 
that the act proposed to be founded on the foregoing resolutions shall | eat 
not come into operation until a date to be named by the governor in | ! I ! 
council in a proclamation to be published in the Canada Gazette, and 1 \ 
hat such proclamation may be issued whenever it appears to the Sas a wat ; 7 ! 
itisfaction of the governor in council that the United States Congress has | Albert 
enacted, or will forthwith enact, such legislation as will grant to Canada | 
the reciprocal advantizes provided for in certain correspondence dated e 
\ ov ‘ * * « etween » ‘ cnox Secre 
ary of Biate, for the United’ States and the Mon. W. Be Hieldin Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield for 
minister of finance, for Canzda, and the Hon. Willlam Patterson, | a question? 
minister of commerce, for Canada. Mr. LENROOT. Yes 
Now, will any gentleman claim that if we choose by amend Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Can the gentleman expiain to 


ment here to give to Canada greater concessions than she lias | US why it is that the Canadian farmer's land is worth so much 
asked Canada is going to object to that bill for that reason: | more and sells for so much less? 


No; no one will claim any such absurdity as that. A Memober. Produces so much more 
But, Mr. Chairman, if the policy of protection had been ad Mr. LENROOT. I do not quite get the gent eman’s question, 
hered to by the President, then the construction of this bi Mr. CARLIN. His question is, Why, when it produces so 
would have been radically different from what we find it. {| much more, it sells for so much . 
, assert, and shall be able to prove from the report of the Presi Mr. LENROOT. Because they hive not the advantage of 
dent’s own tariff board, that the cost of production o! ; our markets; and you propose to give them that advantage, 
cultural products is much !ess in Canada than in this mtr and when you do the price of their land will be the san our 
(nd, on the other hand, I think I shall be able io show lower and theirs higher. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
information at hand fairly establishes that the cost of ma Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Is it the gentleman’s conten 
Fs facture of manufactured products is less in this country than tion that they do not sell any wheat in Liver] 001 
in Canada. Mr. LENROOT. They sell wheat in Liverpool! 


Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey Where do we sell our 
Mr. LENROOT. We sell some wheat in Liverpool, but we 
use most of it ourselves 


First, as to the cost of production of agricultural products 


THE COST OF PRODUCTION OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS IS LESS IN CANADA 
THAN IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. CULLOP. I should like to ask the gentle th question, 

Let me say a word here with reference to this tariff board The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle n from Wi n yield 
whose figures I shall use. It was a matter of great satisfac- to the gentleman from Indiana ? 

* tion to me to find in the report of this tariff board, appointed Mr. LENROOT. Yes. 
ae to ascertain facts, that those facts were ascertained and pre Mr. CULLOP. The gentleman is referring to the report of 
ented to the Congress regardless of whether they sustained the the tarifi experts who have been in use by the President now 
President of the United States or not. [Applause on the Re for about two vears? 
publican side.] Mr. LENROOT. Yes. 

In the debate that we had here a few months ago upon tix Mr. CULLOP. The gentleman understands that tl Presi 
creation of a tariff commission the sole contention upon the | dent made up his reciprocity measure from the report of tha 
part of those who opposed it upon the other side of the Chamber | board, does he not? 
was that the members of this Tariff Board, being appointed by Mr. LENROOT. I understand directly the contra 
a Republican President, would be the creatures of the Presi Mr. CULLOP. What was he having them for, if 1 
dent. But in the first report that we have from that Tariff | using them for this purpose ? 

Board we find that that report sustains the President of the Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman mi k some other )« 
United States in scarcely a single one of his contentions. And | than myself. 

now that we have this conclusive evidence of the independenc Mr. CULLOP. Can the gentleman tell anythi: t th 
of that Tariff Board, I shall hope that during this session of | board has ever done in the two years that the Ps 

the Sixty-second Congress you gentlemen upon that side will be | had it, with an appropriation of over $500,000 to 1 

patriotic enough to reverse your positions and favor the crea Mr. LENROOT. Yes: I bold in my band a r« t I 
tion of a permanent, nonpartisan tariff commission. [Applause | Tariff Board, full of information 

on the Republican side.] Mr. CARLIN. Republican information 

The report of President Taft’s Tariff Board shows that ilx Mr. LENROOT. And if you gentlemen w l reac 
yield per acre of spring wheat in 1910 averaged 11.7 bushels! formation your action on this reciprocity bill 
per acre in the United States and 15.53 bushels per acre in Mr. CULLOP. The action of the P 
Canada. In barley the yield in Canada was 24.62 bushels per | gentleman to say, was to run away fro: own Tarifl 
cre; in the United States, 22.4 bushels. In oats the yield i: Mr. LENROOT. I can not go aside into a « ssi 


Canada was 32.79 bushels per acre; in the United States, 31.9. | question. 

{n flaxseed the yield was 4.8 bushels per acre in the United Mr. CULLOP. If the gentleman will yield 
States, while in Canada it was 7.97 bushels. In hay the yield | tion, do I understand him to say t! 

‘id the United States was 1.33 tons per acre; in Canada it was | in the United States is higher than in ¢ 

|.82 tons. | Mr. LENROOT. Yes; I do. 
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Mr. CULLOP. The gentleman regards Chicago as one of the 
leading wheat markets of this country? 

Mr. LENROOT. I regard it as the greatest. 

Mr. CULLOP. Was not the quotation on wheat in Winnipeg 
Saturday 24 cents per bushel higher than it was in Chicago? 

Mr. LENROOT. It might have been. 

Mr. CULLOP. And more than 5 cents higher than it was in 
St. Louis and more than 6 cents higher than it was in Kansas 
City? 

Mr. LENROOT. I would say in answer to the gentleman 
that that is not true so far as the same grades are concerned. 

Mr. CULLOP. Was not the quotation of No. 1 wheat in 
Winnipeg at 91 cents a bushel and 88 cents in Chicago? 

Mr. LENROOT. No; the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. CULLOP. That was the report in yesterday’s papers, 
and is the correct quotation of the price. 

Mr. LENROOT. I should be very glad to have the report 
put in the Recorp. The gentleman can not find it. 

Mr. CULLOP. If the gentleman will look in the Chicago 
papers of yesterday which came here to-day he will find that 
to be true, and I will only be too glad to put the report in the 
Recorp. Now, I want to ask the gentleman a further question. 

Mr. LENROOT. I can not yield further unless I can have 
more time. I want to say in reply to that before I forget it, 
with reference to the price in Chicago of wheat and the price 
in Winnipeg, that they are entirely different grades of wheat. 
The Winnipeg price is all on Nos. 1 and 2 Northern, the best 
wheat grown in the wide world, while the Chicago prices are 
on coutract grades, or No. 2 red, as a rule. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman submit to a correction, or 
does he prefer I should wait? 

Mr. LENROOT. I will yield to the genfleman. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, in the interest of historical ac- 
curacy alone and at the gentleman’s suggestion, I want to call 
attention to the fact that he entirely misquoted the productions 
in the other country on wheat. He quoted spring wheat in 
the United States at 11.73 bushels yield and spring wheat in 
Canada at 15.53. Asa matter of fact, the great bulk of wheat 
in the United States is winter wheat, in which we excel Canada 
in the production per acre, and the great quantity of wheat in 
Canada is spring wheat. I have the figures from the Govern- 
ment report. It is 11.73 bushels, as he stated, on spring wheat, 
but it is 15.8 on winter wheat, our larger product, and it is 
15.53 in Canada, her almost exclusive product, or about three- 
tenths bushel per acre less than the United States. 

Mr. LENROOT. I can not yield further. I wish to correct 
the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. HILL. I have here the Yearbooks. 

Mr. LENROOT. I have the report of President Taft’s Tariff 
Board, and I am sorry, indeed, to find that the gentleman from 
Connecticut, who has struggled as hard as any Member in this 
House to secure the creation of a tariff board, is unwilling to 
abide by the figures submitted by that board. I find from the 
figures of the Tariff Board that the production of winter wheat 
in Canada is very much greater per acre than the production 
in the United States. [Applause.] 

Mr. HILL. I admit it; but I say that very little winter 
wheat is raised in Canada; it is spring wheat which they raise. 
I will give the figures to the gentleman in my own time. 

Mr. LENROOT. The report shows that the yield is greater 
in spring wheat and winter wheat in Canada; greater in both. 
I have just introduced a table, Mr. Chairman, showing the 
values of improved farm lands in this country and Canada. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 





Mr. LENROOT. For a question? 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. On the matter of prices of 
farm commodities, 


Mr. LENROOT. I have not got to that yet. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman has discussed 
the prices of wheat. : 

Mr. LENROOT. I was discussing the yield, and not the 
prices. Mr. Chairman, immediately following this table in the 
report of the Tariff Board we find the following: 

In the great farming States of Iowa, Indiana, and Illinois the values 
of farm land are very much higher than in any of the Canadian Prov- 
inces. In LUlinois and Iowa they are a little over twice as high as in 
Ontario. 

From the table I have quoted it will be observed that in Wis- 
consin the value of improved farm land is given at $57 per 
acre, while in the great Province of Manitoba it is only $29. 
THE COST OF FARM LABOR IS HIGHER IN THE UNITED STATES THAN 

CANADA. 

I will submit a table taken from a report of the Tariff Board, 

page 85, which I ask leave to insert in my remarks. 


IN 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks per- 
mission to put in his remarks certain tables which have been 
referred to. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Average wages of agricultural labor, with board, in specified Stat 
eastern Canada, and British Columbia, 1909. 





By the month. 

















Hiring | Hiring | ™! 
by the by the vou 
season. year. 
United States:? 2 
$23.17 $) 
22. 08 ] 
21. 57 ] 
23. 98 2 
24. 39 ] 
27.01 2 
25. 63 
19.19 
24.03 
35. 00 
: ¥ 31.32 
iciniadcwbaduvndccednctnexsunaebaiaiiads 21,10 18. 85 
Canada: | 
PE SENG MONNIN, ons cwoncdsdecsnocdauaaete 17.25 10. 87 ‘ 
NN ins «nce sescsscostinsntsbiagtiate | 21.20] 15.90 { 
Pe, SI ea 6 ins tirnnnenandiadaneetliee 22. 59 ee {...... 
I siaitindn siren diaianeivanameaeilimmniace mmiieima 23.33 17. 58 { 
EN icavuwuisswbsunss sadnntieiedeteienl 21. 52 17.63 
SINNER, onsnin wud dene vsscedetedelisadenwnes 30. 50 20. 69 





1 Wages by the day. 

? Advance figures from unpublished bulletin on agricultural wages 
Department of Agriculture. 

From Canadian Census and Statistics Monthly, Jan., 1911, p. 2. 

* Wages by the month. 

5 Includes only lodging. 

Mr. LENROOT,. This table shows conclusively that f 
labor is much more costly in the United States than 
Canada. In Wisconsin the cost per month runs from $24.39 
$28.57, while in the neighboring Province of Ontario it is o 
from $17.63 to $21.52. 

Mr. LOBECK. How about Saskatchewan? 

Mr. LENROOT. That is much higher, but compared with { 
States of Washington and Montana it is higher in the Un 
States. 

Mr. LOBECK. 

Mr. LENROOT. 

Mr. LOBECK. 

Mr. LENROOT. 
time. 

THE PRICE OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS IS MUCH HIGHER IN THE UN 
STATES THAN IN CANADA, 

According to the report of the Tariff Board, the average ): 
of spring wheat received by the farmer in Canada in 1910 \ 
73.8 cents per bushel, while our farmers received 89.8 cents 
bushel, or 16 cents per bushel more than the Canadian far 
received. According to the report of the Tariff Board, for 
barley the Canadian farmer received 47.4 cents, while our fa 
ers averaged 57.8 cents per bushel, or 10.4 cents more 
bushel than the Canadian farmer. For his flaxseed the C: 
dian farmer received $2.07 per bushel, while our farmer 
ceived $2.30 per bushel, or 23 cents per bushel more than | 
Canadian farmer. 

For his hay—and I hope the gentleman from Massachus 
[Mr. Perers] is in the Chamber—the Canadian farmer recei 
$9.66 per ton, while our farmers received $12.26 per ton, 
$2.60 per ton more than the Canadian farmer. It is true a f 
moments ago that the gentleman from Massachusetts did t:! 
certain figures out of the report of this Tariff Board with r 
erence to a difference in favor of Canada, but if he had loo 
at the table showing the general averages and conclusions 
the Tariff Board he would have seen that upon the aver: 
the farmer in this country received $2.60 per ton more for ! 
hay than did the Canadian farmer. 

From this report it appears, then, that in the raising «! 
wheat the Canadian farmer has the advantage of a yield of 3 
bushels per acre more than our farmer, in barley his yield 
2.22 bushels per acre greater, in oats 0.89 bushel per a 
greater, in flaxseed 3.17 bushels per acre greater, and in hay |! 
yield is 0.49 of a ton per acre greater. The cost of his |: 
is from one-third to one-half less than ours, and the cost « 
his help is from 15 to 40 per cent less, and yet it is propos 
to compel our farmers to compete with him upon a free-trs 
basis without giving to our farmers any compensation in su 
stantially lower duties upon the things that they must pur- 
chase. 


The price of farm labor in Saskatchewan— 
I can not yield further. 

I would like to say something on that. 
The gentleman will have to do it in his « 
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Upon Saturday the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 


| 


' 


KiTcHIN] called as witnesses Senators GALLINGER and Loner, | 
members of the Senate committee who made the report upon | 


the cost of living. 

It will be remembered that he told us that that report con- 
clusively showed that in prices the farmers of this country had 
no advantage over those of Canada, and that especially 
with reference to the price of wheat the price of wheat in this 
country was controlled by the world’s market. In proof of that 
he read from the report, that upon a certain day or in a certain 
year wheat was 2 cents higher per bushel in Liverpool than it 
was in Chicago. That was true, but if the gentleman had 
turned to another page of the report he would have found that 
this same committee reports that the transportation rate from 
Chieago to Liverpool was 17 cents a bushel on wheat, so that 
when wheat is worth 2 cents more per bushel in Liverpool 
than it is in Chicago, it means that there is a difference in 
favor of this country, or a higher price, in other words, of 
15 cents a bushel, the difference between the transportation 
rate of 17 cents and the higher price of 2 cents in Liverpool. 
The gentleman can not be allowed to impeach his own witness, 
but I will be fairer than he was. Asa general rule I would not 
care to call those gentlemen as witnesses and abide by their 
conclusions, and I want to be entirely fair and say that the 
transportation rates that they give of 17 cents a bushel from 
Chicago to Liverpool is too high. The actual rate is about 114 
cents, and let me say this, that the transportation rate on 


| it would compel our manufacturers, 


wheat from Chicago to Liverpool is less than it is from Chicago | 


to New York, showing conclusively that as in the case of 
lemons, after the Payne-Aldrich bill was passed, the railroads 
proposed to secure for themselves a portion of this higher price 
of grain in this country. 


You remember how the gentleman from North Carolina drew | 


a word picture of the insurgents and standpatters joining hands 
and waltzing around and singing hosannas and hallelujahs to 
the farmer. We remember that. I will ask you, Who is going 
to receive the benefit of this reciprocal agreement? I will tell 
you some of the people who will receive it. 
passes, the Beef Trust, upon the basis of their shipments into 
Canada last year, will save $239,213 in duties, increasing their 
profits to that extent when you pass this bill. The Agricultural 
Implement Trust will receive, from the reduction of tariff rates 
upon their exports into Canada, $218,488 annually. And, Mr. 
Chairman, I might draw another picture of the Democrats upon 
that side of the House joining hands with a Republican Presi- 
dent and singing hosannas and hallelujahs to the Beef Trust 
and to the Agricultural Implement Trust. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, I assert that the cost of manufacturing is, as 
a rule, less in this country than in Canada, 

As to manufactured articles we have no report from the Tariff 
Board, presumably because there has not been sufficient time 
for the board to make an investigation of this question. We 
have, however, information of a general nature tending strongly 
to show that the cost of manufacturing is less in this country 
than in Canada. It is a significant fact that the Canadian Gov- 
ernment has refused to permit free trade in manufactured ar- 
ticles imported from the United States. If the cost of manu- 
facturing is greater in Canada than in this country, why this 
refusal on the part of Canada? She favors free trade in agri- 
cultural products, because it is shown that the cost of pro- 
duction is less in Canada than in this country. She opposes 
free trade in manufactured products presumably because 
the cost of manufacturing is greater in Canada than in this 
country. 

But stronger evidence is at hand than conclusions to be 
drawn from the action of Canada. In 1910 our manufacturers 
shipped into Canada agricultural implements to the value of 
$3,900,000, upon which they paid a duty of from 17} to 25 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Portable engines to the value of $1,799,000 were shipped into 
Canada and paid a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Automobiles to the value of $1,569,000 were shipped into 
Canada and paid a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem. 


When this bill | 


shipped to Canada, the duty paid, and the price paid by the 
consumer there is less than the price paid by the consumer here 

If manufactured articles were admitted free from Canada 
when they monopolize 
our markets, to lower the price to the consumers in the United 
States to the point where Canadian manufacturers could com- 
pete with and undersell them if they did not, 

Earlier in my remarks I stated that I would try to demon- 
strate that the degree of protection granted to American manu 
facturers is greater in this bill than they now enjoy under the 
Payne-Aldrich law. In other words, as to many manufactured 
articles the protective duties are actually higher in this bill 
than in the Payne-Aldrich law. 

I will first take wheat and the product of wheat, which is flour. 

The present tariff upon wheat is 25 cents per bushel. It re- 


quires 44 bushels of wheat to produce 1 barrel of flour 


Now, it is a fact familiar to all who have studied tariff rates 
that we have two classes of rates, known as compensatory and 
protective rates. When a tariff is levied upon raw material, in 
considering the rate to be levied upon the manufactured prod 
uct, the first question to be determined is how much of a d 
shall be levied to compensate the manufacturer for the d 
upon the raw material. 

For instance, when we levy a rate of 25 cents a bushel 
wheat, the manufacturer of flour is first entitled to a duty equ 
to that which would be laid if the flour was imported in 
form of wheat. That duty in the case of flour is four and a 
half times 25 cents, or $1.12. This is only imposing a duty « 
25 cents a bushel on the wheat in the flour, and thus far t 
manufacturer has received no protection whatever in the $1 
This is the compensatory duty, and added to that is, or should 
be, a protective duty, covering the difference in the cost of pi 
duction at home and abroad, if there be any such difference 

In the Payne-Aldrich law, while the duty on wheat is 25 
cents per bushel, the duty on flour is 25 per cent ad yalorem., 


The flour that we exported into Canada in 1910 was valued on 
the average at $5 per barrel. Twenty-five per cent of this sum 
is $1.25, which would be the duty upon a barrel of flour. This 
includes both the compensatory and the protective rate. The 
compensatory rate is, as I have shown, $1.12, leaving, under 


| the Payne-Aldrich law, 13 cents per barrel as the protection to 


| per cen 


| ture of a barrel of flour was. 


| interest on the investment, because I 


investment, as 21 cents per barrel. 


On the other hand, there were imported into the United States | 


from Canada of these articles, agricultural implements to the 
value of $84,000; portable engines, none, so far as our records 
show; and automobiles, none. This, Mr. Chairman, in the ab- 
sence of direct evidence as to the costs of production, must, I 
think, convince any impartial mind that the cost of manufac- 
turing is, generally speaking, less in the United States than in 
Canada. I do not wish, however, to be understood as saying 
that the price to the consumer is less in the United States than 
in Canada, for I believe the contrary is true. I believe that an 
investigation will show that many manufactured products are 


the manufacturer. 


Now, what is proposed in this bill? Wheat is made free ) 
there is no compensatory rate to be considered. Theref: 
no higher protective rate was imposed than is contail | } 


Payne-Aldrich bill, the rate upon flour would be 13 ce 
barrel. But what do we find? It is proposed to grant the 
manufacturer a tariff rate of 50 cents per barrel, or nearly 3) 
more protection than he enjoys under the Payne-Ald 
law. [Applause.] I could go on and make the same dem 

tion as to beef, and every other manufactured article in the b 


where the raw material is admitted free, but I will not take t 
time to do so. Any Member can figure it out for himself, f 
is merely a matter of computation. 

Upon the question of flour, too, I would observe this, tl! 
this proposed rate of 50 cents a barrel is more than tw 
entire cost of the manufacture of a barrel of flour. D 
the vacation I was at home. My own city of Superior, W 
is a large milling center, destined, I believe, to become 


largest upon the continent. I asked one of the mill exy. 
there whether he could tell me what the cost of the m 
He took his pencil and figured 1 
a time, and replied that with a mill running fairly conti 
the cost was 18 cents per barrel. I asked him if that i 
wanted to get at 
reasonable profit that bas been spoken of. He said, “‘ No 
asked him to figure that, and he did. He replied that it w i 
be 3 cents a barrel. So he gave the entire cost of 1 
manufacture of a barrel of flour, including interest 
And yet you are aski 
to vote, and you Democrats are proposing to vote, for a t 
upon flour of 50 cents a barrel, or more than twice the « 
cost of manufacture. It is just such things as these, M 
Chairman, that endanger the whole policy of protection. Th 
who vote for this bill will be under the necessity of 1 
some explanation of why they voted for free trade for or 
of our people and a tariff rate of more than double the e1 
cost of manufacture for the manufacturer. 

I understand that you gentlemen on the other side « 
you have another bill coming in here that is 
of that; that you propose to put those things upon the free 
that we are criticizing now. Well, if you are in good f% 
that, if you want to legislate for the country instead of | 
to make political capital, why do you not put if as an a! | 
ment upon this bill? [Applause.]| You can not be heard to say 
that it will endanger this agreement if you put that free list as 


going to ta 


ad 











an amendment to this bill, because there is no intelligent man 
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boundary from Canada to the Gulf of Mexico; and if a propo- 


upon that side of the Chamber—and I think most of them are | sition were to be made now to establish more liberal trade 
| relations between the people on the east side and those on 


intelligent—who will undertake to say that that will invalidate 
the agreement. Now, why do you not do it? What do you pro- 
pose and what is your hope? Your hope is that you can pass 
that free list bill through this House, and that it will be 
vetoed by President Taft. 

If you do not want that, put it as an amendment on this bill, 


and if the reciprocity bill is signed, as it would be, this would | 


go with it, and then you would be entitled to some credit for 
legislating for the people of the United States instead of merely 
playing politics with great measures. [Applause on the Re 
publican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. LENROOT. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog- 
nized for 10 minutes more, 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, this bill will not reduce the 
cost of living, and that, I think, is now admitted on both sides 
of the Chamber. The people do not eat cattle upon the hoof, 
that are admitted free. They do eat beef, which will have a tariff 
of 134 cents a pound. The price of beef to the consumer will 
not be reduced. 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
I would like to have 10 minutes more. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 10 


supply, but there will be no reduction of price to the consumer, 
and the only result will be to increase the profits of the Beef 
Trust. 

Wheat is free; but, as I have shown, there will remain a 
tariff of 50 cents a barrel upon flour. 

Flaxseed is free, but linseed oil, which is controlled by the 
Oil Trust and is a product of flaxseed, will have imposed on it 
a tariff of 15 cents per gallon still. What is true with respect 
to the articles that I have named is true also of practically every 
other article of manufactured food products. 

Mr. Chairman, there has never been a bill proposed before 
Congress upon which there has been so much misrepresenta- 
tion as this bill. In the cities throughout the country this bill 
is being urged upon the ground that it will reduce the cost of 
living. 


In my judgment, neither statement is true. It will not reduce 
the cost of living, for a high tariff remains upon practically all 
food products that the people use. It will reduce the price to 
the farmer of agricultural products by means of the increased 
supply, but the only beneficiaries will be the manufacturers of 
food products, enabling them to pay still greater dividends upon 
their watered stocks. 

When a Republican President joins with the foes of the pro- 
tective system in forcing free trade upon a large class of people, 
I, so far as my conduct is concerned, shall insist upon a con- 
sistent policy and shall vote for free trade upon those articles 
of necessity which the farmer must use. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] I will have more confidence in securing that 
compensation to the farmer if you will submit your free list, 
as I have indicated, as an amendment to this bill, and I chal- 
lenge any Member on the other side of the House during this 
debate to furnish some good reason why you should not. 

When a spirit of justice and equal treatment of all of our 
citizens shall again prevail, and it surely will, then I shall be 
ready to take up all of these questions and vote to place duties 
upon all products, whether of soil or factory, that are naturally 
produced in this country, based upon the difference in the cost 
of production at home and abroad. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 50 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CauMPAcKER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is recognized 
for 50 minutes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, at the outset I ask 
unanimous consent that I may extend my remarks in the 
ReEcorD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crum- 
PACKER] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recorp. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, if the trade arrange- 
ment negotiated between the United States and Canada in 
1854 had not been abrogated, in my humble judgment there 
would not be one man in a thousand on either side of the 
line to-day who would not earnestly oppose its abrogation. 
If the Louisiana Purchase had not been consummated and 
the Mississippi River had remained the western boundary of 
the Republic, there would have been a tariff wall along that 


The Beef Trust will have an excuse for reduc- | 
ing the price of cattle to our farmers because of the increased | 


In the country the attempt is being made to convince | 
the farmer that it will not reduce the price of his products. | 


the west side of that line there would be frantic objection 
to it on both sides. The people on the east side would pro- 


| test that they could not compete with the pauper labor and 


| 











the cheap lands with fabulous producing capacity in Iowa and 
other sections in the West. The people west of the river would 
proclaim with as much vehemence that free competition meant 
disaster and ruin to their industries. It is safe to make thes, 
assertions, Mr. Chairman, because nobody can disprove them. 
I make them for the purpose of suggesting to the House the 
disposition of many people to protest against any change in 
existing conditions. Many cond to act upon the theory that 
the existing situation can not be improved, and they conjure u; 
in their imaginations fears of all kinds of evil at the mere sug- 
gestion of a change. This seems to be true of some Members 
of this body in the consideration of the great measure th:t is 
pending before Congress at this time. They see in it all kinds 
of certain disaster, without a single beneficent aspect. ‘This 
has been true of every great, progressive movement in the 
world’s history. If, centuries ago, the people of the world had 
admitted that the earth was round, they surely would have 
fallen off into space when their heads were downward turned. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that some of the debates 1 
this question justify the criticism I have suggested. I read in 
the American Economist a few days ago a letter from my friend, 
the distinguished gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CampBett], who 
recently paid a visit to the Dominion of Canada with a view, I 
presume, of investigating conditions there, so that he might 
vote intelligently upon this proposition. In that letter he said 
they were successfully raising wheat at this time as far north 
as 70° north latitude, about 200 miles north of the Arctic Circle 
closer to the North Pole than to the boundary line beiween 
Canada and the United States. Perhaps he is right, but if I am 
correctly informed in relation to the geography and developiment 
of Canada, there is not a railroad within 600 miles of the 
seventieth degree of north latitude. It is possible that we can 
now find some excuse, some justification for the Glaim that Dr. 
Cook made to having discovered the North Pole. It may be that 
he got lost in a Canadian wheat field and what he found there 
was not the North Pole, but a big stack of wheat, waiting in 
cold storage for the reciprocity bill to go through in order that 
it might come down and create havoc in the wheat market at 
Minneapolis and Chicago. [Laughter.] 

RECIPROCITY AND PROTECTION. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a practical question to be determined 
from the standpoint of the two countries, and there are certai 
fundamental things that we may know as a matter of common 
knowledge. It is not necessary to go to the North Pole to find 
out whether wheat can be raised there successfully. It is n 
necessary to travel to the moon to understand the law tha 
holds that luminary in its orbit. I think we know as muci 
about that law as even the man in the moon knows. We should 
take a broad view of this measure and consider it from th: 
standpoint of the whole country and not settle it altogether b 
cause of its bearing upon the production of codfish in Massachu 
setts or beans in Michigan or hops in Oregon. We should con 
sider it from the standpoint of the future as well as of the 
present. 

It is charged that this measure is un-Republican ; that it is not 
in harmony with the Republican position upon the policy of 
protection. I hope I am a Republican. I think I am. I im 
firm believer in the policy of protection, but my understanding 
of that policy is that it is designed to promote industria! «i 
velopment in our own country, designed to increase to the high- 
est degree the opportunities for the employment of American 
capital and American labor. No person or class of persons has 
any. vested right to protection against foreign compeiition. 
Protection can not be justly applied simply to increase tlic 
prices and profits of any class of producers. One industry las 
no right to claim protection simply because as a matter of pub 
lic policy protection may be extended to another industry. The 
sole question should be the public welfare. Whenever and 
wherever reasonable customs discrimination in favor of a line 
of industries will promote the general good,.that discrimination 
ought to be made, but when it will not promote the general 
good, either directly or indirectly, the discrimination should not 
be made. The wise application of the policy of protection will 
promote industrial growth and advance the public interests. 
While an unwise application of that policy may benefit a spc ia! 
class, it will retard industrial progress and operate against the 
common good. I believe that the best friends of the policy of 
protection are not those who insist upon the maintenance of 
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unnecessarily high duties nor those who regard it as a special 
favor to any class of producers, but those who contend for 
duties only high enough to cover the difference in cost of pro- 
duction here and abroad, imposed only for the advancement of 
the common good, 

I agree with the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LENRooT], 
who just addressed the House, that the same policy should be 
applied to the products of the soil as is applied to the products 
of the factory; that no distinction ought to be made in favor 
of one class as against another class, and that protective duties 
are justified only from the standpoint of the common welfare. 
If I did not firmly beHeve that the farmers of the United States 
can produce wheat, oats, barley, hogs, cattle, and every product 
of the farm as cheaply as they can be produced in Canada, I 
would not support this measure. Agriculture is the first in- 
dustry in every country, and when the farmers are prosperous 
that prosperity is shared by every other line of business, and 
when the farmers are in hard lines general prosperity is im- 
possible. ‘The railroads, the factories, and the merchants de- 
pend primarily upon the farmers for business. 


Our Democratic friends say this bill is one of their brood. Of | 


course their progeny, like Laban’s flocks, are so motley and 
variegated, so “ringstraked and spotted,” that it is difficult to 
say what they may legimately lay claim to in the way of tariff 
legislation. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 
If I remember correctly, under the McKinley tariff law a Repub- 
lican administration negotiated a number of reciprocity treaties 
with foreign countries, lowering the rate of duties, and when 
the Democrats came into control of the Government under 
Grover Cleveland in 1893 they enacted a law that repealed 
every one of those treaties and made no provision whatever for 
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|} world’s market, at a smaller cost than can the farmer 
Manitoba or Saskatchewan But the American farmer has 
other great advantages over the Canadian farmer aside fr 
facilities for transportation and marketing. When I speak of 
the Canadian farmers in this connection I refer to the farmers 





such international trade arrangements as is embodied in the | 


pending bill. 
I have never understood that reciprocity was a part of the 
policy of a tariff for revenue only. 


| into money. 


in the prairie Provinces west of the Red River of the North, 


BENEFITS Y DIVERSIFIED 1 

In this country farming is diversified. Our farmers raise 
wheat, oats, corn, cattle, and hogs. Crops grow in this country 
eight mouths in the year and cattle and li { year 
through. Our farmers have something gr v oO money all 
the time. They find employment on the 1 more or less, 12 
months in every year. On account of the elim: ( adian 
farmer raises only small grains. He can not raise ro and of 
course can not raise cattle and hogs wit! reat s ess « t 
account. His crop is planted, harvested, and marketed w i 


five months, and during the other seven months he has 
employment on the farm. He has little, if anything, 
Many Canadian farmers leave their farms d 

the long winter months and work for wages in the forest \ 
the coal mines. In diversified farming each crop is ra 

a smaller cost than is possible where only one kind of 

is raised. They say land is cheap in Canada, 
with some land in the United States. 

But there is a great difference in the value of lands in t! 
United States. Some lands in this country can be bought 1 
$2 an acre, while there are great areas of farm lands t! 
worth $200 an acre. Why is this difference? It is because 
the difference in the producing capacity of the lands. Canadian 
lands will never be worth anything near as much 
in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, and some other Stat« 

Mr. WARBURTON, 


It is as con j 


as the |; 
in the 1! 
Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 


| gentleman a question. 


This bill gives up nearly | 


$5,000,000 of revenue a year; so it would be a contradiction in | 


terms to eall it a tariff for revenue only measure. Where does 
the revenue come in? Reciprocity is a corollary of the policy of 
protection. 

RECIPROCITY AND THE FARMER. 


A great deal has been said, and a great deal more will be 
said, in the course of this discussion respecting agricultural 
conditions in the United States and in Canada and the relative 
cost of farm products in the two countries. Wheat seems to be 
occupying the spotlight in this discussion. Farm products are 
controlled more by the law of supply and demand and less by 
the cost of production than any other commodities. 


our trade relations with the people in tropical countries we 
have been met with the argument that the standard of living is 
necessarily low in the Tropics; that generous nature supplies 
most of the food; that no fuel, little clothing, and compara- 
tively little shelter are required, and therefore the people of 
the United States can not successfully compete with tropical 
people because of these vital differences in conditions. 

Now, on the other hand, the assertion is made that we can 
not successfully compete in production with those who live to 
the north of us, where the climate is much more rigorous, 
where they require warmer clothes, more expensive shelter, 
more food, and more fuel. Judging from the character of the 
debates in Congress on this class of measures, one might natu- 
rally conclude that our country is the most unfortunate spot on 
God's green earth; that we can not compete with anybody or 
anything, anywhere, at any time. [Laughter and applause.] 

While I am not willing to accept any such conclusion, I do 
not think we can successfully compete in many lines of produc- 
tion with densely populated countries where wages are low, 
labor efficient, and the standard of living greatly below our 
own. But consider the fundamental conditions as they exist in 
Canada in relation to agriculture. 

I have no doubt you can go to Manitoba or Saskatchewan or 
Alberta and with a pad and a pencil reckon the price of land, 
the cost of labor, seed, tools, and implements, and the yield of 
a quarter section of wheat, and by the process of mathematical 
reckoning ascertain the cost of production of wheat there by 
the bushel. By the same method the cost of production of 
wheat on a quarter section of land can be ascertained in Minne- 
sota, Oklahoma, or Missouri, and it is possible that the farm 
cost will be slightly less in Canada. It will be discovered that 
the cost of living, labor, implements, and machinery is as high 
in the three Canadian Provinces as it is in this country, but 
land is cheaper there. Production, however, includes market- 
ing and our advantage in that respect more than offsets the 
cheapness of Canadian land. ‘The farmers of Kansas and 
Nebraska can produce and deliver wheat in Liverpool, the 


They neatly and logically dovetail into each other. | 


I have no- | 
ticed that whenever any attempt has been made to liberalize 


| 





The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER., I will yield for a question. 

Mr. WARBURTON. Is it not a fact that in the same 
tude, 5 miles on either side of the boundary, the land on the 
United States side is worth twice what the same quality of lind 
is on the other side? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, that is possible: that is \ 
likely. It is not altogether the difference in producing ca, ty 
that makes the difference in the value of the land in th 
country and in Canada. I will be frank. Western Canada 
sparsely settled and poorly developed as compared with 
country. Under its last census the density of popn 
Canada was a man and a quarter to a square 
is not organized, and there are some other rea 
the market facilities that we have. 

Mr. WARBURTON. Is it not just as necessary for 
farmer along the boundary line in the United States to go to thy 
mines in the winter as it is for the farmer on the Canadian 
side to do that? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 


ition i 
mile of aren It 


sons. It | 


The closer to Canada the greater is 


| that necessity, I conceive. 





Mr. WARBURTON. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
that. 

Mr. WARBURTON. That in the Dakotas and in Mont 
and all along that line those same conditions prevail, and | 
farmers, just like the Canadian farmers, must farm to wl 
and nothing else, practically. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes: and that is one reason 
lands in the United States along the Canadian border are 
worth much and they will never be worth much, compared to 
lands better located. Take any country that can produce o 
small grains and experience has demonstrated that in a 
paratively few years of successive cultivation the capacity 
the land to successfully produce is greatly reduced. Last yeur 
the average yield of wheat in North Dakota was 5 busheis to 
the acre. They raised a little flint corn in that State, and t 
average yield was 14 bushels to the acre. 

Mr. CLINE. I would like to inquire of the gentleman whether 
in a combination of crop raising like we have in this 
they do not raise the crop that they raise in a one-crop coun 
try like Canada cheaper and make more money on it, though 
if raised alone here it would cost more than in the one-crop 
country ? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is exactly my contention. The 
raise all of the crops at a smaller cost because of the diver 
fication. If one crop only is cultivated, its failure means d 
tress; but if that crop is a success, much time and money are 
lost, because the tenant is employed only for that one cro} 
He and his land must be idle more than if his farming cor 
sisted of several kinds of crops and the raising of meat and 
dairy animals besides. Different kinds of crops vermit of 


And the fact is this - 
I guess the gentleman is right about 


atitude 
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rotation and the consequent keeping up of the fertility of the | 


land Canada isa one-cTrop country. 

A quarter section of good prairie land in the State of Illinois 
will produce more, one year with another, and is worth more 
than two average sections in the prairie area of western Can- 


7 
Ada 
uaa. 


Canada is poorly developed; there is much uncultivated 
land in its western Provinces. I read a recent history of Can- 
ada, written by an Englishman. He said that after successive 
cultivation of five years in small grains the producing power of 
the western lands begins to decline, They can not rotate with 
corn, they can not raise clover, and the wise farmers in Mani- 
toba and Saskatchewan advertise and sell their improved lands 
after five or six years of cultivation and buy new and unim- 
proved lands, to get the benefit of their virgin fertility. 

Mr. HELGESEN. I live in North Dakota. The gentleman 
from Indiana has stated the yield of wheat and corn last year, 
and I would like to know if he wants the people to believe that 
is the average of North Dakota in raising wheat and corn? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I just referred to last year. I have 
the crop report of the Agricultural Department to support the 
statement. 

Mr. HELGESEN. I want to tell the gentleman that I have 
lived there for 25 years, and there has never been a year that 
we did not raise more than double that quantity until last year, 
which was an exception. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. But you do not raise any corn. 

Mr. HELGESEN. The corn crop is increasing every year. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. You only planted two or three hundred 


thousand acres last year, while your neighbor, South Dakota, | 


planted between two and three million acres in corn. 

Mr. HELGESEN. 
any more than we have. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It seems that the further you get away 
from Canada the better your lands will produce. 

Mr. HELGESEN. We will discuss that later. 


SCOPE OF THE MEASURE. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. I would be giad if this measure were 
broader in its scope. I have no doubt that we can manufacture 
commodities as cheaply in the United States as they can in 
Canada along almost every line. We ought to be able to do so. 
Our industrial organization is infinitely better than the indus- 
trial organization of Canada. We can employ machinery in 
manufacturing to the very highest possible advantage and Can- 
ada can not because her market is more limited. 
glad to have substantially all manufactured commodities on the 
free list between this country and Canada. But it takes two to 
make a bargain, and the Canadian representatives refused to 
make further concessions on manufactures. They looked across 
the line into this country and saw what wonderful progress we 
have made under the policy of protection; how we have built up 
our magnificent home markets and maintained the highest stand- 


earth, and it seemed good to them. 
adopted the same policy, and one result has been to cause a large 
number of American establishments to build branch factories in 
Canada to supply the market there and escape the Canadian 
tariff. 
building up the Canadian home market for the benefit of the 
farmers, railroads, and producers there. While the reciprocity 
agreement is not as comprehensive as I would like to have it, it 
is a large step in the right direction and doubtless will lead to a 
still more liberal policy. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. COOPER. Just for a question. The gentleman said he 
would have been glad to have seen farm implements put upon 
the free list. The gentleman was on the committee, I think, 
and he ought to remind the House of this fact, which he re 
members, that the Payne tariff law put agricultural imple- 
ments on the free list that come from other countries that ad- 
mit them into their ports free of duty. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER. And the tariff is only 15 per cent, and the 
reason they have not gone on the free list is that other coun- 
tries will not consent to it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is a pertinent statement to put 
in my remarks at this juncture, and I thank the gentleman for 
it. We have now reciprocal free trade in agricultural imple- 
ments with the world, and the only reason we have not been 
able to get into Canada with our implements free of duty is 
because Canada will not make the concession. 


PRICES IN THE UNITED STATES AND CANADA. 


Much has been said about the comparative price of com- 
modities on this side of the line and on the Canadian side, and 


Twenty-five years ago they did not have 
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Those branch factories employ Canadian labor and are | 


| not be appreciably affected in this country. 


| in the Crop Reporter as striking as those I have quoted. 
ard of wages and the highest standard of living of any people on | ‘ : : . . 


Several years ago Canada | 
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the price of wheat has been quoted in Winnipeg, Minnea; 
and Chicago. It is true that for the last six or eight years the 
price of wheat in Minneapolis, for instance, has been on 
average about 8 cents a bushel above the price in Winnipeg. 
It is about 8 cents on the average, but at times it has been ae 
high as 14 cents, and at other times the price has been on 4 
absolute level, with possibly a fraction of a cent in favor o;{ 
Winnipeg. jut what does that mean; what does it signify? 
How much does it cost to ship a bushel of wheat from Winni- 
peg, the center of the wheat market in Canada, to Minneay 
600 or 700 miles distant? The cost of transportation may 
cover the difference in the price and more. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield for a question. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. May I be permitied to suggest that Win- 
nipeg has no market? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It has the same kind of a market 
Chicago, on a smaller scale. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. It is the lake ports, Port Arthur and Port 
William. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Winnipeg is the register; it is 
Liverpool and Chicago. The price in the country, in the eleya- 
tors, is the Winnipeg price plus what it would cost to get the 
product there, though it never goes to Winnipeg. Winnipeg is 
simply a barometer which registers prices; that is all. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Did I understand the gentleman to say the 
price is fixed, with regard to wheat, at Winnipeg? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Why, of course; if wheat is worth a 
certain price at Winnipeg, it means that anybody who has 
wheat can sell it to a Winnipeg merchant and get the Winnipeg 


| price for it, but out of that price he must pay the cost of get- 


ting the wheat to Winnipeg. Let me give some prices in our 
own country. I quote from the Crop Reporter, issued by the 
Department of Agriculture, showing the farm price of corn, 
wheat, and barley in the several States on the Ist day of De- 
cember, 1910. The price of corn in North Dakota was 58 cents 
a bushel and in South Dakota it was 40 cents a bushel, a differ- 


| ence of 18 cents a bushel in these two States lying side by side. 


Did the tariff make that difference? 

On the same day the price of wheat in Nebraska was S80 
cents a bushel and in Minnesota it was 94 cents a bushel. Did 
the cheap wheat in Nebraska demoralize the wheat market in 
Minneapolis? 

On the same day the price of barley in Nebraska was 45 
cents a bushel, while in South Dakota the price was 57 cents a 
bushel. These differences in prices of grain in adjoining 
States were as great as the difference in the price of wheat on 
that day between Winnipeg and Minneapolis, and yet it is 
claimed that the higher price in Minneapolis over Winnipeg 
was the result of the tariff. There are many other instances 
They 
are chiefly due to local conditions. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I might suggest that Winnipeg does not 
deal in wheat except the wheat that is in store at lake ports, 
and the price in Winnipeg is the price at the lake ports. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Locate the market, then, on the lakes. 
I do not care. I am using it for the purpose of illustration. | 
do not care where it is located. I am quoting now the Winnipeg 
prices, because they are the prices that are quoted in al! the 
price lists. I believe the tariff does have something to do with 
it. I believe prices would be somewhat higher in Winnipeg on 
an average under free trade in farm products, but they would 
I will tell you 


| why. 


| advantages 


| over the country, with abundant elevator facilities. 


TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES. 


Canada has not the transportation facilities ner the elevator 
nor the commercial and industrial organization 
that this country possesses. With a larger area than the 
entire United States, including Alaska, Canada has only 
24,000 miles of railroad, while this country has 240,000 miles. 
We have great trunk lines of railroads running from ocean to 
ocean and from the Lakes to the Gulf, with feeders going out 
into every fertile valley, into every good producing section all 
The Ameri- 
ean farmer has a tremendous advantage over the Canadian 
farmer in these conditions, and they affect the prices of products 
and have a powerful bearing upon the prosperity of the farmer. 

Another thing. The remarkable decrease in the cost of trans- 
portation in this country in modern years has brought the farm 
price of wheat and of the staple food products and the Liver- 
pool price closer and closer together each year, until to-day 
wheat on the farm is worth relatively more than it ever was 
before in the history of the country. In 1868 it cost 42 cents 
a bushel to ship wheat by rail from Chicago to New York; it 















cost about 50 cents to send that bushel of wheat from Chicago 
to Liverpool. To-day wheat can be carried from Chicago to | 
New York by rail at 10} cents a bushel, and to Liverpool for 
23 cents more. Yes; for less than that, because a smali differ- | 
ential is made by the railroads in favor of the export product, 
and wheat can be shipped from Chieago to Liverpool for 12 
cents a bushel. The average freight rate in the country is 7} 
mills, or just a trifle over, per ton-mile. The railroads carry 
wheat from Chicago to New York for less than 3 mills per ton- 
mile. Why do they do it? In the early seventies there occurred 
that great railroad-rate war between the Pennsylvania Railroad | 
Co., the New York Central Co., and the Baltimore & Ohio Co.— 
one running into Philadelphia, one into New York, and the 
other into Baltimore. A differential rate was finally agreed 
upon in favor of Philadelphia and Baltimore large enough to 
overcome the port advantages of New York City in the foreign 
trade, and the exporters in those cities were placed upon an 
equal footing. The contest then became a battle of enterprise 
and economy on the part of the merchants in New York, Phila- 
delphia, and Baltimore, and as the contest continued every un- 
necessary element of cost was eliminated and the western 
farmer received the benefit. The conditions developed by that 
rate war are largely entitled to the credit for the high price of 
lands in the Western States to-day. 
COMPETITION BETWEEN SEABOARD AND GULP. 


Then railroads leading to the Gulf ports were extended and 
ramified, and west of the Father of Waters, and even east of it, 
farm products secured the benefit of competition between the 
Gulf and the Atlantie seaboard. Some years ago theeastern and 
western railroads gave a rate on grain from the Mississippi River 
to the seaboard of 85 per cent of the Chicago rate. They had 
to make the eonecession to meet the competition to the South. 
And I tell you, Mr. Chairman, the competition in transportation 
in this country, East and South, has given us rates and other 
facilities that from the nature of things can never be had in 
Canada, except in a limited measure through the operation of 
free commercial intercourse between the two countries. Sup- 
pose we should abolish the tariff, what would be the effect? 
Would our wheat go down in price? No; our wheat would not 
go down; but the Canadian railroads and steamboats, that have 
practically no competition now in carrying the Canadian wheat 
from the western wheat fields to the market at Liverpool, would 
be compelled to meet competition by way of Duluth, Chicago, 
and New York, and even to the Gulf. Rates of transportation 
would go down in Canada or Canadian lines would lose that | 
trade. The result would be that the Canadian wheat grower ! 
would get better prices for his wheat, without in any manner 
affecting the price of American wheat. He would buy more 
American-made products to his advantage and our benefit. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will yield. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. In that case will the con- 
sumer get bread any cheaper? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Why, he may not get bread any 
cheaper. I am not advocating cheaper bread. I am advocating 
a policy that will increase the ability of the American con- 
sumer to buy bread and all the other necessaries and comforts 
of life. 

I am advocating the upbuilding of our home market and the | 
expansion ‘of our foreign trade, and I am not worrying now 
about the price of bread. It does not enter into my philosophy 
just now. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Is not this proposition predi- | 
cated upon the theory that the consumer will be benefited by 
cheaper prices? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is my privilege to arrange my own | 


postulates. 
Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Yes, and the gentleman is | 
arranging his postulates to suit himself. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is immaterial. I want to sub- | 
mit some figures about prices which will—— 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? | 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle 
man from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will yield. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. My question is pertinent to | 
the question the gentleman fs now considering. I want to ask | 
if the railroads of this country would do a greater business by 
reason of the increased amount of freight that would come to | 
them from the Canadian market? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. It would increase some. It would com- 
pel the Canadian railroads and the Canadian ship lines to re- 
duce rates and take care of their own products or lose the 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


349 


prices in Winnipeg 


> 





business, and the result would be higher 
and that part of Canada. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsyivania. 


The gentleman spoke of a re- 


| duction of freight rates on railroads and steamboats. I was 


curious to find out whether in his judgment he believed the rail- 
roads and steamboats would reduce their rates under reci- 
procity. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. My opinion is that Canadian trans- 


portation companies would be compelled to redu 
much of their carrying trade. 
Mr. VOLSTEAD. 


» rates or los 


Will the gentleman yield? 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 
man from Minnesota? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I want to know if the introduction of 
Canadian wheat into this country would have a tendency to 
keep the Minneapolis price anywhere near the Liverpool! price? 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know that it would affect the 
Minneapolis price appreciably. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. During the year 1910, for about three 
months during that year, is it not a fact that Minneapolis 
prices were above the Liverpool price? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That may be true, and it was probably 
the result of local conditions growing out of gambling opera- 
tions on the boards of trade, generally after the farmers have 
marketed their crops. The gentleman must excuse me from 
yielding further. I must proceed along my own line of thought. 


RELATION OF FOREIGN PRICES TO HOME PRICES. 


I had the Secretary of Agriculture prepare this table, giving 
the price of wheat in Winnipeg, Toronto, Montreal, New York, 
and Liverpool for the last five years—the average price during 
each month of each year, beginning with 1906, In that table I 
find there is substantially a fixed relation between the average 
Liverpool price throughout the year and the prices at the cities 
I have mentioned. The price in this country is generally about 
5 or 6 cents a bushel higher in relation to the Liverpool price 
than the Winnipeg price is, showing that American farmers get 
their wheat to Liverpool cheaper than the Canadian farmers 
ean get theirs there, for wheat from both countries sells at the 
same price at Liverpool, If we open up this channel of trade, 
Winnipeg can get her wheat to Europe about as cheaply as we 
can get ours there. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I will ask the gentleman if that will do 
any good to our people? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It will enable Minneapolis millers to 
mix Minnesota soft wheat with Canadian hard wheat, and in 
that way improve the quality of flour, for one thing. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I would say to the gentleman that our 
wheat is a hard wheat, and the gentleman is mistaken as to 
the character of our wheat. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Now, if the gentleman will pardon me, 
I promise I will not say anything more that is not polite about 
Minnesota or her products. [Laughter.] I have heard, how- 
ever, that they do buy hard wheat in Canada to mix with soft 
Minnesota wheat, to improve the quality of the flour. The gen 
tleman need not answer that aspersion, as what I heard was 
doubtless gossip. [Laughter.] 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. If the gentleman wil! allow me—— 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will admit that the gentleman is 
right if he will allow me to go on without interruption. I do 
not know what he is going to say, but I will admit it in advance 
[Laughter.] Wheat prices in this country always have d: 
pended principally upon wheat prices in Liverpool. This will 
be the case as long as we export any substantial portion of our 
annual product. For some years our exports of wheat have 
averaged about 100,000,000 bushels a year. Canada exported 
about 50,000,000 bushels last year. We can 


not relieve ourselves 


from competition with the Canadian surplus. We may keep 
out of our own markets, but we must meet it in Liver 
where the world’s price is registered. 

There have been times when the price in this country wast 
high for export, depending upon local conditions. Conspirac! 
by grain gamblers on the boards of trade to rn the mar 
kets have even raised the prices here, temporarily, above tl 
prices in Europe. Just before harvest in 1002 oats sold on 
Board of Trade in Chicago at 16 cents a bushel above the p: 
at any market within a radius of 500 miles from Cl 
That price was the result of a “corner” operated by Patten 
Bros., and like most all operations of that kind it occurred 


when the oat raisers had none to sell. One 
cent features of the reciprocity 
to stableize grain markets and minimize the evils of grain 
gambling. 


measul i hat it will tend 
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The total yield of wheat in this country for 1910 was 757,- 


189,000 bushels, of which 464,044,000 bushels were winter 
wheat and 231,399,000 bushels were spring wheat. Canada’s 


total yield for the same year was 149,989,000 bushels, of which | 


16,610,000 were winter wheat and 133,379,000 bushels were 
spring wheat. The winter wheat was produced chiefly in the 
Province of Ontario. 

OUR TRADE WITH CANADA, 


In 1910 the United States sold to Canada $34,432,000 worth | 


of farm products—sold that value of farm products into the 
country of cheap labor and cheap land with great capacity for 
production. Over 16 per cent of all our sales to Canada con- 
sisted of farm products. We sold over $7,000,000 of bread- 
stuffs, $4,000,000 of animals, $3,000,000 of meats and dairy 


products, $5,000,000 of fruits and nuts, $8,000,000 of raw cotton, | 


and so on down the line. Canada sold to us in that year 
$9,000,000 worth of farm products. Only 9.3 per cent of her 
exports to the United States were farm products. 

Those figures are significant, Mr. Chairman, showing that 
under existing conditions, with a substantial tariff on the Ca- 
nadian side on all farm products excepting corn, we can invade 
her markets and sell our products there in large quantities. 

We bought $33,000,000 worth of lumber from Canada and 
sold her $7,000,000 worth. Her total foreign trade last year was 
$571,000,000 in round numbers. Her trade with us was 
$285,000,000, leaving only $286,000,000 with all the balarce of 
the world, $232,000,000 of which was with the United Kingdom. 

Our total sales to Canada in 1909 were $192,661,000, and 
3reat Britain’s sales to Canada that year were $86,257,000. We 
sold to Canada $106,000,000 worth of goods more than she 
bought from the mother country, notwithstanding the fact that 
Canada extends to the mother country a preferential tariff rate 
834 per cent below the rate she imposes against the United 
States. 

What does it mean? It means that it will require a tariff 
wall higher than any that has yet been established to overcome 
and destroy the natural disposition on the part of the people of 
these two countries to ceoperate, to do business back and forth, 
to exchange commodities when it is to their mutual advantage 
to do so. Canada is the third best customer we have in all 
the world, and, taking cotton out of account, she ranks second. 
With her 7,000,000 people she bought more from the United 
States last year than we sold to all the Republics in South 
America and all the countries in Asia combined, with their 
700,000,000 aggregate population! Progressive, increasing in 
population, developing as she is and will be, the higher the 
tide of her prosperity the better customer she will become for 
the United States and the more valuable our intercourse will 
become to her. When she reaches the 20,000,000 point in popu- 
lation, at the present ratio of business, she will be the best cus- 
tomer the United States has in the entire world. 

Trade is generally profitable to both parties, as it should be. 
Canada raises very little corn. There was produced last year 
in all the Provinces only about 25,000,000 bushels, as against 
3,000,000,000 bushels produced in this country, and Canada’s only 
corn Province is Ontario. The western farmers of the United 
States are not concerned about Ontario, nor Quebec, nor the 
maritime Provinces, but they do feel some concern about Mani- 
toba, Saskatchewan, and Alberta. But a country that can not 
raise corn can not successfully raise beef cattle or hogs, and a 
country, I repeat, that can not grow clover to fertilize its land, 
that can not rotate its small grains with corn, can not for any 
considerable length of time keep up that fertility of the soil 
that is necessary to produce large yields of wheat and other 
small grains. 

Ah, gentlemen of the House, the fear of Canadian competition 
on the part of the American farmer, it seems to me, is alto- 
gether fanciful. If you go to the Illinois farmer or the Iowa 
farmer and ask him what he thinks about the danger of compe- 
tition with a country that can not produce corn, hogs, or cattle, 
he will look upon you as a freak, 

CANADIAN LAND BOOM. 


But there are boomers in Canada. They are advertising the 
wonderful fertility of their soil and the cheapness of the land 
and the salubrity of their climate. A few years ago fertile 
lands in the State of Mississippi were advertised in the part of 
the country where I live at ridiculously low prices, and many 
of my neighbors disposed of their property and went to Mis- 
sissippi and bought lands. Those lands felt the effects of the 
boom and increased in price somewhat, but after a few years 
of experience every investor that I know of, excepting one, dis- 
posed of his Mississippi purchase and came back to good old 
Indiana a wiser, if not a wealthier, man. It was another Mis- 
sissippi bubble—a will-o’-the-wisp excursion. 


| 


Of course the Canadian lands will all be cultivated in the 
course of years, and they will support a considerable popula- 
tion, but I want to emphasize the fact that from no standpoint 
ean the Canadian farmer be a dangerous competitor of the 
American farmer. He is handicapped by both drouth and fros: 
and by the inevitable depreciation of soil fertility characterist jv 
of al small grain regions. This is especially true where thie 
chief crop is spring wheat. Experience in this country shows 
that when the virgin fertility of the soil is exhausted in spning 
wheat cultivation, and it only requires a few years of suc- 
cessive cultivation to do that, the land can never be recruited to 
successfully produce spring wheat thereafter. The first few 
crops yield abundantly and then the inevitable depreciation 
begins. This has been the experience of all our prairie States 
That is not the case with winter wheat, however. Land in t!: 
valley of the Danube that has been farmed for a thousand 
years produces winter wheat as abundantly as it ever did. Its 
strength is maintained by rotation of crops and by artificia 
fertilization, methods that have never succeeded in spring whe:t 
growing. 

Talk about raising cattle and hogs in Canada! 


They have 
no corn to feed them. 


They feed all the oats they raise to the 
horses and sheep. Oats, hay, and barley are all the feed they 
have. The winters are two months longer in Canada than they 
are in the part of the country in which I live, and they have | 
feed stock that much longer every year. Is Canada a dange 
ous competitor of ours under these conditions? Ah, Mr. Chai: 
man, these conditions are fundamental. They are vital, aid 
they can not be gotten rid of. I was a farmer when I was 
young man, and I know something about raising corn ani 
oats, and wheat and cattle. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. That was a long time ago. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; a long time ago. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman made his 
money early. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; I am past 35 now. The Tariff 
Board appointed by the President under the Payne tariff |i) 
made an investigation of relative conditions in this country an 
Canada recently touching farming and stock raising. Their re- 
port was submitted to Congress on the Ist day of last month. 
The report shows that wages of farm hands are fully as high 
in western Canada as they are in the United States. The 
report also shows that prices of farm animals are higher in 
Canada than they are in this country. I read, in this connec- 
tion, extracts from the report, showing the prices of horses, 
cattle, hogs, and sheep in the two countries: 


HORSES. 

Prices of horses range from $106 to $125 r head in Maine, N 
Hampshire, Vermont, and New York. In Michigan, Wisconsin, Min 
sota, and North Dakota the range is from $111 to $126, and in M: 
tana, Idaho, and Washington from $80 to $108. In eastern Can 
prices of horses range from $107 to $139 per head, while in west: 
Canada the range is from $107 to $156. In the great agricultu: 
States of Indiana, Illinois, and Iowa prices range from $120 to $1: 
In all the Canadian Provinces, except Prince Edward Island, Manit: 
and Nova Scotia, the prices are higher than in any of our States. 

As to horses, Canada has no surplus of importance outside of “©: 
tario. The agricultural development of the northwestern Provinces | 
put prices of work stock and heavy draft teams at a premium in t! 
territory tributary to Winnipeg. During the spring of 1910 it is stat 
on go authority that not less than 20,000 horses were sold out 
Ontario alone for shipment to the market just mentioned, and pro; 
vective loss of this trade is giving Ontario some concern at this ti) 

he five Provinces of Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, Saskatchewan. ani 
Alberta combined have but 1,863,744 head, as compared with 1,600,000 
head now in the State of Iowa alone. 


DAIRY COWS. 

Prices of dairy cows range from $33 to $39 a head In Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, and New York. In Michigan, Wisconsin, Min: 
sota, and North Dakota the range is practically the same. In i! 
western border States of Montana, Idaho, and Washington the ranze |; 
from $41.80 to $46.50. In eastern Canada prices of dairy Ps 
from $32 to $48 and in western Canada from $39 to $41. The high 
Canadian price quoted is $48 in Ontario, as against $46.50 in Montana 
the highest American price. 


CATTLE AND SWINE. 


Prices of other cattle vary in the United States from $14.30 a hea 
In Minnesota to $27.40 in Montana, while in Canada the range 0! 
prices is from $31 in Saskatchewan to $34 in Ontario. 

Prices of swine are slightly higher in Canada than in the United 
States. In our eastern border States—Maine, New Hampshire, Vermon:, 
and New York—the wanes from $10 to $11.10. In the great agricu 
tural States of Indiana, Illinois, and lowa prices of swine vary ver 
little from those already quoted. In eastern Canada the range of swi': 

rices is from $10 to $13 and in western Canada from $12 to $1: 
he highest American price is $11.80 a head in Wisconsin, as against 
the highest Canadian price of $13 a head, which is quoted for Quebec, 
Manitoba, and Saskatchewan. ‘ 


Prices of sheep are much lower in the United States than in Canada, 
due to the fact that Ontario specializes on flocks, as appears 
later on. In the United States they range from $2.90 per head in 


Texas to $5.30 in Illinois and Iowa, while in Canada the range is from 
$4 in Nova Scotia to $7 in Ontario, Manitoba, and Saskatchewan. 














While the sheep industry in Canada at the present time is a minor 
one, the feeding of Iambs for market has been an important business in 
Ontario, as Many as 125,000 head having been exported as late as 1907 
to the United States and 33,000 in the same year to Great Britain. 
The surplus has now dwindled, however, to such an extent that prac- 


tically none was received at the Buffalo stockyards during 1910. In 
fact, it is reported that a few American-fed lambs have been shipped 
from Buffalo to Toronto, indicating that Ontario at the present time is 
scarcely supplying her own wants in this regard. This is, however, an 
abnormal condition. 


I will insert in my remarks a table showing sales to and 
purchases from Canada of horses, cattle, meat and dairy prod- 
ucts, and breadstuffs for the last five years: 

Government statistics for five years ending June 380, 1910. 
2s: 

I NI a cacinniitislciclpeasdbdiaaidgeieaitnaaaasemieiaean $14, 172, 075 
Canada sold to us 2, 549, 201 


11, 622, S74 


Hors 
Difference in our favor 


Cattle: 








I elie coeetciictaatntnisiencnaniiiinietiicsctnighiadniniis 1, 578, 179 
IT TI. SUI sas cesta beiacnticinectienhictintinligicnguieimpeupaiieiaitics 1, 193, 796 
Ney: SUN CUR Deca cesses thictneaegeenniindintinipiescdiaeni 384, 383 





Meat and dairy: 


We sold in Canada 17, 011, 017 


NS OD is cencsescare sacred ncn enbtb desea 904, 191 

Cg EE Ee 16, 106, 826 
Breadstuffs : 

I $1, 596, 556 

IT IE: NOI nat ail iad heglinceeslamloncsinibeamaniisbiietiadaeindibeas 6, 679, 884 

nny: TUL UII): SUID... nesters 24, 916, 672 


BENEFITS OF RECIPROCITY. 


The question is asked, “ Where are the benefits of reciprocity 
with Canada?” I will endeavor to suggest some of them. It 
will enable people on this side of the boundary line and the 
people on the other side to trade along natural channels. We 
should not artificialize markets where it is not necessary to 
do so. Take the item of coal. Canada has a duty of 53 cents 
a ton on coal, and we had a duty of 67 cents until the Payne 
law, and now it ts 45 cents. 

That duty shuts Nova Scotia coal out of some of the markets 
in New England. They are now supplied by coal chiefly from 
West Virginia, but the duty enables Nova Scotia to ship coal 
200 or 800 miles farther west than could be done otherwise, 
and it takes from Pennsylvania and Ohio and Indiana their 
natural market for coal in Ontario and Quebec. If we had 
free coal with Canada, Nova Scotia would sell a little more coal 
to New England—not much; her dutiable coal is inferior in qual- 
ity to the coal of West Virginia. We would sell more coal to 
the Provinces north of us, and the consumers of coal in On- 
tario and Quebec would obtain better coal at a lower price. 
It would help on both sides of the line. The advantage would 
be largely with us, because we have better industrial organiza- 
tion and better facilities for transportation. It would operate 
that way in a great many channels and along a great many 
lines. Unnecessary transportation is an economic waste. This 
arrangement would save much unnecessary transportation. 
These two peoples do not need the trade barrier between them 
that has existed for a century. It serves no beneficent purpose 
to either country. 

Who are opposing this bill? Every “standpatter” and every 
friend of “special interests” in the country are against it. 
These patriots have suddenly become the champions of the 
“downtrodden” farmer. Whence this new-born zeal for the 
tiller of the soil? The bill provides for free lumber, a provision 
that ought to be hailed with delight by every fair-minded man 
in the country. 

‘The high price of lumber has become a great burden to the 
people, and the bill, if it becomes a law, will afford some 
relief. The Bureau of Corporations recently investigated the 
subject of timber holdings in this country and discovered an 
alarming condition of things. It was found that a few wealthy 
syndicates now own and control millions upon millions of acres 
of the most valuable timber in the country. Those syndicates 
do not manufacture lumber, but they hold the timber until they 
ean get their own price for “stumpage” from the millmen. 
They have made hundreds of millions of dollars from the 
increase in the price of stumpage. These timber barons confer 
ho benefit upon society. They add nothing to the wealth or 
welfare of the country, but they grow rich off the necessities 
of the people. They are now making frenzied appeals through 
the press and other agencies for the protection of the farmers 
against the baleful Canadian reciprocity movement. Their 
hearts are wrung with anguish lest the farmer may suffer an 
injustice. Great patriots they surely are! 
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Placing lumber on the free list will alone compensate for 
every concession made by our Government. 

Horses in the we.tern Canadian country ure higher in price 
than they are in the United States. Reciprocity will open up 
. market for American horses, a market for fruits and vegeta- 
bles, especially early fruits and vegetables, and many other 
things. There are a great many things that we can obtain 
from Canada and many things Canada may obtain from us to 
the advantage of both countries. There are a great many ad- 
vantages which I have not time to enumerate, and I do not sce 
any serious disadvantage to either country. 

I believe when I cast my vote for this measure I will have 
voted to advance the welfare of the farmer id all classes of 
producers in the United States. The talk about discrimination 
against the farmer is without justification. No sane man in 
America would purposely discriminate agai farmer. The 
chief benefit the American farmer derives from the policy of 
protection is an indirect one. The chief benefit he gets under 
the policy of protection is in the stimulation it gives to factories 
and the employment of American laborers at good wages, who 
buy and consume the products of the farm and thereby ma! 
good prices. 

What was our campaign slogan in 1896, when the count 
was in distress? The Democratic leaders said, “Open the 
mints to free coinage of silver.” Our leaders said, “Open t 
mills and give labor employment.” [Applause on the Repub 
lican side.] Put money in the pocket of the toiler, so he will be 
able to buy and consume of the products of the farm and the 
factory. The people accepted the advice of the Republican 
Party. McKinley was elected President, the Dingley tariff 
went into operation, the mills were opened, and they have been 
open from that day to this. Labor throughout the country was 
steadily employed at good wages and has been steadily em 








ist the 


ployed ever since. Wage earners bought and consumed, and 
prices went up naturally in obedience to the law of supply and 
demand. There are those who say we overdid the prosperity 


business and created too much demand and prices have become 
too high. It is hard to satisfy some people. 
The Republican Party is now committed to the 


policy of fix- 
ing duties on competitive commodities only 


high enough to 


| cover the difference in cost of production here and abroad, allow 


ing a reasonable profit to the American producer. It believe 
the creation of a tariff commission to ascertain that differe 
with practical certainty. It believes in adequate protection to 


| legitimate American producers on the one hand and protection 


of the American consumer against unjust exactions by mot 
combinations on the other hand. Its great, patriotic 
leader, President Taft, initiated this historic measure through 
his negotiations with the Canadian Government. He recom 
mends its enactment by Congress because it is in harmony with 
the industrial policy of the country and the best traditions of 
the Republican Party. 


Mr. Chairman, these two countries are neighbors. Their 
people are of the same race, they speak the same language, th 
have similar traditions and institutions. They are both capa} 


self-governing peoples devoted to liberty and order. The ) 
land boundary separating them, several thousand m 
extent, is marked by no frowning forts, is guarded by no s 
ing armies. ‘The placid bosom of the great inland seas whi 
are the common property of both countries, is vexed 
battleships or armed cruisers. Gentlemen, this is the 
sublime object lesson in the world’s history, teaching 
does, that two intelligent, self-reliant, progressive peoples, 
live side by side under different flags, with nothing to safea 


their relations but the spirit of justice and fraternity. [A 
| plause.}] Let us consecrate that relation, let us strengthen fli 
bond of unity between these peoples, so that we under 
| Stars and Stripes and they under their own national em! 
may be one people in all things that make for our common 
and tend to promote the welfare of mankind. [App! 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker h: 
resumed the chair, Mr. Suerrnry, Chairman of the Co: 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 1 
that committee had had under consideration the Canad f 
procity measure (H. R. 4412) and had come to no resolnt 
thereon. 

CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR PORTO RICO. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following nv e 
from the President of the United States (S. Doc, No. 815, Glst 
Cong., 3d sess.), which was read and, with the accompanying 
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papers, ordered printed and referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


As required by section 31 of the act of Congress approved 
April 12, 1900, entitled “An act temporarily to provide revenue 
and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” 
1 transmit herewith copies of the acts and resolutions enacted 
by the Legislative Assembly of Porto Rico during the session 
beginning January 9 and ending March 9, 1911. 

Wum. H. Tart. 

Tue WuHite House, April 17, 1911. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted. to Mr. 
Dickson of Mississippi for 10 days on account of important 
business, 

ADJOURN MENT. 

Then, on motion of Mr. UNperwoop (at 5 o’clock and 53 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, April 
18, at 12 o’clock m. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Willis River, Va. (H. Doc. No. 16) ; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5605) to determine the jurisdiction of 
United States courts in matters of contempt, and to regulate the 
trial and punishment of same; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5606) defining combinations and conspiracics 
in trade and labor disputes and regulating the granting of in- 
junctions therein; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5607) for the erection of a public building 
at Central City, Muhlenberg County, Ky.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5608) for the erection of a public building 
at Glasgow, Barren County, Ky.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 5609) to authorize the 
coinage of 2}-cent pieces; to the Committee on Coinage, Weigliis, 
and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5610) to repeal a portion of an act hereto- 
fore passed relating to the alienation of the title of the United 
States to land in the District of Columbia; to the Committ 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 5611) to retire enlisted men, 
either in the Army or Marine Corps, after 25 years’ service; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5612) to adjust the lineal and relat 
rank of certain officers of the United States Army, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5613) for the relief of volunteer officers 
and soldiers who served during the War with Spain and beyond 
the period of their enlistments; to the Committee on War Claiins. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5614) to acquire the Rancho del Encina!, 


survey of Detroit River, Wyandotte Channel, between Fighting | known as the Henry Ranch, located in San Luis, Obispo County, 
Island and city of Wyandotte, Mich. (H. Doc. No- 17); to the | State of California; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed 
with illustrations. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Patents was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4125) for 
the relief of the heirs of Benjamin S. Roberts, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 5595) to establish a fish- 
cultural station and mussel hatchery on the Wabash River, near 
Vincennes, Ind.; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 5596) to provide 
local rates of postage on parcels on rural routes emanating from 
the same post office or station; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 5597) to prevent the employ- 
ment of children under the age of 14 years performing manual 
labor; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 5598) to establish a fish 
hatchery and biological station in the first congressional district 
of the State of Georgia; to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5599) to promote the efficiency of the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 5600) authorizing the con- 
struction of national highway from Fort McPherson to the 
United States penitentiary, Fulton County, Ga.; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 5601) to limit the effect of 
the regulation of interstate commerce between the States in 
goods, wares, and merchandise wholly or in part manufactured 
by convict labor or in any prison or reformatory; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 5602) authorizing the Leo 
N. Levi Memorial Association to occupy and construct buildings 
for the use of the corporation on lots Nos. 3 and 4, block No. 
114, in the city of Hot Springs, Ark.; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5603) to amend section 
15 of an act passed May 30, 1908, and being an act entitled “An 
act to amend the national banking laws,” and provide for pay- 
ment of interest on public deposits; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 5604) to determine the juris- 
diction of circuit and district courts of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5615) granting to the city and county of 
San Francisco, Cal., rights of way in and through certain pu! 
lands of the United States in California; to the Committee ou 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5616) to amend section 2746 of the Revise 
Statutes, relating to additional compensation to the appraisers, 
deputy collectors, etc., at the port of San Francisco; to tle 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5617) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a suitable building or buildings for 
marine-hospital purposes at San Francisco, Cal.; to the Cou- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (7. R. 5618) to confirm the name of Commodore 
Barney Circle for the circle located at the eastern end of Penn- 
sylvania Avenue SE., in the District of Columbia; to the Coi- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5619) to amend the Code of Law for ‘|i 
District of Columbia regarding corporations; to the Commiti 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5620) to amend section 4514 of the Revise! 
Statutes; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine aii 
Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5621) to confer jurisdiction upon tlic 
Cireuit Court of the United States for the Ninth Circuit to de- 
termine in equity the rights of American citizens under tlic 
award of the Bering Sea arbitration of Paris and to render 
judgment thereon; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5622) to amend an act entitled “An act (0 
establish a Court of Claims,” and the acts amendatory therevf 
and supplementary thereto, approved February 24, 1855; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5623) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of tlic 
United States for destruction of private property ”; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5624) to provide for payment of interest 
on judgments rendered against the United States for money duc 
on public work; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 5625) for the relief of water 
users on reclamation projects in certain instances; to the Coi- 
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5626) providing 
for the purchase of a site and erection of a public building 
at Washington, Mo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 5627) for the acquisition 
of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at As- 
toria, Oreg.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5628) to amend an act entitled “An act for 
the sale of timber lands in the States of California, Oregon, 
Nevada, and in Washington Territory,” approved June 3, 1875; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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AJso, a bill (H. R. 5629) to amend section 2301 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5630) to repeal sec- | 
tion 17 of the United States Statutes, volume 14, enacted July | 
20, 1866, relating to the mileage of Senators, Representatives, 
and Delegates in Congress; to the Committee on Mileage. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5631) for the relief of the nonenlisted offi- | 
cers and members of the crews of the Mississippi Ram Fleet, 
Marine Brigade, or the Mississippi Squadron; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5632) to pension Army teamsters; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5633) requiring railroads to make reports; 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office Depart- 
ment. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5634) to amend section 4004 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, passed March 3, 1873, and en- 
titled “Additional pay for postal cars”; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5635) fixing the mileage of Senators, Rep- 
resentatives, and Delegates in Congress; to the Committee on 
Mileage. 

By Mr. HAY: Resolution (H. Res. 98) calling for informa- 
tion as to the number of officers added to the Army under the 
act of March 3, 1911; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Resolution (H. Res. 99) amend- 
ing rules; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 100) for appointment of special com- 
mittee to investigate certain commissions, boards, etc.; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: Resolution (H. Res. 101) to 
authorize the chairman of the Committee on Election of Presi- 
dent, Viee President, and Representatives in Congress to appoint 
a clerk to said committee; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Resolution (H. Res. 102) to provide for | 
an investigation of the Post Office Department; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

ty Mr. HAMLIN: Resolution (H. Res. 103) instructing com- 
mittees to examine affairs of departments; to the Committee 
on Rules, 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5636) granting an 
increase of pension to James W. Porter; to the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5637) granting an increase of pension to | 
John B. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5638) granting an increase of pension to | 
Elisha L. Larowe; to the Committee on Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5639) granting an increase of pension to 
John Ingerson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5640) granting an increase of pension to 
Mingo Williams, alias Mingo Hinds; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5641) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel D. Might; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5642) granting an increase of pension 
William Mereness; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5643) granting an increase of pension 
Christian Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5644) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Moon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5645) granting an increase of pension 
John Latham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5646) granting an increase of pension 
James W. Longbon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5647) granting an increase of pension 
John T. Hatch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5648) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Jackson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5649) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph Schickedantz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5650) granting an increase of pension 
David Rizor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5651) granting an increase of pension 
James M. Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5652) granting an increase of pension 
Marion Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5653) granting an increase of pension to 
Hunter Hastings; to the Committee on Invalid Pension» 


to 
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5654) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
5655) granting an increase of pension to 


Also, a bill (HL. R. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 


| Harrison Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5656) granting an increase of pension to 
David Vestal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5657) granting an increase of pension to 
James Milton Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5658) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred T. Tallman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5659) granting an increase of pension to 
Ralph Spring; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5660) granting an increase of pension to 
Jackson Stouffer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5661) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Shute; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5662) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis Siples; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5663) granting an increase of pension to 
William Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5664) granting an increase of pension to 
James M, Francis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5665) granting an increase of pension to 
William N. England; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5666) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon B. De Wolfe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5667) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Chamberlain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5668) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura I, Curry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5669) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Carpenter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5670) granting an increase of pension to 
James K, Polk Brady; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5671) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Barnhart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5672) granting an increase of pension to 
Ernst Boger; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5673) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Boger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5674) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza J. Barnd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 5675) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Cagney; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 5676) for the relief of the 
heirs of Thomas G. Flagg, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5677) granting a 
pension to Andrew M. Watson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5678) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Easterley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 5679) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Francis M. Jones; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 5680) granting an increase 
of pension to Moses M. Whitney; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5681) for the relief of John W. Fairfax; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5682) for the relief of John Mann; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 5683) for the relief of the 
Southern Railway Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5684) for the relief of Emma C. Franner, 
George W. Seaton, Hiram K. Seaton, Howard Seaton, Mary 
Seaton, Blanche Seaton, George W. Taylor, Edward Taylor, and 
Catharine Pomeroy; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5685) for the relief of Gordon Jones, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of William M. Jones, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5686) for the relief of the heirs of Philip 
Houser, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5687) for the relief of the estate of Mary 
E. Binns, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5688) for the relief of Mason Shipman; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 5689) granting a pension to 
Charlotte McConnell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H..R. 5690) for the relief of John Donnelly, de 
ceased; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5691) for the relief of David Kirch; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 5692) granting an increase 
of pension to John Eslinger; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 5693) granting a pension to 
Rosa Drumm Berry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5694) granting an increase of pension 
Alexander Price; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5695) granting an increase of pension 
Lithco 8. Van Anda; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5696) granting an increase of pension 
Arthur T. McLean; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5697) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Mosby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5698) granting an increase of pension 
John Day; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5699) granting an increase of pension to 
Ardon P. Middleton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5700) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Babb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5701) granting an increase of pension 
Hill C. Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5702) granting an increase of pension 
Charles O. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5703) granting an increase of pension 
Alberton F. Hopkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5704) granting a pension to William 
Matthews; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5705) for the relief of Henry W. Ander- 
son; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5706) to refer to the Court of Claims the 
claim of John 8S. Armstrong for compensation for loss of wheat 
in 1862; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5707) granting an increase of pension to 
William Cunningham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 5708) granting a pen- 
sion to Julius Cohn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5709) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Werts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5710) granting an increase of pension 
to William Higginbottom; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5711) granting an increase of pension to 
Julius Demele; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5712) granting an increase of pension to 
John, C. Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 5713) granting a pension 
to Hattie Brauda; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5714) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. 
C. L. Fogarty; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 5715) granting an 
increase of pension to William Henderson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5716) granting a pension to Garfield Lay; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5717) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Dailey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5718) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Conine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5719) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore F. Hawley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5720) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Carpenter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 5721) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Stone; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5722) granting an increase of pension to 
Junius G, Loggins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5723) granting an increase of pension to 
Enos Douglas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5724) granting an increase of pension to 
Wallace R. Newton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 5725) granting an increase of 
pension to Clarence McBratney; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 5726) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Isabella E. Cooper, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILL: A bill (H. R. 5727) granting an increase of 
pension to Albert Kampman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRIS: A bill (H. R. 5728) granting an increase 
of pension to Luther Stephenson, jr.; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


to 
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By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 5729) to authorize the ro. 
conveyance of certain lands to Abel Ady and wife in Klamath 
County, Oreg.; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 5730) for the relief of €. A, 
Sprinkel; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5731) for the relief of Wesley Rankins: to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5732) for the relief of James W. Nickens; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5733) for the relief of the heirs of James 
Bowles, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5734) for the relief of the heirs of James 
IF’. Rinker, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5735) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
A. Crow, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (H. R. 5736) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas J. Rice; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 5787) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ida C. Emerson; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 5738) granting an increase of 
pension to Mark T. Shrote; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5789) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Edge; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5740) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Skahan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 5741) granting an increase of pension to 
Grace Miller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5742) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret J. Harvey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5743) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph C. Sponogle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5744) granting a pension to Lillie G. 
Daggett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5745) granting an increase of pension to 
Carrie W. Dibble; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5746) granting a pension to Shepherd 
Plummer; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5747) granting a pension to Catherine J. 
Asmussen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5748) granting a pension to Mary Burn: 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5749) granting a pension to Lillian P. 
Beaudin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5750) granting a pension to Ellen Mur- 
phy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5751) granting a pension to Katherine M. 
McCarthy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5752) granting a pension to Julius Oppen- 
heimer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5753) granting a pension to Samuel! NR. 
Thurston; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5754) granting a pension to Charles 
Alpers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5755) granting a pension to Ella Whitc- 
side; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5756) granting a pension te James Ross; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 5757) granting a pension to Ella M. 
Gaines; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5758) for the relief of Joseph L. Donovan; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5759) for the relief of James Green 
Geoghegan, alias James Green; to the Committee on Nava! 
Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5760) for the relief of former occupants 0! 
the present military reservation at Point San Jose, in the city 
of San Francisco, and to repeal an act entitled “An act to refer 
the claim of Jessie Benton Fremont to certain lands and in.- 
provements thereon in San Francisco, Cal., to the Court of 
Claims,” approved February 10, 1893; to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5761) for the relief of the legal repre 
sentative of the estate of the late Gen. Oliver Duff Greenc; (0 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5762) for the relief of George W. Bell; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5763) for the relief of William K. Harvey, 
alias William K. Hall; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5764) for the relief of Bernard Campbell; 
to the Committee on Claims. a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5765) for the relief of the American Biscuit 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5766) for the relief of Mary Jordan, 
widow of Dennis Jordan; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5767) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Ormond 
M. Lissak; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5768) for the relief of H. Liebes & Co.; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5769) for the relief of Frank Klein; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5770) for the relief of Helen Wakefield; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5771) for the relief of Piper, Aden, Goodall 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5772) for the relief of John Rothchild & 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5773) for the relief of Arthur G. Fisk; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5774) for the relief of the widow and chil- 
dren of John W. Geering; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5775) for the relief of the estate of Julius 
Jacobs; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5776) authorizing the appointment of Maj. 
W. ht. Smedberg, United States Army, retired, to the rank and 
grade of brigadier general on the retired list of the Army; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5777) for the transfer of certain land to 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5800) granting an increase of pension to 
George Berry; to the Commfttee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5801) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Dillman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R, 5802) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Modrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5808) granting an increase of pension to 
T. Elwood Clark: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5804) granting an increase of pension to 
George O. Wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5805) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Boling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5806) granting an increase of pension to 
John McCray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5807) granting 
John Hoffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5808) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles C. Currier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5809) granting an increase of pension to 
Irwin R. Layton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5810) granting an increase of pension to 
Dennis Willard: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5811) granting an increase of pension to 
Leopold Fessler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5812) granting an increase of pension to 


an increase of pension to 


the Mission Rock Co., of California; to the Committee on the | Joseph Gravel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 
San Francisco, State of California, for moneys paid by said city 
aud county to various persons upon judgment claims recovered 
by them against said city and county for damages inflicted to 
their property by soldiers of the United States Army; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 5779) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charlotte Darnell; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 5780) to grant honorable 
discharges to the quartermaster volunteers who served in the 
military service in the Civil War, and including their names in 
the roster of the Union Army; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLETON: A bill (H. R. 5781) for the relief of 
Clarence B. Schenck; to the Committee on Claims. 


——— 


| 
| 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5813) granting an increase of pension to 


5778) to reimburse the city and county of | Morgan ‘Il’. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5814) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi B. Wightman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5815) granting an increase of pension to 


| Joseph Collett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. McDERMOTT: A bill (H. R. 5782) granting an in- | 


crease of pension to James Fleming; to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

sy Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 5783) granting an 
increase of pension to Patrick J. Carroll; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 5784) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to W. O. Hartshorne; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5785) for the relief of John Bartholomew; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 5786) granting an increase 


an increase of pension to William Lewis; 


of pension to Richard M. Springer; to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5787) granting a pension to Timothy Mc- | 


Carthy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 5788) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry C. Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5789) granting an increase of pension to 
John Breneman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5790) granting an increase of pension | 
to Michael M. Stuckey; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5791) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Barker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5792) granting an increase of pension 
A. J. Weaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5793) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Hoff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5794) granting an increase of pension 
Edmund Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5795) granting an increase of pension 
Owen Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5796) granting an increase of pension 
David H. Randall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 5797) granting an increase of pension 
Henry L. McCain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5798) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel 8. Garlits; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5799) granting an increase of pension 
Francis M. Marsh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 
to 
to 
to 
to 
to 
to 


to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5816) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Muntz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5817) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus Young: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill CH. R. 5818) granting an increase 
of pension to Oliver F. Chester; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5819) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephraim Romine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5820) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Mynatt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5821) granting a pension to Nellie V. Cor 
nelius; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5822) for the relief of Laura 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 5823) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas H. Nolan; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

ty Mr. PROUTY: A bill (H. R. 5824) granting a pension to 
Peter Bell: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

tv Mr. RUCKER of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5825) granting 
Y to the Committee 


J. Dills; to 


ou 
Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5826) granting an increase of pension to 


| Cassius M. Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 5827) granting an increase of pension to 
Green M. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5828) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Francis M. Sheppard; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 5829) granting an increase 
of pension to William R. Spears; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 5850) granting a pension to 
Nettie B. Shores; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5831) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel J. Ewing; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 5832) granting an increase of pen 
sion to Richard Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill CH. R. 5833) granting a pension to 
Rebecca Cordell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 5884) granting an 
increase of pension to William Cavins; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5835) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Webb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5836) granting an increase of pension to 
Melvin B. Dimmick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5837) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Lovelady ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 5858) granting an Increase 
of pension to John W. Weaver; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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Robert B. Woods; to the Committée on Invalid Pensions. Proctor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 5840) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 5882) granting a pension to Jereas; 

Edward J. Hurley, alias John Williams; to the Committee on | Odell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Invalid Pensions. Aiso, a bill (H. R. 5883) granting a pension to John Wes!) 
Also, a bill CH. R. 5841) granting an increase of pension to | Newman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Thomas Travis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 5884) granting a pension to J. F. Nap 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5842) granting an increase of pension to; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Phillip Sullivan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 5885) granting a_pension to Laur 
Also, a bill (CH. R. 5843) granting an increase of pension to | Norris: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Washington C. Shannon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill CH. R. 588S) granting a pension to Sarah Mal! 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5844) granting an increase of pension to]! to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Rh. H. Rebertson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill CH. R. 5887) granting a pension to James M: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5845) granting an increase of pension to! to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Joseph H. Phifer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill CH. R. 5888) granting a pension to America Me- 
Also, a bill (CH. R, 5846) granting an increase of pension to Daniel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

James A. Phelps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 5889) granting a pension to Laura 
Also, a bill CH. R. 5847) granting an increase of pension to Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

John T. Murray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 5890) granting a pension to Anna P. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5848) granting an increase of pension to | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

James Loving; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 5891) granting a pension to James |) 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 5849) granting an increase of pension to to the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Elijah W. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 5892) granting a pension to T! 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5850) granting an increase of pension to | Blythe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Percy H. Allen; to the Committee on Pensions. Also, a bill (H. BR. 5893) granting a pension to Fre! 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5851) granting an increase of pension to | Bailor; to the Committee on Pensiors. 

Calvin Beauchamp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 5894) granting a pension to William W. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5852) granting an increase of pension to | Cravens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Clement Brawner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill CH. R. 5895) granting a pension to Susan ¢ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5853) granting an increase of pension to | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Granville Corley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 5896) granting a pension to A. J. Clen 
Also, a bill (H. R, 5854) granting an increase of pension to | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

ryt ¥ . ° . « S . 

Thomas J. Clack; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 5897) granting a pension to John W 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5855) granting an increase of pension to | pavi<- ta tha Commities ¢ Rk animes , 

: s : E Pp Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

John A, Cole ; to the Cominittee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 5898) granting a pension to Kate ©. G, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5856) granting an increase of pension to Ewing; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

John K. ¢ aldwell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 5899) granting a pension to Maggie Evans; 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 5857) granting an increase of pension to | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Samuel J. Cates ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H.R. 5900) granting a pension to Mahala }’ant; 
Also, a bill (HI. R. 5858) granting an increase of pension to | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

James W. Cannon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 5901) granting a pension to Sarah \Vade 
Also, a bill H. R. 5859) granting an increase of pension to| q, i. an - . lid P tons 

McHenry Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 5 Sapmere; Se See Case ae — 7 emer i 

é a Ne ee . a 64 is Also, a bill (H. R. 5902) granting a pension to Lizzie I! 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5860) granting an increase of pension to ton: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

George W. Doss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 7, . . 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5839) granting an increase of pension ‘ Also, a bill (H. R. 5881) granting a pension to Eugene 17 


~ 





. : . A Also, a bill (H. R. 5803) granting a pension to Margarct BE. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5861) granting an increase of pension to Hazel: to the Committee 4 Invalid Rentine. é 
C. A. Edwards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 5904) granting a pension to Willixin IL 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5862) granting an increase of pension to 
David Gordon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5863) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Gillum:; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Jones; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5905) for the relief of Kate Oakes § 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 


: nen : Iso, a bil . R. 5906 r the reli Geor . Smith; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5864) granting an increase of pension to | a ae 2 owen ao relief of George M 
J. W. Grubb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also. a bill (H.R 5907) for the relief of Green B. Stewart; 
Also, a bill (Hi. R. 5865 ) granting an increase of pension to | a, inv, © . 2 Ue € . ; 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5908) for the relief of Mrs. Repsay Rowan; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Aliso, a bill (71. R. 5909) for the relief of Benjamin F. /roc- 


Eliza Il’. Greenwood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5866) granting an increase of pension to 

Johnathan C. Huffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5867) granting an inerease of pension to 


Richard Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. tor; to the Committee on mor ee ; i a 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5868) granting an increase of pension to | 4/8 2 bill (H. R. 5010) for the relict of J. M. Phelps; ‘0 1 
Susan J. Hendrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Committes on Wat a 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5869) granting an increase of pension to a. nie oa eee ae and benefit of Eli W. 
Nard B. R. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, vas om (H.R. 5912) for the relief of Josiah Morris: to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5870) granting an increase of pension to | ,, 5° ® >} We: Cal ; re 
William Jessee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the Committee a »" ae : an the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5871) granting an increase of pension to |, 4/80, 0 bill (H. R. 5913) for the relief of B. F. Miles; to th 
Abner J. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Committee on War ¢ ao ae ee a 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5872) granting an increase of pension to | Also, a bill (H. R. 501 ), ea 
James Kelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the Committee on War Claims. : ‘ Ss ww 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5873) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 5915) for the relief of Morton I. W. 


Isaac T. Lee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Camp; to the Committee on War Claims. Bald: to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5874) granting a pension to Parnesia M.| . 4/80, a bill (H. R. 5916) for the relief of J. D. Campfield; 
Walton; to the Committee on Pensions. | the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5875) granting a pension to Alice C. Weir; | Also, a bill (H. R. 5017) for the relief of James R. Evaus; ‘0 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the Committee on War Claims. ; . ia 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5876) granting a pension to Russella J.| Also, a bill (H. R. 5918) for the relief of Temple D. Harreld; 





York; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (HE. R. 5877) granting a pension to Millie Sweatt: Also, a bill (H. R. 5919) for the relief of George R. Harbison; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5878) granting a pension to Vesta V. Also, a bill (H. R. 5920) for the relief of the heirs of Georse 
Spears; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Wright; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5879) granting a pension to Lydia Smith; Also, a bill (H. R. 5921) for the relief of the heirs of Wilson 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Ryan; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5880) granting a pension to Edward A, Also, a bill (H. R. 5922) for the relief of the heirs of J. ©. 
Poag; to the Committee on Pensions. Kennerly; to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5923) for the relief of the heirs of Ander- | 
son Crenshaw; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5924) for the relief of the heirs of George 
’ Gray; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (HL R. 5925) for the relief of the heirs of Henry 
. Johnston; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Iso, a bill (H. R. 5926) for the relief of the heirs of Edmund | 
Lee; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5927) to correct the military record of 
ames Mesker; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5928) to correct the military record of 
William Lacy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5929) for the relief of the estate of Her- 
nan Whitney; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 5930) for the relief of the estate of H. R. M. 
Tovlor, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5981) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. 
0. F. Moore, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5932) for the relief of the estate of Rev. 
James Breeding, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 5938) for the relief of the estates of | 
George W. Chatfield and William E. Curd, deceased; 
Committee on War Claims. 

\Ilso, a bill (HL R. 5934) for the relief of the estate of W. R. 
Decker, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 59385) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John H. Winkfield; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5936) to remove the charge of desertion 
m the military record of Robert N. Stewart, and to grant him 
n honorable discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 59387) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Granor Owens; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5988) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of T. J. Caskey; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 5989) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Woodford Dunn; to the Committee | 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5940) appropriating $300 to the heirs of | 
Howard Newman, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5941) appropriating $4,500 to the heirs of 
Campbell Glover, deceased; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 5942) granting an increase of | 
pension to Benjamin Kelsey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5948) granting an increase of pension to | 
Kate A. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5944) for the relief of the heirs of Jenkins 
and Havens; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (AH. R. 5945) granting a pension to James H. 
Sutherland ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 5946) granting an increase 
of pension to Alexander F. McConnell; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5947) granting a pension to Louie EB. Read; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: Resolutions of Chamber of 
Commerce and Manufacturers’ Club of Buffalo, N. Y., urging 
—— of reciprocity bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
means, 

By Mr. ANTHONY: Petitions of Carrie V. Sheldon and other 
members of American Woman’s League, of Blue Rapids, Kans., 
and Mrs. Frances Larimer, president, and other members of the 
American Woman’s League, of Leavenworth, Kans., protesting 
as to action taken by the Post Office Department against the 
Lewis Publishing Co., of St. Louts, Mo.; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Papers to accompany bill for special 
relief of William T. Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of S. Blamer & Son and 56 other farmers, of 
Johnstown, Ohio, against any reduction of the tariff on wool; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Commerce and 
Manufacturers’ Club, of Buffalo, N, Y., and by Shanesville, 


io, against Canadian reciprocity agreement; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 
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| cil of Manitowoc, Wis., favoring postal savings bank law 
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By Mr. AYRES: Extracts from minutes of New Orleans Cot- 
ton Exchange, requesting all bagging and ties used in baling 
of cotton to be placed on free list: to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolution of Chamber of Commerce and Manufacturers’ 
Club of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring Canadian reciprocity; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of James T. Brown and others, 
of Sheffield, Pa., requesting withdrawal of troops from Mexican 
border; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Papers to a 
increase pension of George A. 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of Far1 
and Cooperative Union of Pierce County, G 
levy of a duty on Egyptian and other long staple 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLINE: Petition of La Grange County Farmers and 
Horticulture Society protesting against reciprocity bill, wit! 
reduction of tariff on manufactured goods; to i 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Resolutions of mayor and common cou 
- to the 


npany bill to 
Easterly; to the Committee on 


, aekine 


the Co 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

sy Mr. DODDS: Petitions of citizens of Isabella County; 
Wilson Grange, Antrim County; and Liberty Grange, No. 39 
all in the State of Michigan, protesting against the Canadian 
reciprocity agreement; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


‘ 
I 


By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Petition of William Henderson, 
favoring an increase of pension; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNES: Resolution of New York Chapter Ameri- 
ean Institute of Architects, favoring monument to Abraham 


Lincoln; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolution adopted at mass meeting by the Irish-Amer!- 
can and German-American societies of New York, against the 
enactment of a new arbitration treaty with Great Britain; to 


| the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Dunham Post, No. 141, De 


| partment of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, of Decatur, 


lll., fayoring the enactment of the Sulloway bill; to the Com- 


| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce and Manufacturers’ 
Club of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring Canadian reciprocity; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill for the relief of Clarence 
McBratney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: Memorial of Tennessee Legislature, re- 
questing refund of cotton tax; to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

Also, petition of Tennessee Society of Sons of the Revolution, 
requesting publication of all the archives of the Government 
relative to the War of the Revolution; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Also, petition for the passage of legislation preventing inter- 


| state transmission of race-gambling odds; to the Committee on 


the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of North Dakota, re- 
questing the passage of House bill 25791, increase for rural- 
delivery carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of C. F. Hutchinson, La Moure, N. Dak., against 
parcels-post bill; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, resolution of John F. Godfrey Post, No. 93, Pasadena, 
Cal., favoring the Sulloway bill; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of North Dakota, against the Cana- 
dian reciprocity agreement; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of the Tyrone (Pa.) Branch of 
the Socialist Party of Pennsylvania, requesting the re 
troops from the Mexican border; to the Committee 
Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Cambria County Pomona Gra 
testing against the Canadian reciprocity agreement; to the C 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KAHN: Papers to accompany a bill for the retief 
James Green Geoghegan, alias James Green; to the Cor 
on Naval Affairs, 

Also, papers to accompany bills granting pen ions to Lilllan 
P. Beaudim, Catherine Asmussen, and Mary Burnet, and an in 
crease of pension to Mark T. Shrote; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 
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Also, papers to accompany bills granting increases of pension 
to Carrie W. Dibble and Margaret J. Harvey, and pensions to 
Lillie G. Daggett and Ella Whiteside; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, papers accompanying a bill for the relief of W. K. 
Harvey, of San Francisco, Cal.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill for the relief of Bernard 
Campbell; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill for the relief of Joseph L. 
Donovan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KONOP: Petitions of Joseph J. Plank and Wisconsin 
Wire Works, of Appleton, Wis., and Brown County (Wis.) But- 
termakers’ Association, against Canadian reciprocity; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAMB: Resolution of Woman’s Club of Monroe, Wis., 
favoring repeal of the tax on oleomargarine; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Woman’s Club of Monroe, Wis., favoring 
Federal law for the inspection of dairy and meat animals and 
their products; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOTT: Petitions of numerous citizens of Carthage, 
N. Y.; Perch River Grange, No. 626, Patrons of Husbandry, 
Perch River, N. Y.; and Oswego County Fruit Growers Asso- 
ciation, Oswego, N. Y., against Canadian reciprocity agree- 
ment; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Indian River Grange, No. 564, Patrons of 
Husbandry, Antwerp, N. Y., relative to cold storage of food 
products (S. 7649) ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Carthage Coal Co., Carthage Oil Co., the 
Eager Electric Co. of Watertown, and of 13 citizens of Carthage, 
all in the State of New York, against Canadian reciprocity; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PLUMLEY: Resolution of Graniteville Branch, Quarry 
Workers’ International Union of North America, protesting on 
the part of the United States in the affairs of Mexico, and 
Quarry Workers’ International Union, Barre, Vt., protesting 
against intervention by the United States in the affairs of 
Mexico; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, vote of Saxton River Grange, Saxton River, Vt.; unani- 
mous yote of Orion Grange, South Woodstock, Vt.; and petition 
of citizens of Putney, Vt., protesting against the reciprocity 
agreement with Canada; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POST: Resolution of Buffalo (N. Y.) Chamber of 
Commerce and Manufacturing Club, favoring Canadian reci- 
procity agreement; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RODDENBERY: Petition requesting the with- 
drawal of troops from Mexican border; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHARP: Resolutions of Local Lodge No. 453, Inter- 
national Machinists, in favor of enactment of the reading or 
illiteracy test to exclude undesirable immigration and impor- 
tation of cheap labor; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. SIMS: Petition of Richard Smith, relating to granting 
increase of pension; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolution of New Orleans Cotton Ex- 
change, urging that all bagging and ties used in the baling of 
cotton be placed on the free list; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolution of citizens of Buffalo and the Niagara fron- 
tier, favoring the Canadian reciprocity agreement; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SWITZER: Petition of Springfield Grange, No. 210, 
Gallia County, Ohio, protesting against the Canadian reci- 
procity agreement; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Cheshire, Orange, Seymour, 
North Haven, Wallingford, Totoket, Indian River, Waugumbary, 
Suffield, Good Will, Somers, No. 105, and Columbia Granges, 
favoring a parcels-post bill; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, resolution of Wethersfield Business Men and Civie As- 
sociation, Wethersfield, Conn., protesting against the Canadian 
reciprocity agreement; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of citizens of Waterbury, Conn., protesting 
against the new arbitration treaty with Great Britain; to the 
Committee on Fereign Affairs. 

Also, resol of Hillstown (Conn.) Grange and West 
Hartford Grange,4No. 58, protesting against the Canadian reci- 
procity agreement; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of C. P. Frazer and 136 citizens of 
Mount Victory, Ohio, against Canadian reciprocity bill; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, April 18, 1911. 


The Hense met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. [Dp 
follows: 

Eternal God, our heavenly Father, ever ready to hi l 
answer the prayers of the faithful, help us to pray and 
that we may become factors in the world’s great fi 
endeavor, workers in Thy vineyards, that we may buii) 
ourselves characters Godlike, in imitation of the worl« 
emplar, that Thy kingdom may come, and Thy will be 
earth as in heaven. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read 
approved. 


CANADIAN RECIPROCITY, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Ho: 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House « 
state of the Union for the further consideration of 1) 
H. R. 4412, the Canadian reciprocity bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committ. 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the furtl: 
sideration of the Canadian reciprocity bill, with Mr. Sur: 
the chair. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the : 
man from Connecticut [Mr. HILr}. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I spoke o: 3 
subject in the last session of Congress at some length. | | 
no desire in any sense whatever to make a speech now, t I 


have some additional facts bearing on the matter which I « 
to present, believing that possibly they may be of use the 
further progress of this debate. 

In discussing the question of reciprocity with Cans 
the last session of Congress I tried to show that no 
would come to this country if the terms of the agreement 
enacted into law, and that it would be in fuli accord wit! 
practice of the Republican Party in the past and also with 
the provisions of the national Republican platform at the 
present time. - 

I pointed out— 

First. That in every case where we had made reciprocity 
agreements with other countries the result had been be: 
to both parties. 

Second. That the pending agreement was in no sense a ¢ 
tariff revision, but simply a straightforward business arr.) ce- 
ment with a single adjacent country for the reciprocal exc! ance 
of such articles as the negotiators of both Governments bi ed, 
after most careful consideration, could be made with sifi 
each other and for the mutual advantage of both, and that the 
special rates so made had no necessary bearing upon the cou- 
eral tariff relations of either Canada or the United States L 
the other countries of the world; and 

Third. That the racial characteristics of the respective 
ples and the climatic conditions of the two countries 
justified an entirely different course of action of one towar! tle 
other from that which ought to control our relations wit! the 
peoples on the other side of the two oceans, where like | 
tions do not prevail. I laid down the fundamental prin:}e 
that competition can not exist between the products of two 
nations except with reference to their exportable surplus l 
showed the statistical position of the principal crops of Canica 
and the United States in this respect. 

I think I demonstrated beyond dispute, for no reply has yet 
been made by anybody to the proposition, that the higher «-t 
of living which now obtains in this country was due | i 
enormously increased demand for food products and a }) 
tionately decreased productive power on our part, and (hit | 
great change, due largely to immigration and a transition | 
agriculture to manufacturing, had begun on the Atlantic «st 
and was steadily moving westward until now its influence \ 
effective and controlling in the central West. 

I pointed out, also, that the transference of millions 0 
millions of the food-producing classes from the nations 
Europe into the manufacturing industries of this country ! 
made the tendency to a higher cost of living world-wide, 21 
expressed my sincere belief that the continuation of high pr 
for food products was inevitable, and that the only poss’ 
effect of complete freedom of exchange of all natural produ 's 
between the United States and Canada would be to tempora'y 
retard the rapid advances and to steady the fluctuations of | 
prices of the fast-diminishing export surplus of many of (!'¢ 
food products of both countries, and that a considerable peri 
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of time woukl be necessary for a permanent readjustment of the 
present world-wide conditions of the cost of living.. 

1 showed that the land values differed in the different Prov- 
inces of Canada as they did in the United States, but that tak- 
ing all oceupied farm lands in the Dominion, the average value 
was $38.60 per acre, as against a value of $23.38 of all occupied 
farm lands in the United States. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 

uestion? 
. The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Connecticut 
yield to the gentleman from Oklahoma? 

Mr. HILL. I will yield just for a question. I have only one 
hour, and I will take it all. 

Mr. FERRIS. Where does the gentleman get those figures? 

Mr. HILL. I get them, in the first place, from the Census 
Bureau of the United States, and in the second place from the 
census bureau of Canada. You will find the one in the Cana- 
dian Yearbook. Mr. Durand will give you the figures which he 
gave to me. 

Mr. FERRIS. I only asked for information. 

Mr. HILL. I quote now from the report of the Tariff Board 
of March 1 on that subject, specifying where the main differ- 
ences are found, for the prices of farm lands are based on the 
yield per acre and selling price of the product; and that ques- 
tion is a vital one in the problem of the cost of living to all of 
our people. 

I would be glad, if any of you have that report before you, 
to have you follow me in these quotations, These quotations 
which I shall read are summaries of the Tariff Board, not iso- 
lated extracts of prices across the border line, but the sum- 
maries of the whole investigation. 

On page 84 of that report the board says: 

In the great farming States of Iowa, Indiana, and Illinois the values of 
farm lands are very much higher than in any of the Canadian Provinces. 
In Illinois and Iowa they are a little more than twice as high as in Ontario. 

The inerease of land yalues between 1900 aad 1910 has been marked 
in both countries. In certain of the Provinces the rate of increase has 
been higher than in any of the States. The highest rates of increase 
in the States are found where the highest land values obtain, namely, 
in Illinois, Indiana, and Iowa. But, on the other hand, Ontario, while 
reer = highest Canadian land value, shows the lowest Canadian 
rate of increase. It is worth noting that Ontario is feeling the com- 
petition of western Canada, just as some years ago the eastern part of 
the United States felt the competition of our western lands. 

It is impossible to make any significant comparative study of land 
values in western Canada a those in the United States. Western 
Canada is a virgin region; railroad lands have been sold to settlers at 
low prices and on liberal terms of payment; the Government has given 
away millions of acres under a iibexal homestead law. In Manitoba 
the value of land per acre is $29, or $7 less than in Minnesota and 
Michigan; but owing to the recent settlement of Manitoba the rate of 
increase during the last 10 years is much greater than in those States. 

Concerning wages in the wheat-producing sections, I quote 
from pages 85 and 86, as follows: 

In general, it may be said that the wages of yy season 
hands (hands employed for a gee of seven, seven and a half, or eight 
mouths, beginning about April 1) are on the same general level in 
Manitoba and Minnesota, and clso on the same general level in Sas- 
katchewan and North Dak and they are higher in the last-named 
localities than in the two first named. Where North Dakota and 
Manitoba join each other the wages for season hands are about $5 
higher in North Dakota than in Manitoba. The wages of harvest hands 
are practically the same throughout the twe Provinces and the three 
States ineluded in this inves tion, with the exception of certain large 
farms in the States, where the rate is about 50 cents per day below 
the prevailing rate on the smaller farms. 

So far as production per acre is concerned, the official re- 
ports show that of winter wheat, in which we excel, our land 
produced in 1910, 15.8 bushels per acre, and of spring wheat, 
in which Canada excels, her land produced 15.5 bushels per acre. 

We produced 460,000,000 bushels of winter wheat as against 
230,000,000 bushels of spring wheat. Canada produced 16,000,000 
bushels of winter wheat and 133,000,000 of spring wheat. These 
are in round figures in both cases, for I am quoting from mem- 
= matter. 

e these statements of land values, wages, and acreage 
product show clearly that there can be no appreciable difference 
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and Washington. This yield is not equaled by any of the Canadian 
Provinces. The next highest yields are those of the great oat States, 
Illinois and lowa, each of which produces 38 bushels per acre. This 
is also the yield of Montana. 

The yields of Nova Scotia and Ontario exceed this by about 1 bushel. 

The highest American farm prices, 50 and 51 cents, are reported 
from New Hampshire and Vermont, respectively. The rhest Cana- 
dian prices, 45 and 49 cents, are reported from New 1 








ck and 
Nova Scotia, respectively. Ontario receives 36 cents, 1inst 42 
cents received by the New York farmer. The lowest 1 price 
quoted is that of Saskatchewan—28 cents. The lowest - p 


is that of lowa—27 cents. It is to be noted 

more than half of the oat crop of the United 

35 cents a bushel, and that the farm prices of 

tion of the Canadian crop range from 28 to 
HAY. 

The highest American yield per acre, 1.4 tons, Is rey 
tana. Maine, New Hampshire, New York, and Ver: A 
yield of about 14 tons per acre. ‘The yields of the ; t hay States of 
the Middle West range from 1 ton to a little more t 1 14 tons. It 
Canada the average yields range from 0.87 ton, in A rta, t litt 
more than 2 tons on Prince Edward Island. 

What is Prince Edward Island? I have been all over it, from 
one end of it to the other, and the crop of hay is ins!gnificant, 
compared with the requirements of either Canada or the United 
States. 

Ontario, which produces more hay than New York, re] 
age yield per acre of 1.84 tons, as against New York's av« 
1.32 tons. 

The highest American farm price, over $15 per ton, is repo 
New Hampshire and Wisconsin. The highest Canadian pric 
is that quoted for Alberta. The Ontario price is $10.21, as again l 
New York price of $13.70. It should be noted that, owing to crop 
shortage, American hay prices were unusually high in 1910. 


HORSES. 


Prices of horses range from $106 to $125 per head in Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, and New York. In Michigan, Wisconsin, Minne- 
sota, and North Dakota the range is from $111 to $126, and in Mon- 
tana, Idaho, and Washington from $80 to $108. In eastern Canada 
prices of horses range from $107 to $139 per head, while in western 
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Canada the range is from $107 to $156. In the great agricultural 
States of Indiana, I[linois, and Iowa prices range from $120 to 
$124. In all the Canadian Provinces, except Prince Edward Island, 
Manitoba, and Nova Scotia, the prices are higher than in any of our 


States. 

As to horses, Canada has no surplus of importance outside of On- 
tario. The agricultural development of the northwestern Provinces has 
ut prices of work stock and heavy draft teams at a premium in the 
ferritor tributary to Winnipeg. During the spring of 1910 it is stated 
on ¢g authority that not less than 20,000 horses were sold out of 
Ontario alone for shipment to the market just mentioned, and pros 

ctive loss of this trade is giving Ontario some concern at this time. 
Tire five Provinces of Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, Saskatchewan, and 
Alberta combined have but 1,863,744 head, as compared with 1,600,000 
head now in the State of Iowa alone. 


DAIRY Cows (p. 109). 


Prices of dairy cows range from $33 to $39 a head in Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, and New York. In Michigan, Wisconsin, Minne 
sota, and North Dakota the range is practically the same. In the 
western border States of Montana, Idaho, and Washington the rang 
from $41.80 to $46.50. In eastern Canada prices of dairy cows rang 
from $32 to $48 and in western Canada from $39 to $41. The highest 
Canadian price quoted is $48, in Ontario, as against $46.50 in Montana, 
the highest American price. 


CATTLE AND SWINE (p. 110). 


Prices of other cattle vary in the United States from $14.30 a head 
in Minnesota to $27.40 in Montana, while in Canada the range of 
prices is from $31 in Saskatchewan to $34 in Ontario. 

Prices of swine are slightly higher in Canada than in the United 
States. In our eastern border States, Maine, New Hampshire, Ver- 
mont, and New York, they range from $10 to $11.10. In the great 
agricultural States of Indiana, Illinois, and Iowa, prices of swir 
vary very little from those already quoted. In eastern Canada the 
range of swine prices is from $10 to $13 and in western Canada, from 
$12 to $13. The highest American price is $11.80 a head in Wiscon 
sin, as against the highest Canadian price of $13 a head, which is 
quoted for Quebec, Manitoba, and Saskatchewan. 

SHEEP (pp. 110, 118). 

Prices of sheep are much lower In the United States than In Canada 
due to the fact that Ontario specializes on pedigreed flocks as appea: 
later on. the United States they range from $2.90 per head in 
Texas to $5.30 in Illinois and Iowa, while in Canada the range i 
from $4 in Nova Scotia to §7 in Ontario, Manitoba, and Saskatchewan 

While the sheep industry in Canada at the present time ts a mi: 
one, the feeding of lambs for market has been an important busin: 
in Ontario, as many as 125,000 head having been exported as late » 
1907 to the United States and 33,000 the same year to Great Brita 
The surplus has now dwindled, however, to such an extent that pi 
tically none was received at the Buffalo stockyards during 1910. In 
fact te is reported that a few American-fed lambs have been shipped 
from Buffalo to Toronto, indicating that Ontario at the present tu 
fs scarcely supplying her own wants in this regard. howeve! 
an abnormal condition. 


These are the general conclusions drawn by the Tariff Board 
from their investigations. So far as retail prices in vario 
localities are concerned, comparisons are of no value as a rule, 
for they are almost always affected by local conditions, such 
methods of distribution and business customs. But I call atten 
tion to the fact shown on page 128, that uew-lald eggs reta'l 
at 30 cents per dozen in Burlington and 40 cents in Montrea!; 
that milk sells at 7 cents per quart in Burlington and 9 cents 
in Montreal; cream at 45 cents per gallon in Burlington and 
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50 cents in Montreal; and that butter sells at 
in Burlington and 35 cents in Montreal. 

I submit herewith also the table found on page 132, giving the 
prices on dressed meats both at wholesale and retail in Chicago, 
Toronto, and Montreal, showing in every case higher prices in 
Canada than in the United States: 

Comparative prices of agricultural products, January, 
me 





9° 
32 


cents per pound 


1911—Dressed 


WHOLESALE PRICES PER 100 POUNDS. 




















| Toronto, Montreal, 
Chicago, Il. | Canada. Canada. 
Ne.,'2 WOMTORRNNED, 5s oven psnssadiictales es $9.50 | $9.50 | $9.50-$10.75 
6 SRI GUNG os 0 Shacks asceresevaeseas 8.00 | O04 keke. ctsakeos 
RI a eed re ae ow | $8.50- 9.00 | 99.00%. coos -cascaoes 
SOON 5 wenusnsbvupepchab obhodaieudeetss 6.00 | 9.00} 8.00- 8.50 
TUG. Bick cvtxevetepap ove sbiendbbdedeusdes 10. 00-12. 00 | 10. 50 12. 00- 13.00 
RETAIL PRICES PER POUND. 
| 
Buffalo, Toronto, 
N. Y. Canada. 
| 
Beef: | 
ban cotadudve shew ee barb eetilases pdbdeccenab os $0. 14-$0.18 | $0. 15-$0. 25 
SR scnkah< care eehecove césenseranabenenninecsseseen |} .12- .14) .10- .165 
OUND. ads cnabdicogussucebescprescseonsec |} .18 .24] 25 
Fs WUE S ciredccovesesnnchbbeenss toes sesrosvecese< -16- .20{ .18 .25 
Lamb: 
Dh «de bpédbenitiboeedie teubadubetenelcaaabitaesscones< .12- .16 -20- .25 
CD op dadin s6cke este de ctepdVadGEOenesducnecetcanseste -16- .22 -20- .22 
TE, ¢6npatecoebbsbes caqnviscdetnmeettetstscecccsel -18- .22 -30 
Pork: | | 
EMR 2 VV inndnseh ecbheveckadanednanhechen kbistuesocsens | -16| .17- .20 
PO sn dh dckbgdadne ths echavdddppcisicece seve | 11 | ei 





This investigation and report of the Tariff Board, published 
since I spoke in February on this question, fully justifies the 
claim I then made, that the treaty was in strict accord with the 
Republican national platform declaring that “the true measure 
of protection is the difference in the cost of production at home 
and abroad.” 

Over and over again since this treaty was made public the 
reduction in the price of wheat has been quoted as proof that 
the coming of reciprocity was casting its shadow before, and 
some Members on this floor wore into shreds and tatters tele- 
grams tending to prove that wheat would soon become almost 
valueless, because Canadian restrictions were not taken off from 
logs and pulp wood to be manufactured on this side of the 
boundary at what has always been claimed to be a higher cost 
of production. As a proof that the law of supply and demand 
is still in operation, I quote from the market reports of the New 
York Tribune of March 27 concerning wheat: 

Exports of wheat and corn are growing, and as the price of flour has 
reached an export basis, increase shipments may be looked for. The 
visible supply of wheat in the United States is 10,000,000 bushels more 
than at this time last year, while the world’s supply is 30,000,000 
bushels larger, the two factors, with favorable prospects for big crops 


in the current year, apparently precluding the possibility of a return of 
quotations to the high levels of 12 months ago. 


I also quote a dispatch from Chicago, published in the New 
York Journal of Commerce, with reference to barley: 


BARLEY HITS RECORD HIGH LEVEL. 


Cuicaco, March 23.—Barley made an entirely new price record in 
Chicago to-day. Up to $1.13 a bushel was paid. The rise to-day reached 
2 to 4 cents, making a total gain of more than 20 cents in the last 
couple of weeks. Scarcity of the grain has developed sharp competition 
between malsters and brought about a boom excelling anything of the 
kind previously known in the trade. 

Is it not manifest that if the proposition for reciprocal trade 
in these commodities is responsible for these changes, it is work- 
ing both ways at the same time? 

But that is not all, for it is claimed by some gentlemen here 
that the policy of reciprocity in competitive products is not 
only a wrong economic one, but that it is “ un-Republican ” and 
“ruinous to the protective system.” And yet only two years 
ago the bituminous coal interests of Pennsylvania petitioned the 
Ways and Means Committee for complete reciprocity with 
Canada in one of the great products of Pennsylvania, Ohio, 
Indiana, and Illinois—bituminous coal—and every Republican 
on this floor who voted for the Payne bill as it passed the House 
was guilty of this heresy to Republican principles, for if it is a 
heresy now, it was just as much so then, 

But agricultural implements, which are also competitive prod- 
ucts and essential to farming, furnish a still more glaring in- 
consistency. Our Democratic friends have just reported a bill 
which will be acted upon in a few days putting these things on 
the free list, and yet every one of them who voted against the 
Payne bill voted against not only Canadian but world-wide 
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reciprocity then, and our Republican friends who voted for +) 
tariff bill and now oppose reciprocity with Canada in ow: 
competitive articles will have much difficulty in adjusting 1) 
conscientious scruples, for paragraph 468 of the Payne bil! 
plows, tooth and disk harrows, harvesters, reapers, agricul) 
drills and planters, mowers, horse rakes, cultivators, thrasi 
machines, and cotton gins on the free list from any country 
the world which will admit ours free. 

If any American farmer chooses to pay a higher price for 
of these things than he can buy it for at home and so put | 
self on a parity with the Canadian farmer, he can get then 
day in England, as the Canadian does, and import them | 
absolutely free of duty. 

The only trouble is he can buy them cheaper at home, aii 
far as these things are concerned the proposed Democratic | 
will be of no benefit to him. 

It is only fair to state that this challenge to a world.) 
reciprocity in the Payne bill was flung out to all nations a 
request of the manufacturers themselves. I defy any Repu) 
or Democrat to gainsay that. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
tleman yield for a moment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield to the gentle 
from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HILL. Yes; I will yield—if the interruption is sho; 
for a question. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman infor 
whether or not agricultural implements are produced in Can: 

Mr. HILL. Oh, yes; a few; but I guess not so many as 
send over there. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Can the gentleman give us 4 
comparison of wages paid in that industry in Canada and | 
United States? 

Mr. HILL. There is no difference between the wages ji) 
in Canada and the United States. I will stand upon that. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yi 
Wili the gentleman allow me to interrupt him just a mon 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle! 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BuTLER]? 

Mr. HILL. I can not yield. Of course there are different 
rates of wages. One employer will pay liberal wages, w!hii!: 
another will squeeze the life out of his employees. But i 
general way I will state that there is no difference in the wiges 
between like people, living in a like climate, under similar 
ditions. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. But the gentleman has j 
stated that in some respects the cost of living is higher in ‘ 
ada than in the United States. If the wage earner has to puy 
a higher cost of living, is not that an important factor in « 
sidering his situation when his wages are the same? 

Mr. HILL. Yes; I will answer the gentleman, and say |! 
the cost of living is higher in eastern Canada than in Sout! 
Dakota. 

Now, I commend to the gentleman ‘the next sentence that | 
am going to read: “Great is Diana of the Ephesians.” ‘| 
opponents of Canadian reciprocity may not see the force of tli's 
interjection, but they will if they study their Bibles and fan 
iarize themselves with Paul’s experience in Ephesus, [Applaus 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Connecti 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HILL. I can not yield. I have only a few minutes more 

The site of the former Temple of Diana, which I visited three 
years ago, is now nothing but a great mudhole, and that als» 
is suggestive of many things. [Laughter on the Democriti 
side.] 

Nor can our Democratic friends congratulate themselves tliat 
they are walking now in the paths which their fathers tro! 
for most of these food products which will come in free und: 
reciprocity with Canada were dutiable at an average of ~' 
per cent in the Democratic Wilson bill and at from 40 to 20 |» 
cent in the Walker bill of 1846; and about the only thing fou! 
in the infinitesimal free list of that still sacred achievement ©! 
Democratic revenue legislation among the many made free i 
this bill are shrubs, seeds, and fish. 

Now, if you ask me my idea of protection to a farm produ’ 
I will give you an illustration. Canada produces abou! 
73,000,000 bushels of potatoes per annum; the United States 
about 336,000,000 bushels annually. The production is under 
like circumstances in both countries and in like climatic co! 
ditions. Indeed, in many cases the boundary line runs rig)! 
through the potato fields. The freights to the great markets 
of this country are substantially the same. I have them here, 


Mr. Chairman, will the ; 
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given me by the Interstate Commerce Commission, by rail and 
by the Hamburg-American and North German Lloyd steain- 
ship companies from Germany, yesterday, by telegraph: 


Railroad rates on potatoes, carload lots, to New York. 


From— 


St. Paul, Minneapolis, Oshkosh, Manitowoc, Green Bay, ets. 
Wis.; Escanaba, Bagley, Mich _.per bushel__ 21. 68 
Fredericton, St. Johns, Morrison, New Brunswick__do__~— 15. 53 
Caribou, Daggett, Presque Isle, Me_.__.....--_ ~~ a 17. 87 
I, Se iersihinie teeteet initial tnkasinticcendill centennial ; 15. 53 
I ee el 17.58 
IS Ss cpedictvcniceas asda dics anes ab dh aaitiven cainw en itindutinctisn lang GOn.<i— 16. 99 
I Ca cn Na al aan cis hn eR Gee. 14. 65 
Hamburg and Bremen, Germany, by steamer_____- | 9. 80 


The freights to the great markets of this country are sub- 
stantially the same. Whatever difference there is, possibly 1 | 
cent a bushel, is in our favor. No duty is needed from Canada, | 
because there is no difference in the cost of production. But 
across the ocean is a country of small area, with a population 
of 60,000,000 people—Germany—which produced last year 1,800.- 
000,000 bushels of potatoes, six times as many as we did with 
our 30,000,000 more population. With the cheap labor of Ger- | 
many, she can do it at an average cost of at least 10 cents a 
bushel less than we can. More than that, Germany can put 
those potatoes into New York City by water at a freight of 5 | 
cents a bushel less than the rail rate from any producing points 
in the United States. I would ascertain, through a careful in- 
vestigation by the Tariff Board, what the average difference in 
the cost ef production is and would make a duty to fully cover 
it. That is my idea of protection. That is the competition from 
which I would protect the American farmer, and that is Repub- | 
lican protection, as I understand it. 

The fact of the case is that Canadian reciprocity is not in 
any sense a tariff question, and I am profoundly glad, gentle- 
men, that it is not a party one [applause], for it has been 
negotiated by a great Republican President and, in my judg- 
ment, will receive the approval of a majority of both parties 
on the floor of this House. [Applause.] In its very essence— 
and I shall discuss it from this point hereafter—it is a question 
of the future cost of living in this country, and that problem 
vitally affects every individual in the land. It goes into every 
home, not only, as the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hrnps] said, 
the home on the farm, but into the tenement house as well, into 
the humble cottage of the poor and the palace of the rich like- 
wise. It is as insistent and compelling in the great city as in | 
the country village, and it demands the anxious thought of 
every nation on this new continent, as it has already become 
the despair of every nation on the old one. 

Three years ago I visited a great factory in Berlin, and was 
shown through it by an intelligent foreman who could speak : 
little English. “ What do you pay for meat here,” said I, 
“roasting and boiling pieces?” “Meat! Workmen know no 
meat. Potato and cabbage, cabbage and potato,” was his reply. 
And I understood the significance of a country of 60,000,000 
people raising 1,800,000,000 bushels of potatoes every year. 
“What is the price of butter?” I asked. “ No butter can buy. 
Oil,” he answered. 

I have traveled for a month in the Orient, with an educated, 
cultivated gentleman as a guide, and his continuous diet was 
boiled rice, with a little dried fish added on feast days only. 

Half of the population of the world to-day are struggling for 
a bare existence, and I never want to see on this continent such 
a civilization as that kind of sustenance compels. 

The political complexion of Great Britain to-day is determined 
by the size of a loaf of bread, and the socialism of France and 
Germany is in reality a protest against scanty nourishment | 
and the inability of the masses to obtain those things which 
make life tolerable and give to men ambition and hope of better 
things in the future for themselves and those dependent on them. 

The increased cost of living was the dominant factor in the 
last election in this country, and mistaken as I think the people 
were as to the underlying causes of higher prices, they were 
not mistaken in the fact of their existence, for they were faced 
with the proof of it every day. 

They did not stop to think that every year a million immi- 
grants are added to our population beside its natural increase. | 
They did not realize that eight-tenths of these settled in the | 
manufacturing and mining sections, and that-in the last decade 
nearly 10,000,000 of people, most of whom were food producers | 
across the ocean were changed to food consumers here, and, 
besides that, the cities were growing enormously at the expense 
of the farming sections, making more food consumers and less 
food producers still. 

They saw the splendid development of the West and the 
prosperity of the South and wondered at the resulting con- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





| how politically responsible for a situation which a 


361 


ditions as they were affected by them, forgetting the funda- 
mental fact that no matter how much supply may increase, if 
demand increases more rapidly still, prices are bound to ad- 
vance in proportion; and so they voiced their protest at the 
polls, and you gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber are 
tepublican 
of taxation did not cause, and which a Democratic 
system ean not change, for increased demand for food products 
pressing upon the same area of production is certain to advance 
the price of the product and the increased return on the in- 
vestment means higher land values, which in turn compels 
higher cost of production in the future. There can be no remedy 


system 


lo 
= 


| except in a larger area of production or a reduced standard of 


living which will lessen demand. 

In the last Congress I set forth in some detail the change 
from agricultural to industrial conditions in the States east of 
Indiana, and I call further attention now to the of 
manufacturing in the South and the limitation 


increase 


of the 


pro- 


| ductive power of that section to the single crop of cotton, and 


I am satisfied that the present census of the United States will 
show that, with possibly two or three exceptions, the States 
east of the Mississippi River are nowhere near self-sustaining 
so far as food products are concerned. 

In the two decades from 1880 to 1900, while this great indus- 


| trial change was going on in the Eastern States, the value of 


all farm property in New Hampshire, Vermont, Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Ohio 
decreased to the amount of $325,800,779, and in the same decades 
the value of all farm property in Indiana, Illinois, Nebraska, 


Kansas, Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Missouri increased 
$4,773,031,222. The addition to the wealth of those great States 


was enormous, and yet it can be easily accounted for by the 
fact that in a previous generation the value of much of that land 
had been merely nominal and had come into the possession of the 
owners ut very low prices, much of it by the payment simply of 
the homestead fee of $1.25 an acre and that the increment was 
the result of long and hard struggles in subjecting it to cultiva- 
tion, and with the low prices then prevailing securing the improve- 
ments which now make life enjoyable to the present possessors. 

But the new census will show a wholly different condition of 


affairs. The natural movement to higher prices which a con- 


| stantly increasing demand has caused, while it has affected all 


agricultural sections throughout the country, has given to these 
great cereal-producing States of the Central West by the greatly 
increased prices of their products an added wealth in increased 


| land values which I do not believe has been equaled in any like 
| period of time and in any similar territorial area in the history 


of the world. 

In making this second comparison, I have not been able to get 
the census returns of the State of Ohio, but I have na doubt 
that State has shared in the results of these changes in equal 
proportion with the neighboring Eastern States of New York 
and Pennsylvania as it did before. 

I will insert in the Recorp the changes in the land values 
alone, not including buildings and live stock, in order to show 
the added wealth of agricultural investments in the East and 
West in the single decade of 1900 and 1910. During that time the 
States of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania 
show an increased value of land alone in the sum of $528,515,000, 
thus practically bringing them back to conditions which obtained 
30 years, ago, and substantially recouping the previous loss. 


Eastern States—increase of land value, 1900 to 1910, farm land alone. 





| Value. 











Gain. Percent. 
DS te sal aiiabeds caccceetcsuutinasdou | $85,923,000 | $36,569,000 74 
A RIND: Viniwdascndasivsneddenee | 44, 327, 000 8, 828,000 | 25 
Vermont... ...-.ccccccccccccccccccecsseees 58, 255, 000 12, 441, 000 | 27 
Massachsetts.. .....cccccccccccccccccccces 104, 273, 000 17, 348, 000 20 
Rhode TelGM « «oc cccccccccccscccscoccscces 14, 837, 000 1, 415, 000 ll 
Connecticut. ......... 71, 527,000 19, 086, 000 ah 
New York....... 703, 214, 000 152, 040, 000 28 
Pennsylvania 627, 185, 000 51,792, 000 | ) 
PURI 1. ddocsncucquscadgccesarcsetcct 122, 357, 000 28, 996, 000 31 

Patel. . ccedccccccccesccvesssénccoscees | 1,831,898,000 | 328,515,000 





Over against this increase I call attention to the remarkable 
showing of the eight States of the Middle West—lIllinois, Indiana, 
Nebraska, Kansas, lowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Missouri— 
which in this single decade, now existing as settled communi- 
ties, and with conditions in no way arduous and burdensome as 
those which had prevailed in their previous history, find them- 
selves now in the possession of an investment increased, so Jar 
as land value alone is concerned, in the sum of $7,140,554,000. 
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Western States—-increase of land values, 1900 to 1910, farm land alone. 





Value. Gain. Per cent. 
ele 288 eo A ee ae | $3,081, 564,000 | $1,567, 450,000 | 104 
AM cada. 6-cbisadd'n dahetaaiodiadenl | 1,825,475, 000 637 , 842,000 93 
a. s,', si sitcetietah ahdien Ramichaamaee 1,613,077,000 | 1,126,471,000 231 
OR So ears ee eee 1,584, 552,000 | 1,002,364, 000 188 
NS << cedocsiccctovtecaibenditetbenatie 2,709,025,000 | 1,542,273,000 122.7 
SPMSGRIIN, -insiaind: -dsoiswdoitiiitaitebedaidiied 591,032, 000 60, 489 , 000 ll 
DAITIN. - 5« sinnnesdinansiea ae 1,016,889, 000 457, 587,800 82 
SON, oi vosnateccustichbeapiaaad 1, 441,529,000 | 746,058,000 103 





13,408, 143,000 7, 140,534,000 | 





In addition there was an increase of buildings and farm im- 
plements of $1,584,837,000. 


The entire increase in the manufacturing industries of the | 


whole United States for the first half of this decade, as shown 
by the census of 1905, was $3,707,440,A73, so that it is fair to 
assume that in addition to a means of livelihood, and over and 
above the accumulations of live stock this 10-year period has 


given to the agricultural population of these eight States an 
increment of land value and buildings far greater than shown | 


by the entire manufacturing industries of the whole United 
States for the same period. Note the added value of the farm 
lands of a single State like Illinois, aggregating as it does 


$1,566,450,000, an increase of 104 per cent, or 9 per cent annual | 


addition to the investment over and above good dividends every 
year. Indiana shows 93 per cent; Nebraska, 231 per cent; 
Kansas, 188 per cent; Iowa, 122 per cent; Wisconsin, 11 per 
cent; Minnesota, 82 per cent; Missouri, 103 per cent. What 
that means to IHinois, the third manufacturing State in the 
Union, is shown by the fact that it is more than double the 
entire investment of that State in manufacturing, at the be- 
ginning of this 10-year period, and that the increase in manu- 


facturing capital during the first 5 years on which we have | 
the census figures was less than one-third of the value added to | 


farm lands alone. 


Now, I do not cite these figures with any feeling of envy or | 


anything else but sincere rejoicing at the great prosperity which 


has come to this section of our common country, and by 10 | Corn_______ __. __—~......__ 


vote or act of mine would I knowingly or willingly do anything 
which would detract from it. The men of the West have built 
up great empires there which have added to the glory of the 
whole land and to the prosperity of every section of it, and 
I am thoroughly confident that their present achievements, great 
as they are, are but promises of a still more glorious future. 

But in this great industrial change which is surely coming to 
them, as it has already come to Ohio and the Hast, a new basis 
of cost of production of food products of the land must in the 
very nature of things be reckoned with, and it is hardly fair in 
looking into the future to say that the present movement is an 
attack upon the farming industry, in view of the fact that these 
enormous additions to the agricultural wealth of the country 
have been the result of the irresistible movement toward higher 
prices, which have affected all alike, but which have been far 
from being equally distributed in the respective industries. I call 
attention to the statements made in the United States Crop 
Reporter for January, 1911, which, I think, will be somewhat 
of a surprise to many people in this country, especially those 
who have been in receipt of sundry and various circulars with 
which the country has been flooded during the last two months, 
some of them anonymous and some of them bearing the im- 
print of the agricultural associations of the country. This goy- 
ernmental report shows an average increase in the money re- 
turn per acre in the United States of the crops of corn, wheat, 
oats, barley, rye, buckwheat, potatoes, hay, tobacco, and cotton 
in 1909 of 72.7 per cent over and above the like return per acre 
in 1899, the unit increase on corn being 96.7; wheat, 69.5; oats, 
62.7; barley, 37; rye, 448; buckwheat, 25.5; potatoes, 40.7; 
hay, 46.1; tobaeco, 53; and cotton, 92. 

On the other hand, the same documents will show as bearing 
on this all-important question of the eost of living that the de- 
partment made at the same time that the other figures were 
tabulated a compartative statement of the prices of 85 articles 
purchased by farmers in 1909 and 1899, and in explanation of 
both tables I submit the conclusions drawn by Mr. Victor H. 
Olmstead, chief of the bureau, who says: 

From. the teens, data it appears that whereas the acre of the 
farmers’ crops of 1 


was 72.7 per cent more than in 1899, and the 
cost of the articles purchased them 


the 
per cont greater than the 
i 


899. <An acre of corn having in its purchas- 
power increased 60 per cent. An acre ng increa 
114 per cent, its purchasing power has 91 cent, and an 


increased per t, 
acre of cotton having increased 65.6 per cent, its purchasing power 
has Increased 48 per cent. 


I commend these tables in the Crop Reporter of January, 
1911, te your consideration. 





Under these circumstances it hardly seems to me that the cir- 
culars to which I have referred have fairly stated the situation 
to the farmer. I do not think that this was intentionally done, 
nor do I think that many of the other statements made in these 
circulars were intended to be misleading, although that is un- 
questionably the fact. For example, I find in one of them a 
statement as follows: 

The farmers receive much less protection than the manufacturers 
for, while farm products are taxed on the average of about 25 per cent, 
manufactured articles are taxed on the average of about 45 per cent— 
clearly showing an effort to convince the agricultural community 
that manufacturers as a distinct class are specially favored in 
the tariff law, and this I emphatically deny. I do not now wish 
to argue the question as to whether the export products of the 
soil are the direct recipients of the benefits of the protective 
system or not, but I will publish as a part of my remarks a 
table showing the ad valorem equivalent of the duty on 47 of 
the principal articles produced on the farms in the various sec- 
tions of this country, and I make the assertion now, that if 
wool, tobacco, and sugar were classified as farm products in 
the agricultural schedule, as they should be, that schedule would 


| show a higher rate of duty than any other schedule in the 


Payne tariff bill, except wines and spirits. 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Connecticut yield? 
Mr. HILL. I have not the time. If I have time when I get 


| through, I will answer any questions. 


Some duties in the agricultural schedule, applying Payne rates to 10 
years’ importations, 1898 to 1907. 


Per cent. 
Sniper MOUNT IONINO aida ccc eens 21. 65 
SS ee ee YT 
NN aaa Re al inks hid singin sashes genctitinsn vevtigpaieescapelinenenehianshal 17. 85 
A can a ciclanneniichs eliboneniinemaeiaandil 13. 39 
acelin a i cates act lplaptaaeelgesitaanilinaibinsiitleiiiiaid 24. 78 
careless 42. 97 
Ue ec mena Ser Do | san apanuitiainpabiineiamnghabcnbepadiin 15. 10 
i Nh ls inci anetcdeenetsiblinasninciltettaatslecnalasinaiebtibiencgeaniandas 10. 05 
a al caetereciliitinetieenhiscibdiasintmivanenaaanisios 26. 62 
tid tiki naatii tiara cneareattartan tna eilieianidiiaipnapiinnatieiiatin 25 
| Oats 35. 71 
seer lhe ceded te endian cintecbtonensemvisisicineniee 22. 52 
NU cilia ailbaccnsasdimsasiisicrtpiteatincnttanctaicinsncschichn cn iecitneiiinaasininiitianausdee 31. 32 
a lac ae Elin ciate liars atiainchaanicnesatnwiisieieitinataimtadlieemonaiatiats 61. 16 
acacia ates en el cnet etn taiiaietyes oeprabag atahhtidnithitethgipunag 52. 93 
Sai iecicirialiapeigh ahead dsdaichidediphadiceipadtalininasqneblivintisciinintnchntinanieseiaeus tntavistsisantauts 49. 51 
I eka aN a iS ata linsee dt eenietesnininncitintagsin Sh. 2D 
ee ee a 8s 
tani ile heneeceadigtsla rieadiiaees Desenmmbmmntainiontenasiggnemmenmmmniignsmmmnantaegl 41. 62 
NRG aNtA cacietient las daieassertandetl tah abdininlehtnanchabiinen ttresinetietnanimabancnenenaiabiescistey 17. 54 
Ee —-~— 64.04 
I cincinnati haath catia impinttgestlialeenanastttalagen tn teenctipientinge oudon~ ae 86 
ie teanciete tril einen tinanrintnnaeie tine gennmnanenetnnm RRA mETipS ENTS CENEDNEn 31 
claret idee denier sdieiaipieisasiiemroenes tenets coe empeme ities anes ane 67. 48 
NINE CII ireenecscintenseteniingreesimccisnn iniaciaseiomeicmemeayianesiesnen eran etna eranans 50 
CN ia casein capa lene cieltcmenn ainsi cen estes aaa en engseceactp esha 80. 45 
i baaiiateaieeellaliaiGiNS eetndlgtiagianencitiiecs celibate ageaieseaen eet SCONES 54. 38 
TT sierecceotneesinaiitegneieennosp-inemndpaaeen en neissich signee sipeicapen ene aamibcanatseapgss eee apetaranouayias ae 
aoe lies tntensthaveibnaiatiemebeattischieattstibaai eathdiictnertidistsine Spates Goren emer ee ereaenen aes eee 41. OL 
SS RE a ne =! 
RS ie cecerncrertcine eters meena meee eens ween as 45. 38 
I nnn ceeciciadieniciateinenneenaatetp NN arty Sani eeee Dy eee AD mT SEED 27.13 
Orange and lemon peel__.__.....---~~.--~---—~-----.-—-.-.... 58.58 
NIG ese ce een eeenesneseenwewew ene eeemenenese 39. 81 
Preserved fruita.__— ————~~—_-—--------—---_—-—_------__-_-.. 47.20 
SI nl ninetinieeeieddnamamemnmmneem Bho OL 
I cies eegnitanitetin tips dope renteoeni geen cvamipeniinoeionetott 55. 09 
Filberts. + 2 | 58. TB 
MURR onic eterna nen ese enwenannenenenens 00. 77 
a Nee eee mie OS 
Sugar, 96° ...-._.-----..----~---.---~--------------~-----= 85. 15 
Tet COO es cciciaiciblncialtithiadnamnenivcnmecinceeamcucemmmes — tO 88 
Wrapper tobaeco__-___.__-__-__-----_--_-__--------------.. 209. 02 
Wool, ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ems 59. 35 
Neen a ne eieennerenscceeeenainat 88. 04 
Scoured wool.._........~...-... ~~ ~----~-~—-----+-~---------- 62. 19 


I will also print the ad valorem equivalent rate of duty on 
each schedule covering the importation of the first six months 
of the Payne bill, and thus permit the agricultural population of 
the land to draw their own inferences as to the correctness 
of the statements in the circulars referred to. 


Percentage ad valorem duty for sia months, Oct. 1, 1909, to Mar. 1, 
Sis on actual wpe lotions under the Payne law. 
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And sundries, or Schedule N, includes a greater volume of 
importations than any other two schedules put together. 

I cite these figures also as a clear and distinct reply to an- 
other statement in one of these circulars, which says: 

We hold that the farmer should receive exactly the same measure of 


protection as is given the manufacturers, and that there must be no | 
reduction of duties on farm products, either by reciprocity or tariff | 
revision, unless the duties on all manufactured articles are at the same | 


time correspondingly reduced. 


1 find this same theory of the protective system set forth in a 
circular issued by the Cattle Raisers’ Association of Texas, in 
which it is claimed by the residents of that overwhelmingly 
Democratic State that import duties, whether levied as a pro- 
tective tariff or as a tariff for revenue, or on any other basis, 
should be so levied that their industries would receive an equal 
sbare in whatever benefit may flow therefrom. 

Now, this is a theory of protection which is entirely new to 


me, for I had supposed that the whole system was based on an 


equalization of differing costs of production in this and other 
countries, and hence, where no difference exists, no duty would 
be collected; but this claim would suggest a wholly different 
idea—that hereafter it is to be a system of favoritism shown by 
a bountiful Government to all of its people on a basis of share 
and share alike. My suggestion is that no greater inequalities 
in effective duties will be found anywhere in the law than in 
the rates in the agricultural schedule which I have heretofore 
cited, and that the adoption of such a new system as an exact 
equalization of them would wholly do away with the necessity 
in the future of the services of a Tariff Board and would make 
the enactment of such tariff law an easy task, for it would con- 
sist of but one single rate applicable to all importations. I do 
not think that such a claim needs further consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McCALL. I will yield to the gentleman 10 minutes more. 

Mr. HILL. No people on earth will render a more unbiased 
judgment on any great question of this kind than the intelli- 
gent and thoughtful people of the United States, and I am sure 
that time only is needed to correct the mistake which, in my 
judgment, was made last fall in giving to the Democratic Party 
the control of the future revenue system of the country. 

I have spoken of the necessity of reckoning with the new 
basis of investment in estimating the cost of food products in 
this country in the future, and I now call attention to a most 
remarkable confirmation of my fears, found in a speech made 
by a Senator from a wheat-producing State, and which has come 
to me through the regular mail, and from which I have, there- 
fore, no hesitation in quoting. I refer to a speech made by Sena- 
tor Gronna, of North Dakota, on February 28, 1911. He says: 

We do not now produce all the wheat of which we are capable. 
There is still land left which will produce wheat, and although this 
land, or much of it, will not grow wheat profitably with low prices, it 


will produce a large amount of wheat if the owners are assured that 
the price will remain high enough to make it profitable. This applies 


not only to land which is at present owned by private individuals, but | 
Most of the increase | 


also to considerable public land still remaining. 
in our wheat production, however, must come from increased yields 
rather than from increase of acreage. More intensive cultivation will 
increase the yield per acre, and with the increase in price which will 


follow the overtaking of our production by our consumption such intensive | 


cultivation will be brought about. If the tariff on wheat is removed, 
however, such improved cultivation of our wheat lands will be delayed. 
Agriculture is an industry of diminishing returns; after a certain 
in cultivation of land has been reached, although additional cu 
tion will increase the yield, each additional unit of crop so produced 
will cost more in capital and labor expended than did the preceding 
units. Consequenily those additional units will not be produced until 
the price received for the product has reached such a 
be profitable to ex 
producing them. With our markets thrown open to Canadian wheat, 
the production of which is less expensive than that of most American 
wheat, the price will be prevented Ly the Canadian wheat from reaching 
the level making it profitable to raise the additional bushels per acre. 

I ask the thoughtful consideration of Members of this House 
in both parties to this plain proposition thus clearly stated that 
no action should be taken by the Congress which should in any 
way even temporarily retard the increase in the cost of pro- 
duction of this greatest of all food products, an increase which 
the Senator candidly admits to be inevitable in the future. 

If the claim was made that no harm should be done to land 
investments honestly and laboriously acquired, as practically 
all of the tillable public lands of the United States have been, 
until no more now remain for homesteading, and that prices of 
wheat should be maintained to give a liberal return on such 
investments now with a fair chance of future increment, I 
should admit that the claim was just and reasonable, whatever 
I might think of the possibilities of such legislation. But I do not 
believe that the people of this country will deliberately enter upon 
any course of action which they know in advance will for all time 
continually increase their cost of living, until they are forced to 
it by conditions from which there is no possibility of escape. 


et 
tiva- | 


olnt that it wiil | 
nd this additional amount of capital and labor in | 
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Assuming present prices for both lumber and wheat to at 
least continue, and probably to advance, as I believe they must, 





yet I can see no more justification for free lumber from Canada 
| for the Northwestern States than I can for free wheat from 


Canada for the rest of the country. 

All through those States the demand is insistent for the ex- 
| tension of the area of forest products to take in all of Canada 
and give us hér lumber and logs and pulp wood free of duty 
and other restrictions. The demand is justified on the ground 
| of conservation of material resources. 

I stand for the same extension of food production and plead 
the conservation of human life as at least equally entitled to 
your consideration. [Applause on the Democratic side.] e 

The speech I have quoted demands the development of un- 
profitable areas here and the intensive cultivation of our own 
soil, and it is admitted that both can be secured only at a higher 
cost of food to the masses of the people. I stand for complete 
freedom of trade with Canada, if need be, to retard the advances 
in food products, which all concede must come. 

The Senator from North Dakota pleads for dollars, I plead 
for humanity. Not for the rich; they can take care of them- 
selves; but for the poor and the needy, in the years to come. 
| Not for the manufacturer, but for the wage earner; not for the 
great landowner, but for the day laborers upon the farms and in 
the mines, and for the plain people of the land in every section, 
East and West, North and South—the men who carry the burdens 
| in time of peace and fight our battles in war. [Applause.] 

Within the natural lifetime of your children and mine, yes, of 
one-third of the people now living, these United States will have 
a population of 200,000,000 souls. 

The opportunity is ours to provide for their welfare now. 

The meat products of this great Nation, and a once possible 
competition from the Argentine Republic, are already controlled 
by a few great capitalists. I will not, in face of increasing 
prices for cereals, vote to limit the God-given possibilities of 
| this whole continent and so subject those who shall come after 
us to a like monopoly in grain, let the consequences be what 
| they may. [Prolonged applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask the gentleman from Penn- 
i 
| 











sylvania if he will consume some of his time. 

Mr. DALZELL. What time did the last gentleman occupy? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania on his 
side has used 4 hours and 41 minutes, the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. McCati] has used 2 hours and 15 minutes, and 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNbDERwoop] 4 hours and 12 
minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. How much time did the last speaker occupy? 

The CHAIRMAN. He occupied 1 hour and 10 minutes, 
which is included in the statement just made. 

Mr. McCALL. I think the Chair has stated a greater amount 
| of time than was yielded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to yield 1 hour in the first instance and 10 
| minutes in the second. 

Mr. McCALL. Yes; but yesterday I yielded only an hour, 
which was not all occupied. 

The CHAIRMAN. On yesterday the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CauMPACKER] used an hour and five minutes. To-day the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hitt] has used 1 hour and 
| 10 minutes, making a total of 2 hours and 15 minutes. 

Mr. McCALL. I think the Chair is mistaken, but I accept 
the statement of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the record at the desk. 
Mr. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 
| HAMILTON] one hour. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, the President 
condensed the scope of this proposition into a single sentence in 
his message of January 26 last, when he said: 


Reciprocity with Canada must necessarily be chiefly confined in 
effect on the cost of living to food and forest products. 





ts 


Phat is, reciprocity with Canada so called will have little or 


no effect on manufactured products, but will be “confined in 
its effect” to farm and forest products. 
So far as lumber is concerned, I voted for free lumber, when 


the Payne bill was under consideration, and we would have had 
free lumber if Democrats representing timber interests had not 
prevented it. 

This agreement proposes, first, a free list of farm and some 
other products. 

Second, a conditional 
paper. 

Third, it proposes an arrangement for the mutual protection 
of the manufactured products of both Canada and the United 


arrangement as to. pulp and print 
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States on terms agreed upon, subject to Canada’s preferential 
arrangement with certain foreign nations. 

Both Canada and the United States are protection countries, 
both have prospered under protection, and both propose to con- 
tinue to protect their factories upon an agreed basis, but they 
mutually agree that the agricultural products of both may 
enter the markets of either duty free. 

CANADA'S WHEAT ARDA. 


Let us consider the farmers’ relation to this transaction. Let 
us consider it, Democrats and Republicans, so far as possible, 
in a nonpartisan way. 

Canada has a population of about 8,000,000 and an area of 
about 4,000,000 square miles. Of that area about 2,000,000 
square miles lie within the so-called unorganized Nerthwest 
Territories, which reach from Labrador to Yukon and from 
Ontarto to the polar regions. 

To the south of the western sweep of the Unorganized Terri- 
tories lie the organized Territories of Manitoba, Saskatchewan, 
and Alberta. Manitoba has an area of about 74,000 square 
miles, about the size of North Dakota. Saskatchewan has an 
aren of about 250,000 square miles. Alberta has an area of 
about 253,000 square miles; and each is almost big enough to 
hold North Dakota, South Dakota, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Ii- 
nois, and Michigan combined. 
but there is probably more wheat land in Canada lying west of 
the Red River of the North than there is in the United States 
west of the Mississippi, and the Canadian wheat land yields an 
average of 22 bushels to the acre, while the wheat land of the 
United States yields‘an average of 15 bushels to the acre. 

The most authoritative statement I have been able to obtain as 
to the wheat-growing area of Canada is contained in an article 
contributed to the August, 1910, number of a periodical called 
Scienee, by Prof. M. A. Carlton, cerealist in the Agricultural 
Department. 

The article is called “ The future wheat supply of the United 
States.” I will read a part of it: 

A careful study of the conditions in Canada reveals a possibility in 
increased production far ahead of any other present exporting country. 


Outside of Manitoba, wheat production has only fairly begun, and yet 
no —_ production can be made as large as that of the United States 
a resent. 

he undeveloped resources of Albertn and Saskatchewan are very 
great. These two Provinces and Manitoba are of chief present impor- 
tance in. grain production. The available farm area of the two larger 
Provinces, based upon reports of provincial officials, is about 250,000,000 
aeres out of a, total land avea of 310,000,000 acres. This farm land 
would furnish a similar proportion for wheat as now employed in Minne. 
sota and Kansas, or about one-ninth of the area. This should be par- 
ticularly capable of attainment because of the impossibility of any con- 
siderable corn production. One-ninth of this farm area will furnish a 
wheat area of almost 28,000,000 acres. Manitoba employs now almost 
3,000,000 acres. A conservative estimate therefore may be made in 
round numbers of 30,000,000 acres as the possible wheat acreage for 
these three Provinces in 1950. 

The present average yield aor acre of both spring and winter wheat 
for the three Provinces, calculated. from previous 10-year records, 
appears to be about 22 bushels, which should increase to at least 25 
bushels. This rate of yield would allow a total annual production of 
750,000,000 bushels, of which over 600,000,000 bushels would be an in- 
crease over present pretnction. This eee leaves out the increases 
that will occur in older Provinces and the probable production in north- 
eastern British Columbia and the Northwest Territory. 

A possibility of wheat cultivation, even. in northern Alber is not a 
matter of theory, but has been fully tested. In the year 1908, 35,000 
bushels of wheat were already wn in the vicinity of Fort Vermilion, 
at an average yield of 24 bushels per acre. Two stone mills and a 
modern roller mill are-established at this point, which is 350 miles north 
of Edmonton. The wheat grown is probably not the best, but appears 
to be of fair quality and has a fine appearance. 


DAMAGED BUT NOT INJURED. 


It is proposed by this trade agreement to permit millers and 
shippers to buy wheat on both sides of the international bound- 
ary line free of tariff interference. 

Now, it will searcely be claimed by anybody that the Amer- 
ican farmer will be benefited by the free importation of Cana- 
dian farm products into the United States in competition with 
his own. But it is claimed that things which the farmer sells 
will be bought cheaper, and since things whitch the farmer sells 
will be bought cheaper, it follows that it is deliberately in- 
tended that the farmer shall be compelled to sell cheaper; and 
the means whereby it is deliberately intended that the farmer 
shall be compelled to sell cheaper is Canadian competition, to 
be created by this: agreement. : 

But we are told that in some way, not involving the reduc- 
tion of the middleman’s profit, the people who live in large 
cities will be permitted to buy things cheaper, and the farmer 
will be compelled to sell things cheaper, but that the farmer 
will suffer no injury by reason thereof. 

We are told that wheat will overrun from Canada into the 
United States and that the American farmer will have to take 
Tess for his wheat, but that he will be all the better off. 
[Laughter.] 


It can not be definitely stated, | 


APRIL 18, 


We are told that bread will be cheaper, and the only man of 
all the 35,000,000 engaged in “gainful oceupations” in this 
country required to contribute to that result is the farmer, and 
the farmer is expected. to enjoy it. [Laughter.] 

We are further told that in order to facilitate this agricul- 
tural contribution system wheat should be free and flour pro- 
tected at the rate of 50 cents a barrel. 

Now, the purpose of this agreement in its relation to the 
miller is made perfectly clear on page 28 of Senate Document 
862, which I think I have a perfect right to call an inspired 
document, inasmuch as I think it is generally understood that 
it was prepared by one of the commissioners who negotiated 
this treaty. On page 28 it says: 


The mfllers will be enabled to regain in large part the enormous 
losses they have suffered im recent years with respect to their foreign 


sales. 

Excellent! But who is going to recoup the farmer for re- 
couping the miller [laughter and applause] and enabling the 
baker and the packer and the brewer to make large profits out 
of the consumer? 

It is said the millers are to recoup themselves for “enormous 
losses.” That means, of course, that the millers must make 
enormous gains, because they are to recoup themselves for 
“enormous losses.” And how are the millers to recoup ther- 
selves? Obviously, out of the farmer on the one hand and thet 
consumer of bread on the other hand. 


LOOKING AT THINGS FROM A HIGH PLANS. 


Inasmuch, however, as we are “linked together by race, lan- 
guage, and geographical proximity,” and because Canads. lras 
never cost us anything for gunboats or military equipment, the 
President invites the farmer to look at this thing “from a high 
plane” [laughter] and to recognize the equity and breadth of 
international comity of an arrangement that will injure him 
financially, require him to divide his home market with Canada, 
and sell the balance of his crop abroad subject to the toll of 
the miller and the shipper. 

yentlemen, the farmer would be able to view this transaction 
from a higher plane if his view were not obstructed by the dis- 
crimination against him and in favor of the miller of 50 cents 
a barrel on flour, while his wheat is made free in the intercst 
of cheaper food. 

The farmer would be able to see this transaction from a 
higher plane if his view were not obstructed by the diserimina- 
tion against him and in favor of the brewer by a duty of 45 
cents a hundred on barley malt, made from barley which the 
brewer is permitted to buy of the farmer free, in the interest of 
cheaper food. 

The farmer would be able to view this transaction from a 
higher plane if his view was not obstructed by a discrimination 
against him and in favor of the packer of a cent and a quarter a 
pound on dressed meat cut from the carcasses of animals which 
the packer is permitted to buy of the farmer free in the intcr- 
est of cheaper food. [Applause on the Republican side.] 


HOW LIVERPOOL “FIXES” THE PRICE. 


In order to see this thing from a high plane, we are in- 
vited to consider that Liverpool fixes the price of wheat any- 
way; but, om page 27 of this inspired document, we are told 
that “the price of wheat in the United States generally aver- 
ages, as to the northwestern crop, fully 10 cents per bushel and 
sometimes so much as 15 cents per bushel higher than in the 
corresponding sections of Canada.” 

Does Liverpool “fix” it that way, and if Liverpeol “ fixes” 
it that way, what has the duty got to do with it anyway? 

Of course if Liverpool fixes it that way, the duty would make 
no difference, and if the duty makes no difference, there would 
be no reason for removing the duty. 

This Liverpool-price idea has been in circulation so long that 
@ great many people accept it without reasoning upon it; but 
Liverpool does not “fix” the price. The price does not stay 
“fixed.” It never did stay fixed. Gentlemen around on this 
floor here in debate for the last two days have been quoting all 
sorts of simultaneous prices. The price fluctuates from day to 
day. It goes: up with the report of an unseasonable frost, and 
it goes down with the report of a timely rain. 

But the farmer is invited to weleome Canadian crops and to 
market his own abroad. If Liverpool is a good market for us, 
why is it mot a good market for Canada? Besides, Canada is 
“ linked” with Liverpool “by race, language,’ and political in- 
stitutions. Now, if this is not a better market than Liverpool, 
why should. Canada want it? [Applause on the Republican 
side.} And if it is a better market than Liverpool, why should 
we give it to Canada? [Applause on the Republican side.] 
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THE FARMERS’ WELFARE VITAL TO THE WELFARE OF THE COUNTRY. is the first time for years that we have been able te do that. 


Gentlemen, for years we have been telling the farmer that his 
welfare was vital to the welfare of the whole country, have we 
not, Democrats and Republicans alike? For years we have been 
telling the farmer that the prosperity of the country depends 
in a great measure upon the prosperity of agriculture. 

Were we hypocrites when we told him that, or was it true? 
And if it was true, and it was, is it any less true now than it 
was in 1908, when we told him that last? 

While yet the grain fields of Canada were unplowed we told 
the farmer that while protection to his grain was of little 
yalue, protection as a policy was of immense value to him, 
because it built up a market at his door, and now that he is 
beginning to receive some benefit from direct protection shall we 
take it away from him while leaving every other class protected? 

While yet the grain fields of Canada were unplowed we told 
the farmer that the more people there are employed in fac- 
tories the bigger the town; that the bigger the town the better 
the market for the farmer, and that the better the market for 
the farmer the more valuable the farm. 

We told him that the more people there are employed in the 
factories the more people there are to buy what the farmer 
grows to sell, and that the more people there are to buy what 
the farmer grows to sell the more the farmer gets for what 
he grows to sell. 

We told him the more the farmer sells of what he grows to 
sell the more the farmer buys of what the manufacturer makes 
to sell, and we told him the more the manufacturer sells of 
what he makes to sell the more men he employs to make more 
goods to sell to everybody; and the more men there are em- 
ployed to make more goods to sell to everybody the more money 
they have to buy of everybody. 


the wholesaler buys less and less of the factory, and the rail- 
road hauls less and less to everybody and for everybody. 

We told him that the more men there are out of work the less 
money there is in use and circulation, and that the less money 
there is in use and circulation the lower the price of everything. 

And this is all eternally true; but manufacturing New Eng- 
land, which is as much indebted to protection as any part of 
the Union, wants a special dispensation in her own behalf [ap- 
plause and laughter on Republican side], so that she can buy 


food of the Canadian farmer free and at the same time be per- | 
mitted to go on selling her protected manufactured products | 


to the unprotected farmer of the West. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] How broad, how generous, how altruistic, how 
characteristic! [Prolonged applause and laughter on Repub- 
lican side.] 

My friend Cushman, now dead, once applied an old story to 
New England, and invited her to let go of the tariff teat or 
quit kicking the cow. She is likely to do both if this thing goes 
through. [Applause and laughter on Republican side.] There 
are a great many people west of the Hudson. [Laughter.] 

Gentlemen talk about low prices. 


cobwebs and industrial stagnation, and empty dinner pails and 
smokeless chimneys, and wheels that stand still while the un- 
used current sweeps by is just to turn the management of busi- 


ness over to the political successor of the architects of the Wil- | 


son bill. [Applause on the Republican side.] Then the con- 
sumer will be able to buy things cheap, But, gentlemen, the 








But whatever the American farmer plants from this time on 
he must plant on shares with Canada. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

This agreement, stripped of all verbiage, is a proposition to 
cheapen American farm products. By it it is proposed that the 
farmer shall receive less, in order that the people who live in 
large cities may pay less. 


Let us consider this. We have a population here of about 
32,000,000, and of that population about 35.000.000 are engaged 
in so-called gainful oceupations. Of these 35,000,000 engaged in 


so-called gainful occupations about 12,500,000 are 
agriculture, about 8,500,000 in manufacturing and 
pursuits, about 6,000,000 in trade and transportation, 
8,500,000 in professional and domestic sery 
interdependent. 

For years we have argued that you could not strike a blow 
at any one of these industrial divisions without striking a blow 
at our whole industrial system, and it is true. But by this you 
propose to levy upon the farmer for contribution to all the rest. 
Is it fair to levy upon one industrial class for the benefit of all 


engaged in 
mechanical 
and about 
d we are all 


ice, al 


the rest? 


“ EQUAL RIGHTS FOR ALL; SPECIAL PRIVILEGES TO N‘ NB.”’ 


Some years ago somebody paraphrased a statement made 
by Thomas Jefferson in his first inaugural message into the ex- 
pression, “‘ Equal rights for all and special privileges to none,” 
and Democrats have been quoting it ever since under the mis 
taken impression that they were quoting Thomas Jefferson. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Is it “ equal rights for all; special privileges to none” to pro- 


s | tect every other industrial interest in this country and leave the 
We told the farmer that men out of work buy less and less | 


at the store, and that when men out of work buy less and less | 
at the store the store buys less and less of the wholesaler, and 


farmer exposed to competition ? 
Is it “equal rights for all; special privileges to none” to 
remove protection from the farmer’s wheat and protect the 


| miller at the rate of 50 cents a barrel on the flour he makes of 


the wheat he buys of the farmer free? 

Is it ‘equal rights for all; special privileges to none” to re- 
move protection from the farmer’s oats and protect the manu- 
facturer at the rate of 50 cents a hundred pounds on the oat- 
meal and rolled oats he makes out of the oats he buys of the 
farmer free? 

Is it “equal rights for all; special privileges to none” to 
remove protection from the farmer’s barley and protect the 
brewer at the rate of 45 cents a hundred in the interest of 
cheaper food? 

Is it “equal rights for all; special privileges to none” to 
remove protection from the farmer’s cattle, sheep, hogs, and 
“all other live animals,’ and protect the beef trust at the 
rate of a cent and a quarter a pound on dressed meats cut 
from carcasses of the cattle, sheep, hogs, and “other live 
animals ” it buys of the farmer free? 


Is it “equal rights for all; special privileges to none” to 


protect the distiller at the rate of $2.60 a gallon on whisky made 


The quickest and surest | 
way to get low prices and hard times and industrial rust and | 


out of rye which he is permitted to buy from the farmer free 
in the interest of cheaper food? [Applause on the Republican 
side. } 


Is the proposition to protect every large industrial division 


| and leave the farmer exposed to competition “equal rights for 


bun in the grocery window is never more remote than when | 


you have not a nickel to buy it with. 
lican side.] 


BUILDING ROADS AND BRIDGES FOR CANADIAN COMPETITORS. 


[Applause on the Repub- 


all; special privileges to none” ? 

You southern gentlemen: Suppose Canada grew cotton, how 
many of you would oppose protected cotton ; and if Canada grew 
eotton and there was a protective tariff on cotton, would you be 
in favor of taking the duty off cotton; and if Canada grew cot- 
ton and there was a protective tariff on cotton, would you gen 


| tlemen be in favor of removing the duty from the planters’ 


Now that we have built up here on American soil a market | 


of $25,000,000,000, with trade tributary to it traveling over our 
own rivers, lakes, and railroads—and we are proud of it as 
hepublicans, because it has been built up under Republican 


with us and compel our farmers to seek a foreign market. 
lor years it has been our theory that inasmuch as the for- 


cigner contributes nothing for the maintenance of our schools, | 


churches, roads, bridges, and internal improvements, he ought 
to be required to go down in his pocket and produce something 
to contribute to our tariff fund for the privilege of selling here. 
Now, it is proposed to compel the farmer to tax himself to 
build reads and bridges for the convenience of his Canadian 
competiters to travel over and compete with him in our mar- 
kets. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
CLASS DISCRIMINATION. 
Lately we have been congratulating the farmer on the fact that 
he is receiving just fair prices for what he has to sell, and it 


Sat | for all; special privileges to none”’—on paper? 
| clicles—it is now proposed to invite Canada in to participate ° : : i 


cotton and permitting the New England manufacturer to be 
protected in the fabrics he would make from the cotton lh« 
bought of the planter free? 

How would that square with your theory of “equal rights 
[Laughter : 
applause on the Republican side.] 

The line of discrimination runs through this tran 
straight as a gun barrel, and you Democrats are 
of your way to help to perpetrate it. 

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircuin] the oth 
day talked about fooling the American farmer. Well, I re 
that the farmers of North Carolina are a heap easier fo 
than the farmers of Michigan. [Applause on the Repub! 
side. ] 

The farmer of Michigan understood the drift of this tra: 
action instantly. 

You gentlemen hope to carry the next election. 
pect the aid of the farmer? 
the devil and the deep sea. 


ction 


soing out 


Do you ex 
I admit he is going to be between 








You can not make loose change of the American farmer in 
your dickers with foreign nations or in your schemes for 
political power without the farmer finding it out. We have the 
free rural mail delivery nowadays. 

Gentlemen, I would not be at all surprised to discover that 
this special session will become known in the next campaign 


oe 


and known in history as the “antifarmer session.” [Applause 
on the Republican side.] And, my Democratic brethren, your 
relations to it will be a good deal like that of the man who drew 
an elephant in a raffle. [Laughter.] 

THE FARMER'S PATRIOTISM. 

Gentlemen, the American farmer is patriotic. From the days 
when the “embattled farmer fired the shot heard ’round the 
world” at Concord he has been fighting the battles of the Re- 
public. 
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value in its relation to commodities. Therefore it takes more 
money to buy commodities, and therefore more money makes 
higher prices. That is the so-called quantitative theory of 
money. 

Fifteen years ago the annual production of gold the world 
over was $202,000,000. In 1910 it was $454,000,000. Prices are 
up the world over—up in Europe, up in South Africa, up 
China and Japan, up in South America, up in the United States, 
and up in Canada. 

Where there is a universal condition it is reasonable to low!- 
for a universal cause, and the increased production of gold is 
said to be that cause. 

THE LAW OF SUPPLY AND DEMAND AS AFFECTED BY MONOPOLY. 


With universal high prices caused by the increase of money 


Half clad, half fed, and poorly armed, through cold | in its relation to commodities other causes may conspire. F\ 


and privation, sometimes with bleeding feet, he followed Wash- | illustration, the law of supply and demand. 


ington to Yorktown and to victory. 


The law of supply and demand may operate normally, it may 


The first time the American flag, Mr. Chairman, ever chal- | be affected by monopolistic methods, or it may be affected by 
lenged an enemy or inspired a patriot in battle he followed it | 


at the Brandywine and he bas been following it ever since. 

Its stripes are red with the blood of patriots shed that its 
stars might shine together, and farmers’ blood has helped to 
dye it red. [Applause.] 

He has built his home upon the frontier, and sometimes in the 
silence and stillness of the forest he has listened for the tramp, 
tramp of coming millions. And as soon as the advance guard 
has arrived he has built the American schoolhouse and hoisted 
the Stars and Stripes above it. 

The American farmer is patriotic. If it were necessary to 
make a sacrifice for the good of his country, he would do it 
again and again as he has done it before, even to the last 
supreme sacrifice of his life. 

FAIR PLAY. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the American farmer, like every other 
manly man, likes fair play. He likes it in your country just as 
he likes it in mine. Even the intermediate dealer, when he 
takes his rake-off out of this assessment of the American 
farmer, will scarcely respect himself the more for taking it, or 
his Government the more for giving him the chance to take it. 
[Applause.] . 

Why, gentlemen, if it were proposed to levy exclusive contri- 
butions upon them the newspapers of this country would 
break out in seare heads and double-leaded editorials imme- 
diately. But the great metropolitan dailies of the country, to 
whom is heing held out the hope of future benefits, view the 
somewhat hopeless and inarticulate efforts of the farmer to 
avert this injury to him with a tolerant and languid interest. 

If the railroads were to be specifically assessed for the bene- 
fit of every other industrial class in this country, they would 
cut down wages, lay off labor, and lay off trains. But Mr. 
James Hill’s railroads run into the wheat fields of Canada, I 
understand, and Mr. Hill and his fellow haulers are content. 

If it were proposed specifically to assess labor and capital 
and manufactures for the benefit of all the other industrial 
classes, this Capitol would be besieged. And yet the farmer 
is expected to take his loss and smile, smile, and keep on 
smiling. Well, gentlemen, he may not smile much right now, 
but he has been studying the meaning of reciprocity, and he 
will know how to reciprocate. [Laughter.] He has been 
studying discrimination, and he will know how to discrimi- 
nate—in November, 1912. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

THE FARMPR COMPELLED TO SELL LOW AND BUY HIGH. 

The reason for this discrimination against the farmer is said 
to be the high price of food. 

Times are good and prices are high, and good times and high 
prices generally go together, and bad times and low prices gen- 
erally go together. When times are good they are good for 
everybody, and when they are bad they are bad for everybody. 

We all like high prices, but we like them for what we have to 
sell: and we all like low prices, but we like them for what 
we have to buy. We all like high prices and we all like low 
prices—Democrats and Republicans—but we like them when 
they are coming our way. But this is the first time in the 
history of our country when it has been deliberately advocated 
as a policy that one great industrial class of our population 
should be required to both buy high and sell low for the benefit 
of the other industrial classes. 

What are the causes of high prices? One cause, by common 
consent of scientific investigators, is defined by the so-called 
quantitative theory of money. 

That theory imagines that the commodities of the world are 
in one pile. It imagines that the money of the world is in an- 
other pile, and it balances the money of the world against the 
commodities of the world, and as money increases in quantity 
in its relation to commodities it is correspondingly decreased in 


sociological conditions. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this is the first time that this Nation 
has ever proposed, directly or indirectly, to recognize and, by 
implication, to sanction monopolistic methods. 

The millers of Canada and the United States are protected 
from the rest of the world, first, by geographical location, and, 
second, by the tariff laws of their respective countries. 

By this agreement they are given free range of the whes 
fields. Themselves being the only American market for wheat, 
and themselves being the only American producers of flour, 
they can within certain limits fix the price of wheat when i 
goes into their mills, and fix the price of flour when it comes 
out of their mills. 

They know that as a rule the farmer is obliged to sell soon 
after harvest to save storage, shrinkage, and wastage and | 
stop interest on his mortgages. They will give him the oppo. 
tunity of selling at their price then or later on. 

When wheat goes into their mills they control the flour and 
bread market of North America, and they participate in the 
control of the world’s supply of wheat. 

Minneapolis, the milling center of the universe, is on thi 
side of the line and dictates terms to lesser mills. 

On the other side, according to Senate Document No. S62 
there are now in operation mills at Fort William, Winnipeg, and Ke 
watin, with a capacity of from 4,000 to 10,000 barrels daily. © 
Montreal concern, with a chain of mills from Montreal to Winnip 
claims to be the largest millers in the British Empire, with a da 
eapacity of 17,500 barrels; another, with offices at Montreal and Win: 
pee. is making 10,500 barrels of flour daily ; another, whose head of! 

s Toronto, with mills at Winnipeg, Goderich, and Brandon, claims « 
daily capacity of 7,000 barrels. 

Knowing the modern tendency of corporations to organize 
themselves into combinations, it is difficult to believe that these 
strong Canadian milling companies have not an understanding 
among themselves as to prices. 

Knowing the methods of corporate combinations, it is impos 
sible to believe that “ the largest millers in the British Empire ” 
would permit small competitors to grind long except on terms 
agreed upon. 

Knowing the modern method of international trade combina- 
tions, it is difficult to believe that the milling center of the uni- 
verse on this side of the line and the “largest millers in the 
British Empire” on the other side of the line do not understand 


j one another. 


They themselves are a part of the so-called Liverpool market, 
because through them and their cooperators the surplus 
finds its way abroad subject to their toll. To assume that these 
milling companies have not taken advantage of this opportunity, 
and to assume that they will not continue to take advantage 
of this opportunity, is to assume that the millenium has ar- 
rived in the milling business, and of this we have no evidence. 

Human nature is selfish, and it is never less selfish when 
organized into corporations; and corporations are never less 
selfish when organized into trusts. 

BXPROPRIATION. 

I said a moment ago that the law of supply and demand 
might be affected by sociological conditions. 

There has been a constant movement of our population from 
the country into the cities. Fifty per cent of our population has 
become congested in the great cities of this country, and the un- 
disguised purpose of this arrangement is to require farmers to 
furnish cheaper food to the people who live in large cities. 

Such a thing as to select one grand division of our industrial 
life for compulsory contribution to all the rest has never been 
done before. 

Now, setting aside the question of the justice or the injus- 
tice of this proposition in a government of supposed equal 
rights for all and special privileges to none, would this “ ex- 








1911. 





propriation "—to adopt a socialistic term—of the proceeds of the | 
farmer’s toil for the benefit of the people engaged in manr- | 
facturing and mechanical pursuits, for the benefit of the people 
engaged in trade and transportation, for the benefit of the 
people engaged in professional and domestic service, accom- 
plish the results expected ? 

This means that twelve and a half million people engaged in 
agriculture are to be levied upon for the benefit of the other 
80,000,000, among whom are organized colossal corporate com- | 
binations which have challenged the attention of the world and 
contested the power of courts and legislatures to control them. 

The Minneapolis price of wheat from January, 1910, to Janu- | 
ary, 1911, inclusive, ranged from 10 to 16 cents higher than the 
Winnipeg price. 

It is a scientific fact that when two fluid bodies standing at | 
different levels flow together, they tend to reach a state of 
equilibrium at a common level. 

Imagine two ponds of equal size, one 10 feet higher than the 
other, separated by a narrow neck of land. Remove the barrier 
and the higher pond will fall and the lower pond will rise until | 
they are exactly at the same height. 

Apply this to the wheat areas of Canada and the United | 
States. It is clear that the price of wheat will range lower 
in the United States and higher in Canada, by reason of this 
agreement, and that a price equilibrium will be reached. Who 
will get the benefit of it? It is certain that the farmer will lose 
it—that is foreordained by this agreement—but who will 
the benefit of it? 

If the people who live in the great cities will not get the | 
benefit of it, then this agreement is utterly indefensible from 
any standpoint. 

THE EVOLUTION OF A LOAP OF BREAD. 

From the best information I have been able to obtain, about 72 
per cent of a bushel of wheat becomes flour and about 28 per cent 
becomes shorts and bran. It takes, on an average, a trifle less 
than 5 bushels of wheat to make a barrel of flour, depending 
on the character of the season and the quality of the wheat. 
The wholesale millers’ price of a barrel of flour ranges from | 
$5.50 to $6.50 per barrel, and the price of bran ranges from $22 
to $26 a ton. Bakers buy flour at jebbing prices, close to the 
millers’ wholesale prices. 

A bushel of wheat, according to the best estimates I can get, 
and I have gone to scientific sources to obtain this information, 
will make 60 loaves of bread as bread is commonly baked in 
this country. 

I know it was stated in the Senate that it would make T5 | 
loaves, but I looked that up and I am satisfied that the Senator | 
was wrong when he made that statement. Now, assuming that 
the farmer will lose 10 cents a bushel—and the less he loses 
the less the consumer will be benefited, of course—divide 10 | 
cents a bushel by 60 loaves, do you suppose that the consumer 
of a loaf will get the benefit of that one-sixth of 1 cent after the 
bushel of wheat has traveled from the wheat field to the table 
of the consumer? 

Suppose the farmer loses 5 cents a bushel, and divide 5 cents 
by 60 loaves. Do you suppose the consumer will get the | 
benefit of that one-twelfth of 1 cent? 

Follow the bushel of wheat from the wheat fields to the miller, 
from the miller to the baker, and from the baker to the con- 
sumer. 

I assume that before that bushel of wheat has become 60 
loaves of bread it has first been sold to a wheat buyer, who gets 
his percentage for handling. Next, it has been stored in an | 
elevator, which gets its percentage for storing. Next, it has 
been carried, say, to Minneapolis by a railroad, which gets its 
percentage for hauling. 

Next it has been sold to a miller, who converts it into flour 
and makes his profit for handling and grinding, and in addition | 
to that he has taken out the bran and shorts. 

Next the flour has been sold by the miller to a wholesaler, 


oar | 
get | 


who makes his profit for handling. 

Next it has been carried by a railroad, which gets its per- 
centage for hauling. 

Next it has passed into the hands of a wholesale baker, who | 
he it into 60 loaves of bread and makes his profit for 

aking. 

The loaves have been hauled by a railroad, which gets its | 
percentage for hauling, and they have been handled by a retail 
grocer, who gets his profit for handling. 

The wholesale bakers in big cities ship these loaves along the 
lines of railroads radiating from the big cities: they go to the 
little towns along the way, and there the retailers sell them to 
their customers for 5 cents a loaf. 

By the time that bushel of wheat has traveled from the wheat 
fields of the Dakotas or from Saskatchewan, or whercver it 
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| comes from, to the table of the consumer of bread it has paid 


storage, rent, clerk hire, del 





very service, miller’s wages, baker’s 
miller’s profits, baker’s profits, wholesaler’s profits, re- 
tailer’s profits, and railroad, telegcaph, and telephone service. 
Do you suppose the intermediate dealers and handlers along 
the way from the wheat ficlds to the ultimate consumer will not 
absorb the one-sixth or the one-twelfth of 1 cent per loaf? De 
you suppose the uitimate consumer is going to get the benefil 
of that? Certainly not. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the 


gentien 


in permit 


Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
not overlooked the fact that it 


Certainly. 
Of course the 
is doubly 


leman has 


provided that he shall 


not, from the fact that on 44 bushels of wheat a reduction of 
10 cents represents 50 cents, and that is retained on the flour 
as soon as the miller makes it in Minneapolis 
Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Precisely. 
There is a vast difference between the modern machine-mact 
porous openwork loaf and the bread made by the farmer's fi 
| from the flour made from the wheat that the farmer hauled to 
the local mill; and there is a vast difference between the n of 
to-day and the mill of a few years ago, and there is a 
difference between the population to which the mill was trib 


tary a few years ago and the population to which the modern 
mill is tributary. 

Wheat fluctuates from day to day in the markets, but t! 
price of the commereial loaf never fluctuates, 

All that fluctuates is the amount of bread in the loaf, and that 
fluctuates surreptitiously, and generally fluctuates downwaril. 

Wheat has fallen off in price since this agreement w 
mulgated. 

The farmers are thousands of dollars poorer by reason of it, 
but not a loaf has been bought cheaper by reason of it, and not 
an ounce has been added to the loaf. 

it is unnecessary to follow the course of a bushel 


as pro- 


of oats or a 


bushel of rye from the field to the consumer, or to follow the 
eourse of a bushel of barley from the field to the vat of the 
brewer. The general result of loss to the farmer, no gain to the 


eonsumer, and profit to the middleman is the same 


FARM PRICES AND PULLMAN PRICES. 


Now, I want to tell a little personal experience. I have the 
old farm where I was brought up. You gentlemen of the South 
call it a plantation. I think more of that old farm than any 

| place on earth. I had a law practice when I came to Congress, 


but I have not any left. 
Mr. MURDOCK. 


[ have the old farm left. 
Good! [Laughter.] 


Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan And I am going to ke it 
| unless the sheriff gets it away from me at the end of 
of these political campaigns. [Laughter.] Now, a year o 
last November my tenant came to me and said, “ We have some 
potatoes to sell.” I said, “ What can we get for them?” He 


said, “ Twenty-six cents a bushel. They have got to be culled 
and selected in order to bring that.” He said the local market 
was glutted, but some one was buying for shipment. I said 
“All right, we might as well sell them.” The price did 
really pay for the cost of growing and handling. We got 26 
cents, less the cost of hauling and handling. 

The next day I took the train to come to Washington. I 
went into the dining car to get my dinner—you call it di 
here, but we call it supper in py country, and | » the n: 
better. I think it tastes better. 

I ordered a baked potato and a steak. The steak was $1.25 
and I paid 15 cents for that baked potato, more than half 

| I got for a bushel of my potatoes the day befor 
| These are Pullman prices and they are hotel prices, and the 
same difference between the price to the producer and the | 
to the consumer ranges all the way down from porterhouse to 
| “chuck steak.” 

Let me tell you another th On the 12th of M h I 
a letter from a constit it im Allegan County, Mic! FT 

| “Just think of it; the President says prices are high 
wheat at 85 cents a bushel, eces at 14 cents a de 

tatoes at 25 cents 2 bushel, and other commodit 

tion.” That is within 150 miles of Chicago 

Do you think it is quite fair to assess the men who get 
prices for the benefit of all the rest of us Dem 
brethren? Do you think you are doing a just and 
thing? By and by, if you are not careful, it m 1 ! ! 
on you. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

There are some people who are never sa l 
pay more than a thing is worth. They never think the 
getting a good thing unless they pay me than it vortl } 
the dealer always knows his customer and is ready to 


modate him. [Laughter.] 
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There is another class of sycophants who can not afford it, 
but who are always happy to pay a high price for anything 
they eat or drink or wear, providing they can eat it or drink it 
or wear it in the upper regions of the financially select. 

They are always known, because the dollar always knows its 
kin by instinct, but they would rather be patronized than not to 
be present. 

There is another class, who live in the regions of too much, 
where the Pullman car is a connecting link between establish- 
ments called homes, where every tick of the clock ticks cost. 

There is another class of loafers, parasites, criminals, and 
others who get rotten before they get ripe. [Laughter.] These 
people do not need our sympathy and are not entitled to it, 
but the people who are working for low wages, and low salaries, 
do need our sympathy, and they ought to have it, and they do 
have it, and the supreme argument for a protective tariff is 
that it does protect American labor from the cheap labor of 
Europe and the Orient. 

John Mitchell, in his book on Organized Labor, says: 

The American people should not sacrifice the future of the working 
classes in order to improve the condition of the inhabitants of Europe. 

And he is right. Neither should we sacrifice the farming 
classes in order to improve the condition of the inhabitants of 
Canada. The argument is as good for the farmers as it is for 
the laborers, [Applause.] 

THB MOVEMENT FROM COUNTRY TO CITY. 


Why has our population been shifting from the country to 
the city? 

One reason is that people work 16 hours a day on the farm 
and they work 8 hours in town. Another reason is to earn 
more money. Why, gentlemen, if the farmer is so rich that 
he ought to be assessed for the benefit of the rest of us, why 
have his children left the farm? 

Another reason is that young men and young women are lured 
by the glitter and glare and show of the city, and think they 
will have greater advantages there, but after they get there 
they find the pavements are hard and monotonous, that rents 
are high, that food is high, that most people are rated accord- 
ing to their bank account, and that it is more than a hundred 
miles between the fashionable and unfashionable sides of a 
brick wall. [Applause.] 

I was reading a few days ago a report of a commission ap- 
pointed in the city of New York on Congestion of Population, 
and that commission says that in the Borough of Manhattan— 
and I hope some Representative from the Borough of Man- 
hattan is here—there is a block where the density of popula- 
tion is 1,260 to the acre. 

That means a space 6 feet square—a little bigger than a 
grave—for a human being to eat and sleep and live and die in. 
Piled up there 10 stories high in those tenements whole families 
live sometimes in two rooms and take boarders. 

That is bad for the health of a community, bad for the morals 
of a community. Not only are the tenements in these districts 
crowded, but the streets are crowded. 

In his book on Housing Reform, Mr. Lawrence Veiller shows 
that conditions in New York are without parallel in the civilized 
world, and he says: 

In no other city are there the same appalling conditions with regard 
to lack of light and air in the homes of the poor. 

The death rate of children rapges from 60 to 92 to the thou- 
sand. This congestion breeds crime and disease and poisons 
the body politic. It causes increasing rents and lower wages. 

One-twentieth of the assessed valuation of the Borough of 
Manhattan is said to be owned by eight families, estates, and 
corporations. The commission reports that— 

Low wages, high rent, increase of land value, and the cost of con- 
struction and labor all seem to work in a vicious circle, the effect of 
which is indirectly to increase congestion and lower the standards of 
life in the congested districts. 

There are other cities in this country where congestion com- 
mittees might find conditions to report upon. 

Mr. Chairman, this is going on while in the country outside of 
the smoking, steaming piles of city masonry, where people are 
stacked up, story above story, there are thousands of acres of 
land where homes of cleanliness and comfort, peace and plenty 
await the industry of intelligent agriculture. Do we need to 
annex Canada’? [Applause.] 

The Socialist can find no better argument for overturning our 
present social and political system than right here in the con- 
gested districts of New York. 

But, after all, why destroy the whole system? 
reform New York? 

The question of whether government of the people and by the 
people will be able to continue to govern itself is no longer a 





Why not 
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far-off question, but is here and we are already in the midst 
of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
minutes more. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, there is some. 
thing more to be done, gentlemen, than to legislate agai, 
farmers in the hope that some vestige of what the farmer Jos 
may run the gantlet of intermediate greed and reach thes. 
poor people who live in these congested districts. 

And one thing to be done is to reform your educational sys. 
tems, so that city boys and girls may be fitted for somethin. 
else than city life. 

Another thing is to stop crowding your factories into your 
city blocks, thereby crowding neighboring tenements wii, 
laborers who want to be near their work. 

Another thing is to keep them nearer the ground, and not to 
herd helpless employees in city lofts without adequate fire 
escapes. Such a condition is only little less than barbarous 
Every one of these city fires emphasizes the fact that by a cm 
tain quality of commercial mind commerce is considered of mors 
importance than human life. 

Another thing is in some way to limit the monopoly of land 
holding which enables a few landlords to collect dividends froi, 
squalor, vice, and misery. 

THE TESTIMONY OF THR SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 


But they tell us the farmer is rich and can afford to ho 
made an exception of, while trusts are undisturbed. Read s; 
retary Wilson’s report for 1910. He shows you that the 
farmer does not get 50 per cent of the price the consumer pays 
for agricultural products. 

That was before the exigencies of Cabinet service made i 
necessary for him to modify some of the views that he hai! 
before expressed [applause and laughter on the Republican 
side], and he goes on to say that if the farmer has lately bee) 
getting just a little better price for what he has to sell, it is 
due him for ali the years of hardship that he has gone through. 

Some of us who have lived a little closer to the farms thin 
some of you city men know something about this, and I say t» 
you that I never encountered a public question since I have 
been here that touched my heart and conscience like this ques 
tion has, and I would rather go out of Congress than to stand 
for it. [Applause on the Republican side.] But I will not have 
to do it. [Renewed applause.] 

He tells us that down to recent times— 

The prices of farm products received by farmers were even less than 
the cost of production and often little, if any, above the cost of 
production. ° 

In commenting upon the recent advance in farm products he 
says: 

That this should have been so was merely a matter of justice to t 


farmer to equalize the reward of his efforts with the rewards received 
other lines of production. 


After showing that by a careful, scientific, and exhausii 
investigation he has found that the middleman gets over 50 jer 
cent of the price charged the consumer, and in many instances « 
great deal more, he closes this branch of his report with the 
statement that— 


From the details that have been presented with regard to the incr 
of the prices of farm products between the farmer and consumer t 
conclusion is inevitable that the consumer has no well-grounded c 
laint against the farmer for the price he pays. The farmer supplies 
he capital for production and takes the risk of losses; his crops ar: 
at the mercy of drought and flood and heat and frost, to say nothing of 
noxious insects and em diseases. He supplies hard, exacting, 
unremitting labor. A degree and range of information and inte 
gence are demanded by agriculture which are hardly equaled in any 
other occupation. 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 19 


AUTOMOBILES. 

But some one has heard that out in Kansas some farmers 
own automobiles, 

Well, one thing is fairly certain, that when a farmer owns au 
automobile he has not mortgaged the place to buy it, as many a 
city parvenu has done. 

In 1908 the correspondent of the New York Post thought !t 
was of sufficient importance to telegraph the news across tlic 
continent both ways that a circus was in town and that a 
farmer had been seen following a circus with’his family in an 
automobile. 

Why, gentlemen, it was not many years ago that the farmer 
did not haye money enough to buy a ticket to a circus. It was 


not many years ago that he was selling hogs for $3 a hundred ; 
it was not many years ago that he was burning corn for fuel. 
It was not many years ago that he was reading Coin’s Financia] 
School [laughter] and figuring how he could make 50 cents 
worth of silver legal tender in payment of past-due debts. 
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Now he is considered so well off that you, my Democratic 
prethren, want to assess him for the benefit of the rest of us. 
[ Applause. ] 

BAD POLICY. 


This proposition, in my judgment, is bad industrial policy 
and bad political policy. It is bad industrial policy because 
it is bad to discriminate among industrial classes. It is bad 
political policy because it introduces this trade agreement into 
an orderly course of procedure which was being evolved by 
the Republican Party to provide for the levying of duties 
which should “equal the difference between the cost of pro- 
duction at home and abroad.” That policy proposes an upward 
limit on duties. Why? 
overcharging domestic consumers. It proposes a downward 
limit. Why? ‘To protect American labor from the cheap labor 
of Europe and the Orient and to maintain the standard of 
American citizenship. 

The first step in that orderly course of procedure was the 


To prevent domestic monopolies from | 


creation of a Tariff Board for the scientific ascertainment of | 


that difference. 

The next step was the report of this ascertainment by the 
Tariff Board to be used by the Ways and Means Committee for 
checking and comparison of the testimony of interested wit- 
The next step was the framing of such ascertainment 
and testimony into law. ‘The effect of this irrelevant, incon- 
sistent, and unfair agreement, in my judgment, will be to in- 
definitely postpone the execution of this policy. 

Gentlemen, I am in favor of reciprocity, but I want reci- 
procity between the farm and the factory, reciprocity between 
cotton and corn, reciprocity between the North and the South, 
reciprocity between the East and the West—reciprocity among 
ourselves. I do not want reciprocity that will compel the 
farmer to plant on shares with Canada and market his surplus 
abroad. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris]. 

Mr. FERRIS. 
reluctant to follow two such distinguished speakers on the 
other side, but my diffidence would be more acute if it were 
not for the fact that one of them is traveling in one direction 
and one in the other, both on the same side of the House and of 
the same political faith. 
study this Canadian reciprocity treaty in my primitive way and 
in my simple way, for I am not a tariff expert, this contract, or 
compact, between Canada and this Union of States is nothing 


nesses, 


Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I feel somewhat | 


To my mind, as I have been able to | 


more than a simple agreement where each makes some conces- | 


sions and each will receive mutual benefits. I do not claim that 
all of the advantages are on the side of the States, nor do I 
share the belief of the alarmists and the inspired articles—partly 
inspired by patriotism and, I am informed, partly by cash— 
that say this agreement when adopted will heap disaster upon 
us and play havoc with us all. 

REDUCES 600 SCHEDULES AND INCREASES NONE, 


It deals with approximately 600 of the schedules, and every 
one of them are either reduced to the free list or reduced from the 
Payne-Aldrich tariff rate and not a single increase of a single 
schedule. This compact or treaty places 41 paragraphs of the 
Payne bill that are now on the dutiable list on the free list 
and makes marked reductions of the present rate on 59 para- 
graphs. The compact is so arranged that it does not interfere 
with any future arrangement of our tariff laws, and it is full 
of good, wholesome provisions for our people generally. 

WHO ARP PARTIES TO THIS TREATY, 


Let us pause for a moment and see who the contracting par- 
ties to this agreement are. On the one hand the United States, 
with her 92,000,000 people, who have increased in population 
in the last 10 years 21 per cent, and as the other party to this 
contract we have Canada, with her approximately 7,000,000 
people, who have increased in population in the last 7 years 
approximately 33 per cent. 

SOME GOOD REASONS WHY TREATY SHOULD BE ADOPTED. 

Further, we find that along our northern border we join 
Canada for a distance of more than 8,000 miles, and the condi- 
tions of the people and the country are not essentially different 
in any respect. 

We find the two people speaking the same language, bound 
together by ties of marriage and blood. We find 600,000 of our 
Americans residing within their borders, and we find 1,500,000 
of the Canadians residing within the States. We find the two 
peoples carrying on the same business endeavors; we find 
them with the same hopes and aspirations; and I can not think 
that two countries where the conditions are so nearly identical 
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should longer be separated by any imaginary line. [Applause.] 
Speaking for myself, I can not but think that we should have 
absolute free trade between two such countries the same as 
we have it between the sister States of the Union. [Applause.] 


WILL NOT REDUCE PRICE OF LAND. 


, We find it charged in the inspired farmers’ journals—some 
inspired by patriotism and some, I am informed, by cash—that 
this treaty if adopted will reduce the price of ‘land in the 
States; but such can not be true from any precedent we have 
to blaze the way. For as we have seen the golden West set- 
tled reservation by reservation and State by State. we have 
likewise seen the price of land both in front and behind the 
tide of western empire increase in price fifty, yea, one and two 
hundred per cent. We find by consulting the statistics on this 
very interesting question that of the occupied land in Canada 
the average price per acre is approximately $38 per acre, while 
the average price of the occupied land of the United States is 
but approximately $23 per acre. It has been called to our 
attention that the price of land in Minnesota, one of our north 
ern border States, and in Manitoba, one of the border provincial 
States just opposite, was at variance to the amount of $10 per 
acre. I am not here to dispute those figures, but am here to 
dispute the fact that they prove that land is either more or 
less valuable in Canada than it is in the United States, for, as 


all of us have often observed, prices vary more than that 
right in adjoining States, and often without apparent cause. 


In my own State of Oklahoma, on the Oklahoma side of Red 
River the land is worth from $20 to $40 per acre, while on 
the Texas side of the river, in the State of Texas, approxi- 
mately if not quite the same lands can be had for from 
25 to 50 per cent less. It is often caused by press dispatches— 
abnormal and speculative values built up by booms given it 
by railroad and real-estate promoters. I think it is safe to 
say the value of lands in Canada and in the United States of 
like kind and character are essentially the same in price; so the 
scarecrows erected by the protectionists and high-tariff adher- 
ents are again not trustworthy. It at least is no occasion for 
alarm and no reason why the treaty which we have before us 
should not become a law and thereby reduce the exorbitant bur- 
dens of the Payne-Aldrich law that was so recently by the 
people universally repudiated. 
WILL NOT REDUCE WAGE SCALE, BUT WILL STIMULATE WA‘ 

Again it is asserted by the inspired journals and the protec 
tionists that it will destroy our high-wage scale for the Ameri- 
can laborer. Again we find that the wage scale in Canada is 
essentially the same as in the United States, and, if anything, 
is a little higher. Instances can be cited where it is higher 
in the States, and like instances can be cited where it is 
higher in Canada, usually if not quite always due to the fact 
that some local condition is playing an active part rathe1 
by reason of any tariff cause, either directly or indirectly. The 
opposition to the pact on this ground is but the careworn ex- 
pression or ghost head that the protectionists always drag out 
when they hope to defeat any reduction in the tariff whatever. 
They always call to their assistance mpathies pe 
sessed by all for laborer to accomplish their own selfish ends. 

No one on this side of the Chamber would be a party 
reduction of the wage scale for the American laborer, for, in 
my judgment, he is not at present being paid too much. 
plause.] No one on this side of the Chamber would be a party 
to the dragging down of labor in any form, for it is the willing 
hands that toil that is the very hope of the Republic and thie 
pride of us all, [Applause.] The exception we take is of hav 
ing the high protectionists make the laboring men carry the 
load for their high protection schemes when the laboring man 
gets none of the profit or glory. Labor and her offspring has 
too long borne the brunt of selfish manufacturers, monopol 
and trusts, and it should not longer prevail or be allowed to 
endure. 


Lnan 


the tender sy 


to any 


ists, 


WILL NOT BE DETRIMENTAL TO FARMER 3’ INTERESTS, 

It is charged by certain high-tariff oracles by word of mouth 
and in print that the enactment of this pact means the reduc- 
tion of the American farmer to the very dregs. My reply to 
that charge is that I do not believe it in theory or in fact. I 
came of a race of farmers, and I love as well to-day as then the 
traditions of those industrious, good people, and if I did belie 
it I would fight and vote against it as often as it appeared for 
passage. 

Again, it is asserted that it is unfair on its face; 
not portray the first principles of fairness. My answer to this 
is I do not believe it; on the contrary, it seenis to me that the 
burdens and virtues are quite well distributed between the two 


that it does 


See 








360 


countries. It does not in places go as far as I would prefer, 

but it is a long step in the right direction, and it is my cheerful 

prediction that the American people will be glad we gave it to 

them after they really understand what it does for them. 
TREATY PLACES LUMBER ON FREE LIST. 

In the treaty the United States gets free rough lumber, and 
the beneficial results that flow from this provision are almost 
unnecessary of dilation or explanation. Only last year with a 
sky-high tariff on lumber we imported into the United States 





from Canada more than the sum of $19,000,000 worth of boards | 


and deals, let alone the $7,000,000 additional for lumber of 
other denominations. I ask you high protectionists who are 


opposing this treaty, Will that do the American home builder of | 
Will that help the courageous | 
Will it not be beneficial to every | 


the broad prairies good or harm? 
pioneer to subdue the West? 
citizen in all the land save the Lumber Trust? I ask you if 
the Lumber Trust is expected to lend its hearty support to any 
treaty which metes out to it tardy justice that has long been 
delayed by the aid of Representatives who are here in one form 
and another championing their cause? I ask you if it is any 
wonder that we find articles in many of the purchasable papers 
inspired by cash denouncing the pact as unfair and one-sided? 
It has even been charged, and by men of intelligence, that free 
lumber would do no good to the home builder, but these figures 
on a moment's thought belie themselves when we find the 
amount of lumber imported from there to build homes with, even 
though bearing an unconscionable duty, to be more than 
$19,000,000 in a single year. 

We have seen the home builders and the pioneers of the West 
too long struggling beneath their too heavy load in their efforts 
to erect a little shelter over their heads, 
complacently and seen lumber in 1908 sell at an average price 
of $11.08 per thousand, and in 1909 we have seen the same lum- 
ber sell for an average price of $15.37, and have seen it go 
up in price each day since that time. We have seen the forests 
of the country being reduced to underbrush and cut-over lands. 
We have seen timber lands all held by a few lumber barons 
while the American people have gone homeless and roofless. 


homes and carry on civilization. This one provision of the 
treaty will help every home builder in the land. This one pro- 


plain competition on a subject so vital to all of our people. 

REDUCTION ON SHINGLES FROM 50 TO 30 CENTS PER THOUSAND. 
Again, we observe that the Payne duty of 50 cents per thou- 
sand on shingles has been by this pact reduced to 30 cents. It 


has even been asserted that this provision would not avail the | 


home builder anything, but this can not be true, for only last 
year we imported from Canada $1,759,000 worth of shingles 
to cover our very heads from the sunshine and the rain. Shin- 
gles, in my judgment, should go on the free list and remain 
there, and if we had Democrats in power at both ends of the 
Capitol, I imagine they would go there; but if we can not get 
what we want, is it not right to do the next best thing and 
take the best reduction we can get with a Republican President 
and Republican Senate to deal with? I can not think this 
logic is bad. I believe it will be acceptable to the people of this 
country when they have time to digest and find out the articles 


they have been reading are inspired not alone by patriotism, | 


but mostly by high tariff campaign managers and cash. 
plause. ] 


[Ap- 


REDUCTION ON LATHS FROM 20 TO 10 CENTS. 

The Payne rate of duty on laths to use in plastering our 
houses is by this pact reduced from 20 to 10 cents. It cuts the 
rate in half. Some one may say that does not amount to any- 
thing, but, my friends, it does, for only last year we imported 
from Canada into our own United States the sum of $1,802,000 
worth of laths. 

BARB WIRE ON FREE LIST. 

This treaty puts barb wire on the free list. This commodity 
is used extensively for fencing throughout the length and 
breadth of the country, and our farmers will appreciate this 
duty provision, I am sure. It is true that the Steel and Iron 
Trust may not want the change, and we find the gentleman 
from Pittsburg [Mr. Datzetx], in charge of the time, yielding 
it only to Members of this House who are opposed to this bill. 
We challenge not his right, but we submit it is quite a frank 
thing for him to do to come here on the floor of this House 
and oppose this pact on the ground that it is detrimental to 
the farmers. We can not but wonder if he is not most concerned 
about the farmer that farms the steel mills in the heart of 
Pittsburg. His presence in opposition to this bill and his well- 


We have sat here | 


We | 
have seen the forests of the country denuded and made bare | 
with no corresponding good effect to the people who build the | 
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known tariff views speak louder of his real views than any 
open declaration he could make. 
WOOD PULP ON FREE LIST. 

This pact puts on the free list wood pulp and pulp wood from 
which print paper is made, of which there was imported into th 
United States from Canada last year in pulp wood $6,389,553, in 
cord and wood pulp $3,021,347, to the end that knowledge may 
be more cheaply and freely disseminated. It places the father 
in a better position to buy schoolbooks for his children, or wi] 
enable him to educate them now, where heretofore he could 
educate them but partially. It places books and maguzines 
within more easy reach of both rich and poor. It is a step in 
the right direction and well worthy of the efforts sougiit ip 
bringing it about. 

NEW ENGLAND PAPER TRUST PROTEST. 

It is true that we have on our’desks of this date and for each 
preceding day since this session began protests from the Paper 
Trust of New England, but we must legislate for all as dis- 


| tinguished from the few. We must not maintain monopoly and 


break down competition when the intellectual advancement of 
our people are at stake. We must not sit here and allow the few 
New England selfish paper trusts to fatten at the expense of 
the many when it strikes at the intelligence and the adyance- 
ment intellectually of our very Republic. I believe none other 
than parties directly interested have assaulted the wisdom of 
the reduction of this schedule. It is so self-evident and so 
patent to all that this step should now be taken, and it is but 
tardy justice to the great press of the country, who have wore 
to do with the molding of public opinion than any other agency 
within our land today. I say it is with delight that this 
schedule is swept away and is now taking its place on the free 
list. I can not but think the authors of the Payne bill must 
feel ashamed at their failure to enact it when they were in 
power and the Payne bill became a law at the last Congress. 
It played no small part in their retirement at the polls last year, 
and it will play some part in keeping them retired if they receive 
their just rebuke. 
COTTONSEED OIL ON THE FREE LIST. 

This treaty puts cottonseed oil on the free list, and this can 
not be said to be unfair to the American cotton planter. On the 
contrary, it is a great help and stimulus to him, for it will open 


| a new field and a new market without any competition whatever, 


vision will beget the respect of all the people who are not finan- | ¢or as all are aware cotton is not raised in that latitude. 


cially interested, and they should not be heard to longer defeat | wij] mean much to the cotton section, and the cotton farmer will 


This 


| have gratitude in his heart, for his new and widened market 





| made possible by the enactment of this righteous provision in 


his behalf. 
SALT ON FREE LIST. 

It places salt on the free list. This will help the stock 
raisers of this country and will be of slight benefit to us all 
and no one can say it is not in the interest of the citizens o! the 
United States to remove from them the grasp, at least partially, 
of the Salt Trust. 

FISH ON FRED LIST. 

It puts fish on the free list, and only last year we purchased 
$49,000,000 worth of fish, so this will be of help to us and no 
possible harm to us. It will afford a wider market in whicl to 
secure our fish without the payment of exorbitant tariff taxes 
added on at the customhouse. 

REDUCES TARIFF TAX ON ALL KINDS OF AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS. 

It reduces the tariff rates on ail kinds of plows, harrows, 
thrashing machines, wagons and buggies, and all kinds of farm 
ing implements used on the farm. ‘These articles should, in my 
judgment, go on the free list, but remember we have a Repub 
lican Senate and a Republican President to deal with, and we 
have to take the best we can get until you give us commission 
to legislate for you in both ends of the Capitol and at the 
White House. 

WILL NOT AFFECT WHEAT GROWERS. 

Again we find the inspired by cash and patriotism journals 
and oracles contending that we are discriminating against the 
American farmer because we cut the Payne tariff rate on 
wheat from 25 cents per bushel to 12 cents. My answer to 
this charge is that the 25-cent rate nor the 12-cent rate has 
not in the past and will not in the future have anything what- 
ever to do with the price of wheat in this country or in Canada. 
There is not a country in this world that can compete with us 
in the raising of wheat anyway, and the tariff has been but 
an idle recital on the statute book, without affording the farmer 
one grain of protection in sheaf, at the granary, the elevator, 
or the mill. It is charged that wheat is 10 cents higher on 
our side than on the Canadian side. This is true but partially. 
Both crops are controlled largely, if not absolutely, by the price 
in Liverpool, and in some cases from local conditions, usually 











1911. 





transportation facilities, there are variances of 10 or more 
cents per bushel. It is, however, true that wheat in Winnipeg 
is higher than in the States for more than one-third of the 
year. I submit the prices of wheat often vary this much 
within a single State, and the figures do not prove that gen- 
erally such is the case, and the safe prediction to make is that, 
the conditions being practically the same, the price of the land 
and labor being practically the same, both crops being con- 
trolled by the Liverpool market, the prices are not essentially 
different. This, of course, is not a universal rule, for local 
conditions vary the prices; also, corners or hoarding often- 
times are causes for wheat going up or down suddenly. 

To the end that we may not be mistaken about the matter, 
let us consult the statistics to ascertain just how much wheat 
we sent to Canada last year. In 1910 we sent to Canada to 
get the benefit of the outrageously low price referred to by 
those opposing this pact 2,111,370 bushels of wheat; and how 
interesting it is to observe that only 135,441 bushels of wheat 
came from Canada to get the benefit of our high prices, 
asserted to be caused by our tariff on wheat of 25 cents per 
bushel! The charge of the high-protection advocate will an- 
swer itself when these figures are analyzed. How refreshing it 
must be to the American farmer to know that he is no longer 
to be the cat’s-paw that is to shield the greedy manufacturer 
while he grows rich from legislation and pleads for the farmer 
to stand by him because there has appeared on the statute book 
an idle recital of 25 cents a bushel on wheat! Such a proceed- 
ing is merely the selling to the farmers razors that will not 
shave. It is merely deceiving to get the farmer’s help to fur- 
ther deceive the poor consumer of this country, who has hunger 
gnaying at his very stomach and whose poor cupboard is bare. 
[Applause.] 

I tell you, sir, I rejoice to see this mask torn from their in- 
sincere faces and let the American producer and consumer 
come into his own. I am proud that the American farmer 
is one who neither needs nor asks protection. He merely 
asks honest, open, frank treatment. He merely asks honest, 
frank government, economically administered, where every man 
stands equal before the law. He merely asks fair treatment 
and no more, and asks no more idle recitals which are only 
intended to deceive, with no corresponding advantage to him. 
[Applause, ] 

CORN SCHEDULE—EXAMINBE IT CLOSELY. 


High protectionists who are trying to beat this pact by means 


bill becomes a law that it will reduce the corn growers to pov- 
erty and bring want and disaster to their very door. 

Pause for a moment and let us ascertain to what extent 
this charge is true. Last year the United States produced 
3,125,713,000 bushels of corn, of which we exported 44,072,209 
bushels to Canada. Canada last year produced only 18,726 
bushels, of which 5,881 was imported into this country from 
Canada. Can there be a man so ignorant or unfair as to claim 
that Canada is any competitor for us in corn? Can there be a 
man so unfair of mind or thought that would teach or try to 
teach the American farmer that the 15 cents per bushel pro- 
vided for by the Payne bill has had in the past or ever will 
have in the future anything to do with the price of corn? I 
tell you, sir, this tariff for the farmer has been and is now a 
delusion and a snare merely to blind his honest and unsuspect- 
ing eyes to the end that they may exploit him and the con- 
sumer at the same time. Is there a farmer in all the land out- 
side of the city of Pittsburg who fears that the reduction of the 
duty on corn will affect his future endeavors at raising corn? 
The question but answers itself, and it is but an humble ex- 
ample of the viciousness and deception of the Payne bill from 
beginning to the very end. Is it any wonder that they, the 
Republican Party that tried to father it, were retired last year? 
Is it not within the realm of respectable prophecy that it will 
be some time before such an unfair party will be restored to 
power? 

VEGETABLES ON FREE LIST WILL HELP OUR PRODUCERS. 


Enemies of the pact, some inspired by patriotism, some by 
greed, and some by cash, assert that it puts the vegetables on 
the free list and thereby is a stroke at the farmer. Again we 
may answer the charge that it is unfair to our people by ob- 
serving that we exported to Canada last year in vegetables 
$865,563, while Canada sent us from their borders but $682,455, 
and the tariff was higher in Canada than in this country. So 
it can readily be observed that to sweep away the duty on vege- 
tables or to reduce it to any marked degree would be beneficial 
to our people rather than detrimental. It would be a widening 
of our market for the producer without any serious competition 
from them, for if we exceeded them in exports last year with 
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| against free lumber, when our party platform bears a 
fair or foul have even gone so far as to assert that when this | 


3d 


the unfavorable tariff rates against us we can surely compete 
with them when placed on an equality with them, as per the 
terms of this pact. 

HIGH-TARIFF MEN 





ALWAYS FIGHT RECIPROCITY 
RESULTS. 


AND PROPHESY DIRE 

It is not unusual or without precedent to 
cates denouncing reciprocity treaties. The dire predic- 
tions were made when we entered into reciprocal relations with 
Hawaii, Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Philippines. Still, in each 
case we have seen great prosperity and ved conditions 
spring from them to both countries engaging in them. 


find high-tariff advo- 


same 


impr 
i So emi- 


nently true is this statement with reference to Hawaii that 
under its beneficent terms she became a part of us. Since that 
era of great denunciation of this pact during the MeKin ey ad- 
ministration our trade with that country has reased more 
than fifteen-fold. 

Again, we observe that we have reciprocal trade relations 
with the Philippines, which have a greater pepulation than 


Canada, and our trade has increased by leaps and bounds, until 
it has reached the incredible amount of more than 70 per cent 
in a single year. Upon entering the identical relations with 
these countries the same hue and cry went up that cheap labor 
and cheap land and other unworthy conditions would glut 
our markets and destroy the Republic, but none of their weird 
prophecies have come true, and I feel that their dire prophe- 
cies of to-day will be forgotten on the coming morrow as the 
stream of prosperity and wholesome results spring from a pact 
so full of good things and so evenly divided between the two 
contracting parties. 
RECIPROCITY A REAL PAYNE LAW. 

I am for the treaty, for it grants the first affirmative relief 
from the vicious and unconscionable duties of the Payne-Aldrich 
tariff bill. This is the first chance to take a step in the right 
direction, in partially, at least, undoing what the Payne bill 
did. The Republican Party two years ago promised revision 
and gave it not. They were at the ballot box justly relieved 
from power, because they did not keep the faith. We were 
sent here because we were expected to keep the faith. This 
pact is a reduction of the tariff, and a marked one at that, and 
let none be deceived or fail to keep the faith by whim, selfish- 
ness, or caprice. 

PARTY PLATFORM FOR FREP LU MBER. 
Let no Democrats return to their people and say they voted 


REVISION OF 


solemn 
command so to do! Let no Democrat return to his people with 
quibbling excuses that he voted “no” for this reason and for 
that, when practically every implement the farmer uses Is re- 
duced in tariff taxes and not a single one increased! Let no 
Democrat return to his people and be forced to admit that he 


voted against the removal of the tariff on cotton-seed oil, barb 
wire, and sewing machines. Let no Democrat return to his 
people and answer that he voted against this pact for some 


trivial reason, when it reduces the tariff on 600 
Payne bill and does not raise a single item. 
OUR DUTY TO KEEP THE FAITH. 

The American people sent us here to keep the faith, and we 
ought to do it. The man that falls without the breastworks 
will be caught in the same net as the Republicans were when 
they failed to revise the tariff and keep the faith. 

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hit] in a speech some 
time ago said he was for this pact because it was not a revision 
of the tariff at all. My friends, I am for it because, in my judg- 
ment, it is a marked revision and accomplishes a great deal 
strictly along Democratic lines. I rejoice that both he and I 
arrive at the same goal though we travel entirely different 
paths. Our faces are both toward Democracy and the light 
of day, and when the final vote is cast it will be two votes to 
reduce the tariff from whatsoever cause we may elect to cast 
them. [Applause.] 

PRESIDENT TAFT ENTITLED TO NO EULOGY. 

Some are disposed to eulogize the President for his great 
foresight and broad statesmanship in bringing on this pact. 
I can not with consistence or sense accord him so generous a 
treatment. For, as we will recall, he signed the Payne bill 
after banqueting the hosts that made it repeatedly and thereby 
helped to perpetrate the fraud, and then, in an effort to con 
ceal the wrong, asserted in his Winona speech, and in other 
speeches as well, that it was the best tariff law ever written. 

After swift and effectual repudiation came from the people of 
every crossroads in all the land, he then sought the nearest 
route for the band wagon and mounted himself in the front 
seat and said, “Come on, Democrats; Betty and I killed: the 
bear.” But we of the Democratic faith who believe in lowering 
the tariff must not be shortsighted in such matters, for the 


items of the 
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American people are farseeing people and know his every po- 
litical prank and ours as well. His political somersaults will 
not justify faltering on our part. It should but serve us to 
heed the pitfalls and avoid the embarrassment. If anyone may 
be said to really be playing the generous roéle to-day it is the 
Democratic Party. The Democrats passed reciprocity last ses- 
sion, and they will pass it again this session. We find his high- 
tariff leaders all against it, and we find our party keeping the 
faith and championing it. 
SWEEP ASIDE FEARS AND FOREBODINGS OF DANGER AND KEEP THE FAITH. 

It will not hurt the farmers. The expansion of trade will do 
them good. No nation can compete with our producers. Labor 
will not be damaged, but benefited, by the new fields of endeavor 
that this closer relation with our neighbor will bring. 

Pass this bill and release the farmer from bondage, where he 





has been held by the high protectionists as a buffer to pull | 


through their unholy schemes of high protection and robber 
tariffs. 

Do not longer let the greedy monopolist pick the threadbare 
pockets of the needy behind tariff walls that are unconscionable, 
outrageous, and unjust. 

[I tell you, sir, the American farmer neither needs nor asks 
protection and special laws for his benefit. He occupies the 
happy station of being able to say, “ We can meet any competi- 
tion that comes, and we welcome it.” His industry, energy, 
thrift, skill, and intelligence will more than cope with all who 
may come or go. 

The passage of this treaty with Canada is a step toward the 
goal of a revenue tariff with all the countries of the world and 
free trade with Canada. 
faces toward the light of day. 
the changing conditions and the advancing times. 

We were sent here to keep the faith, and we must keep it. 


The Republicans failed to keep the faith in making the Payne | 


bill, and how swift their just rebuke! Their fate is but the 
common fate of all, for in each life some rain must fall. This 
treaty reduces the tariff on 600 items and does not increase a 
single one. 
faith and vote for it. 

The ravages of hunger and gnawing of stomachs among our 
citizenship dulls the patriotism of strong men. 
poverty, and pain turn the hands on the dial of this Republic 


backward rather than forward, and God forbid that this be | 
Suffering and pain breed socialism, | 


done now or in the future. 
anarchy, and pain. Let us pass this bill and secure what good 
there is in it, and let us pass more tariff bills and make greater 
reductions when and where needed. 

Let the high-tariff Republicans and a few misguided insur- 
gents walk hand in hand in error, but let us of the Democratic 
faith keep the everlasting faith. [Applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say to 
the gentieman from Massachusetts that I want to yield for 
several short speeches on this side at this time. I now yield 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Konopr], 

Mr. KONOP. Mr. Chairman, Iam a new Member here and do 
not want to take much valuable time from the older Members in 
the discussion of this important measure. I come from the 
great Republican State of Wisconsin. I come from a State that, 
I think, has been largely Republican in name but not Republican 
in principle. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I come frem 
the great State of Wisconsin, which is strongly Republican; 
but as long as I have taken any interest in political affairs I 
have always stood for and believed ‘in the principles of the 
Democratic Party, and I believe in those principles now. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] And more so, Mr. Chairman, 


do I believe in the principles that I have so long fought for | 


and sought for now, because what occurred last Thursday and 


Friday proves to me conclusively that the principles of the 
[Applause on the Democratic 
Why, gentlemen, I remember the time when the principle 


Democratic Party are right. 
side.] 
of electing United States Senators by the people was first pro- 
posed it was denounced by the Republicans as socialism. I 


also remember the time when the Democrats proposed to have 


publication of campaign contributions before election instead 


of after election, so that the American people might know where 


the money comes from that pollutes the American electorate, 


and then the Republicans said “Let us publish contributions 


after the election.” 


This bill that was passed for the publication of campaign con- 
I believe the 
American people will in the near future demand that a limita- 
tion be placed on the expenditure of money for campaign pur- 
poses, so that any man, be he rich or poor, may run for any 


tributions, to my mind, does not go far enough. 


office in the gift of the American people. [Applause.] 


By voting for this bill we have our | 
We are but keeping abreast of 


I say it is the duty of every Democrat to keep the | 


Bare cupboards, | 
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This Canadian reciprocity to my mind is a Democratic propo- 
sition. I can not understand how any Democrat on this side 
of the House can go back before his constituents and say that 
he is a Democrat if he votes against this proposition. I ):; 
always believed in the principle of a tariff-for-revenue only. 
and I believe in it now. [Applause on the Democratic side.} 

But, gentlemen, my colleague from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor}. 
yesterday said that this Canadian pact was discriminatory 
against the farmer. It is discriminatory, but I ask the sam: 
gentleman if every protective-tariff bill enacted by any Con 
gress has not been discriminatory and class legislation? [Ap- 
| plause on the Democratic side.] Just as you begin to tear down 
the tariff wall, the highly protective tariff wall, you mu 
commence being discriminatory step by step until you reduce 
the tariff down to a revenue basis. [Applause.] 

It is discriminatory, but if the gentlemen on the other side 
who are opposed to this pact love the American farmer s 
much, we will give them an opportunity to love him hard, 
love and kiss and hug him before we get done. 
the Democratic side.] 

There have been different arguments advanced in the dis- 
cussion of this Canadian reciprocity pact, and one of these main- 
tained by some gentlemen on this side is, that it will not reduce 
the price of grain but will reduce the cost of living. My col- 
league from Wisconsin maintains the contrary. He says that 
it will reduce the price of grain and not reduce the cost of 
living. I believe, Mr. Chairman, in taking the bull by the 
horns. I have been born and brought up on a farm. I have 
worked on a farm and I know the hardships of a farmer, and I 
believe in being fair and honest with him and tell him the 
truth. 

It seems to me that those arguments are absolutely incon 
sistent, and you can not reconcile them. If this Canadian pact 
is going to reduce the price of farm products, it will neces- 
sarily reduce the cost of living; and, vice versa, the contrary 
is true. Now, then, what is the use of quibbling, figuring in a 
few cents here and a few cents there? Suppose that this pact 
should reduce the price of wheat, and suppose it should re- 
| duce by a few cents the price of other farm products that go 
| to make up the provisions of the people, yet I believe that in 
this pact there is enough that the farmer will gain by reduc 
| tions of the tariff on other things that he has to buy, so that 
he will be fully recompensed, We have been dillydallying and 
quibbling over a few cents here and a few cents there; but, 
gentlemen, what of those men who labor in the city, in the 
mill, and in the factories, men who have been begging and 
praying for more food? What of their appeal for bread’? Go 
to the home of some our laborers in our cities. Go to that 
lowly hovel where poverty, grim and relentless, stands on the 
threshold. Look at the lean and hungry look of mother and 
children, and ask the farmer if he will deny more bread. I 
know the American farmer. I know his sympathetic and pa 
triotic heart; it beats in unison with his coworker in the city. 
It is not a matter of dollars and cents, but it is a matter of 
justice and right between man and man. My friends, if this 
Canadian pact is going to partly reduce the cost of living for 
those people, I am in favor of it, because I hope to God that in 
this great country of ours no American citizen need deny him- 
self the three essentials of life—food, shelter, and clothing. 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, I come from a farming community, and I 
| want to say right here that I also come from a paper-manufac 
| turing community. I come from a community that has 17 or 
| 18 paper mills and pulp mills; and yet, my friends, I believe 
| that if I vote for this pact I will benefit this country at J«rze, 

and I would not be selfish and come here and vote against it 

when it will be a benefit to the country at large simply for 
the sake of benefiting the paper mills in my district. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

I was elected in a Republican district, a Republican district 
that cast 5,000 majority for the Republican candidate for cov- 
|ernor. I had the courage to put in my platform a declarstion 

in favor of free paper, free pulp wood, and free pulp; and yet 

I was elected in a paper-mill district. [Applause on the Demo- 

cratic side.] 

I can not and will not violate that pledge now. I had a 
meeting before I came to this session of Congress with sev- 
eral paper-mill men in my district, and they told me that they 
wanted to be fair, and I believe that they are fair. Some here 
have attacked the Paper Trust, but I want to say that the 
paper manufacturers in my district are not unreasonable, and 
they were fair in their demands. They said: 


ive 


. 
LO 


[Applause on 
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We are in favor of having absolute free trade in paper, pulp wood, 
and pulp between Canada and the United States; we are able to com- 
pete with all the world. We want absolute free trade with Canada, 








1911. 





and if Camada would remove her restrictions on the exportation of 
i up wood from Crown lands, we would be in fayor of this Canadian 

In looking over the hearings before the Committee un Finance | 
of the United States Senate I ran across some statements made | 
hy a paper manufacturer of my own State, Mr. John Strange, a 
man known in political circles, a former lieutenant governor 
of our State, and a paper manufacturer.. Before that committee 
he made this statement: 

» error which has lodged in the public mind concerning the need 
of Canadian wood because of a possible depletion of our forests has 
peen the predominant reason for demanding a concession in favor of 
Canada. I say, gentlemen, without fear of successful contradiction, 
that we do not now need, nor have we ever needed, nor will we ever 
need, Canadian spruce or other paper wood, any more than we will 
need Canadian cucumbers or dandelions. 


That is the statement of a paper manufacturer who claims | 
that we have enough pulp wood in our own country never to 
need the pulp wood of Canada. Further on, on page 7 of this 
document, he goes on and says: 

The Menominee Indian Reservation, over which. sa much contention 
has been had with reference to the wisdom of manufacturing under | 
the direction ef the Government and employing the Indians, contains | 
approximately 3,000,000,000 feet of virgin timber, and grows enough 
wood to supply all of the fiber needed for all of the print mills in Wis- 
eonsin. As far as the Indian interests are concerned, it would be a 
matter of good _— policy to create a large pulp plant there to util- 
ize that which is going to waste im connection with a sawmill. The 


Menominee Reservation is quite suflicient to grow at least 500 cords of 
wood per day. 

Minnesota owns enough timber to supply the needs of all of the 
mills in Wisconsin and Minnesota. The increase will do that, fostered 
by the State forester. Wisconsin has taken steps to purchase a million 
acres of old cut-over lands and others; and by reforesting those 
lands a supply largely in excess of the consumption of the mills of 
Wisconsin would be provided. Michigan is acquiring title to from 
two to three million acres. Without any great effort upon the part of 
the three States I have named, 20 years hence they will have an abun- | 
dant supply of forests; more than adequate to furnish all the lumber | 
and paper products that the trade will demand. 


This is a statement from a paper-mill man of the State of | 
Wisconsin. He says there fs enough pulp wood for the mannu- 
facturer of Wisconsin, and I suppose the same fact is true more 
or less in New York and New England. On page 9 of the same 
document appears the following statement of Mr. Strange: 

I can not comprehend, gentlemen, how an error of this extent ever 
got into the public mind. I have stood single-handedly against all the 
paper manufaeturers from the time this agitation started. I said, 
“Argue this proposition solely upon the ground of free trade or protec- 
tion as @ fundamental policy. The supply of timber is so superfluous 
in this discussion that it ought not to enter into it.” I can point you 
to where we have four times as much growing timber as we can possibly 
consume, without any thought of preservation or protection. 

Now, I want to say right here, I hoped and wished that this | 
agreement would have provided for absolute free trade, and it | 
would have provided for absolute free trade if Canada would 
have consented to it. But, my friends, I believe it is a step in 
the right direction. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Hamrz- | 
TON] quoted slightingly the expression, “ equal rights to all and 
special privileges to none.” That doctrine is a Democratic | 
doctrine; it is a Democratic axiom; and let us apply it to every | 
measure that this House will enact. Equal rights to all and 
special privileges to none is an axiom that need not only be 
applied te tariff legislation but to all other legislation enacted 
by every legislative body in every country of the world. [Loud 
applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to say to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that I have two short speeches on this side, 
and I would desire to yield to those gentlemen. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman has used about an hour and | 
twenty minutes on his side, and I would now be giad to yield 
some time. How much time would the gentleman desire to | 
yield now? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to yield 45 minutes, and then 


I will yield back to the gentleman’s side of the House. I desire | 
to yleld to two gentlemen. 


Mr. DALZBLL. Very well. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield 30 minutes to the gentleman | 
| 











from New York [Mr. Grorcr]. 

Mr, GEORGE. Mr. Chairman, mindful of the custom of this 
House to regard a new Member as a political accident, I rise 
with humility to address myself to the question of Canadian 
reciprocity. 

In coming here, I came with a mandate of a great constitu- 
ency to help reduce the high cost of living, and I regard this 
bill as the first step in that direction. I came here, Mr. Chair- 
on from a distriet normally Republican. I came here as a 
s perme but elected, or helped in the election, by, I compute, | 

000 Republican votes, so that I may be regarded as a kind of | 
eclectic in politics, 


ae question is, What has the tariff to. do with the high cost 
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| verified the fact that American laborers in similar oc 


| company them, namely, the fact that relates to t 


ing? Out of the mouths of the fathers of Republicanism ' while we pay higher wages in this country, we are | 


did 


I think we can answer, for, if I remember correctly, Mr. Blaine, 
Mr. Sherman, and Mr. Garfield proclaimed themselves protec- 
tionists, but proteetionists who believed in a protection that 
hould lead to free trade. Their argument was simple. They 
asked for a tariff against things from without in order to in- 
duce production within. They t cutting off competi- 
ticn from without would 1 





producers to charge 
induce competi- 


itry . that this comnpetition 


more within; that these increased prices 
tion among preducers within this com 
among domestic producers would 

that 


prices; and 
ultimately these domestic prices would fall so far that 


Ce ¢ I stie 


they would be no higher than foreign pri and that then 
this country could throw down the tariff wall and proclaim 
free trade with all the world. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what has been the course of thins? 
It has been just this, that we have piled up a tariff which has 


increased prices in the United States. Concurrently with t 
has come the formation of combinations within our country f 
controlling production here and keeping prices up, and even driv- 
ing them higher. So that, instead of leading to reduced prices 
and free trade, the tariff policy has been accompanied by trust 
and other monopoly combinations and to higher prices. 

Therefore, carrying the mandate of my constituency, I rise 
here to support this Canadian reciprocity bill with a view of 
breaking down some of these combinations and reducing prices 
by letting in competition from outside. 

I have been in Canada quite recently. 
dian people different from us? I should say that there is little 
or no difference. I found that on getting close to the Canadian 
line Canadian money mingled with our own currency. I found 


How are these Cana- 


| after I got over the line that our currency mingled with the 


Canadian currency; that Canadian and United States money 
freely passed and without distinction among Americans and 
Canadians. I found that I could go into a Canadian post 
office and with United States money buy Canadian stamps. I 
found that the people on both sides of the line interchange 
newspapers, and that the whole current of life is concurrent; 
that the people north of us were practically of us; that the 
one thing that separates us is the humbug tariff. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.}] We need no protection of forts or 
arms on either side of the line. We need nothing to make us one 
people save the opportunity to exchange freely—that same rela- 
tion that exists between State and State. I hare 
great joy in supporting this reciprocity bill. 

In facet, Mr. Chairman, I myself stand upon this side of the 
House of Representatives in what is perhaps a peculiar relation. 
I look not only for the time, and I hope it may come speedily, 
when there shall be no tariff whatsoever north of us, but I 
look to see no tariff south of us, no tariff east of us, no tariff 
west of us, but perfect freedom of trade with all the world. 
[Applause. ] 

I'am the type of American that is not afraid to say he is 
an absolute free trader. I was so elected, and so long as I live 
IT shall proclaim that truth asI see it. I stand with the Demo- 
cratic Party now, not because I believe that the Democratic 
Party believes as I do, or, at least, declares as I do, but because 
it is, at least, moving in that direction. I am glad to be of the 
party that has its face toward the light. 

I heard the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Foxrpnry] talk 
yesterday on this floor about cotton. He talked of the pathetic 
condition to which American labor would be reduced from any 
breaking down of the tariff walls with a people east of us or 
west of us. He talked about Japanese labor and Japanese 
ton mills. Tet me tell you that I have been in these Japa: 
cotton mills; that I visited the cotton mills of Osaka; that I 
have seen American machinery in their mills, and German ma- 
chinery, and English machinery, and Japanese machinery; that 


I have seen the operatives working at these machines. I have 


Therefore 


COt- 


are paid very much higher wages than the Japanese |: 
That would seem to be as far as we need go. It is as far 
we are carried, at least, by the gentlemen on the other sid 
the Chamber. But let me explain this, Mr. Chairman: Ge 


| men on the other side of the Chamber who produce these fa 


fail to produce another most important fact that should 
he prod 
power of the respective laborers in the two countries. I f 
on my visit to the Osaka mills that while precisely 
machinery is used in both countries—the same machine) i 
Osaka as that used in the Carolina mills, for instance ! 
that while wages in the Japanese mills were one-fourt! 
rate of those paid in the Carolina mills, the productive ¢: 
of labor in Japan was but one-fourth of that in the Caroli 
From this fact and facts like it I base the declaration that, 


r 
re 
A 
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the machine-making and machine-using people of the world. 
Because of this our laborer produces, dollar for dollar, more 


than the laborer anywhere else in the world. I assert, and I 
am ready to prove, that our people, because of their high wages, 
are not at a disadvantage in production. They are, on the con- 
trary, at a distinct advantage. Because we have higher wages 
in this country we have the most productive labor in the world. | 
We produce more machines, we get more from them, because we | 
use intelligence with our labor, because we mix brain power | 
with manual power. We have the greatest natural resources in | 
the world and the labor that produces cheapest; and hence we | 
can, if we have absolute freedom of exchange, become the | 
greatest producer in the world. 

My colleagues here on this Democratic side, be not afraid. | 
Courage is what our people want now. They will vote for | 
men, they will support parties that have courage. It is what 
we most need in this time of our history. 

For the high cost of living is the greatest of all questions 
just now. I come from the part of the country that most needs | 
a reduction in the cost of living. New York City is the greatest, 
the richest, the grandest of all our cities, and yet side by side 
with these riches is revealed the gauntest poverty. One of the 
gentlemen on the other side just a few minutes ago spoke of 
this. He referred to our towering buildings. We are about to 
put up a 50-story building. But we have buildings with several | 
subcellars. Yet we have conditions there that, alas, beat the | 
world for degredation of mankind. Nowhere is population so 
congested. We have village populations in square blocks. We 
have in two contiguous square blocks enough children to fill a 
whole public school, and that school is made to accommodate 
2,500 children. We bury 10 per cent of our people in potter’s 
field at public expense. We have conditions that were never 
seen in any civilization of the world. God knows that this 
question of the cost of living is the direst one that can come 
before a large part of our people. Then, what shall we do 
about this tariff? I am here to work for a reduction of it. 
Let it be ever so little as a start, I will work for that. I will 
patiently serve for that. 

But I hope, Mr. Chairman, that this is but the beginning. 
My hope is and my feeling is that it is but the beginning. My | 
hope for years has been that once we would raise the tariff | 
issue the whole sham and swindle of it would come tumbling 
down. 

We have the greatest natural resources in the world. We} 
have the most wonderful and potent mingling of bloods. We 
have the largest homogeneous population. We have the great- 
est possibilities in production. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I take great pleasure in supporting 
this bill. Though I be the only man in this House to stand as 
a free trader, I do so here, because I believe that before a great 
while the predominant political issue in this country is going to 
be the straight-out issue, not of percentages, not as to a little 
tariff reduction here and a little tariff increasing there, but as 
between the principle of protection on the one hand and of free 
trade on the other. I long to see that kind of freedom of com- 
merce that will knit together the nations of the earth; that will 
lead us to perceive the folly of great war navies and the wisdom 
rather of sinking such navies in the bottom of the sea, and of 
binding ourselves to the other bodies of mankind by bonds of 
trade, A free commerce will bind us closer than all the treaties 
in this world. Then will not rise a question of what the 
Japanese are going to do to us or what the Germans are going 
to do to us, of what the English are going to do to us. It will 
be a question of better, larger, wider production and exchange. 
It will build up our factories as nothing else will build them. 
It will make real progress in the conditions of labor, as against 
warfare and increasing hardships under the false system of 
protection. It will mean a prosperity that this country has 
never before seen. It will mean freedom, the heritage of our 
Nation, and it will lead to another great step forward in the 
great cause of progress. Mr. Chairman, I yield back any time 
I have not used. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grece]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
recognized for 15 minutes. 

Mr. GREGG of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, it may be of 
interest to the gentlemen in this Chamber, in view of the posi- 
tion which I take in regard to reciprocity, to inform you that 
the district I represent is probably one of the most important 
in the United States. It is known as the twenty-second congres- 
sional district of Pennsylvania, and is composed of the counties 
of Butler and Westmoreland. My home county, Westmoreland, 
is bounded on the west by the district which the learned and 
distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Datze.1] has 


LEE 


the honor to represent. It contains—as a matter of fac: 
the second in point of production of bituminous coal in 
State of Pennsylvania, its coal fields producing what is kn, 
as the great Connellsville coking coal, the Greensburg st 
coal, and the Irwin gas coal, whieh latter is known to ; 
people who live in the cities of Philadelphia and New \ 
for the reason that it is used exclusively as a gas coal. Wi; 
the confines of my district there are also several large )). 
of the United States Steel Co. Within the confines of tha: 
trict there is located also one of the largest plants of the A: 
can Window Glass Co., besides probably the largest tin-) 
factory in the United States and one of the largest alum) 


| factories in the United States and a large wire factory. 


Butler County there is located what is known as the Stan. 
Steel Car Co., and, in addition, probably one of the greates;: 
producing territories in the North—what is known as the fF?) 


| field. Moreover, it is a distinctly agricultural district, pro! 
| more than one-third of its inhabitants being engaged in 


honorable, honest, and staid pursuit of farming, and e 
where is seen the fructifying results of honest toil. (, 
quently you see that probably, from a political standpoi: 
should be a protectionist and should be opposed to the « 
tion of Canadian reciprocity. But I desire to say here | 
although I represent a district having over 310,000 inhabit: 
I have not heard one single word of protest from the : 
interests which I represent. 

To my mind, this bill should be passed, first, because of 
natural conditions. There is no more reason for a tariff 
between Canada and the United States than there shou! 
between the States lying east of the Mississippi and the s 
lying west of the Mississippi. It is an economic problem 
a political one. It is a problem which, to my mind, appes 
the broad statesmanship of every individual Member of 
House. 

Mr. James J. Hill, in an address which he delivered in 
cago on the 15th of February, said: 

The soapeeee reciprocity agreement is an example of constr 
statesmans In contrast to many of the matters that com« , 
Congress, it is fashioned to large national ends, and it is inspired a 
policy which the greatest minds of the country have approved. 

The proposed agreement is only the embodied voice of a mu 
beneficial trade intercourse demanding its rightful freedom. 

The same people, the same climate, and the same n:' 
conditions exist in Canada as exist in our own country. 
speak our language; we theirs. The children of the Cana: 
are taught the same three “ R’s” that we learned in our 
hood. They have the same civilization, a civilization that 
made possible when the courageous Bouquet and his brave 
rades drove Pontiac and his warriors from the wilderness of 
western Pennsylvania. 

Secondly, we have precedent in supporting this bill, be 
as has been said here in this House, in 1854 there was en 
a bill which to a very large extent was the same as this 01 
known as the Elgin treaty. This reciprocal arrangement, \ 
proved very advantageous to the people of the United Ss 
was abrogated in 1866 by reason of political differences be! 
Canada and the United States, growing out of the Civil W: 

Turning, then, to the other side of this question, I think | 
justified in saying that the opposition to this treaty come: 
cipally, first, from the lumber interests, which have be 
erally treated by the Payne-Aldrich bill, and whose chief | 
ness seems to be an endeavor to corner all the timber and 11: 
in our country and increase the cost of the building 0! 
American home; second, from the paper combination, 
has been once, and recently, dissolved by a Federal « 
third, from those who desire to arouse public sen! 
among the farmers of this country in order that they thems 
may benefit politically by it. Therefore I say that the 0) 
tion to this bill comes largely—in fact, almost exclusively—! 
those who have selfish motives. 

It is conceded, I believe, that the official statistics show ' 
trade is in our favor. I refer now to a document issued by 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHacKLerorp], taken froim s‘:- 
tistics furnished by the various departments of this Gov 
ment, and which I ask unanimous consent to print as a par' 
my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks upanimous consent (0 
extend his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


Wasnincron, D. C., March 31, 191! 
Dear Str: On April 4 Congress will take up Canadian reciprocity. | 
were well for the people to be considering it also. It is a subject up" 
which there is much misunderstanding. a 
The Lumber Trust and the Paper Trust are waging a fierce ficht 


against reciprocity. They are making desperate efforts to get the farm- 


ers to join them. Wherever possible they have enlist 


the papers 








il. 
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which cireulate among the farmers. They try to make the farmers be- | 
lieve ut, by reason of the tariff, he gets more than the fair market 
price for his products. 
* Canada has a tariff which operates acainst ovr products sold fn Can- | 
ada; we have a tarif which operates against Canadian products sold 
here. Reciprecity is an agreement between the two countries to modify 
both tariffs with a view to more extended trade. 

In spite of these obstructive tariffs a large trade has grown up be- | 
tween us and Canada. In five years ending June 30, in goods of all | 
kinds— 
Te tice ten e etnies 


$886, 417, 376 
Ce inritidtrnteceutipeninmapampapiamipapemninanniin 


393, 915, 673 





Difference in our favor 492, 503, 703 


These figures show that Canada is a good country for us to trade 
with. Any country which buys from us more than it sells to us is a 
good country to trade with. No tariff wall should stand between us 


and such a country. 
Let me show you. 


You are from Missouri. 
Government siatistics for fire years ending June 30. 











HORSES. 5 
Te CR ere gegpenqgumecennnepemirecournae $14, 172, O75 
rl ccntnaitnantnerdianemharengieiepinnmennrparamkineneinie 2, 549, 201 

tT GU TOI oaisds Since csleriep enpalchiceisidhinindintyenasenatebuben 11, 622, 874 
CATTLE. 

its citninrincnaiaiicintpitnmmanmcmmmtineinemgee $1, 578, 179 

a tertinccnecnagetstinglaiepiiatintntnimarinmeteanprpenenen 1, 193, 796 

ES a ee ein 384, 383 


MEAT AND DAIRY. 


We sold in Canada 


$17, 611, O17 
Canada sold to us 


904, 191 | 
16, 106, 826 





Difference in our favor 


BREADSTUFFS. 


We sold in Canada 


$31, 596, 556 | 
Canada sold to us 


6, 679, 884 


Difference in our favor 24, 916, 672 


Of these items, which arc largely produced in Missouri, we sold to 
Canada $53,030,755 more than Canada sold to us. Upon these articles 
we bad to pay the Canadian tariff. But for this Canadian tariff our 
balance on these items would have been still larger. Reciprocity would 
relieve us from that hindrance to our trade. How, then, could reci- | 
procity hurt the Missouri farmer? i 

You ask why Canada favors reciprocity if it is to give us the best of 
it on these products? The answer is easy. 

First. The Canadian tariff is added to the price which the Canadian | 
oes must pay. Canada desires to relieve ber people from this 
extra price. 

Second. Canada is willing to take her tariff off of the goods which 
we sell her ff in return we will take our tariff off of the paper, wood | 

ulp, and lumber which she sells us. Even with our high tariff against 
er Canada has, during the period of time under consideration, sold us | 
$98,668,630 more paper, pulp, and Iumber than we sold her. If our | 
tariff! against these products.were removed she would sell us a still | 
larger amount of these timber products. 
Missourl farmer? 





How could that hurt the | 


Who then would be hurt by reciprocity? I will tell you. The Lum- 
ber Trust and the Paper Trust. Reciprocity would bring Canadian 
lumber and paper here to be sold in competition with the American | 
lumber and per. This would give the American people cheaper | 
ppee—Se ssouri farmer cheaper lumber to build houses and barns. 

you see why it is that these trusts are making such frantic efforts 
to defeat reciprocity. ‘They desire to hold a monopoly of the American | 
lumber and paper markets. 

These trusts are very active now trying to fool the farmer. Every 
newspaper and farmers’ paper which can be controlled will carry | 
seare headlines in an effort to alarm the farmer about recipro “ity. | 
The trusts always have money to conduct their campaigns. Let the | 
farmer be of cheer. He is not the fellow who will be hit by | 
reciprocity. e will be helped. The Lumber Trust and the Paper | 
Trust are they who will feel the weight of this measure. 

Let me show you about the Paper Trust. Knowing that I represent | 
an intelligent ple, I felt that I would like to call their attention to | 
Some of the facts connected with reciprocity, so they could have a | 
clearer understand! of the subject as its discussion progresses. I | 
could think of no other way to disseminate these facts so well as by | 
sending out thig letter. I have sent it to over 30,000 people. How | 
much you suppose I had to pay for simply the plain paper upon | 
which these letters are written? Just $40. ‘That is the sort of prices | 

| 


you pay for writing paper, newspapers, schoolbooks, etc. Reciprocity 
—— these prices. No wonder the Paper Trust opposes reci- 
Yours, truly, Dorsny W. SHACKLEFORD. 


Mr. GREGG of Pennsylvania. In this letter it is disclosed, as 
was stated on the floor of the House yesterday, that in the five 
years ending June 30, 1910, in goods of all kinds the difference | 
in our favor was $492,503,703, while along certain other lines, | 
largely the products of the farm, we sold to Canada $53,030,755 | 
more than Canada sold to us. 

If these are the conditions, then I can see no particular 
objection to the passage of this bill. 

It is argued upon the floor of this House that the admission 
of certain foodstuffs without duty will increase the supply and 
consequently be injurious to the producer. It would follow, 
then, that if the supply was increased the price to the con- 
Sumer would be decreased. 

I would especially appeal to-day for the man who earns his 
living and supports his family by honest toil and by the sweat 
of his brow—for the man with the pick in the mine, for the man 
behind the plow, for the man behind the throttle, for the man in 
the factory, for the man behind the counter, and the man at the 


| which I have the honor to represent, 


| clarifying the atmosphere on one phase of this debate. 


| cratic Party because it is “moving in that direction.” 


| to the passage of these two measures. 


|} measure pending before us. 


| of the subject. 
| the people are beginning to see that they do not sustain the 


desk. I appeal for the great tolling masses who pay the exact- 
ing taxes which support the Government and respond to the 
call of their country in her hour of danger. 

It may be that there are some inequalities in this bill, but if 
there are inequalities in it and in the schedules as provided 
in this pact between Canada and the United States, and those 
inequalities may to some extent affect the people of the district 
I know that the same 
patriotism which has controlled their action in the past will 
actuate them in the future, to the end that the greatest good 
may be rendered to the greatest number, that the many may 
be served rather than the few. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, will the 
Pennsylvania use some of his time? 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield one hour to the 
Towa [Mr. Pickett}. 

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to express my in- 
debtedness to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Greorae] for 
Selected 
by the leader of the majority as one of the spokesmen for the 
Democratic Party in the discussion of this question, we have a 
right to assume that he, in part, at least, expresses the ultimate 
aim of his party in respect to the tariff question. I refer to the 
statement made but a few moments ago on this floor that he is 
“an absolute free trader,” and that he is standing with the Demo- 
We on 
this side of the aisle will be glad to meet that issue now, as we 
have met it in the years past, for it has been lifted from the arena 
of controversy before the American electorate by the logic of 
facts and the wisdom of experience. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

Like my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor], I, too, was 
interested in the remarkable and eloquent address delivered by 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kitcnrn], but from a 
different angle. The gentleman from North Carolina referred 
to the achievements of his party in this House during this ses- 
sion, pointing to the passage by the House of the resolution to 
amend the Constitution of the United States so as to provide 
for the election of Senators by a direct vote of the people and 


gentleman from 


gentleman from 


| to the measure passed a few days since providing for the pub- 


licity of campaign contributions before elections. He seemed 
to enjoy a peculiar feeling of exultation, joined in by his col- 
leagnes, who responded with generous applause at his reference 
When I recall the fact 


| that a similar resolution has been passed by the House several 


times in the past, when the Republicans were in contro], and 
when I recall the further fact that a Republican House during 
the last Congress passed a publicity bill containing the same 
provisions as the bill passed at this session, I am prompted in 
the spirit of good humor that bas characterized our partisan 


| repartee to suggest the application of that familiar couplet: 
The lightning bug is a brilliant thing, but it hasn't any mind; 
It stumbles through existence with its headlight on behind. 


[Laughter.] 
But, Mr. Chairman, I rose for the purpose of discussing t 
It is perhaps one of the most im- 
portant measures that has been considered by Congress for 
many years; one in which the people are deeply interested and 
which is destined, if enacted into law, to become an absorbi: 
issue in the near political future. 

The name given the pact has in itself misled the people into 
assuming that it is reciprocal in fact as well as in name. It 


iS 


| is doubtful if a measure of such importance has ever been pre- 
| sented to the public as one-sidedly as this measure 


The metro- 
politan press, for reasons with which you are all familiar, have 
to a large extent favored the pact and they in turn have been 
followed by other papers without an independent examination 
The facts, however, are becoming known and 


general statements and conclusions made by those who fay 


it. Already a strong reaction has set which will grow 
stronger as the people study for themselves what it does and 
what it does not do. It has been held out as a reciprocal trade 
agreement which implies that Canada is granting to the United 
States something of equivalent or approximate value for our 


opening to Canada the best market place in the world for her 
surplus agricultural products. It has been urged that its effe 

will be beneficial to our people; that our farmers particularly 
will not be injured (but when speaking of the farmer they al- 
ways speak in the negative) ; that our manufacturers, and esp 

cially those engaged in manufacturing agricultural implements, 
will be benefited by gaining access to Canadian markets on ad- 
vantageous terms. To those on this side of the alsie it is said 
to be in harmony with the policy of reciprocity for which our 
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party has stood in the past and which our great leaders have 


advocated. In brief, it is held out as a diplomatic victory, the 

culminating and crowning achievement of long years of effort 

on the part of the United States, and that those who oppose it 
are standing as obstructionists in the path of progress. 

In his address before the Chicago Association of Commerce. 
February 15, 1911, the Hon. Philander C. Knox, Secretary of 
State, said: 

This brief outline brings in a general way the history of reciprocity 
in our trade relations with Canada down to the work of this adminis- 
tration and shows the historical fact that for more than half a century 
the statesmen of Canada, of Great Britain, and of the United States 
have, by repeated effort, testified and reaffirmed an abiding and funda- 
mental belief in the principle of American-Canadian reciprocity, 

The clear inference from the foregoing is that this country 
for half a century has been striving to secure an agreement 
such as is now proposed from Canada, and that the agreement 
is in accord with the policy of reciprocity for which our states- 
men have stood in the past. 

Later on in the same address Mr. Knox said: 

The abolition of the reciprocity treaty of 1854 by the United States 
marked a historical step backward in the trade relations of the two 
countries, 

Speaking in the city of Springfield, I1l., on February 11, 1911, 
our distinguished President said: 

We have taken up these things that are involved in the Canadian 
reciprocity treaty because opportunity offered. Now is the accepted 
time. Now Canada is in the mood. She is at the parting of the ways. 

In other words, that this is the one psychological moment in 
the past 50 years when Canada has been in the mood to enter 
into an agreement of this character. 

During the progress of this debate a difference of opinion has 
been expressed relative to the effect of the former treaty. The 
distinguished Representative from New York [Mr. Harrison], 
in his remarks yesterday, observed that the cause of the aboli- 
tion of the former treaty was not economic. 

It seems to me proper that the historical facts should be 
clearly and fairly presented to the people, not only with respect 
to the former treaty and its effect, but also as to the attitude of 
both this country and Canada toward a renewal of that treaty. 
It is a familiar rule of law, with which our profession is fa- 
miliar, that the courts will follow the construction which con- 
tracting parties themselves give to an agreement. I therefore 
propose to take up the former treaty and show how the two 
countries regarded it when the facts were before them, when 
they could see the conditions at the very time when they were 
charged with the responsibility of passing judgment upon it, and 
then I propose to follow it down to the present time and show 
from the records that there has never been a time in the history 
of our country since the abolition of the former treaty when any 
of our great statesmen, or the people themselves, would have 
supported the proposition that is now before us. 

HISTORY OF TREATY OF 1854 REVIEWED—SIMILAR TO PROPOSED PACT— 
EFFECT DISASTROUS TO OUR PEOPLE AND TREATY IS ABROGATED BY THE 
UNITED STATES——-VIEWS OF PROMINENT STATESMEN FROM LINCOLN TO 
M’KINLEY——PERSISTENT EFFORTS OF CANADA TO RENEW CONSISTENTLY 
OPPOSED BY OUR GOVERNMENT ON GROUND NOT RECIPROCAL. 

The treaty of 1854 provided for the free interchange of the 
following articles: 

Grain, flour, and breadstuffs of all kinds; animals of all kinds; fresh, 
smoked, and salted meats; cotton-wool; seeds and vegetables; undried 
fruits; dried fruits; fish of all kinds; products of fish and all other 
creatures living in the water; poultry ; eggs; hides, furs, skins, or 
tails, undressed; stone or marble in its crude or unwrought state; 
slate; butter; cheese; tallow; lard; horns; manures; ores of metals of 
all kinds; coal; pitch, tar, turpentine; ashes; timber and lumber of all 
kinds, round, hewed, and sawed, unmanufactured, in whole or in part; 
firewood; plants, shrubs, and trees; pelts; wool; fish oil; rice; broom 
corn and bark; gypsum, ground or unground; hewn or wrought or un- 
wrought burr or grindstohes; dyestuffs; flax, hemp, and tow, unmanu- 
factured ; unmanufactured tobacco. 

It will be observed that so far as the interchange of natural 
products is concerned, and particularly the products of the 
farm, that Mr. Fielding, the Canadian minister, in making his 
report recently to the House of Commons of Canada of the 
proposed agreement, was right when he said that it was “the 
former treaty with comparatively little change.” 

I will discuss the question of the slight reductions in manu- 
factured articles later on. That treaty was concluded in June, 
1854, and went into effect in March, 1855. Within a few years 
after the treaty became operative its effect was such that the 
people began to call upon Congress to pass a resolution giving 
notice of its termination. Congress took such action in January, 
1865, and the treaty was terminated in March, 1866. As I 
have suggested, the practical effect of the treaty on the pros- 
perity of the people of this country was then before Congress 
and the people. I now propose to show from the records that 
the cause of its abolition on the part of our country was purely 
economic, the discussions both in the House and in the Senate 


being directed solely to the result of the treaty on our inter- 
ests. In view of the similarity of the treaties, the opinions ex- 
pressed at that time by men whose names stand forth in history 
as among our great leaders are of peculiar significance now, | 
quote briefly from Mr. Elihu B. Washburn, of Illinois, who said: 


I am for the unconditional abrogation of the treaty. Every Mem 
must see that the treaty as it now exists ought to be changed, and 
it is to be changed I say let us in the first — abrogate the tr: 
entirely. If Great Britain, which derives, as I contend, all the ben: 
of aoe Soenty, wants another, let her come and ask us, and do not le: 
go to her. 


Charles Sumner, of Massachusetts, expressed himself as { 
lows: 


The people of the United States have been uneasy under the 
procity treaty for several years—I may almost say from its <4 
There was a feeling that it was more advantageous to Canada 
to the United States; that, in short, it was unilateral. This fe 
has of late ripened into conviction. 


In the present case the feeling is ripening very rapidly i 
a conviction that the pending agreement is unilateral, and 
soon as the facts are known this feeling will become a 
viction. 


John Sherman, of Ohio, spoke as follows: 


The treaty has operated from its beginning against our interes's, 
and it can be plainly demonstrated by the tables which are fur i 
by the Secretary of the Treasury that from the beginning our 
has fallen off and theirs increased, comparatively. While the good 
receive from Canada come to us duty free, except to a very insic 
cant amount, they charge us duty on more than half of what we send 
to them. Can that be said to be reciprocal? Our exports and 
imports, our trade with Canada, is about equal; we send to them 1: 
as much as they send to us, but they charge us duties on one-hs 
what we send to them. We substantially admit all that they send is 
free. Such a statement as that—and it can not be gainsaid and ca: 
not be denied—shows that the treaty is unequal and that there is 
reciprocity in it. 


What John Sherman said had been the effect of the fon 
treaty as to the imports from Canada coming in free while our 
exports to Canada were dutiable we know in advance wil! be 
the effect of the proposed agreement. 

Senator Chandler, of Michigan, characterizes the treat; 
follows: 


If instead of a treaty of reciprocity this treaty had been called 4 
treaty to encourage emigration from the United States into Canadas 
treaty to encourage production in Canada instead of in the l: 
States, it would have been more justly named. 


Those words can be applied with equal force to the agree: 
before us. 

Senator Foote from one of the New England States expresse 
himself as follows: 


I believe it to be very generally conceded that while this recip ty 
treaty, so denominated, has proved highly beneficial to the int i 
of the people of the British Provinces, and has contributed very |»: ’ 
to their interest and Pee, it has, at the same time, p ] 
injurious and prejudicial to the interest and prosperity of the An: 
States. The very title of the sooty is a misnomer. There is 1 
reciprocal about it; there is nothing reciprocal in its operati: 
produces no reciprocity of benefits between the two Governments. It 
is beneficial to one only of the contracting parties and injuri 
the other. Such are the practical results of its operation. This, at 
events, is the prevailing, if not quite the unanimous, opinion o! 
American people, who now, after an experience of its effects f{ 
years, demand as with one voice the abrogation of a contract \ 
they regard as pecteee unjust, inequitable, and one sided, as soo! 
it can be done through the forms prescribed in the treaty itself. 


I want to commend to the Representatives from New Eng!: 
the position taken by another distinguished Senator from Mss 
chusetts, afterwards Vice President of the United States. «1 
a great commoner of the people, Mr. Wilson, who, in spexkine 
on the treaty said: 


When this treaty was negotiated, it was believed to be for the ce 
interests of the country, and in Massachusetts it was especia!|) 
lieved to be for our fishing, manufacturing, commercial, and rai 
interests. I have ever been in favor of the treaty, and up to | 
time could never have been induced to vote against it. I am not « 
now that it is not for the interests of the State I in part repres 
to let it stand. I am inclined to think that it is for our interest t 
the treaty should stand as it now does. For the interests of the w! 
country, I am of the opinion that it ought to be modified or per! 
abrogated. 


Mr. Blaine, who was then in the House, voted in favor 
terminating the treaty, and while I do not find in the Recor 
any expressions of opinion at that time, he reviews the subject 
in his Twenty Years in Congress, as follows: 


The right in the fisheries conceded by the eee 
ours under the treaty of 1782 and unnecessari ; 
nounced in the treaty of 1818—was not given freely, but in consideri- 
tion of a great price. That price was reciprocity of trade, so called, 
between the United States and the British North American Provine’s 
in certain commodities named in the treaty. The selection, as shown 
in the schedules, was made almost whoily to favor Canadian interes‘s. 
There was scarcely a product in the list which could be exported fr m 
the United States to Canada without loss, while the great market of 
the United States was thrown open for nearly everythin which sho 
coulé produce and export. All her raw materials were admitted free, 
while all our manufactures were charged with heavy duty, the market 
being reserved for English merchants. The fishery question had been 
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of 1854—originally 
and unwisely 


adroitly used to secure from the United States an agreement which was 
It has served its purpose ad- 


one sided, vexatious, and unprofitable. 
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There seems to be no equivocation in the language of Presi- 
dent Grant on the subject or in his statement as to the attitude 
of our people. 

In 1870 the Canadian Government again offered to negotiate 
on the subject, and in 1871 Sir John McDonald, who was in 








mirably as a makeweight for Canada in acquiring the most generous 
and profitable market she ever enjoyed for her products. 

The resolution calling upon the President to give notice of the 
termination of the treaty was passed by the Senate with only 
eight dissenting votes, which fairly illustrates the view of the 


people at that time as to the treaty. 

Among those who voted to terminate the treaty were Senators 
Grimes and Harlan, of Iowa; Mr. Allison, of Iowa, then in the 
House and afterwards of long and distinguished service in the 
Senate; John A. Kasson, of Iowa, then in the House and whose 
eminent career as a diplomatist is known to you all. 

The resolution was signed by Abraham Lincoln. 

And now I desire to trace the subsequent history of our coun- 
try and of Canada in respect to a renewal of the treaty, for 
the attitude of the parties in reference to its renewal is the 
strongest evidence of how they regarded its effect. 

In January, 1866, a delegation came to Washington from 
Canada with a view of opening negotiations for the renewal of 
the treaty, but it does not appear that our Government gave 
them any encouragement. In February, 1866, and before the 
treaty had, in fact, expired, Sir Frederick Bruce, the British 
minister, made an effort to reopen negotiations and addressed a 
formal letter with that in view to our Secretary of State, Mr. 
Seward, one of the greatest premiers of all our history. In the 
letter of Mr. Bruce are these significant words, which well 
expresses the feeling of Great Britain on the subject: 

Her Majesty’s Government would be well content to renew the treaty 
in its present form. 

He was undoubtedly right, for there never has been a time, 
as I will show to you, when they would not have been well con- 
tent to have renewed the treaty either in the then present form 
or in the form now proposed. I now read from the reply of 
Mr. Seward: 

The now expiring reciprocity treaty constitutes almost the only case 
in which the Executive Department has by negotiation assumed a super- 
vision of any question of either commerce or finance. Even in that case 
the Exeentive Department did little more than to make a treaty, the 
details of which had been virtually matured beforehand in the Congress 
of the United States, and sanction was given to the treaty afterwards 
by express legislation. 
mainly subjects of the special character which I have before described. 

Careful inquiry made during the recess of Congress induced the 
President to believe that there was then no such harmony of public 
sentiment in favor of the extension of the treaty as would encourage 
him in directing negotiations to be opened. 

Mr, Seward undoubtedly reflected the feeling of the people at 
that time. I also commend that portion of his letter relative to 
the initiative of this character of legislation. In brief, that it 
should originate in the House, as our forefathers contemplated 
and provided in the Constitution. 

In 1867 the confederation of the various Provinces of Canada 
was effected, and history tells us that one of the chief issues 


in the campaign in favor of confederation was that the General | 


Government would be in a better position to urge and secure a 
renewal of reciprocal relations with this country. 

In 1868 the Canadian Government, in the first tariff law 
passed by it insefted a clause to which I called attention on a 
former occasion, but for the purpose of the continuity of these 
observations I will now insert in the Recorp. I find that I do 
not have the tariff of 1868 with me, so will quote from a later 
tariff, that of 1879, which is substantially the same. 

Section 6 is as follows: 

Any or all of the following articles—that is to say, animals of all 
kinds, green fruit, hay, straw, bran, seeds of all kinds, vegetables (in- 
cluding tatoes and other roots), plants, trees, and shrubs, coal and 
coke, salt, hops, wheat, peas and beans, barley, rye, cats, Indian corn, 
buckwheat, and all other grain, flour of wheat and flour of rye, Indian 
meal and oatmeal, and flour or meal of any other grain, butter, cheese, 
fish (salted or smoked), lard, tallow, meats (fresh, salted, or smoked), 
and lumber may be imported into Canada free of duty, or at a less 
rate of duty than is provided by this act, upon proclamation of the 
governor in council, which may be issued whenever it appears to his 
satisfaction that similar articles from Canada may be imported into the 
United States free of duty, or at a rate of duty not exceeding that pay- 
able on the same under such proclamation when imported into Canada. 


It will be observed that Canada under this provision held out 
a standing offer to this country, so far as free interchange of 
farm products and the products of the forest, ete. are con- 
cerned, substantially the same as that now proposed. 

Tn 1869 Sir John Rose, Canadian minister of finance, came to 
Washington for the purpose of opening negotiations on the sub- 
ject, but the records tell us that our Government took no 
steps at that time in the matter. In December, 1869, President 
<a in his message to Congress, referred to the subject as 
ollows: 


The question of renewing a treaty for reciprocal trade between the 
United States and the British Provinces on this continent has not 
been favorably considered by the administration. The advantages of 
such a treaty would be wholly in favor of the British producer. Ex- 
cept possibly a few engaged in the trade between the two sections, no 
citizen of the United States would be benefited by reciprocity. 


The question of continuing the treaty involves | 














Washington on other Government business, again sought to 
open negotiations, but our Government gave no heed to these 
suggestions. 

In 1873-74 representatives of the British Government again 
brought up the subject with our Government, a form of treaty 


was drafted, and submitted to President Grant. who, in turn, 
transmitted it to the Senate. It was rejected in February, 
1875. 


The Canadian tariff of 1879 carried the prov 
ferred to. 

In 1890 Canada again sent representatives to Washington to 
secure a reciprocity treaty with this country; that was during 
the administration of President Harrison and when Mr. Blaine 
was Secretary of State. Negotiations were pending for a couple 
of years. In 1892 the Senate passed a resolution 
the President to transmit to the Senate all information per- 


ision before re- 


requesting 


taining thereto. And now I want to read from President Har- 
rison’s message on the subject: 

The result of the conference as to the practicability of arranging a 
reciprocity treaty with the Dominion of Canada is clearly stated in 
the letter of Mr. Blaine, and was anticipated, I think, by him and 
every other thoughtful American who had considered the subject A 
reciprocity treaty limited to the exchange of natural products would 
have been such only in form. The benefits of such a treaty would 


have inured almost wholly to Canada. Previous experiments on this 
line had been unsatisfactory to this Government. A treaty that should 
be reciprocal in fact and of mutual advantage must necessarily have 
embraced an important list of manufactured articles and have secured 
to the United States a free or favored introduction— 


I ask you to mark the language “free or favored introduc- 
tion,” because I will refer to that proposition a little later on— 


of these articles into Canada as against the world: but it was not 
believed the Canadian ministry was ready to propose or assent to such 
an arrangement. * * * It is not for this Government to argue 
| against this announcement of Canadian official opinion. It must be 


accepted, however, I think, as the statement of a condition which places 
an insuperable barrier in the way of that large and beneficial inter- 
coarse and reciprocal trade which might otherwise be developed betw 


een 
the United States and the Dominion. 


President Harrison understood clearly the theory of a recipro- 
cal trade agreement, which, expressed in simple form, is that 
our country should receive some consideration for concessions 
granted to Canada; that when we let Canada into our mar- 
kets we should be given access to Canadian markets; that 
access to Canadian markets on the same terms as other nations 
is not a consideration for opening our markets to Canada, a 
principle that seems to have been entirely ignored in drafting 
the agreement before us. President Harrison submits with his 
message a letter from Mr. Blaine. 

The name of James G. Blaine connected perhaps more 
than any other great leader of our party with the policy of 
reciprocity, and I desire that the record show the light in 
which he viewed the subject at that time, when substantially 
the same proposition as is now proposed was before him. 

I may be pardoned for digressing long enough to say that I 
was raised in the Republican faith; my belief in the policies of 
the Republican Party has strengthened as the years have passed. 
I came into manhood’s estate when the “ Plumed Knight” \ 
the matchless leader of ovr party, and I have never ceased iy 
admiration for his leadership or for the policies he advoeated. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Blaine says: ° 


is 


At the first conference, on February 10, the commissione: t lt 
they were authorized by the Canadiaw Government to | t! 
newal of the reciprocity treaty of 1854—-which was terminated i: 
by the action of the Congress of the United Stats 





tions and extensions as the altered circumstance f both ¢« t 
their respective interests might seem to require 

In answer to an inquiry, the commissioners stated that the ! 
tions or extensions contemplated in the schedules of articl ’ 
comfined to natural products, and should not embrace nuf 1 
articles. 

The commissioners were informed that the Government of the | l 
States would not be prepared to renew the treaty S54 t 
upon any commer¢ ‘al reciprocity which should be l to 


products alone; and that, in view of th reat d ! t f iy 


interests in the United States and of the changed conditions of tl 
mercial relations of the two countries si t of 18 
negotiated, it was regarded of essential ir I t of 
factured goods should be included in the schedule 
favored exchange in any reciprocity arrar 

The commissioners then inquired { ( t ! 
States would expect to have preferential {1 t d tot 
of manufactured goods of the United 8S on t duction ) 
Canada by virtue of a reciprocity trea ‘ it would regard 


the Canadian Government as at liberty t: ! 
manufactured goods of other countries not parties to t eaty on their 
introduction into Canada. 
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That identical proposition is presented to us under the pro- 
posed agreement, and now let us see what answer Mr. Blaine 
gave. His reply was as follows: 

The reply given them was that it was the desire of the Government 
of the United States to make a reciprocity convention which would be 
exclusive in its application to the United States and Canada, and that 
othcr countries which are not parties to it should not enjoy gratuitously 
the favors which the two neighboring countries might reciprocally con- 
cede to each other for valuable considerations and at a large sacrifice of 
their respective revenues. 

I call particular attention to what Mr. Blaine says as to other 
countries enjoying gratuitously the privileges which we have 
purchased by giving Canada free access to our markets. 

President Harrison, in his fourth annual message, again dis- 
cussed the matter, concluding with this sentence: 

The benefits of an exchange of natural products would be almost 
wholly with the people of Canada. 

I now come to one of blessed memory, whose public life and 
career were intimately associated with the protective policy of 
the Republican Party, and who was one of its greatest leaders, 
but whose name, I regret to say, has been used to conjure favor 
for an agreement for which not one sentence or one syllable ever 
uttered by him could be construed as in its favor. I refer to 
William McKinley. [Applause.] In his inaugural address in 
1897 President McKinley said: 


The end in view is always to be the opening up of new markets for the 
process of our country by granting concessions to the products of other 

nds that we need and can not produce ourselves, and which do not in- 
volve any loss of labor of our own people, but tend to increase their 
prosperity. 

I thought of these words when the distinguished gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. Hiri] was making his speech. It was 
indeed entertaining to observe the labored effort of my good 
friend from Connecticut to square his present attitude with the 
attitude of our party and with his former attitude on this great 
economic question. As he walked back and forth, up this aisle 
and then up this, his face at times resembling the grim visage 
of Moloch, and again speaking with such pathos that you could 
imagine the tears dropping from his words, I was reminded 
of the description by ‘Tolstoi, in one of his novels, of a character 
who employed “one half his faculties in deceiving himself and 
the other half in trying to give an appearance of reason to his 
illusions.” [Laughter.] 

And now I want to refer to the last speech of McKinley at 
Buffalo, which has been so tortured by excerptation, in which 
he said: 

By sensible trade arrangements, which will not interrupt our home 
production, we shall extend the outlets for our increasing surplus. A 
system which provides a mutual exchange of commodities is mani- 
festly essential to the continued and healthful growth of our export 
trade. We must not repose in fancied security that we can forever 
sell cyerything and buy little or nothing. If such a thing were possible, 
it would not be best for us or for those with whom we deal. We should 
take from our customers such of their products as we can use without 
harm to our industries and labor. Reciprocity is the natural outgrowth 
of our wonderful industrial development under the domestic policy now 
firmly established. ; 

What we produce beyond our domestic consumption must have a 
vent abroad. The excess must be relieved through a foreign outlet, and 
we should sell everywhere we can and buy wherever the buying will 
enlarge our sales and productions and thereby make a greater demand 


for home labor. 

The period of exclusiveness fs past. ‘The expansion of our trade and 
commerce is the pressing ——, Commercial wars are unprofitable. 
A policy of good will and friendly trade relations will prevent reprisals. 
Reciprocity treaties are in harmony with the spirit of the times; meas- 
ures of retaliation are not. 

If perchance some of our tariffs are no longer needed for revenue 
or to encourage and protect our industries at home, why should they 
not be employed to extend and promote our markets abroad? 

It will be noted that McKinley predicated his statement on 
the foundation stone that whatever agreement is made must be 
wilhout harm to our industries or labor. 

In the Republican national platform of 1900 our party de- 
clared : 

We favor the associated policy of ae, so directed as to open 
our markets on favorable terms for what we do not ourselves produce, 
in return for free foreign markets, 


And in 1904 our national platform declared as follows: 

We have extended widely our forcign markets, and we believe in the 
adoption of all practicable methods for their further extension, inelud- 
ing commercial reciprocity wherever reciprocal arrangements can be 

ected consistent with the principles of protection and without injury 
to American agricalture, American labor, or any American industry. 

Such is a brief review of the former treaty and the attitude 
of the United States and Canada in respect to it. It shows that 
the former treaty was substantially the same as the present 
pact. It shows that the treaty of 1854 was abrogated by the 
United States because it was injurious to the interests of this 
eountry. It shows that for half a century Canada has been 


sitting on the doorstep of our Government, repeatedly and per- 
sistently seeking a renewal of that treaty. It shows that our 
country has consistently, during all of this time, refused to 


enter into such a treaty on the ground that it would not be re- 

ciprocal and would not be for the interests of our people. It 

shows that our greatest statesmen from Lincoln down-to the 
present, including such names as John Sherman, Elihu Wash- 
burne, Zachariah Chandler, Justin Morrill (the father of the Re- 

publican policy of protection), William B. Allison, William H. 

Seward, Ulysses 8. Grant, Benjamin Harrison, James G. Blaine, 

William McKinley, and many others have of record repudiated 

the former treaty and opposed such so-called reciprocity as 

Canada has heretofore offered and now proposes. In view of 

the undisputed facts and records of history, the statement of 

Mr. Knox that the abolition of the former treaty was a “‘ back- 

ward step” is indeed most remarkable. 

I submit on this branch of the subject that the pact before us 
is not in harmony with the policy of the Republican Party nor 
any of its platform declarations, nor with the position of our 
leading statesmen. 

THE AMERICAN FARMER-—PACT NOT IN HARMONY WITH POLICY or 
PARTY—NEW SOIL IN COMPETITION WITH OLD—WILL BE UNFAIR TO 
AGRICULTURAL INTERESTS OF THIS COUNTRY—CANADIAN FARMER SUB- 
SLDIZED—CONDITIONS COMPARED. 

I will now turn briefly to its effect on the farmers of our 
country. During the last Congress I submitted some remarks 
on this branch of the subject. Other gentlemen who have pre- 
ceded me have ably covered it. I do not, therefore, feel justified 
in discussing it with the detail I otherwise would. The effect 
and, indeed, the very purpose of the bill is to place the products 
of the farm in free and open competition with Canada. Its 
advocates on the Republican side, while claiming adherence to 
the protective policy of our party, propose to exclude the farmer 
from the application of that policy. Their position and the 
manifest effect of the bill is an abandonment of the protective 
policy, so far as the farmer is concerned. When that policy is 
abandoned as to one-third of our people—one-third of our pro- 
ducers—the policy fails. Our party has never before urged a 
policy of half protection and half free trade. The Democratic 
side favor the bill, saying it is a step in the right direction. 
They say, ‘‘ Let’s have free trade for the farmer first and for 
all later on.” 

We bave witnessed during the debate on this feature of the 
bill a most remarkable variety of excuses and apologies. By 
some it is averred that the cost of living should be reduced, and 
that this reduction will come from competition of Canadian 
products with the products of American farmers. Others glide 
quickly over this phase of the question, and with labored effort 
seek to show that it will not affect the farmer. It is interesting 
to listen to the gentlemen from our large centers, whose know1- 
edge of agriculture comes chiefly from looking through the win- 
dows of Pullman palace cars, speeding 60 miles an hour, dis- 
cuss farming. Some, indeed, like the gentleman who is said to 
have conducted the negotiations with Canada—I refer to Mr. 
Pepper, whose contribution on the subject was presented as a 
Senate document—have the temerity to affirm that it will bene- 
fit the farmer. 

Not only is this measure inconsistent with the protective pol- 
icy for which our party has stood in the past, but it is in direct 
contravention of our last national platform and the recent defi- 
nitely announced policy of our party, both on the part of our 
President and the Republican side of Congress. We have cre- 
ated a Tariff Board for the purpose of securing information as a 
basis of applying the measure of protection announced in our last 
national platform—the difference in cost of production at home 
and abroad. A partial report has been submitted. It includes 
the conditions in Canada and in this country on this very .sub- 
ject. It shows a difference in cost of production of farm prod- 
ucts in Canada and the United States. It shows conclusively a 
difference in the price of farm products in the two countries. 
And yet it is absolutely ignored. I am one of those who have 
believed and still believe in a tariff board that will investigate 
and report the facts for the information of Congress. We have 
an able board, a board that has the confidence of all, and yet it 
is proposed to proceed headlong, without giving its report any 
consideration whatever. I protest against such action. 

I was much impressed by the description of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Hrnps] of the decadence of New England 
farming between the years 1860-1890. It recalled to my mind 
a conversation I had with a gentleman in my own State just 
a few months ago. He was born and passed his boyhood days 
on a New England farm and then joined the movement west- 
ward, locating in Iowa. As the evening shadows of life ap- 
proached, his mind wandered back to the old home and he longed 
to return once more to the environments of his childhood days. 
At last he went back, and getting off at the station, his heart 
full of tender memories as he drew near to the sacred scenes 
of those early days, with the pictured faces of loved ones before 
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him, started for the old home: and I shall never forget the 
touching pathos with which he told how he was unable even to 
find the spot. Decacence had done its work. The farm, the 
home, was no more. Nothing but desolation. Sadly he turned 
his face again to the West. That is what competition with the 
new soil of the West did to the agriculture of New England. 


What will that vast empire of new and fertile land in western | 


Canada do to our Middle West if thrown into free competition? 
I am here to protect the interests of our American farmers 
and leave solicitude for Canadian farmers to Canadian repre- 
sentatives. [Applause.] 

The movement of rural population has always followed the 
opening up of new soil. You can go back in the history of our 
own country and trace the movement from New England west- 
ward. There is a reason for it. Old soil can not compete with 
new soil on an equal basis. The cost of production is less on 
new soil than on old soil. With the use of soil comes the 
necessity for rotation of crops, for fertilizing, putting back into 
ihe soil that which is taken out. This is a material element of 
cost. The deserted farms of New 
Eastern States, until recent years tell the story. 
the Potomac, in Virginia, within sight of our own 
once a thriving agricultural section. To-day the country is 
flooded with literature.telling of Virginia farms that can be 
purchased for less than the value of the improvements 
ful homes standing tenantless. In recent years, since farm 
prices have become remunerative, there has been a movement 
to reclaim the abandoned farms of New England and of Vir- 
ginia and other places, but if the prices of farm products are 
not maintained at a relatively remunerative figure this move- 
ment will stop. I am in favor of conserving our own lands. 

The movement that has taken place in this country has been 
followed, to some extent, in the movement to western Canada, 
but it will be greatly emphasized if this measure becomes a law. 
Yortunately I come from a section of the country that has 
some knowledge of Canada. We know that the farmers of the 
West have been lured to Canada by the cheapness of her lands. 
The friends and neighbors and relatives of our people have 
journeyed there; some have remained, others have invested. 
In nearly every town in our State will be found real estate 
agents advertising Canadian lands. In brief, our people know 
smething about the subject. 

If this measure passes, the movement to Canada will be 
greatly increased. It is admitted that already its influence is 
being felt. I am not in favor of encouraging emigration from 
this country to Canada. 
country ; we can not afford to lose them. 


cultural resources. 
prosperity. 

It seems to me superfluous to discuss the proposition that 
$150 per acre land can not compete with land at from $10 to 
$25 per acre with equal fertility. The report of the Tariff 
Board gives the average value per acre of improved land in 


We should not ignore the very basis of our 


Iowa in 1910 as $109, in Alberta, $20; in Saskatchewan, $22; 
Manitoba, $29. 
What makes the difference in the value of land? Not soil 


alone. The character and fertility of soil is, of course, impor- 
tant, but there are other considerations. The settled state of 
the country brings educational advantages. Schools are main- 
tained where the boys and girls can obtain an education. This 
affects the value of land. 


education in the country school. Every farmer believes in edu- 
cation. Proximity to places of worship and churches also 
affects the value of land. 


Then there is‘a social value to land—the communal spirit of | 


the neighborhood; opportunity for exchanging visits; forming 
friendships; the advantages of associations of a social, political, 
agricultural, religious, fraternal, or other nature; all promoted 
by the incidents of a settled country, such as good roads, tele- 
phones, free rural mail service, railway and interurban service, 
easy access to numerous cities and towns. gain, there is the 
question of market accessibility, both for buying and selling. 
All of these affect the value of land just as they affect the 
value of real estate, either business or residential, in the city. 
The land itself may not be any better or may not be more fer- 
tile or more productive per acre than land that does not have 
these advantages and the value of which is far less. Our lands 
have this value; the lands of northwestern Canada do not. The 
farmers there are pioneering, just as our farmers did years ago. 
Our farmers have helped to develop our country and have con- 
tributed their share in payment of these advantages which now 
give to their land its present value. Is it fair, is it just, is it 
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England, as well as other | 
tight across |; 


eyes Was | 


beauti- | 


| true, and that her exports will increase is equally true. 


We need the sturdy farmers of this | 
We want to populate | 
our own soil, intensify our farming, make rural life attract- | 
ive, and encourage in every fair and legitimate way our agri- | 
| do not. 


Some of the greatest statesmen of | 
our country and captains of industry and finance began their | 
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defensible to place them in open competition as to their prod- 
ucts wth the Canadian farmer, with his new and fertile soil and 
cheap land? 

I will insert in the Recorp a table which I prepared showing 
the average yield per acre in the United States and in Iowa 
and in Canada of various farm products in the year 1909. The 
figures in this table are taken from the Canadian yearbook of 
1909 and the Yearbook of the Department of Agriculture of the 
United States for 1909: 





lowa on ak nada. 
eR adie oes I ‘ 15. 80 3 | 
de cae ) an 00) 
aah ae cet i { 71 
Rye.... ees x 
Buckwheat. . . einai 3 4 
Potatoes....... a ee ee a do RY ' 
Ree al a a r l 1 
Ro edbnebsocdnsccecack< bushel . ) 4 
It will be noted from these tables that in the erticles e 
ated the average yield per acre is greater in Canada than é 
United States, or even in lowa, which we think is the best 
farming State in the Union. 
I shall not stop to discuss the question of prices; that there 


is a difference between the price of farm products in Canada 
and in the United States can not be successfully controverte se 
that Canada is already a large exporter of farm products is 
llow 
can it benefit our farmers to throw her surplus agricultural 
products into American markets? But they say the price of 
farm products is fixed in Liverpool, and the old delusion of the 
markets of the world has been resurrected during this debate. 
No one has yet reconciled this argument with the difference in 
price that obtains in towns along the Canadian border. Take 
Portal, N. Dak., and North Portal, Canada, a street dividing the 
two, where, as the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. HANNA] 
has pointed out, there is a marked difference in the price of 
wheat, barley, flax, and other products raised in the same com- 
munity, on the same soil, with the same transportation facili- 
ties—just a narrow strip of 80 feet dividing the two. ‘The 
farmers of this country know the difference between a home 
market for the substantial part of their products and shipping 
them to the seacoast, and then 3,000 miles across the sea to be 
sold to the underpaid labor of London and Liverpool. Canada 
knows the same thing. Jf not, why has she been knocking at 
our door for half a century to get into our markets? She 
realizes their value, even if some of the gentlemen on this floor 


There is one point to which I wish to direct attention before 


it escapes me. I want to say to the Democratic Members 


from the North who represent agricultural districts that you 
will have a hard time explaining to your constituents why 
you voted for free trade on all the products of the farmer of the 
North, while the farmers of the South, where the contro! of 
your party lies, retain protection on their principal products, 
such as rice, tobacco, cotton, sugar, and other things. I do not 
wish to draw sectiona! differences into this debate, but I | 


not sit silently by and permit such discriminatory legislatio ) 
be passed without a protest. 


Returning after this digression, I will refer briefly to 
policy of the provincial governments of Canada in subsid : 
their agricultural interests. In the reports of our Cons 


Service in Canada, in the Daily Consular and Trade Report 
found frequent mention of the steps taken in this direction. 
Canadian Provinces, Manitoba and Saskatchewan, 
ing grain elevators. ‘The same 
also subsidizing the dairy industry through Government cre 


are estab 
} 


due vil . ‘ ‘ 1] . 
Provinces, as we as otner 


eries, and, in addition, farmers living at a distance fre 
creamery can ship their cream without cost—that is to thie 
express charges are paid. Consul General John EF. J if 


Winnipeg, Canada, in a report of recent date, t of thi 
petus given to the industry. I read as follows: 





The records show that before the creamery was opened, in 1908 
butter was worth 124 cents in trade; from July 1 to the end of O 
the lowest price the Government paid was 214 cents and the 
price 314 cents per pound of butter fat. This was cash and 


ments were made twice a month. 

Can anyone doubt what will be the result, so far as the jn 
duction in Canada is concerned, with the aid of Government )- 
sidy? Can our farmers compete with the cheap lands of Canada 
nided by Government subsidy? Is it fair that we should expect 
them to? 

This is not a new policy for Canada. She did the same thing 
for the cheese industry, which developed until Canada is one of 
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the great cheese-producing countries of the world. In 1909 
Canada exported to Great Britain alone 164,090,903 pounds of 
cheese. 

Already Canada is exporting butter. Her export of butter to 
Great Britain in 1909 was 5,353,770 pounds. Will it not be just 
as easy to develop the dairy industry in Canada through Gov- 
ernment subsidy as it has the cheese industry? To my mind, 
easier. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. From whom does the Canadian Goy- 
ernment get the funds with which they are subsidizing these 
farmers? 

Mr. PICKETT. I do not know. I suppose they get them 
from the people; but that is immaterial on this point. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I just wanted to know from curi- 
osity. 

Mr. PICKETT. 
they do it. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. They tax the farmer to get it, do they 
not? 

Mr. PICKETT. I do not know as to that. I am not familiar 
with the taxing laws of Canada, but understand the taxes on 
farmers are very low. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I would like to know one other thing. 
You spoke a2 moment ago about certain people not being af- 
fected by this Canadian reciprocity while the northern farmer 
was affected by having his protective tariff stricken down. As 
a compensation for that the Canadian tariff against the north- 
ern farmer is also stricken down, is it not? 

Mr. PICKETT. Oh, yes; but we are not exporting north- 
ern farm products into Canada in any considerable amount. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Is there not as much benefit in the 
one as there is injury in the other? 

Mr. PICKETT. There certainly is not. If the percentage 
in the increase of Canadian production of farm products con- 
tinues for the next 15 years as it has in the past 8 years, and 
the same increase obtains in this country as in the past 8 years, 
the production of Canada will equal the production of the 
United States in practically all farm products except corn. 
Canada has a population of less than 8,000,000, while our 
population is over 90,000,000; therefore her surplus will in- 
crease in much greater proportion. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. We now produce a surplus, and so 
does Canada, and will not our exports and hers go to the same 
foreign market? 

Mr. PICKETT. That is the difference between the policy of 
the gentleman’s party and mine. We have been trying for 50 
years to build up a home market that will consume the prod- 
ucts of the farm [applause on the Republican side], and now 
that we are reaching that point you propose to destroy the home 
market by putting the farmer in free competition with other 
countries. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PICKETT. Certainly. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Is it not essential to the welfare of 
the American farmer that he should be able to reach out and 
grasp the foreign market for his surplus, and is it not true that 
the commercial greatness of this country is due to the fact that 
the American farmer produces a large surplus and sends it 
abroad? Now, does the gentleman say that we ought to limit 
the production of the farmers of the United States to home 
consumption? 

Mr. PICKETT. The gentleman does not understand me. ‘I 
said nothing of the kind. 

Mr. SWITZER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PICKETT. Certainly. 

Mr. SWITZER. Will the gentleman from Iowa state, if he 
knows, how many farmers have left the States in the last 10 
years and gone to Manitoba? 

Mr. PICKETT. I do not know that I can answer the gentle 
man. I have no figures as to Manitoba alone. I have seen a 
statement that some 400,000 Americans have removed to Canada 
within the past five years. The Canadian Government shows 
that 72,849 settlers came from the United States to Canada dur- 
ing the year 1909. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. La 
For.etTTe]} calls my attention to an article in Hampton’s Maga- 
zine, which states that 500,000 Americans have passed over to 
Canada during the last nine years. 

Mr. SWITZER. Will the gentleman from Iowa state how 
many stayed in Canada? 

Mr. PICKETT. I do not have the statistics showing that 
fact, but the development of western Canada is largely from 
this country. 

Just a word relative to the importation of Canadian cattle. 
An attempt has been made to show that this bill will benefit 
our farmers, and before I forget it I want to refer to the re- 


It is immaterial to the question so long as 


markable contribution given us on this subject by Mr. Pepper, 
which, as I have already stated, was ordered printed as a 
document by the Senate. The gentleman’s name does not ap- 
pear on the document as the author of the article. However, in 
another publication since issued he is given credit for it. [I 
read from the subdivision of the article entitled “ Where the 
Canadian reciprocity agreement benefits the farmer.” It will 
be recalled that Mr. Pepper was one of the commissioners who 
were sent to Canada for the purpose of conducting the nego- 
tiations which resulted in this agreement. As a fair sample of 
the fairness with which he discusses the matter, I read from his 
article as follows: 

The sheep raisers of the United States will be materially benefited by 
getting their sheep into Canada free. The Dominion, through its de- 
partment of agriculture, is now taking means to increase the Canadian 
supply of sheep. Under the present tariff of 25 per cent, sheep to the 
value of $220,000 imported into Canada from the United States have 
paid duties in excess of $55,000. 

For the year ending March 31, 1910, the United States shipped 
to Canada 35,844 sheep, of the value of $131,492, with a tariff 
levied of $32,873; at least, these are the figures submitted by 
the President in the tables attached to his message. Just where 
Mr. Pepper secured his figures does not appear. However, he 
omitted to state that during the same year Canada shipped into 
the United States 103,519 sheep of the value of $527,687, on 
which the United States collected a duty of $103,519. Mr. Pep- 
per’s statement justifies the application of the old adage of Ben- 
jamin Franklin, that “ half the truth is often a great lie.” [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. Pepper also seems to think, and the same argument has 
been adduced by others, that our farmers will be benefited by 
the free importation of cattle from Canada. 

I do not have the figures on cattle alone, but the Canadian 
Yearbook tells us that for the year 1909 Canada exported 
over $51,000,000 of animals and their produce, of which only 
about $7,000,000 came to the United States. While on this sub- 
ject, there is another point to which I desire to allude, and 
that is the treaty entered into between Canada and France just 
a few years since. The draft of the treaty as originally sub- 
mitted provided for the import into France at the minimum 
duty of cattle fattened for slaughter. The French Senate re- 
fused to ratify the convention unless cattle fattened for slaugh- 
ter were excluded, and to this Canada finally acceded. The 
purpose was to protect the meat-producing interests of France. 
In brief, the French farmer could replenish his herds for dairy, 
breeding, or other purposes, but would be protected from com- 
petition as to fattened cattle. Will some one tell me why our 
Government should be less concerned in the protection of the 
meat producers of this country than the French Government 
was for the farmers of France? In the one case 3,000 miles of 
ocean divided the competitors, while in the case before us is 
the imaginary line we have heard so much about. 

Mr. Chairman, in view of the exhaustive debate that has al- 
ready taken place on this branch of the subject, I will not con- 
sume any more time in a further discussion of it. 

WHAT DOES CANADA GIVE US?—IOWA—OUR MANUFACTURERS NOT GIVEN 
ACCESS TO CANADIAN MARKETS—CANADA’S INTERNAL POLICY AN IMPOR- 
TANT CONSIDERATION—OTHER COUNTRIES SECURE SAME CONCESSIONS 
GRATUITOUSLY. 

I now turn to another phase of the subject that bears directly 
on the question of reciprocity. The debate thus far has been 
confined almost wholly to the effect on the people of this coun- 
try of the free importation from Canada of agricultural prod- 
ucts. The question of what we are getting in exchange has 
not been discussed. So far as the free admission of Canadian 
products is concerned, that could be covered by our own legis- 
lation, without respect to Canada or the concurrence of Can- 
ada therein. Of course Canada would be glad to have the tar- 
iff duties removed from all Canadian articles. If the agreec- 
ment is to be sustained on the theory that it is reciprocal, then 
we should look to the concessions granted to us by Canada, 
and this phase of the subject, as I have suggested, has received 
little, if any, consideration during the debate. While Iowa 
is an agricultural State, and I regard agriculture as the basis 
of our prosperity, it is also true that we are developing along 
industrial lines, and the people of Iowa of all classes, both 
urban and rural, are beginning to realize the importance of 
the dual development. Our farmers realize the ‘value of hay- 
ing a better market near their farms, and, on the other hand, 
our manufacturers realize the importance of the prosperity of 
the farmers and are interested in promoting agricultural 
development. The “booster” spirit is abroad in our State. 
A movement has been inaugurated for the cooperation of our 
industrial and agricultural interests. “Booster” meetings are 
being held, and during the recent session of our legislature a 
law was placed on the statute books providing an official trade- 
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mark for Iowa goods—‘ Made 
lowa people” is the slogan. 
gen of the State, in thi 

principle for our Nation. 

Iowa i 
articles, and especially of agricultural implements, and this 
is particularly true so far as the market of western Canada is 
concerned. Our manufacturers of the Middle West are 
accessible to Manitoba, Saskatchewan, and Alberta as are the 
eastern portions of Canada; and if given access to that sec- 
ion of Canada where great agricultural development will take 
place, we would undoubtedly rapidly develop the manufactt 
of agricultural implements. 

It has been held out that we are given access to Canadian 
markets, particularly as to agricultural implements, “on ad- 
yantageous terms.” This, if true, would be in accord with the 
theory of reciprocity, for if we open our markets to Canada for 
practically all Canada wants—that is, our markets for her farm 
products—then we in turn should be compensated therefor by 
access to Canadian markets. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. In that connection, 
will the gentleman yield for one more question? 

Mr. PICKETT. Certainly. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. The gentleman said that all Canada 
wanted in our markets was to find a market for her agricul- 
tural products. Does the gentleman think Canada would 
be averse to selling her timber products in this country, and 
does the gentleman not really think that to get her lumber 
and wood pulp and paper here is the moving cause for this 
treaty? Would that not benefit these very farmers in Iowa 
that the gentleman is talking about—give them cheaper lumber 
with which to build their barns? 

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri has apparently been giving his attention to other things 


in Iowa.” “Towa goods for 
I am deeply interested, as a citi- 
movement. I also believe in the same 


as 


ir 
AL 


Mr. Chairman, 


ject. With reference to the desire of Canada to give to our 
country the products of her forests, I remind the gentleman 
that the various Provinces of Canada impose an export tax 
on logs, so that we do not get her forest products unre- 
stricted. The Canadian Government, as its representatives 
point out in their correspondence with our Secretary of State, 
have “no power and no desire” to interfere 
inces in respect to these restrictions, speaking with special ref- 
erence to pulp, printing paper, etc. I have here a recent re- 
port, dated March 24, 1911, from the consul at Owen Sound, 
Ontario, who reports as follows: 

There is $3,550,000 capital invested in sawmill plants and the 
—a necessary to convert the standing timber into lumber. 
That as much more is invested by each company in timber and lumber 
land is a fair estimate. This would make the total investment of 
American capital $7,100,000 in the lumber industry in this part of 
Ontario. This investment of American capital is largely due to the 
export duty on Canadian logs. Before the duty was put on the logs 
were rafted to the American side and then manufactured into lumber, 
but after that went into force the American firms were obliged to do 


the manufacturing on Canadian soil so as to save the export duty on 
their product. 


This same condition exists throughout Canada, and if, as the | 


gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHackrerorp] suggests, Canada 
is so anxious to unload the products ef her forests on us, why 
does she not adjust her internal laws so as to permit it? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. In that connection I will say that in 
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stantial differ in the e ] 
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When I addressed the House on this q 
| Congress I referred to the consti 
nation clause by other countries, and 
tion Canada would be compelled to give 
whom she has such a treaty the same con ’ 

United States under this agreement and iit! 

consideration therefor. That is to say, gratui 

recalled that this very question was raised by > BI 

by President Harrison, from whom [ have quoted. The 

ment which I made at that time was questioned It is W 
| ever, no longer in doubt. It has been eliminated from «« 
troversy by a very valuable contribution on Tariff Relations 
with Canada, by Mr. Frank R. Rutter, tariff expert of the De 
partment of Commerce and Labor, and published by said de 
partment as Tariff Series No. 26, from which I now quote: 

The commercial relations of Canada with various countries are based, 
in part, on unconditional most-favored-nation treatment, in part on 
special commercial agreements, and, in respect to i rt from the 
| United Kingdom and British possessions, on pref itial treatment 
which is not applicable to imports from any forcign country By virtue 


| of the most-favored-nation clause in a number of British treaties which 
rather than an examination of the facts relative to this sub- | 






are applicable to the colonies, every concession in duty to any foreign 
country is immediately extended to the favored nations. To this group 
of countries all of the concessions made to France by the 1907 conven 
tion were at once granted, and a provision to the same effect is con- 
tained in the resolution introduced by the Canadian minister of finance 
on January 26, 1911, in the case of any reductions in duty to be ac 


| corded imports from the United States. 


with the Prov- | 


| Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, and Venezuela. 


Mr. Rutter then proceeds to name the countries that will re 
ceive the same concessions as the United States and without any 
consideration therefor. The countries are Argentina, Austria 
Hungary, Bolivia, Colombia, Denmark, Japan, Norway, Russia, 
He also names the 


| colonies that will be entitled to the British preferential: Ber- 


| muda, British West Indies, British Guiana, British India, 
| Ceylon, Straits Settlements, New Zealand, Union of South 
Africa, Southern Rhodesia, and other British colonies. 





five fiscal years Canada shipped into this country $98,000,000 | 


of lumber more than we shipped up there. 
Mr. PICKETT. That may be true; but under their internal 


laws they have forced American capital into Canada, for the | 


purpose of manufacturing the lumber. 
about that. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. If our tariff had not been against it 
they would have shipped very much more lumber here. 

Mr. PICKETT. That may be true. I voted for a reduction 
of the duty on lumber during the last Congress, when the Payne 
bill was being considered, and the reduction would have pre- 
vailed if it had received the support of the Democratic Mem- 
bers of the House. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. We will be prepared for it once more, 
and on this agreement too. 

Mr. PICKETT. Not under this agreement. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. No; but we will get lumber on the 
free list sure. 

Mr, PICKETT. You do not propose it in the present agree- 
ment. Rough lumber is on the free list, but farmers do not use 
rough lumber. 

I was speaking on the question of the access given under this 
agreement to our manufacturers of agricultural implements in 
Canadian markets. I discussed this question in the last Con- 
gress and do not desire to cover the same phase of it again. 


There is no question 


i 


| United States will be entitled to the 


Further, that France, Algeria, and French colonies will re- 
ceive the lowest rate applicable to articles specified in the 
Franco-Canadian convention from any foreign country, and that 
Belgium and Netherlands the rates of intermediate tariff, but 
not special rates on all articles specified in Franco-Canadian 


| convention. 


So that it is now settled beyond controversy that the United 


States will receive no favored treatment in Cauadian markets, 
but, on the contrary, our country will purchase for all these 
other countries the same concessions accorded to us and the 


privilege of meeting the 
competition of these other countries in Canadian markets. 


I will now turn for a few moments 


to the internal policy of 
Canada under which Canada has absolute power to render in 
effective the concessions granted under the agreement. Thus 
far in the debate no reference has been made to the Canadian 


patent laws, to my mind a very material con 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. DALZELL. 
man. 


deration, 
The time of the gentleman has expired 
I yield 15 minutes additional to the gentle 


. 


Mr. PICKETT. I now read from the patent act of Canada, 
Revised Statutes of Canada, 1906: 

38. Every patent shall, unless otherwise ordered by tl! mmf 
as hereinafter provided, be subject, and expressed to be subject, t 
following conditions: 

(a) Such patent and all the rights and privi s th 
shall cease and determine, and the patent shall be null d void t 
end of two years from the date thereof, unless the pa e or his legal 
representatives, within that period or an authorized ext n thereof, 
commence, and after such commencement, continu arry on fi 
Canada the construction or manufacture of the in tion pate ! 
such a manner that any person desiring to use it may obtain | t 
cause it to be made for him at a reasonable price, at manuf 
or establishment for making or constructing it in Canada 

(b) If, after the expiration of 12 months from t antin i 
patent, or an authorized extension of such period, ¢ patentee o1 
patentees, or any of them or his or their or any of legal repre 
sentatives, for the whole or a part of his or th or a of their inte 
est in the patent, import or cause to be imported into Canada the In 
vention for which the patent is granted, suc patent shall be void as 


to the interest of the person or persons so importing or caus#g to be 
imported, 
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Canada uses her patent laws for the purpose of protecting | 
her industries, encouraging their development, and securing new 
industries. Under her patent laws she is able to force American 
inventors who secure Canadian patents either to sell their | 
patents or manufacture the articles in Canada. To what extent 
this has been done I can not definitely state. It is a matter of 
such importance, however, and of such materiality to this 
agreement that it is strange the State Department bes not 
investigated it thoroughly and given us information ther -a. I 
do know that a number of manufacturing establishments in my 
State have been compelled to build branch factories in Canada 
in order to sell in Canadian markets. I hold in my hand letters | 
from gentlemen representing two separate manufacturing estab- | 
lishments in Iowa, each of which has a branch factory in | 
Canada, stating in substance that they were forced to establish | 
their branch factories in Canada because of the Canadian | 
patent laws. I know the same thing to be true of other manu- 
facturing establishments in my State, and the same condition 
will be found, I am informed, in many other States. 

The reports of our consuls found in the Daily Consular and 
Trade Reports tell the story of American capital being brought 
into Canada in the construction of branch factories. In a recent 
report it is stated that 184 American factories have established 
branches in Canada, with an estimated capital of $233,000,000. | 
I do not say that all of them have been compelled to do so by 
virtue of the patent laws of Canada; I affirm, however, that it 
is true of many. It seems to me that it is a proper matter to 
be considered and carefully weighed in approving this proposed 
trade agreement. Jf we are to enter into an agreement with 
Canada under which certain concessions are granted, it is our 
duty to see that the contract will be effective. What avail 
the agreement even as to the slight reductions given, when 
Canada, under her patent laws, can render the concessions 
absolutely ineffective and can require our manufacturers hold- 
ing Canadian patents either to sell them or to send their money 
to Canada for the purpose of manufacturing there? 

There is another interesting law in Canada, known as the 
“dumping clause” of their tariff law, which is as follows: 


CUSTOMS TARIFF, 1907. 


6. In the case of articles exported to Canada of a class or kind made | 
or produced in Canada, if the export or actual selling price to an im- | 
porter in Canada be less than the fair market value of the same article 
when sold for home consumption in the usual and ordinary course in 

| 





the country whence exported to Canada at the time of its exportation 
to Canada there shall, in addition to the duties otherwise established, 
be levied, collected, and paid on such article, on its importation into 
Canada, a special duty (or dumping duty) equal to the difference be- 
tween the said selling price of the article for export and the said fair 
market value thereof for home consumption; and such special duty (or | 
dumping duty) shall be levied, collected, and paid on such article, 
although it is not otherwise dutiable. 

While I do not have time to discuss it, it will be seen that it | 
provides another method by which Canada can protect her in- | 
dustries, and it is susceptible of such administration. 

I have called attention to these matters for the reason that 
they seem to me to be materially related to the question of the 
consideration the United States is receiving from Canada. Even 
though the consideration be slight, it should be made effective. 
How can we justify approving a contract without doing so? 

RELATIVE TRADE CONDITIONS. 


There is still another phase of the subject to which I desire 
to allude if this agreement is to be considered from the stand- 
point of reciprocity. Attached to the special message of the 
President to Congress on January 26, 1911, and on page 70 
thereof, is a table containing an analysis of the import, export, 
and total trade of Canada by countries, showing that the entire 
trade of Canada was $655,800,567 for the fiscal year 1910, of 
which the United States furnished $327,701,484; that the im- 
port trade of Canada was, in round numbers, $375,833,016, of 
which the importations from the United States were $223,501,- 
809; that the export trade of Canada was $279,247,551, of which 
$104,199,675 was to the United States. These figures of course 
include the entire trade of Canada without respect to the ar- 
ticles included within the proposed agreement. 

For the proper consideration of this agreement, however, the 
figures pertaining solely to the articles included within the 
agreement should have been furnished. Fortunately the bulle- 
tin to which I have heretofore referred, entitled “ Trade rela- 
tions of Canada,” covers this subject. It appears that of the 
articles included in the agreement more than 80 per cent of the 
entire Canadian imports come from the United States. The 
total imports of the articles included in the agreement for the 
year ending March 31, 1910, were $41,072,185, of which the im- 
ports from the United States were $32,913,823, or, as I have 
stated, 80 per cent, so that of the articles included within this 
agreement there remains only $8,158,362 as a possible market 
in Canada for the United States, and of this there is only the 
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small amownt of $683,225 that is not included in the import 
tions from Great Britain and her colonies which have a pre; 
ential and the countries wtth which Canada has a favo 
nation-clause treaty. 

The Canadian commissioners were shrewd enough in draft 
the agreement to include the articles which would not af 
her own markets or her own interests. I have here a Bri' 
document, with tabulations on the sabject, which also gives 
importation of articles included in the agreement into the Uni 
States. The figures are in thousand pounds, and for the pur; 


| of reducing the figures I have used $8 for the pound. 


table shows that of articles included in the agreement the + 
imports into the United States were $101,415,000, of which 
imports from Canada were $34,280,000, leaving a possible 
crease for Canada of $67,135,000, as against a possible incre 
trade of the United States with Canada, as above stated, 
$8,158,362. Canada, however, will have favored treatment 
to these articles in our country, while the United States 
not have favored treatment in the markets of Canada. 

I will insert in the Recorp tables showing the foregoing fa 
The table showing the imports into Canada of articles includ 
in the agreement I take from the bulletin issued by the Depirt- 
ment of Commerce and Labor, and the table showing the ji 
ports into the United States of the articles covered by the ag 
ment I take from the British tabulation, reduced from pounds 
dollars on the basis of $5 per pound: 


Table showing imports into Canada of articles covered by the agre: 
and also total imports for the year ending March $1, 1910. 





Total im- ~ 
i . cs ports cov- otal of 
Imports into Canada from ered by import 
agreement. 
Rec iseckaccubdeheidsbecassnckcndeseakeeks $32,913,823 | $223, 501 
EE cb ckesctiawtuleses and aeSnnisakanteeud | 6, 394, 638 95, 
ES ities bale Tindthsdpeiudeniiodmnnngeatent 290, 510 16, 44 
th Goce oh aasmaednennaineall 789, 989 10, 275 
SI SOUINNN Fixe Calis a Shasaucsndtsvauectucesswnewaks 683, 225 30,2 


41, 072, 185 | 375, §: 





Table showing imports into the United States of articles covered | 
proposed reciprocity agreement both from Canada and fro) 
countries. 


From 
. | countr 
a. clud 

Canad 


From Canad 





Articles | eee 


$2, 535, 000 $3, 94 
Dutiable articles on which the rate of duty is un- 


i cht 1. dil olathiiel sabe dhdues ceacneisousueunet 35, 000 { 
Dutiable articles now made free to Canadaw..........- | 25,915, 000 60, 5¢ 
Dutiable articles now dutiable at lower rates to Canada. | 5, 795, 000 36,58 

Total United States imports included under the 
GI otic satcccdodeccoccccoseviccecteuccs 34, 280, 000 101, 4 





The more you examine the agreement the more apparent 
becomes that Mr. Fielding was right when he stated to | 
House of Commons of Canada that they had gained everyth 
they desired, free access to our markets, “ without doing a 
injustice to our manufacturers.” I am unable after a care 
examination to find wherein the agreement can by any fu 
construction be termed a reciprocity agreement. It can not |! 
sustained on that theory. No one has attempted to point o1 
what Canada grants the United States, and I challenge any: 
to show where our people are given any favorable concess 
in Canadian markets. The agreement inures wholly to tli 
benefit of Canada. It is unilateral. It should be entitled, : 
Senator Chandler observed of the treaty of 1854, an act “lo 
encourage emigration from the United States to Canada and | 
encourage production in Canada instead of the United States.’ 

It is not reciprocal. You do violence to the term to call it s» 
It is in direct contravention of the express declaration of ovr 
last Republican national platform, that we are in favor of 
protection that will measure the difference in the cost of pr 
duction at home and abroad. It is a repudiation of the prin 
ple and purpose of the Tariff Board, whose findings are ignore. 
It is repugnant to the spirit of our institutions which demands 
that legislation should be applicable and equitable to all classes 
alike. 

Mr, Chairman, mindful of the interests of the people whom [ 
have the honor to represent, and as well the interests of all the 
people of our country, I can not give my sanction to this 
measure. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I yield one 
minute to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SaunpERS]. 








1911. 





Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Chairman, the attacks of the Repub- 
lican dissidents, upon the reciprocity pact, recoil upon their own 
heads. ‘This is neither a Democratic concept, nor the outcome of 
a Democratic conference, but is the favorite child of a Repub- | 
lican Executive, who has assembled the Congress in an extraordi- | 
vary session, in order that a Republican Senate may have an- | 
other opportunity to put itself in line with the action of the last 
Republican House. If this agreement is an attack upon the | 
citadel of protection, it is an attack conceived and delivered | 
by the leader of the Republican Party, the man who was elected | 
amid the hurrahs of the standpatters, and the enthusiastic | 
acclaim of the tariff barons. 

This measure is not a measure of free trade, unless our 
Republican friends are willing to admit that their President 
has become a free trader. he frenzied standpa‘ters assert that 
reciprocity is a spear thrust into the vitals of protection. If so, 
go further, and charge that the titular head of your organiza- 
tion is a traitor to the chief tenet of your party faith. This 
measure is not a cunningly contrived attack upon prosperity, | 
unless such a criticism can be justly directed against the 
recommendation of a Republican President, who was elected 
for the alleged purpose of conserving prosperity against the 
machinations of Democratic conspirators, fatally bent on mis- 
chief. So at least, we were informed by various Republican | 
spellbinders, patriotically engaged in saving the country, in the | 
Bryan-Taft campaign of 1908. 

If this is free trade, it is Republican free trade, for the 
President approves it, and insists that his party followers shall 
indorse his attitude. 

If this pact imperils the interests of the farmers, as as- 
serted by its stand-pat opponents, ascribe the responsibility to 
a Republican administration, and to the Republican Executive 
who negotiated the agreement with Canada. 

Truly Canadian reciprocity is a pent-up Utica, which confines 
the vituperative powers of our Republican friends within the | 
narrow limits of a temperate, and chastened criticism. It is} 
well that it is a product of Republican statesmanship, and is | 
stamped with the stamp of Executive approbation. Otherwise 
a copious flow of barbed invective, and bitter vituperation, 
would be directed against its authors. I sympathize with my 
Republican friends. They have long misrepresented the Demo- 
cratic attitude on the tariff, and in terms of general denuncia- 
tion, assailed every suggestion of tariff reduction, or reciprocal | 
trade, aS a menace to prosperity, thus avoiding any discussion | 
of policies on their merits, and befogging the public mind to | 
such an extent, that many sincere and serious Americans have | 
earnestly believed, that in some mysterious and inexplicable, 
but sufficient fashion, the Republican Party, through its atti- | 
tude on the tariff, was the country’s rock of defense against | 
the economic heresies of the Democrats. But at last,.the party 
of protection, as it is fond of acclaiming itself, is confronted 
with a dread and awful dilemma. Reciprocity is a measure 
of tariff reduction. If they approve this pact, and accept this 
reduction, and the change works well, then they will be} 
plagued by schemes of further reduction. But if they reject | 
the reciprocity pact, or amend it so as to compass its defeat, 
then they reject and flout their President, who was elected to | 
afford a safe and sane administration, and to furnish policies 
that would be enthusiastically approved, and blindly followed. 
Unhappy followers! Unhappy leader! Approve his policies, 
and you discredit yourselves. Discredit his policies, and you 
discredit your leader. 

If this bill is treason to your party, your President is the 
traitor. He has inaugurated this movement, nay, pressed it | 
upon the country with superlative vigor, and incredible perti- 
nacity. “Your plight is pitiable, your predicament distressing. 
At last the mills of retribution are grinding you, and the grind- 
ing is exceeding fine. But sharper than a serpent’s tooth, is the 
reflection that the author of this measure which you so bitterly | 
assail, is not some wild-eyed Democrat, but one of your housce- | 
hold and party faith, your own familiar friend, whom you pro- | 
fess to admire as a man, but reject as a leader. Others before | 
you have been the authors of their own misfortunes, and in the 
bitterness of your present reflections, prostrate under the stroke 
directed by the President whom you aided to elevate to his high 
position, perchance you may recall the lines: 

So the struck eagle, stretched upon the plain, 

No more through rolling clouds, to soar again, 
Viewed his own feather on the fatal dart, 

And winged the shaft, that quivered in his heart: 
Keen were his pangs, but keener far to feel, 

He nursed the pinion, that impelled the steel : 


While the same plumage that had warmed his nest, 
Drank the last life-drop, from his bleeding breast. 


I have said that this is a Republican, not 2 Democratic propo- 
sition. The statement is correct. From the first to the last 
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was conceived in secret conference between Presid 
and his party advisers, on the one hand, and the repr 
itatives of Canada on the other. In its final form, the Presi- 
dent sent it te Congress with his emphatic imprimatur. He 
has never disowned his child. On the contrary he is proud of 
its paternity. Some of the Republican standpatters, the Old 
Guard, which is now engaged in dying, as a preferable alterna- 
tive to surrender, are seeking to repudiate reciprocity. Vain 
task! The Republican Party is a house divided against itself. 
It must fall. On the one hand, ex-Speaker CaANNoN, Mr. DAL- 


word, it 
Taft, 


Ser 


nt 


e. 


ZELL, Mr. ForpNey and their following, repress ve, as they 
claim, of Republicanism pure and undefiled, vociferating 
against the bill as un-Republican, and un-American. But in its 


defense is found the President, the balance 


wheel of the Repub- 
lican organization, the mun to whom the trusts turned in their 
extremity two years ago, as a sane and safe leader, the an- 
tithesis, in all respects, of his predecessor. Standing with him, 


are our friends, Hirt of Connecticut, McCa. of Massachusetts 
and many others, all sturdy Republicans, who unite in ving 
that if the terms of this agreemen 


2< 


J 


are enacted into law 
it will be in full accord with the practices of the Republican Party in 
the past, and with the provisions of the national Republican platform 
| at the present time. 
So that whatever this reciprocity pact may be, we must view 


it as a proposition of purely Republican antecedents, which 
challenges attention, and invokes consideration on its merits. 
If on the whole, it is mischievous and dangerous, it should be 
rejected. 

But it should be given a respectful hearing, and President 
Taft and his followers should be afforded the oppertunity to 
make good, in the forum of free discussion. The parentage 
of the measure compels the standpatters to exercise a repres- 
sion of utterance which must be most painful to them. To that 
extent it is a restraint upon free speech. Criticism of its 
alleged demerits, have come, and will continue to come, from 
standpat speakers, but they have been, and will be, remark- 
able for their moderation. A reproduction of what these gen- 
tlemen would like to say, if unrestrained by the exigencies of 
the situation, would be interesting, if lurid reading. 

But the embarrassment of our friends, is the opportunity of 
the Democrats. Tariff reduction, in concrete form, when urged 
by Democrats, is one thing. Tariff reduction in the guise of 
reciprocity, urged by the President, is quite another and differ- 
ent thing, in respect of the treatment that it will receive from 
the standpatters and the country. The one may be whistled 
down the winds by interested partisans, or dismissed with con- 
temptuous comment.as merely another illustration of Demo- 
cratic vagaries, but the other compels the whole tribe to sit 
up, and take notice. The cry of wolf will no longer serve. 
They must produce the wolf. In this time of popular dis- 
content with the present conditions, the President has been 
quick to perceive that the old-fashioned shibboleths of the 
Republican Party, will no longer suffice to carry his party to 
victory. If it is vain to say peace, when there is no 
peace, and war is flagrant, it is equally vain for the standpat- 
ters to seek to stay the growing movement for cheaper living, 
within the Republican Party, by vociferous claims that 


all is 
well in the land. For years the standpatters have pursued the 
attitude of misrepresenting their political adversaries, and 
terrifying a timid public, by clamorously asserting that the 


policies of our party threatened disaster. But it is not so easy 
to apply this rough and ready method to the recommendations 
of the President. If his suggested policies spell danger to the 
national welfare, his opponents must point out that danger by 
sufficient, and dispassionate analysis of his recommendations 
As against attacks from the members of his own household, 
the President is in a position to enter a general denial, and call 
for proofs. In this attitude he will be supported by 
country. 


the 

Now for the evidence of record, to determine who is res) 

ble for the reciprocity pact. In his annual message of Decen 
la 


ber 6, 1910, and in his special message of later date, President 


| Taft.writes as follews: 


By my direction the Secretary of State, dis; 
tives of the Department of State to Ottawa, to ! 
sentatives of the Dominion Government. ese com! 
authorized to take steps to formulate a reciprocal trade 
and the Ottawa conferences thus begun, were adjourned, 
later in Washington. In the month of January two ca 
came to Washington, as representatives of the Domini 
and the conferences were continued betwe 
State. The result of the negotiations was, that on Ja 
reciprocal trade agreement was reached, the text of which 
transmitted, with accompanying corresponden¢ 


So much for the genesis and responsil 
agreement. Many reckless statements 
matter have been made, and circulated by interested parti 
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to the effect of this agreement. Hence the confusion in a portion 
of the public mind, which does not discriminate between trade 
with the people of Canada, a like people, living in a like climate 
to ours, under substantially similar conditions, and free trade 
with the world. What does the President say in this connec- 
tion : 

It is known of all men that the general conditions that prevail in 
Canada, are the same as those which obtain in the United States in the 
matter of agricultural products. It is said that reciprocity will injure 
the farmers. I deny it. 

A man who has anything to sell, is on the lookout for a 
good customer. The United States has many things to 
sell. She is seeking markets, and customers the world over. 
Our neighbor of the snows is a prosperous, progressive, wide- 
awake, Anglo-Saxon country. She has many things to sell that 
we need. This country has many things that we desire Canada 
to buy. Under these conditions a rapprochement between the 
two countries was inevitable, looking to the establishment of 
mutually profitable commercial arrangements. In this connec- 
tion, the President says: 

A reciprocal trade agreement is a logical sequence of all that has 
been accomplished in disposing of matters of a diplomatic, and contro- 
versial character. The identity of interests of two peoples, linked to- 

ether by race, language, political institutions, and geographical prox- 
mity, offers the foundation. The guiding motive in seeking adjust- 
ment of trade relations between two countries so situated geographic- 
ally, should be to give play to productive forces as far as practicable, 
regardless of political boundaries. No yardstick can measure the bene- 
fits to the two peoples, of this commercial intercourse. We have 
reached a stage in our development, that calls for a broad and states- 
manlike view of our future economic status, and its requirements. Ex- 
cluding cotton, which is exceptional, a radical change is already shown 
in our exports, in the falling off of the amount of our agricultural 
products sold abroad. A far-sighted policy, requires that if we can 
enlarge the supply of our natural resources, and especially of food 
products, and necessities of life, without substantial injury to any of 
our producing, and manufacturing classes, we should take steps to do 
so now. We have on the north of us a country contiguous to ours for 
8,000 miles, with natural resources of the same character as ours, an 
in the development of which, the conditions as to wages, and the char- 
acter of the wage earner, and transportation to market, differ but little 
from those prevailing with us. 

This is a calm and dispassionate statement of essential facts, 
and it is dificult for the alarmist to find a just occasion of 
terror in these recitals. 

Another citation from the message will be of interest, in view 
of the fact, that the Republicans who are fighting the policy of 
their own President, are seeking to place the reciprocity pact 
before the country in a false light, boldly asserting that it com- 
mits this country to universal free trade. Nothing of the sort. 
It is that form of reciprocal trade, limited to the contracting 
countries, which both the Democratic and Republican Parties 
have favored. This pact is not a world-wide policy, but a lim- 
ited arrangement with a neighbor. If it proves to be mutually 
profitable, it will be continued, as it ought to be, but if, on the 
contrary, it proves hurtful to any form of American industry, 
or destructive to our prosperity, the remedy is in our own 
hands. We can withdraw from the arrangement at any time, 
without even consulting the other party to the agreement. The 
contract is not effectual until it receives the assent of both 
parties, but either party can compel a new adjustment at any 
time, by rescinding its approving action. 

The plight of the standpatters is both ludicrous, and pitiable. 
Every argument which they direct against the agreement, is a 
covert attack on the President. If it is supposed to menace our 
prosperity, the President is convicted of leading the attack. 
If it is free trade, then the President is a free trader. If it is 
an attack upon the principle of protection, then the President 
is the man behind the gun. If the people are being misled, 
then the Republican President is misleading them. If the peo- 
ple are following a false light, it is a light in the hand of the 
Republican leader. If the Republican Party is being wrecked, 
as the standpatters allege, the President is on the job, as the 
wrecker. So much for the predicament of the standpatters, 
who, like the demoniacs of the Scriptures, are ready to rend 
themselves with rage, at the plight in which they find them- 
selves. But listen to the President, in defense of his recommen- 
dation. 

This is not a violation of the protective rinciple, as that has been 
authoritatively announced by those who uphold it, because that prin- 
ciple does not call for a tariff between this country, and one whose con- 
ditions as to production, population and wages are so like ours, and 
when our common boundary line of 3,000 miles in itself, must make a 
radical distinction between our commercial treatment of Canada, and 
of any other country. The Dominion bas greatly prospered. It has an 
active, aggressive and intelligent people. They are coming to the part- 
ing of the ways. They must decide soon, whether they are to regard them- 
selves as permanently tsolated from our markets, by a perpetual wall, 
or whether we are to be commercial friends. Both countries in their 
industrial development, have to meet the competition of lower-priced 
labor in other parts of the world. Both follow the policy of encour- 


aging the development of home industries, by protective duties within 
reasonable limits. 


| 


But the President is not content to point out the advantages 
in general, of the agreement which he negotiated. He proceeds 
to point out the advantage to the farmers :— 

The benefit to our widespread agricultural implement industry, fr 
the reduction of Canadian duties in the agreement, is clear. My p 
pose in making a reciprocal trade agreement with Canada, has b 
not only to obtain one, which would be mutually advantageous to bo: 
countries, but one which also would be truly national in its scope, 
~ to our own country, and of benefit to ali sections. The impor 
of Canada in 1910, were $376,000,000, of which amount the Unit 
States contributed more than $225,000,000. The reduction in 1 
duties imposed by Canada, will largely increase this amount, and gi 
us an even larger share of her market than we now enjoy. We ha 
secured free entry into Canada for the cottonseed oil of the South 
most important product, with a rapidly expanding consumption in t 
Dominion. This agreement with Canada, will extend the market 
numerous products of the United States, among the inhabitants of 
prosperous neighboring country, with an increasing population, and 
increasing purchasing power. I therefore, earnestly hope that t! 
measure will be promptly enacted into law. 

So much for the message of the President, which is proper 
be.reproduced in part in this connection. As the man on tria 
at the hands of his one-time party friends, he ought to be heard 
in his own defense. But a Democrat can defend his own atti- 
tude toward this measure, without regard to the merry war bh 
tween the President, and his party. The gentleman from | 
nois [Mr. CANNON], who stoutly opposes reciprocity, avers th 
he would like to see the President demonstrate his case. W« 
in the opinion of some at least, the reasoning of the President, 
as contained in his message, may be fairly set against all t! 
railing accusations that have been brought against his favori 
measure, by his quondam followers. 

What is reciprocity? Merely an agreement between ty 
countries, to modify their imposts, so as to enlarge a mutu: 
profitable trade. The Canadian duties operate against 
products, when sold in Canada. Our tariff operates against ( 
nadian products, when sold on this side of the line. We s 
much more largely to Canada, than Canada sells to us. T! 
balance is altogether in our favor. Hence, an enlargement 
our trade will increase our balance. Does that spell danger | 
the United States? Our profit is in that balance. Incre: 
that balance, and you increase our profit. 

In the last five years we have bought from Canada goods 1 
the extent of $393.913,678, while we have sold her goods amou 
ing to $886,417,376. Difference in our favor is $492,503,7) 
Canada is a good customer. It is to our interest to make |! 
a better one. In a nutshell, that is the purpose of this reci; 
eal agreement. The most frenzied opponent of reciprocity, 
the Paper Trust. Most of the misleading statements and 
cious objections to the measure, can be traced to this source 

Reciprocity would give this country cheaper paper, a m: 
in which we are intensely interested, for there is hardly a fam 
which does not take a newspaper. Owing to the great ad 
in the price of the paper on which their issues are printed 
newspapers found themselves in a dilemma from which t 
were only two exits, one was to secure cheaper paper over 
head of the Paper Trust, the other was to submit to its « 
tions, and raise their subscription rates. It is not difficul! 
see that the interests of the great newspaper-reading p 
are on the side of cheaper paper. Not daring to come into | 
open, and confess the selfish reason for its opposition to r 
procity, the Paper Trust, which controls the prices for | 
paper, writing paper, news paper, school books, et cetera, | 
its opposition to the measure, on the pretended ground of 
interest in the farmers. Let the farmers be of good c! 
They are not interested in preserving the monopoly of this 21 
corporation. On the contrary, the real leaders of the Re 
lican Party have been forced to recognize that the com) 
tions and trusts have exacted unreasonable profits from t! 
consumers. In the latter class, all farmers of every charac 
large and small, are included. To illustrate: 

As far back as August 20, 1910, President Taft saw the bhai 
writing on the wall, indicating the public dissatisfaction w 
the stand-pat attitude of his party. In his famous Beverly 
ter he admitted that this dissatisfaction was well founded, 21! 
that the interests had oppressed the consumers. He wrote :s 
follows: 


The excess of tariff was not regarded as objectionable, because it 
supposed that competition between those who enjoyed the high prot 
tion would keep the price to the consumer down to what was reasons 
for the manufacturer. The evil of excessive tariff rates, however, show! 
itself, in the temptation to manufacturers to combine, and suppress « 
petition, and then to maintain prices, so as to take advantage of | 
excess tariff rate. 


Speaking to the farmers, at the National Corn Exposition, 
Columbus, Ohio, on February 10, 1911, the President said: 


I am a Republican, and the Republican Party has always adyocat 
and pursued the policy of protection to American products, and man: 
factures. For a long time that policy had little, or no limitation. | 
was thought that tariffs on protected products could not be too high, 













1911. 





and that if all foreign products were excluded, competition would stim 
ulate production, and reduce its cost, and its price. The temptation 
to destroy competition by combinations became so great, however, that 
the party in its platform modified its policy. 

Again on February 11, 1911, speaking at Springfield before the 
General Assembly of Illinois, the President repeated his state- 
ment to the effect that an excessive tariff had bred monopolies 
and trusts, to the prejudice of the general public. The main 
thought of the Columbus speech is presented in slightly differ- 
ent phraseology as follows: 


There was a time when leading Republicans thought there was 
no danger in having a tariff higher than necessary to protect an in 
dustry. 

The Democrats have never entertained this economic heresy, 
so. having nothing to recant, they welcome the President as a 
convert to the truth which, in time, will make him free. Pro- 
ceeding, the President declared that— 
it was thought— 

By the Republicans only, I may say— 


that if the country was made dependent on manufactures, behind the 
tariff wall, the competition between the manufacturers would stimu- 
late the reduction in the cost of production, and thus reduce the cost 
of the product. ; 

Not at all. The Democrats have always insisted, that once 
given control of the situation, the trusts would not put their 
prices at the lowest figures consistent with a reasonable profit, 
but on the contrary would fix those prices at the very highest 
level that the trade would carry. This has been the result in the 
case of every product controlled by a trust. In buying, they 
fix the price without competition, at the lowest figure that will 
keep the producer going, for they are careful not to put him out 
of business, though in the case of the burley tobacco raisers, 
they almost accomplished this result. In selling, they are 
equally the masters of the situation, for there is no one to say 
them nay. At last the abuses which others have long since 
perceived, have opened the eyes of the President, for at Spring- 
field, as at Columbus, he concluded by saying: 


The temptation to combine, by which the prices could be controlled, 


and thus the excessive tariff taken advantage of, has led to a modifica- 
tion of the protection theory. 

I have been careful to reproduce these statements of the 
President, for they indicate an interesting evolution of atti- 
tude, in the case of one Republican, at least. As a Democrat, I 
am tempted to say to him and to all like him, who at last have 
seen the light: “I told you so.” In the theory of the sitand- 
patter, the rule of the trusts is a benevolent despotism. The 
fundamental theory of Democracy is opposed to despotisms, 
benevolent or otherwise. No combination of capital, large 
enough to contro] the market, may be trusted to handle such a 
situation with an eye single to the public interests. 


Such an anticipation is inconsistent with our knowledge of, | 
Hence | 
the Democrats have always insisted, that the interests of the | 
consumer must be secured, either through the control of the | 


and experience with, the selfishness of human nature. 


trusts by the Government, or by the application of domestic, 
or foreign competition to the situation. No Democrat, no 
matter what his political adversaries may say, would know- 
ingly support any policy that would bank the fires of a single 
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furnace, or interrupt the musical whir of the spindles, in a | 


single factory. 


its product to secure a reasonable profit, the consumers who 
pay those prices; are entitled to a look in upon its books, in 
order that it may ascertain what the trust calls a reasonable 
profit. Failing to secure this inspection, it may well conclude 
that the profit is unreasonable, and go elsewhere for a cheaper 
product. This is what reciprocity proposes to do, te give us 
cheaper paper, and cheaper agricultural implements, and 
cheaper many other things, at the same time increasing the 
profits of our commerce with Canada, by enlarging the mar- 
kets for our products in that country. The suggestion that 
Canadian wheat, or hay, or sheep, or horses, will flood this 
country, and depress the home market is absurd. We sell 
Canada more cattle than she sells us. We sell Canada six 
times as many horses, as she sells us. We sell her 17 times 
aS much meat, and dairy products, as she sells us. We sell 
her almost five times as much breadstuffs, as she sells us. 
The danger from Canadian sheep is even more remote. Can- 
ada specializes on them, and raises only a comparatively small 
quantity of high-grade stock. The price of sheep in the United 
States runs from $2.90 a head, to $5.30, while in Canada the 
price runs from $4 to $7. We need the sheep of that country 
to cross with our sheep, and produce a better grade of do- 
mestic animals. The Government statistics to support the as- 
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If a great trust, like the Paper Trust, insists | 
that it is entitled to control the market, and fix the prices of 





| Canada, 


3 »= 
ePC ») 
sertions which I have made, are as follows, for the last five 
years: 
Horses 
Sold to Canada - a a r . $14,172. 075 
Bought from Canada il iiciehiaeeeaahaaiads ie . - 2,549, 201 
Cattle 
Sold to Canada ane daniel = ‘ 1, 578, 179 
Bought from Canada e gic cs ¥ 1, 193, 796 
Meat and dairy: 
OE ee ~ 17,011,017 
Bought from Canada________- ie 904, 191 
Breadstuffs : 
Sold to Canada - oa - c $1, 596, 556 
Bought from Canada ; 6, 6758, S84 
Now if these are the figures of our trade with the present 
restrictions on our intercourse, it is perfectly plain that with 
the impediments removed, this trade will be enormously in- 


creased in the existing ratio, which is altogether in our favor. 
This trade is either desirable, or undesirable, either to our ad- 
vantage, or to our disadvantage. If it is the latter, then shut it 
out by erecting the tariff wall favored by the gentleman from 
Michigan, which has no top, save the blue vault of heaven. But 
if it is the former, should a Democrat be criticized for favoring 
a policy which will enlarge our commercial intercourse with a 
friendly country, a policy which has received the distinct ap- 


probation of both the Democratic, and Republican Parties. In 
the Democratic platform of 1892, it is declared that: 
Trade interchange on the basis of reciprocal advantage to the coun- 


tries participating, is a time-honored doctrine of the Democratic faith. 

In the Republican platform of 1892, 
ing with pride to— 
the success of the Republican policy of reciprocity, under which our ex- 
port trade has increased, and new and enlarged markets opened for the 
products of our farmers, and workshops. 

We are not without the lamp of experience in this matter, 
Reciprocity has been tried out, under a former treaty with 
under conditions that in all respects parallel those 
of the present time. In addition the treaty of 1854 was, if 
anything, more far-reaching in its provisior than the agree- 
ment negotiated by the President. Under the beneficial opera- 
tion of that treaty there was an enormous increase of profit- 


we find our friends point- 


is 


able traffic between this country and Canada. But for the 
intervention of the Civil War, and the temporary friction 
which it caused between this country and Great Britain, the 
treaty of 1854 would not have been repealed. As it was, its 
repeal was justly regarded as a public calamity. The con- 


tinuous pressure of public opinion favorable to its restoration, 
is the impelling cause of the present agreement. After the 
fashion of the cuttle fish, the standpatters have ejected so much 
obscuring matter into the waters of this controversy, that at 
times we lose sight of the main proposition, which is to bnil 


up, not destroy, our prosperity by the simple and familiar 
process, of expanding our commerce, and enlarging our mar- 


kets, through a reciprocal commercial agreement. Commerce 
and prosperity have gone hand in hand from the time of King 
Solomon, who sent his fleets and caravans to the uttermost 
parts of the known world, and by this wise policy raised his 
country to an unexampled pitch of glory, and riches. 

Fut we should not limit our contemplation to the consider 


tion of the pending measure, though technically it is the only « 


e 
before us. The companion bill to this measure, admits free of 
duty, agricultural implements, sewing machines, fence wire, and 
many other products of daily consumption on the farm. ‘This 


bill will afford the standpatters an opportunity to illustrate the 
sincerity of their attitude, in seeking to amend the present bil! 
If they favor the principle of their amendments, they will soon 
be afforded an opportunity to square their professions, by their 
acts. On many articles of essential interest to the farmers, the 
present tariff is prohibitive, or so nearly so, that the revenue 
raised is negligible. This situation has resulted in the forma- 
tion of those rapacious trusts, whose sinister operations finally 
opened the eyes of President Taft to the mischief of their exist- 
ence in the body politic. Prominent among these combinations 
is the trust in agricultural implements, which dominates t! 
whole domestic market. For a number of years this combination 
has sold many of its products in foreign countries, at a lower 
price than at home, and impudently justified this practice, 


e 


to the agricultural associations that protested against its op- 
vious unfairness. Agricultural implements of every kind are 
placed on the free list in the companion bill— 

in order to remove, or prevent, any possible discrimination aga { r 
farmers in the prices of these necessary articles, and to place t } 
an equal footing with their competitors elsewhere in the world. Our 
domestic manufactures of agricultural implements, tor nd 4, 


have grown to great proportions, and are largely organized into great 
trusts, and combinations. These organizations are ng their produ 

all over the world, meeting and overcoming all op; ! rhey need 
no protection. Our imports of agricultural imp| insignificant. 
The value of all such imports, free and dutiable, amounted to $122,302 


men i! 
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in 1910. The export of these implements has become a matter of more 
importance, than the domestic trade, the figures indicating an increase 
from £2.859,184, in 1890, to $28,124,033, in 1910. 

Another item of great value to the cotton farmers of the 
South, bagging, and bailing materials controlled by the 
“Pagging Trust.” These materials are placed on the free list. 
The Payne-Aldrich bill, put hides on the free list, for the 
benefit of the leather industries, particularly the tanners. 
Lexther boots, shoes, harness and saddlery are put on the free 
list in the companion bill, for the benefit of the farmers, and 
the consumers generally. The sewing machine is a machine of 
universal necessity. 
price on these machines, as favorable as that given to foreigners. 
Sewing machines can be made here as cheaply, as in any 


is 


quarter of the globe, but for years it has been a notorious fact, | 
that the concerns making these machines in the United States, | 


have sold them at lower prices to foreigners, than to the do- 
mestic consumer. 
on the free list. 

ure to the reciprocity pact, 
the battle of the people, with the special interests. 


The passage of this bill, as a companion meas- 
will mark a long step forward in 


tion of last fall. 
that shook from place and power many men who constituted 


a reactionary element in public life, men who had heard, but | 


had not heeded, f 


the Sixty-first Congress. It has brought into this Chamber 
secrated to the uplift of the men and women who by the way 
of bitter travail, produce the wealth of this country. ‘The 
Democratic Party in the present House, has already made good, 
and by its.initial acts, justified the hopes of its 


brought confusion to its adversaries. 


own again, as a controlling force in national affairs. That time 
of greater opportunity, and more abounding prosperity. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. 


sume some of his time. 

Mr. McCALl. 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. How.anp]. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
all gentlemen who speak on this subject may have the right to 
revise and extend their remarks in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
that is a motion that can not be put in committee. 
only can give such leave. 
be given only to separate gentlemen. 


[Applause.] 


The House 


Mr. DALZELL. The Chair is right, and I was in error about | 


that. 


Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask that that right be | 


granted for myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Pickett] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


Mr. CANNON. But, Mr. Chairman, wherein is that compe- | 


tent in Committee of the Whole, and not competent to apply to 
more than one? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 


that there are a number of precedents, running over a series | 
of years, that a Committee of the Whole can grant leave only | 


upon the individual request of Members, whereas the House can 
grant general leave. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
nized. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent to be allowed the privilege of revising my remarks 
and extending them in spots where necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Ham- 
ILTON] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOWLAND. I trust, Mr. Chairman, that this time will 
not be taken out of my allotment. It is suggested to me that it 
is now an opportune time to ask leave to extend my remarks in 
the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOWLAND. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I make the same request—that I 
may be allowed to extend the remarks I have made in the 
REcoRD, 


Mr. Chairman—— 
The gentleman from Michigan is recog- 


The American consumer is entitled to a| 


These machines have been properly placed | 


The long | 
lane of Republican triumphs, had a sudden turn in the elec- | 
That election was an upheaval, a cataclysm, | 


the voice of the people during the sessions of | 


supporters, and | 
The time is at hand when | 
the obscuring mists will roll away from the political skies, | 
and the party of Jefferson, and of Jackson will come into its | 


Mr. Chairman, I ask now | 
that the gentleman from Massachusetis [Mr. McCati] will con- 


Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the gen- 


Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that | 


The Chair will say to the gentleman that 


In committee leave to extend may | 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Hitt] makes the same request. 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 
recognized. 

Mr. HOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding the fer 
rhetoric to which we have listened to-day, I propose to give ; 
cordial support to the pending bill. [Applause.] 

I do not know whether my action in this respect will ; 
with the approval of my constituents or not, but I am absol) 
satisfied that that action is eternally and everlastingly r 
and on that ground I take my stand. [Applause.] 

Every discussion that has come up which touches on 
question of reciprocal agreements has always aroused on { 
floor the bitterest antagonism. This antagonism was enc 
tered at the time of the adoption of the Hawaiian treaty. 
same fight was had over the Cuban differential. Me 
became hysterical, and charged that ruin stared our indus 
in the face. But those storms came and passed away, and 
proceeded serenely on our career of prosperity. 

Iivery piece of progressive legislation, every departure f 
the beaten path always meets with bitter opposition. 

It is indeed interesting, when these questions arise, to n 
the alignment and the position taken by Members upon 
floor and their attitude upon these questions. 

I was indeed interested yesterday as I listened to the lal 
and strained effort of the distinguished gentleman from 


Connecticut [x 
Is there objection? [Afte 
The gentleman from Ohio 


eonsin [Mr. Lennoot] in the long apology which he pres 
many new faces, and much young and aggressive blood, con- | > J > ny 


to the House and to the country for his position on this | 


| No measure presented to the Congress by the Administ: 


has ever received anything at his hands but carping criti 

The reason is perfectly patent to those who are familiar 
political conditions. No man inveighed more severely agai 
the Payne-Aldrich bill and its iniquities than the distingui: 
gentleman from Wisconsin. He pleaded for the common | 
ple—oh, how he loved the dear common people !—and told ab 


t 4 | the iniquitous prohibitive tariffs in the Payne-Aldrich bill. 
will be the dawning of the morning, of a more glorious day | 


told what he would do for the common people if he goi 
chance to vote for lower duties on the necessities of life. N 
that chance is presented to him to do the very thing he wis 
talking about then, and he takes an hour to tell the country 
| why he does not propose to do it. No one has advocated m 
earnestly the conservation of our natural resources, yet w! 
in the pending bill the natural resources of all Canada are 
fered us and we are to be permitted access to the mineral : 
forest wealth of half a continent, the gentleman from Wisc 

| Sin proposes to vote against it. 

It is easy to stand up on the floor and name yourself a pro- 
gressive Republican. I claim that privilege, reserving the ri 
of writing my own definition; but when the Payne-Aldrich |! 

; was before the House, with its maximum and minimum pr 
sions, with its enlarged free list, with many lowered dut! 

| with its corporation tax, and improved administrative features 
he voted against that bill, and thereby voted to continue ithe 
| higher duties of the Dingley bill in force; and now, when tlic 
opportunity is presented to the gentleman to vote for free fi 

| products and lower duties on many manufactured articles, lie 
| proposes to vote in favor of continuing those duties on foo!- 
| stuffs in force as they are in the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill. Ob 
| progress! The gentleman from Wisconsin stands with his f: 

| toward the rising sun and marches steadily backward toward 
the camp of the reactionaries and standpatters; and as I lis 
tened to the sinuous, devious argument of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin I was reminded—I say it all in good nature—of that 
old couplet, which runs something like this: 


It wiggled in, it wiggled out, 

And left the people all in doubt, 
Whether the bird that made the track 
Was going north or coming back. 





| [Laughter.] 

| J listened with a great deal of pleasure to the distinguished 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hrnps], and I give my most cor- 
dial indorsement to the brilliant tribute which he paid to the 
yeomanry of Our country. Yes, the home on the farm is an 
institution and not a factory; but, Mr. Chairman, there are 
millions of homes of wage earners and salaried men in this 
country that are just as much institutions as the home on the 
farm. And it makes no difference, sir, whether that home is 
included within the four narrow, bare walls of a tenement 
house in the great city, it incloses all that is dear to the hopes 
and aspirations of the human soul; and while I speak for the 
yeomanry of my country, in my legislative action I shall not 
limit it te the consideration of any particular class. If I be- 
lieved that this legislation would sacrifice or damage the farm- 
ers of my country I would not give it my support. Neither 
would I give it my support if I believed it would injure any 


class of citizens in this country. [Applause.] 
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Mr. Chairman, it is very true that the home on the farm is an | 
institution, and when hard times come the farmer can not sell 


his produce; but the gaunt wolf of hunger never looks in at 
his window. But when dividends stop and the factory shuts 
down and the pay envelope does not come around, the wage 
earner must starve or steal. 

Oh, some gentlemen are unduly exercised upon this subject 
of the agricultural interests. Why, from Nova Scotia, from 
New Brunswick to British Columbia, there is one long wail go- 
ing up from the Canadian agriculturists, protesting against 
the enactment of this law by the Canadian Parliament, on the 
ground that it will destroy the agricultural interests of Canada. 
The distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hinps] called 
attention to the fact that the legislative assembly of New Bruns- 
wick had passed a resolution against the adoption by the Cana- 
dian Parliament of tuis reciprocity agreement. 
manifestation developed here yesterday. A long telegraphic 
communication was received here on the floor and put in the 
Recorp by the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. GARDNER]. It was a copy of a statute that had just been 
passed by the legislative assembly of New Brunswick. It 
strikes me we are in pretty close connection with the provincial 
legislative assembly of New Brunswick to get telegraphic com- 
munications here immediately of adverse legislation of foreign 
Governments. 

Is the parliament of the Canadian Province of New Bruns- 
wick, which is bitterly opposed to the ratification of the pending 
bill in the Dominion Parliament at Ottawa, attempting to play 
big polities with the Congress of the United States by passing a 


law the effect of which would be to irritate the American people | 


and have a tendency to defeat this legislation? I 
question. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOWLAND. I have declined to yield, but under the cir- 
cumstances I think I ought to. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
gentleman from Ohio that I am not a secret agent of New 
Brunswick. 

Mr. HOWLAND. I will relieve the gentleman from the ne- 
cessity of defending himself against that imputation. I did not 
intend to cast any imputation upon anyone. 
merely the agency through which the telegram was put in the 
Recorp. The fact that the parliament of New Brunswick is 
adverse to this legislation suggested the thought that they 
might think it would help to defeat the reciprocity bill in the 
Congress of the United States if they passed a law to which we 
would naturally take exception. 

Mr. Chairman, it might be interesting, after all the eulogies 
which have been paid and all the tears that have been shed in 
behalf of the agricultural interests in this country by gentle- 
men representing agricultural constituencies—and I represent 
one myself—to take up just briefly and read a few extracts 
from the debate in the House of Commons at Ottawa on this 
subject: 


ask the 


Mr. Chairman, will the 


DEBATES IN HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


(Mr. W. W. German (Welland), March 2, 1911, column 4582.] 


It is sald that the farmers will be benefited. So far as the county 
of Welland is concerned, there are two townships in the county which 
grow quantities of fruit, but they also grow large quantities of ordi- 
nary farm products, and it may be said that the people of the county 
are almost exclusively a farming community. In 
that county were anxious to get into the Buffalo market, but in view 
of the home market we have established since then, they are not now 
so anxious. I doubt very much, sir, if the farmers of my county or 
any other county in Canada will be very es benefited, 
benefited at all, by this agreement. Why, sir, the whole argument of 
the statesmen of the United States in favor of this proposition is that 
it will decrease the cost of living in the United States; and how, in the 
name of all that is sensible, is it going to decrease the cost of living in 
the United States and at the same time give a higher price to our 
farmers for their farm products? I certainly can not reconcile these 
two things. But I do not think it will give any considerable benefit to 
the farmers of this country, and even if it did give them some small 
benefit, 1 think that benefit may be obtained at a cost too high for the 
general welfare of this country. Now, sir, let me say that in my own 
county there is at least one-third of it (comprising the townships bor- 
dering on the Niagara River) contiguous to the Buffalo market. The 
Buffalo market would be a natural market for the agriculturists there, 
and they might in some instances get a higher price for their commodi- 
ties on the Buffalo market, and it might be more convenient for them 
— Prine to the town of Welland, where they would get nearly the 

But, sir, what would happen—the same vehicles that carry the 
Canadian farm prodacts to the Buffalo market for sale will bring back 
from Buffalo the merchandise required by the farmers to carry on their 
farming operations, and which will be purchased from the United 
States merchants. It has already been said what the effect will be, and 
I believe it, that British Columbia will trade with the Pacific Coast 
States, that the western Provinces will trade with the States to the 
south of them, and so on from the Pacific to the Atlantic, our people 
will be trading with the 


trading east and west, among themselves, 


And a peculiar | ~ 


I want to assure the | 


The gentleman was | 


| We know 


1891 the farmers of | 


if | 
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[Mr. Broder, Apr. 5, 1911. Column 6877.] 

What effect is this treaty to have on the interests of the farmer? 
After all, it is the cold question of business. There are localities in 
the country which it will no doubt help. It will help the country in 
spots. How is the farmer in Ontario to be affected? It will affect four 
large industries adversely the hog market, the horse market, the egg 
market, and the apple market These are four principal products of 
‘intario and Quebec. There are others, but these I will deal with. 
Why do I say that it will affect the hog market Chere are in the 
United States 49,000,000 hogs, and there are something less than 
5,000,000 in Canala. That is 16 to 1, and it is wor than Bryan's. 
I intend to make a comparison of the average price for five years in 
Montreal and Chicago. Some people take Buffalo, but it is not a 
center, compared with Chieago, which is the principal nter for hogs. 
Here are the yearly average prices of the hogs for five years in 
Montreal and Chicago: ; 

Years ( Montreal. 
acids dddgbusnedveehtemdebwaibbadanddas vies shaadeanes $6. 2 7 
Dito hiidssnvddithcshsieeanekddooantnebieeneds 6. 10 ‘ 
CER rar rep ace ian em a Rina tiene 5. 70 | 7 
Di séchdeddbbdddcatsaebsenciihennbetesddxbsdacdaddeandwes 7 35 | i 
PE tkseididindidsetbbenisadatadloniwakoket wade canada 8. 90 | 
Average for the five years................ atenaausnee 6. 85 | 8. 10 


What about horses? 





There are 21,000,000 horses in the United 


States. There are 12 States lying along either side of the Mississippi 
River which are adjacent to our western country, and in those 12 
States, one-quarter of the whole United States in number, you find 
11,600,000 horses. Does any one pretend to say that our western 
market, which is our best market for heavy horses, will not be sup- 
plied from those States? In the first place their herses are more 
easily got into the market, and with less risk to the buyer. What is 
the average price given to the American farmer—$108.19 on the 
farm, old and young and all. Again, the American authority gives 
the average of the Canadian horses on the farm at $133, almost $25 


| difference in favor of the Canadian. 


I will now quote from the remarks of the Hon. George F. 

Foster in the Canadian House of Commons on February 9, 1911, 

and I commend the attention of the House to this line of argu- 
meut: 


In 


the United States what was the condition of things? A high 
tariff from time immemorial, growing higher through the Dingley bill 
} and the McKinley bill and at last coming to a height of 45 per cent 
on an average on dutiable goods; against that a revolt broke out, 
| & campaign was waged, and the slogan of the campaign in the Repub- 
| lican Party was a downward revision of the tariff in the United States. 
| The Republican Party promised it; they were elected; they brought 


down their measure and the Payne-Aldrich bill ended not in any down- 


ward revision that was worth mentioning. What happened? rhey 
were defeated in the country. The insurgent force that swept the 
Republican Party out of power was pledged to downward revision 
| It was known by all men that the coming Congress would deal with 
| that matter and it was known that they would deal with it in the 
| line of taking off and diminishing duties especially on foodstuffs 
and natural resources. Canada would have secured these markets 


| anyway, without reciprocity and without giving up her own. 


It sounds to me, in view of the well-known attitude of the 
Democratic majority here, as though there might be some force 
in an argument of that kind addressed to the Canadian Parlia- 
ment. I quote now from the remarks of Hon. Mr. Borden, of 


| Halifax, leader of the opposition, on February 9, 1911, where 


he presents an argument about the money expended by Canada 
in building her railway transportation system from East to 
West, running into something like $700,000,000, and he con- 
tinues: 





how immensely important forests are to this count! 
Important not only in respect to their values as timber, but In | 
relation to the great waterway systems of this country Import t 
to the people of this country in every sense, and when we obse! 


that the President of the United States over and over again directs 
the attention of Congress to the importance of giving to the people of 
the United States access to the forests of Canada, in order that . 


own may be preserved, surely that suggestion in that argument affords 
ample room for thought to the people of this country as to whether 
or not they should accept these proposals, 





Hon E. D. Monk, on February 9, 1911, said in opposing ratification 
of treaty because “it tends to invade our forest wealth and other 
natural resources: 

} “We have constituted a commission of conservation We ha 
spent a great amount of time in the study of those resources and | 

| means of conserving them, and we have just had a meeting at which it 
has been made apparent that we must change our course and t! 
future bring to the conservation of those great natural resour all 
that care which has been found wanting in other countries and which 

| is necessary to prevent the waste of what constitutes the real strength 
of a nation.” 

Second argument— 

“The tendency of the reciprocal agreement {Is admittedly to mal 
our trade north and south, after they have been working 20 ye to 


get lines of transportation east and west.” 
Mr. Foster, on February 14, 1911, further said: 


What else have you done? You have reduced the meat 1 
| have reduced the preserved and cured meat duties. In the northwest 
| Provinces millions of dollars worth of cured p ts hav eon 
going and a large trade has been carried on during t seven 


these 


Under this arrangement, if it comes into force, the nort! t 
American people north and south, instead of | wil! be supplied absolutely from the packing 
Milwaukee, and the near-by places in the 


establishments of ¢ 


United States. Ye 
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away from the packing industry of this country a part, and a valuable 
part, of its local market, the domestic market in the northwest, and 
you transfer it to the United States market. 

Mr. Martin Burrell, on February 14, 1911, 3656 et seq., pro- 
tests bitterly against the agreement as ruinous to fruit growers 
and market gardeners. 

Mr. J. E. Armstrong, on February 16, 1911, said: 

My good friend from Prince Edward Island spoke of the wonderful 
advantages the people of Canada would have in farm and dairy products 
by this arrangement. Does he know that we imported into Canada from 
the United States last year $52,597 worth of poultry and exported only 
$3,526 to the United States; imports of potatoes $213,554, exports to 
United States $36,770; imported $177,577 worth of eggs and exported 
to the United States $12,596; that 6,604 horses came in from the 
United States and we sent them 2,615? 

He continues the argument and takes a strong stand against 
the treaty as injurious to farming interests on the ground that 
the United States is a great exporter to Canada. 

Mr. Lemieux, on February 21, 1911, said: 

We are told by my honorable friend (Mr. Sproul) that it is a one- 
sided agreement, but we also have one of the highest protectionists 
on this continent, Mr. Jon CanNon-—-Uncle Joe—prominent in Amer- 
ican public life, who objects to this agreement because it is one-sided. 
It is, indeed, strange to find protectionists on both sides of the line 
agrecing that it is a one-sided agreement to the prejudice of each. 

[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, judging from the anxiety of our Canadian 
friends, I think our friends, the agricultural interests on this 
side of the line, as I said before, are unduly alarmed. The dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr, Pickett] referred at some 
length to the old treaty which was in force, and I have been 
surprised in the course of this discussion, when it is claimed that 
this legislation will ruin the prosperity of our farmers, that we 
have not been referred te the ruin and privation that fell upon 
them during the 11 or 12 years that the treaty was in force. 
3ut no; no such figures have been presented, and no such figures 
can be presented, for everyone who has investigated that situa- 


tion knows that during the time that that treaty was in force | 
agriculture flourished as it never had flourished before in this | 


country, and I say, without fear of successful contradiction, 
that if it had not been for the sympathy which the Canadian 
people manifested for the Southern Confederacy during the Civil 
War that treaty never would have been abrogated. No one 
would ever have conceived the idea of abrogating that treaty. 

Oh, you can cite extracts in the discussion by partisan men in 
the Congress, made up entirely of Republicans just returned 
from the bitter conflicts, ready to take action in any direction 
where some hostile influence existed; but I want to cite as 
authority for the position which I have taken Mr. Stanwood, in 
his Tariff Controversies of a Hundred Years (vol. 2, p. 138). 
Mr. Stanwood is an impartial witness, though biased strongly 
in the interest of a protective tariff, and this is the language 
he uses in speaking of this very subject: 

All through the North a feeling of resentment had been growing 
steadily on account of the apparently strong sympathy of the Canadians 
for the Confederate cause, and in the end it seemed to become the chief 
reason for abrogating the treaty. 

It seems to be fashionable, Mr. Chairman, to call attention to 
the names of distinguished men and the positions which they 
have occupied upon this question. There has been a studied 
effort during this discussion to try to carry the impression that 
those of us who are favoring this legislation are departing from 
the time-honored principles of our party. There has been a 
studied effort to make it appear that the President of the United 
States in negotiating this treaty and recommending is passage 
by the Congress has violated the principles of his party. 

At the time this old treaty was abrogated James A. Garfield 
was a Representative in Congress from the State of Ohio, and, 
as a Representative from the old nineteenth district of that 
State, a district loyal to the core, where secession sentiment was 
barely tolerated and where the agricultural interest at that 
time was by far the most important, was big enough and broad 
enough to vote against the abrogation of that treaty. He did 
not think that its operation for 12 years had been adverse to 
the interests of his agricultural constituents, and it was not. 
They cordially returned him to Congress term after term, then 
sent him to the Senate, and finally he was elected President of 
the United States. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make this suggestion 
to the gentleman, and that is that President Grant in his ad- 
ministration negotiated a treaty, or his Secretary of State nego- 
tiated a treaty, on the general lines of the Elgin treaty and on 
the lines of this treaty negotiated by President Taft. 

Mr. HOWLAND. I am glad to have that; I did not have it 
in my list, and I am very glad to have the information. 

Mr. DALZELL. It did not go very far. 

Mr. HOWLAND. No; it was stopped just the same as all 
legislation that affects or seems to affect any protected interest 
is stopped. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 





Mr. McCALL. The Senate stopped it. 

Mr. HOWLAND. Yes; the Senate stopped it. [Applausi 
the Democratic side.] Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman f; 
Iowa a short time ago attempted to appeal to the loyalty w! 
every Republican has for the name of James G. Blaine. | 
true that Mr. Blaine voted in favor of the abrogation of ; 
treaty in 1865, but I propose to call the attention of this H 
to Mr. Blaine’s attitude in 1890 on the question of recipr: 
Did anybody ever hear that reciprocity was good Republi 
doctrine? You would think, to hear the discussions in 
Chamber, that reciprocity was heresy. Why, we used to | 
gentlemen talk glibly about reciprocity as the handmaide: 
protection; but what has happened to that handmaiden of m 
tection at the hands of the standpatters in this debate is si: 
awful. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. This is another girl; thi 
a different girl. 

Mr. HOWLAND. It seems to be difficult for the standpatt 
to locate any girl by the name of Reciprocity. At the tim 
McKinley bill was under consideration in the Senate James 

slaine was Secretary of State. He sent to Senator Hale 
amendment which he had drafted. Before I take up 
amendment I want to make this preliminary statement. I 
aware of the position taken by the distinguished gentle 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DatzeLi] on this question. He cl: 
that the Republican doririne of reciprocity is a mutual tr 
convention or agreement between this country and a for 
country in noncompeting products only. 

Where does the distinguished gentleman get his auth 
for such a definition? I propose to show that it is not a « 
rect statement of the Republican doctrine of reciprocity 
understood and advocated by the most illustrious of our | 
ers and about which we have harangued and argued and tal! 
so glibly. This amendment which Mr. Blaine sent to Senat 
Hale in 1880, when the McKinley bill was in the Senate, is 
follows: 

And the President of the United States is hereby authorized, wit) 
further legislation, to declare the ports of the United States free 
open to all products of any nation of the American hemisphere \ 
which no export duties are imposed whenever and so long as 
nation shall admit to its ports, free of all national, provincia! (Stat 
municipal, and other taxes, flour, corn meal, and other breadstu 
preserved meats, fish, vegetables, and fruits; cottonseed oil, rice, : 
other provisions, including all articles’ of food; lumber, furniture, 
all other articles of wood ; agricultural implements and machinery, n 
ing and mechanical machinery; and structural iron, steel rails, | 
motives, railway cars and supplies, street cars, refined petroleum, 
such other products of the United States as may be agreed upon. 

There is the amendment offered by Mr. Blaine. Is there 
any distinction in that amendment between competitive and 
noncompetitive articles? [Applause.] None whatever. 1 
Republican doctrine of reciprocity that has been advocated 
by our leaders is that we will concede limited access to our 
markets on more favorable terms to a given nation provided 
that nation gives us a substantial equivalent in her markets. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will my colleague yield for a brief 
suggestion? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio [\! 
HowLaNnpD] has expired. 

Mr. McCALL. I will yield 5 or 10 minutes more to tl 
gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachuset! 
[Mr. McCatx] yield further time? 

Mr. McCALL. I yield 10 minutes further. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [\ir. 
How1LanpD] yield to his colleague [Mr. Lonewortn]? 

Mr. HOWLAND. I do. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I simply want to ask my colleague if, in 
his judgment, it would be possible to have any reciprocity what- 
ever with Canada except in competing articles? 

Mr. HOWLAND. In reply to that I would say that even the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] admits that on the 
doctrine of noncompeting products reciprocity with Canada is 
impossible. The doctrine of reciprocity in noncompeting articles 
is simply a weapon used to kill off commercial trade agreements 
when they are brought forward and contain substantial mutual! 
concessions. [Applause.] Why, what is a noncompeting prod 
uct? Every pound of foodstuff that is imported into the United 
States, whether it can be produced here or not, competes with 
every domestic foodstuff that we have. 

Would anybody say that tropical fruits imported into this 
country do not compete with domestic fruits? Take the manu- 
facturing proposition. We can manufacture everything under 
the sun that we want that has a dollar in it to pay us a protit 
on the investment. And you can go down the line, and when 
you go down the line where are you? We are down to tea and 
coffee. Tea and coffee are necessities of life, and it was pro- 
posed in the Payne bill—but it did not get very far wlien the 
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1911. 


—_—_————— Or a 


country found out what the proposition was—to put a tariff on 
tea and coffee, so that we could have a club with which to 
knock coffee and tea exporting countries in the head if they 
discriminated against us in their customs duties. That is to 
say, tea and coffee being noncompetitive, the tariff would, of 
eourse, under all constructions, be added to the retail price, 
and the consumer would pay it. In other words, it was pro- 
posed to tax our own people for the sake of punishing a foreign 
commercial nation. To punish ourselves in order to make a 
commercial rival be good. What would Brazil care how much of 
an import tax we put on coffee? She did not have to pay it; we 
paid it. Why, that reminds me of the man who committed 
suicide in order to make his enemy regret it. 
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I was diverted just a moment from a consideration of the | 


position of ex-Secretary Blaine upon this question. 
ter to Senator Frye, referring to his amendment to the McKinley 
hill—I know everyone is familiar with this celebrated letter, and 
I want to have it in the Recorp, at least a few sentences from 





it—he said: 

It furnishes an opportunity where the farmer may be benefited pri 
marily, undeniably richly benefited. Here is an opportunity for a | 
Republican Congress to open the markets of 40,000,000 people to the 


products of the American farm. 


And in discussing the McKinley bill, then under consideration 
in the Senate, he said, in the same letter: 

There is not a section or line in the entire bill that will open a 
market for another bushel of wheat or another barrel of pork. 

This amendment which Secretary Blaine advocated was the 
method by which he proposed to benefit the farmer and en- 
large his market for agricultural products. Oh, but you say, 
this was not adopted. Before I pass to the consideration of 
that question I want to say to the House that Secretary Blaine 
was so anxious to have this amendment adopted that he sent 
Mr. William E. Curtis, who was secretary, I believe, of the Pan 
American Congress in session here at that time, to Maj. McKin- 
ley and asked him if he would not introduce the amendment 
and try to get it adopted in the House. Mr. Curtis, in the 
National Reciprocity Magazine of August 15, 1902, says that the 
amendment met the approval of Maj. McKinley, chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee; that he submitted it to the 


In his let- | 


consideration of that committee and advocated and voted for | 


it in the committee. [Applause.] Maj. McKinley’s vote was 
the only vote in favor of it in the committee. 


After it had been | 


} 


The Dingley bill was passed, and 





an era of prosperity ne 
upon the country unparalleled in its history; and we soon came 
to the question of whether or not our agricultural interests, 
which were prospering, and our manufacturing interests, which 
were prospering, would not produce a surplus and a glut in the 
market, with its consequent business depression and hard es 
President McKinley, to whom it was given to look furtl into 
the future than falls to the lot of most men, grasped that oOpo- 
sition thoroughly, and immediately commenced to « about for 
ways and means to obtain larger foreign mar! , in order that 
our industries might continue prosperous and t! irplus of our 
agriculturists and manufacturers might find a | ble et. 
Under the authority contained in section 4 of Dir bill 
he authorized and‘instructed Mr. Kasson to nevoliate certain 
commercial trade agreements with foreign unt You car 
examine those treaties—the distinguished gentleman fi | l 
| Sylvania [Mr. DaALzeLL] can examine those ti ‘ eare 
fully as he likes, and if he can find the distin: ther 
competitive and noncompetitive products as the line of ¢ 
| nation along which President MeKinley negoti i the 
| ties, I would be obliged to him if he would point out, | 
[I have not been able to find it. [Applause on the Dk tic 
side. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex 1 
Mr. HOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have tive 
minutes more, if possible 
Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I will yield five minutes more 
| to the gentleman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio rec zed 
for five minutes. 
Mr. HOWLAND. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy, as 
I am very anxious to call specific attention to a few of the provi- 
| sions of the Kasson treaties. In consideration of substantial 
equivalents in her markets the convention for Barbados admitted 
into the United States cane sugar and molasses, fresh fruit, fresh 
vegetables, and asphalt at a reduction of 124 per Ine id 
eration for substantial equivalents in her markets the « yen- 
tion for Turks and Caicos Islands gave salt the benefit of a 
24 per cent reduction on the Dingley rates. For Jaimacia 
cane sugar and molasses were given a reduction of 12) per cent 
from the Dingley rates. Citrus fruits, pineapples, fresh vege 
tables, including potatoes and onions, and rum were given a re 
duction of 20 per cent of the Dingley rates. The convention for 
Bermuda gave potatoes, onions, tomatoes, and other fresh vege 


defeated in the committee, Mr. Curtis says “ That Maj. McKin- | 
ley, Mr. Blaine, Mr. Windom, who was then Secretary of the | 


Treasury, and other members of the administration worked 
hard to bring the committee to their senses. There was a meet- 


with greater foree and earnestness than he had ever heard him 
before or since. He finally got an amendment attached to the 
bill. It was not what he wanted. 
much restricted. 
stone.” 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment which was finally adopted in 
the Senate was offered by Senator Aldrich, of Rhode Island, 
and authorized the President to place a duty on sugar and 
molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, raw and uncured, when any 
nation discriminated against us, these articles being placed on 
the free list in the bill. 

But even in the Aldrich amendment, which is called a 
reciprocal amendment, the distinction between competitive and 


His negotiations were very | 
He had asked for bread, and they gave him a | 


noncompetitive products is entirely lost sight of, for no one | 


would contend for a moment that sugar and molasses and 
hides, raw and uncured, were not competitive products. 

_Mr. Chairman, I could go on down and take up the Dingley 
bill, sections 3 and 4, even down to the Payne tariff bill, if 
you please, which contains some reciprocal provisions; but no- 
where in these laws do you find the distinction between com- 
petitive and noncompetitive products. 
that you have of it is in section 4 of the Dingley bill, where it 
is provided that certain items may be transferred to the free 


The nearest intimation | 


list for a limited time by the President, provided “the products | 


are the natural products of the foreign country and not of the 
United States.” But even there the distinction is not drawn 
between competitive and noncompetitive products. 

And so I take it that you will look long and far before you 
will find anything that will authorize you to lay down the dis- 
tinction as accepted political Republican doctrine that recipro- 
cal trade agreements must be in noncompeting products only. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. McKinley was elected President in 1896, and immediately 
proceeded to carry out his campaign promises to the American 


people, and insisted u 1 1 
mills of the country pon legislation which would open up the 


rather than the mints. 


| gave a reduction of 20 per cent on hides, 


ing one night at the Ebbitt House, at which Mr. Blaine spoke | substantial equivaients in our market 


tables, bulbs, and natural flowers a reduction of 20 per cent of 

the Dingley rates. The convention with the Ar tine Re; 

wool. and sugar 
ther 1 

to a sufficien 

of my yx 

Senate, a 


rel ublic 
for 
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M 


Cad 
ium 

ton. 

the 


any if 
might be cited, but I have called attentior 
ber to demonstrate conclusively the correctness 

The Kasson treaties were not ratified by the 
only reason why I call attention to them is to es 
that they did not discriminate between competitive and n 
competitive products. President McKinley indorsed am! ay 
proved those treaties, and we thus see clearly that he did not 
recognize the doctrine of noncompeting products as the rect 
basis on which to negotiate reciprocal trade agreemen 

Mr. Chairman, President McKinley was nol 
the failure of the Senate to ratify the Kasson treatie i 
second inaugural he called attention to the necessity for 
markets in the following language: 

Our diversified productions, however, are in ng in 
precedented volume as to admonish us of f 
enlarging cur foreign markets by broader commercial 1 
this purpose reciprocal trade arrangements s! d in | ral 
carefully cultivated and promoted. 

In the tragic speech at Buffalo, which I wil € more ¢al 
to the attention of the House—* lest we forg » said that 
reciprocal trade agreements must be enacted; that we 
yield something to our competitors, 
of our tariff rates, in order to get concessions from then 
ments founded upon a valid consideration. And so | 
this afternoon that when the name of McKinley 
posing treaties of this character it is erroneously used, 
language at Buffalo, prophetic as it would seem t 
an absolute refutation of such statements SJ 
subject at Buffalo on the day of his assassi 
McKinley said: 


We have a vast and intricate business, built 
and struggle, in which every part of the mtr 
will not permit of either neglect or of undue selfishness NO 
ROW, SORDID POLICY WILL SUBSERVE I’ Che grea | and 
wisdom on the part of the manufacturers and produc vill be x ed 
to hold and increase it. Our industrial enterprises, which have wn 
to such great proportions, affect the homes and occ 
ple and the welfare of the country. Our 


iblish t 


fact 


something of our 1 
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apacity to prod ! 
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veloped so enormously and our products have so multiplied that the 
problem of more markets requires our urgent and immediate attention. 

Only a broad and enlightened policy will keep what we have. No 
other policy will get more. In these times of marvelous business en- 
ergy and gain we ought to be looking to the future, strengthening the 
weak places in our industrial and commercial systems, so that we may 
be ready for any storm or strain. 

By sensible trade arrangements which will not interrupt our home 
production we shall extend the outlets for our increasing surplus. A 
system which provides a mutual exchange of commodities is mani- 
festly essential to the continued healthful growth of our export trade. 
We must not repose in fancied security that we can forever sell every- 
thing and buy little or nothing. If such a thing were possible it 
would not be best for us or those with whom we deal. Ve should 
take from our customers such of their products as we can use without 
barm to our industries and labor. 

Reciprocity is the natural outgrowth of our wonderful industrial 
development under the domestic policy now firmly established. What 
we produce beyond our domestic consumption must have a vent abroad. 
The excess must be relieved through a foreign outlet and we should 
sell everything we can and buy wherever the buying will enlarge our 
sales and productions, and thereby make a greater demand for home 
labor. 


THE PERIOD OF EXCLUSIVENESS IS PAST. The expansion of 


unprofitable. A policy of goo 
prevent reprisals. Reciprocity treaties are in harmony with the spirit 
of the times; measures of retaliation are not. IF PERCHANCE SOME 
OF OUR TARIFFS ARE NO LONGER NEEDED FOR REVENUE OR 
TO ENCOURAGER AND PROTECT OUR INDUSTRIES AT HOME, 
WHY SHOULD THEY NOT BE EMPLOYED TO EXTEND AND PRO- 
MOTE OUR MARKETS ABROAD? 

And now, Mr. Chairman, I would call attention to the mes- 
gage to Congress, December 3, 1901, of President Roosevelt upon 
this subject squarely in line with McKinley, but my time is 
almost exhausted; therefore in conclusion I say to this commit- 
tee that President Taft, in negotiating and sending to the Con- 
gress the pending treaty, is acting in accordance with the best 
Republican doctrine [applause] ; he is acting in accordance with 
the doctrines of Grant, of Garfield, of Blaine, of William Mc- 
Kinley, and of Theodore Roosevelt; and if anybody can ques- 
tion the Republicanism of those men, I should like to hear him 
do it. Certainly it can not be done in this presence. [Ap- 
plause.] 

I give my support to the pending measure, in the full faith 
that it makes for national progress, and will promote the com- 
mon welfare of our people. “No narrow, sordid policy will 
subserve it. The period of exclusiveness is past.” [Applause.] 

Mr. McCALL. I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Grivett]. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I believe thoroughly in the 
principle and practice of protection, and I have been asked how 
I can consistently with that belief support this bill. My an- 
swer is that against the people of Canada we need no protec- 
tion. The principle does not apply. They are a people com- 
posite like us, of many different races, but with the resultant 
dominant type very much like ours. They have similar ideals 
of public and private life and much the same standards of 
living. They have the same environment, are planted in a land 
with the same resources and products, where nature has spread 
for them the same obstacles, and by conquering them they have 
developed the same self-reliance and enterprise. [Applause.] 

They have the same diversities of religion and blood and tra- 
ditions which complex and perplex us. For thousands of miles 
there is no natural or artificial boundary between the two coun- 
tries, and a wanderer without inquiring would never know with 
which nation he was sojourning. Their people have overrun the 
invisible boundary line in swarms and made their homes with 
us, and our people have returned the flattering compliment and 
in great multitudes taken up homes with them. No cannon 
frowns from either side against the other, and by reason of a 
most auspicious convention the inland seas between us are un- 
vexed by any of the ships of war which nowadays are claimed 
as the necessary instruments of peace. 

It would be difficult to imagine two countries more alike. To 
be sure, they preserve a monarchy and aristocracy while we 
maintain “a church without a bishop and a State without a 
king,” but this superficial difference only illustrates the truth 
of Pope’s hackneyed couplet: 

For forms of government let fools contest; 

Whate'er is best administered is best, 
for in aspiration and enjoyment of personal and _ political 
liberty, in deep-rooted hostility to tyranny and persecution, and 
in legal guaranties against them, it would be hard to detect 
any difference in the two nations. And it is the spirit of the 
people and not administration or laws that keeps alive freedom. 
The laws may be of ideal excellence for preserving true democ- 
racy, but a reckless or torpid population will nullify them. 

Their industries are stimulated by the same protective policy 
we have found so successful. Both nations are developing along 
exactly the same lines, and if there are differences in stand- 





ards and modes of life, they indicate only different staco< 
development. Equal differences exist between different pa 
of our own country. j 

Against such a country with sach a population I see no res 
to invoke the principle of protection. 

I think it would be to the advantage of both countries +),.;+ 
mutual trade and intercourse should be unfettered, that jy)<;. 
ness and personal relations should be intimate, and that ¢+,. 
gether we should spread over the continent a uniform 4). 
identical civilization. Certainly as the larger, richer, y.». 
highly developed neighbor, we ought not to find it to our q; 
vantage, The difference in the cost of production on the ; 
sides of the line is too wavering and inconsiderable to be es 
lated, and under full reciprocity would quickly disappear. 4 
so I think it is desirable that all tariff walls should be pro) 
down between two countries so akin in everything which » 
to make up their industrial life, and then production and +, 


f 


| may develop along whatever lines the unerring laws of mu! 
our trade and commerce is the preas*s problem. Commercial wars are | 


will and friendly trade relations will | 


advantage shall determine. [Applause.] 

Neither nature nor laws nor habits of life have given ¢) 
any permanent advantage over us in the contest. We start 
fair terms, and we ought not to shrink from the test. I shoy\q 
like to see unrestricted reciprocal trade in everything, : I 
welcome this pact not so much for itself as for the promi 
gives of closer union and broader pacts. The important :; 
ment to my mind is not so much whether by fine calculat 
of probable imports or exports you can figure out a profit to 
as it is that this is an initial step toward a greater trade mo 
ment and intimacy between these two related neighbors whic); 
will stimulate and modulate and steady their mutual deve! 
ment. Momentary local losses, which are likely to accon v 
any change of policy, will soon be swallowed up and forgotten in 
the general gain. Like the quality of mercy, it will be ‘ 
blessed—it blesseth him that gives and him that takes.” 

Dr. Johnson said at the sale of Thrale’s brewery : 

We are not here to sell a parcel of boilers and vats, but the | 
tiality of growing rich beyond the dreams of avarice. 

And so the value of this pact is not the mere exchange of a 
few specified articles, but it is the opening of a new era in | 
relationship of two kindred and sympathetic nations. 

The question of annexation has occasionally been brought up 
for the purpose of embarrassing this bill. Doubtless many | 
sons on both sides of the line regret that when the orig 
United States was formed Canada, whose destiny nature had 
apparently joined with ours, was not included in the Union. 
But no sane man believes that there is any purpose here, dir 
or indirect, ever to annex Canada against her will. It may 
happen generations from now that the countries will have so 
grown together that our descendants will mutually agree pe 
fully to unite their fortunes in one government. But that at 
present is only the vision of the dreamer and not the plan of 
any statesman. 

And it is safe to say that there will never be any host 
action by this people to annex our friendly neighbors. Any l 
demonstration is meant as a bugaboo or a sensation, not is a 
serious purpose. 

The far-seeing President who had the courage to negotiite 
the pact against the remonstrance of many of his own party ‘nd 
against the advice of astute calculators of political results has 
won for himself lasting fame. Whether it now becomes a !:w 
or not, whatever the immediate result on his fortunes, he has 
linked his name with a great step forward in our international! 
relations. His policy may not win approval now, but it will 
never be retraced. If he can not complete it he can not be 
robbed of the honor of beginning. I am reminded of one of tlic 
finest passages in one of Schillers best tragedies, Don Carlos, 
where the Marquis of Posa says to the Queen: 

Phe onate hand an diesen rohen stein. 

Ob er vollende oder unterliege 

Ihm einerlei, Er lege hand an. Wenn 
Jahr-hunderte dahin geflohen, wird 

Die vorsicht einen fuerstensohn wie er 

Auf einem thron wie seiner wiederholen, 
Und thren neuen liebling mit derselben 

ey Begeisterung entzuenden. 

The translation of it into prose takes away all of its beauty 
and much of its force. ’ 

Let him begin the work on this unshapen stone. Whether he suc- 
ceed or fail all alike to him—let him n the work. And when 
centuries have rolled away Providence shall again raise a prince like 
him upon a throne like his and inspire her new favorite with the 
same noble purpose. 

And I believe the President when he made this pact acted in 
that spirit and did not stop to weigh on pigmy scales the im- 
mediate party or local or personal advantage. His horizon 
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was broader. He was but beginning a great work. He acted 
for what he thought was the ultimate permanent gain of both 
party and country. He offered to Canada that full reciprocity 
which between such kindred, intelligent, similar neighbors is 
pound to come. And whether it succeed or fail now, I believe 
this policy is certain of ultimate triumph and certain to bring 
honor to the courageous President by whom it was inaugurated. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Suertey, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R, 4412, the 
Canadian reciprocity bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


GENERAL LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that all gentlemen who speak on this bill may have leave to 
print for five legislative days on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that all gentlemen who speak on this bill may have 
leave to print in the Recorp for five legislative days on the 
subject of the bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent reference of the bill (H. R. 4704) mak- 
ing appropriations and providing for continuing contracts for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of public works on the 
Missouri River between Kansas City and the mouth be changed 
from the Committee on Appropriations to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Then, on motion of Mr. UNperwoop (at 5 o’clock and 50 min- 


utes p. m.), the House adjourned until Wednesday, April 19, at 
12 o’clock meridian. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Waupaca River, Wis. (H. Doc. No. 20); to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Stilaguamish River, Wash. (H. Doc. No. 19); to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Great Kills Harbor, N. Y. (H. Doc. No. 18); to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
4704) making appropriations and providing for a continuing 
contract for the construction, repair, and preservation of pub- 
lic works on the Missouri River between Kansas City and the 


mouth, and the same was referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 5048) to prohibit in the 
District of Columbia the intermarriage of whites with Negroes 
or Mongolians; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 5049) to fix the term of enlist- 
ment in the Army and to reduce the expense of the military 
establishment; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5950) to repeal all laws and parts of laws 
authorizing increase of the pay of commissioned officers and 
enlisted men of the Army serving beyond the limits of the 
States comprising the Union and the Territories of the United 
States contiguous thereto; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 5951) for the erection of a 
public building at Batavia, N. Y.; to the Committee on Public 
ae and Grounds. 


MANN: A bill (H. R. 5952) authorizing the Secre- 


tary of War to furnish two condemned bronze or brass cannon 
or field pieces and cannon balls to the George W. Spencer Post, 
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tepublic, city of Dolton, State of 
Illinois; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 5953) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to regulate commerce,’ approved February 4, 
1887; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 5954) to amend section 3716 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 5955) providing for the regu- 
lation, identification, and registration of automobiles engaged in 
interstate commerce, and the licensing of the operators thereof: 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5956) to fix the sizes of baskets or other 
open containers for small fruits or berries; to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

$y Mr. HANNA: A Dill (H. R. 5957) making drunkenness 
the District of Columbia a misdemeanor, and to provide a li 
pital for inebriates, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 5958) autherizing all 
tribes or bands of Indians of Oklahoma to submit claims to the 
Court of Claims which have not heretofore been determined by 
the Supreme Court of the United States; to the Committee 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 5959) dividing the eastern 
judicial district of Oklahoma into three divisions, fixing the 
time and place for holding court therein, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: A bill (H. R. 5960) for the erection of a 
public building at Fairmont, Minn.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5961) authorizing national banking asso- 
ciations to make loans upon improved agricultural land; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 5962) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Tullahoma, in the State of Tennessee; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5963) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Lewisburg, in the 
State of Tennessee; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5964) to establish a fish-cultural station 
in the county of Lincoln, in the State of Tennessee; to the Com 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5965) to establish a national military park 
at the battlefield of Stones River; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5966) au 
thorizing the President to appoint a commissi: 
the erection of monuments and markers and e 
route of the Oregon trail¢; to the Committee on the Li 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (TH. R. 5967) au- 
thorizing an investigation with a view ring allotments 
for the Choctaws of Mississippi; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5968) to authorize a survey of Tchula Lake, 
Miss.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 5969) renewing 
a franchise, as originally granted, to the South Mobile Terminal! 
Co. to construct wharves, docks, and piers at or near Alabama 
Port; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 5970) relating to the removal 
of employees of the Government in the classified civil service; 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

3y Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 5971) to prevent the sale 
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the general 
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of intoxicating liquors in any ship, naval station, or building 
used, controlled, or owned by the United States Government; 
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

ty Mr. HOWARD: A Dill (H. R. 5972) to establish at At 
lanta, Ga., a subtreasury ; to the Committee on Ways and M 


3y Mr. ROUSE: Resolution (H. Res. 104) request the 
Postmaster General to furnish certain informati { 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

3y Mr. CLARK of Florida: Resolution (Tf. Res. 105) request 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to furnish certain informat 
to the Committee on Bxpenditures in the Interior De 


By Mr. GARRBTT: Resolution (H. Res. 106) author 
and directing the Committee on Foreign Affairs to make i: ry 
into the condition of turbulence alleged to pr il in the R 


public of Mexico and to report thereon; to the Committ 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: Resolution (1H. 
ing the Committee on Foreign Affairs to make 
condition of turbulence prevailing in the Republic 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


he 10 
nquiry into the 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions | 


were introduced and severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5973) granting | 


an increase of pension to Caleb Ackerman; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI, R. 5974) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Bilsing; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5975) granting an increase of pension 
Mahlon C. Bennett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5976) granting an increase of pension 
John Cotner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5977) granting an increase of pension 
John Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 5978) granting an increase of pension 
John Fralick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5979) granting an increase of pension 
Isaac Jump; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5980) granting an increase of pension 
Emma B.-+Kanzieiter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5981) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Kieffer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5982) granting an increase of pension 
Harry W. Leitz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5983) granting an increase of pension 
Adam Lichty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5984) granting an increase of pension 
Andrew Mesnard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5985) granting an increase of pension 
Andrew Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5986) granting an increase of pension 
Sarah L. Mount; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5987) granting a pension to Barbara 
Pifher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5988) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Shreckengaust ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5989) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5990) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob ©. Utz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5991) granting an increase of pension to 
John Whittaker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5992) granting an increase of pension to 
Rowland J. Welch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5993) granting an increase of pension to 
David W. Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5994) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Zink; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 5995) granting a pension to 
Francisquita Chaves de Pefia; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 5996) granting an increase 
of pension to John Allen; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5997) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Deaton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill CH. R. 5998) granting a pension to 
Mary Jane Tillman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 5999) for the relief of Charles 
A. Davidson and Charles M. Campbell; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 6000) granting an increase of 
pension to William O. Sutherland; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 6001) granting an increase of 
pension to John Compton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6002) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Buckley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6003) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Collier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6004) granting a pension to Susan Ander- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6005) granting a pension to Marion South- 
ern; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 6006) for the relief 
of John C. Farrell; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6007) for the relief of the Turner Hard- 
ware Co.; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 6008) granting 
an increase of pension to Christian Koppelman; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6009) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Sanford Glass; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


to 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6010) granting an increase of pension 
David C. Morgan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6011) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Sutor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. DAUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 6012) for the relic 
Addison Baker; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6013) for the relief of Adolph Hartiens a 
others; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6014) for the relief of the heirs of Ss 
West, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6015) for ; 
relief of the legal representatives of Wilson Parker, decea 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6016) granting 
increase of pension to Jacob Zimmermann; to the Committ 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6017) granting an increase of pension 
William A. Hope; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6018) granting an increase of pension 
Aivin Lewis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6019) granting a pension to Joseph \V 
Wightman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6020) for the relief of Charles Snyd 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6021) for the relief of James Wiley; 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6022) to remove the charge of desert 
from the record of Thomas G., Warner; to the Committee 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6023) to remove the charge of desert 


| from the record of Jesse W. Jackson; to the Committee on \i 


tary Affairs. 

By Mr. FRANCIS: A bill (H. R. 6024) granting an incr 
of pension to Ebenezer Blanchard; to the Committee on Inv» 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6025) granting an increase of pension | 
Thomas C. Dunnaway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6026) granting an increase of pension 
Joshua Dewees; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6027) granting an increase of pension | 
Nixon B. Stewart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6028) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph V. Gillespie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6029) granting an increase of pension t 
J. C. Haverfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6030) granting an increase of pension 
John J. Burtsfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6081) granting an increase of pension | 
James Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6082) granting an increase of pension | 
George L. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6033) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Vasbinder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6034) granting an increase of pension 
Ludwell Tinsman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6035) granting an increase of pension t 
John D. Tidrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6036) granting an increase of pension t 
George W. Pitner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6037) granting an increase of pension 
James Creighton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6038) granting an increase of pension 
Hiram Mushrush; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6039) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Seals; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6040) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Grove; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6041) granting a pension to Mary I. Gregz; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6042) granting a pension to James Mc- 
Nulty ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6043) granting a pension to Thomas C. 
Acton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6044) granting a pension to William Mc- 
Grew; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6045) granting a pension to John M. Pop- 
lin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6046) granting a pension to Benjamin Gal- 
laway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6047) granting a pension to Annie M. 
Gladfelter ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6048) granting a pension to Serena Fink; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6049) granting a pension to Anna C. 
Foulke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6050) granting a pension to Francis W. 
Leeper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 6051) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Malosh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6052) granting afi increase of pension to 
Lewis F. Beck: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6053) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Varner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6054) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of John Kreiser and grant him an honorable 
discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 6055) granting an increase 
of pension to Paul G. Morgan; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

ty Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 6056) for the relief of former 
occupants of the present military reservation at Point San Jose, 
in the city of San Franciseo, and to repeal an act entitled “An 
act to refer the claim of Jessie Benton Fremont to certain lands 
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of a national department of health; 
penditures in the Interior Department 


to the Committee on Ex- 


Also, petition of Congress Grange, No. 1726, Wayne County, 
Ohio, against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways 


|; and Means. 


| Ohio, recommending the passage of an 


Also, S. Creamer, treasurer of the State of 
act making it compul- 


to dep the surplus 


petition of D. 


Sit 


sory for the Secretary of the Treasury 
Government funds in national b: 


uks that offer the highest rate 
of interest; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
By Mr. AYRES: Papers of Walter H. Storm, of New York, 
|} and H. U. Singhi, favoring parcels post; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 
By Mr. BUTLER: Petitions of Brandywine Grange, No. 60, 
West Chester; East Lynn Grange, No. 1263, Unionville: and 


and improvements thereon in San Francisco, Cal., to the Court | 


of Claims,” approved February 10, 1893; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 6057) granting an increase of 
pension to Randall Kinnie; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6058) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Edwards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 6059) granting an increase of 
pension to John F. Sias; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6060) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Keighler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6061) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Kimball; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6062) granting an increase of pension to 
John Langan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATTHEWS: A bill (H. R. 6063) granting an in- 


crease of pension to William Davis; to the Committee on In- | 


valid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6064) granting a pension to William F-. | 


Douds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 6065) for the relief of the 
heirs of Jacob Claypool; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 6066) granting an increase 


of pension to Napoleon C. Foy; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


| Department; to the Committee on 


Goshen Grange, No. 121, West Chester, Patrons of Husbandry, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, against Canadian reciprocity; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Local No. 320, International 
Association of Machinists, New York City, favoring the enact- 
ment of the reading or illiteracy test; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Paper Makers’ Local No. 57, 
Falls, N. Y., against the Canadian reciprocity ; 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Irish-American and German-American 
societies of New York, indorsed by their divisions in Kansas 
City, Mo., against new arbitration treaty with Great Britain; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of citizens of Buffalo, favoring the Canadian 
reciprocity agreement; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of New Orleans Cotton Exchange, favoring 
that all bagging and ties used in the baling of cotton be placed 
upon the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARY: Petition of Local No. 51, International Broth- 
erhood of Papermakers, against the Canadian reciprocity agree- 
ment; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CULLOP: Resolution to investigate the Post Office 


of Niagara 


to the Com- 


Expenditures in the Post 


Office Department. 


sy Mr. PATTEN of New York: A bill (H. R. 6067) for the | 


relief of Edward Byrne; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 6068) granting a pension to 
Thomas Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6069) granting an increase of pension to 
John Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Holmes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6071) granting a pension to Nannie Eckert; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 6072) granting an increase of 
pension to Jacob S. Plunk; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 6073) granting a pension to 
Cecil R. Berry; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 6074) granting 


a pension to Chappel Q. Fossett; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6075) for the relief of Alfred J. Drake; 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6076) for the relief of Samuel E. Howell 
and James H. Howell in their own right and as sole heirs of 
Mary Ann Thomas, deceased, and William T. Howell, deceased; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R. 6077) granting an in- | 


crease of pension to Catherine T. M. Bachman; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 6078) granting a pension to 
Mary B. Oder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6079) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Wonder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Resolution of New Orleans Cotton Ex- 
change, against tariff on all bagging and ties used in the baling 
of cotton ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of T. R. Morris and 91 other 
citizens of Tuscarawas County, Ohio, favoring establishment 


By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of Irish-American and Ger- 
man-American societies of New York, indorsed by same societies 
of Kansas City, Mo., opposing the establishment of any closer 
relations with Great Britain; to the Committee 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DANFORTH: Petitions of Honeoye Falls Grange, 
Honeoye Falls, Monroe County; Webster Grange, Monroe 
County; Brockport Grange, Brockport; Riga Grange, Church- 
ville, Monroe County ; Mendon Grange, Mendon, Monroe County; 
Penfield Grange, Penfield, Monroe County; and Gates Grange, 
Gates, Monroe County, all in the State of New York, against 
Canadian reciprocity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of Paper Makers Local No. 51, 
Niagara Falls, N. Y., against Canadian reciprocity; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

ty Mr. FITZGERALD: Petitions of International Brother- 
hood of Paper Makers and Paper Mill Workers, of Niagara 
Falls, N. Y., against Canadian reciprocity bill; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: Petition of citizens of State of 
Virginia, favoring the establishment of a national health de- 
partment; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior 
Department. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of business men, State of Idaho, 
against parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petitions from Gorham Mercantile Co. and others, Pay- 
ette; Lincoln Hardware & Implement Co. (Ltd.), and others, 
Kendrick; Jones & Dillingham Co. and others, Lewiston; 
Nuineman Hardware Co, and others, Lewiston; O. E. Bell and 
others, Moscow; Empire Hardware Co. and others, Moscow; 
Olson Johnson & Co. and others, Troy; J. C. Hamil and others, 
Juliaetta; F. M. Remington and others, Culdesac; F. H. 
Bowen and others, Caldwell; W. C. Dyer, manager, Jones Fur- 
niture Co. and others, Caldwell; W. A. Lumber Co 


on Foreign 


Fulkerson 


| and others, Weiser; Taylor Hardware Co. and others, Weiser; 
| Russell Department Store and others, Payette; and H. P. Kizer 


and others, Weiser, all in the State of Idaho, bearing upon the 
question af parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 
By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Internationa! Paper Co again 
Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of Irish-American and German-American 80- 
cieties of New York, against arbitration treaty with Great 


st 


Britain; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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Also, petition of New Orleans Cotton Exchange, favoring | a reduction of the wool schedule or any action relative thereto 
placing on the free list bagging and ties used in the baling of | until after the Tariff Board shall make their report; to the 
cotton; to the Committee on Ways and Means. Committee on Ways and Means. 
iy Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: Petition of citizens in the By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of employ« 
city of South Haven, county of Van Buren and State of Michi- | Keystone Paper Mill & Paper Manufacturing Co., Upper Darb 
gan, requesting appropriation by Congress for the purchase of Pa., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on W; 
a site for a post office and the erection thereon of a proper | and Me ans. 
building; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. By Mr. MOTT: Petition of Charles E. Vrooman & Co 
ivy Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of State of North Da- Carthage, N. ¥., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Com 
kota, favoring passage of H. R. 26791, known as the Hanna bill; | tee on Ways and Means. 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Osy ' 
Also, petition of farmers of the State of North Dakota, pro-| N, Y., in favor of Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on 
testing against Canadian reciprocity agreement; to the Com- | Ways and Means. 


mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John J. Keen, Wahpeton, N. Dak., protesting 
against the parcels-post bill; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: 
testing against any alliance with Great Britain; 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Bedford, State of Pennsylvania, 
against parcels-post service; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Resolutions of Wethersfield 
Business Men’s and Civic Association, of Wethersfield, Conn., 
opposing the passage of the reciprocity treaty with Canada; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOULD: Resolution of Chelsea (Me.) Grange, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, in relation to a measure pertaining to 
reciprocity with Canada; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Petitien of Local No. 51, International 
Brotherhood of Paper Makers, against Canadian reciprocity; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: Resolution of Local N 
51, International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, Niagara Falls, 
N. Y., against Canadian reciprocity ; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Seward Republican Club, of 
srooklyn, N. Y., favoring reciprocity with Canada; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of International Brotherhood of Paper Makers 


tesolution of citizens of New York, pro- 


to the Com- 


By Mr. UTTER: Resolution of Lime Rock Grange, No. 22, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Rhode Island, against Canadian 
reciprocity bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Central Labor Union, of Woonsocket, ht. [.. 
favoring the construction of the battleship New York in a Coy- 
ernment navy yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

ty Mr. VOLSTEAD: Petitions of farmers of Clarkfield: 
voters of the county of Yellow Medicine; citizens of Ba! 
Tracy Farmers’ Elevator Co.; legal voters of Lone Tree, co 
of Chippewa; and residents of Yellow Medicine C ounty, all of 
the State of Minnesota, against Canadian reciprocity; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition against removal of duty on barley; 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of New Orle 
Cotton Exchange, favoring placing cotton ties and bagging on 


to the Co 


| the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


| Albany, 


of Albany, N. Y., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Com- 


mittee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce and Manufacturers’ | 


Club of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring reciprocity with Canada; 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


to 
| 


Also, petition of New Orleans Cotton Exchange, favoring the | 


placing on the free list of all bagging and ties used in the bal- 
ing of cotton; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of New York Cordage Co., favoring the placing 
on the free list of jute cotton bagging and russia rope, 
and untarred, for marine use, etc.; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Anson F. Love and 14 other resi- 
dents of Hubbard Lake, Mich., favoring parcels-post bill; 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


tarred | 


| 


to the | 


By Mr. MAHER: Petition of New York Cordage Co., favor- | 


ing the placing on the free list of jute cotton bagging and 
russia rope, tarred and untarred, for marine use, etc.; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce and Manufacturers’ 
Club, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring reciprocity with Canada; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of New Orleans Cotton Exchange, favoring the 
placing on the free list of all bagging and ties used in the baling 
of cotton; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Niagara Falls Local No. 51, International | 
Brotherhood of Paper Makers, of Niagara Falls, N. Y., 
Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, 
of Albany, N. Y., against reciprocity with Canada; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of Local No. 51, International Broth- 
erhood of Paper Makers, of Niagara Falls, N. Y., against reci- 
procity bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MATTHEWS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William F. Douds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MONDELL: Telegraphic petitions by J. A. Delfelder, 


president Wyoming Wool Growers; Sweetwater County Wool | 


Growers’ Association; Eastern Wyoming Wool Growers’ Asso- 
ciation; Lewis Barker, commissioner central district; J. J. 
Bentley, commissioner northern district; J. S. Atherly, secre- 
tary board of sheep commissioners, State of Wyoming; and 
F. S. King, commissioner southern district, protesting against 


Also, petition of Edward Olmsted, captain, in favor of mi! 
pay bill; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of International Brotherhood of Paper Ma! 
N. Y., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Commi 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce and Manufactur 


Club, Buffalo, N. Y., favoring Canadian reciprocity ; to the 
mittee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of Niagara Falls Local, No. 51, Internati: 


Brotherhood of Paper Makers, against Canadian reciprocity; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wepnespay, April 19, 1911. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
follows: 

Our Father in heaven, help us to appreciate Thy goodi 
and Thy wonderful works unto the children of men, that 
may think nobly, feel deeply, and act worthily in the vocati: 
whereunto Thou has called us, and thus hallow Thy name. |! 
the spirit of the Lord, Jesus Christ. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

CORRECTING ERRORS IN ENROLLMENT OF APPROPRIATION ACTS. 
Mr. FITZGERALD, by direction of the Committee on App: 
priations, reported House joint resolution 1, to correct errors 

of certain appropriation acts, approved March 4, 1911, w! 
was read a first and second time and, together with the acc 
panying report (H. Rept. 5), referred to the Committee of the 


Henry N. Couden, D. D., 


| Whole House on the state of the Union and ordered printe:. 


‘dent to the first session of the Sixty-second Congress, which 





Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I shall not make the point 
| order, but I desire to say that this is not in order as a privi- 


against | leged matter on this holy day-—Calendar Wednesday. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I understand that s 
of the matters I wish to report are not privileged, but I desire 
to call them to the attention of the House. 

Mr. MANN. I understood that the gentleman from Alabama 
would like to make a motion to suspend with proceeding under 
that calendar. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Illinois makes the 
point of order, the point of order will be sustained. 

Mr. MANN. No; I do not make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. There is no business for what is called 
Calendar Wednesday, anyway. 


EXPENSES OF FIRST SESSION SIXTY-SECOND CONGRESS. 


Mr. FITZGERALD, by the direction of the Committee on 
Appropriations, also reported House joint resolution 2, mak- 


ing appropriations for the payment of certain expenses inci- 
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was read a first and second time and, with the accompanying 
report (H. Rept. 6), referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union and ordered printed. 

MILEAGE. 


Mr. FITZGERALD, by direction of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, also reported House joint resolution 3, making im- 
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mediately available the appropriations for mileage of Senators | 
and Members of the House of Representatives, which was read 


a first and second time and, with the accompanying report 
(H. Rept. 7), referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union and ordered printed. 


AMERICAN RED CROSS. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, by direction of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, also reported Hou’se joint resolution 38, to grant 
authority to the American Red Cross to erect temporary struc- 
tures in Potomac Park, Washington, D. C., which was read a 
first and second time and, with the accompanying report (H. 
Rept. 8), referred to the House Calendar and ordered printed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to give notice that 
as the opportunity presents I shall endeavor to call these meas- 
ures up for consideration. 


CALENDAR WEDNESDAY. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, to-day is Calendar Wednes- 
day, but I understand that there is no business on the calendar. 
Calendar Wednesday can be dispensed with under the rules 
by a two-thirds vote of the House. I therefore move to dis- 
pense for to-day with the business that comes under the rule 
providing for Calendar Wednesday. 

The SPEAKER. It has been decided by my predecessor that 
under the conditions as they prevail here to-day there is no 
necessity for the motion where there is no business on the 
calendar. 

Mr. MANN. 
calendar. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen 
tleman from Alabama, to dispense with proceedings under the 
rule for Calendar Wednesday. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having 
favor thereof, the motion was agreed to. 


Of course it would require the calling of the 


It would necessitate the calling of the 


voted in 


PLACING CERTAIN ARTICLES ON THE FREE LIST. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, by direction of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, reported the bill (H. R. 4413) to place on the free 
list agricultural implements, cotton bagging, cotton ties, leather, 
boots and shoes, fence wire, meat, cereals, flour, bread, timber, 
lumber, sewing machines, salt, and other articles, which was 
read a first and second time and, with the accompanying re- 
port (H. Rept. 4), referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union and ordered printed. 

ELECTION OF MEMBER TO COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, at the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] I offer the following resolu- 
tion, to fill a minority place on a committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 111. 


Resolved, That JAMES WICKERSHAM be, and he is hereby, elected as a 
Delegate member of the Committee on the Public Lands. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


PRINTING VIEWS OF MINORITY. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, in connection with the report 
just made from the Committee on Ways and Means I ask unani- 
mous consent that the minority may have leave to file their 
views. 

The SPEAKER. Within how long a time? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. DALZELL. Say, until the disposition of the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We granted the gentleman the other day 
that time in reference to the bill then pending before the House 
because we immediately reported it. It has been almost a week 
Since the Committee on Ways and Means agreed to this bill, 
and I would ask the gentleman whether, if he should have per- 
mission to make a report by Monday, would that not be time 
enough? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes; Monday will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DazeL] have until 
Monday to file the views of the minority in reference to the 
bill H. R. 4413, which has been reported. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania may have 
until Monday to file the views of the minority (H. Rept. 4, pt. 2) 
on the bill H. R. 4418. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 


CANADIAN RECIPROCITY. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
| state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 4412, a bill to promote reciprocal trade relations with 
the Dominion of Canada. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 4412, the Canadian reciprocity 


bill, with Mr. Suervwey in the chair, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to yield 15 
minutes to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Gt | 
[Mr. GUDGER addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire 
what the balance of time is; how much has been consumed by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dauzecr], the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatr], and myself? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama has used, 


including the time yielded to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 


8 hours and 40 minutes. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has used 6 hours and 56 minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask the gentleman from Pen 
vania to consume enough time to equalize it, 

The CHAIRMAN. The genleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield so much time as he 


may desire to use to the gentleman from Lino 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, not, in my 
War with Spain and all that followed 
burden, has there been considered by the House of 
tives so important a bill as the one now pending. 
it entitled, without and without 
careful, candid consideration of this great body, 
representing 92,000,000 of people, for on 
enactment or defeat, in my judgment, rests the well-bein 
the prosperity of all of the people of the United States 


s [Mr. CANNON]. 


judgment, since the 
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and 
ry and 


I represent a district agricultural in part—lI think perhaps 
one of the best in the United States—and in part a manufac- 
turing district. When I state that in my district there are 


many thousands of men in organized union labor, in mine and 
in factory, you will at once understand that I represent people 
who produce not only in the factory, but in the mine and on the 


farm. The output of coal from two townships in my own 
county is over 3,000,000 tons annually, and the output and 
development are rapidly increasing. 

tut, aside from the interests of my own district, I want to 


the 
New 


1 ; 
the second city 


stand here and say that I am equally anxious to promote 
welfare of every American citizen, whether in 
York, the mightiest of all our cities, in Chicago, 
in the United States, or in Philadelphia, the third. 1 
do what is best for all the people, North and South, East and 
West, as we stretch from 49° on the north down to the G 


Greater 


want ’ 


and from the Atlantic to the Pacilic. When I vote on this b 
I vote for legislation that goes to every fireside, and I would 


not receive my own approval or retain my own self-respect if 
I stood attempting to array section against try 
against industry, farmer against factory man, capitalist, or 
railroad man. 

So I approach the discussion of this important bill from the 
standpoint of the best interests of all. That much by way of 
introduction. 

It is proposed, on slight consideration, to vitalize into law an 
agreement that will throw, without let or hindrance, into t1 
United States the market furnished by 92,000,000 of 
the agricultural products of 8,000,000 people in Canada. Now, 
if this is to our advantage, in Heaven’s name let us do it. If it 
be to our disadvantage, as we shall answer to our own self 
respect and judgment, and later on to our constituents, let us 
not do it. And in cold blood I am going to inquire, as briefly 
as possible, whether it ought to be done or not. 

REVENUB BILLS SHOULD 

Mind you, so far as the country is concerned, so far as the 
Senate is concerned, so far as the House of Representatives is 
concerned, this bill, except by virtue of two amendments added 
to it, was not prepared in accordance with the Constitut 
Our fathers wisely provided that revenue measures should have 


section. indus 


pe mie 


NOT ORIGINATE WITH THE EXECUTIV! 


lon. 


their origin in the House and that the Senate. might amend. 
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They wisely provided that while the President may recommend 
legislation he only becomes a coordinate branch of the legisla- 
tive body when the House and Senate have agreed on bills, 
which, if they are revenue bills, must originate in the House. 
Then he only has power to approve on the one hand or disap- 
prove on the other, which disapproval is efficient, unless two- 
thirds of the House and Senate pass the bill notwithstanding 
that disapproval. 

Here is a measure that was made in secret. Is there any- 
body within the sound of my voice on either side of this House, 
whether he is for or against this bill, far-reaching as it is, 
affecting every hearthstone, if vitalized, who will say that he 
knew anything about this agreement until we received the 
President's message, with the accompanying bill, which was for- 
mally introduced in the House at the last session by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. McCarti]? I pause for an an- 
swer. No man arises in his place in this great body and s: 
he was consulted. 

When we come to deal with forei:; 


iys 


the Constitu- 
and vitalized 
shall 


gn countries, 
tion provides that a treaty made by the Executive, 
by the approval of the Senate by a two-thirds majority, 
be the supreme law. What did our fathers mean when they 
provided in this manner for the making of treaties which 
should be the supreme law of the land? They knew that the 
world was large, with conflicting interests, diverse civilizations, 
governments differing in their organization. So the great 
power of negotiating treaties was placed in the hands of the 
President, but to become effective they must be vitalized by the 
concurrence of the Senate, not by a majority, not in a minute, 
not under the previous question, but after serious consideration 
in executive session and by a two-thirds vote. Looking in your 
eyes, Mr. Chairman, I say there have been treaties made even 
under the safeguards of the Constitution, after full considera- 
tion, that have not been wise. 

Take the War with Spain. Ex-Speaker Reed once 
“When you go to war no man knows the end thereof.” 
went into that war because gentlemen on the other side, being 
in the minority, moved by a spirit of altruism, crossed on a 
little bit of politics, grew very patriotic, and we on this side 
also grew very patriotic. War was declared. The en 


said, 


2 
rico, 
To indicate that mistakes perchance may sometimes be made 


was the Philippines, responsibility for Cuba and for Porto 


in the making of treaties, even with the two-thirds majority | 


required in the Senate for ratification, we have the Philip- 
pines, in my judgment, for all time. We say on the stump, 
“Oh, we are going to civilize them and make them competent 
for self-government, and then we are going to tell them, ‘Go 
forth and govern yourselves.’ ” 

The treaty was concluded. Now, I am not speaking of the 


peerless leader, Mr. Bryan, to criticize; but it was necessary | 


for him with his great personality to come to Washington and 
exercise his great influence to bring about the ratification of 
that treaty. He has been down here again performing the 
same function. [Applause on the Republican side.] 


to ratify that treaty. 
grumble. I would not refer to it now did I not aim merely to 
illustrate how 


but in the spirit. 

You may say that a government of the people is so wise and 
good and patriotic that no advantage can be taken of it. Never- 
theless, when you deal with the nations of the world, when 
you deal, through the mother country, with our friends across 
the Canadian border, you want to be mindful of a favorite ex- 
pression of an old constituent of mine who dropped now and 
then into a little bit of poetry. He was my client. He said: 
“This is an exceedingly important matter.” I replied. “ The 
plaintiff is not a bad man.” “Oh,” said he, “ Mr. CANNON, you 
don’t know him; he may not be bad, but when it comes to ma- 
terial matters he steeps 
feet in the cunning of a 
only of individuals and 
great countries. 

NO AUTHORITY TO MAKE TRADE AGREEMENTS. 

This bill is to carry out what ts called a reciprocal trade 
agreement. Has the President any authority in law by which 
he can make such agreements? I will let Mr. Payne, 


fox.” [Laughter.] That is true not 


question. When Mr. Payne presented to the House the bill 


which bears his name and made his speech explaining and | 2 
| Kansas, Nebraska, 


—s it, he was asked by Mr. Cox of Indiana: 


s there anything in this bill which would enable the President of 
the “united States to negotiate any trade agreement with Germany? 
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his tongue in honey and clothes his | 
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Mr. Payne. There is not. 

Mr. Cox of Indiana. Is there any other law in effect that would 
authorize him to do tliat? 

Mr. PAyne. No law, except the 


general previsi 
allowing him to negotiate treaties 


and submit 


ons of the Constitrtioy 
them to the Senats 

Now, what are the objections to this bill; first. from 1 
standpoint of the farmer, who comprises one-third of our 1 
lation; and, second, from the standpoint of the other two-th 
What is for the best interest of all the people? In consid 
this matter I crave the attention of the House, and I wil! 
not to be tedious. 

Our 92,000,000 people 
the United States. 
Britain, hs 


have just scratched the resoure: 

The countries of Europe, including G 
ve a population of from 300,000,000 to 350,00 

people. With a country far better than Europe in quality 
soil, in mineral wealth, and in resources of every kind, we 

when fully developed, easily support with bread and mea( 

clothing and everything the products of the Tr 

400,000,000 or 500,000,000 people. 

How rapidly we have grown and developed. I am n 
old man, but I recollect very well when there were but 17.000, 
people in the United States. I have observed a great » 
things since that time. I recollect very well when there \ 
not 100 miles of railway in all the country west of the A 
gheny Mountains. I recollect very well when the only m: 
was found in New Orleans for all the great Mississippi V: 
and I might say almost for the whole Middle West was f 
in New Orleans. The flatboats floated down the Missis 
carrying our products, and the little steamer came back 
with the products received in exchange, 

I know what it is to have seen Ohio, 
great extent, and Michigan and Iowa and all 
the great West brought partially under 
Wabash, where you could cut the malaria with a knife [laugl 
where the timber was thick and heavy, there was no p! 
to plant corn or sow wheat. They did not believe that 
could live on the rich prairies of the West. It was sup; 
that they never would be settled. It was worth a man’s lifi 
cut down the forest and bring SO acres under subjection in that 
timbered section, and then when he built a new house, « 
from $700 to $800 in labor, he died. 
worn out. 

There was the same struggle in Ohio, in Pennsylvania, and 
in New York; and let me say to my friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. McCay] that it was a long time after the landing of the 
Pilgrim Fathers before they extended settlement and develo) 
ment very greatly in New England. I am old enough to recol- 
lect the time when those splendid lands in Illinois and Iowa, 
which could be obtained on military land warrants at 70 cents 
an acre, were supposed to be good for nothing except graz- 
ing. No one ever dreamed that the time would come when 
the lands in the Genesee Valley in New York would depreciate 
in value by one-half or more. At that time the tide of immigra- 


eye 


Missouri to a 
that country 
subjection. On thi 


Indiana, 


bh 


Of course he did, he was 


| tion from the East to the West had not set in to any great ex 


He put his strong hand and eloquent tongue upon his party tent. 


friends in the Senate and the necessary majority was furnished | 


When a thing is accomplished I never | struck the State of Dlinois until 1850, when, 


| shi ' Mr. Douglas, 
important it is in a government by the people | ship of Mr. Dougias 


under the Constitution to observe the law not only in the letter | 


The railroads came, and when I speak of the railroads—: 
I do it with pride—I think of that great Democratic states: 
Stephen A. Douglas. The quickening hand of development neve 
under the le:sder 
then a Senator of national reputati: 
there was enacted a law granting land to the State of Illinois 
the alternate sections being reserved. Under and by virtu 
that act the Illinois Central Railroad was constructed from 
Chicago to Cairo and from Centralia to Dunleith. The alternate 
sections were snapped up in the twinkling of an eye at $2.50 an 
acre. Immigration set in. There was a chance to get to : 
ket. You all know the history of development since that ti! 
The war came—that great struggle that we all thank God 
resulted as it did. Then, from political and military necessity 
during the war it became necessary to begin the construciion 
railroad to the Pacific coast. Deserts and mountains and 
The line ran through an unin- 
habited country, but that railroad was built in the fullness 
time. Then came the Northern Pacific, and then the Southen 


-acific Santa F icago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
parties, but it is especially true of | Pacific, the Santa Fe, and the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. I 


Then came James J. Hill, that wizard among business men, 2 
great man who leads in doing great things, and with him came 
the building of the Great Northern from Duluth, reac g 
across the continent to Seattle and the Pacific. As a aelt ( the 


| western country was settled pretty rapidly. 
former | 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, answer that | 


CAUSB OF ABANDONED FARMS IN THE EAST. 


But what was happening in the meantime down in New 
York and New England? While the rich prairie lands in 
Iowa, Missouri, and Illinois were being de- 
veloped—virgin soil, such as it seems to me God never made 


| anywhere else on earth—what was happening in the Fast? 








1911. 





Many of the bright, enterprising boys took Horace Greeley’s 
advice and went west. They went in great droves and helped 
to develop that country. Railroads were built and transpor- 
tation charges were brought down until you could place a 
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parrel of flour made from wheat grown in Minnesota or Illinois | 


or Missouri, manufactured in Minneapolis or St. Louis, into 
the market of a little hamlet anywhere in New England for 

ss money than you could haul it in a wagon 3 miles. [Ap- 
plause.} 
pls 


The result was that the lands in the Genesee Valley | 


in northern New York and in New England could not compete | 


with the production of those lands in the West, where you had 
only to tickle the earth to have it fructify and bring forth in 
marvelous abundance fruits and cereals. 

The farmers in many sections of the East were placed at 
such disadvantage that many farms were abandoned in Con- 


necticut, in Massachusetts, in all New England, in New York, | 
and, to some extent, in Pennsylvania. There were more than 


7.000,000 acres in abandoned farms in New England and New 


York. There was also a reduction of $260,000,000 in the value 
of farm lands and buildings in the same States in those 20 


years. 


nifik 


In the period from 18S0 to the year 1900, even in mag- 
ent Ohio, which has not yet lest the capacity to breed and 
produce Presidents, the farmers suffered a decrease of $100,- 
000,000 in the value their farm lands in the presence of 
this competition from the West. 

In developing the West we have sometimes suffered even from 
the excess of rich soil. I recall that upon the prairie in Illinois, 
within 50 miles of where I now live, with good railroad connec- 









of 


tions, with coal without limit deposited by the Almighty in 
the immediate neighborhood, I have seen corn, as good and 


sound aS was ever grown, burned for fuel to keep the frost 
I merely speak of that to illustrate that our production 
was so great that the East, notwithstanding her decadence in 
agriculture, could not take our surplus. We had a long, weary 
road to travel, but with brave hearts said “We wan 
better markets; we will build more railroads”; and they got 
the railroads built. 

It is needless to recount the growth and development of the 
middle and western sections of the country since 1860, when 
Abraham Lincoln was nominated as a candidate for the Presi- 
dency. Nor is it necessary to refer to the splendid cities that 
have sprung up—Chicago, the great market place for all the 
Middle West, which has grown from less than 100,000 people in 
1860 to two and one-half millions of people, and countless other 
prosperous communities. It is, however, significant to note in 
connection with the consideration of this bill the remarkable, 
if not ominous, trend from the farm to the city, a movement 
which, in my opinion, will be stimulated by the enactment of 
this bill. To-day there is a far less percentage of people en- 
gaged in agriculture in the United States than there was in 
1860. At that time more than one-half of our people were 
engaged in agricultural pursuits, while to-day the percentage 
is not over one-third. It is true that, aided by invention, with 
improved farm machinery, with the steam plow, the reaper, 
and the binder, one man on the farm now can do more than 
two or three men on the farm in the old days. But let us be 
honest; the same is true in all the walks of life. One man in a 
machine shop now can accomplish more than four men could 
have accomplished in 1860, until to-day the 
in the United States are producing more agricultural and more 
manufactured products—I measure my words in making the 
statement—than all Europe. That is a pretty strong state- 
ment, but it is true. 


FREE 


out. 


men 


LABOR V. SLAVE LABOR. 


We fought out the economic question from 1861 to 1865. The 
Government’s need for money, the necessity in the Northland 
to produce munitions of war, gave birth to the protective policy, 
and under it we prospered; while down South, with as good 
brain and brawn and as splendid manhood and womanhood as 
was to be found in the North they found difficulty in procuring 
proper arms and munitions and sufficient subsistence. 

In that contest the great question touching labor was settled, 
and settled forever, in our country. The result was good for 
the North; it was good for the South; but it never would have 


been settled had it not been that roaming around in the body and | 


2,000,000 people | 


brain of the average man, the mechanic and farmer, was a feel- | 
ing that when a slave was doing in the South the work that | 


elsewhere in the country was being done by an American sov- 
ereign, responsible for the control of the country, the dignity 
of labor was degraded. 

Ww ith the close of that great struggle came an increased neces- 
sity for revenues to pay the Nation’s debts, to pay pensions, to 


assist in the building of railways, to improve the great rivers 
and the revenues were derived principally under 


and harbors, 


| South Carolina, Alabama, Mississippi, Arka , all 
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the policy of protection. We said that the foreigner paid most 
of the tax; you said it was paid by the individual who con- 


sumed. Well, I ean not stop your saying that, and you can 
not stop my saying the other: but, lo and behold, what 
have we achieved? Under this policy of protection we have 
prospered, until we now have over one-fourth of all the wealth 
of all the world, and it is | distributed al ist our 
92,000,000 of people than is th ith of vy other nation in 
the world. Now, it may be that you D t iid have done 
a great deal better, and if I were t ike harge you 
would confess it [laughter]; but there i ‘ i ning the 
hands back on the dial, and I suppose y t have to 
accept the results, because if you had t policy of 
servile labor for which you fought, the } lof ving 
a renaissance, instead of having i ) f ! l 
values, instead of having incre L pre i by t 7% d 
now, in my judgment, be practically d 

sut what has that got to do wi Canad ) 
have the map brought in. I wa ! ! 
struction. [Laughter and an; ‘ I learned 1 i 
in that way than in any other. 

The time came when we it was necessary to 


our agriculture; and I thank God for tl 


being given in our colleges ur agricultur 1] 
our experts. I thank God that all over the ¢ we ot 
wasting the natural res s of the soil as we did when corn 


was burned for fuel. We are improving all along the 
and in no section is the improvement more noti ble than in 


the South. 


I il I 
i 


I was born in North Carolina, and when 4 years old, in the 
arms of my mother, was moved over the mountains. The 
family went to the Wabash, and my good old mothe r 
ceased mourning for the magnificent climate of North C 
lina. My father, when a young man, helped to found a eve 
down neé r Greensboro, N. © \ few yi I ago | accepted an 
invitation to attend its commencement I rri 1 tl lay 
before the commencement, and I went around with I bs 
through the section of country in the vicinity of Gre re 

PROSPERITY RETUR $; TO TH I. 

I visited the old farm where I was born, and found tl 
every evidence of prosperity and thrift. As I remembered the 
place, it was crossed by deep gullies and was not good for very 
much. I asked the farmer how he got the land into such a 
prosperous state. He replied that he began by throwing a dam 
across each gully, so that the dirt washed in and leveled up th 
land. Then he had found the use of clover and cowpeas and 
improved the land, and that while he had paid only $10 a 
for it a few years before, he had within a few days refused $25 
per acre. I asked if any other agency were at work in bringing 
about this increase than his own labor and intelligs Oh, 
yes,” said he, “we have railroads and factori nov Over 
here at Greensboro they have large factories, and I find there 


a market for my chickens and eggs and all the small fruit I 
have to sell.” 

I was amazed at the evidences of progress side, and 
if I had been taken into Greensboro blindfolded T would ha 


n every 








remarked, “ How marvelously has the city of Peoria, or the city 
of Quincey, improved.” 

So that renaissance in agriculture is not only going on i 
New York and in New England, but is going on in th th 
The quickening life of other industries fu 3 a markef 

I went out to the old Quaker graveyat nd even t I 
could trace the progress of that country. ‘The first t 
ments were 2 or 3 feet high, but gradually higher ones y 
added, until the monuments of the last 8 or 10 years « ! 


favorably with those erected in any prosperous community. 
The graveyard told the story. 


I am interested in seeing North 


ern States, diversify their industries and re re t 
With our enterprising people, the mo te 
history of the human race, the Missis 
will discount a dozen Niles in Egypt in 
ious to see them reclaimed, and by the aid and_c ‘ration of 

our 92,000,000 of people, as the Federal Gover | ! 
its function, the rivers tributary to 
made good outlets for the tile, and when th: 
it is the best land on earth. 

I want to ask—and I would like to have an answer from 
any gentleman on the other side from the Southla Is it 1 
true that in the last 10 years, certainly in wu } | 
the value of your lands, improved and unimproved, Las doubled 
and been multiplied by three? “Ob, well,” you say, ~ we ras 
cotton down there, and we have a monopoly of that production.” 
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But do you know that last year, with a bumper crop of corn, | 
aggregating three thousand million bushels in the United States, 
you raised in the Southland, in addition to your valuable cot- 
ton crop, one-third of that great corn crop—a thousand millions 
of bushels? 

You may say, “ The wheat farmers over in Canada with their | 
cheap lands do not bother us.” I will show you in a moment. 
Counting Missouri, Kansas, Oklahoma, and Texas, the South- 
land produced almost one-third of the magnificent wheat crop 
of 1910. I will insert the actual figures later. If you did not 
raise a bushel of corn or a bushel of wheat or a bushel of oats 
or a bushel of barley or a bushel of potatoes, Irish or sweet, 
you would be interested. If you did not raise anything but 
cotton you would be interested, just as much as we of the 
Northland who do not raise cotton and who are liberal custom- 
ers of yours, as you would be liberal customers of ours under 
the same circumstances. The South is growing more and more 
able to live within itself, and as she grows more and more 
able to do that her income will be greater and greater, and 
your fellow citizens all over the country will get their share as 
you get yours of the general prosperity. 

Just here I want to call the attention of the honorable | 
Speaker of the House to the interest the farmers of Missouri 
have in this bill. Missouri is a banner agricultural State. Her 
production of hay, oats, corn, barley, and fruits is enormous. 
In 10 years the value of Missouri farm lands has been more | 
than doubled, and in 1910 that State produced more than 
25,000,000 bushels of wheat. 

I desire to inquire of my friend from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris], 
who made a speech yesterday, what he will say to the people 
of Oklahoma, in whose growth and progress we all take pride, 
and which also produced in 1910 more than 25,000,000 bushels | 
of wheat, when they complain that you have brought in com- 
petition with their products the almost illimitable production 
of Canada? 

OUR OWN CITIZENS MUST DEFEND THE FLAG. 


Recollect, if there is war, every citizen of the United States 
is called upon to defend the Republic. If there are school | 
houses to build, if there are colleges to found, if there are | 
railroads to maintain; if there are factories to construct, if | 
labor is to be furnished, we can rely only on our own people. 
In the event of trouble, how much in taxes would Canada con- 
tribute for the preservation of the Republic? In the event of | 
war, how many soldiers from Canada would fight the battles of 
the great Republic? How many of Canada’s people would con- 
tribute to education in the United States? The college pro- | 
fessors flourish and expound their delightful theories: “All 
mankind are brothers; all men are equal.” Very good generali- 
ties, but all men are not equal from the intellectual standpoint. 
Some men are born simple-minded, some go to the insane | 
asylum, some are weak, some are strong, some are wise, and | 
some are wiser. 

Mr. MURDOCK. And otherwise. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; and otherwise. I am reminded that I 
have spoken an hour. I must hurry along, because there are | 
several other matters I want to talk about. 

Gentlemen, there come times in the history of a generation | 
when those who have had the kindergarten instruction are in | 
the minority. To the young who come in you may theorize and 
preach, but they know better, and 5 per cent of them—a per- 
centage that holding the balance of power work a political | 
revolution, five off one side and five on the other—have to learn | 
through their stomachs what they do not learn through their | 
heads. [Laughter.] This is true sometimes, not only of men in | 
the shops, on the farm, and on the railways, but of men in | 
office, and I have known it to be true of Members of Congress. 
[Laughter.] It is not a theory, whether it is your doxy or my 
doxy, that I care about, but facts. What will this bill do to 
us or for us? 

It is 3,700 miles across Canada from ocean to ocean. Eight 
millions of people occupy that land, while we have 92,000,000. 
The countries were settled about the same time. The people 
of Canada are good people. We have had lots of them come 
to this country, and they have made good citizens. They came 
because it was for their interest to come. Now they have 
waked up. Great Britain is a wise country, a far-reaching 
country. The sun never sets on her possessions. Far away 
India, the Straits Settlements, Africa, Asia, Europe, North 
America—all in greater or less degree are under the magic 
wand of that great people. They are our brothers, our uncles, 
our fathers, and grandfathers, and if anybody thinks the people 
of Canada are fools they are mistaken. What have they in 
railway development? 

Here (indicating on a map) is the Hudson Bay; here is the 
49tb parallel of latitude, the boundary between Canada and the 
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United States. Canada has to-day, with 8,000,000 people, 
24,000 miles of railway. We have 92,000,000 people, with a ter- 
ritory comparatively well settled, and we have 240,000 miles of 
railway. It is said our lands have been taken up, but there are 
large areas of public land in western Kansas, Nebraska. the 
Dakotas, Washington, and all over that great western country 
which, with improved agriculture and with better farming, q/| 
things considered, would make the best lands in the world. 

It is said there is no danger from a free market with Canada 
so far as our wheat is concerned. Let us see about that. Th. 
President in his message says practically that this bill wil! 
eventually reduce the cost of living and will not reduce the 
price of the farmer’s products in the United States. Our Presi- 
dent is a great man and J have great respect for him. I voted 
for him, and I apprehend that I will vote for him again. I am 
not here to abuse him, but I would like to see him demonstrat: 
the proposition that it will not impair the farmer’s prices and 
yet will still reduce the cost of living. [Laughter and 
plause.] 


CANADIAN RAILWAY DEVELOPMENT BY SUBSIDIES. 
The Canadian Pacific Railroad stretches across the country 
to Vancouver, with substantially 10,000 miles in Canada and 
4,000 miles in the United States. The 24,000 miles of railway 


| built in Canada have received over $300,000,000 in aid from that 


Government and 55,000,000 acres of the best cereal producing 
land, excluding corn, on earth. The stock of the Canadian 
Pacific, as I recall, amounts to $1,300,000,000. My friend froin 
New York says that is too high, that that is the amount of the 
stock of all the Canadian railroads. However, its stock yester- 
day, I believe—a 10 per cent stock, was quoted at 224 or 225. 
The stock of the Union Pacific Railroad, one of the best equipped 
railroads on earth, is a 10 per cent stock and has never de- 
faulted, but it is quoted at about 170. 

The Canadian Pacific has also great steamship lines aided by 
the Canadian Government to the extent of a million and a half 
dollars bounty annually, and those steamship lines reach Japan, 
Hongkong, Australia, and San Francisco, and run down the 
South American coast and across the ocean to Liverpool. 

Then comes the Grand Trunk, running from Quebec and Mon- 
treal to Winnipeg, branching out with three or four lines and 
running up here [indicating on map] from Manitoba, through 
the two great Provinces of Saskatchewan and Alberta. I 
understand it is also extending its line by Government aid to 
the Pacific coast, and that the extensions are soon to be com- 
pleted. Already there is another great transcontinental system, 
the Canada Northern, being constructed by Government aid. 
It is connecting up the smaller roads that have been con- 
structed, touches Winnipeg, and will have a terminus on tlic 
Pacific coast at a point not yet determined upon, but in the 
vicinity of Prince Rupert. Already it has, if I remember 
aright, over 2,500 miles constructed, and I read in the New 
York Sun that it has contracted for the construction, I be- 
lieve, of four or five hundred miles this year. So that all things 
considered, the railroad development in Canada is simply won- 
derful. What good are the railroads going to do? Why do 
they build them? To aid in the settlement and development of 
a vast territory capable of producing vast quantities of grain. 

I speak of the President respectfully, because I entertain the 
highest respect for him, but if he makes a mistake touching a 
policy or recommendation it does not absolve me. I have a 
warrant from the people—not as many as he has a warrant 
from, but from the people that I represent in my vote here, 
and when I vote my vote affects also the people of New Jersey 
and Florida and all the country, and I must follow my own 
judgment. I have done so in the past, and, God helping ie, 
I will in the future after investigation follow my judgment, 
[Applause.] His duty 
is to veto or approve my action when it reaches him, not to 
dictate it. [Renewed applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I am a Member of this body, and proud of it. 
I believe in it. It has its duty under the Constitution, and 
God helping me, whoever is President, and however the Senate 
is composed, while I hold official position I will walk in the 
shadow of my own judgment as God gives me to see the light, 
although I tread the path alone. [Applause.] 

The President in his message congratulates the country on 
the making of the so-called reciprocity agreement, and says in 
effect that we have been aided greatly in developing the United 
States by immigration from Canada. He says further—I do 
not quote him literally—that it is well for our patriotic, wise, 
and experienced farmers to go over into the promised land 
and help in the development of Canada. Now, let us see about 
that. In the last two years, if I recollect right, about 300,000 
American farmers went over into Canada. But it is said, 
“That is a new country; don’t you know, Mr. Cannon, that 
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—_— 


the people in the United States 


tting free wheat from that « 


er -ountry,” and the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Hiri] says that the improved farms in 
Canada are worth as much as they are in New York, if I 


remember correctly. 
Mr. HILL. The ge 
Mr. CANNON. 


-ntlem: 
Then, 


ian did not understand. 
I will stand corrected. 


Mr. HILL. The gentleman misunderstands a great many’ 
things. 
Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, one thing at a time. I am not 


clothed with all wisdom; 
knowledge crowded into my head at all kinds of angles, and 
the power to defend the industries of Connecticut at one session 





of Congress and attack the industries of the balance of the 
country at another. [Cheers and applause.] 
HEAT LANDS IN CANADIAN NORTHWEST. 

Now, how much wheat did Canada produce in the year 1909? 
In round numbers, if I recollect right, 166,000,000 bushels. 
Where was it grown? All except about 19,000,000 bushels 
grown in eastern Canada was produced in Manitoba, in far- 


y Saskatchewan, in far-away Alberta, with a very 
in British Columbia. That shows what that new cc 
do. How much of the land there is under cultis 
Under cultivation in these three Provinces last year there were 
less than 12,000,000 acres. What says the deputy minister of 
agriculture of the Province of Alberta? George Harcourt, deputy 
minister of agriculture for the Province of Alberta, in 1909, made 
this report: 

Of the country which is known the area capable of producing 


little 


yuntry 





can 


grain 





is 220,000,000 acres. ‘The total area in crops last year was 11,257,870 
acres, producing a total crop of 240,000,000 bushels. The unoccupied 
land in the future will produce at least 5,000,000,000 bushels. This is 
not the end. There is a great northern country, the McKenzie Basin 
which is capable of producing grain. (Canadian Yearbook.) 


I cite the following as to wheat production in the United 
States and Canada, and the figures are taken from official Gov- 
ernment reports: 

Wheat statistics. 


Bushels 
Wheat produced in United States, 1910 Se acecin tiesto 691, 767, 000 
Wheat exported —~- bushels_. 24, 257,392) co o 5°1 
Flour exported___8,37 0,251 barrels—=bushels_ 35, 666, 129f °”» Y=" a 
Wheat consumed in United States_......._.__.... 631, 843, 479 
Wheat produced in Canada, 1909_._--- ay , 000 


he 


Wheat exported —___. ___bushels__ 49, 000, ons} 53, 500 
Flour exported_.__1, 000,000 barrels—=bushels_ 4,500, 000f °°?" 





EE EE eee 115, 244, 000 
Wheat produced in Canada, 1909__-_-~- th Oe ae 
Wheat produced in Manitoba___ _bushels__ 52, 706, 000 
Wheat produced in Saskatchewan_____ do___. 85, 197, 000 
Wheat produced in Alberta_._-.---~- a oO 579, 000 f 

—— 147, 482, 000 

Wheat produced in remainder of Canada______~--- 19, 262, 000 


The three Provinces of Manitoba, Saskatchewan, and Alberta 
produced this yield of wheat with less than 12,000,000 acres 
under cultivation. They have an available area suited to the 
cultivation of wheat of 220,000,000 acres. 











Bushels. 

Average yield of wheat per acre, Canada, 1909.____-.-----~_-_~_-__- 21% 
Average yield of wheat per acre, United States, 1909------_-_---__ 154 

Wheat statistics, 1910. 
{Crop Reporter, Department of Agriculture, 1910.) 
Bushels. 

I ES ee aC eee 94, GSO, 000 
i chnceeeieenenenm 36, 105, 000 
South Dakota 46, 720, 000 
Re cats sailndlarhic nisin anniipninhaieeniiiaaemans 25, 603, 000 
i ceetiimeicion 16, 413, 000 
ae cite enlaiemnnaineemains 12, 603, 000 
ee sieneniiniaampeniceilesanaiitemiiian 10, 470, 000 
a iibeennetiipedetiinattinie 241, 994, 000 


States (including Kansas and Oklahoma). 
Bushels. 


Oa a li snleteeeniinienen 13, 816, 000 
bE OR ARERR RR I Pe RST ae 10, 176, 000 
i oes ~ 6,125,000 
nn aes 7, 433, 000 
Gouth Cavelina i 4, 982, 000 
I aati i eens 2, 740, OVU 
pl IRR mn aa 25, 130, G00 
pentucky RT TR SN oe’ 600, 000 
I te 52, UGS, OOO 
praneaee. kl 10, G47, 000 
I 1, 560, 000 
Mississippi Re ee TS, 000 
A YT ee es PT 18, 780, 000 
LL EL Sn a a ae 25, 363, 000 
eee 2, 710, 000 
Cee a aseesnoenocees 860, 000 
I kc 379, 000 
Co cle diednbimsmemenmenen 201, 438, 000 
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are to be greatly benefited by | 


I do not have all kinds of statistical | 


ation? | 
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AMERICAN FARMERS GO TO CANADA. 





But some one says, “ Mr. CANN rN, our improved lands are sub- 
— lly the same price as Canadian improved lam “ Granted. 
The price of improved lands in the farming district New York 
is aie the same, as I wu derstand, as those in Ontario, 
and perhaps the price of land in Massachusett Vermont, and 




















New Hampshire is substantially the same as the price of land in 
Quebec and perhaps in Nova Scotia. | am only approxi- 
mating; but let us see. When you lose an industrious farmer 
who understands the science of farming, with his wife and his 
children, you lose more than money. [Applause on the Repub 
lican side.] A few days ago Mr. Earling, 1 ager of the 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railroad and brother of its 
president, did me the honor to call on me to pay iis respects. 
I was glad to see him. I asked, “Are you carrying lots of home 
seekers on that great road of yours?” He repli \ l 
many.” I inquired, “Where are they going—to the D 
and on to Montana and Washington?” “ No,” he repli 
are carrying more than we ever carried, but we are oaly rry- 
ing th m as far as Minneapolis.” I asked hi: | l 
at Mined, and he answered, “They trans for M 
| toba and Saskatchewan and Alberta.” One half, two-thirds— 
yes; more than that—of the 200,000,000 acres of land in th 
Provinces of Manitoba, Saskatchewan, and Alberta—and a great 
portion of them are as good as the sun ever shone upon—may 
be homesteaded, and if a man aon on the homestead for a 
year and turns over the sod on 30 acres, he takes title in fee. 
Then he can buy an adjacent quar n, if it has not yet 
been taken up, at the Gove ment price In addition, there 
is much of the 55,000,000 acres of land granted by the Goy 
ernment to the railways which is subject to settlement « 
favorable terms. And yet Liverpool fixes the price of o 
grain say my friends who agree with the President, and all th 
will not make any difference in the price! 
Now let us inquire about that. The freight rate on wheat 
from Winnipeg to Liverpool is less than it is from Minneapolis 


to Liverpool. I have made inquiry about this, and I speak by 
the book. Will some gentlem4n be kind enough to explain to 
me in his own time why it is, under such circumstances, that 
the price of wheat, equal in quality, as shown by the report of 
the Tariff Board called for by a resolution of the Senate, ay 
erages from 10 to 12 cents more per bushel the year round in 
Minneapolis than in Winnipeg? Last year the magnificent crop 
of wheat in the United States, amounting to nearly 700,000,000 


bushels, was all consumed in 
60,000,000 bushels. 


What was the per capita consumption of wheat in the Unité 


the United States except 


avout 


ad 
States last year? Nearly 7 bushels. What a contrast that 
is to the condition in 1894. In that year, in spite of a good crop 
of wheat in the United States, conditions were bad. I am not 
stating why they were bad; I am not seeking to play polities by 
referring to what happened while the Democratic Party had 
full possession of the Government; but I call attention to it in 
order to illustrate the point. In the four years from 1893 to 


1897 there was a minimum of consumption of wheat 
than about 4 bushels to each inhabitant. If I 


-not more 


recollect aright, 


for one year, 1894, it was less than 34 bushels. In that ye 
of lowest per capita consumption the price of wheat was tft] 


lowest we have had in 50 years—less than 
the farmer. What was the reason? 
the farmer consumes his share? 
people in the United States. A falling off in th umption 
of wheat at the rate of 1 bushel to each inhabitant in the 
United States represents a loss of 92,000,000 bushels. Last year 

we had a great crop, and more than six-sevenths of it was 
sumed here. Less than 70,000,000 bushels of it went abroad. 


50 cents a bushel to 
Who buys the wheat after 
The other two-thirds of th: 


» cons 


er eon. 


tetween 6 and 7 bushels per capita was retained in thi 
eountry for consumption. Why? Because our people—the men 
on the railroads, the men in the factories, and in other 


branches—were fairly well employed. They received increased 


wages. There was a great cry raised by politicians, by the col- 
lege ~professors, and others as to the high cost of living; and 
yet two-thirds of the people, I will say to the gentleman from 
New Jersey, earned sufficient wages to consume 6} bushels of 
wheat to each man, woman, and child, and th had the where- 
with to pay for it. In the four years from 18093 to 1807 the 
average consumption was a little less than 4 bushels per capita. 
Why? Hundreds of thousands of men ¥ tramping; thi 
or four millions of men were out of employment, or on short 
employment. 


FARM PRICES OF AGRICTI 


Let us pursue that policy whereby v 
so that it is consumed substantially 
us do as other nations do, and pursue 
our best interest, 


ILeTURBAL PROM 
Inetion 
Let 


is for 


in ft] ed States 
that wi 


When a man says to me that L iverpool fixes 





week 


> peti Shenae A we a 1 axaie fraiche 
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the price of grain for this crop of over 600,000,000 bushels of 
wheat, five-sixths of which is consumed in the United States, I | 
say to him that I will believe him when he shows me that the 
tail wags the dog. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Since the election on the 8th day of November last, when our | 
Democratic friends succeeded in carrying the House of Repre- 
sentatives by a majority of over 60, the farm price of agricul- 
tural products in the United States has decreased more than 
25 per cent. The value of the product of labor and effort in 
other lines of industry, however, has not depreciated since that | 
event. The wages of the employee in the factory, on the rail- 
road, and in the mine have not been reduced, and I hope they 
will not be, althongh I could wish that there were a surer 
foundation for the hope than at present exists. 

The cost of food products to the. ultimate consumer, after 
they have passed through the hands of those who distribute, has | 
not decreased in any commensurate proportion to the decrease 
in the farm price of agricultural products; in fact, prices at 
retail are almost as high, considering the season, as they were 
last November. 

The farmer is not to blame for this condition. Although the 
farm value of his products has decreased over one-fourth, there 
have been no strikes on the part of the farmer. He is patient, 
patriotic, loyal, and is willing to bear his share of losses which 
come under the natural laws of trade. He is willing to sub- 
mit te that law which should regulate all commerce in the 
United States, namely, the regulation of price by the supply 
and the demand. 

I ask the question, What would have happened in the United | 
States if the compensation of those who employ labor had been 
reduced one-fourth and if the wages of labor on railway, in 
factory, and in other industries had been cut in proportion? 
All over the country men now employed would be idle. There 
would be strikes, disorder, and panic, involving bankers, mer- 
chants, and the whole body politic. 

Notwithstanding all. this, the Democratic Party, with their 
enormous majority in the House, will pass this miscalled reci- 
procity bill, which will result ih prosperity for our Canadian 
neighbors and bankruptcy for those engaged in agriculture in 
the United States. 

This result may not come in a day, a week, or a month, but 
if this bill is enacted into law so long as it remains upon the 
statute book the situation will grow more and more acute, and | 
while the burden will rest primarily upon those engaged in 
agriculture, no man lives to himself alone. Whatever inju- 
riously affects the one-third of our population engaged in agri- 
culture must inevitably react on and injure the other two- 
thirds. When the ability of the one-third to purchase the 
products of the other two-thirds is impaired, there must neces- 
sarily be a halting and slackening of production in all lines of 
industry, and we will have widespread panic and bankruptcy. 

Some one says the northern railroads want this bill. Yes; 
some of them do; in fact, many of them do. One of the great- 
est men, in my judgment, in the United States, Mr. James J. 
Hill, a great railroad and empire builder, for whom I have the 
highest respect, heartily advocates this bill. He has builded | 
a great railroad system from the Lakes to the Pacific Ocean, | 
running near our northern boundary. I would rather agree 
with James J, Hill, Democrat as he is, than to disagree with 
him; but in my opinion the man is worse than an infidel who 
cares not for his own household. [Applause on the Republican 
side.}] Here [indicating] is his railroad running up near the 








Canadian line, and you can count, as I have counted—and I 
think I have counted correctly—20 branch lines or spurs reach- 
ing over into this “ poor” country of Manitoba, of Saskatche- 
wan, and of Alberta. How poor that country is! Why, the 
eloquent gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CrumPpacker], for whom 
I have great respect, in his speech made me wonder why there 
was so much fuss made about this proposed reciprocity agree- 
ment, for he seemed to prove, satisfactorily to himself at any 
rate, that this land would wear out in his lifetime or mine. 
Well, we have the reports in regard to it, and they show that 
it has a magnificent subsoil. 
CLIMATIC CONDITIONS FAVORABLE TO WHEAT. 

I went to the Weather Bureau to ascertain about the climate 
in these Provinces. I told them that I had read about the 
Japan current, that I had read about the long hours of sun- 
shine during the crop season in northern Canada, and that I 
wanted to know about it. I asked them to make me a map, 
and after a week they sent me this one [indicating]. These red 
lines [indicating] are the heat lines. This one [indicating] 
starts away down here, not a great way from the central part 
of northern New York, and runs away up almost to 54° 40’’. 
These lines indicate that they have as much heat in Canada 
during the crop season, and more, than in North Dakota. These 


| other lines indicate precipitation. I think I have asked the «, 


tleman from North Dakota [Mr, HANNA] more questions, per. 
haps, than anybody else in regard to this matter in my effort ; 
learn about the section of the country in which he lives, 

As I have said, the crop season is from April to August. 1] 
asked him, “‘ How about the wheat lands up there?” * Wh) 
said he, “they are all right.” “ Well,” said I, “don’t you ¢ 
nipped with the frost?” He said, “ Florida had her orange gro 


| frozen a few years ago; you lost a wheat crop within your ow) 


recollection in Illinois and Iowa; you had the great corn er.) 
in 1863 or 1864 absolutely killed before the middle of August. 
You have got to run those risks everywhere in the Tempe 
Zone, north or south.” 

Now, last year there was not enough moisture in North D»- 
kota, and the crop was short about 5 bushels to the acre 
gentleman from North Dakota will correct me if my staten: 
is inaccurate—but in Alberta, here, and in Saskatchewan. 
little to the north, I think they raised in the neighborhood 
20 bushels to the acre. They had a little more moisture ther 
The dews were heavier. Farther north they had a little py 
sunshine. After the closest study I have been able to give | 
matter I have no hesitation in saying that in these three Pr: 
inces, without going into the McKenzie Basin, here [indicatiny 
which reaches away up to the sixtieth degree of latitude ; 
above, tempered by the current that comes from the Pi: 
Ocean and by the winds that down in the State of Wash 
ton are called the chinook winds, with the Rocky Mounta 
lower, with the Coast Range almost obliterated—I say to y: 
there is as much moisture during the crop season through: 
all this country here, up to Prince Rupert, including British 
Columbia, as there is in North Dakota; as much as there is 
South Dakota and northern Michigan; and as much as at ] 
Arthur, in the magnificent Province of Ontario, which reac! 
down like a wedge between New York on one side and Mi 
gan on the other. 

The average temperature at Edmonton, 325 miles nort! 
the border line between Canada and the United States, is : 
same as at Kalispel, Mont., and Port Arthur on Lake Super 

Calgary, 150 miles north of the border line, has the s:) 
average mean temperature as Duluth, Minn., Alpena, M 


| Devils Lake, N. Dak., Cheyenne, Wyo., and Denver, Colo. 


There is more rainfall in the crop season 100 miles mn 
of Edmonton than in any part of the States of Washingt: 
Idaho, Montana, Wyoming, Colorado, or northern North Dak 
and Minnesota, and the same rainfall as in North and So 
Dakota. 

Calgary has the same precipitation as the northwestern | 
of the United States. 

WE SHOULD CARE FOR OUR OWN. 

Now, it is up to us to say whether we will care for our « 
Will we continue to develop our own country from east to y 
and from north to south, or will we, without one iota of « 
pensation, throw open our markets to all the agricult 
products of the rapidly developing country in Canada? 

Nations care for their own. These 92,000,000 of people of « 
not only have to be strong enough, but wise enough, to face | 


| world and pursue that policy that is the best for them. 


Now, I want to say to the gentlemen from New York : 


| Massachusetts and New England that in the last 10 y: 


hundreds of millions of dollars have been added to the va 
of your farm lands—enough to make up for the loss sustain 
prior to 1900, while we were developing the great West. 

New York and New England had 7,200,000 acres of agri 
tural lands abandoned between 1880 and 1900. There was a 
reduction of $260,000,000 in the value of farm lands and build- 
ings in the same States in the same period. 

Ohio also lost $91,000,000 in the value of farm lands and 
buildings in the same time. 

Illinois increased the value of farm lands and buildings in tle 
same time $756,000,000. , 

The losses in the East have been recovered in the last 10 years. 

New England increased the value of farm lands and build- 
ings $183,000,000 since 1900. 

Connecticut had a loss of $24,000,000 in such values from 
1880 to 1900 and a gain of $39,000,000 from 1900 to 1910. 

Maine had a loss of $6,500,000 in such values from 1880 to 
1900 and a gain of $61,000,000 in the last 10 years. ; 

Vermont’s loss for the 20 years prior to 1900 was $26,000,000, 
and her gain since that year $29,000,000. 

New Hampshire lost $5,500,000 from 1880 to 1900 and gained 
$15,500,000 in the last 10 years. 

Massachusetts lost $19,000,000 in the value of farm lands and 
farm buildings between 1880 and 1890 and gained $54,000,000 in 
the same values in the last 20 years, $33,000,000 of that in- 
erease being credited to the last 10 years. 
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Rhode Island lost $2,000,000 in similar values from 1880 to 
1900, and gained $4,000,000 from 1900 to 1910. 

The losses in value on farm lands and farm buildings from 
1880 to 1900 in New England alone amounted to $83,000,000, 
and the gains in the same section in the last 10 years amounted 
to $183,000,000. 

New York’s farm lands and farm buildings were worth 
¢168,000,000 less in 1900 than in 1880 and $288,000,000 more 
in 1910 than in 1900. 

The Empire State in the last 10 years recovered her losses of 
the preceding 20 years and added $120,000,000 as a net gain over 
the values she had in 1880, when her farms began to decline. 

The average value of farm lands per acre increased in the 
last 10 years as follows: 


Per cent. 
Maime .ncccccccnwe ncn wenn nnn wen wo wwee ow eoenee own oceooe 75 
Massachusetts ....... ne te Cen nnn ewww own oon e 382 
Vermont ~---------------------------------~-----+---- +--+ 30 
ll. Ce SODOOSSESSSO Oneness 43 
Rhode Islan@.......... ~~ no ne wee ca meena 17 
New [IGN O. ce cttn eons puteesan-acnnentinienearaasmnaGnimmapdadbanmndsdatnds 40 
NeW Teldec ence nese ecesenen nec ems a neenemen~eienee 31 
Pennsylvania ~.....-..-.----~~~..------~~.~-.-.-----.----... 14 
TNIRO8 2.2 adacawocwe eee wowace wo eesweceseneonneoonnenn 106 
le@lGRS .ceqscnewewwencewoceceweocemeseesesocosegmancecnnowe 94 
FOIE decks a tienin Ocean tn eememaee nae maaan 120 
rae Bat tclaescaechtnins eideweipiee dps uaiad aaitin an. aginndastineipemyentatpliiaiveantebrenimensa tenets 33 
TRI lisa ecatl ati neers ca nl ch canadienne tia tlh aineenctarvcatigien 76 
DOT Sie eigen casero ntigetteenincresenrsitancien enpcintiehen entities ni innntenitind 104 


So I say that the renaissance in agriculture has come to the 
East as well as the West, and by this legislation you propose to 
check that return of the American farmer to his old-time 
prosperity. 

HARRISON 


AND BLAINE ON RECIPROCITY. 


There has never been a time when Canada was not earnestly 
knocking at the doors of the United States for the admission, 
without tax or tariff, of her agricultural products. I do not 
care whether you call it reciprocity or free gift. Gentlemen 
will recall the treaty of 1854 and its subsequent repeal. 
not go back to that; that is behind us. 
the British minister, asked the administration of Benjamin Har- 
rison, Blaine being Secretary of State, to receive delegates from 
Canada to cooperate with the British minister in making a reci- 
procity agreement. Theycame. Harrison tells it in a few words: 

Here is what President Harrison said in his last message, 
December 6, 1892: 


During the past year a suggestion was received through the British 
minister that the Canadian Government would like to confer as to the 
possibility of enlarging upon terms of mutual advantage the commer- 
cial exchanges of Canada and the United States, and a conference was 
held at Washington, with Mr. Blaine acting for this Government and 
the British minister at this capital and three members of the Domin- 
ion cabinet acting as commissioners on the part of Great Britain. 

The conference developed the fact that the Canadian Government was 
only prepared to offer to the United States in exchange for the conces- 
sions asked the admission of natural products. The statement was 
frankly made that favored rates could not be given to the United States 
as against the mother country. This admission, which was foreseen, 
necessarily terminated the conference upon this question. The benefits 
of an exchange of natural products would be almost wholly with the 
people of Canada. 


Now, what is a natural product? Oh, the air, the ocean, the 


mountains, the coal in the ground, the forest, the soil, the iron | 
ore in the ground, the limestone for the flux, the clay for the | 


brick. But when the coal becomes coke, when the clay becomes 
fire brick, are these products natural products? No; because 
the mining of the coal requires labor; the coking of the coal 
requires labor. The man who digs the fire clay puts into it his 
labor; the man who mines the iron ore contributes his labor. 
Wherever the hand of man makes matter assume a shape that 
is useful to the human family, when it leaves his hand it has 
ceased to be a natural product and has become a finished prod- 
uct. [Applause on the Republican side.] What temerity to 
call a product a natural product after it has been touched by 
the hand of labor! I believe this bill is greatly in the interest 
of Canada, without compensating benefit to the United States. 
In support of that view I want to quote from the report of the 
proceedings in the Canadian House of Commons. They have 
the English system in Canada, and Sir Wilfrid Laurier has been, 
I believe, prime minister for 16 years. He is a man of great 
ability and a candid man. 

PREMIER LAURIER SAYS IT BENEFITS CANADA. 


In addressing the Canadian House of Commons on March 7 
on this proposed, miscalled reciprocity agreement, amongst 
other things Sir Wilfrid Laurier said: 

We— 

Referring to Canada— 


are, above all, an agricultural people. 


; Our chief wealth is the growth 
of these products of the Temperate 


Zone. What are they? Fruits, 
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cereals, 


and vegetables; and it is our boast—not an idle boast, but 4 
boast founded on actual experience—that in cereals, vegetables, and 
fruit we can, without exaggeration, beat the world. 


Will you accept Mr. Laurier as a proper witness? Again, he 
says: 


All that we ask under these resolutions is to obtain for the man who 
works in the field the best possible remuneration for his labor. 

And then he compliments the minister of finance, Mr. Field- 
ing, and the mihister of customs, Mr. Patterson, who negoti- 
ated in secret this agreement with our Secretary of State. If 
the people of the United States had been informed what they 
were up to, in my judgment, their indignation would have thun- 
dered throughout the country until no Secretary of State would 
have dared make the agreement. [Applause on the Republican 
side. ] 


Sir Wilfrid Laurier thanks these two men for having ob- 
tained from the United States such an advantageous arrange- 
ment, and having obtained it without the sacrifice of any 


Canadian interest. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side.] Again, Sir Wilfrid Laurier says: 

I stated a moment ago that the agreement we made is simply t 
better prices for the products of the Canadian farmer 

[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Now, that is the statement of the man who is responsible for 
the Canadian Government. The man responsible in an executive 
capacity for our Government says: “ No; Sir Wilfrid, you 
wrong.” 

Again Mr. Lanrier says, and I want your attention to this: 

Then there is the 


get 


cattle 


trade Years ago we had a cattle t le 
with Great Britain. We have some yet, but it is not as large it 
ought to be, because everybody knows that it has been constantly re- 


tarded by the exchange embargo put upon it some 20 years ago 01 
and therefore if 


we are not able to sell all the cattle we can raise in 
Great Britain, there is a ready market in the United States. 

[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Again, the Canadian premier says: 

We are exporters not of manufactured products, but of natural prod- 
ucts, and we are large importers of manufactured products; and we 
have given to the Americans a free entrance to our markets only for 
their natural products, as they have given us a free entrance to their 
market for our natural products. 

Again, he says: 

It is not a great effort of imagination to suppose that the Americans 
were far more concerned about obtaining reciprocity in manufa “dd 


products than in natura! products; but our negotiators would not con 
sent to any reciprocity in manufactured products, but insisted or 
iting the agreement simply to such manufactured products as agricul- 
tural implements. 


Mr. Laurier is a remarkably candid and square man. He 
wants this legislation for the protection and benefit of the 
agriculturists in Canada. I am against it, because I believe it 
will work grave injury to the one-third of our people engaged 
|in agriculture and inevitably to all our people, because if the 
agriculturist does not prosper, if his lands are sold for taxes, 
if his numbers decrease, if his production falls off, if he be- 
comes a starvation consumer for the factories in Connecticut 


and in Massachusetts that weave the clothing, the whole people 
are bound to suffer. 


STEEL TRUST FAVORS PHE AGREEMENT. 


Now I want to refer to one or two other matters. The gen- 
| tleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpDERWoop] represents that great 


district in which Birmingham is situated, where God Almighty, 
when he threw matter into space, placed side by side the iron 
ore and the limestone and the coal. It is said that the great 
United States Steel Corporation—and I have no abuse for it as 
long as it performs its functions for the benefit of all the 
which my friend 
represents that it is very desirous that this bill should pa 
My information is accurate, for I have it in black and white 
from a man who ought to know. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want to state to the 
Illinois that I am not in the confidence of 
Steel Corporation. They do own about 


gentleman fr ) 
the I nited 


one-third of the iron 


ore in my district, a very valuable property. I am satisfied the 
gentleman from Illinois can inform the House as to its plan of 
procedure better than I can, [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. CANNON. After all, that is gratuitous. I did not speak 


of the gentleman personally in connection with this matter, I 
spoke of the factors in his district, which is so m 
cently developed. I want to say that if he could construe what 
I said into a reflection on him personally, it seems to me 
would have to strain the construction. 


peeing 





be 
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Now, I will look my friend in the eye and say that I ‘ies | 
directly or indirectly, had any interest in the United States | 
Steel Corporatio did any relative of mine. That great 
corporation may or may not be violating the law. If it is, let 
it be prosecuted. But, as it is a great corporation, and as I | 
have, as I think, been reliably informed that it believes this | 
agreement ought to be ratified, I made that statement. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. In what I said I intended to make no 
reflection on the gentleman’s personality, 
imply that the gentleman, 
Republican Party, must of necessity be v 
Stee? Corporation than I was, 
the Democratic Party. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. That is the case with all industries. 

Mr. CANNON. I am proud of all the industries in this great 
Republic—the railroads, the factories, and the furnaces. I am 
proud, also, of the great development brought about by that 
great organization the Standard Oil Co., no member of which 
I bave any personal knowledge of directly or indirectly. Its 
fleets are upon every ocean. Its production is magnificent. It 
reaches with its pipe lines into the districts rep resented by my 
colleague, Dr. Foster, and myself. Our constituents, Doctor, 
were exceedingly anxious to get them to construct their pipe 
lines, and now that they have got them, I fancy that, while 
some of our constituents are very anxious to damn them, they 
would not have them turned out. [Laughter.] The American 
people have worked and are working out their own salvation. 


nor 


very much closer to the 
speaking from the standpoint of 


THE PREE-LIST BILLS OF 1894. 


Now, then, one word more. I hold in my hand the bill re- 
ported, as I understand, this morning by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNperwoop], placing on the free list agricul- 
tural implements and various other articles. Already in the 
Payne law, which has been so cursed and damned, any country 
can have free trade with us in agricultural implements pro- 
vided it grants a like concession to us. You now propose to 
go further. You say to Great Britain, and you say to every 
foreign manufacturer of agricuitural implements, come in with- 
out price and enjoy the markets of 90,000,000 of people without 
yielding anything in return. Canada ley I believe, a tariff 


ies 
Les, 


gun tariff bills through the House. I was here when the 
Wilson law was passed. I saw the virile Democratic ma- 
jority run the steam roller over the minority, and agree en 
bloc to 600 Senate amendments without dotting an i or cross- 
ing at. That was pretty bad. Cleveland said the bill was a 
measure of perfidy and dishonor, and he let the bill become a 
law without signing it. But it became a law all the same, and 
the present honored Speaker of the House [Mr. CLark] spoke 
and voted for it. Then what happened? The gentleman from 
Illinois, Mr. 
and offered a popgun bill, putting iron ore on the free list. 
Then, I think, bills placing coal and several other articles on 
the free list were passed in the same way. 
the House said 
to make a free Vist.” They thought that was fine politics. 
were just entering upon the campaign in the fall of 1894, and 
after that election the Republican Party came back into the 
House with a majority of something like 120. Oh, yes; 
passed the Wilson bill as you propose to pass the reciprocity 
bill—without amendment—and you passed popgun bills putting 
numerous articles on the free list, just as you propose to do 
now. When I was a boy I read about that wonderful bird, the 
ostrich, with its small head and great body, and when it wanted 
to hide it stuck its head in the sand. I used to wonder how 
that ostrich looked. I saw how it looked when you passed 
those bills. [Laughter.] History repeats itself. 

Pass your popgun bills through, but they will not, in my 
judgment, serve you any better than similar bills served your 
ostrich brethren in 1894. 

“Oh,” it is said, “we must pass this bill as it is, because if 
it is amended Canada won't have it.” Who is legislating for 
the United States—we or Canada? [Applause on the Republi- 
ean side.}] A treaty made under the auspices of Great Britain, 
between Canada and France, was hung up in the French Senate 
for months. It was said that it must not be amended or Canada 
would not have it; but the French amended it, and provided 
that fattened cattle coming into France on the hoof should not 
come in under the minimum tariff, but should pay the maximum 
tax. They amended it from the standpoint of the interest of 
the people of France. 

The treaty went back to Canada. The negotiations were 
ended if Canada did not accept the amendment. Canada did 
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ment 
| would 


but merely meant to | 
speaking from the standpoint of the | 


| States which came in 
of from 123 per cent to 20 per cent on agricultural implements. | 
This is not the first time the Democrats have passed pop- | 


: ; : | and 59 per ce 
They just rushed it through by the aid of the steam roller. | 


The Democrats in | 


, “We will show the people that we are willing | 
We | 


you | 
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accept the amendment. Canada has not yet acted upon t! 
measure. Would it not be well enough to let Canada speak { 
herself? Gentlemen, you may pass this bill, and if it is 
acted into law and disaster comes on account of it, the Ame 
sovereign, as you will find ont, has a keen eye and a long ‘ 
lection. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

It has been stated that the adoption of the reciprocity ag 
will increase our trade with Canada. On evidence ¢ 
be strong enough to impel me to act upon matter 
great importance to myself or my country, I say that is not 
object at all. Have you noticed the figures of our imports 
Canada? 

CAN WE IMPROVE OUR TRADE WITH CANADA? 

To those who urge that the ratification of the proposed 
procity agreement will expand our trade with Canada 
widen the market in that country for American productio: 
me quote from the Canada Yearbook for 1909 the figures 
imports. 

In 1909 
Of this amount, 


COv? > ¢ 
Dod0,204 008 TI 


4 on ~~ 
he $309. 756.6) 


Canada were 
from the United Si 
m= the British Empire, including Newfound! 
and $30,837,691 from all other foreign countries. In « 
words, the United States sent into Canada in the year 
$75,566,112 more in products than all the rest of the world 
oe Great Britain and the British possessions. 

As showing the growth of the trade of the United States \ 
Canada, the percentages furnished by the Canada Yearbook 
even more illuminating, showing, as they do, that the U 
States has gradually, year by year, increased its trade y 
Canada until in the year 1909 59 per cent of the total im 
into Canada came from the United States. 

In 1868, when the Dominion Government was organized 
percentage of imports from Great Britain into Canada subj 
to duty was 64.78 of the total imports subject to duty; and 
percentage of imports which came in free was 39.82 of the 1 
imports which came in free. In the same year the percent 
of imports from Great Britain and the British possessions du 
able and free to the total imports dutiable and free was 56.06 

The percentage of imports from the United States to C 
for the same year subject to duty was 22.93 of the total im) 
subject to duty, and the percentage of imports from the U 
free was 53.96 of the total imports w!) 
were admitted into Canada without payment of duty. Th: 
centage of all imports from the United States dutiable and tf 
to the total imports dutiable and free was 33.77. 

Since the year 1868 the proportion of imports from 
sritain to Canada to imports from the United States has s| 
ily decreased until in 1909 Great Britain sent to me 
29.84 per cent of the total dutiable imports admitted t 
16.31 per cent of the total imports admitted into Can: di i 
duty, and 24.52 per cent of the total imports of Canada. 

The cascaitabes of the United States, on the other ha 


total imports into 
$192,661,360 came 


7 p : \ | increased, until in 1909 we sent to Canada 51.76 per cent 
Springer, a Democratic Member, rose in his place | 


total dutiable imports, 70.20 per cent of her total:free im; 
t of her total importation, dutiable and free. 
The average for the 42-year period from 1868 to 1909 f 
respective countries of Great Britain and the United Stat 

as follows: 
Imported from Great Britain. 


Dutiable to total dutiable 
Free to total free aaiael 
Dutiable and free to all imports : 
Imported from the United States. 
Dutiable to total dutiable 
Free to total free_ 
ES EE § OO. eS ie = 
It is interesting and instructive to note the average ad val 
rate of duty paid by American imports into Canada in 
parison with the average on imports into Canada from Gr 
Britain and other countries. In spite of the Canadi: un prefer 
tial tariff in favor of Great Britain, the figures show that the low 
est average ad valorem rate is paid by imports from ‘the Unite 
States. I quote the following figures taken from the Canada 
Yearbook, 1909 (p. 225): 
Per 
Average ad valorem rate on dutiable imports into Canada from 
Great Britain, 2 
Average ad valorem rate on dutiable imports into Canada fro m 
the United States, 1909 
Average ad valorem on all imports into Canada from Great 
Britain, 1909 
Average ad valorem on all imports into Canada from the U nited 
SN API ehaciicicinnnchtiiancnsaiinatithetian tata tpi heliit Non kellie atads ie llitinmndveinaencoan 
Average ad valorem on dutiable imports into Canada from all 
SET, INU ince du-cnpeen hearhetantidile niente talenimeaitneds tania emmmaninenaaieeenes = 
Average ad valorem on all imports into Canada from all coun- 
tries, 1909 


When Canada wanted to make a reciprocity treaty with the 
United States in Harrison’s administration they asked permis- 
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sion that they might come to Washington and treat. The pend- 
agreement was initiated upon our invitation, not upon 
theirs, and it is the first instance of the kind in the history of 
the country. 


ing 


FREE PRINT PAPER THE ISSUES, 


What are we to gain by such an agreement? We have the 
lion’s share of trade with Canada, and at a less ad valorem 
than any other country on earth. Why did this invitation go? 
What was there that caused this agreement to be initiated with- 
out the Secretary of State taking the American people into his 
confidence? Now, I am going to present the evidence to you, 
you being the jury. There has been a good deal of talk, run- 
ning over several years, about the price of print paper. I have 
not been under the tongue of good report with the publishers of 
our metropolitan newspapers and magazines. I only refer to it 
to illustrate the situation. I have no feeling about the matter. 
It is behind us. The publishers can not now change it, nor 
ean I. 

The Committee on Ways and Means in the Sixtieth Congress 
was headed by Mr. Payne, Mr. McCatyt, Mr. Dauzeun, and 
others being members. JoHN SHarP WILLIAMS introduced his 
free print-paper bill. and it went to that committee. As I am 
informed, the committee by a unanimous vote, including the 
honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lonaworrtu], then and now 
a member of that committee, postponed the bill for that session 
of Congress, and did not even hold hearings on it. I was 
Speaker. They unloaded on me. [Laughter and applause.] 
The minority in the House had inaugurated a filibuster that 
lasted to the end of the session. It was ably lead by Mr. 
WILLIAMS, now a Senator from Mississippi. We had a stormy 
time. Newspaper publishers, through their representatives, one 
of whom I will name, Mr, Herman Ridder, came to me, de- 
manding that I should do something which had never been 
done, so far as I know, in the history of the Republic—that I 
should recognize some Member, JoHN SHARP WILLIAMS or 
some one else, on a Monday—suspension day—and meve to dis- 
charge the Committee on Ways and Means from further con- 
sideration of that bill and pass it. 

I said that I could not do that; that it would not be just to 
my party. I said, “ This is no time, on the eve of a presidential 
election, to take such action, and by doing so, if I had any re- 
gard for my personal welfare, I would subject myself to legiti- 
mate criticism, lose the respect of the minority, receive the 
condemnation of the majority, and the disapproval of the coun- 
try.” [Applause.] 

There was some nasty talk, to which I will not refer, and it is 
not necessary to do so; but I have been hammered from that 
time to this, though I believe they have let up on me now, inas- 
much as I am no longer the Speaker, and I am enjoying a little 
season of rest. It is all right. I am 75 years old, and, whatever 
they do, when I appear at the gate of either of the places 
where men go hereafter [laughter], whether I go where they 


wear asbestos halos or those of muslin, I will walk with my | 


head erect and say, “I retain my own self-respect.” 
applause. ] 

I am not going far into the matter here. I am going to run 
over the personal part of it as rapidly as possible. Many 
things happened about that time, and threats were made that 
if the Republican Party did not promptly put print paper upon 
the free list that great and good man who headed the Pub- 
lishers’ Association, Mr. Herman Ridder, would support Mr. 
Bryan for the Presidency and contribute $100,000 to his election. 

We did not pass that bill, and when the time came Mr. Ridder 
was made treasurer of the Democratic national committee, and 
I guess he gave you boys on the Democratic side $50,000, did 
he not? [Laughter.] The newspapers say so, and I have 
never seen it denied. So much for that. 

COST OF PRODUCTION HERE AND IN CANADA. 


I recollect very well that under the hot attack upon myself 
personally, and upon the party of which I was a member, I 
looked about for some means of defense, and I introduced a 
resolution creating a special committee to investigate the con- 
dition as to print paper. When the resolution was agreed to, I 
appointed that committee, and my honorable colleague [Mr. 
MANN] was made chairman. The House will recall the high 
personnel of that committee, and will agree that it worked 
industriously. But from one end of the country to the other 
I was criticized for that action by resolutions passed by the 
Publishers’ Association and by denunciations in the newspapers. 
The committee made an honest investigation, and in the full- 
ness of time they submitted a report. They found that there 
was a difference of $2 a ton between the cost of production 
in Canada and the cost of production in the United States. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], I recall, stated, if not in 
the report, on the floor of the House, that that was as near 
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as they could get it to the actual difference. It was a unani- 
mous report, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims] and 
the other Democrat on the committee concurring. 

This House in the consideration of the Payne tariff bill ac- 
cepted the recommendation of the Mann special committee and 
fixed the duty on print paper at $2. The bill went to the 
Senate, where there is no previous question. The Mann report 
was not accepted by that body, and they fixed the duty at $4 
a ton. In the compromise effected between the Senate and the 
House—and all legislation is a compromise—the rate was made 
$3.75 a ton, a reduction from $6, the rate under the Dingley law. 

In this connection, allow me to call the attention of the House 
to the difference between the Tariff Board and the Mann special 
committee on this matter. The Mann committee reported that 
$2 would represent the difference, whereas the Tariff Board 
said that $4.14 represented the difference. (S. Doc, 849, 61st 
Cong., 3d sess.) In this bill you reject both reports and pro- 
pose to let it in free. 

I hold no power of attorney to defend the paper industry. 
I have not a constituent, so far as I know, who has an interest 
in it. If it be true that the difference in the cost of production 
of this material in Canada, or anywhere else on earth, and the 
United States is $2 a ton or $4 a ton, then that difference ought 
to measure the tariff rate. I say that because I am a protec- 
tionist. Beyond that I have no interest. 

The New York World claims that there is $798,000,000 capi- 
tal invested in the printing trades, and admits that the product 
last year was valued at $857,000,000.. Is there any other indus- 
try in this country whose annual product is valued at more 
than its entire capital? 

By the industrial census of 1905 there were $385,000,000 capi- 
tal invested in these trades, including books, newspapers, peri- 
odicals, etc., and the annual product was $496,000,000. Three- 
fifths of the capital and product was credited to the newspapers 
and periodicals, as follows: 


atl a alice as aint carmen .. $239, 518, 524 
I eles ee ; 47,128, 711 
Tt BS hoe 59, 830, 768 
NS EE ae a 67, 6238, 099 
PRACT AEE TS at - TO, 358, 000 
li a il asin 7 a ta a 809, 327, 606 

The combined cost of production, including salaries, wages, 
materials, incidental expenses, amounted to $244,955,578.  Sub- 


tracting this from the value of the product, $309,327,606, 
leaves $64,372,028, which is a trifle less than 27 per cent of the 
capital. 

Patent medicines and women’s clothing were the only other 
industries that equaled this percentage of profit on investment 
in that census. 

By the census of 1905 it was also shown that nearly 60 per 
cent of the income of newspapers and periodicals, including 
country weeklies, came from advertising and little more than 
40 per cent from subscriptions and sales. 

It is claimed by the New York World that the product of 
the printing trade is now valued at $857,000,000, nearly 
double what it was five years ago, and it is admitted that the 


or 


| income from advertising yields a greater ratio of the whole 
| income than it did it 1905. 


ADVERTISING AND THE 

The advertising bill of this country is placed at more than 
$500,000,000 a year. This is from the printing trade alone. 
Add to this the cost of electric and mechanical advertising, and 
it is estimated that we are spending between $700,000,000 and 
$800,000,000 a year for advertising induce the to 
purchase. 

So, my Democratic friends, advertising is one of the items in 
the high cost of living. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. And it is on the free list. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; absolutely on the free list. 

The total value of all farm property in 1900 was given 
little more than $20,000,000,000, and it now estimated at 
more than $30,000,000,000, while the total value of all prod 
from the farms of the United States last year is 
Secretary of Agriculture at a little less than $9,000,000,000 

According to the figures given ‘in the President's messase, 
there was less than $6,000,000 worth of wood pulp and print 
paper imported from Canada last year, and we are asked to open 
the doors and jeopardize the farmers’ market for nearly $0.000, 
000,000 worth of produce to enable the publishers to get I 
than $6,000,000 worth of paper and pulp at a 
they have had to pay, when they are making 27 
their invested capital. 

This wood pulp and print paper is the one item in the agree 
ment on which there is no reciprocity. Mr. Fielding, in his 
letter to Secretary Knox, made this perfectly clear. He 

In the meantime the present duties on pulp and paper imported from 
the United States into Canada will remain 
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‘Aanadian duty on print paper is 15 per cent. 
six cities 


and Baltimore 


enthusiastic demands for the ratification of this agreement by 


the publishers of those great centers of population whether the | 


dwellers in those cities are equally clamorous or not. 


The proposed reciprocity agreement should be labeled “the 


publishers’ pact,” whereby agricultural products are traded off 
for the publishers’ profits. 


{ have inquired to some extent as to the capital and profits | 


of some of the great newspapers and magazines. I recollect I 
made inquiry about one—the only one, perhaps, that ever 
perpetrated a criminal libel wpon me in all my public or pri- 
vate life. The one to which I refer was committed by a man 
named Higgins, who published Success. I had a lawyer friend 
who agenized with me to bring a criminal action and civil 
action agafmst him for libel. 


some of its stockholders were so insolvent that nothing would 
be found on execution to satisfy a judgment against them. 
{Laughter.] : 

Now, I do not hate the newspapers. 
publishers, editors, and correspondents. I have the highest 
respect for them. The metropolitan newspapers and magazines 
have access to the people. In my last campaign I covered my 
district by automobile, taking my constituency into my confi- 
dence. They knew, after the years I had represented them and 
lived with them, that I would tell the truth. When I could 
not get the truth into the metropolitan newspapers, the country 
newspapers came to my rescue. God bless the country news- 
papers. [Applause.] They are a part of us. When we are 
married and given in marriage they tell the good news. They 
go to our weddings and our funerals. They rejoice with us 
when we rejoice and mourn with us when we mourn. [Ap- 
plause.] One reason why I am against the parcels post is 
because it is in the interest of strangers. We know the local 
merchant and the commercial traveler. They belong to our 
churches and to our clubs. They help make our civilization; 
they are acquainted with our farmers and our farmers are 
acquainted with them; but we do not know the mail-order 
houses. 

I do not know tue men who own the enormous metropolitan 
papers. They have heard of me, but they do not seem to care 
much about me. [Laughter.] I am not complaining. I am not 
seeking justification. If they do not let me alone, I will not 
quit public life, if I get my way about it, until my constituency 
asks me to retire. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

WHY THD PUBLISHERS WANT RECIPROCITY. 


I have referred to Herman Ridder. A friend of mine who 
publishes a country newspaper sent me this: 


AMERICAN NEWSPAPER PUBLISHERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Worip BUILDING, 
New York, March 15, 1911. 


Dran Sire: May I invite your attention to the point that promptness 
in ratifying the reciprocity agreement of the United States with 
Canada is of the utmost importance to newspapers? 

There is danger in amendments, or changes, or delay. 


[Laughter.] 


The two Governments had a tacit understanding that the arrange- 
ment would go through as framed. The difficulties attending ratifica- 
tion on the Canadian side may be increased greatly if there is hesita- 
tion or an oneunes on our part to make a new trade. 

Will you kindly urge, through your publication and by letters to 
your Representative and Senators, that the agreement as made by the 
ee be passed speedily by Congress and without amend- 
ment 

Yours, faithfully, 


I know many of their 


HERMAN RIDDER, 
President American Newspaper Publishers’ Association. 
[Applause and laughter on the Republican side.] 
Now, I have another: 
[Established 1844.] 
CHICAGO DAILY JOURNAL, 
Chicago, IU., November 18, 1910. 

This is dated before the making of the reciprocity agreement— 

My Dear Sin :-— 

I want the Democratic Members to listen to this and see if 
they will not recognize this delightful letter. Stand up now 
and bear testimony— 

I want you all to get up and sing “Renew my courage, 


Lord,” and say whether you got this letter. [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side.] 

My Dear Sin: The independent press— 

This is one of the independent fellows. [Laughter.]— 


The independent press of the country, and a large part of the Re 
publican press, supported Democratic candidates this year because 


of New York, Chicago, Philadelphia, St. Louis, | 
have one-half of the whole publishing | 
business of the United States, and it is easy to account for the | 
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Republican Scnators' and Representatives did not keep their word 
regard to removing the tariff on paper. 

In ty opinion the way to insure the continued support of 1 
publishers through the campaign of 1912 is to put all print 
pulp, and all material entering into the manufacture of paper on + 
free list at the earliest possible moment, and to announce now that 
will be the policy of Democrats in Congress. 

Yours, truly, Joun C. Eastma> 

Is there anybody on the other side of the House who did ; 
get one of these letters? [Laughter and applause on the R 
If so, let him arise and say so. No one aris 

It does not make much difference to me what somebody said 
in the past or what somebody did in the past so long as they do 
not violate the law. What they said and did may sometimes | 
useful as an example and admonition, but it does not shed muc) 
light on the present or on the future. Yet there have been s 
many efforts to drag in the name of William McKinley, by wi 
side I sat for 16 years when he was an honored Member of t! 


, 2 | House, that I want to clear the matter up a little bit. So 
So I caused an inquiry to be | 
inade, and the information came back that the concern and | 


body has got to defend the dead. 
M’KINLEY’S RECIPROCITY POLICY. 
McKinley held to the Republican theory of reciprocity in non- 
competing products. In his opening speech on the McKin! 


| bill in the House of Representatives, May 7, 1890, speaking 


reciprocity, he said: 

We have been beaten in every instance. From 1854 to 1866—12 
years of reciprocity with Canada—we bought of them twice as mn 
as they bought of us. Ninety-five per cent of their products came into 
the United States free of duty, while only 42 per cent of ours went into 
Canada free of duty. Mr. Chairman, what these other countries want 
is a free and open market with the United States. What we want 
we ever have reciprocity, must be reciprocity with equality, reciproci: 
that shall be fair, reciprocity that shall be just, reciprocity that shai! 
give us our share in the trade or arrangement that we make with the 
other nations of the world. 

It will be seen, Mr. Chairman, that wherever we have tried r 
procity or low duties we have always been the loser. 

President McKinley did net advance upon any new ground in 
1901. He said at Buffalo substantially what he had said in 
his first inaugural address March 4, 1897. Here is the reci- 
procity paragraph from his inaugural address, and I challenge 
anyone to find any other or different policy set forth in his 
Buffalo speech : 

In the revision of the tariff especial attention should be given to the 
reenactment and extension of the reciprocity principle of the law of 
1890, under which so great a stimulus was given to our foreign trac 
in new and advantageous markets for ouresurplus agricultural 1 
manufactured products. The brief trial given this legislation am 
justifies a further experiment and additional discretionary power in | 
making of commercial treaties, the end in view always to be the op 
ing of new markets for the products of our country by granting « 
cessions to the products of other lands that we and can net pr 
duce ourselves and which do not involve any loss of labor to our own 
people, but tend to increase their employment. 

That is just what President McKinley said in the beginning 
of his administration when he gave notice that he would call 
the Congress to meet in extraordinary session on March 15, 
1897, to revise the tariff on protection lines, and it is substan- 
tially what he said in his last public utterance at Buffalo in 
September, 1901. 

What did McKinley say at Buffalo? Here it is: 

By sensible trade arrangements, which will not interrupt our ho: 
production, we shall extend the outiets for our imcreasing surp! 

* * * We should take from our customers such of their produ 
we can use without harm to our industry and labor. * * * WY)! 
we produce beyond our domestic consumption must have a vent abr 
The excess must be relieved through a foreign outlet, and we s! 
sell everywhere we can and buy wherever the buying will enlarg 
sales and production, and thereby make a greater demand for | 
tabor. 

McKinley's idea of reciprocity was to provide an outlet f 
our surplus production; the pending reciprocity measure is 
attempt to cheapen our consumption. 

McKinley sought to increase our exports; this proposes 
increase our imports. The two schemes are radically differ: 

Oftentimes when McKinley’s Buffalo speech is quoted 
words “without harm to our industry and labor” are omittc:! 
I indorse every word of that speech. It is in harmony with ! 
official life and his action as a legislator. I have always bec! 
for that policy announced by McKinley and always expect tv 
be for it. 

I recollect that a great candidate for office in 1904 read that 
extract; but he left out the words “witheut harm to our 10 
dustry and labor,” so that it would read, “ We should take from 
our customers such of our products as we could use.” I had to 

eet that quotation frequently, and I could always meet it in © 
sentence. Gentlemen will recall the old story about the infide! 
and the preacher. The infidel said that he could prove by ‘he 
preacher’s own Bible that there was no Ged. “Show me, said 
the preacher. The infidel turned over and found one of tlk 
chapters which David is supposed to have written, and he said, 
“There it is.” It read, “There is no Ged.” But the parson 
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nad read his Bible. He said, “ You scoundrel, take your thumb 
off and read it all.” And when he did so, it read, “ The fool 
saith in his heart there is no God.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, I had no idea I should talk so long. Iama 
Republican and a protectionist. I indorse the Republican policy 
announced in the Republican platform of 1908. I believe in it, 


nd I will support it; but I beg gentlemen to recollect that there | 


is nothing perfect that comes from the hand of man, and there 
never will be enacted a tariff bill satisfactory in every par- 
ticular to any man. 
all wisdom and all power. 

1 voted for the Payne-Aldrich bill. I agree with the Presi- 
dent in what he said at Winona, that it is the best protective- 
tariff bill ever passed. I still believe that. If I had supreme 
wwer, 1 would wipe out some things in it. I could find duties 
ere and there which might be lowered, and I want to tell the 
ruth and say that I could find here and there an article on 
1 the free list which, if placed on the protective list, would 
.ve founded great industries. 

HYSTERIA HALTS PRODUCTION. 
Hysteria has been promoted by the great publishers. They 
can do a great deal in destroying parties and wiping out indi- 
viduals, but they can not do as much as they could have done 
two years or four years ago. [Applause.] When this pro- 
posed agreement is vitalized by legislation, when you hold the 
country up with the threat of tariff revision, to get rid of the 
Payne law, which the President said—and I think, substan- 
tially, all on this side agree with him—was the best protective 
tariff bill ever passed, though not perfect, you make men fear- 
ful. The farmer buys 5 per cent or 10 per cent less; the man 
with a fixed income buys a little less; and the laborer on the 
railway or elsewhere buys a little less; and when you reduce 
by 5 per cent the capacity of our 92,000,000 people to consume, 
you close factories, you cut down wages, you beget strikes. 
You ought to recollect that, my Democratic friends. Some of 
you were living in 1894, and some of you were here; but there 


J 
I 
{ 
t 
‘ 
] 


Perfection comes from God alone, who has | 


» dutiable list with a duty that is not protective, or an article | 


are inany of you who have come in since who will have to learn | 


by kindergarten instruction. 

Now, I want to say to men on this side of the House that 
I am somewhat full of ceumbativeness. 
have temper when I have none, and sometimes I have temper 
when I think I am under unjust charge; but when matters are 


behind me, I say again, as I have said on a former occasion, | ceive there fixes the price of our article not only in the United States 


there is nothing in animate nature that I would harm or pun- 
ish. I never expect to agree with all of you, and most of you, 
perhaps, will not agree with opinions I may hold; but we must 
cooperate; we must stand together or hang separately. 
ter.| We are in the minority. We are not responsible for 
legislation. The Democrats are responsible. Our office is criti- 
cism, and I think we are perfectly able to perform the duties 
of that office. [Laughter.] 

I want to say to my New England friends, to my Missouri 
friends, to my Llinois friends, and to all men who share the 
Republican faith, that if the Republican Party is to live, it can 
live only by being true to and supporting the policy of protec- 
tion, under which the men who live in the sweat of their faces, 


Sometimes I seem to | 


[Laugh- | 


bearing the burdens of the most expensive civilization on earth, | 


receive $2, as compared with $1 received by labor in other 


countries of the world; by equalizing production in our own | 


country and keeping our own markets. 


Gentlemen from Massachusetts, gentlemen from the Keystone | 


State, the citadel of protection, the great State that through 
evil and good report has always kept the Republican faith, may 
hug to their breasts the delusion, on account of all that has been 
Said as to the high cost of living, that they want you to vote 


for this measure; but, Mr. Chairman, so far as I am concerned, | 


without regard to what others may think, God helping me, I 
will keep the Republican faith; and after the majority, sub- 
stantially in solid phalanx, vitalizes this outrageous legislation, 
I would sooner take my chances in 1912 as an adherent of 
Republican doctrine. 
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Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, before tl tleman ikes 
his seat I will ask him if he will permit a question‘ 
LIVERPOOL D NO x TH 
Mr. CANNON. Certainly; if it is apt 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I have been very greatly in 
terested and entertained by the remarkably able speech of the 
distinguished gentleman from Illinois. Toward the close of i 
he said he was a protectionist and : blican. I, too, am 
a protectionist and a Republican, and I wish to ask him thi 


question, and to say before asking the question this, that I 


never as a Republican claimed that the price of wl 
United States was not fixed in Liverpoo The gentleman en 
tered into a very astute and very earnest argument to show 
that the price of wheat in the United States was not d in 
Liverpool. Does the gentleman entertain that ew as a Ri 
publican? 

Mr. CANNON. The price of wheat, I am stied, 
where the major part of the product is sold. [App 
Five-sixths of the wheat produced in the United States 
to our own people in the United States. I will further answe 
|} the gentleman’s question by asking another: Will the 
man have the kindness to make things as plain by explainin 
why wheat of the same quality averages from 12 to 15 cent 
more in Minneapolis than in Winnipeg? 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 


one other question? I recalled, while the gentleman was speak 
ing, that I heard the gentleman from Illinois say that the price 
of American wheat was fixed in Liverpool. I remembered 
that because it was my first term in Congress, and I found the 
RECORD—— ‘ 

Mr. CANNON. On what occasion? What was the bill? 

Mr. COOPER. It is page 994 of the CoNGRessIonaAL Recorp 
of the Fifty-third Congress, second session. 

Mr. CANNON. Read. 

Mr. COOPER (reading)— 


Mr. Simpson—— 
Speaking to Mr. CANNON. 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. Simpson. Does the gentleman not admit that we are now com 
peting in Europe with the different countries of the Old World for the 
sale of our wheat? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; with Roumania, Russia, and 


india 
Mr. Stimpson. Then the gentleman will admit that 


the price we re 


but in the foreign markets? 
Mr. CANNON. Certainly ; 
market, wherever it is. 


all prices are regulated by the prevailing 

[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The gentleman then went on to say—I will be candid with the 
gentleman—that he thought we should protect by a tariff our 
market here so that we could develop a market and consume all 
we produce and not have any surplus, but he unequivocally 
stated, and I have always carried the impression and never 
heard it doubted, that the surplus in competition with the world 
fixed the price. If we could get more at home we would not 
sell the surplus over there. 

Mr. CANNON. I fancy that I might, on reading all that 


was said, possibly have nothing to apologize for in a speech 
made, I take it, in running debate in 1894. I have no pride 
in what I have said in former years. Let me say to the gentl 
man, I can turn to the CoNnGressIonaL Recorp in the first Cor 


gress in which I served, the Forty-third Congress, and I can 


show him where I, too, believed that commerce knew bound 
| aries, and that there should be universal free trade. [ had 
not the benefit of a college education. I had practiced law for 
a living until I came down here at the age of 36. It did 
take me long by study and observation to bec 1 Repub! 

in fact as well as in name, and, being converted to the t 
faith, I suppose I will die in it. I have no ide in what I 


To you gentlemen from Massachusetts I will say that I love | 


Massachusetts. 


wealth in the Union in shaping the sentiment and promoting 
the civilization of the people of the great Republic. Did you 
vote for Foss in the last election? 


manent public sentiment in Massachusetts? When the penalty 


Is he to represent the per- | 


She has done more, perhaps, than any Common- | 


is paid, as it will be paid between this and the year 1912, and | 


consumption and production are restricted and decrease, are 
you still going to support him? Is he your leader? This bill 
might well be labeled, “A bill by the grace—or punishment— 
of God, the aid of the Secretary of State, and Foss, of Massa- 
chusetts, and the almost solid vote of Democratic Members.” 
Choose ye! [Prolonged applause. ] 


| 


have said heretofore touching the matter. 
find in an examination of- 
Mr. DALZELL. There is no contradiction 
Mr. CANNON. I do not care to discuss what I sa 
it seems to me what I said in 1894 does not confli ith 
I have said to-day. The gentleman can go back, if he desire 
and has the interest, and hunt up my record, and h 
that in 1876, in Illinois, we made a contest for the free c 
of silver. There were only two points of differe 


The gentleman car 


ce 


between 16 of silver to 1 of gold, silver then being worth 

cents an ounce. The issue was not metallic money, but fia 
money—*“ be thou a dollar.” I voted to put out greaf quantitie 
of “sound money.” It was not as sound, as subsequently d 
veloped, but it had real value, and I recollect puiting my con 


testant out of business when [ said to him, 
law can make a dollar, he is an infernally nv 


‘If a fiat of the 
in man who will 
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not let the Government issue millions of dollars and make us 
rich, inasmuch as it costs nothing.” 
Mr. MADDEN. Will my colleague yield for a question? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] yield to his colleague [Mr. MADDEN]? 


Mr. CANNON. I do. 
Mr. MADDEN. Cust one word, 
Mr. CANNON. All right. 


Mr. MADDEN. As a matter of fact, what my colleague said 
in his speech concerning 1894 corroborates exactly what he said 
to-day, namely, that the price was fixed in the market where 
the bulk of the product was sold. [Applause on the Republican 
side. | 

Mr. CANNON. I care little about what I said then; I am 
standing by my vote on this measure. [Applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RicHarpson]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 
ary last the President of the United States sent a special mes- 
sage to Congress embodying such legislation as would ratify and 
approve of what is known as the Canadian reciprocity measure, 
That message, Mr. Chairman, fell upon the ears of the 
publican standpatters like the.alarm of a fire bell at midnight. 


Mr. Chairman, on the 26th day of Janu- | 
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| food products. 


Re- | 


By their action and by their speeches they have constantly, on | 


all occasions since that, demonstrated that fact. Since 


that | 


message was sent to Congress it has been very generally dis- | 


cussed in the newspapers and the magazines and by the people 
throughout the country, and I verily believe that now it is more 
generally indorsed by the masses of the people than it was when 
Mr. Taft sent it to the Congress. 

It*is a question that, in my judgment, Mr. Chairman, far ex- 
ceeds the personal or the political record of any public man— 


a wrangle about which we have just heard on the floor of the | 


House. In that I agree with the distinguished ex-Speaker, who 


has just taken his seat after a long and elaborate argument, | change does not take place, by encouraging the developm: 


the solution and analysis of which is simply an argument that 
has been made for years past in favor of protection for protec- 
tion’s sake, that this reciprocity measure is of great importance. 
I confess, Mr. Chairman, that it is a difficult matter for me to 
believe that any man, whether he opposes or favors this meas- 
ure, can misrepresent or exaggerate its importance. It is far- 
reaching in its effects, and the more we study it the more we 
think about it, the broader and more comprehensive it becomes 
as to its future beneficial effect, and for that reason, 
earnest Democrat, and believing in the realization in the early 
future of its mutual benefits to the Governments involved, as 
well:as the present good effect of this reciprocity, I am now 
and have been a cordial advocate of the measure. 

tut the question comes now, after this long discussion in the 
public press and in the magazines, as to what this message 
means. It plainly draws the lines between the two great po- 
litical parties of our country. It is a parting of the ways. 
Republican protection, which means a tariff that prohibits com- 
petition on the one hand, and a tariff for revenue, which stands 
for a reasonable, fair competition, on the other hand. That is 
really and truly what this reciprocity bill means. All the 
voluminous talk can not disguise the real issue. 
without any hesitancy that the standpat Republicans on the 
other side of this House are right when they assert that it isa 
menace against the doctrine of protection for protection’s sake, 
the foundation rock on which rests the creed of the Republican 
Party. I say that not only is it a menace to the doctrine of 
protection after the manner in which the Republican Party has 
upheld it, but it imperils the very existence of that party. [Ap- 
plause.] By no means does this reciprocity measure contain 
on its face all that will be wrought by it in the future. 

What is the proposition? Here we have lying on the north of 
us Canada with a boundary line of 3,700 miles and more, with 
not a popgun for defense or aggression to disturb our peace. 
This is no Mexican boundary to guard or to protect. There it 
is with more than 72,000 square miles larger than the United 
States. There it is with 180,000,000 acres of wheat land, 
6,000,000 acres of which are now in cultivation, with a people 
speaking our language, with our habits and customs, living 
under the same labor conditions that we are, with wages about 
equal to ours, and who has suffered for years by a tariff wall 
that this country has constructed and vigilantly guarded along 
that peaceful boundary line for years past. 

That measure which the President has sent in here, Repub- 
lican President as he is, the Democrats in the last Congress 
sustained almost unanimously, and a majority of the Repub- 
licans voted against it. What else do we find that encourages 
us to believe that it is right as patriots, from an economic 
standpoint if nothing else, that we should support this measure? 
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The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN], who has 
taken his seat, said that we have a population of 92.1% 
and that Canada, the one section he did not favor trading w 


had about 9,000,000 of people. What is the record of 
Caucasian people? Fifty years ago they had a popu! 


searcely exceding 3,000,000 people. Within the 50 years, , 
this country has reached a growth of population of 30,000 
to 35,000,000, Canada increased to only about 9,000,000 
people. What did it? It was because the natural lin 
trade and of commerce whieh gave the least resistance | 
the United States, and the tariff wall we constructed was 
barricade. [Applause.] 

And let us look at it, Mr. Chairman, for a few moments. 
can only judge of what this measure means by surro 
circumstances, conditions, and environment. The Preside 
his special message enunciated a far-sighted policy wh 
called the attention of the Congress to our rapidly incre 
population and our decreasing productivity, and especia 
Bread is just as necessary to the people a 
and water, and the man, or men, who connives at its sc; 
and speculates for the sake of money and deprives thos: 
have to have bread commits a dastardly crime. [Appla 
The President in his reciprocity measure with Canada put » 
on the free list. What motive induced him to do that? | 
country produces or did produce for many years Over 500,(1% 
bushels of wheat annually. After*using at home all we . 
consume the remainder was exported. It was evident by 
gradual decrease of productivity and export that a change 
taking place in our economic position. 

In 1909 we exported 114,268,468 bushels of wheat, and i 
Same year we imported 48,082 bushels, and in 1910 w 
ported 164,201 bushels, nearly four times as much wheat 
did the year before. Why should we not take steps to mec! 


| inevitable congestion that will overtake us soon if some ¢ 


the fertile wheat lands of Canada and let our people ha\ 
free of tariff. Another concurring circumstance that tends 
give light as to what this reciprocity measure means and 
sO many Republicans are against it—a great demand can 
from the people in 1906-7 that the tariff duties must be rec 
Many, many were the excuses made by the Republicans 
revision should not take place. Becoming alarmed, they at 


| reluctantly consented to put a paragraph in their platfor 


as an} 


1908 to that effect and went to the country. A special 
of the Sixty-first Congress was called to redeem that pledge. | 
when they went back to the country, on the 8th of Nov: 
1910, the voters told them in plain words how utterly fai! 
and untrustworthy the Republican Party and its leaders 
been in redeeming their tariff pledges by electing an overw! 


| ingly Democratic Congress, and that is why we are here 


I contend | 


rr 


battling for reciprocity. [Applause.] 

They undertook to convince the country, by tariff-board 
ositions and various other political devices, that if they 
back into power once more they would certainly correct 
mistakes they had made. What was the answer of the ) 
to their suggestion, on the 8th day of November last? It 
that they could not be trusted. That was it. 

And now let us see. When the worthy and honorable 2 
man from Maine [Mr. Hinps] made his most learned 
elaborate speech on last Saturday on this floor the result 
simply to uphold the doctrine of “ protection for protect 
sake.” The speech of the gentleman from Maine showed | 
and profound study. It was a carefully prepared disserta 
He told us that whenever you open up new areas of land | 
we must resort to the doctrine of protection to save the |: 
we have been cultivating. If we follow that up to its legiti: 
result, but few new countries would be opened up. His sp 
was a mournful echo of the past. I believe, Mr. Chairman, t! 
whenever you separate, as this reciprocity bill proposes to (0. 
protection for protection’s sake from the Republican Party it v 
languish and die. [Applause on the Democratic side.] That 
the doctrine that the Republican Party stands for in every «- 
sential respect. But, Mr. Chairman, this very doctrine of |) 
tection for protection’s sake was, by a confession made by 1! 
President of the United States, admitted to be wrong, ani 
ought to be changed. Every standpat speaker has forgotten 
that. I refer to his celebrated Beverly letter, written at the re 
quest of the national congressional Republican committee ©! 
August 20, 1910. What was it? I want you to listen to me 
while I read it. The President was making a promise, hoping 
to get his party back into line and power. He hoped that the 
people would listen to him, and he hoped in that way to reform 
and restore the broken and shattered ranks of his party. Par- 


enthetically, I will say that it seems to me as a political proposi- 
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tion his reciprocity measure has done as much as anything 

nid possibly do to break down the old stand-pat Republican 
Party. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It has. What did 
he say in that Beverly letter? He said: 

fhe truth is— 

And emphasis is laid on that expression, ““ The truth is "—this 
is President Taft who is talking, talking to get his party restored 





to confidence, but he did not succeed 
truth is that under the old protective idea the only purpose 
to make the riff hich enough to protect home industry. The 
of tarif over the difference in the cost of production here and 
ad was not regarded as objectionable, because it was supposed that 
tition between those who enjoyed the high protection would keep 


to the consumer down to what was reasonable for the manu 


The evil 
Of what? 
ssive tariff 
That his party had been following since it originated— 
vil of excessive tariff rates, however, showed itself in the temp 


: to manufacturers to combine and supp 


ress competition, and then 
iin the prices so as to take advant 


» of the excess tariff rate 






the difference in the cost of production abroad and here. 
That is a clear-cut, plain admission by the leader of the Re 


publican Party, the President of the United States, that 
very tariff rates that we are complaining of to-day were 
‘excessive "—an “evil’’—that all the great trusts had com- 
bined and had squeiched out the small industries of the same 
chi and then enjoyed the liberty and the privilege 
the power to charge just what they pleased; and they did 
t with the full knowledge and connivance of the Republican 
Party, and they oppose this reciprocity because it stops this. 
And, Mr. Chairman, the wonderful accumulation of wealth 
«i the wonderful growth of corporations in the last 15 years 
come from that excessive tariff and under Republican 
administration. Do you suppose that honest people, people who 
have tried them heretofore, are going to trust the Republicans 
again? Why, ne. 
response of the people last November put 
pon the Democratic Party. There are the words of the Presi- 
himself that the manufacturers took advantage of the 
consumer; that they combined, and that they abused the exces 
tariff by combinations; and that they put up the tariff 
rates so that no foreign goods could come over here, and thereby 
built up these colossal fortunes that we are fighting. And yet 
the gentleman from Maine [{Mr. Hinps] in his elaborate speech 
of several hours says that the great object in successful gov 
ernment is to maintain the “ equilibrium ” between the factory 
a dividend-bearing affair—and the farm, which is 1 home of 
areas. That is his doctrine, to maintain the “ equilibrium” 


the 


racter 


1 
nave 


the responsibility 
le if 


ire 
sive 


They are not going to trust them, and the | 
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What was in the treaty of 1854 It placed upon the free list 
these articles I have ment “li as being included in Mr. Taft's 
nessage, with a geod many others. The treaty of 1854 put 
the following articles and products on the free list 

G , fl ! vistufl 1 ls of all kinds ts (fresh and 
‘ wise), o! s fruits (« 1 and ul “i), 
n f all kinds eges, 1 cru marbk 2, 
! , Cheese, tal lard, } nure | kind u, 
pitch, tar, turpentine, ashes, ti nd lumi f kind rd, 
piants, s2 I peit ol roo ri h vp 
sum, grindstoms, dyestuffs l hemp, t I ss co, 
and rags 

The repeal of this treaty was then considered ublic calan 
ity. The repeal of that treaty was m harmful to th hts 
of American citizens relative to Canadian canals. It broke up 
the rights of American fishermen, granted under | treaty, to 
fish in the Atlantic where they pleased, with any regard t 
limit as to distance. All these and other troublesome ; 
pending questions were reopened by the repeal the 
aud finally settled at The Hague 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with these lights before 1 can 
dare Say that the treaty of 1854 and the Can: re 
bill now bei: nsidered are materially differs It v 
protection theory of the Republican Varty repealed the 
treaty of 1854 and they are struggling now prevent if 
revival. Applarse.] 

Mr. Chairman, as I said, I have not the time to discuss this 
treaty from a political standpoint I agree with the a 
pat Republicans that, so far as the political standpoint ‘ 
cerned, if the President was Paying only politics and seeking 
to advance the political welfare of his party, it was a great 
blunder that he made to send in this reciprocity matter: but 
he was broader than that. He looked to the welfare of 
home country, the economic blessings to us all, to the betterment 
of Canada. Mr. Chairman, we are in an extra session of (Con 
gress and should some one ask me if I thought it vise } “al 
inove for a Republican President to call into existence a hosiile 

| Congress eight months before due, I would say No I is 
one of those Men! ‘TS who a d not want any extr SESSION id 
I believe that if we kad left it to the Dem rats am if 
Republicans of the House to on the quest por here would 
| have been hardly a baker’s dozen in favor of an extra session 
| But we are here, and the Democratic Members are ‘ ) 
stay here until we run into the regular De nber ter of 


keep up and enrich the manufacturer and impoverish the | 


farmer and make the life of 
labor and toil. 

Gentlemen, that is the true doctrine of the standpatter. 
That is what he means, and there has not been a speech made 
on either side against this measure that has not been in de- 
fer of the doctrine of protection for protection’s sake. <A 
Republican who faithfully affiliates with his party can not 


the ultimate consumer one of 


<a 


usistently stand for anything but protection. All on a sud- | 
m Republicans have become very considerate about the in- 

erests of farmers. I am not one of those who so largely 
believe that this reciprocity measure will at all militate against 

he interests of the farmers of this country. I remember the 


great words of Patrick Henry, “ By the light of 

experience shall my feet be guided.” 

If that be true, as uttered by that wonderful Virginian in 
“riy days of the American Revolution, then what have we 

go by to lead us to believe that this bill is not unfriendly to 

mers? Don’t you know that the reciprocal treaty made in 


the 


lamp of 


beween this Government and Canada was made by a 
l emocratic Congress? The South at that time, it is true, was 
quite influential In the conduct of affairs of the Republic. 
‘ho repealed that treaty? It was the Republican Party that 
repealed it. Yet they come here now and complain about the 


hings that Mr Taft includes in his reciprocal pact. 
in that treaty of 1854? Let us look and see. 
Undoubtedly history shows 


What was 
Who repealed it? 
as far as concurrent history can 
cemonstrate anything, that it was the gathering of combined in- 
tuence of money that got together and repealed that tri aty of 
iSo4, the repeal taking place in 1865, 

What did Mr. Taft put in the treaty that we are now support- 
ing? It includes cattle, fish, wheat, other grains, fresh vege- 
tables, fruits, and dairy products, and also rough lumber and 
raw materials useful to our industries. And for the benefit of 


some of our friends on the other side of the Hall I call atten- 
“ion to the fact that the President, in his reciprocity message 
of January 26 last, said: “We ought to have free lumber.” 


Congress 


if necessary to perform and carry out our prog! 





ito relieve the people. [Applause.] What have we don J 
aim more than gratified as a Democrat at the conduct of our 
leaders and our party here. 

In a few days we have passed the bill for the eleci of 
Uni 1 State Senators by the peo * we have taken 1 the 
eampaign publicity bill and in a provision juiri port 
of camyrign contributions before election as f WW 
have taken op, now, thi reciprocity measure “i W wi oon 
have the “ farmers’ free list.” All of these | lied he 
Se! t st { More wi be don by a Democratic (% 
ory hie « «i than 1 been done » ihe ast 1 ye s in Tae 
this H i e same length of time Applause on the 
cr: } ¢ re ollowing the wise p Li of on : 
at ‘ We are going to } » up tl wd worl VW r 
ne t » to tlikea “1 na ¢] i shor to te 
thing to Wea exe! Inf A wi i 
ercise conservatism, pr } eg 1 « ré Mr ‘ } 
erly letter \ en. as | id hefor the 3 > od 
publican National Commit stro ‘ ended { 
one schedule at a time He cet im m 

{ course we are pursuin In du il le w 
the President a reasonable, fair red ( ”) ‘ 
The country k s that the President id Bee: Oa ~ 
woolen schedule was lefensil I \ Lv 
to keep to the course that we have 1, | t 
influences to guide us, keep up tl! ! rudence, a fi le 
from the extreme which has so far cl ‘ ) 
has won the commendation of the count ind 
political opponen and just as sure as tl 
as it will next ve . we Vv minat ‘ - Harn 
CLARK, Wils Dix, or other D 
him President of our c« try [AY 
side. ] 

And you will never hear any more ¢ j 
these articles on the fre TI 
conduct. We have suffered k ‘ 
imposition of Republican protection for 
talk about prosper Is j 
that prosperity would come to 1 ‘connetr 
tection? I will tell you what I stand f nd 1) 
should avail ourselves of it, that wl ‘ 
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full extent we will establish in Canada with this country of 
ours the same free commercial relations that exist between our 
States. I believe this country will welcome that hour when it 
comes. Let them have the same untrammeled free commercial 
relations that exist between the States, and I believe that this 
bill leads in that direction. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
If Canada can receive the blessings of this reciprocal agreement 
with a population of not an average of two citizens to the square 
mile, why can not our country barter and trade in the same 
way, when it is to our mutual benefit, with France, a country 
that has 200 people to the square mile, or with Germany, that 
has 300 people to the square mile? This is not impracticable. 
That is why in the beginning of my remarks, Mr. Chairman, I 
said I look upon and welcome this reciprocity measure as a 
wise menace to protection for protection’s sake. [Applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I now yield 30 minutes 
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dress]. 

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, the latest declaration of the Texas 


in the State platform of August 10, 1910, and is in these words: 

We reaffirm the tariff declarations of the Democratic State and na- 
tional platforms of 1896, and we expressly condemn the proposition to 
remove all duties from the manufacturers’ raw material so long as such 
duties remain on the manufacturers’ finished product. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is the position of the Texas Democracy 
upon the question of free raw material, and it is this position 
upon that question which has called down upon the Democracy 
of our State severe criticism in certain quarters, In my opinion 
the Democracy of Texas is eminently correct in its position, and 
I shall briefly address myself to an examination of the criticisms 
which have been directed against that position. 

One of the ablest and most recent assaults upon the position 


| 





| is 


Democracy upon the question of free raw material is contained | doctrine of protection nor this pseudo-Democratic dociri: 





My colleague [Mr. SmiruH of Texas] very ably presents 
position of those Democrats who adhere to these views, 
assigns the following reason for the first contention: 


My remarks now shall be directed especially to the question as to 
the duties must be laid under a revenue-tariff system so as 1 
handicap or injure any of the industries of the country. I sha 
dertake to show that this can be done only by placing the raw 
rials of manufacture on the free list. I shall undertake to show 
without the importation of such raw materials free of duty a 
only for revenue, as contradistinguished from a tariff for protect 
impossible without disaster to many of our industries, from w! 
will follow that the free raw material is the true Democratic doc 

Mr. Chairman, the proposition to exempt the manufac 
from the payment of his taxes by means of free raw mat 
for the purpose of saving his business from handicap, in 
and disaster, is, to my mind, but stating the Republican | 
tion negatively. To save from injury is but another nanv 
encouragement; to hold harmless against disaster is but 
tection negatively announced, and to insure against han 
at least equivalent to fostering. Neither the Repub 


saving from injury, is the true principle upon which our t 
laws should be based. The use of the taxing power of 
Government for the avowed purpose of protecting, fost: 
and encouraging one man’s business at the general expe: 

an iniquitous abuse of power; and it is equally un): 

exempt one man’s business from the payment of its just 
portion of taxes as a means of saving that business fro: 
jury, handicap, and disaster. It is an abuse of power t 
or untax any class of persons or enterprises for the purpos 








| affirmatively aiding or of negatively preventing injury, \ 


of the Texas Democracy upon the tariff question was set forth | 


in a speech delivered by my colleague [Mr. Smirn of Texas], 
and because his speech upon the doctrine of free raw material 
is the fairest and most logical that has attracted my notice, I 
shall use that speech as the basis of my remarks. 

The tariff is a tax. Whatever men may have thought 
said about it in the past, we of this day, both Democrat 
Republican, concede that it is a tax. 
and particularly so is a tariff tax, because it is incapable of just 
and equal distribution. All enlightened men concede that or- 


and 
and 


such assistance is given by special privilege at the expe: 
all other classes of persons and enterprises. The Repu! 
doctrine of taxing all the people for the purpose of enc 
ing a few, is not improved upon by the proposition to gi 
manufacturer exemption from taxation by increasing the 


| of everyone else. 


All taxes are burdens, | 


The second reason assigned in support of free raw mat 
is that it will enable the manufacturer to build up an « 
trade. Quoting again from the speech of my colleague 
Siti of Texas], he says: 


1 


If our manufacturers were not burdened by a tax upon t 
| material, they would need no protection, and the duty upor 
products could be reduced to a revenue basis, They could 


ganized government can not exist without imposing the burden | 


of taxation, 
den so long 
of equality. Favoritism and discrimination in tariff taxation 
as administered by the Republican Party is alone responsible 
for the disfavor into which the system has fallen in this coun- 
try, and therein lies the vice of the proposition to exempt the 
manufacturer from the payment of his taxes when he buys his 
materials, and which at the same time continues the tax against 
the people who buy the manufacturer's finished products. 

As a means of protecting, fostering, and encouraging the 
manufacturing industries of this country, I shall concede that 
free raw material is an effective weapon. Indeed, there is no 
business in this country, whether it be farming, cattle raising, 
mining, or manufacturing, which would not be protected, fos- 
tered, and encouraged by being exempted from taxation. But 
the doctrine of Democracy has always been that it was an 
unjust and oppressive abuse of the taxing power of the Gov- 
ernment to tax one man or one avocation in order to protect, 
foster, or encourage another man or avocation. For almost 


and all good men are willing to submit to this bur- | 
as the tax is laid in accordance with the principle | 


foreign markets and meet the competition of the world. 


The solicitude for the manufacturing industries enter! 
by those who desire to give them free raw material has ; 
been anticipated by the Republican Party in the dra 
provision, so far as articles manufactured for export 
cerned. The present tariff law, written by the Repu 
Party, contains the provision— 

That where imported materials on which duties have been 
used in the manufacture of articles manufactured or produced 
United States there shall be allowed on the exportation of su 
a drawback equal in amount to the duties paid on the mate! 
less 1 per cent of such duties. 

The effect of this provision is to relieve the domestic | 
facturer from the payment of his raw-material tax | 
articles manufactured for the export trade. In the lig 
the drawback provision above quoted from it is evident 
those who now advocate free raw material for domestic 


| facturers do so as a means of giving the manufacturers a | 


a | 


hundred years the Democratic Party has warred upon Whig | 


and Republican injustice in administering discriminatory and 
inequal laws of tariff taxation, so framed as to stimulate a 


certain class of industry at the expense of the general tax- } 


payers of the country. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
The fear of injuring the manufacturing industries of this 

country has always been the excuse of the Republican Party 

for the imposition of burdensome and excessive import taxes, 


not enjoyed by other people, and not for the purpose of i 
ing our exports. 

It is very evident to my mind, Mr. Chairman, that wl 
time arrives that our domestic manufacturers can pay f 
and insurance and successfully compete in foreign m 
there will no longer be occasion for the anxiety manifest: 


| protection Republicans or the solicitude exhibited by fre 


but it is indeed a strange doctrine to proceed from Democrats | 


who profess to adhere to the Democratic principle of “ equal 
rights to all and special privileges to none.” 

Those Democrats who propose exempting domestic manufac- 
turing industries from taxation by means of free raw material 
rest their case upon the following grounds. They say: 

First, it is necessary to give the manufacturer free raw ma- 
terial in order to prevent injury, disaster, and handicap to his 
business. Second, they say, it is necessary to give the manu- 
facturer free raw material to enable him to build up an export 
trade and to successfully compete in foreign markets with for- 
eign manufacturers. Third, because, they say, it is futile to tax 
the manufacturer, inasmuch as he adds such tax into the cost 
of his finished product and it is paid by the consumer. 


material Democrats for the safety of our manufacturers | 
home markets as against the competition of foreign m1 
turers with freight charges and insurance against the 
shall not contend, Mr. Chairman, that it would not | 
the manufacturer to exempt him from the payment of his | 
On the contrary, I know it would aid him greatly. There 
man or business that would not likewise be aided by exen 
from taxation. I doubt not that if you exempt the man 
turer from the payment of his taxes it would enable hi! 
wage a more effective war with his competitors abroad in 
markets of the world. It would also ericourage the far! 
the stockman, and, indeed, all men, to free them from tlie |! 
den of paying taxes. The farmer, for instance, if relieved 
the handicap of taxes, could more successfully invade 
foreign markets with the products of the farm. 

But the point I wish to emphasize is that it is an abuse of | 
taxing power of the Government to exempt one class of men \ 








1911. 





enterprises from those necessary burdens of organized society 
at the inevitable expense of the balance of the community, even 
though such favoritism does operate affirmatively to protect, 
foster, and encourage or negatively to save from injury, handi- 
cap, and disaster. Equal and uniform taxation is, and will ever 
remain, the watchword of true Democracy, and special privilege 
under this doctrine is equally hateful whether bestowed affirma- 
tively by taxing all men for the benefit of a few or negatively 
by exempting a few men from taxation at the expense of the 
many. If the manufacturer demands a free market in which to 
make his purchases, he ought to be willing to give the people a 
free market in which to make their purchases. If the ex- 
igencies of government are such that both must contribute by 
tariff taxation to its maintenance, then let us divide and lighten 
the burden by imposing a part of it upon each. To take all the 
tax from the backs of the consumer and place it upen the backs 
of the manufacturer would be no more unfair than the reverse 
of that proposition, which would result from free raw material. 
If it is just and wise to relieve the manufacturer from the pay- 
ment of his indirect taxes, why should not State, county, and 
municipal governments avail themselves of the wisdom of this 
theory and exempt manufacturers from all taxes? If exemp- 
tion from taxation in the one case would afford some degree of 
insurance against injury, disaster, and handicap, then exemp- 
tion in all cases would vouchsafe greater assurance against 
those misfortunes which are likely to overtake any business. 


The statement that untaxed raw material would enable our | 


manufacturers to successfully compete with foreign manufac- 
turers in the foreign markets proves entirely too much. It 
is not so much competition across the ocean that the American 
people demand as competition at home, in the very markets 
where they are compelled to buy and sell. But let us suppose 
that our manufacturers, if given exemption from taxation in the 
purchase of their materials, would be enabled to carry their 
goods across the ocean, pay freight charges and insurance, and 
still sell in the foreign markets cheaper than the foreign manu- 
facturer. What prospect would we then have of obtaining 
foreign competition? For surely if the foreign manufacturer, 
with freight charges and insurance in his favor, was undersold 
in his own market by our manufacturers, he could not pay 
freight, insurance, and even a moderate revenue duty and 
bring his goods from the abandoned market at home and hope 
to compete in this market with the rival who had undersold 
him at home. So, if this contention were true the effect would 
be to destroy rather than to encourage a healthy foreign com- 
petition. 

The third reason assigned by those who would remit the 
taxes of the manufacturer is that it is futile to collect taxes 
from the manufacturer, because, they say, he will but add the 
tax thus paid into the cost of his finished product, and it must 
be paid by the consumer at last. Quoting from my colleague 
(Mr. SmirH of Texas] upon this phase of the discussion, he 
Says: 

If a manufacturer should import raw material for his own use, or 
if he purchases raw material imported by some one else upon which a 
duty is paid, he adds such duty into the cost of his finished product, 
and it is paid by the consumer. 

If this proves anything, Mr. Chairman, it proves that it is 
futile to tax any man or business that has the power to add the 
tax to the cost of the thing sold. 
emancipation the first great enterprises which would come in for 


freedom from taxation would be the great railroads and other | 


public-service corporations, in whose behalf the Supreme Court 
of the United States has already announced the proposition that 
they can justly and legally add not only taxes, but all other 
operating expenses, and a reasonable profit as well, to the 
Service sold the public. Under such a monstrous principle of 
taxation all persons and all property would be exempt from the 
burdens of supporting the Government save and except the 
utterly defenseless. The Steel Trust, the Sugar Trust, the To- 
bacco Trust, the Oil Trust, and, in fact, all trusts would cease 
to pay taxes, because their ability to add the tax into the prices 
of the thing they sell is as great, if not greater, than the ordi- 
nary domestic manufacturer. Under this specious doctrine of 
special privilege it would be a waste of time to tax the mer- 
chant, because he would add the tax to his selling price. 
would it avail to tax the professional man, because he would 
but add the tax to the charge for his services. Through the 
meshes of this net of favoritism all men would escape except 
the defenseless multitude who have not the power to pass their 
burdens along to the shoulders of others. But these defenseless 
victims of every scheme of privilege and inequality are not 
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Under such a system of | 


Nor | 


| 


always able to pay taxes, and it is doubtful if any scheme of | 
taxation could be devised which would afford sufficient revenue 
to maintain the Government based upon the principle of tax- | 


ADD 


ing only those who were too weak and helpless to pass any part 
of the burden to the shoulders of others. 

It is true, Mr. Chairman, that the manufacturer proposes to 
recoup himself for import taxes paid when he sells the finished 
product. He also purposes to add to the price of the finished 
product all the other elements of cost, such as freight, interest, 
insurance, and State, county, and municipal taxes. After add- 
ing all the elements of cost to the price of his finished product, 
he then adds, in addition, as much profit as the laws of competi- 
tion will allow. If a manufacturer suddenly found all his taxes, 
direct and indirect, and other fixed charges as well, remitted by 
governments and individuals, 


he 


would still exact for the fin- 
ished product as great a price as his customers would endure, 
It is true of all men under all circumstances that they seek to 
obtain the highest possible price for what they sell and to pay 
the lowest possible price for what they buy. In th regard 
the manufacturer is not unlike the farmer. If you were to 
free the farmer from the payment of his taxes, he would still 
demand the highest possible price for his produce. To exyx 
a different course from merchant, manufacturer, or far 


would be to expect in vain a reversal of the laws of nature and 
the laws of trade. If an example of this apparent truth wi 
needed, we have a very recent one fresh in the memory of t! 
body. Until the enactment of the Payne tariff biil the ma: 
facturers of boots, shoes, harness, and other leather goods we 
paying in import taxes to the Federal Government on imported 
hides about $2,000,000 a year. By the terms of the Payne b 
this $2,000,000 was remitted to the manufacturers by placi: 
their raw material on the free list. It is undoubtedly true tl 
the remission of their taxes reduced 


the cost of produc tion 
these manufacturers the $2,000,000 which they had forme 
paid to the Government. tut it is equally true that their se 
ing price has not been reduced, but, on the contrary, has actu 


ally been increased. A tax was retained on the finished product 


sufficient to keep out the foreign manufacturer, and as a result 
the purchasers of leather goods not only did not receive any 
benefit from the remission of the manufacturer’s tax on his raw 
material, but was aflirmatively injured, because the resulting 
loss of revenues to the Government were necessarily made up 
by increasing his taxes upon other articles. Free raw materi: 


means the exemption from taxation of the things the manuf 


turer buys and an inevitable increase of the taxes paid by the 


people upon what they buy. If the emancipation of one n 
from the burdens of taxation could be effected without increas 
the burdens of all other men, the operation would still ! 
to the charge of favoritism and ineg But what 1 
said of a proposition to relieve one class of persons of their t 
burdens by increasing the burdens of all other nh 
If the contenders for free raw material are correct t! 

position that it is futile to tax the manuf irer b he will 
in turn demand a return of the tax from his cu ( then 
indeed must our system of taxation be reversed d remodeled 
The manufacturer will always purpose to collect the x he 
pays from the jobber to whom he sells. The jobber in turn will 
purpose to collect the tax from the wholesale merchant | 

in turn from the retail merchant and this last from hi 
tomers, the ultimate consumer. In this line of dealers, « f 
whom purposes to add the tax to his selling price 

futile to tax the one as the other, for they are each act 
the common purpose to visit the burden upon the pur 

| The railroad company purposes to add its taxes to f 
passenger tolls, and the telegraph, telepho: and expr 

panies operate upon the same pl nciple. rhe farmer |] 
iis equally solicitous to add his taxes to the price of the t 

he sells. and if he fails to do so it is not because | 

| terred by altruistic considerations. But the ability of 
farmer, merchant, manufacturer, or | iblie-serviee cory 

to add taxes paid to the selling price of his or its goods « 

ices depends upon a variety of circumstances to be co! 

in any proposition to remit taxes. If the farmer man 

and wisely and is not visited with disaster in the see | 
harvest he is usually enabled to add his taxes into ft! 

price of his produce. But his ability to do so not o d 

upon his skill and industry, but upon the « on of 
markets and the elements of nature as well. The burd 
upon him to do all in his power to keep down the cost o! 
duction to a point where he can meet mpetition, and 
then he must take his chances with the weather and 
conditions. If the farmer neglects to till his fields or | 
taken by storm or drouth he will not be able to add 1 

into the selling price of his produce And the manuf 
should be willing to meet the same requir df 

| chances upon the same conditions. If the manuf rel 

and economically conducts his business and is fortunate ¢ igh 
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to escape those disasters which so often befall all lines of 
human endeavor, he will be enabled to secure a return of his 
taxes in the thing he sells. But he has no assurance of the 
return. He must keep the cost of production down to a point 
that will enable him to meet competition if the taxes he paid to 
the Government is to be returned to him in the price of his 
finished product. No man purposes to sell without making a 
profit. Profit must include taxes as well as the other elements 
of the cost of production,-and the ability of the seller to recoup 
himself should depend in all cases upon his ability to meet 
competition. Every tax paid by those whose business it is to 
acquire, produce, or manufacture for sale is treated as gn 
advance and added into the cost of production with the purpose 
of securing a return from the buyer and a profit as well. The 
Government is under neither a legal or moral obligation to in- 
sure any class of persons or enterprises that taxes paid will 
be returned to them in the final sale of their goods. That isa 
risk which all men are justly obligated to assume, and the 
issue is one of business management and not of governmental 
favoritism. 
POPULATION IS DRIFTING TO THE CITIES. 

Mr. Chairman, the whole tendency of our tariff system has 
been to safeguard and encourage the manufacturing interests at 
the expense and to the discouragement of agricultural and 
pastoral pursuits. The result has manifested itself in a hundred 
harmful ways, but in none more striking than that exhibited by 
the census returns. Under this system of favoritism to the 
manufacturing industries and discrimination against the rural 
population, our cities have become overgrown and congested, 
while everywhere in the country is presented the spectacle of 
abandoned farms. Who can blame the farmer or the farmer’s 
son for leaving the farm for the city when he beholds his own 
avocation discriminated against and neglected by a Govern- 
ment bent upon bestowing all its favors on manufacturing enter- 
prises of the cities. If the farmer is compelled to pay his own 
tax and that of the manufacturer as well, the tendency 
naturally will be for him to abandon his own avocation and 
engage in some other business less burdened. It is unfortu- 
nate for the well-being of this Republic that our population is 
drifting to the cities and manufacturing centers. The agri- 
cultural population is by far the safest and most stable con- 
stituents of free government. Mr. Chairman, I am utterly op- 
posed to favoritism in government. A just government will 
confer equal rights upon all and exact equal burdens from all 
the people. But if this Government is committed to the doctrine 
of favoritism and can not be dissuaded from that unjust course, 
then it is high time we select the agricultural class as the 
objects of our especial care. For a hundred years they have 
been compelled to bear a double burden under the pretext that 
it was necessary in order to foster and protect the manufactur- 
ing industries. The worst evils to flow from the pernicious 
doctrine of free raw material would be a further discourage- 
ment of pastoral and agricultural pursuits. If the manu- 
facturer is to be relieved of his taxes by this free raw-material 
device, thus inevitably laying added burdens upon all other 
classes of taxpayers, the farmers will continue to send their 
sons to the cities and manufacturing centers. When gentleman 
talk of imposing taxes for the purpose of encouraging, or remit- 
ting taxes for the purpose of saving from handicap the manu- 
facturing industries, they should remember that these artificial 
helps and aids to one class of people is at the inevitable expense 
of all the balance of the people. And for every encouragement 
they afford one man by exempting him from taxation, they do to 
that extent discourage some other man, whose burdens are in- 
creased in the operation. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no sort of prejudice against the strug- 
gling millions who flock to the cities in an effort to avail them- 
selves of the special privileges bestowed by this Government 
upon those engaged in manufacturing. I have no criticism to 
make against country people who flee from the farm to the city. 
So long as the Government pursues the policy of discouraging 
the pursuits of the country and encouraging the pursuits of the 
city we may expect this condition to prevail. What, sir, is the 
doctrine of free raw material but a command to the farmer 
and stock raiser to abandon his calling and move to the centers 
of population? You say by this doctrine that farming and 
stock raising do not rise to the dignity of domestic industries. 
If the manufacturer wants to purchase materials for his busi- 
ness you remit his taxes as an encouragement to his industry. 
But when the farmer wants to purchase materials for his busi- 
ness you demand that he pay a double tax in the purchase. By 
this selfish contortion of the tariff laws you declare that farm- 
ing and stock raising are not such industries as are worthy to 
be encouraged. You go even further in your discrimination, 
for you demand that the producers of raw material shall pay 
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the manufacturer's tax as well as their own. What has been 
the fruits of this favoritism to those engaged in manufacturing? 
The fruits, sir, are the untilled fields and abandoned homes of 
the country and the congested slums and teeming millions of 
the city. 

Not only is our swelling tide of foreign immigration flocking 
to the cities as soon as they set foot upon our shores, but the 
native population are no longer content to remain in the coun- 
try. The recent report of the Immigration Commission reveals 
a startling state of affairs in this regard. A census of the 
pupils in the schools of 37 of our largest cities shows that 58.5 
per cent of the total are the children of foreign-born fathers, 
In the great city of New York 71.4 per cent of the pupils were 
the children of foreign-born fathers, and in the cities of Chelsea, 
Mass., and Duluth, Minn., the percentage was 74.1 in each city. 

The Secretary of Agriculture in his 1909 report strongly em 
phasizes the depopulation of the farming districts in the follow 
ing summary : 

With the rapid extension, also, of our industrial life and the «op 
tunities offered in the past in business and in the professions the citi 
have called upon the country for clear brains and vigorous bodics { 
such an extent that large areas have become so depopniated of : v 
and vigorous minds and bedies that the stock is insufficient to repeop! 
the country districts. The result has been that some of the ni 
fertile lands in our Eastern States, some of the most fertile lan 
the world, have been left in a condition of practical if not ac: 
abandonment, and the price of provisions has increased for the s 
reason that there are not enough people to actually work the soils 
2a the crops necessary to feed the nonproducing population of 1 
c s. 

In the face of these conditions gentlemen propose a further 
discouragement of the pursuits of the country by discriminating 
against the farmer’s produce, which they are pleased to arbi- 
trarily classify as raw material. 

I do not find fault with those who want to give legitimate 
couragement to domestic industries, but I do most seriously 
object to a classification which excludes the farmer, the stock 
raiser, the mechanic, and all others except those who give tlic 
finishing touches to articles of commerce. The farmer whose 
products feed the world is as much engaged in domestic in 
dustry as the manufacturer who converts the products of the 
farm into a more refined state. Stock raising is a domesti 
industry as important as the manufacture of leather. The crea 
trouble with those who demand free raw material for 
manufacturer upon the plea that it is necessary in orde: 
save domestic industries from harm is that they omit 
agricultural and pastoral pursuits from the list of domestic 
industries. 


al 
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THE OLD DEMOCRACY. 


Prior to the Civil War the Democratic Party very largel 
controlled the tariff legislation of this country. Under the ad 
ministration of a long line of able Democratic Presidents the 
agricultural and pastoral pursuits were recognized as impo 
avocations. Prior to the Civil War no man ever heard «f a 
Democrat who advocated free raw material for the manu 
facturer. Of all the ante bellum Presidents james K. Volk 
was by all odds the best equipped upon this question. He wa 
for many years a Member of the House of Representatives, wa: 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, and Speaker of 
the House. Polk was the best informed man of his time 
the tariff question. In a work entitled “The Messages and 
Papers of the Presidents,” compiled under the direction of Con 
gress by Hon. James D. Richardson, I find these statemen: 
to President Polk’s position in the councils of the Democratic 
Party: 

He was prominently connected with every leading question, and up: 
all he struck what proved to be the keynote for the action of his party. 
During the whole period of President Jackson’s administration ! 
one of its leading supporters and at times its chief reliance. 

It is a coincidence worthy to be set down that President Polk 
brought Texas into the Union, and that Texas has furnished to 
the Union the ablest defender of Polk’s views and the views of 
Democracy upon the tariff question. 

In his first annual message to Congress President Polk de- 
fined with great care the position of the Democratic Party upon 
the tariff question. I quote from that message: 


In levying a tariff of duties Congress exercises the taxing power, 
and for purposes of revenue may select the objects of taxation. ‘They 
may exempt certain articles altogether and permit their Importation 
free of duty. On others they may impose low duties. In these classes 
should be embraced such articles of necessity as‘are in genera! use, 
and especially as are consumed by the laborer and the poor as 
well as by the wealthy citizen. Care should be taken that all the 
great interests of the country, including manufactures, agriculture, 
commerce, navigation, and the mechanic arts, should, as far as may be 
practicable, derive equal advan from the incidental protection 
which a just tem of revenue duties may afford. Taxation, direct or 
indirect, is a burden, and it should be so imposed as to operate as 
equally as may be on all classes in jon to their ability to bear 
it. To make the taxing power an actual benefit to one class necessarily 
increases the burdens of the others beyond their proportion, and would 
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be manifestly unjust. The terms , protection to American industry " | Mr. Chairman, the sooner Democrats cease to talk about f 
of popular import, but they should apply under a just system to lists and begin ; linetmet f 
| the various branches of industry in our country. The farmer or , gp egin a systematic and scientific adjustment of « 
planter who toils yearly in his fields is engaged in “ domestic in justry,” | tarifl laws the better it will be for the Democratic Party and 
and is as much entitled to have his labor protected as the manufac- | the coun ry. Let us equalize the burdens of the tariff and 
r, the man of commerce, the navigator, or the mechanic, who are a Ty oi aa! : ; : le i 
caged also in “domestic industry in their different pursuits. The nents W Ak EQualze hemselves If an equal and un form ax 
labors of all these classes constitute the aggregate of the “do iS Impossible, that affords no good reason for abandoning the 
> industry " of the Nation, and they are equally entitled to the | principle of equality and uniformity in adjusting the tax. We 
Nation’s protection. No one of them can justly claim to be the exclu- | |, eid on lowe ty ie cca aie | and 
. recipient of protection, which can only be afforded by increasing | 5204+ So levy the tax that it will be as nearly equa and un- 
dens on the “domestic industry” of the others. form as possible. A light tax upon a large number of articles 
My colleague [Mr. Smitn of Texas], in his speech above | 'S less burdensome than a heavy tax upen a few articles. If 
quoted from, employs this language: we will make the entire list of imports tax bearing, a light tax 
So it Is always safe to bet that the man who advocates a tax on Upon each article will suffice for the needs of the Government, 
raw material is in his sympathies at heart a protectionist, and when but if a portion of the articles imported are given free-list im 
ever protectionists need his help they usually get it. munity from taxation the tax upon the remaining articles must 
. . . . . . . + 
By the side of that indictment against those of us who de- | inevitably be made to yield greater revenue. I would seattet \ 
nounce the doctrine of free raw material I place the latest | the burdens of the tariff tax over a wide ra of art s, and 
declaration of the Democracy of Texas, in which it is declared | if incidental benefits to any class of persons o1 
that— from the imposition of the tax, these benefits would likew 
We expressly condemn the proposition to remove all duties from the | widely distributed. [Applause.] 
mannfacturer’s raw material so long as such duties remain on the Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yi ld one hour t 


manufacturer’s finished product. 

As a further indictment against the Democracy of Texas my 
colleague [Mr. Smiru of Texas] says: 

Mr. Chairman, a tax upon raw material is distinctly and emphatt- 
cally a Republican doctrine. 

If that statement is true, then Texas, the banner Democratic 
State of this Union, is intensely Republican. If that pronounce- 
ment is to be accepted, then this Democratic House finds itself 
under the leadership of a Republican. The distinguished chair- 
man of the Ways and Means Committee and floor leader of the 
Democrats in this body [Mr. UNpDEerwoop] distinctly condemned 
the doctrine of free raw material so recently as March 25, 1909, 
when the Payne tariff bill was under discussion. Upon that 
occasion Mr. UNDERWOOD said: 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us consider the bill before the House. I 
want to call the attention of the committee to these paragraphs that 
provide for free raw material. The chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee [Mr. PAYNE] announced in his opening statement that he 
was a believer in the doctrine of free raw material. Being a protec 
tionist, I believe he can justify his position in favor of free raw mate 
rial. As far back as three-quarters of a century ago Henry Clay an- 
nounced that one of the ways in which you could protect the industries 
f the country was to give them free raw materials. Manifestly so. 
Protection looks to giving some one something, and it is of no impor- 
tance to the manufacturer at which end of the line you give him the 
protection, whether you raise the tariff taxes so high as to prevent 
competition from abroad and enable him to control the entire market 
at his own prices or whether, on the other hand, you exempt him from 
the taxation that is being paid by other people and give into the coffers 
of his treasury a free gift that other people are required to pay for. 
But I do say that if the theory of the Democratic Party is a correct 
one, that we are only entitled to levy taxes for the purposes of raising 
revenue, then we should distribute taxation as broadly as possible, so 
that its burdens may be borne equitably and evenly by all. That being 
the case, I do not see how a Democrat can justify himself in the posi- 
tion that what the manufacturer buys should be free and what the 
people use should be taxed. When he comes to that proposition he ad- 
mits that he is giving the manufacturer an exemption from taxation 
for the purpose of making his business prosperous and refuses to levy 
tariff taxes for the same purpose. Is not the doctrine of free raw ma- 
terial exactly the same position the Republican protectionist takes when 
he proposes a high protective tariff to make business prosperous? But 
although the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] may be consistent 
in his theory in believing in free raw material as a Republican doctrine, 


I do not believe he has been consistent in his theory in applying his | 


principles to the bill that is presented to the House. 


Mr. Chairman, I have no quarrel to make with such of my 
Democratic associates as believe in free raw material. If they 
can reconcile their consciences and constituents in the espousal 
of this device of protection, I shall patiently abide the day of 
their enlightenment and regeneration. But I do quarrel with 
such of them as seek to dress this old Republican fraud up in 
Democratic garments and parade it before the country as the 
first-born of Democracy. The doctrine of free raw material is 
either the legitimate progeny of the Whig-Republican Party 
or it is a political bastard. It was never conceived in Demo- 
cratic brains or warmed at Democratic breasts. 

Hon. Cuamp Crark, always safe and true as a leader of the 
hosts of Democracy, is one of the innumerable and unques- 
tionable authorities for the statement that free raw material is 
not of Democratic origin. So recently as March 24, 1909, 
Speaker Crark delivered a speech upon the floor of this House 
in which he made that matter clear in these words: 


A political remark about free raw material may be apropos. There 
has been a great hullabaloo in later days about free raw material being 
the Democratic doctrine. It is not true at all. I will tell you what it 
was. Henry Clay said, in the greet speech ever made in America in 
favor of a high protective-tariff system—and, by the way, if he and 
Alexander Hamilton could get hold of these schedules of woolen manu- 
factures, or hear of them, they would turn over in their graves and 
curse the day on which cae ever advocated the system. ut in the 
greatest speech ever made in America in favor of a high protective- 

riff system Henry Clay put down free raw material as one of the four 
means of working protection. That statement can not be denied. There 


: ho sort of objection to any man’s advocating free raw material if he 
esires, the correct reason for so doing. 


he ought to give 


gentleman from Texas [Mr. Harpy]. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I leave my own seat be« 
from that place it is impossible to be heard. Listening to 
arguments that have been made against this reciprocity treaty | 
have been struck with one fact, and that is the fact that this gre 
and glorious country of ours is the poorest country on earth in 
the sense that we are absolutely unable to compete on our own 
ground with the inhabitants of any other quarter of the glo! 
We can not compete in cattle or sheep with the warm reg 
of South America; we can not compete in farm products with 


the colder regions of Canada; we can not compete with 
bleak plains of Siberia; we can not compete with the peon 
labor of Mexico; we can not compete with the pauper labor of 


kurope, nor can we compete with the high-priced labor of the 
New World. We can not compete with any people in any cotn- 
try in any product under the sun, and Heaven itself is so cruel 
that the very minerals in the bowels of the earth and the trees 


in our forests can not compete in richness or growth with any 
other land. Under the same reasoning, the same class of gen- 
tlemen, if the Constitution in the beginning had not forbidden 
the levying of any duty between the States, would in each { 


all of our States have erected tariff walls against each 


In Texas they would contend that Texas conld not compete with 
Kansas in corn and they would contend that Kansas could 
compete with Minnesota in wheat. They would contend 


Minnesota could not compete with California in lumber or fi 
that Georgia could not compete with Florida in 
so on through the long list. They would have had 46 diff 
systems of protective tariff, erecting a wall around each anil 
every one of our States. They would have had a system of pet 
picayune protection that would have enabled the few in each 
State to be enriched at the expense of the many. [Applause on 


oranges 


the Democratic side.}] And perhaps in the magnitude of the 
splendid resources in such a State as Texas the protectionists 
there would have been pointing to the wonderful progress of 
Texas and saying that protection for Texas had built up its 


indusiries and made for its prosperity. 

The truth is that this country is so largely prosperous as if 
to-day because it embraces the largest multitude of free-bor 
industrious citizens, among whom there is absolute free t1 
that was ever in the history of the world given free 
mercial intercourse. Our country has greater natural res 
and a greater enlightened population than ever 
under the folds of any government of the earth before, and 
the free trade between these magnificent peoples that ena! 
them to prosper, as they have prospered in spite of the ha: 
pering of your protective tariff. [Applause on the Democrat 
side.] Those gentlemen who sing the praises of protection do 
not compare Germany and France with England, where t 
natural conditions are similar, though one of these countries is 
under free trade, comparatively, and the others under prot: 
tion; but they always compare this country, the richest on t 
earth, inhabited by the most ingenious, industrious, and pro- 
ductive people in the world, with the peoples of the Old World, 
crowded down by the oppression of the classes for the centuries 
which have gone by, and tell us that our better condition hers 
is due to protection. They never tell us that Germany is 
ruled by high protection, and that they term her labor pauper 
labor. They never tell us that England is almost free trade 
and has prospered more than any nation in Europe since 
adopted her free-trade policy. 

This discussion gives opportunify to measure this Congress, 
not only as to its grasp and conception of the questions of 
tariff and protection, but also as to how far it understands, how 
fully or how slightly it realizes the dawn of the new era in 
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polities and the awakening of the heretofore indifferent masses 
under which the people are more and more determined to 
tear down privileges, prevent wrong and oppression, and estab- 
lish justice. Do Members realize what is in the air? What 
does this talk about insurgents mean? What does the 
about progressives mean—progressive Republicans, progressive 
Democrats, set over as a force against standpat or reac- 
tionary Republicans and reactionary or standpat Democrats? 
What does all this volume of protest mean? 
sharp-tipped arrows of criticism and revolution flying through 
the air in every direction, arrows tipped with truth, winged with 
strength, and sure aimed against the high and mighty? What 
mean the speeches of statesmen who love their country and hu- 
manity more than they do party sign and symbol, or the lure of 
office? We hear the watchmen with vision and voice to see and 
tell of the night; we read the newspapers every day, those argus- 
eyed creatures of modern civilization, who pierce every nook 
and cranny of hidden things; we scan the pamphlets of the so- 
called muckraker and the magazine writer, the textbook of 
the political economist, the stories of the novelist, the ser- 
mons of the pulpit, and the essays of the humanitarian; the 
air is charged. What does it mean? It means that the people 
are in revolt against privilege, oppression, greed, and corrup- 
tion. Populism and socialism in this country in the nineties 
was in great measure a protest against the treason of the great 
popular leaders, who served their masters, not the people, 
too well. 

A wilder storm than Populism may sweep this land if we of 
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want our free-list bill and want to tack it to this are honest. , 
will pass that, too, both here and in the Senate, and if we 
for one believe the President will sign it. In fact, when 
bill has become a law I believe our agricultural Republi 
will be forced to vote for our free-list bill. 

LOGROLLING HAS BEEN THE POWER BEHIND PROTECTION. 


The history of tariff legislation shows, indeed, that 


| been a long, fearful game in which every man has playe 


What mean these | 


| and equally burdened under it, no man would want it. 


| benefit from the tariff. 


| those who toil with their hands by the day or by the mn 
| or by the year. 


this day do not put a curb on unholy greed and make sure that | 


publie servants shall indeed serve the people and not other 
masters. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I diverge too far. 
16 had this editorial: 
SENATE TO ADOPT OMNIBUS BILL PLAN——FINANCE COMMITTEE WILL CAST 


ASIDE TARIFF PROGRAM PREPARED BY DEMOCRATIC MAJORITY IN HOUSE 
AND SO MAKE REVISION IMPROBABLE. 


When the House of Representatives has finished its tariff program— 
has passed Canadian reciprocity, its free-list bill, and several schedule 


A local paper on April 


| town such as existed in ancient days, including within 


revision bills—the Senate Committee on Finance will throw the whole | 


product to the winds and —— on entirely new lines. 

The Senate program will be based on the omnibus bill plan. That is, 
instead of bringing out the different House bills as separate measures, 
the Finance Committee will take up the entire series of them, re-form 
— into a single general tariff-revision bill, and bring this before the 

enate. 

In doing this the Finance Committee will produce a situation calcu- 
lated greatly to weaken the chance for any tariff legislation at all to 
pass. 

STRANGE MIXTURE OF MOTIVES. 


A strange mixture of motives will account for the Senate’s adoption of 
this program. The regular Republican Senators, of course, favor the 
omnibus plan because it gives opportunity for that logrolling which 
has always been the determining influence in making tariffs. They 
will be able to trade among different interests and groups and indus- 
tries; to hold one group in line for high duties which it does not want 
with the threat that if reduction is made at one point it will have to 
be carried throughout the list. 

* + a 


oa * + 


DEMOCRATIC DIVERGENCE. 

Then there are two elements of Democrats—progressive and conser- 
vatives—on tariff. Among these the division and the divergence of 
motives is no less acute than among the different stripes of Republicans. 
Some of them represent States in which protection sentiment has be- 
come a factor too important to be entirely ignored. It is crystallized 
about particular interests, industries, and localities. It is responsible 
for the bitter antagonism of powerful lumber interests in Arkansas to 
removal of the lumber duties. It accounts for the fact that Senator 
CLARKE of that State has lately been accounted a protection Democrat. 

This same influence has long made the Louisiana Senators frank pro- 
tectionists because of sugar. It is making itself felt powerfully in ex- 
yressions that come from the live-stock and rice industries of Texas. 
tt has made Florida only second to Louisiana among Southern States 
as a protectionist Democracy because of the Florida fruit interests. It 
writes the story of Senator Simmons’s vote for the lumber duties. 

The article goes on—I will not read it further now, but I will 
simply say that it recalls to my mind the suggestion made by 
the gentleman from Minnesota the other day, who wanted to 
inject into this bill an amendment adding our free-list bill to 
this, saying that if we were sincere we would accept the 
amendment. Ah, in doing that he is charging insincerity on 
the part of his President, it seems to me. But I say to him 
that if the Republican Senate should tack the free-list bill to 
this measure I would vote, when it came back to the House, to 
accept it, for it can not affect the treaty. I would trust that 
the President would not, in the face of public sentiment and of 
the vote of both the House and the Senate, veto that bill, but to 
put that measure on this bill in the House means to invite its 
defeat in the Senate, where surely that would then be its fate. 
I do not propose for this bill to be logrolled to its death. Put 
this bill and our free-list bill together and we almost guarantee 
the defeat of both. Separately, this bill will pass this House, 
and with the President earnestly urging it, it will surely pass 
the Senate; and then, if those Republicans who now profess to 
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himself. Those whose interests were best organized aly 
have and always will win in such a game. If no man « 
win an advantage under it, if every man was equally ben 
li 
man received a benefit of $10 from it only that he might 
the burden of paying $10 benefit to some other man, neith 
them would ask for the law. But equal benefits and 
burdens are not a part of protection. 

Perhaps 10 per cent of all our people actually rec 
Perhaps 40 per cent of them thin! 
receive such a benefit. Ninety per cent of them in fact 
the burden of the tribute that goes to the favored few. 
is why those favored few move heaven and earth, spend n 
bribe, and lie in order to retain a protective tariff. I rem 
that vast 90 per cent that bear all the burden; they ar 
blacksmith, the carpenter, the doctor, the lawyer, the sh 
and the house girl, the clerk, the farmer who does not raise s 
or cattle or a special kind of wheat, and the workingm: 












I do not represent the capitalist whose p 

and family consumption is but a fraction of his individu 
come. His interest is on the other side or is so comparati 
small that it does not affect him. It may seem useless 

to try to make plain what this tariff is—how it work: 
why it is so ardently defended. It is a tax; but if that 

all no fight would be on in Congress over it now, nob 
would urge it to be made higher, nobody could resist its 1 
tion. Let me illustrate the tariff: If Washington were a wa!led 













walls all classes of citizens, say to the number of 50,000, sli 
might include 100 families who were gardeners. Now, ilicse 
100 families could not raise on their ground all the potatoes 
consumed by the 50.000 people, and many bushels would 
brought in through the gates of the city and sold at the general 
market price fixed by the law of supply and demand for the 
whole country round about. Just at this point there comes 
on the scene a gardener of great shrewdness and he says to the 
city council, “ Our taxes to support this city government 
grievous. We could make these people outside our gates pay 
these expenses by charging them 25 cents per bushel for ever) 
bushel they bring in.” And the council, with glad acclaim, |i:i! 
this proposed arrangement and put it into operation. What is 
the result? The outsider begins to take his potatoes elsewhi 
to Baltimore or to Philadelphia, so the people begin to be short 
and the grocer here is compelled to go outside the gate and 
pay the same price for his potatoes that Baltimore does and 
pay that tax or charge of 25 cents himself in order to bring 
them in. Then if he pays the outsider 50 cents for them and 
the gatekeeper 25 cents entrance charge, they have cost him 75 
cents per bushel, and he must have a profit when he sells them 
to all the people of the city who eat them, so the people at }: 
pay that tax. But, we have forgotten that wise, shrewd gardeicr 
who is raising potatoes inside. He gets a new idea, and taking 
counsel with himself, says: ‘If the people who eat pay 75 cen! 
for the potatoes shipped here they must pay 75 cents for 
potatoes, therefore, I will raise my price,” and he does thi 
very thing. Still finding that they can not raise enough potai. 
to supply the city and that potatoes are still coming throush 
the gates and paying this tax and the people seem to know noili- 
ing about it, and, finding further, that the city government «1 
lavish spenders and want more money, and that some of tlicm 
raise potatoes themselves, he comes before the council agai 
and tells them the land is much richer outside the city and 
potatoes grow much better outside, and a thousand other thiiis, 
wherefore he asks that the tax for entrance be raised to 50 
cents per bushel and it is done. Now, the people in the cil) 
will pay, not 50 cents, not 75 cents, but $1 per bushel for «/l 
the potatoes brought in and for all the potatoes the gardenc! 
raises, and, therefore, Mr. Gardener defends and demands that 
this law be decreed sacred and that nobody touch it, unless it be 
to amend it by revision upward. This, Mr. Chairman, is * the 
tariff.” 

Of course it is readily seen that if there were so many gar- 
deners that they raised more potatoes than could be eaten inside 
the city and they had to go outside the gates themselves to 
sell their surplus, they could not have -had their prices raised 
by this charge at the gate unless, knowing about the gate tax, 
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oll the gardeners inside the city combined tegether; and hav- 
ng tried the outside market and found the price there to be 
“0 cents, they might come back into the city, put all their | 
tees together, and make the people pay 50 cents plus the gate 

per bushel for all they consume inside and send all their 
surplus out and sell that at 50 cents. That, also, is not so bad, 
nd that is what our Steel Trust has done. That is the trust 
stage of protection, which is growing every year a heavier bur- 
den and curse on our people. We growers of wheat, corn, and 
cotton are very much out in the cold. We never have been and 
never will be aple to form such a trust. I very much fear that 
if we were Situated so we could ride on the backs of our fellow 
citizens we would be inclined to do just as I have supposed 
the potato grower to have done in the walled city. On this 
point the speech of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr, ForpNrY] 
is iduminating. He says that when his mills have cut all the 
lumber they can sell to home consumers at the price they are 
able or willing to sell them at, being protected against any out- 
side competition by the tariff wall, then it is right that they 
begin to sell their surplus at lower prices, not to home people, 
put to foreign markets, without profit or even at a loss, and 
keep their home price high enough to make a good profit on 
their entire output in that way, giving to the outsider the bene- 
fit of the great supply and cheap product and making the home 
consumer bear the double burden. 
tion the donkey is a fitting party symbol of Democracy, be- 
cause the mass of the people bear the burden of it. We not 
euly bear the burden ef higher prices te us, but the burden of 
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further lower the prices to the outsider. Our higher prices 
here help decrease home consumption and help to make a sur- 
plus in the home market, and that surplus is used to help sup- 
ply the foreign demand and lower the foreign price. What does 
the lumber-mill man care who pays him the money, so he can 
cut all his lumber and make the average price a very profitable 
one? That is what the gentleman from Michigan said the 
Lumber Trust did; in effect he said they made the home people 
pay the profit on all the lumber they sold both at home and 
abroad. 

Suppose, Mr. Chairman, it were proposed to make a similar 
distinction and discrimination as between different classes of our 
home people. Suppose we should say that when dull times come 
anda surplus of lumber is on hand the mill man might still keep 
his prices up as to the countryman, the farmer, but lower it to 
the city home builder. Would we deem it just? Yet, is it any 
less just and right to favor some of our home people at the ex- 
pense of others of our home people than it is to faver foreigners 
at the expense of all our home people? No, sir; and I tell you 
we will never get relief from organized greed until we compel 
the great industries in this country to sell always, whether they 
are running leng or short, at the same price to all buyers, 
whether for home or foreign trade. Then if Mr. ForpNry’s 
supply shall be greater than the demand at high prices, let him 
lower his prices; and if his supply at the lowest price at which 
he can profitably cut lumber becomes greater than the demand, 
let him stop cutting. What right, Mr. Chairman, has the lum- 
ber king to demand of you and me that we pay him more than 
we could buy his own lumber for anywhere else than in our 
own country? 

I want to tell you, however, what the largest cattle grower 
in my county said to me. My county has a little more than 
50,000 inhabitants. This gentleman, discussing with me the 
duty on hides, said that he rendered 600 head of cattle for 
taxes. He said that if the tax remained on hides and the cattle- 
men got all the benefit of it, it would probably amount to 50 
cents per head, or $300, to him. He also stated there were not 
over 300 men in the county whose cattle possession would aver- 
age 20 head. This would make 6,000 cattle belonging to 300 
men, and the raised price for their benefit would amount to 
$3,000. “Now,” he said, “if they got the money, who had to 
pay it?” He thought the tanner could not lose it, so when he 
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Under this kind of protec- | 
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of every Democrat or professed Di ra » years ago. 
The Repub! sed to « 1 that the f paid the tax 
on all imported ¢ is, but even he never ¢ lat ybod 
but the ultimate consumer ever paid tl ncré d price paid 
the home producer by reason of the tax. Even the high-tarifi 
Republican has too much sense and cons ‘e to deny that 
original cost of any article must be ¢ l hrough its f 
or many stages of manufacture or transf ind finally 1 
loaded on the ultimate consumer. This been Demo 
teaching for over 40 years, but two ye zo a ler of a et 
tain following among Democrats announced a new doett 1e, 
to wit, that somewhere between the producer and the consumer 
this increase of price to the producer was abs Land did not 
affect the price paid by the consumer. This new doctrine is 
neither Democratic nor true, but it is proft 1 by every - 
called Democrat who has some special interest or industry ut 
he wishes to favor or help rob the people 

[I want to be perfectly fair, however, to this school of D 
mocracy, and I grant that where the tariff on any finished 


product is left so high as to exclude all importation, and 

product is made and its price fixed by a trust, then placing 
the free list the material out of which the finished product 
made will not affect the price of the finished product to the 
consumer, and will add to the profit of the manufacturer, but in 
that case putting back the tariff on the raw material would in 
crease the profits of the producer of the raw material, but 
neither hurt nor help the ultimate consumer. The way to bene 


; : ! | fit the consumer, the ultimate consumer, is not by putting back 
enough higher prices to enable the protected interests to go out | the tariff on raw material, but by taking the tariff entirely off 
into the outside market and by adding to the supply there still | ' 


of the finished preduct, and let me warn hopeful friends of the 
ultimate consumer that until we find some efficient 
destroying monopolies and combinations all tariff 


means of 
reduction 


| will largely fail to give the relief we look for, and the greater 


(and the gentlemau from North Carolina [Mr. Kircuin]. I 


| is a greater supply than there is demand for 


the number of the people and classes that become interested in 
profits derived from a tariff on what they produce the harder 
it will be to prevent these monopolies and combinations and te 
break the strangle hold of the special interests on the ultimate 
consumer. I make this statement partly to apply to the col 
loguy between the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] 
am 
not sure that the price of some special grade of wheat may not 
be raised by a tariff. 

It may be that there is grown in Minnesota a peculiar grade 
of wheat, all of which is consumed in this country, and for 
which the demand in this country is even greater than the sup 
ply. In my opinion, sir, a tariff tax on the importation of such 
wheat does have a tendency to raise its price, especially if there 
the same kind of 


s 


| wheat in Canada, our next-door neighbor, but in my opinion 


the effect would not be great. As its price increases the pe 
| ple, especially the poorer people, will use less and less of this 


bought the hide he would charge it up when he sold the leather | 


to the shoemaker and harness maker, and he would also have 
to haye some profit or go broke—that the harness man and shoe 
man could not lose it; that they would have to charge it up 
when they sold it to the man, woman, or boy who wore the 
shoes or used fhe harness—and so he said he thought the people 
who would ultimately pay him the $300 and the 300 smal! cat- 
tlemen their $10 cach would be those 50,000 people of my 
county; and he finished by saying that he had no right to take 
this money from his people or make them give it to him and 
that he was not a beggar or object of charity. Mr. Chairman, 
this plain statement that the ultimate consumer paid the tax, 


or the increased price by reason of fhe tax, was the teaching | the value of his land, unless t 


superior grade and more and more of substitutes for it in poorer 


grades of flour and corn meal and other substances, while if 
the supply of this fine wheat increases and the price of it tends 
to fall, the people will use more and more of tl and less and 
less of substitutes. Whether there be much or little of this 
superior wheat, it would always be higher than inferior grades 
ef wheat, but not very much higher, because the masses will 


use common flour or corn meal rather than submit 


to foo gg! 


extortion, and we all know that the price of this common wl 
both in Canada and America is fixed in Liverpool and mui 
substantially the same and can not be afi l by thi 


agreement, So that the whole effect of this law or agre n 
after it has passed and conditions have be _ 
operation become normal and natural, will be so slight : to 


make the narrowest protectionist wheat grower wonder and 
how it has hurt him or whether it has hurt him at all; but, M 
Chairman, if it be admitted—and from all the evidence add ’ 
| and arguments made here on this floor it bstantially true 
that the same class of labor receiving ly the 
wages produce this wheat in Canada that uce it in M 
sota, and I can not s¢ w the gentleman from Wiscon 
LENROOT] can contend that the President wrong when 1 
that free trade with Canada in wheat does not viol 
publican doctrine of protection, because the Repul 
has been proclaimed to be that the tariff s! 1 only 1 
enongh to equalize the cost of producti thi mntr 
abroad. 

I know it is argued that the price should be made | 
| here than in Canada, because the market price « lin? 
sota is higher than the market price of land in C 
has never been announced, Mr. Chairman, « 
licans, that protection ought to be made the! f eg r 
the price of land or giving the landowner ] 

he last paragraph of tl t 
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Republican platform, which demands that a reasonable income 
on investments to be Insured by the tariff be so construed, and 
that part of the platform I understand Mr. Lenroor to repudi- 


ate. Besides all this, sir, there is just as much difference in 
the value of lands in the different States of the Union as there 
is in the value of land between Minnesota and Canada. 

The difference between the Canadian yield and the Minnesota 
yield is not near so great as the difference between the Minne- 
sota yield and the yield in Texas. The difference in the quality 
of the wheat in Minnesota and Canada is not near so great as 
the difference in wheat in quality in favor of the Minnesota 
wheat over the Texas wheat. Greater yields of wheat per acre 
generally may be made perhaps in the North than in the South, 


and by the logic of the gentleman from Minnesota, if there is to | 


be any justice in tariff, then we ought to have a tariff between 
the States, so as to equalize the cost of production and equalize 
the value of land and the yield per acre in the different States. 
Again, Mr. Chairman, if those who oppose this treaty on the 
ground that it may enable somebody to compete with their 
wheat products and possibly lower their price by adding to 
the supply ef this fine wheat, if they are right, I say, they ought 
to oppose everything else that would have the same tendency. 
They ought to oppose every project for irrigating vast 
regions or for draining great swamp regions and thereby adding 
hundreds of millions of acres to our agricultural lands, because 
by these means we would increase, and vastly increase, the crops 


the demand and price for the gentleman's fine wheat. We have 
spent millions and are spending millions more to redeem great 
areas of this arid and swamp land, and yet when a proposition 
arises under which without the expenditure of a single dollar 
we may have access for the purpose of raising wheat to millions 
of acres of land of good quality which has heretofore been cut 
off from us, the gentleman from Minnesota objects. 


a million acres of land to make it produce wheat for our people’s 
consumption and refusing to accept a million acres of land 


already fitted for growing wheat when it is offered to us with- | 


out money and without price. 

In the same way there is no excuse for spending millions to 
reforest land denuded of its trees and refusing to accept all the 
timber and lumber free of tax that might be shipped into our 
borders. I want to be fair with these gentlemen. There is no 
question of any necessity of a tariff on wheat to equalize the 
labor cost of production; but there is a reason that may become 
powerful if our city population continues to grow and our rural 


population ceases to grow, under which the farmer, especially | 


the producer of foodstuffs, may ask for a so-called protective 
tariff to greatly enhance the price of his products. 

If this country ever ceases to produce breadstuffs or food- 
stuffs of all kinds sufficient for its home consumption and be- 
comes an importer rather than an exporter of foodstuffs, then 
the farming interests of the United States, without any tariff, 
will get better prices than they ever have gotten for their prod- 
ucts, but if they do like the manufacturing interests have done 
heretofore, they will combine and demand that a tariff wall be 
erected and a great tariff tax be imposed for their benefit, and 
this, even though they may be able to produce at a smaller labor 
cost than the countries against which they ask protection. 
They will see an opportunity to levy a tribute for bread upon 
every man, woman, and child in the United States, and they 
will find a reason to justify it, unless, before that day comes, we 
shall have been able to make right and justice and principle 
stronger than greed in the human heart or, unless before that 
day comes, we shall have abolished the system of collecting 
taxes by import duties and cease to hold before all our people a 
system under which part of the people are interested in making 
taxes higher and higher, because the higher the tax the greater 
the tribute collected by them, a system that must have been 
born in hell, because it tempts all men to gain the whole world 
at the loss of their souls. 

Beyond question, if we did not raise enough wheat of all 
kinds to supply our people’s demand for flour, corn would be 
resorted to as a substitute, and if we did not raise enough corn 
and wheat together to supply all our bread, then assuredly a 
tariff on corn and wheat would greatly raise the price of both— 
both to the grower and to the consumer. That leads me, Mr. 
Chairman, to the speech of the gentleman from Maine. He 
urged us to be guided by Germany and France, which both 
imposed high duties on farm products, so as to give home pro- 
ducers better prices. It is true that both of these countries 
do impose a high duty on wheat. Under what pretext I do not 
know, but surely not on the ground that their poorly-paid labor 
must be protected against the high-priced labor of America. 


arid | 


Doubtless the high protectionist there makes the same patric: 
professions he does here, but let us see how it works out. 
speak from memory and not precisely. Germany raises 0) 
about half the wheat her people consume. Her yield per «a 
is far greater than our own. Her landowners belong to 1 
higher classes and embrace the lords, who are a great com): 
political body, well organized, and long trained to uphold tly 
own interests. These landlords combine with the mill own: 
and other manufacturers to help each other to levy a tril 
upon the great masses, and together these German lords, Jan’ 
owners, mill owners, and manufacturers have fixed upon G: 
many the most iniquitous tariff burdens to be found outside 
the United States, and as a result of her system of laws wider 
which the few are favored and the many are burdened, as 
were told by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hit}, | 


| working people in the great cities scarcely know the taste 


| meat. 





He told us that in the city of Berlin an intelligent fi 
man of a great factory, talking of the price of living for | 
employees in that factory, told him that they ate no meat, | 
lived on potatoes, rice, and the like. 

But back to German wheat. Germany has imposed a ta 
of 60 cents per hundred on all imported wheat. To do this the 
landlord helped put on a duty for the benefit of the mille: 
$1.20 per hundred on flour, to say nothing of the duty he joins 
in imposing on other manufactures. Then, for the further | 


: c | of the miller, in order that he might have a monopoly of | 
of corn, wheat, and other foodstuffs which help to feed the | grinding for German consumption, and of grinding Germans «\s 
American people, and by this increase you will help to lessen | wel] as German flour, they give to the miller a drawback of 


the tax he pays on wheat and, I think, even a little more t) 
that on all the flour he makes and exports from imported w! 
This is done, they say, to encourage her mill industry. U) 
this German law the German miller, like our manufactur 
sells high at home and low abroad. In London German m 1 


. | flour sells as cheap or cheaper than American flour, but not so 
There is no | 


consistency in spending millions by the Government to irrigate | 


in Berlin; that is, the German flour does not sell as chea; 
Berlin as the American or German flour sells in London. [i 
this lure of 60 cents duty on wheat has made the German fa: 
for protection. The miller is for protection because of the $1..' 
per hundred duty upon his flour. All the strong organized 1 
ufacturing interests are for protection for similar reasons, 21 
none are left to fight for simple equality but the unorganized, the 
weak, the defenseless. The artisan, the day laborer, the « 
ployee, the hireling, the great multitude of the poor, these 1 
sweat and toil and receive the drippings of protection as 
trickles down to them through the tight-gripping but over! 
hands of the favored classes. These may pick up the cru: 
that fall from the rich man’s table, but some day their wroics 
will ery and cry aloud till Heaven hears them. One thougit 
more. Germany raises half her wheat and imports the ot! 
For her home wheat the price is raised by just about 
amount of the tax on wheat imported, and the price of al! 
flour her people consume is raised by the amount of the tax 
flour, or $1.20 per hundred. Therefore, wheat, but not flour 
imported into Germany. Now, if they consume 2,000,000,000 
pounds of flour, they pay $24,000,000 more for it than |! 
would without the tax; but Germany only imports one-half ! 
consumption, or, say, 1,000,000,000 pounds of wheat, on wh 
the Government collects six millions of revenue, so by 
wheat and flour duty the Government collects six millions 
revenue and the people pay just four times that much, 
$24,000,000, one-fourth of which goes to the Government, « 
fourth to the wheat producer, and two-fourths to the | 
owner. This is a fair sample of the workings of protecti 
but if it shall work in this country til] strong men, tho 
laboring hard, may eat no meat and but little bread, a da) 
reckoning will come when just indignation and hunger will t 
down the palaces of greed and oppression. Instead, sir, 
insisting on their high privilege of levying tribute on all ¢! 
people, ought not the gentleman from Minnesota to join us 
adopting this bill, which has so many reductions of dutic> 
and then help us to further tear down the throne of tl 
modern Moloch of special privilege? I might be tempted, ) 
Chairman, in some instances to agree with the gentleman this! 
we might favor a protective tariff law whose duties were base! 
on the difference between the cost of production at home and 
abroad if I did not know that, under the assertion of tha 
principle, under the profession of that faith by the Republican 
Party for the last 50 years, we have been led first to the Dingley 
bill and then to the Payne-Aldrich bill. I know, and he knows 
that no such protection as he proposes is possible. I know, ani 


he knows, that lemon growers in Florida and California, sug; 
growers in Louisiana and in the West, woolgrowers in Tex:s 
and Ohio will unite with the timber kings on the Pacific and in 
the South, and the Steel Trust in Pittsburg, and the cattle 
barons of the West, and the manufacturers of the East, and alto- 
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gether they will work for and with each other and wring every | 
possible dollar of tribute from the people. ; 

Rut, Mr. Chairman, the subject I want most of all to dis- 
cuss in connection with this Canadian reciprocity bill is lum- | 
per. I believe that before long every legislator not blinded to 
the welfare of the people or wedded to the interests will real- 
ize that all natural resources which may be exhausted in time, 
er of which our supply is limited or less than our need, ought 
to be imported free from any country. They are not the prod- 
uct of man’s labor. He can not make them. Nature has 
planted and matured them—some of them, like the forests, in the 
passing centuries; others, like iron, coal, crude oil, copper, in 
the passing of untold ages. If we, as a Nation, might be 
selfish—not selfish for the few, but selfish for all our people— | 
we might have deemed it wise to impose an export duty on all | 
these and thereby try to reserve them or make them cheaper 
for our people alone, but we have not done that. By our Con- 
stitution we have forbidden that and declared there shall be 
no export duty—that our riches may go out free into all the 
world. Nevertheless, the whole country is stirred with the 
talk of preserving these resources from untoward destruction, 
and conservation of our natural resources has become a na- 
tional watchword. If I could to-day double the number of 
standing trees on every acre of our forest; if I could double 
the thickness and richness of every vein of coal, copper, and 
iron: if I could double the output of crude oil, and place all 
this increase in the ownership of the Government for the bene- 
fit of all the people, would I do it? Yes; a thousand times 
yes; and then I would place a guard with flaming sword over 
these riches, to see that the Carnegies, the Guggenheims, and 
the Rockefellers, and the Weyerhaeusers never come near them. 
If we would preserve all our natural resources—if we would 
spend, as we do, millions to increase them—why, then, do we 
put up a barrier to keep out these same riches when from the 
abundance of other lands they seek our shores? Why, indeed, 
except to serve the greed of the present holders of these | 
great riches? ‘The lumber story, which is only one of the | 
stories to be told, shall tell you why. | 

Mr. Chairman, the summary of the report of the Commis- | 
sioner of Corporations, Herbert Knox Smith, on the lumber 
industry, part 1, gives a world of information. The author of 
that report, Mr. Smith, says that his investigations show 


(1) The concentration of a dominating control of our standing tim- | 


ber in a comparatively few enormous holdings, steadily tending toward | 
a central control of the lumber industry. | 

(2) Vast speculative purchase and holding of timber land far in | 
advance of any use thereof. | 

(5) An enormous increase in the value of this diminishing natural 
resource, with great profits to its owners. This value, by the very 
nature of standing timber, the holder neither created nor : 
tially enhances. 


Another paragraph of his report reads: 


| 
From Government to private ownership: Only 40 years ago at least 
three-fourths of the timber now standing was (it is estimated) pub- 
licly owned. Now about four-fifths of it privately owned. The 


. | 
is } 

great bulk of it passed from Government to private hands through (a) | 
i 

j 


substan- | 
' 


enormous railroad, canal, and wagon-road grants by the Federal Gov- 
ernment; (b) direct Government sales in unlimited quantities at $1.25 
an acre. 

Further on I read: 


During this interval, and chiefly in the latter half thereof, th 
of standing timber has increased tenfold, twentyfold, a 
according to local conditions. The present 
one-third of the present annual cut. 


» value 
nd even fiftyfold, 
annual growth is only about 





cam alee Replacement by new growth is | 

| 

And this further: 

Control of the timber controls the whole industry: Whatever power 
over prices may arise from combinations in manufacture and 


distri- 
bution (as distinguished from timber owning), such power is insig fi 
cant and transitory compared to the control of the standing timber | 
itself or a dominating part thereof. 
, “mount of standing timber: There is now left in continental United 

States about 2,200,000,000,000 board feet of privately owned standing | 
timber, of which 1,747,000,000,000 is in the “ investigation area.” ip 


‘By “investigation area” he explains that be means the area 
fully covered by his investigation. I read further: 


_ Lhe present commercial value of the privately owned standing timber 
in the country, not including the value of the land, is estimated (though 
such an estimate must be very rough) as at least $6,000,000,000. 
Ultimately the consuming public will have to pay such prices for lum- 
ber as will give this timber a far greater value. 

Concentration of timber ownership: Three vast holdings alone, the 
greatest in the country, those of the Southern Pacific Co., the Weyer- 
haeuser Timber Co., and the Northern Pacific Railway Co. (including 
their subsidiary companies). together have 238,000,000,000 feet, or 
nearly 11 per cent of all our privately owned timber. With the five 
next largest they have over 15 per cent of the total privately owned 
oe and over 19 per cent of that within the investigation area. 

inally, nearly one-half (48 per cent) of the private timber in that 
ae ee S L = reat i The term Pte ” covers any 

z — vidual, corporate, rhic nite $ 
to be under one control, ’ po or group—which is so united as 

The Pacific Northwest: Five-elevenths of the country’s privately 
owned standing timber is in the Pacifie Northwest (California, Oregon, | 


tant markets, and they object to 


| lumber 


















- 
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Washington, Idaho, and Mont , 1,013,000,000,000 feet. O half 
this is now own 37 holder of these are closely connected 
“he three largest holders (named above) a have nearly one-quar 
This section now furnishes only one-sixt! annual cut. Thus it 
timber is being larg¢ held for the future, and the large owners t 
will then be the dominating influence in the indust: 
The Southern Pacific Co. holding is the greatest 
States—106,000,000,000 feet. It is difficult to g ar 
of its immensity. It stretches practically 680 miles al 
between Portland and Sacramento. The fastest train « 
} takes 31 hours. During all that time the traveler t) 
through lands a large proportion of which for 50 miles on 1 side 
belongs to the railroad, and in almost the entire strip t! rporation 


is the dominating owner of both timber and land , 


The second largest holder is the Weyerhacuser Timber ¢ (includ 
its subsidiary companies), with 96,000,000,000 f l d 
clude further very extensive timber interests e UU \\ 


family and close associates. 

These two holdings would supply the 46,584 
for four and two-thirds years They } 
private timber. 

The third largest, N 
000,000 feet. 

These three holdings have enough standi: 


the rthern Pa Ra ( 


nary five or six room frame house for each of the 16, fa 
in the United States in 1900. If sawed int imber and 1 in 
their timber would load a train about 100, ) miles | 
The holdings of the two railroad companies are G 
and 80 per cent of the Weyerhaeuser Timber Co. holdi: was | 
from the Northern Pacific grant. g 
Southern pine region: In the southern pine r n there ore 6654,! 
000,000 feet of privately owned timber. Concentration t 
is much less than in the Pacific Northwest Tr! : ! a 
concentration in the more valuable species, lo eaf yell ne 
cypress. Sixty-seven holders own 39 per cent the longleaf y 
mc 29 per cent of the cypress, 19 per cent of t ( l 
olly pine, and 11 per cent of the hardwood 
The Lake States: In Minnesota, Wisconsin, ar Mi it 
100,000,000,000 feet of private ly owned timbe 
holders have three-fourths of all the timber. In M 1 113 ) 
have 66 per cent. In Minnesota 6 holders have 54 per cent ¢ 
very valuable white and Norway pine, 16 per cent of the ot co 
and 2 per cent of the hard woods. Taking all three States, 215 h 
have 65 per cent of all the timber. 
Is it any wonder that, influenced as \ ll are by « 
environments, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. |! 
should be so intensely bitter against this reciprocity treaty, 
when the fact is that lumber alone is the great item that may 
be affected by this reciprocity? [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 
Now, let me go on further with this lumber busi M 


Smith says: 


Effect of concentration: Such concentration in st ling timber 
permitted to contirue and increase, makes probable a final central 


L 1 ( l i 
trol of the whole lumber iné@ustry. <A few strong intere ultima 
holding the bulk of the timber, can set the price of ti r and its 
ucts. The manager of the National Lumber Manu rs’ A 

| tion recently said to lumbermen on the Paci co 
“The day of cheap lumber is passing and soon will be gone, t 
men who make the money will be those who own timber and 
|} it until the supply in other parts of the country is gone. rt t 


ean ask and get their own price.” 


And I want to say, in connection with that, that in my Stat 
the thin remnant of standing timber fast being cut dow: 
and sawed into lumber, and, not y ol 
State from this fading supply of our timber, they seek for 

any incre: sup] 

and by imposing a tariff attempt to prevent us from obtain 
from foreign lands, whereby our pres i 

lumber would be cheapened and the timber we have 
further from exhaustion. [Applause on the 

I read further: 


is 


Oontent f enn 
cont l > SU 








Certain further factors, not exactly measu: t 
real concentration. First, a furt int ‘ 
and personal, connects a great many j 
treated as separate; second, th ry t 
seattered in small tracts throug ! 


stantially “‘ blocked in” or “ contr 
the concentration is much higher ir 
General information obtained indice: 
timber ownership outside the investiga ! 
Policy of great holders: The largest 
their timber. ‘They thus reserve to themsel\ { 
which are still to accrue with the growth of the tr 
ing of timber supply, and the further cor 
The concentration already existing is suffi 
more impressive are the possibilit f t 
years concentration has 
inted, now have practically 











sO 





the investigation area (which contair _ 
This formidable process of concentra 1 in ti 
tainly involves grave future | biliti f ir 
conditions, whose far-reaching consequences t a 
to anticipate fully or to overestimat« 
Mr. Chairman, these statements I have 
wild flights of fancy or the frothings of 
They are sober findings of fact by a pai * Gover 
official acting under resolutions ado; 1! ( 
for investigation into the causes of the hig! of 
Now, how any man claiming to represent the people can \ 


favor these lumber interests, to deny free ad on to lum! 


as these lumber kings demand, passes m 
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if any man should profess to believe that these lumber and 
timber men are not fighting free lumber by every means in 
their power, we must either wonder at his stupidity and 
credulity or at the brazen effrontery of his profession. 

I want to read just a little more, and I want now to say 
that I shall not include in my reading some tables which I 
will insert with my remarks. I want to refer now to the 
amount of timber in the different regions. 

Total standing timber in the Pacific Northicest. 
[In billions of board feet. Thus, 1,512.9—1,512,900,000,000 board feet.] 


| Not privately 








| : owned. 
| Pri- 
States. Total. vately <a 
| owned. | National) All 
| forests. other.! 
Pacts Masters... ccccccccccesss. 1,512.9 1,013.0 440. 8 59.1 
I acc nihdilinsitpilibedelaeobagite gaia | | 248.1 114.4 18.9 
DL ibd chimibndedehodderetsckuuniiacuns 545.8 398.1 | 135.8 11.9 
PN. iccscchdnawedeboonveataeecd 4 391.0 | 291.6 | 81.6 14.8 
NERO nc ccccccccccccccevccovccessosecsscces 129.1 50.4 | 71.0 7.7 
I ndindnantbon ap neiaswbdlidies abun 65.6 21.8 | 38. 0 5.8 


1 Inclades national parks, military reservations, unreserved public lands, Indian 
reservations, and tim ber land owned by the States. 


In the southern pine region the total of 634,000,000,000 
privately owned timber is distributed as follows: 


feet of 
Billion feet. 


I a cn icles cael dieepenpnnppniavemchenanes cnc enenintirtinas 119.8 
a i cies alanine ie tiiinapernntpapenaniomienanaruesiom anise 95. 3 
I tht I nla eatin eee initial cites ip tniinine eoepinanenadh teen eatin 78.7 
a eh caliaiesignendnernanenwieisavenabint 73.9 
a a ae A call enenandeendinceenancbenebende 66. 0 
a eseneemiedbenentounenchaberce iinenin 
I eee eben quenib ira cnabinenwthines mentninerseanen 46.0 
I occ centaihaicngs eiepantiaetennedinis men eneninan rere 42.9 
I eI” SN cs ciccitiece etentnastnresihipempangieensotvetmsersnanenaneenenenmrenosnires 30. 7 
ND, HI sce igninmnltienntintipanticens oe linlnaathieliak actin ninpintnemabanet 14.5 
I ri elicits nce atabieians dha alinpnicpementinmmeipanaiene me tenese iin sei 9.9 

In the Lake States the total of 100,000,000,000 feet of privately 


owned timber is distributed as follows: 
Billion feet. 


I a, Gale cipal slibGediplinainetgdivaiadionhaeedi- ele aialgeien seabipediiniinnew inte aenah gen cneient 47.6 
a sesbipeic cient Gnge emmviertetincbingete 29. 2 
teen alse een utengntanenibaniee 23. 2 


The lake region is the least important of the three in quantity of 
timber, but much of its timber is exceedingly valuable. 


Concentration in the ownership of standing timber. 
SUMMARY OF PRINCIPAL HOLDINGS. 


The bureau’s investigation has disclosed a remarkable concentration 
in the ownership of the country’s standing timber. A general in- 
dication of this great concentration is afforded by the following tables, 
in which the private timber holdings of the country are arranged by 
groups of holders according to size of holding in the investigation area. 

Group 1 contains the timber holdings of the Southern Pacific Co., 
the Weyerhaeuser Timber Co., and the Northern Pacific Railway Co. 
The other groups contain the holdings ranging between the limits 
shown below: 

Group 2: From 

Group 3: From 

Group 4: From 

Group 

Group 6: 


13,000,000,000 feet to 25,000,000,000 feet. 
5,000,000,000 feet to 13,000,000,000 feet. 
8,500,000,000 feet to 5,000,000,000 feet. 
2,000,000,000 feet to 3,500,000,000 feet, 
From 1,000,000,000 feet to 2.000,000,000 feet. 


Wie Cobo 


~~ 


Group 7: From 500,000,000 feet to 1,000,000,000 feet. 
Group 8: From 250,000,000 feet to 500,000,000 feet. 
Group 9: From 125,000,000 feet to 250,000,000 feet. 
Group 10: From 60,000,000 feet to 125,000,000 feet. 


Group 11: Less than 60,000,000 feet. 
For the entire investigation area che extent of concentration, by these 
groups, is as follows: 


Concentration of timber ownership by groups in entire investigation area. , 





| Amount 
of timber | 





: Number . ;.. | Per cent 
Group. Aare owned, in y 
of holders.) billions of total. 
| of feet. 
| | | 

Pitted... « i: sn.cuivwisndsieeenaneenaaantiataiaie tied a Roncalli | 1,747.0 100.0 
ee ae temies | 1,802 | 1,208.8 | @9.2 
I Bs kn inn cpdceccaceseustneetebbaeesunst¢ 3 237.5 13.6 
icndtktdn00006enbws ¢csabecebemabenetwers 5 102. 0 5.8 
Sn cccangadces vonvevese descundnedhtaghtersnd 14 119.5 6.8 
I eos bh tin cds cccesccaccnscnddéendGassouss coed 26 115.3 6.6 
EEE Ein nccccdecoenewosscoccunssencnnbupseceese 42 116. 2 6.7 
CROTED B nn nc ccancoccccsccccncoececccsnseesesecses 105 149. 2 8.5 
OUD Fac vi cvindvicneccccctewssccncsnesessevscecsss 190 132. 4 7.6 
ED Be cw c podbeowocdecsccnsctstoe dGoeeesoneses 273 96.4 5.5 
GROUP ©... cn ccccccccccccccccccccesesecccsccccss 489 &4.8 4.9 
Group 10... .ccccccccccesencccees Seetecedcovce 655 55.5 3.2 
CU kitts ninenn ei tenet n dnd [pssereeee- 538. 2 | 30.8 








From these tables it will be seen that 3 holdings include no less than 
227.5 billion feet, or nearly 11 per cent of the privately owned timber 
in the entire country, and over 13.5 per cent of the privately owned 


| Pacific 


, Way, 





timber in the investigation area. These 3 holders are the Sou 
Co., the Weyerhaeuser Timber Co., and the Northern |’ 
Railway Co. Five other holders ranking next in importance oy 
the investigation area an aggregate of 102 billion feet, or 4.6 per 
of the total privately owned timber of the country and 5.8 per . 
of that in the investigation area. Thus the 8 largest holders tog 
own approximately 340 billion feet of timber, or 15.4 per cent « 
total privately owned timber of the country and 19.4 per cent of 
in the investigation area. 
Twenty-two holders own 26.2 


per cent of all the timber in thy 
vestigation area; 195 holders own 48 per cent. Stated in ar 
more than one-eighth of the total timber in the invest 

area (this representing 80 per cent of the total privately owned t 
of the United States) is owned by only 3 holders; more than one-t 
is owned by only 22 holders. Aimost one-half is owned by 195 ho 

The most marked concentration is in the hands of the comparat 
few large holders of the upper groups: the lower groups control a : 
less important percentage. Thus, while the 385 holders in gr 1 
to 7, inclusive, control 55.6 per cent of the timber in the investi 
area, the 273 holders in group 8 contro! only 5.5 per cent, the 4<9 
holders in group 9 only 4.9 per cent, and the 655 holders in gro ) 
only 3.2 per cent. 

Furthermore, these 10 groups, 1,802 holdings, embrace near}; 
per cent of the total timber in the investigation area, while gr 
the remaining holdings, aggregating unnumbered thousands, h: 
all only 538.2 billion feet, or 50.8 per cent of the total. 

This pronounced concentration is discussed in detail later. At 
moment it is essential to point out a few general considerations ; 
the significance of these figures. 


There are other matters in this report showing how 
large holders have locked in and hold at their mercy sm: 
holdings, and how at various times under various laws 
have been able to exchange their poorly timbered for the « 
est timbered lands, how they never sleep, and so forth, but | 
must desist. I think I have shown enough. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expir 

Mr. HARDY. May I have just a little more time, say, 
10 minutes? How much did I have? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman bad 
hour. I promised to let the gentleman from Massachuse! 

Mr. HARDY. I can conclude in five minutes more. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, then I yield five 
utes to the gentleman. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recog l 
for five minutes more. 
Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I wanted to say that the great 


| thing involved in this reciprocity treaty is the opport 


to be given to our people to get the benefit of cheaper lu: 
one of the common necessities. I may say that there m:: 
differences of opinion as to whether there will be a slight 
or rise in the price of wheat. It may be that if the tariff 
between us and Canada is down, when Canada’s crop fails 
wheat growers may be benefited, and when our wheat 
fails that our consumers may be benefited by it; but sha 
always be held between the upper and the nether millsto 


| extortionate prices on everything because some one interest 





| 


sometime in some slight degree be affected? If we can not s 

by giving our people free bread, when surely the great bu 

our wheat is priced by our surplus which goes abroad, w|i 
can we ever begin to stand for the forgotten man—the 
who has nothing but his labor to sell, the man who needs | 
tection? Who among our fathers who framed the Constit: 
forbidding export duties, willing that our riches might |! 
into all climes, and trusting that the natural riches of 01! 
lands might find welcome here, could have dreamed, \ 
he walked through the primeval forests of oak and pin 
this country, as I have done in my boyhood days, gazing 1 
the sheltering boughs of those vast giants with eyes sear! 
the distant gloom through vistas resembling somewha' 
pillared aisles of some ancient cathedral—who could |! 
dreamed 30 years ago that the day would ever come w 
some vast monopolistic aggregation would gather into $ 
control all the wealth and power of these great resources 4!\(1 
would say to the people: “ We will fix the price of the she 
over your head”? [Applause on the Democratic side.] © 
planted the trees, and sent the rain and the sunshine t! 
made them grow. The Government gave away vast areas 
land covered by the forests in bounties to railroads, and soni 

a lesser part—it sold at $1.25 per acre, and these sold lands |i: 
been taken over, in the main, by the same stupendous coi 
nations. And now these corporations, these magnates, t! 
potentates, whose wealth puts to shame the heritage of empe! 
and kings, come to us and say: “It is tfue these lands, t! 
timber, cost us little or nothing, but we ask that the Governic 
put its arms around us and shield us and protect us, and, b) 
tax upon importation of lumber, make our timberlands wor! 
not $10, or $25, but $50, $100, or $200 an acre.” And 4 
this we are asked in order that we might pour into the la} 
of those already overwealthy individuals, from the toil an 
bounty of the poor, untold, unnumbered, and immeasurab!: 
millions. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
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Mr. McCALL. I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HuBBArD]. 

Mr. HUBBARD. Mr. Chairman, I find myself standing very 
much alone. I am the twélfth juryman against the eleven obsti- 
nate fellows. I believe in this reciprocal agreement. I look for 
it to add to, not to detract from, the well-being of the United 
States. I come from a farming community. Our interests are 
agricultural. During the years that have immediately passed 
we have felt, in that country, that the tariff tax, as levied, has 
subserved the interests of a selfish few; that it meant nothing 
to us, but meant all to those from whom we had to buy. 

I came here pledged and bound to a revision of the tariff | 
downward. My party promised a revision of the tariff down- | 
ward. Our people demanded it. They had no doubt and no 
question as to the direction in which their demand lay, as to 
whether it called for a revision upward or a revision down- | 


ward. We acted upon the tariff. The Payne bill was the re- 
sult. My people felt that such a result was a mockery and a | 
failure. 


We are called here by a Republican President for the purpose 
of redeeming, so far as we may, something of that failure. 

lor these many, many years the farmer has been the drawer of | 
the chestnuts. We have been assured of protection to us when 
protection to us was, in the very nature of things, an impossi- | 
bility, and in return we were expected to gather in the ring 
which disposed of the question of tariff duties, take our share | 
of the loot, and keep our mouths shut. There is an open door 
offering that which we have sought, an effective revision of 
the tariff. I shall not hesitate to enter upon the path and fol- 
low it to the accomplishment of our purpose. 

I do not care particularly to discuss the question whether 
the tariff on Canadian wheat or Canadian barley increases or 
leaves untouched the price of wheat and barley in the United 
States. It seems to me that when the surplus of Canada 
reaches the free paths of the ocean, and when the surplus of 
America reaches the free paths of the ocean, they stand there | 
upon a level as to price. They pass to a common market and 
necessarily to a common price. 

And as long as a surplus lasts so long of necessity, with ex- 4d 
ceytions here and there, must that market price be prevailing | 
an’ controlling in this market as well as the other markets of 
the world. But what of it? But what if the price is raised 
here, what if the duty is added to bread? Can any man con- 
tend that the farmer is so poor and so hard pressed that this 
burden must be added to that of poverty? Are we, in the 
agricultural regions of these United States, in such miserable 
condition, as to our land and our labor, that we must, like a 
sick Caesar, ery to the protected interests: “Give me some 
drink, Titinnius! Give me some drink.” 

If scarcity oppresses the land, is it to be thought of that we 
shall drive bread from our doors that some may profit while | 
others starve? [Applause and laughter.] 

Why, sir, what is the wonderful history of my country, of my 
State, if you please, almost the entire development of which 
I have seen within my brief lifetime? I drove over wild 
prairie into Iowa. The prairie fires had been raging. The 
country was a waste of blackness beneath, and as the night 
came on and the rain fell, looking upon it from the stagecoach, 
it was the “seat of desolation, void of light.” The land was 
worth from $1.25 to $3 an acre, and $10 was high. But immi- 
gration poured in from all the quarters of the world. Scandi- 
navia sent her thousands and tens of thousands to us, and to- 
day it is a fenced-in land. There is no wilderness left in it. 
The land is worth from $100 to $200 an acre, and earns profit 
upon that price. And beyond us during all this time, the time 
of our great development, have lain the Dakotas. 

I have seen the time when on one side of the Sioux River 
Jand would sell for $40 an acre and $50 an acre, while imme- 
diately across, in South Dakota, just as excellent land, bearing 
just as much, would not sell for to exceed $12 to $15 an acre. 
Dakota was there. Her lands rose in value as our lands filled. 
Her prices went up. Her lands became peopled. She is be- 
coming a fenced-in land. To our detriment? No; to our bless- 
ing and to our benefit. We exchange one with the other, to 
and fro, across those State boundaries; her prosperity is our 
Prosperity. The value of our lands has advanced in equal 
Step with the development of Dakota. 

So with Nebraska lying next to us. Did we lose anything by 
the prosperity of Nebraska? Where are conditions of farming 
most profitable, most sure? Where and when have they been 
best with us? In the pioneer days, on the edge of things, with 
wilderness beyond, or among peopled and developed States, 
cities, towns, market places? Why, my friends who have 
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| story of blind destruction. 
| end. 


argued this question seem to think that because 
border from North Dakota, for instance, Canada is selling 
wheat for possibly 10 cents less than on our side of the line that 
somehow we are prospering, that somehow our wheat is made 
dearer because Canada’s wheat is made cheaper. As if some- 
where, somehow, it must not meet our grain in competition. 
The influence that to-day, more than all others, is contributing 
to the splendid growth and well-being of Montana, the Dakotas, 
Minnesota, is the rapid development of the great Northland. 
There they are no longer confronting an inhospitable waste, 
but a growing land filling with a friendly and kindred people. 


the 


across 


| It is as sure as the course of nature that prosperity can not 


advance on one ‘ide of the line and not advance on the other, 
so long as wind blows and water runs. 

We have gone through one experience in the restriction of 
commerce between these kindred lands. We had a heritage of 
forest sufficient for all time. I shall not rehearse the miserable 
Our supplies are approaching the 
On the Canada side are now almost immeasurable forests 
We have forbidden our people to get their lumber from across 
the line. We have concentrated lumbering upon this side, and 
the result of the concentration is that it has gathered itself 
into a few powerful hands that hold the price in the market for 
lumber in their grasp and fix it at their pleasure. Our posterity 
for many generations will foot the bill for our folly. Do we 
wish to repeat the same process with food? We have been the 
most wasteful people that the world has known. Step by step 
in our 200 years or a little more of history we have moved 
across the land leaving it a waste behind us. 

Here is Washington situated in the midst of a wilderness, 

The land once covered by fertile plantations is now grown to 
woods. All New England has been swept over, the fertility of 
her soil taken from her and carried away. In Illinois and Iowa 
we no longer hear of the great returns per acre in wheat which 
once were common. When you sell a bushel of wheat, of neces- 
sity you sell some of the soil with it, unlike the cultivation of 
corn, clover, alfalfa, and the feeding of stock, leaving each acre 
the richer for use. ‘Taking the United States as a whole, leay- 
ing out these momentary and local interests that may be affected 
for the instant by Canadian competition, can there be question 
as to the advantage of these United States in having this great 
body of wheat-bearing lands lying right along our northern 
border? 

Why, they say the Canada lands are cheap. Not for long; 
not for long. History will rapidly repeat itself. The human 
tide has flowed irresistibly from shore to shore. It is but a 


| few years when even the waste lands among us will be peopled 


and cultivated. They must be. Suppose some great convul- 
sion of nature were to happen to-morrow and the fields of 
Canada should be severed from us, covered and destroyed as 
to all possibilities of cultivation. According to these people 
who are pleading against this treaty such a calamity would be 


| the greatest good fortune that could come upon our country 
|} and to our people. 


This would make us prosperous, add mil- 
lions to our wealth, because Canada could not then sell wheat in 
competition with us, either at home or abroad. [Applause.]| 

Our people are pouring into Canada. We could not keep our 
land-hungry folks out of such lands, as the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has described, with guns. We can not 
prevent this movement if we would. And why should we regret 
or resist? It is but a repetition of the historic flow of population 
that has developed the continent. Is it not an excellent andl 
desirable thing that we should have friends and kinsfolk dweli 
ing over the border and influencing the policy and commerce 
of our northern neighbor? 

Who deems it a misfortune that Canada is there? Who 
would replace her fertile fields and busy millions with waste 
and solitude? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts wish to yield to anyone else? 

Mr. McCALL. Not at this time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
how the division of time stands. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama has used 
10 hours and 45 minutes, including the time allowed to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCarr]}. 
from Pennsylvania has used 10 hours and 3 

Mr. MANN. 


to know 


The gentlem 
minutes. 
In reference to the time charged to the gentie- 


in 


man from Alabama, does that include all of the 5 hours allotted 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts has 


used 3 hours and 10 minutes, and the total time, including that, 
is 10 hours and 45 minutes. 








As 


Mr. DALZELL. So there is 42 minutes difference. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to have the time evened up 
on the two sides to-night before we adjourn. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


of the gentleman from Alabama. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Hanwa]. 
Mr. HANNA. Mr. Chairman, we have before us for considera- 


tion a proposed reciprocity treaty with Canada, the same propo- 
sition that was up for consideration by this House in February 
last, during the third session of the Sixty-first Congress. 
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There is 43 minutes difference in favor | 


| 


| 


At | 


that time I submitted some remarks against the proposed treaty, 


and I wish to-day to briefly make some additions thereto. 
The speeches that I have so far heard upon the subject here 


in the Houe have been largely along the lines as to the effect | 


the proposed treaty will have upon the consumers of the coun- 
try and upon the manufacturing interests. I wish to speak 


more directly as to the effect I believe it will have upon the | 


farmers, especially the farmers of the Northern States from 
Maine to Washington. 

The State of North Dakota, which I have the honor of repre- 
senting in part here in Congress, is purely an agricultural 
State. The 350 miles of its northern boundary is bounded by 
the southern boundaries of the great Canadian Provinces of 
Manitoba and Saskatchewan. 

Within the last three months I have received from farmers 


and business men of my State signed protests exceeding thirty- | 


five hundred in number, protesting against the ratification of 
this proposed treaty. 


The great majority of these protests have | 


been signed by farmers themselves, and I have only had five | 


communications from my State asking or suggesting that I 
should support this proposed treaty. The farmers in North 
Dakota know from actual personal knowledge the difference 
between the prices which they receive for their grain upon the 
American side and the prices which the Canadian farmers re- 
ceive upon the Canadian side of the line. I stated last Febru- 
ary that at the town of Portal, on December 31, 1910—and that 
was before there was any talk of Canadian reciprocity—wheat 
was worth there that day 86 cents a bushel; across the street 
in North Portal, which is in Canada, wheat that same day was 
worth 75 cents a bushel. Barley that day at Portal was worth 
63 cents, and at North Portal, across the street, it was worth 
35 cents. Flax that day was worth in Portal $2.33, and at 
North Portal, across the street, it was worth $1.89. (These 
figures were furnished by the American customhouse oflicer.) 
The wheat that is raised upon both the Canadian and American 
sides of the line is exactly the same kind of wheat. 

The grades run the same and the freight rates to Minneapolis, 
Duluth, Fort William, and Winnepeg are the same. The tariff 
and the tariff alone gives the American farmer the larger price. 
There is no argument that can be advanced by any man upon 
the floor of this House that will convince the farmer living 
in the border States and who knows the difference in the 
prices of his products upon this side of the line and the prices 
for products upon the Canadian side of the line that this Cana- 
dian reciprocity agreement is a good thing for him. 

‘There has been much said as to the price of wheat in Chicago, 


Minneapolis, and Winnipeg. The wheat that is marketed in | 


Chicago is not the kind of wheat that is raised in the Canadian 
Provinces of Saskatchewan, Alberta, and Manitoba and the 
States of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and Minne- 
sota. The quotations on Chicago wheat are entirely for what 
is known as soft winter wheat. No. 2 red is, I believe, the con- 
tract grade. The only States that produce spring wheat, from 
which the patent flour is made in any quantity, are the spring- 
wheat States of Minnesota, North Dakota, South Dakota, and 
Montana, and the wheat that is produced in the Canadian Proy- 
inces of Alberta, Manitoba, and Saskatchewan is the identical 
same kind of wheat. This spring wheat is a very hard, flinty 
wheat and makes the very best of flour, and naturally brings a 
somewhat higher price than the soft winter wheat; and, in fact, 
quite a large quantity of this spring wheat is used for the pur- 
pose of mixing with the winter wheat and thereby raising the 
quality of the flour made from winter wheat. There is prac- 
tically no spring wheat exported from this country, but it is 
almost all nsed here in the United States. Six years ago the 
Province of Saskatchewan produced about 5,000,000 bushels of 
wheat, now they produce over 90,000,000 bushels; the produe- 
tion of oats has increased from 1,500,000 bushels to over 
60,000,000 bushels; barley increased from less than 200,000 
bushels to nearly 8,000,000 bushels; flax increased from noth- 
ing to over 4,000,000 bushels; and the production of wheat, 
oats, barley, and flax in Manitoba and Alberta is going up by 
leaps and bounds. 
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In the summers in the Canadian northwest the days ar 
tremely long, and the same is true to a somewhat less ex; 
in Minnesota and the Dakotas. In the city of Fargo, in w! 

I live, in the summertime a person can see to read out of ¢ 

at 9 o’clock in the evening. The daylight and twilight 
tinues even longer as we go farther north. The conseq 

is that the isothermal line extends a long way to the : : 
and it is possible to mature grain in this northern country 2 
very short time. Wheat sown in April is harvested ear! 
August; oats sown in May are harvested at the same time: | 
ley sown in May is harvested the last of July; flax sown th 

of June is harvested the 1st of September. I have travele 
tensively over the Canadian northwest and have seen its : 
lions of acres of virgin soil, much of it as yet untouched |) 
plow of the farmer, and I realize its possibilities. It is ca 

of producing wheat, oats, flax, and barley in great abund : 
and this vast country, as yet in its infancy in the production of 
grain, will, with the admission of Canadian grains int 
United States free of duty, have the effect of lowering the | 
that are now received by the American farmer for graii 
similar character all over this country. 

The early part of this month there was a State conv: 
held in the city of Grand Forks, N. Dak., for the pur: f 
protesting against this Canadian reciprocity agreement. | 
county throughout the State, some 50 of them, held count, 
ventions and regularly elected delegates to attend this + 
convention. It was attended by some 1,200 to 1,500 del 
from all parts of the State, men who were representative 1 
ers and business men, to enter their protest against this 
posed treaty. They passed the following set of resoluti 
a unanimous vote: 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


We, the farmers and business men of North Dakota in cony 
assembled, protest against the ratification by the Congress of the | 1 
States of the pending trade agreement with Canada. In view is 
attitude the following declarations were unanimously adopted: 

1. That it is unfair and unjust to the agricultural interests, « 
to them no semblance of reciprocal equivalent in return for what 
poses to give. 


2. That it will bring suffering and disaster to a very large nun f 
our producers, with no hope that the price of bread will be low: 
the consumer. 


3. That the duty on bariey will accrue in benefit solely to the | 
incurring great loss to the producer. 

4. That it places our farmers in the position of competing i: 
own home markets with an alien people, upon condifions mos 
vyantageous to our competitors. 

5. That the Canadian producer, with his cheaper land, r 
smaller investment, making the per bushel cost of his product mi 
than ours. 

6. That it “ blazes the way” for the emigration of thousands « 
people and millions of our wealth to a foreign field. 

7. That it will reduce farm values, increasing the burden 
debtor, destroy incentive for the greater development of farm ; 
tion, and lure to alien benefit untold millions of our wealth that : i 
and would accrue to this and future generations {f employed | 
development of those vast untilled acres that lie between the 
sippi River and the Pacific within our own borders. 

8. That it will lower the standard of farm life, reducing it to 
drudgery, lessen the opportunities for the better education of 
children, and drive from instead of encouraging them to remain « 
farm. 

9. That it will lessen the purchasing power of our own prod 


| and by so doing the commercial interests will suffer a greater los 


ean possibly be overcome by any gain in trade with Canada. 

10. That in trading our home markets of over 90,000,000 | 
(markets that are abundantly supplied by our own producers, n 
that have been largely made and earned, and which, by rich 
heritage, belong to our own producers) for that of 8,000,000 Can 
with its doubtful increased advantage to the commercial and ma: 
turing interests, is not only unfair and unjust, but reprehensible. 

These resolutions express the sentiments of over 100.00 
American farmers living in the State of North Dakota. 

Recently I had a letter from Mr. C. B. MeMilian, of my § 
who lives within 5 miles of the Canadian boundary line. Ii 
writes me “that every farmer and every business man on | 
American side is against the proposed treaty.” He states t! 
“every farmer and every business man across the line on tle 
Canadian side are for it.” Let me ask, Are we, the Members of 
Congress of the United States, legislating to help our own } 
ple or the people of Canada? 

I also have a letter from Mr. Frank H. Dickinson, of -\yr, 
N. Dak., a man who has lived in my State for 30 years, and who 
is one of its most prosperous farmers. He has written 1 
within the week that he intends to sell every acre of his Nort 
Dakota land. He says that he believes that this treaty will go 
through; that it will have the effect of lowering the prices of 
land, and that he had better get out now while he can get out at 
a fair price; and then he adds further on in his letter, “land is 
cheap in Canada; I will go up there and invest.” Another 
farmer writes me, and his letter was received yesterday, 10d 
says: 

The rocity trea 
I ene hg and the 


is the burning question in North 
delegation in Congress from North 
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Dakota for the position you have taken against it. Everyone in the 
State, Republicans and Democrats, farmers and business men alike, are 
bitterly opposed to the ratification of the treaty. 

I have had hundreds of letters on this subject, and the ones 
quoted are fair samples of them all. I do not believe that if 
we go from Maine to California, throughout any of our northern 
States, we will find one farmer out of a hundred who is in 
favor of this reciprocity treaty. For 350 miles North Dakota 
porders upon Canada. Through the northern half of the State 
the Great Northern Railroad from St. Paul to Seattle crosses 
the State. Running north in North Dakota from the main line 
of the railroad to the Canadian line are 12 branch lines of the 
Great Northern Railroad, and only three of them cross over 
into Canada at the present time. 

The rest of them run up to within a mile, or 4 or 5 miles, of 
the boundary line and stop. The reason they stop there is be- 
cause of the tariff wall that now exists between the United 
States and Canada. Remove that tariff wall and this railroad 
will immediately push its branches across into Canada and 
bring down the Canadian wheat, oats, flax, barley, cattle, and 
everything else in competition with the farmers of this country. 

I see many of the Manitoba and some of the Saskatchewan 
Canadian papers, and they are without exception heartily in 
favor of this proposed treaty, believing that it will raise the 
price of their lands by the influx of Americans into their | 
country and by opening up to them the great markets of the 
United States. My understanding as to the right way to in- 
crease the trade of a country by reciprocity is to trade some- | 
thing we have and which the other country does not have for 
something they have and which we do not have, and I believe 
that is true reciprocity. For instance: The United States uses 
a very large amount of coffee. We buy it largely from Brazil, 
and it is imported to this country entirely free of duty. We 
could enter into a trade agreement with Brazil, with the under- 
standing that we would continue to allow their coffee to come 
in free of duty, and they to make concessions to us for things 
we produce or manufacture and which they do not produce or 
manufacture. This would be true reciprocity. Sut, under 
this proposed treaty, we are entering into an agreement with 
an agricultural people—for Canada manufactures but little— 
and we intend to bring the 8,000,000 Canadian people, who are 
largely interested in agriculture, into direct conflict and com- 
pecition with our own agricultural people and in the very same 
line of products. 

In the speech which was made last Saturday by the gentle- 

man from Maine [Mr. Hinps] he stated the facts clearly and 
plainly; showed that while the United States at the present | 
time, at least, was importing but little butter from Canada, 
yet at the same time Canada was exporting millions of pounds 
of butter to England. Naturally, if the tariff between the 
United States and Canada is removed, the distance being so 
much less and the freight rates so much lower, instead of ship- 
ping her butter to England she would ship to the United States, 
and the same analysis would apply to every other agricultural | 
product. 
I wish to quote the price of wheat on Thursday, April 13, 
1911. No, 1 northern at Winnipeg was 89} cents; No. 1 north- | 
ern at Minneapolis was 98§ cents. This is exactly the same | 
kind of wheat—hard spring wheat in both cases. Flax at Win- 
nipeg was worth $2.30 and flax in Minneapolis was worth $2.54. 
Would these figures indicate that the tariff was of no benefit to 
the farmers of the United States? 

Mr. Chairman, I am bitterly opposed to this proposed treaty. | 
I consider it a one-sided treaty, and that Canada has a long 
way the best of the bargain. If it is ratified, it strikes the 
farmers of this country a deadly blow. It means that every- 
thing the farmer produces is placed on the free list, except 
wool—and that, I understand, is to go next. Free raw mate- | 
rial seems to be the cry, and the farmer, producing nothing, it 
is said, but raw material, although to him, at least, that which | 
he produces is the finished product, must suffer. For years the 
American farmer has been led to believe that a protective 
tariff was best for the development. and building up of this} 
country, and I have so believed and have so maintained, and I | 
believe so now, where all interests and all classes are treated 
alike. The American farmer has been told that when the time 
came that the American people consumed the products of the 
farms that then the tariff would be of real and direct help to 
him. That time has now arrived. At the present time we are 
not producing any more barley than we consume; we are not 
raising as much flax as we consume; our wheat exports are 
dwindling down, and within the next four or five years we will 
no longer be an exporter of wheat; we are practically using 
all of the cattle we produce in this country, and the same is 
= as to butter, eggs, potatoes, and all farm produce; and 

day has arrived when the tariff upon farm products is a 
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real benefit to the farmer. But now, when this time has ar- 
rived and when the opportunity has come for the farmer to get 
a fair price for the products and the things he produces, then 
the tariff, which is to help him, is to be wiped out entirely. 
Under this proposed treaty wneat is placed on the free list, 
but a duty is left on flour; barley is placed on the free list, but 
a duty is left on barley malt; flax is placed on the free list, but 
a duty is left on linseed oil; cattle are placed on the free list, 


but a duty is left on beef. Where is the justice or the equity in 
a proposition of this kind? Who has put the larger amount of 
time and labor into any one of these articles—the farmer, 
who produces the wheat, barley, flax, and cattle, or the miller, 


the maltster, the crusher of flaxseed, and the packer? And who 
is most fairly entitled to a reasonable amount of protection? 
There is but one answer, and that is that right and justice are 
upon the side of the farmer, and as far as lies within my power 
I shall do my best to see that he gets a square deal. 

The farmer will not stand to have his products placed on the 
free list and be content that the manufacturer alone shall have 
protection. The people have complained as to the high cost of 


| living, but the high cost of living has not been caused by reason 


of the price that the farmers have been receiving for their 
The trouble has been, and is, that the high cost of 
living has been caused by combinations and monopolies, high 
freight rates and express rates, which have been and are be 
tween the producer and the consumer. This proposed bill will 
not in anywise affect any trust or combination which exists 


| for the purpose of raising prices, but will really help them by 


giving them all farm products free of duty. Farmers’ organiz: 
tions have been started. We have the Grange, the Farmers’ 
Alliance, the American Society of Equity, and others, and the 
time is not distant when the farmers will rise up in their might 
and will form an organization that will sweep over this country, 
and they will demand and will get their just rights. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe in a fair protective policy—protec- 
tion that shall apply equally to all sections of the country, to 
all classes, and to all people. This proposed treaty strikes at 
the very foundation of the great principle of protection, which 
has been the solid rock upon which the Republican Party has 
stood for half a century and upon which it has had the con- 
fidence of the American people. Let us stand together now as 
Republicans, true to our time-honored principles, and vote 


| against this bill; and if it must go through this House, let it go 


through by Democratic votes and as a Democratic measure, for 
that is what I believe it to be. [Applause.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. NEeLson}. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, there can be 


no doubt in the 


| minds of those of us who have read the statements made by 


representatives of farm organizations before the committees, or 
who have 
heard the speeches of Members representing agricultural States, 
as to what the American farmer thinks of this proposed pact 
with Canada. He is against it, so far and as fast as he 
informed of its real provisions, of its total disregard of sound 
economic principle, of its total disregard of moral standards, 
and of its utter lack of the spirit of the square deal. 
NO BENEFITS FOR THE FARMER. 

The representatives of the American farmer have made it 
clear that so far as benefits to him are concerned in this tarifl 
measure they are Utopian, imaginary, fantastical. They do not 
exist. But, so far as burdens are concerned, they are only too 
real and threaten to become heavy and grievous to bear. 

THE BARB-WIKRE BUBBLD. 

When the masters of the National Grange of many Eastern 
States first sounded a note of warning to the farmers of this 
country Secretary Wilson was sent East to make a speech so as 
to allay the farmer’s fears. The great benefit to the American 
farmer that he found in this treaty was free barb wire. The 
American farmer may be naturally slow, possibly credulous, and 
yet he is no man’s dupe. He proceeds to look into this alleged 
benefit. What does he find? He finds it ridiculous to suggest 
that a saving in the small amount of barb wire used to fence a 
field or two for cattle would be any offset to his losses. More- 
over, he finds that Canada does not produce barb wire, and cer 
tainly not in such quantities as to affect the American price 
of barb wire the least fraction of a cent. He finds that Canada 
has barb wire on the free list and imported last year over 
96,000,000 pounds of wire from the United States. This impor- 
tation has reached as high as 114,000,000 pounds of wire a year. 
So this benefit of free barb wire turns out to be a bubble that 
upon examination bursts and vanishes into thin air. in 
the mind of the American farmer Secretary Wilson suffered on 
this same barb wire a severe rent in the trousers of his repu- 
tation which it will take him some time to mend, 


is 


but 
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FREE LUMBER A GOLD BRICK. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 

Mr. NELSON. 
tion. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I wanted to ask the gentleman 
whether in his investigations the farmer made any discoveries 
with reference to lumber. 

Mr. NELSON. He did. 


Will the gentleman yield? 
My time is limited, but I will answer a ques- 


The next alleged benefit that was 
claimed for the farmer was free lumber. So the farmer set to 
work to find out what benefit there is in that item. Being 
somewhat suspicious on account of barbed wire, he expected to 
find in it knots and slivers for him. And so he did. The lum- 
ber he does not use in any quantity—the rough lumber—is on 
the free list, but the lumber he does shingles, 
tongued and grooved—are taxed in this treaty. 
that the benefit of the average reduction made in the tariff on 
lumber that he does use gets by Jim Hill’s railway freight 


use 


charges, through the benevolent associations of retail lumber- | 


men, and reaches his pocketbook in safety, what would be the 
amount of saving when he comes to build a new house once in 
40 or 50 years? 
this saving, if it got to him, would not exceed $10 or $15. So 
that this benefit from free lumber turns out to amount to 
10, 15, or possibly 20 cents a year as an offset to his losses. 
Now, the farmer may be slow, credulous, and wear long whis- 
kers, but he is no man’s fool. He knows when 
attempting to work off on him gold bricks. 


MOONSHINE MARKETS. 


Thereupon the farmers were told of the free markets of | 


Canada for small fruits and vegetables. The farmer takes 
down his geography to look for these markets of Canada to 
which he may send his small fruits and vegetables and expect 
a reasonable profit after he has paid the freight. But he does 
not find them. They are Utopian. They do not exist. As 
well might these gentlemen go to the icemen of America and 
point out the profitable markets of Iceland for ice, or go to the 
coal men and suggest to them the markets of hades for coal. 
The farmer knows as well as anybody that his home markets 
are far to be preferred. He can not be fooled into the belief 
that he can profit by carrying coal to Newcastle. The farmer 
may be slow and credulous, but he knows as well as anyone 
else when some one is attempting to hand him a lemon. 
FARM LOSSES REAL. 

sut while his benefits in this pact are imaginary, his losses 
are real. The representatives of the American farmer made it 
clear before committees that now when consumption had over- 
taken production and he steod to gain from the tariff his relief 
from Canadian competition is to be taken away from him. 
They also made it clear that his losses would come to him in 
three forms. 

FALLING PRICES. 

These representatives called attention to the falling prices in 

the crops now on hand. Gentlemen for the treaty may shut 


their eyes and their ears to the abundance of evidence that | 


exists of its probable effect upon prices, but the farmer knows 
what is taking place to-day. 
passage of this pact he suffers a severe loss in present prices. 
He knows what has happened to the wheat, barley, cats, hay, 
and dairy products. He asks himself, If this is the effect before 
its passage, what will be the result when this pact shall have 
become a certainty? Who can estimate the loss in dollars and 
cents to the American farmer that comes to him in the falling 
prices of crops now on hand? 
DECREASED CROP VALUES. 


But a more serious loss will come to him in the decrease of 
the average value of his crops per acre annually. The repre- 
sentatives of farm organizations, who know farm statistics, who 
know the cost of production of every crop, who know from bitter 
experience the effect of an oversupply in the markets, assert with 
intense conviction that when this Canadian competition shail be 
a fact, when the Canadian farmer with his special benefits, 
which, in general terms, they point out as consisting of greater 
farm areas, cheaper lands, fertile virgin soil, lower 
lower-priced farm labor, cheaper manufactured articles plus 
farm implements, plus the necessities and comforts of life under 
the favorable trade relations between Canada and England, and 
generally a much lower standard of living; when the Canadian 
farmer shall have free access upon equal tariff terms to Ameri- 
can markets in competition with the American farmer, who 
would suffer under these special disadvantages; smaller farms 
requiring intensified farming, higher priced lands, the invest- 
ment required having doubled the last 10 years, worn-out soils, 
either producing smaller yields per acre or requiring more labor 
and fertilization, and rotation of crops and years of fallowness, 
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But suppose | 


Any old farmer can figure out in his head that 


some one is | 





At the very suggestion of the | 


taxes, | 
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higher and growing taxes, higher wages of farm hands th 
have increased 60 per cent in 10 years, 45 to 60 per cent tax 
manufactured articles plus farm implements now protected by 
high tariff walls, the necessities and comforts of life, here coy, 
trolled by monopolies which levy tribute at will, and, finally 
the cost of production 50 to 100 per cent above 10 years ago 
and 2 much higher prevailing standard of tiving; when this 

anadian farmer, numbering millions, shall flood American 
markets with his products, the effect must be inevitably a do- 
crease in the average value of American farm crops of at ct 
$1.50, probably $2, and possibly $3 per acre annually. Who can 


it 
on 


Ts 
estimate in dollars and cents this annual loss in the le 
values of his crops per acre that may come to the Am 
farmer as a result of this Canadian pact? 

WISCONSIN HIT HARD. 

Such States as Wisconsin, it is asserted, will be hit hard phy 
this treaty. Farmers fear that it will probably ruin the | ey 
market and at times greatly affect prices on potatoes, cats, 
cattle, sheep, hogs, cheese, and dairy products. 

TUMBLING VALUES OF FARM LANDS. 

Sut the most serious loss, they fear, is tumbling val 
farm lands. Asa basis upon which to ground this point, | 
read a few lines of testimony by Prof. Atkeson, of West 
ginia, before the Senate Committee on Finance. Prof. At} 
testified, in part, as follows: 

I am a practical farmer and a teacher of agriculture in our a 
tural college. I have been dean of the agricultural college for : 
many years. A good many years ago, when I was younger than | 
now, I was a laborer on a Kanawha Valley farm that I still ow: 
operate. That land was selling in the fifties, when I was a |! 
$100 an acre. Soon after the construction of the Chesapeake & 
Railroad, which reached Charleston from the farms of the West 
land could not be sold for $35 an acre. Lands that had sold 20 
years previously, before the Civil War, at $100 an acre su 
dropped to about $35 an acre, because all the lands of the West re 
poet into competition with this Kanawha Valley land in West 
‘irginia. 

What I saw as a boy in the Kanawha Valley, in bringing into com- 


| petition with that fertile valley the fertile fields of the West, thi In- 


try will see and fee] to a greater extent when we open the fertile, up 
lands of Canada to competition with these higher-priced lands of 
America. That is as certain as that twice 2 make 4. I do not Ww 
to what extent, I do not know how much, it will affect the price of 
wheat, but I feel absolutely certain that the opening of those cheaper 
lands to competition with ours must affect seriously the agricultural 
interests of the country. 

Now, this dean of the college of agriculture was stating, from 
an abundance of experience and knowledge, what every man 
knows who is at all familiar with the history of agriculture i 
this country. 

A WARNING FROM EXPERIENCE. 

What he says of West Virginia was equally true of all 
Atlantic States. With the development of the West, where 
were cheap and wild and homesteads free, with the bui 
of the transcontinental railroads, which put the products of 
these western farms into eastern markets in competition with 
the products of the high-priced lands of the East, what were 
the consequences? The eastern farmer took the life out of his 
farm. He wore the soil to the bone, so to speak, in striving to 
meet that competition. But it would not avail him. The prices 
of farm values in the East fell, fell, and fell, until they reached 
the bottom, where they remained stagnant for about 30 years. 
There they remained until the West had settled up, unt’! the 
farms of the West were taken up even in the arid and se 
regions, until the prices of farm lands became so high that 
population commenced to drift back East and South, buyir 
up these abandoned farms. Of recent years farming in 
York, in New England, and in the Virginias has been picking 
up. There is now a fair living to be made out of thes old 
farms, and with proper fertilization some profit. The equililriun 
between East and West has nearly been restored. But when 
you now tear down, as you propose to do, the tariff wall between 
the American farmer and the Canadian farmer, what wi!!! be 
the effect? The dean of the agricultural college, out of his 
experience and knowledge, has stated the farmers’ view. The 
effect of Canadian competition, he asserts, must be that the 
farm lands East and West will fall in value precisely as for- 
merly the East fell in competition with the West 
A LONG PERIOD OF STAGNATION, 


To what extent they will fall no one can foresee. How long 
this condition will exist no one can know. ‘It is probable that 
stagnation will exist until Canada, like the West, shall be popu- 
lated, all agricultural lands developed, the prices of farm jands 
in Canada equal prices in America, and general conditions in 
both countries assume a standard of equality. But in the imcan- 
time, basing our experience on what happened in this country 
and what has happened under like conditions in every cou itry 
in the world, who can estimate the less in dollars and cents 
that may come to the American farmers through this unspeak- 
able folly? 
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FARMERS’ SENSE OF RIGHT AND WRONG OUTRAGED. 


tut the farmer is not opposed to this pact from material 
motives merely. It is not with him wholly a question of money. 
His sense of right and wrong has been outraged. 

REAL RECIPROCITY HELPFUL. 

At first these words, Canadian reciprocity, fell upon his ears 
with a pleasant sound. Reciprocity was suggestive to him of 
the golden rule. It was symbolic of all that is fair, equitable, 
and just in the dealings of the people of one country with the 
people of another country. He had not forgotten past Repub- 
lican platforms. He remembers more or less distinctly the 
speeches of American statesmen, notably McKinley and Blaine, 
on reciprocity. He had no fear of any harm, for it meant merely 
reciprocal arrangements between these two countries in tariffs 
on noncompeting products. He thought of it something like 
this: Canada will send over to us some things that we need 
but do not produce, or do not produce in sufficient quantities, 
and we will send to Canada that which Canadians need and 
do not produce in sufficient quantities. Thus no industry will 
he injured in either country and no class discriminated against, 
but there will be mutual benefit and service to the people of both 
countries. 
competing products, because the moment it does so he can see, 
as anybody can see, that of necessity favoritism comes into 
play. Some industry and class will be selected for losses, 
other industries and classes will be selected for increased profits. 
Thus the very spirit of reciprocity is destroyed. The farmer’s 
dream was over when he found what this pact really contained. 
He found in it discrimination against him of the rankest sort. 

NOT RIGHT BUT MIGHT. 


“By what moral or ethical rule of right have they measured | 


out to me my portion of probable losses?” he asks. “ By what 
ethical standard of right have they selected my products for 
free trade? 
arm and my brain so as to give raw material to the manufac- 


turer, to relieve him of the payment of tariff revenues to Can- | 


ada, and to help him to enlarge Canadian markets at my ex- 
pense? By what standard of ethics was the right or wrong in 
any of these 250 items determined? By what standard of right 
and wrong were any of these decreases or increases of tariff 
rates established? ” 

To these questions there has been given, there can be given, 
but one reply—the framers of this pact were evidently not at 
all disturbed over questions of right and wrong. They had the 
arbitrary power to make what selections they pleased. Nothing 
in this pact is clearer than that there was no consideration had 
of questions of right; it was wholly a matter of might. 

TRUTH NOT WANTED. 


Moral standards of right having been disregarded, what ef- 
fort was made to avoid error and to ascertain the truth? The 
farmer is entitled to know the facts. 

“What light was had upon the items of this treaty?” he 
asks his Representative in Congress. 

We answer, “None whatever.” 

“But did you not have a Tariff Board, to which a quarter 
of a million dollars of appropriations had been made, whose 
duty it was to supply you with these facts?” 

“We had, but the Tariff Board was not consulted in the 
preparation of this pact. After the treaty had passed the 
House a Senate resolution by Senator Cummins called upon 
the Tariff Board for facts. Thereupon the board reported, but 
the facts furnished in no way sustained the President’s argu- 
ment for the treaty. Instead, it strikingly proves the injustice 
done by it to the farmers of the country.” 

“Did not some committee investigate the facts with refer- 
ence to these items?” 

“No,” we reply. “Members of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee repeatedly stated upon the floor of the House that this 
treaty was prepared by some person in the diplomatic service, 
no investigation was had by the committee, and no detailed 
Statement of facts furnished as to any item in the treaty. All 
testimony taken before the committee was given against it, with 
the single exception of the newspaper representative, who 
frankly stated that the newspapers wanted this pact, because 
it would give them free wood pulp and print paper. The news- 
paper association represented by him, he argued, would thus 
Save $6,000,000 a year in the cost of print paper.” 

THE INTERESTS FAVORED BY THE PACT. 

““ What are the favored interests in this treaty?” the farmer 
Wishes to know. 

We reply: “The Beef Trust seems a great favorite. Cattle 
on the hoof are put on the free list, but meats are taxed 1} 
cents per pound. The flour combine is another favorite. It 
gets free wheat, but secures a tax of 50 cents a barrel on flour. 


What right had they to cheapen the labor of my | 
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He never dreamed of a treaty going beyond non- | 
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Automobiles are given reduced rates 
like a gift to the General Motors Co., 


This looks 


bile combine. 


into Canada. 
the auton 


Automobile manufacturers, at any rate, will save about $80,000 
a year in Canadian customs duties. Printers’ supplies are in 
the treaty for reduced rates. This seems to | interest 


» be in the 


of the American Type Foundry Co., which is the so-called 
Printers’ Trust. Aluminum is in the treaty for reduced rates. 
The American Aluminum Co. is a perfect trust. It has a plant 
in Canada, but has no rival either there or in the United States. 
Biscuits are in the treaty. This seems for the benefit of the 
siscuit Trust. Iruit products are in the treaty for reduced 
rates into Canada. This may be for the benefit of the Canned 
Fruit Trust. Bituminous coal is in the treaty for reduced rates 
into Canada. There can hardly be any doubt as to this being 
in the interest of the Coal Trust. It will save at k $450,246 
a year in customs duties to Canada that w 

mitted. Condensed milk is in the treaty. ‘This 3 to b 
the interest of the Condensed Milk Trust. Cott a « 

the treaty. Clearly this is for the benefit of the Co 

Oil Trust, which is given free Canadian mar! This 

will thus save annually the sum of $179,13S that it paid ¢ 
ada last year in customs duties. Articles of glass, of leather 


and of brass are in the pact for reduced rates into Ca la. 


This is probably in the interest of the Glass Trust, the Smel 
ter Trust, and the Leather Trust. Iron ore is in the treaty 
for reduced rates. This may be for the benefit of independent 
steel companies, but more likely it is in tl interest of 
Steel Trust. Cement is in the treaty for reduced rates ) 
Canada. This is likely to be in the interest of the et 

|} combine. Farm implements are in the treaty for reduced r: 
into Canada. This seems clearly in the interest of Morgan's 
International Harvester Co., which gets reduced rates inf 
Canada for farm machinery of all kinds, and saves a 
$100,000 a year in Canadian customs duti thanks to this 


proposed pact.” 





Ways and Means Committee stated that he had requ 
grindstones be included in the treaty. From facts 
easy to infer that when these diplomats representing the Unil 
States met with the diplomats representing Cana la they fa 


FAVORITISM AND I W 

“But how in the name of common sense,” : the mn 
dignant farmer, “‘ were these items selected anyway?’ 

We do not know, but we can form an opinion from the facts 
that have come to our attention. We find, for example, that 
cream separators are singled out from all the machinery used 
in butter making and placed upon the free list. The creame! 
separator companies directly charge in their circular lil 
ture that this industry was discriminated agai through 1 
influence of a prominent Canadian senator. A n ber of t 

1 tl 


such 


vored their friends, their home interests, and political et 
they bargained with each other behind closed doors; 1 afte 
the exercise of diplomatic ingenuity, skill, and political wire 
pulling the items, industries, and classes in this treaty were 
finally agreed upon, some for probable losses and some for 
probable gains. Certainly the whole transaction smacks of 
rank favoritism. 
THE GENERAL WELFARE DISREGA 
“But was there no consideration had,” the farmer } 
again, “as to the probable effect of this pact upon the wi 
being of the American people?” 
NOT THE WELL-BEING OF THE ARM 
The reply must be that a study of the pact reveals cleat 
that no thought was taken whatever of the well-being, 1 
prosperity, and the good will of the American farmer. He ¢ 


no benefit out of it whatever, but stands to |! in every pos 
sible way. 
NOT THE WELL-REING OF TH Cc 

Nor will the consumer profit by it. Common sense 
eareful study of the treaty will convince anyone { 
admitted on both sides of this Ch: 
made in tariff rates on the farmers’ food product 
the cost of living to the consumer. He will be the! 
pointed of mankind, if he expects to buy his! 1,1 
and beer any cheaper than he does nov 

The 10 or 15 cents lost by the farmer on a bushel of 
not likely to get by the railroad companies, but if it 
will be less likely to get by the Flour Combine, but if 


mber, th: 


it will not get by the baker. A loaf of bread 
changed either in price or size. The the f 

on his cattle is not like to get by the tr port 1 Col 
but if it should it will hardly get by the Beef Trust, |! 
does it will not get by the butcher. The price and size ¢ 
pound of meat will not be changed a pa! e for the co 


The loss to the farmer in the price of barley w 
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railroad companies, but if it does it will not get by the brewer, 
and certainly it will not escape the saloon keeper. The price 
of a glass of beer will not be less for thirsty throats. 

That the consumer will gain nothing by the passage of this 
pact is so certain that no Member of this House has dared to 
assert that it would cheapen the cost of living. The farmers’ 
losses wiil be absorbed by the middlemen, who now get 65 cents 
to his 35 cents out of every dollar the consumer pays for food. 
The consumer expects bread, but he will get a bone. 

THE MANUFACTURING INTERESTS WILL GAIN. 

The manufacturing and monopoly interests will gain in three 
ways: The Beef Trust, the Flour Combine, the Steel Trust, and 
other interests will get raw material free, or at reduced rates 
from Canada. These interests are relieved entirely of payment 
of customs duties to Canada or given greatly reduced rates. 


a year, and, moreover, these privileged interests secure Cana- 
dian markets for themselves in return for American markets to 
Canadian farmers. 

NOT PRINCIPLE BUT FORCE. 

This treaty, therefore, is not based upon any economic prin- 
ciple, nor is it in accord with any ethical rule of right, and is 
wholly lackiag in the spirit of the square deal. It is what law 
always comes to be when enacted by a combination of special 
interests—the expression of brute force and of arbitrary power. 
That and nothing more. 

POWER BACK OF PACT. 

Will the House pass this pact? Undoubtedly. 
of it a combination of irresistible power. The President is 
back of it with all the power of his great office. The Demo- 
cratic Party, except 12 Representatives from farm districts, is 
back of this bill solidly, especially from the South, and party 
leaders frankly and consistently state that they are for it for 
two purposes: They desire the overthrow of the entire protec- 
tive system and the defeat of the Republican Party at the polls 
in the coming Presidential election. The big daily newspapers 
are back of this treaty, because this pact gives them free wood 
pulp and print paper. And, finally, there is back of this treaty 
most of the Representatives in Congress from New York, Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee, St. Louis, and all the large cities, whose con- 
stituents mistakingly hold the farmers responsible for the high 
cost of living. Such is the combination of power that is about 
to run the steam roller over the American farmer. 

FARMER RESENTS UNFAIR TREATMENT. 

Now, the farmer resents this treatment of him as a class. 
He has the self-respect of a just and honorable man, and this 
discrimination touches his pride keenly. His hands may be 
callous, but his heart is not, nor his head. The American 
farmer asks only for a square deal. Why should he suffer such 
unfair discrimination? How has he deserved it? Certainly 
not from his own political party. 

BACKBONE OF THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 

The American farmer has been the backbone of the Repub- 
lican Party all these years. Cities might go Democratic, but 
when the yotes were counted in the rural districts it was found 
that the farmer had saved the day. He has been the patient 
pack horse of protection, because he believed what the cam- 
paign orators told him repeatedly upon the stump, that he was 
getting relief from Canadian competition in American markets. 

GRUMBLED AT THE ALDRICH BILL. 

It is true that he grumbled when the overloaded Aldrich bill 
was placed upon his broad back, but even then he did not kick 
over the traces entirely on the protective principle. He still 
believed that he had his portion of relief from competition with 
the only country on earth that he had any cause to fear. His 
surprise may therefore be readily imagined when President 
Taft, contrary to his pledge in the Republican platform, pro- 
posed a pact that removes entirely thé farmer’s protection from 
competition with Canada. In his message the President, in 
effect, asserts that the American farmer has been the pack 
horse of protection all these years for nothing. 

Unfortunately this announcement comes to the American 
farmer when relief from Canadian competition would be of real 
benefit to him, because now consumption has overtaken produc- 
tion East and West; it comes to him at a time when the farmer’s 
vote is no longer dominant at the polls, because 55 per cent of 


There is back 


the population of this country now live in the large cities of. 


the land; it comes at a time when the abuse, the perversion, 
the misapplication of a great economic principle has so out- 
raged public sentiment that it calls for a scapegoat. So the 
farmer is selected as the sacrificial victim to suffer for the 
wrongs done by those privileged interests, who even in this pact 
profit by his misfortunes, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| alike. 
| farmer class should thus be discriminated against. 
In the case of the Coal Trust, this amounts to nearly $500,000 | 


| does not declare dividends quarterly. 
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THE FARMER WILL DEFEND HIMSELF. 

These privileged interests may well beware lest they 
him beyond all patience. Shorn of his once kingly str 
there is yet remaining to the American farmer the streng 
Samson, and Samsonlike he may some day pull dow; 
whole tariff temple over the heads of privileged interests. s 
the Republican Party can not support free trade for the : 
and protection for the factory. “A house divided against 
can not stand.” Hereafter the farmer will demand prot: 
for every industry alike or free trade for all. 

LOYAL TO HIS COUNTRY. 

The farmer is loyal to his country. He has faith in G, 
ment. He believes that law must represent justice to all « 
He is therefore keenly hurt at the thought th: 
What 
fication is there? The farmer is in no trust. His indus: 
the one in which there is still full and free competition 
His margin of pr 
at most 24 to 3 per cent on his investment. As a rule ly 
little more out of his year’s labor and the labor of his 
and children than a fair living for himself and family. 
has been no rush from the cities to the farms. The farm: 
not strike for an eight-hour day. He works eight hours 
as has been said, eight hours before noon and eight hours 
noon. He risks his year’s toil on wind and weather, li 
cold, bugs, worms, pestilence, and politics. As he sees i', 
pact will but increase the per cent of mortgaged lands : 
farm tenants. 

THE REAL PRODUCER. 

The farmer feels hurt at this proposed injustice, becaus: 
knows he is the real producer of wealth in this country. 
investments represent twice the value of the investny 
manufactures. The farmer has produced 75 per cent 
Nation’s wealth. He is the producer of necessities of lif 
to discourage him is to reduce the purchasing power of 4° | 
cent of the population. Is not this a government for the er 
est good of the greatest number? 

ROOSEVELT REVERSED. 


The farmer feels hurt at this injustice, because he knows that 
he is the salt of the land. Upon the farms must be rearm! tle 
strong men and women, physically, mentally, morally, and spir- 
itually, that shall be the salvation of this Nation in the future. 
He knows the danger of centralized population in the great 
cities. He is familiar with the story of ancient Rome. Le 
knows the history of the decay of nations. Why this sidden 
reversal of a great national policy? What of the Rovsevelt 
Farm Commission and its purpose of making a happy, contented, 
and prosperous people upon the farms of this country? \\! 
of the appropriations of millions yearly to encourage ay 
ture? Why, now, strike this body blow at the American f: 

CONCLUSION. 

Gentlemen advocating this treaty profess to believe that | 
fears and forebodings of the representatives of the An 
farmer will prove unfounded. Fervently we hope and pray | 
this may be true. But whatever the future may have in s 
it is certain that the farmer has nothing to gain by this 
and everything to lose. As a trade this treaty isa farce. ( 
ada gives up revenues amounting to $2,500,000; America 
up revenues amounting to $5,000,000. The American f: 
are given Canadian markets of only 8,000,000 people. |) 
Canadian farmers are given the American markets of $2.\' 
of people. 

In short, Mr. Chairman, from the farmers’ point of vie\ 
pact is not only a bad bargain, but most unfair when tested | 
every moral standard and utterly lacking in the spirit of 
square deal. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
{[Mr. SLOAN]. 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, being a new Member, I s:' 
my place during all the sessions of this term and listened ¢lis 
to the several debates. Due modesty, as expected from 1 
termer, would probably require me to sit in eloquent sile! 
throughout this discussion, but I repregent a district esse!- 
tially agricultural, in which all the sources of my people’s thritt 
are to be affected by the final disposition of this bill. 

I heard -the delightful three hours’ entertainment furnisi! 
by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kirentn], and | 
wish that my constituents could have seen and heard it. Then 
came the Member from Maine, worthy successor of Thomas 1}. 
Reed, the greatest Speaker of the nineteenth century, and James 
G. Blaine, that unsurpassed statesman of any age. Blaine gave 


Mr. Chairman, have I 15 or 17 mi: 


The gentleman has 19 minutes rem:i! 
I yield to the gentleman from Nel: 
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us the name of the proposition here this day discussed, and I 
pelieve that if living they would indorse the doctrine so well 
voiced by Maine’s eloquent son. I do not think either would 
indorse the substance of the proposition before us to-day. As 
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I was tanght reciprocity it was to be the sword of commerce, | 


companion to protection, the shield. 
nsed ag a weapon of offense and even conquest, it should never 
be perverted into the suicidal blade. 

rhat speech of the new Member from Maine and the several 
other Members leave anything more than a fragmentary dis- 
cussion unnecessary. The first days’ proceedings of this bill 
will leave little question in the minds of the country why 
Maine, smaller in size, less fertile in soil, and younger in his- 
tory, has and does still exert a more powerful influence upon the 
times, the Nation, and the world than North Carolina. 


And while it might be | 


The proposition before this House is one vouched for by the | 


President of the United States. That is the best thing that can 
pe said of it. That is also, to my mind, the worst thing that 
can be said of the President. That my attitude may be thor- 
oughly understood, let me say, I regard our President as the 
hest equipped chief magistrate who ever graced the presiden- 
tial chair. ‘To his great heart, big brain, ripened judgment, and 


thorough experience as a jurist, diplomat, and executive, my | 


admiration as a man, my allegiance as a citizen, and my zeal- 


ous support as a partisan have been faithfully accorded. Some- 


thing more than two years ago we elected him as President, and 
when we compare him with those who have announced them- | 
selves as candidates against him for the election they all suffer 


by comparison. But this does not carry, express or implied, 
any right to control in the processes of legislation. In this 


matter his work was done when this treaty was negotiated, | 


and I assume his interest now to be similar to that of any 
other -public min in the country outside of the Senate and the 
House. The Members of this House and Senate should deter- 
mine this legislation and thus exercise our constitutional pre- 
rogatives, “ wearing our rights as royal robes, our manhood as 
a crown.” 

And to those of the majority let me say that if we are inde- 
pendent under the circumstances, it should be easy for you; if 
we can meet the front of a presidential Cabinet, you ought to be 
able to brave the wrathful threat of a Kitchin cabinet. 

I am willing to bear my full share of public burdens. My 
people cheerfully bear theirs; but I dislike unwarranted dis- 
crimination. Last Friday this House passed a publicity bill. 
Publicity is all right, but it should apply to all. That Dill 
should be called “An act to subject Republicans to publicity 
and exempt Democrats.” 
better than they, but I did not like the discrimination. 

Another discrimination. I do not recall the action of any 
Republican national convention calling for free trade in our 


| products of the American farm, are placed on the 


Well, maybe we could bear publicity | 


real competitive products and retaining a duty on those prac- | 


tically noncompetitive. I know of no caucus of our party, 
House or Senate, that has said that all the protection the 


farmers have enjoyed shall be removed, without removing or | 


paving the way for the removal of all other protective duties. 
This at a time, as was stated by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Perers], when consumption is forging fast upon the 
heels of production ; just when the protective tariff, insuring us 
control of the home market, would make farm life profitable 
and homes desirable. Now to lose it after the American 
farmer for a hundred years, the best buyer in the world, has 
been forced to buy from protected Amerfcan factories and 
mines. Again, the gentleman from Massachusetts suggests 
that we will soon be able, through the adoption of a constitu- 
tional amendment, to have an income tax; just when the 
farmers are becoming able to have reasonable incomes they 
Will tax them. I am im favor of a reasonable income tax, but 
its coming at this time, when foreign competing articles are 
not even taxed up to a revenue basis, seems like “crowding the 
mourners.” And recollect that the farmer’s wealth is open to 


the view of his neighbors, the assessor, and the world; and he | 


cam net conceal his thrift as can others. 

To our Republican friends who favor this proposition and 
still desire protection on articles in which they are interested, 
I recall the chivalrous offer of Artemus Ward, who was ready 
to saerifice all his wife's relatives to put down the rebellion. 
History does not reeal! what the relatives said when the propo- 
a was put to them, and history is yet to be written what 
ee great N where Republican congressional votes, as 
7 results of last fall’s election, are thickest, will do after the 
inal passage of this act, should it receive material Republican 
assistance. Unfair discrimination may be endured from the 
majority during the brief biennium of their incumbency, but 


= _ diserimination by Republicans should never be tol- 


423 





No farmers’ organization seems to have been consulted pr 
to the enactment of this treaty. . Its immediate effect 
the farmers. They were entitled to a hearing. Altruistic and 
neighborly reasons have been suggested for our ratification of 
this measure, but to the 6,000,000 farmers this is an eco i 
question and not one of altruism or philanthropy 
gested that we should give Canada better terms than we w | 
any other Nation, If we desire to protect our own people and 
do sé effectively, we must be more solicitous of 
against our more immediate industrial and | re 
petitor than those at a greater distance, because in the latter 
case the additional freight charges am: t to a d - of 
protection. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Craumpack 1 that it 
was unfortunate that some must live close t ( 
border. That is true, and we can not widen that 
of miles, but we can widen it in terms of n 
not say that it shall be 500 miles wide, 
shall be 10 to 25 cents per bushel wide. 

I desire to consider the leading reason assigned 
friends of the measure. To be perfectly frank with tf! 
the President, the majority, and this minority should 
that the large purpose, both in negotiating the treaty a 
passage through the Congress, is to reduce tl! s liy 
and to be equally frank in adding that the same shall be 
at the sole expense of the American farmer. 
say it will reduce the cost of living. I agree, although 
opposing this bill do not do so. The only important 
for debate then is, At whose expense? The products « 
toil, foresight, and prudence are affected? The various grains, 
forage, and meat and dairy products, all of which are produced 
by the American farmer, and which are practi 


is against 


Tf 


we 


they were not to be reduced in price, then the negot 
the treaty, the action of the last Congress, and the expense of the 
present extraordinary session would be all in vain, and if t] 
are reduced in price to the purchasers, they must 
be reduced in price to the sellers. I know of no power in such 
a connection that will make the prices paid smaller and the 
prices received larger. That is a Hereulean task fit only f 
the majority caucus of this House to attempt. This reducti 
is considerable; it should not be hastily imposed upon 
farmers. If the reduction would be inconsiderable, this who! 
procedure would amount to “much ado about nothing.” 

The eloquent gentleman from North Carolina insisted that 
the price of wheat was the same in Canada as in the United 
States and therefore there would be no change, but the men 
who know how prices have run along the southern Canad 
border and the northern American border and the testimony 
they give overwhelmingly establish the incorrectness of the 
general proposition. There is not an owner of a thousand 
bushels of wheat who would risk its marketing on the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from North Carolina, but millions will 
be marketed upon the basis of the proposition of the gentleman 
from Minnesota. I marketed my wheat last fall right from t! 
machine, and advised my neighbors to do the same. We heard 
from Vermont a short time after that, and wheat has been co! 
ing down ever since, and what has occurred in wheat has b 


| true in other foodstuffs and meats and dairy products. 4 
| supreme confidence of the American people in the ability of the 


present majority to reduce prices seems firmly fixed. ‘The first 
reduction came with Vermont’s defection. This was empha 
sized when Maine slumped. It was intensified with the land- 
slide of the general election, and when reciprocity was a 
nounced the toboggan seems to have been hit so that the prices 
now, compared with what they were, represent already count 
less millions of dollars to the farmers of the land. These mar 
ket movements and political results may or may not be closely 
related as to cause and effect, but they usually go togethe 
Some of them feel like an eminent financier in 1904, when the: 
was a sharp slump on the stock exchange of a great natio 
system of railroads. He is reported as saying to his son, “ WV 
Jay, $5,000,000 went to hell in the Wabash and Missouri P 
to-day.” The comforting boy said, “ Never mind, father, grandpa 
will get it.” The farmers can not take such a philosophic vir 
of their losses, because they refuse to admit that they ha 
grandfathers occupying coigns of vantage to catch the loss. 
No, my Democratic chanticleer, this is not your sunrise. 
king of your brief day was up and beaming in your waki: 
before you, golden-throated herald of the morn, even thought 
crow. And he will set regardless of your protest. ‘JT! ( 
or less warranted resentment of the people was agar 
Republfean Party. It was not in your favor except as an 


dent. The old remember how prices were smashed in the 
fifties under the Elgin treaty and a Democratic administrati 
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The young remember the cheap man’s paradise under your last 
administration. Do you think,for a moment had the majority 
last fall declared for this you now indorse—that is, throw down 
our bars to Canada—that you would be in a majority to-day? 
No. Tammany and Dixie would not have been given an oppor- 
tunity to combine against the country. 

i listened to the admonition of the gentleman from North 
Carolina not to fool our farmer constituents upon wheat prices. 
i will not. I could not. I did not. They told me and are 


telling me now in a storm of protest by letter, card, and peti- 
tion, demanding that I vote and speak against this bill, and | 


from the farmers of my district I have not heard one favoring 
note on this proposition, and these people are from a State with 
the lowest per cent of illiteracy in the Union. My recollection 


is that it is a little less than 3 per cent, while that of North 


Carolina is 28.7 per cent, so that they probably do not need his | 


solicitous aid. 


I asked one of my Democratic farmer friends if he thought | 
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| cheaply than at home.” 


goes. Do our Democratic friends say that farm products 
controlled by trusts? Are the farmers in the trust? <A; 
they are not, will you punish them because they are noi 
somebody else is? 

Second. “ Material reduction should be made in the 
upon the necessaries of life, especially upon articles com), 
with such American manufactures as are sold abroad 
This measure is not under this « 


|; because it is a removal of the tariff and not a reduction. 





I should, in the interest of my neighbor farmers, vote for the | 


treaty. He said, “ Should the chicken vote for the ax?” 
Our market for wheat is to a large extent Minneapolis and St. 


Paul, where our winter wheat, which does not make the whitest | 


ef flour, is mingled at a lesser price with the high-priced 
northern wheat and commands uniformly a larger price in 
Nebraska than the high-priced wheat does in Canada, equi- 
distant from Minneapolis. Turn in competition the vast amount 
of Canadian product and it will drive our wheat from the Min- 
neapolis market. We are not permitted under the pure-food 
law to bleach our wheat, and we must then depend on the local 
and southern markets or export. 
may be getting cheaper food, and we will be selling cheaper 
wheat. The millers of my district agree that it will very 
largely reduce the price of our wheat, and the amount of this re- 
duction will not be measured by the recent production of 
Canada. 

One gentleman discussed the advantage to the beef producer 
on the farm. 


what wheat I have produced makes this question to me a practi- 
eal and familiar one. Especially as to beef. Canada can fatten 
her cattle on grass and hay and prepare them for slaughter just 
as well as can and do the cattle raisers of Wyoming, Idaho, and 
Montana, which cattle, well prepared, furnish a strong competi- 
tion for our corn and alfalfa fed beeves. I am careful not to 
send to the markets my corn-fed cattle when there are big 
runs of cattle from the Northwest fed on cheaper land, cheaper 
grain, and cheaper hay. 


A few hundred head of cattle which I annually | 
feed, a few more hogs, the few hundred tons of hay I ship, and 


| sent, that between the Atlantic and 
Our friends from the South 


Third. “ Gradual reduction should be made in such 
schedules as may be necessary to restore the tariff to a re 
basis.” It can not be under that clause, because having | 
off all the duty, you could scarcely tell how many more gr 
reductions you should make before you restore it to a 1 
basis. Do you not think you should have warned the fa: 
before you took this oppressive step against them? You 
not be heard to say that a Republican President vouched 1 
The Constitution fixes the responsibility upon a majority ot 
House for revenue legislation. 

A large portion of this country was and appeared to b 
and fertile. These parts of the United States have been | n 
up and settled either through purchase or by the bestow f 


S 


the Government. As the American people looked for 

lands, the question seemed to present itself to the Governiieont 
as to whether the enterprising young people should be allowed 
or encouraged to change their homes to the new la f 
Canada, Australia, or elsewhere. It was concluded by the 


American people without partisan division, but by common 
*acific Oceans plains 
seemed to be arid, mountain slopes that appeared to be 1 
swamps that were rich but undrained, presented an 0 
tunity which by reasonable amount of governmental assis Q 
would add many millions to the arable lands of the | ed 
States without either conquest or purchase on the part of | 
Government, Under the advice of wise administrations and the 


| assistance of generous Congresses, large projects for dra 


| struction now. 


irrigation, conservation, and reclamation have been in . 
rated and made effective in various parts of this country, and 
over $60,000,000 have been so spent. Large projects for d 
age in the South and for irrigation in the West are unde: 
The great mountain snows that have her 


| fore melted in the spring and tumbled down the slope, becoming 
creat engines of waste by erosion and otherwise, and then 1: 
ning purposeless to the sea, are now being captured and 1 
in yast reservoirs to furnish water power at proper intery:!s 


| of 


And while we speak of cattle, I recall that under the Payne 


* | 
bill they got our hides—now they want to get our carcasses. I 


hear the threat of free raw wool. Mr. Farmer, prepare for 
your income tax. I wonder if there is any new hammer-lock, 
half-Nelson, strangle-hold, or any other political grip held in 
readiness for the man whose children have left his home and 
become a majority in the cities. It is the potential production 
of Canada, to be stimulated into activity by this agreement, that 


our land, draining our banks, destroying the thrift of our com- 
munities, and inviting the means, enterprises, and the youth of 
best promise into a country, an empire in extent, which is to be 
developed by the drainage of American wealth and energy. 

This leads me to what I regard the most important objection 
to this bill; that is, in this day of progress, it is distinctly a 
atep backward. This Government and its people have lived, 
grown, and prospered because they have always had the cour- 
age to say that our home interests shall be protected and exalted, 
and upon that theory have our business and industries been 
upbuilt. 

The farmers believed that their protection was safe until at 
least some great political party declared against it. So, last 
November they slumbered and slept. The Democratic platform 
of 1908 furnishes no basis for this act. The following is the 
Democratic declaration made at Denver. 
recall, was the third epistle of William to the faithful. It was 
not to the Ephesians, as might be inferred from the Scripture 
lesson of the gentleman from Connecticut. Both the majority 
party and the Hphesians have gone out of the silver business. 
The first epistle of the same eminent author said the gold 
standard had slain ten thousands while the tariff had slain 
but a thousand. They are getting down to the small bunches 
now. 

First it says: “We favor immediate revision of the tariff by 
the reduction of import duties.” How? First, “ articles enter- 
ing into competition with trust-controlled products should be 
placed upon the free list.” Now, that is as far as the free list 


This, if you will | 


| any time in the history of this world. 
| been yielded than were yielded in the Promised Land, the 
in the years to come will be the serious, grinding competition, | 
lessening the prices of our products, decreasing the values of | 





and in the dry summer seasons to bathe the soil, The rvs 
all these has been that throughout the West and Swit 
lands unproductive either through too much water or too ’ 
have been made productive. The deserts of the West hay: 


come in large sections as fertile as the Valley of the Nile ] 


| the swamps of the South are being made as arable and pi 


tive as the rich prairies of the Middle West. Out of these 
ects more wheat has been raised per acre than anywhere « 
Greater fruit crops 


tempting fact which induced the Israelites to enter. 1 
forage yield has come. Greater yield has come from 
projects than was ever produced anywhere. There arose : g 
the people of the United States, financial, philanthropi 
dustrial, and educational, a strong cry and a mighty mov: 

“ Back to the soil.” Men, considering carefully the soci: l 
industrial problems, welcomed this new movement. It alsv c 
on the form of redeeming and reclaiming the impove! 1 
farms of the East and the saving and replenishing of 
forestry throughout the United States. In fact, it seemed | 

so far as agriculture was concerned, the exploiting in a sj : 
tive way all new land and impoverishing the old had come to 
an end. 

Perhaps the greatest shock to those interested came wit! | 
announcement of this treaty, which, by its terms, prejudiced 
the farming interests in the United States. It invites men f 
wealth to make their agricultural investment in Canada 
stead of in America; the young men and women to seek C: 


| dian farm homes rather than western farm homes; to draw 





money from the banks in agricultural communities to invest 
it in Canadian properties, bringing the level of farm prices « 
farm products down to the Canadian level; and to divert att 
tion and interest from intensive conserving methods of farmiis 
and reestablishing the extensive speculative methods of far) 
ing in Canada that were in vogue 25 and 30 years ago throu: 
out the West. 

The purpose of all these projects was not speculative, but wis 
to disperse the American people throughout its borders, where 
homes would be built and maintained and the drift from t! 
farm lands of the eastern half of the United States to tle 
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cities might be checked. 
results of gathering people into the great cities, every one of 
which has been well said to be a “ great evil.” 

The United States has within its borders 3 cities containing 
collectively eight and a half million people. It has § cities each 
containing more than a half million. It has 19 cities contain- 
ing more than a quarter of a million each. It has 50 cities 
containing more than 100,000 each. It has 108 containing each 
more than 50,000; totalling nearly 25,000,000. Broad and inviting 
as are the valleys, fields, prairies, and forests, the current of 
human life in America is drifting toward the cities. 
country took its first census, only 34 out of every 1,000 peo- 
ple lived in cities or towns. Thirty years later that number 
increased to 49 out of every thousand; 60 years later it had 
increased to 125. In 1900 it reach 311, nearly 10 times what it 
was at the time of the establishment of our Government. Our 
urban population now is about 500 out of every thousand, or 50 
per cent. And this despite the fact that creative genius made 
the country, clothed it with beauty, and filled it with fatness; 
while the city was man made to pollute the air, befoul the crys- 
tal rivers, deforest the hills, rob and impoverish the soil. Yet 
paths to the city from every compass point are worn deep by 
the feet of farmers’ boys and girls, leaving staid and comfort- 
able farm life for the doubtful lure of the city’s uncertainties. 


Wise men, looking ahead, saw the ill 


When this | 


Were this drift new and without historical precedent, no great | 


concern might be excited, but the tidal drift of humanity into 
the cities from the beginning of recorded history has led to any- 
thing but desirable national results. 

Carlyle said, “A great city is a great evil,” and few will ques- 
tion that statement. True, there is wealth gathered, culture 
abounds, religion rears her greatest temples, and beauty basks 
in the light of loveliness. Yet there is more than a counter- 
balance of shadow. While Dives feasts, Lazarus, surnamed 
Legion, fasts and starves. While purity exists, vice is nurtured, 
debauchery stalks, and crime multiplies. There is the air putrid, 
the pathway foul, heat oppresses in summer, cold pinches in 
winter, while manhood and womanhood, weakened and emascu- 
lated, become ready victims to sinful and insanitary surround- 
ings. The white plague finds in congested tenements its multi- 
plied victims. Many thousands so afflicted children are in New 
York and other great cities, while ten times as many daily risk 
‘infection in their disease-breeding dwellings, named more po- 
litely apartment houses. There, too, the white slave dons her 
garb of degradation in an atmosphere and environment which 
forge, fit, and fasten the chains of her shortened life and render 
swift and sudden the loss of her soul. The metropolitan glare 
lures fatally the rural moths. They see the apparent warmth 
and splendor of mansion and saloon. They hear the clink of 
gold and are thrilled with the throb of the multitude. And 
these young men and women, like the ant and the swallow, 
gregarious in their instincts, leave the ozone of mountain, the 
pure air of the fields, and the beauties of the valley to herd 
with the multitude at a risk incalculable and a price often un- 
speakable. The American people were just making a good begin- 
ning to turn the tide back to the pure air, rich fields, and happy 
farm homes, and it seemed to have the support of the great 
thinkers and those in authority. 

Theodore Roosevelt has said: 

I warn my country that the great recent progress made in city life 
is not a full measure of our civilization, for our civilization rests at the 
bottom on the wholesomeness, attractiveness, and completeness, as well 
as prosperity, of life in the country. The men and women on the 
farms stand for what is fundamentally best and most needed in our 
American life. Upon the development of country life rests ultimately 
our ability, by methods of farming requiring the highest intellizence, to 
continue to feed and clothe the hungry nations, to supply the city with 
fresh blood, clean bodies, and clear brains, that can endure the terrific 
strain of modern life. We need the development of men in the open 


country, who will be in future, as in the past, the stay and strength 


of the Nation in time of war and its building and controlling spirit in 
time of peace. 


President Taft has said: 


If I were advising young men as to their future profession, I would 
say that ‘bere are greater opportunities in agriculture than in any other 
profession in our country. he farmer’s life takes him away from that 
hervous exhaustion, that gambling propensity, and that bustle and 


rapidity that hurry men to their graves. 

It seems to me a pertinent inquiry under this consideration, 
Where are these greater opportunities in agriculture? Are they 
not the lands rapidly being reenriched and reclaimed in our 
East, rich still and productive in the Middle West, or that part 
being rendered especially desirable, profitable, and produc- 
tive in the great West and South in the United States? Or 
are they on the boundless plains of Canada? Are they 
among our home people, or are they among strangers? Are 
they under the American flag or under an alien flag? It seems 


to me that the choice is easy and nothing should be done to| a dozen letters from the people residing in these four ward 
thwart it. We have lands fertile now and which can be made | asking me to support this treaty, and from the 75 villages an 


productive to accommodate and provide for the people of a 
mighty race for a thousand years to come. If American capital, 
American brains, American industry, and American youth and 
blood are to develop any lands, it should be our own. We own 
the pole at the north; we own the canal at the south. We own 
all that we want between, where there is ample opportunity for 
American industry and thrift, and ample room for free, health- 
ful, patriotic homes under the American flag. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Samvuet W. Smriru}. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Michigan is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I yield to no one 
in my desire for the fullest and fairest trade relations between 
the United States and Canada. 

I honestly differ with anyone who is of the opinion that 
this agreement in its present form is fair, just, and equitable. 

In clear and unmistakable terms it discriminates against 
farmer and for which I feel there is no just cause. 

I am unable to understand why in the making of a treat: 
of this nature it was necessary to place alone tke products of 
the farm on the free list, while at the same time practica 
everything the farmer purchases remains upon the protected 
list, ranging from 45 to 60 per cent. 

It would be interesting to know— 

First. Who it was, acting for the United States, made this 
treaty with Canada; how much time was spent in the prepara 
tion of the same; and what information was furnished, and if 
this is available. And I hope during this debate some one wil! 
discuss the legal features of the same. As I understand it, al! 
revenue legislation is supposed to originate in the House of 
Representatives. 

Second. What data, if any, has the Tariff Board given the 
Committee on Ways and Means concerning this agreement, and 
where can the same be procured? 

We are paying each of five members of a Tariff Board $7,500 a 
year, whose business it is, among other things, to secure the 
best available information npon matters like the pending treaty 
and give the same to the President and Congress, and recently 
$250,000 was appropriated that the Tariff Board might have 
the fullest opportunity to make investigations and report. It 
does seem to me that if the Tariff Board has not been \- 
sulted, or has not had time to consider this measure, undue 
haste has been exercised. 

If the Tariff Board is to be ignored in this, then it will afford 
an excuse for so doing in all future tariff legislation, and we 
might as well abolish the board and save the expense. 

It is true that the Tariff Board has made a report (see 
S. Doc. No. 849, 61st Cong., 3d sess.), but in their letter of 
February 28, this year, addressed to the President, it seems 
to me that they have made it clear that they have not had 
sufficient time to properly investigate the matter set forth in 
the report; and, as much as I admire the President, I aim 
sorry he has called Congress in extra session at this time, for 
it does seem to me that neither the Tariff Board, Members of 
Congress, nor our constituents have had sufficient time and 
opportunity to investigate so important a matter as this tre 
and, for one, I would have been very glad to have had . 
portunity between the adjournment of the last Congress and 
the next regular session of this Congress to have mingled with 
my constituents, believing that frequent conferences and dis- 
cussion respecting this treaty would have been of mutual! ad 
vantage and perhaps would have avoided a good deal of 
pleasant feeling that exists in the country to-day, growing « 
in part, of the feeling that too much haste has been « 
cised in forcing this treaty upon the people of this country 


I have the honor of representing a district stretching tf 
the Detroit River (just across from Windsor, in Can ) 
beyond the State capital and more than 40 miles wide. 

Four wards in the city of Detroit—the twelfth, fourteenth, 


sixteenth, and eighteenth; six townships, bordering in purt 
upon these wards; my home city—Pontiac—of 15,000 people; the 
cities of Flint and Lansing, with populations in round nun 

of 40,000 each—all three splendid manufacturing citic 7H 
villages, ranging in population from 50 to 8,000 or more 1 
the four fine agricultural counties of Oakland, Genesee, 
and Livingston constitute the sixth congressional di 
Michigan. 

Located as these wards are, just across the river from C 

ada, composed of thousands of laboring men, manufacturers, 
merchants, doctors, lawyers, and ministers, | have not received 
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three cities mentioned I have not had 50 letters asking me to 
vote for it, but from the farmers and laboring men on the farm, 
receiving such splendid wages as they do and who seem to 
appreciate the same, I have received hundreds of letters and 
petitions from thousands, not simply asking but pleading that 
I work and vote against this measure. 

Now, why have I not had more requests from the wards to 
vote and work for this bill? Because many of their citizens 
lived during the last Democratic administration and have 
heard it said many times that the last Cleveland administra- 
tion was more costly than the Civil War, and they contributed 
their share. Many men and women living in those wards came 
from the adjoining country districts and they know from bitter 
experience how, under the last Cleveland administration the 
farmer was deprived of his Detroit market, the nearest and 
best one which he had—deprived of it because, under the Wil- 
son-Gorman bill, go as early as he might in the morning with 
the products of the farm, he would invariably find the Cana- 
dian farmer there, ready and willing to part with his products 
at a cheaper price. 

I have, however, received possibly 30 letters from citizens 
and friends whose opinions I respect, in the other wards of 
Detroit, urging me to support the treaty, and in each and 
every case I replied frankly, stating my position, that I did not 
regard the agreement as fair, and in nearly every case where 
I received replies they were equally as frank in admitting my 
contention, but urging that we must be broad, generous, and 
magnanimous; others that it was only an entering wedge; and 
from others that it was but the beginning. I am unable to 
understand why we should begin by taking the whole pound 
of flesh from the farmer. 


The farmers residing in my district are greatly dissatisfied | 


with the terms of this treaty, and have expressed themselves 
in no uncertain terms. To give you an idea of the sentiment 
among the farmers, I will say that it has been no uncommon 
thing for a canvass to be made of a rural route, and some of 
the results are as follows: One for the treaty; 32 
the treaty ; 49 against; 3 for the treaty; 62 against. 

At the recent spring election, April 3, in the township of 
Novi, Oakland County, 250 votes, in round numbers, were polled, 
as I am informed, and I have received a petition from more 
than 200 of that number who are opposed to the treaty. 

T. J. Davis says: 

I have canvassed the townships of Farmington, Novi, and Highland, 
with the following results: For reciprocity, 1; against reciprocity, 516. 

I want to add in this connection that the feeling among the 
farmers in my district is not confined to the border line, but 
appears to be practically the same all over the district. 

Many merchants, laboring men, and others who help to make 
up the consumers in the cities and villages sympathize with the 
farmer and share with him in his opinion that the treaty is jug 
handled. 

Let us at the outset not forget that our Nation’s prosperity 
comes from the soil. 

Do you think that by passing this treaty in its present form 
you are giving the farmer a square deal, when by its pro- 
visions everything the farmer produces is placed on the free 
list, while pork and other meat products and flour remain on 
the dutiable list? Why should barley be put on the free list 
and a tax retained on barley malt? Why is lumber in the rough 
placed on the free list, while manufactured lumber is retained 
on the dutiable list? Why are biscuits, costing over 15 cents a 
pound, taxed 32 per cent? Is this in keeping with your efforts 
to reduce the cost of living, and that while cattle, sheep, and 
hogs are free, meats, both fresh and cured, are taxed 1} cents 
per pound, and some say for the benefit of the Meat Trust, but 
I do not share in this opinion. Wheat is on the free list, but 
flour is taxed 50 cents per barrel. How much better it would 
rhe defeat the treaty outright or to so amend it as to treat all 
airly. 

The farmers of the United States have enjoyed the benefits 
of a protective tariff for many years and been free from Cana- 
dian competition, and yet in the Middle West and in the East 
for many years were not prosperous, and farm values steadily 
decreased because of the competition of the thousands of acres 
of new and cheap lands beyond the Mississippi River. The 
fertile fields of the West offered such attractive inducements 
that it was quite natural that the farmers took the advice of 
Horace Greeley and “ went West,” and as a result it was impos- 
sible for the eastern farmer to compete and prosper, and so 
there were thousands of abandoned farms and discouraged 
farmers who left their farms and went into the city and villages 
seeking other employment. 

This condition of affairs continued for 30 years or more; 
now that the western lands, in the main, have been taken up, 


against; 5 for | 


farm values in the East have increased, while the increased 
demand for food products has so greatly improved the prices 
that farmers in the East have prospered as they never pros 
pered before. Electric railways, the automobile, good roads. 
rural free delivery of mails, the bicycle, and the telepho: 
have all aided in making farm life much more attractive, 
that for several years past there has been a marked decrease jn 
the number of abandoned farms and the tide of young men ani 
young women who were bent on going to the cities has turn 
backward. 

There is no denying the fact that for some years, possil)ly 
10, farming has been regarded as a profitable business and 
farms were being sold and exchanged at remunerative prices 
Now, what is going to happen? If this treaty is made effecti 
it will open up millions of acres of rich, fertile, and cheap land 
in the Canadian Northwest, already proving very attracti, 
as is shown by the hundreds of thousands of people who ha 
gone from the United States and settled on these lands, and | 
me it seems certain that we must pass through another pe! 
of depression like unto that which existed east of the Mis 
sippi River while the farm lands of the West were being ta 
up; and, as a natural result, Canadian lands must be gr 
increased in value at our expense. 

What the farmer asks for is a square deal. During the | 
few years a half million emigrants from the United Stat 
have settled in Canada, and they have taken with them h 
dreds of millions of dollars. The Dominion of Canada has 
area more than 700,000 square miles larger than the who 
of the United States. The possible wheat belt of Canada 
given at about 80,000,000 acres. Of this vast area 6,000,000 
acres are now under cultivation, 

The Canadian senate committee, after a scientific exami 
tion a short time ago, reported an area of 656,000 square mi 
suitable for growing potatoes, 407,000 square miles suitable for 
| raising barley, and an area of 816,000 square miles suitable for 
| raising wheat, and pasturage lands covering an area of 860,000 
| Square miles. 
| ‘The farmer in Alberta and Saskatchewan will be as near th 

American market as the farmers of the West. He can farm on 

an extensive scale upon land which cost from $10 to $20 per 
| acre, where in the Middle West similar land would be valued 
| at from $80 to $100 per acre. 
And again, the Canadian farmer finds a Government which 
| is willing to loan him money for drainage, or to build elevators 
and storehouses, which belong to the people. 

Those who lived during 1893 and 1897 know full well about 
the dire disaster that came to the country under a Democratic 
administration and by reason of the Wilson-Gorman tariff 
bill, and I apprehend that there are none who witnessed those 
times who care for a repetition of the same. Who is there 
that does not remember also that after Mr. Cleveland w 
elected with a Congress Democratic in both branches, it was 
not necessary to wait for the enactment of the law that the 
people felt sure would come under a Democratic administra- 
tion before business in all its branches began to languish, and 
there was no one business that suffered more than did th 
farmers of this country? Nature and nature’s God were stil! 
good to them; better than the Democratic Party at that time, 
for they could raise horses, cattle, sheep, and abundant crops 
but there was no market place where their products could | 
sold at a profit. 

Have you observed how already, so far as the farmer is con 


referred to? In the language of one of my constituents, who 
is deeply concerned: “If the real thing is as much worse 45s 
the agitation, I pity the farmer. The bottom is about out on 
the prices of our farm stuff, and you can not help but realize that 
when the farmers are getting a good price for their product: 
every other business is all right. Let me give you some figures: 
Last year lambs were selling from $8 to $9.25, this year for $5; 
hogs sold last year at from $9 to $10, at present $6.50; las 
year cattle were selling at $6, now for $4.50 to $5; last year 
wheat sold from $1.10 to $1.22, wheat is now selling at 78 cents; 
last year eggs sold at 20 cents, now 13 cents. Everything 
else in proportion. Everything we have to buy is going the 
other way.” 

In this connection I hope I may be pardoned for relating 
an incident that occurred during the last month of the last 
campaign. One morning I had occasion to leaye my hotel at 
Flint at 5.30 a. m. to take a train. On the way to the train I 
was overtaken by a farmer who lived near Flushing, and who 
knew me. After the morning salutation, he said, “ Mr. SMITH, 
do you think the next House will be Democratic?” I said, 
“ Yes.” 
worried. I said, “Why are you so much concerned?” 


His countenance at once changed, and he seemed 
After 
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a moment’s hesitation, he said, “I will tell you; just before the 
last Democratic administration I bought a farm at a fair price, 
but had to run in debt for the same.” Farm products were so 
low—and he named them one after another, wool at 8 cents, 
sheep at 50 cents—that he lost the farm, he said. 

After McKinley was elected President, following the last 
Cleveland administration, he purchased another farm at a good 
price, and proceeded to relate what he had received for farm 
products since that time, and as a result of the good times under 
a Republican administration and a protective tariff he had 
been able to pay for his farm and was out of debt, and he 
seemed glad, in addition, to tell me that he had come from his 
home to Flint that morning, 14 miles away, with his automobile. 
I thought the statement of this well-known and reputable gen- 
tleman was worth repeating often, and I proceeded from that 
time on to tell my audiences what this farmer had told me, and 
his statement was received with telling effect, for there were 
so many farmers, as well as others engaged in business, who 
had had similar experiences during that same period. 

I am wondering, if this agreement becomes effective, what 
proportion of the farmers will be riding in automobiles, and in 
this connection I can not refrain from saying that I can not 
understand why some manufacturers of automobiles and farm 
machinery do not take a different view of this proposition, for 
they are surely going to deprive themselves of one of the best 
markets when the American farmer is placed where he will be 
if this agreement becomes a Jaw. I say this, representing, as I 
believe I do, the second, if not the first, largest automobile dis- 
trict in the Union. I have no hesitancy in saying that if the 
American farmer can be let alone millions of automobiles would 
be purchased by them in the next few years, and, better still, 
they would be able to pay for them; and I want to say further 
that by reason of their toil and labor I know of no class of 
people who are better entitled to the same than they, and I ex- 
pect to see in the next few years many farmers having what I 
call a combination automobile, in the nature of the old ‘“ Demo- 
crat wagon,” which can be used for carrying either the products 
of the farm to market or used for passenger purposes, or both, 
and I say hasten the day when this will come, for it will be only 
another pleasure and attraction along with electric railroads, 
rural service, telephones, and so forth, all of which have helped 
to make farm life much more attractive, inviting, and agree- 
able, and has been a source of great help in keeping the boys 
and girls upon the farm instead of their going into the cities. 

And, by the way, what has become of all the efforts that have 
been made in recent years to encourage farming upon broad and 
scientific methods, and pleading with the young people to re- 
main upon the farm? It is only a short time ago when the 
magazines and newspapers of the country bristled with articles 
of this nature, and the best talent was sought for to speak upon 
this subject; and I recall that during his last administration 
President Roosevelt went on a mission of this kind and spoke 
at the semicentennial celebration of the Michigan Agricultural 
College, located in the district which honors me with a place 
here. I was so impressed with that speech—and am now with 
the good that it has done and is continuing to do—that more 
than once, in public and private, I have said that I wish it 
might be read at least twice every year in every pulpit and 
school throughout the land. 

I want to make an appeal that more attention be given to 
the various agencies of distribution in this country, and when 
this is accomplished, the problem respecting the high cost of 
living will be largely solved. 

I want to make this prediction. If the proposed treaty goes 
through in its present form history will repeat itself in a 
measure. The farmer was just coming into his own, so to 
speak. He was improving his farm, notably his buildings and 
fences, and building up the soil by tile drainage and other 
ways. In order to keep pace with the Canadian farmer, he 
will have to return to a system of robbing the soil if he suc- 
ceeds in profitably meeting this new competition. 

CONSUMERS. 

What is the necessity for this legislation that we are now 
considering? We are told that it is in the interests of the 
consumer, that they may have cheaper food products. 
farmer is told that by removing the duties on farm products 


the price will not be decreased. And the consumer is also told | 


that by reducing the duty on farm products the cost of living 
will be cheaper. Are both of these statements correct? It is 
evident to me that if the duty on farm products is removed 
the same will be decreased in price, but I am not sure, nor do 
I believe, that the consumer is to get relief because of the 
prices which the farmer may receive for his products, nor do I 
believe it was on account of the tariff. During the last cam- 
paign the Republicans and some Democrats frankly told their 


The | 


| 
| 
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audiences that the high cost of living was world-wide and that 
it was not traceable to the tariff, for if it were, why were they 
suffering from the high cost of living in free-trade England? 
A careful examination of this matter will disclose that the 
consumer has been paying high prices traceable, notably in 
any cases, to freight rates, cold storage, and middlemen. 

I want to quote from the report of Hon. James Wilson, Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, 1910, page 19: 

“ High prices was one of the subjects of my annual report 
for 1909. It was shown that for many years previous to about 
1897, or a little later, the prices of farm products received by 
farmers were even less than the cost of production, and often 
little, if any, above that cost, so that during a long period of 
years the farmer was not thriving. It was shown also that in 
the upward price movement, which began about 1897, the prices 
received by the farmer have advanced in greater degree than 
those received by nearly all other classes of producers. That 
this should have been so was merely a matter of justice to the 
farmer to equalize the reward of his efforts with the rewards 
received in other lines of production.” 

On page 25 and following of the same report, he says: 

“NO GROUND FOR COMPLAINT AGAINST THE FARMER. 


“From.the details that have been presented with regard to 
the increase of the prices of farm products between farmer sud 
consumer, the conclusion is inevitable that the consumer has no 
well-grounded complaint against the farmer for the prices that 
he pays. 

“PROBLEM FOR CONSUMERS, AND NOT FARMERS, TO REMEDY 


“After consideration of the elements of the matter it is plain 
that the farmer is not getting an exorbitant price for his prod 
ucts, and that the cost of distribution from the time of delivery 
at destination by the railroad to delivery to the consumer is the 
feature of the problem of high prices which must present itself 
to the consumer for treatment.” 

The high cost of living can not be traced to the farm, as 
statistics prove that the farmer receives less than 40 per cent 
of what the consumer pays for his product. 

In this connection I want to say that the high cost of living 
is too often mistaken for the cost of high, and many times, ex 
travagant living. 

I want to give a recent experience of a farmer friend living 
in Ingham County, in my district, who, while visiting in Lansing, 
was asked to go to market and purchase a bushel of potatoes. 
At the market he witnessed the grocer purchase from a farmer 
a load of potatoes at 25 cents per bushel, and no sooner had 
they been unloaded from the wagon than the grocer charged 
the visitor 50 cents per bushel. I am not complaining at what 
the grocer received, but I do want to ask in all fairness, when 
you consider the time, trouble, and expense to which the farmer 
was put in raising and marketing those potatoes, at 25 cents 
per bushel—and I do not know how many miles he drew them 
to market—as compared with the labor and expense of the 
merchant, will it be claimed for a single moment that the 
farmer received an unfair price for his potatoes? Yet the con- 
sumer in this instance paid twice what the farmer received, and 
there were no freight rates and only one middle man. 

Also from an honored constituent of mine whose 
received some weeks ago, who says: 

“TI think the duty on potatoes is 25 cents per bushel. They 
are selling here at New Hudson for 30 cents per bushel. They 
are mostly put into sacks costing 74 cents each, or 3 cents per 
bushel; the cost of sacking is 2 cents per bushel; 


letter was 


comnil ion 


for the dealer here is 5 cents per bushel; so you see, loaded 
on the car at New Hudson here the cost is 40 cents per bushel; 
now add the railroad freight, say to Detroit, about 4 cents per 
bushel; cartage and commission by commission merchant we 
will say is 6 cents more; this makes a total cost of 50 « 
per bushel in the hands of the commission merchant in Detroit. 
“The retailer buys of him at 50 cents per bushel, and we will 
say, to be conservative, he retails them at 15 cents per peck, or 


60 cents per bushel, and many of them make 5 pecks out of a 
bushel, and that would mean 75 cents per bushel to the con 
sumer. So you see the tariff on this one product at the present 
time does not cut much figure; but remove the duty, and if Can 
ada has a large supply it would giut the market 
would be practically worth nothing. One of the great questions 
now is, How can we eliminate these middle men 
ing for two and one-half times what the farmer receives?” 
Without wearying you, I want to add the views of anot! 
constituent who has expressed himself in no uncertain ternis 
“The boy who studies geography will tell you that the great- 
est populations exist in the Northern States, and there 
above the Mason and Dixon line three-fourths of the population 
of the Union. Now, this market is to be open to the rich agri- 
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cultural lands of Canada; agricultural lands with $1-a-day 
labor against $2-a-<lay labor in the States, and more often, 
counting the board, $2.50 per day than $2. If the people wish 
to rob the Union of $2,000,000,000 yearly, they could have taken 
it from the Treasury, but the people in favor of this reciprocity 
treaty rob the people of the United States of this immense sum 
and more besides. As the agricultural lands of the Middle 
West and Eastern States were already on the decline and but 
lately on the advance, it means, with cheaper agricultural prod- 
uce, these lands will not only go back in price but also in culti- 
vation, and, in the end, subject to the better agricultural lands 
of Canada with its cheap labor. After this has been accom- 
plished, it will take a quarter of a century to rebuild our lands, 
due to the beauty of the forensic popular orator. 

‘“The present high prices of our produce are due to excessive 
freight rates. A car at New York market quotations to-day 
for No. 2 timothy hay at $18 per ton, taking out $5.50 freight, 
$1 commission, $1 for the local dealer profits, $1.25 for pressing, 
leaves the farmer $8.75; No. 1 timothy hay on to-day’s market 
$15 would leave the farmer $9.25 after the farmer runs in debt 


awd 


for his farm, pays 6 per cent interest, pays his hired help, and | 
Canada | 


taxes. Now, behold the beautiful angel of reciprocity. 
comes in with an enormous crop and $4 a ton off, and the farmer 
has the munificent price, based on New York market to-day, of 
$4.75 for No. 2 timothy hay and $2.25 for No. 1 mixed, to pay 
interest, hired help, taxes, and live off of. It is a beautiful 
thing to enrich the farmer of Canada, open up the greatest 
market on earth, deplete our country of money, and reduce farm 
property one-third, if not more. This is all due to the great 
statesmanship of our leading politicians who, to favor a certain 
element, have advanced it. The laboring man repeats: ‘ Why, 
things will be cheaper.’ But he wants to bear in mind that if 
the farmer makes no money, the market for the manufacturers 
is one-third to one-half gone. 


will be turned away, and even if eggs are 5 cents a dozen and | 


butter 10 cents a pound, a soup with a lemon must do for him. 
The selfishness of people is apparent. The laboring man has 
been getting good wages, but he wants more. He wants the 
agricultural lands to deliver the produce he eats to his door 
free of cost. The advocates of reciprocity repeat that in years 
to come the matter will readjust itself. 

“Why all this agitation for years; why a turmoil; why not 
leave well enough alone? 
products have done wonderful things. The people have gone 
back to the farms, finding a profit there where before there 
was none. The soil has become better, the latest and best im- 


plements of cultivation have been purchased, and the reliance | 


on foreign lands to produce practically not needed. Twelve 


years ago, when hay was let in free, the farmer got $3 to $6 | 


per ton for his hay (buyers lost money at that), 12 cents to 
17 cents a pound for butter, and 10 cents a dozen for his eggs, 
and the result was—he left the farm. 

“If you want free trade for agricultural products, then the 
farmer wants free trade for manufactured articles. The idea 
of shouldering on the farmer the weight of the opulent and 
trusts, the excessive freight rates, and let the merry manu- 
facturing goat go free, as protected by a high tariff wall, is 
certainly the height of unfairness. If the price of farm produce 
was unnecessarily high and our lands could not produce the 
amount needed for the masses,’ then we had better have reci- 
procity. But at present—butter, 17 cents to 25 cents; eggs, 17 
cents a dozen; flour beeoming normal and meat on the decline; 
$9 to $10 a ton for No. 1 timothy hay; rye straw worth $10, 
delivered, New York City—how much cheaper do you want the 
farmer to go and live? Let us look at the other side of it. Farm 
implements higher; all manufactured goods higher, amount- 
ing from $2 to $4 a suit; linens and cotton goods out of sight; 
coal higher; freight rates higher; shoes higher; wages 10 
years ago $1 per day, now $2 to $2.50 per day. Still the people 
high in office want to make a great swat at agriculture and 
prate great things, but they are not telling the people that their 
cost of living has been due more to excessive freight rates to 
pay dividends on watered stock, on manufactured goods and 
protection of trusts, who have raised the prices of every manu- 
factured commodity. This would not do at all. The people who 
have the money blind the rest with their great ideas of benevo- 
lence at the expense of the agricultural community. There is 
not one single good idea in reciprocity at present, and certainly 
none in the future, unless a famine should strike the country.” 

I want to give you now a practical illustration of what has 
been occurring and is now occurring right here in Washington, 
and where five middlemen are employed before the consumer 
gets his products from the producer. 

I am indebted to Mr. C. Louis Allen, president of the Co- 
operative Commercial Orchards of Virginia, for the same. Mr. 


This means many a laboring man | 


The present good prices of farm | 
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Allen is known to some of the Members of this body, and espe- 
cially to the Members from his own State, and he is a man of 
high character and standing. At the present time he is tl. 
owner of an apple orchard in Montana with 7,200 trees, and 
who, by reason of his experience, believes that the Shenandoah 
Valley in Virginia is one of the best fields in this country for 
apple orchards. I have said this much of him that you may 
know who he is, and that what he has to say in this connec. 
tion ought to have weight, and I suppose his statement could 
be verified and duplicated over and over again, not only wit! 
reference to apples, but with practically everything else, that 
is the product of the farm, which clearly shows that the charg 
which is so often made that the farmer is receiving too muc! 
for his products is not true, when it can be shown that fro: 
two to five middlemen, with other causes, are the ones w! 
have brought the high cost of living to the doorway of the « 
sumer. 

Mr. Allen says: 

“A few figures which show how little of the apple consume: 
dollar really goes to the producer. The original letters fr 
the growers mentioned are on file in my office. 

“F. S. Dunham, of Chelan, Wash., received 884 cents a | 
for Jonathans, which were sold by the fruit dealer at 
corner of Fourteenth and G Streets NW., Washington, D. C., { 
$4 a box. 

“G. B. Kinney, of Peshastian, Wash., received $1.52 a box for 
apples which were sold in this city for 75 cents a dozen. 

“W. B. Wright, of Peshastian, Wash., received $1.52 a box for 
apples which cost the Washington City retailer $3.25 a box, 
and which he sold for $4.50 a box. 

“S. M. Neher, of Wenatchee, Wash., was paid $1.41 a box fo: 
apples which were sold to Washington City consumers at 10 
cents each, three for 25 cents. 

“The first middle man in these transactions is the local fruit 


| growers’ association. 

“The second, the commission merchant in New York City, 
| such as Steinhart & Kelley and Rae & Hatfield. 

“The third, a broker, such as Samuel Haynes, of New York. 
“The fourth, the local wholesale dealer here in Washington 


City, like Mr. Engel; he gets his apples by local freight from 
N 


ew York. 
| “The fifth, the local Italian fruit dealer or groceryman is 
the fifth middle man to sell the apples to the consumer.” 

Secretary Wilson asks this pertinent question: 

“Why do not consumers buy directly from the farmers? A 
distribution of farm products in this simple way has already 
| begun in England, where cooperative organizations of farmers 
are selling by direct consignment to cooperative organizations 
of consumers in cities. 

“Farmers cooperative selling associations are numerous in 
this country, but cooperative buying associations among the 
people of cities and towns are few. Aside from buying associa- 
tions, maintained by farmers, hardly any exist in this country. 
It is apparent, therefore, that the consumer has much to do to 
work out his own salvation with regard to the prices that he 
pays. Potatoes were selling last spring, in some places where 
there has been overproduction, for 20 cents, and in some places 
for even 9 cents per bushel at the farm, while at the same time 
city consumers in the East were paying 50 cents to 75 cents 
per bushel, although there was nothing to prevent them fr 
combining to buy a carload or more of potatoes directly from 
the grower and for delivery directly to themselves.” 

I am sure that further comment is unnecessary as to the 
prices which the farmer receives for his products. 

An urgent appeal is being made to the toiling masses of tlic 
cities, and they are told that through the adoption of this treat) 
the cost of living will be greatly reduced. They are not told 
that the products from the farm required for the daily needs 
of the average family do not form the principal cost of livine, 
and that for every dollar which the laboring man spends for 
products from the farm which come to his table, he spends five 
times that amount for the actual necessities of life. 

I wish I could say to the great multitude of consumers in 
cities and villages that I believed that the enactment of the 
treaty into law would benefit them, but I do not. Grant that il 
will cheapen food prices for the sake of the argument, but you 
must not forget that it may bring about conditions like we had 
a few years ago, when it mattered not how cheap things were, 
you could not get them for yourself and family, for you could 
not sell your labor with which to buy the necessities of life. 

I ean not but regard this treaty as one of the most important 
pieces of legislation that has been presented to Congress for 
many years. 

The people of the cities and villages in some localities seem to 
have an eye single only to their own selfish interests, losing 
sight of the fact that when the farmer prospers it is a pretty 
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sure index that everybody else is prospering. I regret to say 
some manufacturers, still protected by a tariff averaging about 
40 per cent, are redoubling their efforts to have this treaty 
ratified. 

I have been diligent in searching for the best definition for 
reciprocity, but I never knew before that reciprocity means 
giving something for nothing. You, upon the other side of 
the Chamber, claim that reciprocity is an original Democratic 
principle, and that the Republicans have taken it from you. If 
this is Democratic reciprocity, I hope you will take it and 
make the most of it; but I warn you, like the Wilson-Gorman 
pill, it will come back to plague you. 

A word further to our friends ‘upon the other’ side of the 
Chamber. The slogan of your party for years has been that 
you are a party for “tariff for revenue only ”—a tariff that 
will not give special protection and advantages to special 
classes, and thus build up in this country great monopolies and 
unwarranted special interests. 

The chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, Mr. 
Unperwoop, has introduced H. R. 4413, commonly known as 
ihe farmers’ free-list bill. You say you are going to pass it. 
This applies to the whole world, which means that, so far as 
Canada is concerned, at least, you are willing to abandon the 
principle of tariff for revenue only with reference to the 
articles mentioned in this free-list bill. 

Now, I want to invite you, as an evidence of your sincerity 
and good faith, to offer an amendment to this bill, treaty, pact, 
agreement, or whatever you choose to call it, and pass it in 
that form. You can do it, for you have 63 majority, and you 
will get some votes from this side of the Chamber. Please do 
not make the excuse that this is not a bill, but a treaty, and 
that you can not do it, or that this treaty or agreement is so 
sacred that it can not be amended. 

There are those of us who feel that before the proposed treaty 
is enacted into law it should be substantially amended, and it 
seems that the Speaker of the House of Representatives, who, 
during the last session of Congress and for some years previous 
was a member of the Committee on Ways and Means, enter- 
tained similar views and evidently felt the necessity, as well as 
the fairness, of having the agreement amended. In the Con- 
GRESSIONAL Recorp of February 14, this year, page 2520, I find 
the following: 

“Mr. CrarkK. I wish to suggest to my party fellows that if 
this bill is passed [and that is the bill which is now under 
consideration] it is not the end of the chapter or the end of 
the world. At high noon on the 4th of March we shall 
come into the possession of this House, and if this treaty does 
not go as far as we want it to go, we can then make it go still 
further. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

“Mr. DALZELL, Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

“Mr. Crtark of Missouri. Yes. 

“Mr. Dauzett, The gentleman says his party will come into 
power after the 4th of March. 

“Mr. Crark of Missouri. In the House. 

“Mr. Datzett. Suppose this treaty does not pass at this ses- 
sion of Congress. What will his party do with it if it is put 
up to them at the next session of Congress? 

“Mr. Ciark of Missouri. ‘ Sufficient unto the day is the evil 
thereof.’ [Laughter and applause.] 

“Mr. DALzeLt. Would you pass this bill? 

ys aa CiarK of Missouri. I think we would amend it and 
pass oo 

So he did have in mind that it should be amended and many 
others are of the same opinion. But we are told when we make 
any suggestions of this nature that it would vitiate the agree- 
ment, and that to change it in any manner or form would pre- 
vent the acceptance of it by the Canadian Parliament. Well 
and good; let that be as it may. Are we more concerned in 
legislating for Canada, for whose people I entertain the great- 
est respect, who pay no taxes here and who are in no way 
interested in our Government, or are we legislating for our own 
people? But to show you that we are entirely warranted in 
making such amendments as we feel in right and justice ought 
to be made to the same, I want to quote from the same date 


from Massachusetts [Mr. Garpner] had to say in this connec- 
tion. The gentleman from Massachusetts was addressing a 
question to Mr. CrarK of Missouri, and said: 

“Is the gentleman aware that when the reciprocity treaty 
was arranged between France and Canada in 1907 to 1909 that, 
a8 a matter of fact, the French Senate did amend the treaty in 


cami important respect and that Canada promptly came to 
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“Mr. Cxiark of Missouri. That might be. I do not say that 
Canada would not come to terms. 

“ Mr. GarpNer of Massachusetts. 
agreement. 

“Mr. CrarK of Missouri. I do not say that Canada would 
not come to terms if we changed it and I do not say we would 
not come to terms if Canada changed it, but what I do say is 
that if either one of us changes it it m go back to the com- 
missioners again, and that is an endless-chain performance that 
I have no use for.” 

In view of the manifest discrimination and unfairness of 
the treaty, it does seem to me that we are fully warranted in 
making at least one trial, as did the French, to amend this bill. 

In the name of thousands of farmers in my district who, in 
the main, without regard to party, are strongly opposed to the 
passage of this treaty in its present form, and in | 


Then it will not destroy the 


net 
it 


Leal? . th 
enait OL the 


millions of farmers in this country, who are entitled to be 
accorded the same treatment as manufacturers and others, I 
protest against the adoption of this treaty. [Applause.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentl n 


from Connecticut [Mr. Remy]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut is recog- 
nized. 
Mr. 


REILLY. Mr. Chairman, it is entirely fitting that the 


| debate on this measure, which is likely to prove the beginning 


of a revolution to free the people from industrial bondage, 
should be in progress this day, April 19, the one hundred and 
thirty-sixth anniversary of the Battle of Lexington and Concord, 


that marked the beginning of the American Revolution and was 
the first fight for national freedom. 

This is Patriot’s Day, a legal holiday in Massachusetts, as 
should be throughout the Union. This is also patriots’ day in 
the House, and may the battle here result as gloriously as the 
memorable one in 1775. 

Some of the new Members of the House who have spoken 
on this most important subject have felt obliged to apologize 
for doing so. It does not appear to me, as of the new 
Members, necessary to do so, for it is my firm belief that it 
was the desire of the people of this country to see enacted just 
such legislation as this bill proposes that resulted in so many 
new Members being elected to this Congress. They sent us 
here to help by voice and vote make changes in legislation that 
will bring relief from the burden of trust rule that has en- 


it 


one 


| riched the few at the cost of the great mass of the people. 


| or a Democratic measure. 
and page of the Concressionat. Recorp what the gentleman | 


There is not time in the few minutes allowed me, nor desire 
after the able presentations of the general benefits of this reci- 
procity pact that have been made, to go into a lengthy dis- 
cussion of this bill. I simply desire to show to those who ap- 
pear to be so solicitous about the farmers; who believe, or, at 
least, say that farmers have not had opportunity to know what 
this agreement means; who state that the farmers are unor- 
ganized and helpless, how the farmers of Connecticut, a New 
England State, almost a border State, feel and act about it. 

In the Connecticut Legislature, now in session, are 94 mem- 
bers who are farmers. They have there and have had for 
several sessions a farmers’ club or association, to which only 
those making farming their business can belong. They hold 
stated meetings during the session, at which all matters affect- 
ing farmers, directly or indirectly, are considered carefully, 
They have faithful and competent officers and an executive com- 
mittee who keep watch of all legislation of interest to them 
when introduced and during committee stages. They know 
their business and know it well. 

A resolution was introduced in the present session of 
Connecticut Legislature indorsing this reciprocity bill when it 
was before the last Congress, scarcely more than a month ag 
and it passed the house, in which there are more than 


thy 


Ww 


farmer members, without a dissenting vote and passed tl! 
senate with only 6 votes in opposition. That is the record of 
the Republican Legislature of Connecticut and its farmei 


association. [Applause.] 

This is not a partisan question, in my opinion. I d 
if itis. I do not care whether you call it a Republican measure 
The fact that it was arranged on 
the part of this country by a Republican President makes no 
difference to me. It is a measure along Democratic lines; i 


» NOL ¢ re 


in accord with Democratic campaign promises that are 
kept; is in accord with Republican campaign pron 
not kept. 

It is a measure that the people of this country, irres; va 
of political belief, are demanding for their relief, and any party 
that may be responsible for its defeat wil 
consequences. 


that ¥ 


1 have to suffer the 
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Good Republicans, basing support on party lines, can vote for 
it because it has the Republican President for its sponsor. 

Good Democrats can vote for it because it has the indorse- 
ment of two party caucuses and the record of years of advo- 
eacy. All can and should vote for it, because it is right and 
calculated to be of benefit to the country at large. [Applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Surrtey, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 4412, 
the Canadian reciprocity bill, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. WHITE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of B. F. Jackson, Sixty-first Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 

ADJOURN MENT. 
Then, on motion of Mr. UNpERwoop (at 6 o’clock and 45 min- 


utes p. m.), the House adjourned until Thursday, April 20, at 
12 o’clock meridian. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were 
referred as follows: 

A bill CH. R. 258) for the relief of Thomas W. Best; Commit- 
tee on Agriculture discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 742) for the relief of the survivors of the ship- 
wreck of the sieamboat Sultana; Committee on Military Affairs 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 6080) granting pensions to 
widows of soldiers and sailors of the War with Spain; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 6081) to amend 
the act approved March 23, 1906, entitled “An act making it a 
misdemeanor in the District of Columbia to abandon or willfully 
neglect to provide for the support and maintenance by any per- 
son of his wife or of his or her minor children in destitute or 
necessitous circumstances ”; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R. 6082) providing for the 
purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building 
at Bath, in the State of New York; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 6083) to amend an act entitled 
“An act for the widening of Benning Road, and for other pur- 


poses,” approved May 16, 1908; to the Committee on the Dis- | 


trict of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6084) amending section 1608 of the act of 
Congress entitled “An act to amend chapter 55 of an act entitled 
‘An act to establish a Code of Law for the District of Colum- 
bia,’” approved February 23, 1905; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNBSSY: A bill (H. R. 6085) providing for 
the discontinuance of the grade of post noncommissioned staff 
officer and creating the grade of warrant officer in lieu thereof; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6086) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Middletown, Ohio; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. PEPPER: A bill (H. R. 6087) granting pensions to 
members of the military organization of 1862, known as 
“ Squirrel Hunters”; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H: R. 6088) to provide for the appoint- 
ment of an additional judge of the district court of the United 
States for the eastern district of Missouri; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (H. R. 6089) to amend section 1 of 
an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved Feb- 
ruary 4, 1887; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 6090) to further amend 
an act to amend an act to amend section 4400, title 52, of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning the regula- 


|} in Clay County, Ark.; 
| Foreign Commerce. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


tion of steam vessels, approved August 2, 1882, and also jo 
amend section 4414, title 52, of the Revised Statutes, “ Regy),- 
_ tion of steam vessels,” approved March 1, 1895; to the Commit. 
| tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6091) to extend the provisions of the . 
isting bounty-land laws to the officers and enlisted men, and 
| the officers and men of the boat companies, of the Florida Se; 
nole Indian War; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6092) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to grade and fill certain ponds and lowlands on the military 
reservation at or near Fort Taylor, Key West, Fla., and to 
appropriate money therefor; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 6093) providing for the marking and pro- 
tection of the battlefield known as “ Dade’s massacre,” in Suin- 
| ter County, Fla., and for the erection of a monument ther 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6094) increasing the pensions of those now 
receiving or entitled to pensions under the acts of Congresy 
approved July 27, 1892, and June 27, 1902; to the Comn 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRISON of New York: A bill (H. R. 6095) 
amend section 1044 of the Revised Statutes relating to liniita 
tions in criminal cases; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 6096) in relation to 
claims arising under the provisions of the captured and : 
doned property acts, and for other purposes, and to amend and 
revive the same; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6097) to amend an 
act to compel officers and employees traveling in the interest of 
the Government to file a verified itemized sworn statement of 
their travel allowance with heads of departments, and 
other purposes; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Ti 
ury Department. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 6098) to authorize { 
Campbell Lumber Co. to construct a bridge across the Str. 
Francis River from a point in Dunklin County, Mo., to a p 

to the Committee on Interstate and 


By Mr. LEWIS: Resolution (H. Res. 108) for investigation 
of plans of organization and system of deliberative divis 
in vogue in foreign parliaments, with a view to maintaining t 
deliberative functions of such bodies and the privilege of 
dividual members to participate in legislation during its fo 
tive stages; to the Committee on Rules. 

3y Mr. SAUNDERS: Resolution (H. Res. 109) to investiz 
the Post Office Department and service; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Post Office Department. 

By Mr. SIMS: Resolution (H. Res. 110) authorizing © 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to prepare ce 
index in relation to advances in rates by carriers; to the ‘ 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. BERGER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 71) proposing 
/an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A Dill (H. R. 6099) for the relief of 
Charles 8S. KeHey; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6100) granting 
an increase of pension to Lewis Bloom; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6101) granting an increase of pension to 
Adolph Billhardt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6102) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Beach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6108) granting an increase of pension (0 
James Beistle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6104) granting an increase of pension | 
Michael G. Clapsaddle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6105) granting an increase of pension to 
George D. Edgeton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6106) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Ennis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6107) granting an increase of pension to 
William Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6108) granting an increase of pension (0 
David Henderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6109) granting an increase of pension to 
John Herndon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6110) granting an increase of pension to 
Uriah Huber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6111) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Huff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\Iso, a bill (H. R. 6112) granting an increase of pension 
Henry M. Inman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6113) granting an increase of pension 
Henry W. Karr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6114) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph Maskey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6115) granting an increase of pension 
Cornelius McLaughlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H, R. 6116) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Mackey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H, R. 6117) granting an increase of pension 
Jasper D. Ooley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6118) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Phillips; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6119) granting an increase of pension 
Harvey B. Ragon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6120) granting an increase of pension 


Joshua H, Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6121) granting an increase of pension to 


Fred J. Reiser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6122) granting an increase of pension 
John G. Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6123) granting an inerease of pension to 
Michael Tuorrey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6124) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel F. Troup; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6125) granting an increase of pension to 
Williamine M. Van Marter; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6126) granting an increase of pension to 
John Zedeker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6127) granting a pension to Annie E. 
Farber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6128) for the relief of Hewson L. Peeke; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A Dill (H. R. 6129) granting a pension 
to H,. C. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6130) granting a pension to John Lilly; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 61381) granting a pension to William C. 
Stanford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6132) granting a pension to Peter Minor; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6133) granting a pension to Clara 
Griego; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill H. R. 6134) granting a pension 
Salazar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6135) granting a pension 
Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6136) granting a pension to Nemecio 
Valencio; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6137) granting a pension to Juan Deciderio 
Valdez; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6138) granting a pension to Theodor 
Reimer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6139) for the relief of Alfred Miller; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6140) for the relief of Rayes Salas; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6141) for the relief of Serapio Romero; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 6142) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oliver P. Black; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 6143) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank O. Richards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_, sIso, a bill (H. R. 6144) granting a pension to Amanda §. 
Teichman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 6145) correcting military 
oe of Joseph R. Williams; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

_By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 6146) granting a pen- 
sion to Peter Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6147) granting a pension to Otto Mehl: 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 6148) granting a pension to Charles F. 
Friedeck ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATHRICK: A bill (H. R. 6149) for the relief of 
Robert J. Scott; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 6150) granting an increase 


oo to Willet Teller; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6151) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Baughan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6152) granting an increase of pension to 


Henry C. Zurmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pet 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6153) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin C. Rosencrantz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 6154) granting 
a pension to Alice Rothe; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6155) granting 
Erway; te the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6156) granting an increase of pension to 
Math. L. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, f 


sions. 


a pet W. 


on to George 


an bill (H. R. 6157) granting an increase of pension to 
Duane R. Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Px ions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6158S) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry M. Older; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6159) granting an increase of pension to 


i ' \ 


Frank Munn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6160) granting an increase of pension to 
William Bennet; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 6161) granting a pension to 
Samuel W. Pescay; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 6162) granting an incre: 
of pension to James H. Waller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6163) granting a pension to Florenc 
Chinn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 6164) granting an increas 
of pension to Roy E. Knight; to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 6165) granting an incre 


pension to Dennis H. Dunn; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6166) granting an increase of pension to 


John Stephan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 6167) 
pension to Anna QO. Stanton; to the 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6168) granting an increase of pension t 
Harriet Walburn; to the Committee on Invalid P 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 6169) granting a pension | 
Martha Langeley; to the Committee on Invalid lens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6170) granting a pension to Jacob B.S 
tice; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6171) granting a pension to 
O’Haver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H. 8 


granting an increase of 
tee on | a 


Wi 


. 6172) ger: 


ing an increase of pension to Bernard F’. Morrow; to the ¢ 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6173) granting an inert f ps to 
Adeline Summerville; to the Committee on Iny d Pension 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6174) for the re of kb. H. Hoult; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6175) for the relief of Charlies L. Barn 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 6176) granting an increase 


of pension to James C. Wildes; to the Cor 


> ° 
mMmeinne 
I LSiOl 


mittee on 


| 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6177) for the relief of the estate of H. J 
Royal, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims 
By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 617 nti 
increase of pension to James Manning; to the Committee 
Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FRANCIS: A bill CH. R. 6179) granti an ir 
of pension to James Earley; to the Committee on Iny 
Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. G180) granting an increa of ion 
Ross M. Stephens; to the Committee on Invalid 1’ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6181) granting an incr of pension 


James W. Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid I 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6182) granting an ‘ ise of 

William G. Mitzel; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6183) granting an increase of 

Edwin S. Chisman; to the Committee on Invalid Ps 


| Also, a bill (H. R. 6184) granting an incre: ( 
Francis M. Jeffery ; to the Committee on ] LP 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6185) granting 
| Alpha H. Shildtz; to the Committee on In' LP 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6186) grantinz j ens 
Cicero Williamson; to the Committee on Invalid P 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6187) granting an incr 
E. B. Young; to the Committee on Invalid P 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6188) granting a: 
John C. Hammond; to the Committee on ! LJ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6189) granting an inc e@ 
1 Invalid Pe 


Edward Freeman; to the Committ 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6190) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph C. Fowler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6191) granting an increase of pension 
Lemuel B. Lamb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6192) granting an increase of pension 
John W. Hoskins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 6193) granting an increase of pension 
Hiram Gray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6194) granting an increase of pension t 
John Seals; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, -a bill (H. R. 6195) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Swartwood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6196) granting an increase of pension 
Jacob Stid; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6197) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Chamberlain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6198) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph Hagerman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6199) granting an increase of pension 
George Graham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6200) granting an increase of pension 
Mary B. Carroll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6201) granting an increase of pension 
John L. Hefling; to the Committee on Invalid .Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6202) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Grissinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6203) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph W. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6204) granting an increase of pension 
Leander D. Bevan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6205) granting an increase of pension 
Alex Rhodes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6206) granting an increase of pension 
Moses W. Edgar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6207) granting an increase of pension 
Lindley Watson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6208) granting an increase of pension 
Josiah Dock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6209) granting an increase of pension 
C. L. Poorman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 6210) granting an increase of pension 
William H. Host; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 6211) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Gooding; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 6212) granting an increase of pension 
John Melville; to the Committee on Invalid. Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6213) granting an increase of pension 
Benjamin Kinkade; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6214) granting an increase of pension 
Simeon J. Stone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 6215) granting an increase of pension 
Reuben Bishop; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6216) granting an increase of pension 
John N. Hanna; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6217) granting an increase of pension 
David Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6218) granting an increase of pension 
Cyrus Spriggs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 6219) granting an increase of pension 
George H. Berstler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6220) granting an increase of pension 
Ezra Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6221) granting an increase of pension 
Perry P. Stewart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6222) granting an increase of pension 
Leven B. Ellis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6223) granting a pension to Benjamin 
Penn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6224) granting a pension to Hannah J. 
Alexander; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6225) granting a pension to Caroline A. 
Mitchell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 6226) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Kelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 6227) granting an increase 
of pension to Victor M. Wheeler; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 6228) granting a pension to 
Lucy Peters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRISON of New York: A bill (H. R. 6229) re 
tiring Thomas Harrison, a clerk in the Naval Observatory, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 6230) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry L. Armstrong; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6231) granting an increase of pensio) 
George W. Dalrymple; to the Committee on Invalid Pensic 
By Mr. KIPP: A bill (H. R. 6232) granting an increas 


| pension to W. C. May; to the Committee on Invalid Pension) 





Also, a bill (H. R. 6233) granting an increase of pensic 


| Charles D. Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6234) granting an increase of pensi 
Weston Russell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6235) granting an increase of pensix 
Edwin G. Owen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6236) granting an increase of pensio 
William S. Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 6237) for the reli 
James Coey; to the Committee on War Claims. 

My Mr. KONOP: A bill (H. R. 6238) granting an increas: 


| pension to James Dougherty; to the Committee on Pensions 


By Mr. LER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6239) grant 
an increase of pension to Arthur Branagan; to the Comm 
on Invalid Pensions. 

.~ Also, a bill (H. R. 6240) granting an increase of pensio 
Albin F. Day; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 6241) granting a | 
sion to Mrs. Forest Harmon; to the Committee on Invalid |’ 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6242) granting a pension to B. K. S 
herd ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6243) granting an increase of pensio. 
David S. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6244) granting an increase of pensi 
William R. Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6245) granting an increase of pens 
David C. Morgan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6246) granting a pension to John H. (\i- 
well; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6247) granting a pension to James 
Kelly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6248) granting a pension to Lewis A. Coll 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 6249) granting 
increase of pension to Daniel B. Boynton; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6250) granting an increase of pensior 
Patrick A. Galvin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 6251) granting an increase of 
pension to Patrick Crowley; to the Committee on Invalid |! 
sions. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 6252) granting 
increase of pension to Mary Ella Fales; to the Committe: 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6253) granting an increase of pensi 
Lucien E. Kent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6254) granting an increase of pensio 
Harriet B. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEPPER: A bill (H. R. 6255) for the relief of Char!:s 
C. Baumann; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6256) for the relief of George A. Sn 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6257) granting a pension to Paul Kem) 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 6258) granting a pension 
Adam Hartman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6259) granting a pension to C, W. Bar 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6260) granting a pension to Fannie fF. 
Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PROUTY: A bill (H. R. 6261) granting an increase 
pension to David Curfman; to the Committee on Inv: 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6262) granting an increase of pension tv 
Lyman H. Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 6263) granting a pension | 
Phillip D. Hensley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6264) granting a pension to John 1. 
Hensley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6265) for the relief of George H. Smythe; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 6266) granting an increase 
of pension to Cornelia A. Mobley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6267) granting an increase of pension (0 
Lorin B. Ohlinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6268) granting a pension to Joseph H. 
Waters; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6269) for the relief of James D. Butler; 
to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6270) for the relief of Samuel B. Ried; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6271) for the relief of the heirs of Adam 
L. Kichelberger; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6272) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of J. Hill Jones; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 6273) granting a pension to 
Robert D. MeMillion; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6274) granting a pension to Mary E. Mar- 
shall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 6275) granting an increase of 
pension to Jacob W. Moffitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6276) granting an increase of pension to 
Hi. C. Kightlinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6277) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Beck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6278) granting a pension to Theodore 
Tiarris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6279) granting a pension to Charles J. 
Nelson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6280) granting a pension to Lydia Erwin; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6281) granting a pension to Mary Terry; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 6282) granting an 
increase of pension to James M. Totten; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 6283) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles Rossiter; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
BLOnS. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6284) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Phillips; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6285) for the relief of Thomas B. Smith; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6286) for the relief of the heirs of Adam 
and Noah Brown; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WICKLIFFE: A bill (H. R. 6287) for the relief of the 
estate of Vamalle Basile, deceased; to the Committee on War 


crease of pension to Albert Morseman; to the Committee 
Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6289) granting : 


on 


increase of pension to Charlie C. 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 6290) granting an i 
crease of pension to Marvin A. Smith; to the Committee 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6291) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel W. Porter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6292) granting a pension to Amelia M. 
Lacy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


| 
Claims. 
By Mr. WEDEMEYER: A bill (H. R. 6288) granting an in- 
sane; to the Committee « | 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid | 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: Petition of citizens of the State 
of Pennsylvania, requesting the withdrawal of the troops from 
Mexico border; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aliso, resolutions of Cleveland Chamber of Commerce request- 
ing tariff commission; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Case Bros. and five other 
merchants of Shreve, Ohio, in opposition to the enactment of 
Lp parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

sy Mr. BURK®H of Wisconsin: Papers to accompany bills 
granting pensions to Duane R. Moore, Henry M. Older, and 
William Bennett, and increasing pension of Frank Munn; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 3299; to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 3296; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of the Women’s Club of West Bend, Wis., for 
the passage of a law for the investigation of the communication 
or tuberculoais by dairy products; to the Committee on Agri- 

lture. 

Also, Petition of the Irish-American and German-American 
societies of Kansas City, Mo., against the enactment of a new 


arbitration treaty with Great Britain; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 
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Also, resolution of Association of Army Nurses of the Civil 
War, requesting an increase in monthly allowance of pension to 
$30 per month; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLINE: Petition of citizens of the twelfth congres- 
sional district, State of Indiana, protesting against parcels- 
post bill; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Harriet Walburn, for 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER: Petition of Women’s Club of Monroe, Wis., 
favoring the repeal of the tax on oleomargarine 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Women’s Club of Monroe, Wi requesting 
legislation providing for the inspection of dairy and meat ani- 
mals and their products, and of all food products known to 
harbor and spread germs of disease; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: Petitions of business men of em, 
Washington County; New Albany, Floyd County; Mitchell, 
Lawrence County; and Paoli, Orange County, all in the State 
of Indiana, against parcels post; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of Berlin Grange, 
against the reciprocity agreement; to the Committee 
and Means. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of employees of the 
Eastern Tale Co. in the State of Vermont, against Canadian 
reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FRANCIS: Petitions of J. M. MeConnell and 
others, of Cadiz, Harrison County; Frank Murphy and 15 
others, of Steubenville; H. B. Robinson and 6 others, of Toronto, 
Jefferson County; and M. M. Webster and 5 others, of Scio, 
Harrison County, all in the State of Ohio, against parcels post ; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Victor M. Wheeler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Chamber of Commerce and Manufactur 
Club, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring Canadian recipr 


bed 





increase pension; to 


- to the Com- 


Ss ‘ 


Sy 


No. 


on Ways 


OOG, 


11 


rs’ 


city; io the 

Committee on Ways and Means, 
Also, petitions of Henry T. Oxnard, New York; William M. 
Ward, Boston; and John H. Eastwood, of Belleville, N. J 


against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Resolutions of New 
| England Shoe Wholesalers’ Association, opposing the proposed 
legislation to place boots, shoes, and leather on the free list; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Niagara Falls Council, No. 51, Interna 
| tional Brotherhood of Papermakers, against Canadian reci 


procity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Fisher Grange, No. 
ville, Mich., against Canadian reciprocity ; 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Rev. John R. Gregory and 62 other r 
of Bay City, Mich., urging the passage of Ilouse bill 583, of the 
Sixty-first Congress; to the Committee Alcoholic Liquor 
Trafiic. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: Resolutions of Highland Grange, 
No. 364, Patrons of Husbandry, North Penobscot, Me., against 
Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of A. IF. Bradley and others, of 
Carthage, N. Y., against Canadian reciprocity; to the C 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POST: Resolutions of New Orleans Cotton Excha 
requesting that bagging and ties used in the baling of cotton 
be placed upon the free list; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Resolutions of the Senate of New Jersey 
and New Market Grange, No. 152, Patrons of Husbandry, 
against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of Savona (N. Y.) Grange 
No. 302; Pomona Grange, Steuben County, N. Y.; and Pratt 
burg: (N. Y.) Grange, No. 112, against Canadian recipro 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEDEMEYER: Petition of various citizens of the 
State of Michigan protesting against Canadian re 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Jackson, Manchester, and North 
ville, all in the State of Michigan, protesting against the rate 
imposed on the Women’s National Weekly; to the 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Albert Morseman, Tipton, Lenawee County, 
State of Michigan, for increase in pension; to the 
on Invalid Pensions. 


790, of Uarris- 
to the Committee on 
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SENATE. 
Tuourspay, April 20, 1911. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was read and 
approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented petitions of the congrega- 
tions of the Church of the Brethren, of Harrisonburg, Va.; the 
Church of the Brethren, of Stillwater, Okla.; of the Spring 
Branch Church, of Avery, Mo.; of the Arcadia Congregation of 


the Church of the Brethren, of the Church (Dunkard) of the 
Brethren, and of the National Christian Congress Association of 
America, praying for the enactment of legislation to further 
restrict the sale and traffic in opium, which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented memorials of Local Union No. 51, 
International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, of Niagara Falls, 
XN. Y., and of sundry citizens of Ossipee, Swanzey, Franklin, and 

serlin, all in the State of New Hampshire, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agree- 
ment between the United States and Canada, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of South Kenil- | 
worth and Hampton Park, D. C., praying for the enactment of | 
legislation authorizing the construction of a grade crossing at | 
Mead Street. NE., connecting Minnesota Avenue and Kenilworth 
Avenue, in the District of Columbia, which were referred to the | 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. O’GORMAN presented memorials of Geneseo Grange; 
Lake View Grange, No. 970, of Westport; Stockton Grange, No. 
816; Angelica Grange, No. 108; Akron Grange, No. 906; Still- | 
water Grange, No. 681; Honeoye Falls Grange, No. 6; Dewitt- | 
ville Grange, No. 480; Cayuga County Pomona Grange; Mara- | 
thon Grange, No. 455; Tonia Grange, No. 903; Bristol Valley 
Grange, No. 1080; Canisteo Grange, No. 460; Sylvan Grange, 
No. 825; Columbia County Pomona Grange; Gergen Grange, | 
No. 163; Camden Grange; Gowanda Grange, No. 1164; Han- 
over Grange, No. 595; Pittsford Grange, No. 424; Elma Grange, | 
No. 1179; South Bristol Grange, No. 1107; Emerald Grange; | 
Stafford Grange, No. 418; Alfred Grange, No. 1097; Granger 
Grange; Onondaga County Pomona Grange; Heuvelton Grange, | 
No. 947; Gates Grange, No. 421; Bethlehem Grange; Westville | 
Grange, No. 540; West Laurens Grange, No. 782; Richfield 
Grange, No. 771; Franklinville Grange; Bloomingburg Grange, | 
No. 1197; Cape Vincent Grange, No. 509; Denmark Grange, No. 
535; Byron Grange, No. 395; La Fargeville Grange, No. 15; 
Sandy Creek Grange, No. 127; Dresden Grange, No. 1167; 
Berlin Grange, No. 966; Highland Grange, No. 22; West Groton 
Grange, No. 818; Perry Grange, No. 1163; Alsten Grange, No. 
1138; Mapleton Grange, No. 618; Phoenix Grange, No. 920; 
Settlement Grange, No. 706; Kent Grange, No. 1145; Elkdale 
Grange; Cazenovia Grange, No. 1048; Clarendon Grange, No. 
1083; Mentz Grange, No. 1156; Susquehanna Valley Grange, 
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No. 1182; Upton Lake Grange, No. 802; Glendale Grange, No. 
548; Mertensia Grange; Wallkill River Grange, No. 983; 
Orange County Pomona Grange; Seneca Castle Grange, No. 
359; Russia Grange, No. 630; Hurley Grange, No. 963; Albion 
Center Grange; Plessis Grange, No. 629; Seneca Grange, No. 
284; Cassadaga Grange, No. 659; West Groton Grange, No. 
818; Five Corner Grange, No. 1000; Ulster Grange, No. 1065; 
Wawarsing Grange, No. 956; Weedsport Grange, No. 995; 
Floyd Grange, No. 665; Chaumont Grange, No. 855; Mapleton 
Grange, No. 1207; Scotch Bush Grange, No. 699; Pittstown 
Grange, No. 1311; Cottage Grange, No. 829; Ellery Grange, No. 
353; Amherst Grange, No. 1131; Orange County Pomona 
Grange; Tully Grange; Kingsbury Grange, No. 1085; Rathbone 
Grange, No. 656; Clifton Park Grange; East Freetown Grange, 
No. 1187; Kent Grange, No. 1145; Whallonsburg Grange, No. 
954; Westville Grange, No. 1047; Pamelia Grange, No. 68; 
Brockport Grange, No. 98; Subordinate Grange, No. 462; 
Cronomer Vailey Grange, No. 982; Amherst Grange, No. 1131; 
Stockbridge Valley Grange, No. 1304; Machias Grange, No. 994; 
Granby Grange, No. 927; Rushville Grange; Marilla Grange, 
No. 1133; Newfane Grange, No. 1159; Darien Grange, No. 1063; 
Towlesville Grange, No. 430; Bethany Grange, No. 748; Fair- 
port Grange; Almond Grange, No. 1102; East Schuyler Grange, 
No. 576; Gansewort Grange, No. 832; Perch River Grange, No. 
626; Red Hook Grange, No. 918; Little Falls Grange, No. 611; 
West Sandlake Grange, No. 949; Pierstown Grange, No. 793; 
Watertown Grange, No. 7; Wolcott Grange; Delaware County 
Fomona Grange; Clintondale Grange, No. 957; North Manlius 
Grange; Saratoga Grange, No. 1209; Merley Grange, No. 988; El- 
bridge Grange, No. 220; Wiccopee Grange; Champlain Grange, 


APRIL 20, 
No. 383; Penfield Grange, No. 750; Transit Grange, No. 1092. 
Clarksville Grange, No. 871; Owasco Lake Grange, No. 1(71: 
Scottsburg Grange; Orwell Grange, No. 66; Chase Mills Grane> 
No. 985; Otisville Grange, No. 1020; Jasper Grange, No. «1 
Albion Grange; Mount Pleasant Grange, No. 349; Barnes Co 
Grange, No. 85; Ausable Valley Grange, No. 973; Old Cha?! 
Grange, No. 925; and Jefferson County Grange, of the Py» 

of Husbandry; and of sundry citizens of Solvay, Ballston 
Fort Edward, Syracuse, Albany, Medina, Otisville, Ni 
Falls, Clay, Westtown, Ithaca, New York, Hillsdale, BR, 
Albion, Highland, and Oswego, all in the State of New Yo: 
monstrating against the ratification of the proposed reci; 
trade agreement between the United States and Canada, \ 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of John F. Godfrey Post, » 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Californi: 
Pasadena, Cal., praying for the passage of the so-called s 
way old-age pension bill, which was referred to the Com: 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented memorials of Narragansett Gr: 
No. 46, Patrons of Husbandry, of Bedford, and of Pro: 
Grange, of Mount Vernon, and sundry citizens of Sw: y, 
Ossipee, Franklin, Berlin, and Walpole, all in the State of Now 
Hampshire, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
posed reciprocal trade agreement between the United s 
and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Fi 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM. I present a joint resolution pass 


| the Legislature of the State of Colorado, which I ask n 


printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Fj 
There being no objection, the joint resolution was refe: 
the Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in ¢) 


| Recorp, as follows: 


Senate joint resolution 2. 

Resolved by the Senate of the Eightcenth General Assembly « 
State of Colorado (the House of Representatives concurring), Th: 
Members of the Congress of the United States for the State of ( 
be, and they hereby are, requested to advocate in the Sixty-secon : 
gress the time-honored inciple of a tariff for revenue only, i 
they demand an immediate revision of the tariff by the reduct 
import duties; that articles in competition with trust-controlle: 
ucts be placed upon the free list, and material reductions be n 
the tariff upon the necessities of life, especially upon articles com 
with such American manufactures as are sold abroad more cheap): 
at home, and graduate reductions be made in such other schedu as 
may be necessary to restore the tariff to a revenue basis and renecr it 
impossible for private monopolies to find shelter behind high prot 2 
duties, whereby they are enabled to make combinations in restr: 
honest trade and to raise the prices of the necessities of life 
American consumer; and be it further 

Resolwed, That this resolution be entered of record of the ; 
assembly and copies be forwarded to the Representatives of C 
in the Congress of the United States. 

Steruen R. FITZGARRALD, 
President of the S« 

Grorce McLACHLAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representa‘ 

Approved, March 17, 1911. 

JOHN F. SHAFROTHI, 
Governor of the State of Colc 

Filed in the office of the secretary of state of the State of C 

on the 18th day of March, A. D. 1911, at 9.46 o’clock a. m. 
JAMES B. Pearce, Secretary of § 
By Tuomas F. Driuon, Jr., Deputy. 


Mr. GUGGENHEIM. I present a joint resolution o! 
Legislature of the State of Colorado, which I ask ma 
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referr: | t 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protect 
Game and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Senate joint resolution 24. 


Resolved by the senate, the house concurring, That the gove: 
hereby authorized and requested to protest His Excellency Ir 
William H. Taft against his approval of the Weeks bill, passed 
United States Senate on February 15 and now before the Presid 
his approval or veto, as in the opinion of the General Assen 
Colerado such bill, if it becomes a law, would be inimical to tb 
interests of the West, as set forth in the senate joint memorial \ 
—— passed the senate on February 13, to which reference is | 
made. 

SterHen R. FITZGARRALD, 

President of the Se 

GrorGe MCLACHLAN, . 

Speaker of the House of Represeniati 

Approved, March 3, 1911. 

JouN FI, SHarrorn, ; 
Governor of the State of Colora0 

Filed in the office of the secretary of state of the State of Colorac 

on March 7, 1911, 10.46 a. m. 4 
JAMES B. Pearce, Secretary of Siate 
By Tuos. F. Ditton, Jr., Deputy. 


Mr. GUGGENHEIM. I present a joint memorial of the L«s:s- 
lature of the State of Colorado, which I ask may be printe:! 1» 
the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Forest Reserva 
tions and the Protection of Game. 








1911. 
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There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 
Game and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Senate joint memorial 11. 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 


honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the General Assembly of the State of Colorado, 
ré tfully represent : 

} That upon April 23, 1909, this body memorialized you, setting 
forth the injury and injustice inflicted upon the State through the 
maintenance and the administration methods of the forest reserves 
within its exterior borders and praying for relief therefrom. 

} That such prayer has not been granted, nor any indication 
afforded of its favorable consideration. 

(ec) That, to the contrary, the officials of the Forest Service have, 
since that date, undertaken to correct the boundaries of the reserves, 
and while having caused the elimination of certain of those lands, con- 
temporaneous with such proceedings, they have selected, designated, and 

ommended the addition of other lands—very largely strictly non- 
forest lands—far in excess of the eliminations, and which would thereby 

a net enlargement of the forest reserves within the State. 

) That the President, in his message of December 6, 1906, recom- 


T, ¢ 





reserving more forest lands in Oregon, Washington, Idaho, Montana, 
Colorado, and Wyoming be repealed.” 

This, presumably, for the purpose of acting upon those recommenda- 
tions and adding such lands to the reserves. 

We feel justified in this conclusion by the evidence of his having so 
eded in the Territories, where the said act did not apply. 

In addition to and in enlargement upon that said memorial of April 

3, 1909, we, your memorialists, respectfully represent : 

First. That H. R. 
nding before the Senate, while transparently masquerading as a meas- 

pertaining to the navigation of navigable streams, as an excuse for 
ting the Constitution, is in reality an undertaking to extend the 
m of Federal feudalism, under the guise of forest reserves, through- 
the United States. 
cond. That the provisions of the said bill, if put into effect, would 
deprive 
waters of our streams from the head of navigation to their extreme 
source; would place the lands of the forest reserves practically out- 
side the jurisdiction of the State; and would terminate and annul all 
unperfected lands and mining claims on such lands. 

Third. That the waters and the right to their use belong to the people 
of the State under the terms of our constitution—a compact accepted 
and approved by the Federal Government when Colorado came into the 
Union. 

The enjoyment of that ownership and right by the people of the State 
the officials of the Federal Government now undertake to deprive them of, 
because, incidentally, some of the public lands are in proximity thereto, 


and the application of the right of eminent domain by the paramount 
ownership denied. 
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in the last report of the Forester, is a provision for a tax of $1 per 
horsepower per year, by virtue of the arbitrary demand for Federal 
consent to the enjoyment of the people’s ownership and right in those 
waters. Any provision whatsoever—as a possible benefit to the people 
in return therefor—in the nature of “ conservation,” a guarding against 
ni olies, or the protection of the consumer against exorbitant prices, 
is ignored and omitted. 


It is wholly and entirely a measure to impose 


the people of this State of the ownership and control of the | 


rhat the limitation now imposed upon the Executive which forbids 


11798, commonly known as the Weeks bill, now | 





profit to the Government to an extent in keeping with the long- 
established custom and practice of the Government in the sale of lands 


and timber; and except, also, its retention and administration of actual 
timber lands for forestry purposes. 


Affirming, however, that this State will willingly and effectively pre- 


serve and develop to their greatest efficiency the forests within its 
borders whenever afforded a proprietary right thereto. p 
To these features of vital importance to our social, industrial, and 


political existence we point you, and respectfully pray for relief and 
protection. 
STEPHEN R. FITZGARRALD, 
President of the Senate. 
GEOR McLACHLAN, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Approved, March 8, 1911. 


Joun F. SHarrorn, 
Governor of the State of Colorado. 
Mr. GUGGENHEIM. I present a joint memorial of the 


Legislature of the State of Colorado, which I ask may be printed 
in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Forest Reserva- 
tions and the Pretection of Game. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 
Game and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Senate joint memorial 22. 


Re it resolved by the Senate of the Legislature of the State of Colo- 
rado (the House of Representatives concurring) : 

Whereas the Yellowstone National Park is nature’s great wonderland, 
of very great interest to the whole people, and therefore has become 
the summer Mecca of many hundreds of persons of varied financial 
condition ; and 

Whereas it has come to our knowledge that certain concessions have 
been granted therein which are practically monopolistic of the hotel 
and transportation business, and that said hotels make it a rule not 
to furnish accommodations to such people as see fit to travel in their 


|} own conveyance or W ho attempt in any way to enjoy the privileges of 


| to both means of conveyance ; 


The plan of these officials, as pertains to water powers, as enunciated 


i Federal tax upon our pepole in the enjoyment of their natural re- | 
sources. 

a United States Geological Survey estimates the possibilities of 
the water-power development of Colorado at from 1,000,000 to 2,117,000 
! power. Accordingly, an annual tax of $1,000,000 to $2,117,000 on 
t msumers of our State to the Federal Treasury is of no mean 
proportions. 


Fourth. That the principles involved in the above example, respecting 
powers, are no more unjust to the people of our State than those 
ng the basis of the contemplated measures for imposing a like 
deral tax upon our other natural resources, viz, coal, oil, natural gas, 
osphates, and other minerals. 
Had these principles been applied from the first, in the administration 
the public lands of Colorado, and with such royalty as is proposed 
for Alaska, viz, $0.05 per ton, our people the past year would have paid 
into the veces Treasury $600,000 for the privilege of digging their 
Own coal, 

Survey estimate of Colorado tonnage, -we 
would pay as such tax $18,500,000,000. This would effect a perpetuai 
tax, and no less unjust than to tax the product of our wheat fields. 

We would further respectfully request fou to reflect that ours is not 
exclusively an agricultural State. And, in lieu of our territory being a 
vast and rich farming country, to afford us perpetual revenue, with 
which to maintain State governmental institutions, we, as a State, are 
entitled to whatever governmental revenue there may be arising from 
our natural resources, 

_ Fifth. That the vast territory of public domain assumedly ordained 
to be administered in perpetuity; the great diversity of governmental 
undertakings incident thereto; the enormous business interests of our 
people involved; and the large number of people affected thereby de- 
— that the government of the public domain be through definite 
aws and with readily available judicial hearings. 

" an instance in illustration of this we po nt to the recent ruling 
- the Secretary of the Interior, reversing the ruling of the Commis- 
— of the General Land Office, permitting settlement upon the former 
aes of the Ute Indians, in the western portion of our State. This, like 

undreds of others, was purely a legal question and should have gone 
to the courts in the first instance. 

ee it is contemplated that our mines, water power, oil, gas, phos- 
er ates, and other industries are to be subject to the supervision and 

mination of subordinate Federal officials. provision for the apemestion 


of definite laws and relief thr es 
should Mkewise bey idt _— readily available judicial hearings 
belion iene in the ultimate, we adhere to the principle—and we 


te ae sustained by the Constitution—of Government ownership of 
be yublic lands as a trust, for their disposal; State authority in the 
pe ation of the use of, and State benefit to all governmental profit or 

venue @ from, the natural resources within the State, except 


Sera 


of 


viz, 371,000,000,000 tons 


| Trade of Brockton, Mass., remonstrating 
And, eventuaily—based upon the United States Geological | 


the park without patronizing the transportation lines; and 

Whereas travel by automobile has become quite universal and as 
safe as by horse and carriage, and the roads of the park are suitable 
and 

Whereas the good-roads movement is resulting in the building of 
roads through the States surrounding the park, aided and fostered 
largely by reason of the demand therefor by automo vile owners touring 


the scenie routes through those States to the park: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That the honorable Secretary of the Interior Department 
be. and he is hereby, respectfully requested to require said hotels to be 
conducted in the interest and for the accommodation of the traveling 
public regardless of their means of conveyance in, about, or through 


said park, and that said transportation lines be 


conducted in the in 
terest and for the accommodation of the 


traveling publie regardless 








of whether or not such travelers patronize said hotels; and be it furt! 

Resolved, That said Secretary be, and he is hereby, requested to 
change the rules of the Interior Department regarding the present 
limitation upon means of conveyance which may | used in the park, 
so that automobiles may hereafter be used by the owners th of 
others in the park. 

The secretary of state Is hereby directed to send a certified copy of 
these resolutions to the Secretary of the Interior Department and to 
each Member of the congressional delegation in Congress from this 
State. 

STEPHEN R,. Fit? 
Pres dent ft S ‘eo 
GreorGE McCLAGHLA 
Speaker of the Hou of Representat 3 

Approved, March 3, 1911. 

JoHN F. SHarrorn, 
Governor of the State of Colorado. 
Filed in the office of the seerctary of state of the State of Colorado 


on March 7, 1911, 10.45 a. m. 
JAMES B. 
sy Tuos. F. 


I present resolutions adopted by the Board of 


PEA 
DIL! 


ON, 


secret 


Jt 
’ 


wy of State. 
Deputy. 
Mr. LODGE. 
against placing boots 
and shoes on the free list. I ask that the resolutions be printed 
in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Rec- 


| onD, as follows: 


Brockton, MASS 
Washington, D. C. 


, April 1%, 1911 


Senator Henry Cazotr Lopesr, 


HONORABLE Sir: Pursuant to 


a vote of the Brockton Board of Trade, 
the following resolutions are respectfully submitted for your earnest 
consideration : 

“ Whereas advices from Washington are to the effect that the farm- 
ers’ free-list bill, so called, includes a provision to place boots and sho 
on the free list, thereby enabling manufacturers in Canada and ot 
foreign countries to bring their product into the United States fre: 
duty ; ‘and 

* Whereas the passage of the bill with this provision would operate 
greatly to the detriment of one of New England's most important indus- 


tries, namely, the manufacture of boots and shoes 
“Resolved, That the Brockton Board of Trade registers its emphatic 
protest against this proposed legislation, on the ground that it would 
most seriously cripple this important industry without furnishing ade- 
quate compensating good to this or any other part of this country 
“Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent to Senators Henry 
CaBor Lopes and WINTHROP MurRRAY CRANBP and Repres 


sentative Roper 
O. Harris, and that a copy be sent to the secretary of the New England 
Federation of Business Organizations, with a request that the matter 
be put before that body and its affiliated organizations and similar 


action requested at once.” 
Very respectfully, A. H. 


ELroy 


ANDREWS, 
8. 


President 
N, Secretary. 


THOMPSO 
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Mr. LODGE. I present reselutions adopted by the New Eng- 
land Wholesalers’ Association, remonstrating against 
placing leather, boots, and shoes on the free list. I ask that the 
resolutions be printed in the Recorp and referred te the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

There being no objection, 
the Committee 
Ry CORD 


Shoe 


the resolutions were referred to 
ohn Finance and ordered to be printed in the 
as follows: 

Boston, MASs., April 14, 1911. 
Ilon. He 


DEAR 


ery Canor Lopcr. 
Str: I beg to notify you that the following 
tion to the proposal to place leather and boots and shoes on the ss c 
list was unanimously adopted by the New England Shoe Wholesal 
Association at a meeting held in this city yesterday : 
* Where as it appears from the published reports from Wa ng rt 
that the Democratic majority in the National House of Repres senta 


resolution in oppo- 


contemplates making an effert to place leather and boots and si noes an 


the free list: Be it 

“Resolved, That the secretary of this association is hereby imstructed 
to communicate with our New Engtand Senators and Representatives in 
Congress, urging them to strongly oppose such a proposal as being a 
wet ce to the prosperity of our American leather and shoe manufactur- 
ing industry and to the welfare of the thousands of wage earners em- 
ploved in it.’ 

Trusting you will do everything in your power to avert this threat- 
ened blow to our American shoe and leather industry, I am, 

Yours, very truly, 
THos F. Anperson, Secretary. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of sundry farmers and 
business men of Minnesota, remonstrating against the ratifica- 
tion of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the 
United States and Canada, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. BRISTOW presented a memorial of Hurricane Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Overbrook, Kans. remonstrating 


against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agree- | 
ment between the United States and Canada, which was re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. SIMMONS presented a petition of Peidmont Ledge, No. | w 


136, International Association of Machinists, of Salisbury, N. C. 
praying for the enactment of legislation to further restrict im- 
migration, which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 

He also presented a memorial of the Central Labor Union of 
Asheville, N. C., remonstrating against any intervention on the 
part of the United States in Mexico, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ROOT presented petitions of 2,141 citizens of New York 
City, 1,854 citizens of Albany, 1,172 citizens of Cohoes and 
Waterford, 452 citizens of Troy, 308 citizens of Long Island 
City, 257 citizens of Oneida, 145 citizens of Schenectady, 134 
citizens of Syracuse, and 51 citizens of Glens Falls, all in the 
State of New York, praying for the establishment of a national 
department of public health, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a memorial of sundry farmers and 
business men of Minnesota, remonstrating against the ratifica- 
tion of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the 
United States and Canada, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. WARREN presented a memorial of Local Union Ne. 51, 


International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, Pulp, Sulphite, and | 


Paper Mill Workers, of Niagara Falls, N. Y., 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agree- 
ment between the United States and Canada, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
equalize the duty on tea, which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. PAGE presented memorials of C. M. Belden and sundry | 
citizens of Milton, Vt., remonstrating against the ratification 4 
the propesed reciprecal trade agreement between the United 
States and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

OFFICIAL MAIL OF THE ORGANIZED MITATIA. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 844) to extend the free trans- 
mission through the mails of official mail matter of the Organ- 
ized Militia of the several States, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Reads, which was agreed to. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 

Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 

A bill (8. 1828) for the relief of the Winchester Repeating 
Arms ©o.; to the Committee on Claims. 
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_, | Capital of a monument to the signers 
| Independence ; 


remonstrating | 


APRIL 20. 

3y Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (S. 1329) for the relief of Daniel W. 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill 1330) for the relief of Joseph B. Rile: 
Thomas B. Keesy; to th e Cc enEEEENOO on rage gow Affairs, 

A bill (S. 1331) e of pensi n to 
Puckett; and 

A bill (8. 


Boutwell: 1 


(SS. 


granting an increase of pension to D 


accompanying papers); to the Commi 


1382) 
(with 
Pensions. 

By Mr, GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 1333) te provide for the erection at the XN 
of the Declar 
to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 1334) to authorize the extension and wide 
Colorado Avenue NW., from Longfellow Street to Sis 
Street, and of Kennedy Street NW. through lot No. 800, 
No. 2718 (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1335) to create a board of accountancy for t 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes (with ac omp 
papers) ; and 

A bill (8S. 1536) to provide for the payment of the debt « 
District of Columbia, and to provide for permanent i: 
ments, and for other purposes (with accompanying pape 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

$y Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 1337) authorizing the President to nominat 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, a; 
Lioyd L. R. Krebs, late a captain in the Medical Corps . 
United States Army, a major in the Medical Corps on t! 
| tired list, and imereasing the retired list by one for tlhe 
poses of this act (with accompanying papers); to the ( 
| mittee on Military Affairs, 

A bill (S. 1838) granting an increase of pension to J 
igger (with accompanying papers); te the Committ: 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 1339) for the promotion of Capt. Lewis D. G 
of the Regular Army of the United States; 

A bill (S. 1340) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of John Murtaugh; and 

A bill (S. 1341) to correct the military record of Isa: 
Reed; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1342) to renew and extend certain letters patent; 
to the Committee on Patents. 

A bill (S. 1348) for the relief of the heirs of Joannis 
Harris; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 1344) for the relief of John Mullin; and 

A bill (S. 1345) for the relief of Elizabeth L. W. Bailey, ad 
ministratrix of the estate of David W. Bailey, deceased; | 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (8. 1346) granting an increase of pension to Be 
Vv. Carey 

A bit ‘s 
Campbell ; 

A bill (S. 1348) granting a pension to James C. Moorhe: 

A bill (S. 1849) granting an increase of pension to Janes J. 
| Poyner ; 

A bill (8. 1350) granting an increase of pension to Danic! ©. 
Grover ; 

A bill (S. 1851) granting an increase of pension to Willia! 
Burgett ; 

A bill (8. 1352) granting an increase of pension to Frat 
Foster ; 

A bill (S. 1853) granting an increase of pension to New! cB 
| Burnett; 

A bill (S. 1354) granting an increase of pension to 1° 
Curtis; 
| 





W. 


1347) granting an increase of pension to M 


H. 





s M. 


A bill (8. 1355) granting an increase of pension to Mo! 
Jenkins; and 

A bill (8S. 1356) granting an increase of pension to Thom 
Wilkey ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM : 


s M. 


A bill (8. 1857) granting an increase of pension to Orso 
Matthews (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (8S. 1358) granting an increase of pension to Be 
P. Stubbs (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 1359) granting an increase of pension to Andcr 


Cc. Jones (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (8S. 1360) granting an increase of pension to George 
Hollederer (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNHAM: 

A bill (S. 1361) for the relief of John H. Dawe; and 

A bill (8. 1362) for the relief of Frances Gurley Elderkia; 
to the Committee on Claims. 








i911. 
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A bill (S. 1363) granting an increase of pension to John BP. 


Crom: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Rv Mr. GRONNA: 

\ bill (S. 1864) granting a pension to Mary A. Dodds; and 

. bill (S. 1865) granting an increase of pension to Gottlieb 
I . alias George Ruge; to the Committee on Pensions. 

fr. CURTIS. At the request of the junior Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Ciapp] I introduce a bill amending section 1608 
of the act of Congress entitled “An act to amend chapter 55 of 

t entitled ‘An act to establish a Code of Law for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,’ ” approved February 23, 1905. 
“The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CURTIS. I understood that it was to go to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Those bills have always gone to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CURTIS. The Senator from Minnesota indicated on the 
pill that he would like to have it go to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the refer- 
ence will be to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think I will have to object. It has been 
the uniform custom to send those bills to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. CURTIS. ‘Then I suggest that the bill be withdrawn 
until the Senator from Minnesota comes in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be withdrawn for the 
present. 

By Mr. CLAPP, subsequently : 

A bill (S. 1366) amending section 1608f of the act of Con- 
gress entitled “An act to amend chapter 55 of an act entitled 
‘An act to establish a Code of Law for the District of Colum- 
bia,’” approved February 23, 1905. 

Mr. CLAPP. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator from Minnesota 
what the bill particularly relates to. The title does not de- 
velop it. 

Mr. CLAPP. It relates to changing the code with reference 
to serving notice in condemnation proceedings. My clerk had 
it neted to be referred to the Senator’s committee. Relating 
te the code, I thought it naturally should go to the Judiciary 
Committee. The Senator from Kansas having advised me of the 
desire of the Senator from New Hampshire, I have changed it. 
The matter of its reference is wholly immaterial to me. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We have in the District of Columbia 
Committee a subcommittee on the judiciary, and I think the bill 
ought to go to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BROWN: 

A bill (8. 1367) granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Perkins; and 

A bill (8. 1368) granting an increase of pension to J. W. 
Barnes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (8. 1369) to provide for an increased annual appro- 
priation for agricultural experiment stations, to be used in re- 
searches in home economics, and regulating the expenditure 
thereof; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (8. 1370) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims im the case of Moylan ©. Fox, executor and trustee of 
i a of Joab Lawrence, deceased; to the Committee on 

aims, 

A bill (8. 1371) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Weaver (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1372) granting an increase of pension to William 

. Brobst; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (8. 1373) amending section 5 of an act entitled “An 

act appropriating the receipts from the sale and disposal of 

public lands in certain States and Territories to the construction 

of irrigation works for the reclamation of arid lands,” approved 
1¢ 17, 1902; to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation 

of Arid Lands. 

a bill (S. 1374) giving to the soldiers and sailors of the wars 
the United States a preference right to enter lands hereafter 


thrown open to settlement an . 
Public Lands. t and entry; to the Committee on 


By Mr. BRIGGS: 
ai bill (S. 1375) authorizing the increase of the limit of cost 
; r a site for the public building at Bayonne, N. J., to $75,000; 
© the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


| 


By Mr. WILLIAMS: 
A bill (S. 1376) to provide for a commission to investigate 
missions 1 to make 1 mmendatiens concerning the 
to the Committee on Public Expenditures. 
| (S. 1377) to preseribe the conditions under which cor- 
orationS may engage in interstate commerce, and to provide 
es for otherwise engaging in the same; to the Committee 


on Interstate Commerce. 
By Mr. GORE: 
\ bill (S. 1378) 


United States in 


requiring alien 


vessels of 


immigrants to come to the 
American registry, and for other 


purposes; to the Committee on Immigration. 
ty Mr. FLETCHER: 
A bill (S. 1879) making appropriation to « ensate Key 


West, Fla., for lands of the city taken for the use of the Gov- 
ernment; and 

A bill (8S. 1380) to authorize the location of a branch home 
for disabled volunteer soldiers, sailors, and marines in the 
State of Florida; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1381) providing for a survey of the unsurveyed 
lands known as the Everglades of Florida; 

A bill (S. 1882) providing for the releasing of the claim of 
the United States Government to arpent lot No. 87, in the old 
city of Pensacola, Fla.; and 

A bill (S. 13888) for the relief of A. Purdee; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1384) for the relief of William Mickler; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1385) providing for the construction of a sea wall 
on Santa Rosa Island, Fla.; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1886) to provide for a site and a public building 
at Lakeland, Fla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1387) granting a pension to Palen S. Colson; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

ty Mr. SWANSON: 

A bill (S. 13888) to provide for the construction, maintenance, 
and improvement of post roads and rural delivery routes 
through the cooperation and joint action of the National Gov- 
ernment and the several States in which such post roads or 
rural delivery routes may be established; to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. THORNTON: 

A bill (S. 1389) for the relief of Arsene Camille Flory, widow 
of Elie Henri Flory, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

(For Mr. Foster) : 

A bill (S. 1390) providing for an increase of salary for the 
appraiser of merchandise at the port of New Orleans; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 1391) providing for an increase of salary for the 
United States marshal for the eastern district of Louisiana: to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1392) for the relief of Charles P. Johnston, his 
heirs or assignees, to locate outstanding and unsatisfied mili- 
tary bounty-land warrants and unsatisfied certificates of loca- 
tion heretofore issued by the United States under the closing 
part of section 3 of the act of June 2, 1858 (11 Stats., 294) ; to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: 

A bill (S. 1393) for the relief of John Wise; 

A bill (S. 1394) for the relief of John G. Young; 

A bill (S. 1395) for the relief of William Foy 
Lane, executor of Mrs. H. B. Lane; 

A bill (S. 1396) for the relief of W. B. Whitfield; 

A bill (S. 1897) for the relief of John Burke Morris; 

A bill (S. 1398) for the relief of the heirs and distributees « 
H. W. Hargrove; 


and H. B 


A bill (8S. 1399) for the relief of the estate of William ¢ 

| Lewis; 

A bill (S. 1400) for the relief of Sidney T. Dupuy I 
George R. Dupuy the only surviving heirs of George R. In 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1401) to carry out the findings of the ¢ of 

| Claims in favor of Harriet Andrews; 

A bill (S. 1402) for the relief of George A. Russell, admi 

| trator of Stephen Chadwick, deceased ; 

A bill ¢€S. 1403) for the relief of the estate of W. I 

| derson; 

A bill (S. 1404) for the relief of Mary J. Tatham, heir of 
Robert D. McCombs, deceased ; 

A bill (8S. 1405) for the relief of heirs or estate of Willia 


R. Tatum, deceased ; 
A bill (8S. 1406) for the relief of the heirs of Isaac Brown; 
A bill (S. 1407) for the relief of the heirs of William Parks, 
deceased ; 
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A bill (S. 1408) for the relief of the heirs of Felix B. Parks, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1409) for the relief of the estate of Thomas W. 
Maides, deceased ; 

A bill (8S. 1410) for the relief of Thomas Monteith; 

A bill (8S. 1411) for the relief of Frederick Pate; 

A bill (S. 1412) for the relief of William Lewis Bryan; 

A bill (S. 1413) for the relief of Frank Gibble; 

A bill (8. 1414) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Leecraft; 

A bill (8. 1415) for the relief of Fannie E. Gardner; 

A bill (8. 1416) for the relief of the Atlantic Coast Line Rail- 
road Co.; 

A bill (S. 1417) for the relief of the estate of L. G. Smith, 
deceased ; 
A bill (S, 1418) for the relief of George Jerkins; 
A bill (8S. 1419) for the relief of Ben Pigott; 
A bill (S. 1420) for the relief of L. A. Garner, administrator 
Samuel C. Garner, deceased ; 
A bill (8. 1421) for the relief of I. F, Hill, executor of W. E. 
Hill; 

A bill (S. 1422) for the relief of James F. White; 

A bill (S. 1423) for the relief of J. A. Denny; 

A bill (S, 1424) for the relief of W. J. Craddock; 

A bill (8S. 1425) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Everitt, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8S. 1426) for the relief of the heirs of Nancy Barfield, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1427) for the relief of Franklin Foy; 

A bill (S. 1428) for the relief of Walter T. Dough; 

A bill (S. 1429) for the relief of Martha A. Moffitt, widow of 
Eli A, Moffitt; 

A bill (8. 1430) for the relief of the estate of H. D. Coley, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1431) for the relief of John L. Brown and the 
estates of A. T. Redditt and William G. Judkins; 

A bill (S. 14382) for the relief of the estate of Thomas S. 
Howard, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1433) for the relief of E, M. Felts; 

A bill (S. 1434) for the relief of David J. Middleton; 

A bill (S. 1435) for the relief of the estate of John Henry 
Jackson, deceased ; 

A bill (8S. 1436) for the relief of Mrs. A. M. Bacon; 

A bill (8S. 1487) for the relief of the heirs of Lemuel Free- 
man, deceased ; 

A bill (8S, 1488) for the relief of Joseph B. Banks; 


0 
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A bill (S. 

A bill (8S. 

A bill (S. 
Carpenter ; 

A bill (8. 
White; 

A bill (S. 
Norton ; 


1464) granting a pension to Mary EF. Gosnell: 
1465) granting a pension to Henry Young: 
1466) granting an increase of pension to Sil 


1467) granting an increase of pension to Fred: 
1468) granting an increase of pension to Wi 


. 1469) granting an increase of pension to Th: 

ya; 
A bill (S. 1470) granting an increase of pension to EF: 
Rector ; 

A bill (S. 
H. Stanley; 

A bill (S. 1472) granting an increase of pension to Thom 
Wilson ; 

A bill (S. 1478) granting a pension to Christopher 
Saunders (with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 1474) granting a pension to Greenwood G 
(with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pensio: 

By Mr. CHILTON: 

A bill (S. 1475) granting an increase of pension to Amos | 
and 

A bill (S. 1476) granting a pension to John Devinney; t: 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: 

A bill (S. 1477) granting an increase of pension to Milton I. 
Woodard ; 

A bill (S. 1478) granting a pension to Anna Gewinner ; 

A bill (S. 1479) granting an increase of pension to Joln 
Dineen ; 

A bill (S. 1480) granting a pension to J. L. Cooper; ani 

A bill (S. 1481) granting an increase of pension to J: 
Tompach; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: 

A bill (S. 1482) granting an increase of pension to Mary S. 
Tucker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. POMERENE: 

A bill (S. 1483) for the relief of Thomas Jory, Jarry, or 
Jury; 

A bill (S. 1484) for the relief of Ferdinand Tobe; 

A bill (S. 1485) for the relief of William Mullally; and 

A bill (S. 1486) to correct the military record of George G. 


1471) granting an increase of pension to Wi! 


| Patterson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


A bill (S. 1487) for the relief of David W. Stockstill; to the 


A bill (S. 1489) for the relief of the estate of D. L. Pritch- | Committee on Claims. 


ard, deceased ; 
A bill (S. 1440) for the relief of the heirs of John H. Rich- 
ardson,. deceased ; 


A bill (S. 1441) for the relief of the heirs of Cicero M. | 


Davis; 

A bill (S. 1442) for the relief of C. G. Perkins; 

A bill (8S. 1448) for the relief of the widow of R. D. Hay; 

A bill (S. 1444) for the relief of the heirs of John S. Askin, 
Arthus Ipock, and John T. Ipock; 

A bill (S. 1445) for the relief of the heirs of D. W. Morton; 


Staples; 

A bill (S. 1447) for the relief of Thomas D. Meares, admin- 
istrator of Armand D. Young, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1448) for the relief of Sidney Maxwell; and 


| 
| 


A bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of pension to Josiah 
McElroy; and 

A bill (S. 1489) granting an increase of pension to Wi 
L. Morris; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. ROOT: 

A bill (S. 1490) to give effect to the fifth article of the treaty 
between the United States and Great Britain, signed January 


11, 1909; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


A bill (S. 1491) to make further provision for the acco: 


| dation of the Departments of State, Justice, and Commerce au 
(By request.) A bill (S. 1446) for the relief of William C. | 


A bill (S. 1449) for the relief of Calvin J. Cowles; to the | 


Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1450) for the relief of John E. Griffin; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 1451) granting an increase of pension to Jacob C. 
Ramsey ; 

A bill (S, 1452) granting a pension to James Carroll; 
st a, (S. 1453) granting an increase of pension to Hezekiah 

. Rice; 

A bill (S, 1454) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Freeman ; 
conn (S. 1455) granting an increase of pension to John 

lark; 

A bill (S. 1456) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Madison Pruitt; 

A bill (8. 1457) granting a pension to Jerry Ramsey; 

A bill (8. 1458) granting a pension to Robert H. Cowan; 

A bill (S. 1459) granting a pension to Stephen Rice; 

A bill (8S. 1460) granting a pension to Edward W. Trice: 

A bill (S. 1461) granting an increase of pension to Malinda 
Bradburn ; 

A bill (S. 1462) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. Revis; 

A bill (S, 1463) granting a pension to Mary Church; 


Labor; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 1492) granting an increase of pension to Asli 
Dickinson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BACON: 

A bill (S. 1493) for the relief of the Georgia Railroad & 


| Banking Co.; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Riis. 


A bill (S. 1494) for the relief of Eugene J. O’Conner and 
J. B. Schweers; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURTON: 

A bill (S. 1495) granting an increase of pension to Tl: 
Greer ; 

A bill (S. 1496) granting an increase of pension to Georse 
Richards; 

A bill (S. 1497) granting an inérease of pension to Ja! 
Deselm ; 

A bill (S. 1498) granting an increase of pension to Simon © 
Strickland ; 

A bill (S. 1499) granting an increase of pension to Cle! 
Reid; 

A bill (S. 1500) granting an increase of pension to Geors 
W. Grisinger;. and ; 

A bill (S. 1501) granting an increase of pension to Charice: 
W. Stratton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 1502) to correct the military record of Robert D. 
Magill; 

A bill (S. 1508) to correct the military record of Daniel C. 
Graeber; and ‘ 
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A bill (S. 1504) to grant an honorable discharge to John 
Flaherty; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1505) for the relief of certain officers on the retired 
list of the United States Navy; and 

A bill (S. 1506) to correct the naval record of John Lindsay ; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1507) for the relief of the Pennsylvania Engineer- 
ing Co., of the city of Philadelphia ; 

A bill (S. 1508) for the relief of the estate of Eliza B. Hause; 


and 

A bill (S. 1509) for the relief of Mary Cairney; to the Com- 
nittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1510) granting a pension to Sarah M. Chandler; 

A bill (8. 1511) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Larkins; 

A bill (S. 1512) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Henninger ; 

A bill (8S. 1513) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
Wehr; 


A bill (S. 1514) to increase the pension of those who have | 


Jost limbs or have been totally disabled in the same in the 
military or naval service of the United States during the War 
of the Rebellion ; 

A bill (8S. 1515) granting a pension to Lucy M. Cooke; 

A bill (8. 1516) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. Deivert (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (8S. 1517) granting a pension to James H. Foote (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (8. 1518) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Bullen (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BOURNE: 

A bill (8S. 1519) providing an additional 1,000,000 acres of 
land for the State of Oregon under the provisions of the Carey 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. Burton, ft was— 


Ordered, That Lena D. Nickerson be authorized to withdraw from 
the tiles of the Senate the papers in the case of Azor H. Nickerson 
(8S. 5144, Glst Cong.), no adverse report having been made thereon. 


On motion of Mr. Ourris, it was— 


_ Ordered, That permission is hereby granted to withdraw from the 
files of the Senate the papers in the case of Samuel D. Jarman, late of 
Company F, Forty-eighth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, no 
adverse report having been made upon the same. fi 
Ordered, That permission be hereby granted to withdraw from the 


files of the Senate the papers in the case of Lucinda FP. Fayette (S. 
2642, GOth Cong., Ist sess.), granting a pension to, no adverse report 
having been made upon the same. 
AFFAIRS IN MEXICO. 
Mr. CULBERSON submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
21), which was read and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations: 


Resolved, It is the sense of the Senate: (1) That intervention by 
the United States in the existing revolution in Mexico would be without 
justification and contrary to the settled principles of this Government 
of noninterference in the domestic concerns of other countries; (2) that 

| the extent to which the United States should go in the present emer 
gency in Mexico is to enforce their neutrality laws with vigor and 
fully protect life and property within their limits along the Mexican 


Act, permitting the drainage of certain swamp and submerged | 
lands, and granting such lands to said State; to the Committee | 


on Public Lands. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 1520) to remit the duty on pictorial windows to be 
imported by the Gate of Heaven Church, South Boston, Mass. 
(with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (8. 1521) granting a pension to Seth H. Shurtleff (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (8. 1522) granting an increase of pension to Woodbury 
Day (with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 1523) to constitute intoxicating liquors a special 


class of commodities and to regulate the interstate-commerce | and the name of each claimant or entryman who used the 


shipments of such liquors; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


; or 


boundary line. The rights of citizens of the United States residing in 
Mexico are those of neutrals in belligerent territory. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming submitted the following resolution 
(S. Res. 22), which was read and referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be authorized, during the Sixty-second Congress, to send for 
persons and papers, to administer oaths, to employ a stenographer to 
report such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject 
that may be pending before said committee, and to have such hearings 
printed for the use of the committee; that the expenses of such hear- 
ings be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the 
said committee and all subcommittees thereof may sit during the ses- 
sions of the Senate. 


CHUGACIT NATIONAL FOREST LANDS, ALASKA. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE submitted the following resolution (5S. 
Res. 23), which was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
directed to transmit to the Senate a list of all claims, locations, filings, 
entries made under lands withdrawn from the Chugach National 


| Forest in Alaska and “restored to the public domain” by the Execu 


A bill (8. 1524) to authorize the construction and main- | 


tenance of a dam or dams across the Kansas River in Western 
Shawnee County, or in Wabaunsee County, in the State of Kan- 


Sas (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Com- | 


merce, 
A bill (S. 1525) for the relief of John C. Farrell; and 
A bill (8. 1526) for the relicf of BE. N. Smith; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 
A bill (8. 1527) to correct the military record of William H. 
Gage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
» ‘an (S. 1528) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
. Duff; 


_A bill (S. 1529) granting an increase of pension to Smith A. 
Nicholson ; 


_A bill (8. 1530) granting an increase of pension to Simpson 
Gossett ; 


A bill (8. 1531) granting an increase of pension to Johu 
Hedge; 


A bill (8. 1532) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Carpenter ; 


A bill (8. 1588) granting an increase of pension to BE. A. 
Makepeace; 

A bill (S. 1534) granting an increase of pension to James 
Dodwell (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1535) granting a pension to Mrs. F. S. Cowan 
(with accompanying paper); and 
A bill (8. 1536) granting a pension to Laura K. Briggs (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THORNTON (for Mr. Foster) : 
“wee resolution (S. J. Res. 19) authorizing the Secretary 
sant to —— = = — A Louisiana the original ordi- 

secession ; to the Comm 
By Mr GOEn ee on Military Affairs. 
A joint resolution 


8S. J. Res. 20 5 
of telwate ( ) to discontinue the printing 


bills; to the Committee on Printing. 


Se 


tive order of October 28, 1910 (No. 1260), giving the date of each 
claim, location, filing, or entry, and the name of the person or persons 
who made the same and any and all action taken thereon, and if sol 
dier’s additional homestead scrip was used in acquiring any right 
therein to give the name of the soldier to whom each scrip certificate 
so used was issued, the amount of land taken under such ce! 





scrip cer- 
tificate. Also what, if any, assignments of any of such claims, loca- 
tions, filings, or entries have been made, and to whom. 


te, 


ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 
If not, morning business is closed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I call up the motion en- 
tered on Monday last to refer the joint resolution respecting 
the election of Senators by the people to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas moves to 
refer to the Committee on the Judiciary the joint resolution 
referred to, which will be read the second time by its title. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 39) proposing an amen 
ment to the Constitution providing that Senators shall be 
elected by the people of the several States was read the second 
time by its title. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President, I do not rise to oppose 
the motion; but I do think that a statement should be made so 
that there may be no confusion in the future regarding the 
reference of resolutions of this character. I think that an ex 
amination of the record will show that for 40 years e\ 
resolution of this character had been referred to the Comn 
on Privileges and Elections until the last session of Congr 
when, at the suggestion of the chairman of the Comn 
the Judiciary, a similar resolution was referred to that com 
mittee. No debate was had at that time, and no objection was 
made. 

If it is to be the policy of the Senate in the future to refer 
resolutions providing for amendments to the Constitution on 
questions relating to elections to the Committee on the Judiciary 
rather than to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, I 


ittee on 


think it ought to be fully understood, so that there may be no 
confusion whatever. 

The Committee on Privileges and Hlections during these 40 
years has been presided over by men like Senator Morton of 
Indiana, from the year 1872 to 1877, followed by Mr. Wadleigh 
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until 1880; by Mr. Saulsbury, from 1880 to 1881; by Mr. Hoar, 
from 1882 to 1893, a period of 11 years; by Mr. Vance, from 
1893 to 1894; by Mr. Gray, from 1894 to 1895; by Mr. Mitchell 
of Oregon, from 1896 to 1897; by Senator Chandler of New 
Hampshire, from 1897 to 1901; and from 1901 to 1911 by the 
former Senator from Michigan, Mr. Burrows. 

During that period a number of different resolutions of this 
character have been referred to that committee. Elaborate re- 
ports have been made upon them, some favorable and some 
adverse. Were it not for the fact that, through an inad- 
vertence, during the last session a similar resolution went to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, I do not think any question 
as to the reference of this joint resolution would have been 
raised. But that resolution went to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, received the consideration of that committee, was 
reported and debated, and now at this session several resolu- 
tions introduced into this body have also been referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, while the House joint resolution 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Vermont 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, in order that the facts 
from the record may go in with the statement of the Senator 
from Vermont, I will ask his leave to say that I have a memo- 
randum, furnished by the Assistant Librarian of the Senate, 
which shows that since 1871 out of 22 resolutions on this subject 
which have been presented and referred, 3 of them have 
been referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, the first in 
1886, the n@éxt in 1898, and then the one to which the Senator 
from Vermont has just now alluded. I simply make that as 
a statement from the record of the Senate itself. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. What became of the 
lutions? 

Mr. CULBERSON. They were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Yes. Mr. President, as I stated in the 
beginning, so far as I am concerned personally it makes very 
little difference to which committee the joint resolution shall 
be referred, as I am a member of both of these committees, 
but I did think it better that before this motion should be 
adopted the Senate should be fully informed of the action of 
the Senate during the 40 years I have mentioned. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, in my judgment every pro- 
posed amendment to the Constitution ought to be considered by 
the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, and the fact that such 
resolutions as this have heretofore been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections does not affect my judgment 
in that respect. It happens now to be true that the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections is composed of lawyers, and that is 
always apt to be the case; but if a resolution of this character 
must go to that committee, then an amendment of some other 
character would be referred to the committee supposed to have 
jurisdiction over that subject. The other committees may or 
may not be composed of lawyers, and yet I hardly think that 
any Senator will gravely doubt the advisability, not to say the 
wisdom, of having matters so vital as proposed amendments to 
the Constitution considered by the Judiciary Committee of the 
Senate. That committee always has been and is now composed 
of excellent lawyers, and it is to be hoped that it will always 
include in its membership the ablest lawyers of this body. 

Without intending to invite any debate on another question, I 
am moved to say that if the amendment to the Constitution pro- 
posing an income tax had been subjected to the scrutiny of the 
Committee on the Judiciary it would not have since its sub- 
mission been subjected to some of the arguments which have 
been urged against it. That circumstance, concurring with 
what I believe to be general propriety, moves me to believe that 
the motion of my colleague [Mr. Curperson] ought to be 
adopted; and I say that the more readily because, unlike the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. DitimncHamM], I am not a member 
of both committees. I am a member of the committee to which 
the joint resolution has been referred, and I am not a member 
of the committee to which, in my judgment, it ought to be 
referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBerson] to refer 
the joint resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONSTITUTIONS OF NEW MEXICO AND ARIZONA. 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President, it is my intention to address the 
Senate to-day on the resolution I offered Monday last respect- 
ing the relations of this country with Mexico. But the Senator 
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from California [Mr. Works] has given notice of his inten: 
and desire to address the Senate at this time on another 
ject, and as a matter of courtesy to him I will yield the 4 
until he has concluded. 

Mr. WORKS. I desire to express my appreciation of 
kindness and courtesy of the Senator from Missouri 
STONE] in giving way to me on this occasion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Se 
the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 2) approving the constitu: 
formed by the constitutional conventions of the Territory 
New Mexico and the Territory of Arizona. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, Iam a new Member of this }) 
There is a belief abroad on the outside that it is an unwri' 
law that a new Member should remain silent in his seat unt 
becomes better informed as to the affairs of government aiid je 
guided by the wisdom and better understanding of those \ 
have been longer in the public service. It would be most p\: 
ing to me to sit at the feet of the distinguished Members of 
body who have served their country here for so many y 
and who are so much better informed as to the history 
needs of the Nation than I can possibly be; but, Mr. Presi, 
as I understand my duties and responsibilities as a Unit 
States Senator, they commence when I assume the duties . 
office and continue until I give way to my successor, and dui: 
all of that time the people of my State and of the whole country 
are entitled to the best service I am able to render as ¢! 
servant. 

It so happens that at the very beginning of that service ¢) 
body is confronted with a great problem in which I persous||y 
and the people of my State, yea, the people of every State in 
the Union, are profoundly and vitally interested. A Territory, 
constituting a part of the great domain now under the dominion 
of this Nation, is asking to be admitted as one of the States of 
the Union, and to be allowed to take on the powers and respon- 
sibilities of a free and sovereign State. Her plea for admission 
is met not with the claim that she does not possess the nevces- 
sary territory or population, or is otherwise not within the 
constitutional provision authorizing the admission of States into 
the Union—that has been determined by the enabling act | 
viding for her admission—but solely because her constitu: 
provides for direct legislation. 

THE CONSTITUTION. 
The National Constitution provides, Article IV, section 3 


New States may be admitted by the Congress into this Union; 
no new State shall be formed or erected within the jurisdiction o! 
other State; nor any State be formed by the junction of two or m1 
States or parts of States, without the consent of the legislatures of 1 
States concerned, as well as of the Congress. 


This provision of the Constitution, with the exception of the 
limitations therein stated, which have no application |! 
leaves the question of the admission of a new State whol): 
the judgment and discretion of Congress. Acting upon 
authority thus given it, Congress passed an act providing for 
the admission of the Territory of Arizona into the Uni f 
States. That act, amongst other things, provides for a constitu 
tional convention to form a constitution for the State and | 
submission of such constitution to the people of the Terri! 
for their approval; and, further— 


After organization they (the delegates to the convention) 
declare, on behalf of the pore of said proposed State, that 
adopt the Constitution of the United States, whereupon the said 
vention shall be and is hereby authorized to form a constitution 
provide for a State government for said JPost State, all 
manner and under the conditions contained in this act. The « 
tution shall be republican in form and make no distinction in 
or political rights on account of race or color, and shall not be | 
nant te the Constitution of the United States and the princip 
the Declaration of Independence. 


This enabling act requires that the convention shall pro 
by an ordinance, irrevocable without the consent of the Unit«! 
States and the people of the said State, amongst other thi 


First. That perfect toleration of religious sentiment sball be se 
and that no inhabitant of said State shall ever be molested in | 
or preperty on account of his or her mode of religious worship 
that polygamous or plural marriages, or polygamous cohabitation 
the sale, barter, or giving of intoxicating liquors to Indians, and ¢ 
introduction of liquors into Indian country are forever prohibited. 

> = = * > . *. 

Fourth. That provisions shall be made for the establishment 
maintenance of a system of public schools which shall be open t 
the children of said State and free from sectarian control; and t 
said schools shall always be conducted in English. - 

Fifth. That said State shall never enact any law restricting 
abridging the right of suffrage on account of race, color, or previ 
condition of servitude, and that ability to read, write, speak, : 
understand the English language sufficiently well to conduct ¢! 
duties of the office without the aid of an interpreter shall be a nec: 
sary qualification for all State officers and members of the State 
legislature. - 


It is further provided: 


Sec. 22. That when said constitution and such provisions thereof 
as have been separately submitted shall have been duly ratified by the 
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people of Arizona, as aforesaid, a certified copy of the same shall 
be submitted to the President of the United States and to Congress 
for approval, together with the statement of the votes cast thereon 
and upon any provisions thereof which were separately submitted to 
and voted upon by the people. And if Congress and the President ap- 
prove said constitution and the said separate provisions thereof, if any, 
or if the President approves the same and Congress fails to disapprove 
the same during the next regular session thereof, then and in that 


event the President shall certify said facts to the governor of Arizona, | 


. . : . . } is Pl Ss ) . . >, Se < iv Ss Ss S » a » 5 
who shall, within 30 days after the receipt of said notification from | distrust of the representatives so selected 


the President of the United States, issue his proclamation for the 


election of the State and county officers, the members of the State | 
officers | 


legislature, and Representative in Congress, and all other 
provided for in said constitution, all as hereinafter provided ; said elec 
tion to take place not earlier than 60 days nor later than 90 days 
after said proclamation by the governor of Arizona ordering the same. 

The right of Arizona to be admitted as a State, subject only 
to a compliance with this act, was established by the act itself. 
Therefore the only question here is whether the Territory has 
complied with the conditions imposed or not. The one and only 
objection urged against its admission is that it has not formed 
a constitution “ republican in form.” If it has not done this, it 
must be admitted that this is a valid reason for refusing to 
allow the Territory to come into the Union as a State. 

WHAT IS REPUBLICAN FORM OF GOVERNMENT? 

The Constitution provides that “the United States shall 
guarantee to every State in this Union a republican form of 
government.” 
republican form of government. This can only be determined, 
so far as the Constitution is concerned, from its whole scope 
and tenor. But the assailants of this proposed constitution go 
further, and maintain that the republican form of government 
must be a representative form also, and as we shall see a little 
further along the only objection to the constitution presented 
here is that it is destructive of or inimical to the representative 


“republican.” As the Constitution throws no direct light upon 
the question, we must look elsewhere to ascertain, if we can, 
what is meant by and included in the term “ republican form of 
government” within the meaning of the Constitution. As the 
Constitution does net attempt to define it, we must assume 
that it was used in the generally accepted sense, if there be any. 

Much learning and labor have been expended in the effort to 
determine what is a republic. In the general division of the 
forms of government into monarchies, aristocracies, and democ- 
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It co no definition of a republic or of a | to the amount and variety of the personal energies enlisted 


| and their natural 


racies a republic is classed with the latter, and is sometimes | 


defined aS a representative democracy to distinguish it from 
what is termed a pure democracy, where the people act directly 
and as a whole. It would be impracticable and profitless to 
enter here into any extended discussion of the varied and differ- 
ent views of the many writers on this subject. 

I have chosen, for my present purpose, to take the late work, 
Introduction to Political Science, by Prof. Garner, as containing 
all that is needed to develop what I desire to call to the atten- 
tion of the Senate. I call attention to some of its definitions. 

First is the general divisions of states, as follows: 


On the basis of the number of persons in whom the sovereign power 
is vested, states may be classified as monarchies, aristocracies, and 
democracies. A monarchy is a state directed by a single supreme 
will; an aristocracy is one in which the exercise of sovereignty resides 
in a comparatively small number of persons; while a democracy is one 


page the exercise of sovereignty rests with the mass of the popu- 
ation. 


Coming nearer to the matter we have in hand, the author 
says: 


Democracies are of two kinds—pure or direct and representative or 
indirect. A pure democracy is one in which the will of the state is 
formulated and Sapeenned directly and immediately through the people 
acting in their primary capacity. A representative democracy is one 
in which the state will is ascertained and expressed through the 
agency of a small and select number who act as the representatives of 
the people. A pure democracy is practicable only in small states 
where the voting population may be assembled for purposes of legisla- 
tion and where the collective needs of the people are few and simple. 
In large and complex societies, where the legislative wants of the 
people are numerous, the very necessities of the situation make gov- 
ernment by the whole body of citizens a physical impossibility. 


Coming down to our own country, he has this further to say: 


a The Constitution of the United States imposes upon the National 
Heer amant the duty of guaranteeing to the component States a repub- 
can form of government, but it does not attempt to define the essen- 
tial characteristics of such a government, simply assuming that they 
= too well understood to admit of a difference of opinion. Madison, 
a te Federalist, said it was a government in which there was “a 
ae eme of representation.” It was, he said, “a government which 
sartves all its powers, directly or ee from the great body of 
~ people and is administered by persons holding their offices during 
pleasure, for a limited period, or during Rood 


ehavior.” The two 
ae t points of difference,” said Madison, “between a republic and a 
mocracy are: First, the governing power in a republic is delegated 


to a small number of citizens elected by the rest; and, second, a 
republic is capable of embracing a larger population and of extending 
le 


tho-peuuie mane of territory than is a democracy. In a democfacy 


and exercise the government in person; in a republic 
they assemble and administer it by their representative agents.” 


| zens and others subjects. 
form of government that they claim is included in the term | 
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As to the effect of such a government upon the people and 
the state the comments of the author are interesting and in- 
structive, particularly in view of the almost universal demand 
of the people for a fuller share in the conduct of public affairs 
and the widespread dissatisfaction with and disapproval of 
the manner of selecting representatives and the almost universal 
He says: 

By no one has the strength of democratic government in its repre- 
sentative form been so ably set forth as by Jobn Stuart Mill, who 
defined it as that form in which “the whole people, or some numerous 
portion of them, exercise the governing power through deputies period- 
ically elected by themselves.”” There is no difficulty in showing, he 
asserts, that the ideally best form of government is that in which the 


supreme controlling power in the last resort is vested in the entire 
aggregate of the community, every citizen not only having a voice in 
the exercise of that ultimate sovereignty, but being at least occasion- 
ally called on to take an actual part in the government, by the per- 
sonal discharge of some public function, local or general The only 
government, he continues, which can fully satisfy the exigencies of 


the social state is one in which the whole people participate, and the 
degree of participation should everywhere be as great as the general 
degree of improvement of the community will allow, and ultimately all 
should be admitted to a share in the sovereign power of the state. 
So far as the welfare of the community is concerned, the superlority 
of popular government, Mill goes on to say, rests upon two principles 
of as universal truth and applicability as any general proposition which 
ean be laid down respecting human affairs. The first is that the rights 
and interests of the individual can only be safeguarded when he is able 
to “stand up” for them himself; the second is that the general pros- 
perity attains a higher degree and is more widely diffused in proportion 
in pro- 
moting it. 

Sut the greatest glory of democratic government, in the opinion of 
its votaries, does not flow so much from its own inherent excellence 
as a political contrivance as from its influence in elevating the masses 
of the people, developing their faculties, stimulating interest 
them in _ affairs, and strengthening their patriotism by allowing 
them a share in its administration. Democracy refuses to concede that 
some are born to rule and others to obey, and that some should be citi- 
It recognizes no privileged classes, but puts 
all on a footing of political equality. 

* * * > 7 € . 


De Tocqueville has justly remarked that almost all revolutions which 
have changed the face of the world have had for their purpose the 
destruction of inequality. 

The same author, in his study of democracy in America, dwelt re- 
peatedly upon the interest which the American people take in publie 
affairs, their high state of intelligence in regard to political matters, 

patriotism. He pointed out that one of the great 
advantages of a democracy is that it serves as a sort of training school 
for citizenship. Mill likewise laid great stress upon the influence of 
democracy in elevating the character and intelligence of the masses. 
The “ most important point of excellence,”’ he said, “ which any form of 
government can possess is to promote the virtue and intelligence of the 
people themselves, and the first consideration in judging of the merits 
of a particular form of government is how far they tend to foster in- 
tellectual and moral qualities in the citizens.” The government which 
does the best, he continues, is likely to be the best in all other respects. 
Government is thus an agency of education as well as an organization 
for managing the collective affairs of the community. 


No careful observer of the times and the conditions that have 
led us up to this controversy can fail to see the dangers that 
confront the Nation and the several States if the Federal author- 
ities shall refuse to admit a Territory into the Union of States 
for no better reason than that the people must be confined to a 
strictly representative form of government; and any attempt to 
extend the power of the people to the enactment of laws, under 


among 


| reasonable limitations and regulations, in order to protect them 


and the State from the corrupt election of representatives, and 
against the failure of such representatives to perform their 
duties as such, is an offense against our principles of representa- 
tive government that must exclude them from entering into 
statehood. And yet that is precisely what is proposed by the 
opponents of this effort to bring the Territory of Arizona into 
the Union. 

WHAT IS THD 

Mr. President, this controversy presents an 
scendent importance to the people of this country. The eyes of 
the Nation are upon us. If the Congress shall refuse to approve 
the proposed constitution of Arizona on any such grounds as 
this, it is assuming a grave responsibility. The 
may be far-reaching and disastrous. The people 
and most earnest in their demand for just such le 
contained in this proposed constitution. The conditions 
such as to call for the most careful and conscientious cons 
tion of the important questions involved. 

My sense of the importance of the issue is my excuse for go- 
ing more particularly into the real issues involved and what [ 
believe may be the consequences of a refusal to approve this 
proposed constitution. 

What is the real objection to the constitution? No one need 
be in doubt on that subject. It is one phase of the struggle 
that has been going on in this country between the common 
people and the privileged self-seeking interests, affecting the 
right to govern the Nation, the States, and the municipalities, 
The people are insisting that they shall be permitted to govern 
their own country and that it shall not be corrupted and goy- 
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erned by the power of money in the hands of men who care 
nothing for the Government except as a means of increasing 
their vast wealth. They insist that this country shall be a 
government of the people and not a plutocracy of wealth. 

THE LORIMER CASE. 


Mr. President, this widespread uprising against the corrup- 
tion that, if persisted in, must eventually overthrow our repre- 
sentative form of government, is founded upon the most con- 
yincing evidence that corruption is eating at the very vitals of 
the Republic and threatening the perpetuity of our free institu- 
tions. We need not go outside of this Chamber to find evidence 
of this fact. The pages of the Coneressionat Recorp of the 
past few months will disclose a condition that has brought the 
whole Nation to shame. It was charged that the election of a 
Member of this body had been procured by corrupt practices 
and the bribery of votes in the legislature. An investigation 
was made by a committee of the Senate, and it was found by 
a majority of that committee that the Member was entitled to 
his seat. A minority of the committee reached a different con- 
clusion and submitted a resolution declaring that the Senator 
was not entitled to a seat in this body. 

Mr. President, I need not enter upon a discussion of the evi- 
dence in that case. It is enough to say that it was clearly and 
sufficiently shown that corrupt practices had been resorted to in 
the election and that some votes had been purchased. By a 
sinall majority the Senate decided that the incumbent was 
entitled to his seat, and that was all that was decided. It was 
perfectly evident, however, that the case turned upon the ques- 
tion, not whether there had been corruption, not whether 
bribery had been committed, but whether or not enough votes 
had been bought to change the result. The rule of law, and of 
precedent in this body, that the title of a Member to his seat 
could not be forfeited by corruption or bribery unless it be 
shown that the corruption was such as to have resulted in an 
election, was invoked, and the most ingenious means of counting 
the vote and considering its effect were urged by distinguished 
Senators on this floor to save the Member’s seat. 

Mr. President, in an investigation of this kind, not being a 
contest between claimants for the office, this Senate was not 
bound by strict rules of law. Im the consideration of such a 
resolution it is not sitting as a court to try an issue of law or 
fact. The proceedings of the Senate show conclusively that 
Senators so considered it. Evidence was received, without 
question, that would not have been allowed in a court of 
justice. There is no appeal from a decision of this body. If 
there were, and the proceedings were submitted to the review 
of a court, controlled by rules-of law, error enough would have 
been found to reverse the case a dozen times over. But, Mr. 
President, when the final test came, when a decision was to be 
rendered, and that upon evidence much of which had been re- 
ceived in violation of well-settled rules of law, and then for the 
first time, the strict rule of law that enough votes to change the 
result must have been purchased to unseat the Member whose 
= - the office was in question was insisted upon and pre- 
va : 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Townsenp in the chair). 
ne - Senator from California yield to the Senator from 

aho 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I rise to a point of order, Mr. President. 
It is not in order for a Senator in discussing any question upon 
the floor to impugn the honor or integrity of either a Member 
of the Senate or any committee of the Senate. 

Mr. WORKS. Neither have I done so, nor intended to do so, 
Mr. President, as I shall show further on. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I call attention to the rule: 


Rute XIX. 
3 


> ~ 


* . e > 

2. No Senator in debate shall, directly or indirectly, by any form of 
words fmpute to another Senator or to other Senators any conduct or 
motive unworthy or unbecoming a Senator. 

To charge that Senators comprising a committee of this body 
have disregarded evidence, or that they have refused to receive 
evidence that should be received, is within that rule. 

Mr. WORKS. I will remind the Senator from Idaho that I 
have made no such statement at all. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will not pursue it further than to say 
that when the Senator reads his remarks in the Recorp to- 
morrow he may probably have his memory refreshed. 

Mr. WORKS. My memory is clear on the subject. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly. 
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am amazed, Mr. President, that a 
question should be raised as to any violation of the rule on 
the language which the Senator from California has used in 
reference to the case which was under contest in the last ses- 
sion. No word or line in the paragraph which has just been 
submitted by the Senator as a part of his argument here is 
a reflection upon any Member of the Senate or upon any com- 
mittee of the Senate, and no strained construction of what he 
said could possibly put the Senator in that embarrassing 
position. ° 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion of the Chair, the 
Senator from California understands the rule of the Senate, and 
he will proceed in order. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, as to the manner of pro- 
cedure, I did not ask for any action. I merely called the atten- 
tion of the Senator, as is proper, to the rule more in the nature 
of a suggestion of warning. 

Mr. WORKS. I am greatly obliged to the Senator for his 
suggestion and warning, but I desire to say, Mr. President, that 
I have in no way violated the rule that has been read by the 
Senator, nor haye I had any intention to do anything of that 
sort. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. If the Senator from California will per- 
mit me, I would ask the Senator from Idaho if he contends that 
the rule which he has just quoted is applicable to 2 case inyoly- 
ing the validity of the seat of a Member of the Senate, which 
necessarily involves a discussion of the manner of his election? 
If corruption is charged in the action of the legislature of the 
State from which he is credited, necessarily the very nature of 
the question involves a discussion of the integrity of the legis- 
lature of that State. Does the Senator from Idaho contend 
that such a rule would apply to that case? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think that question was not within the 
controversy. I referred to the remarks of the Senator from 
California as applied to members of a committee of the Senate, 
not 2s applied to the person who might be under consideration. 

Mr. WORKS. I desire to remind the Senator from Idaho that 
I have not in any way referred to a committee of the Senate. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Has the 
Chair ruled upon the point of order raised by the Senator from 
Idaho? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from Iowa that the Chair was not asked to rule 
upon it. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from Idaho presented a point 
of order. It is either well taken or it is not well taken, and 
unless he withdraws it, I ask for a ruling of the Chair upon it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I read a standing rule of the 
Senate in support of the proposition that it is not in order to 
speak disrespectfully of a Member of the Senate in discussion. 
The words, I presume, are taken down, or the Senator may have 
them in manuscript. 

The Chair, in order to rule upon that point of order, would 
of course have to pay attention to the expressions used, so 1s 
to determine whether or not they were in violation of the rule. 
It was no personal sensitiveness on my part; it was merely in 
the interest of orderly procedure. It is not customary, and it 
very seldom occurs in this body, that a Senator speaks with 
disrespect of another Senator. 

Mr. WORKS. It has not occurred in this instance. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from Idaho rose for a purpose. 
He stated his purpose to be to state a point of order. His point 
of order was that the Senator from California had violated 
the rule, which he proceeded to read. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia has either violated the rule in what he has said or he 
has not, and he is entitled and the Senate is entitled to a ruling 
of the Chair upon the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would state to the 
Senator from Iowa that he understood the Senator from Idaho 
when he rose to a point of order, as he stated, simply to state 
a rule of the Senate, and he did not insist that the Senator 
from California had violated that rule. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I called attention to the rule. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not understand that there is anything 
in this Chamber such as admonition and warning on the part 
of one Senator toward another. I very clearly understood 


the Senator from Idaho to rise to a point of order and to 
state it. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon me 
a moment, the ruling which the Senator from Iowa calls for 
could only be made in case the Senator from Idaho called the 
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Senator from California to order, which he did not do. He rose 
to a point of order for the purpose indicated by him, to make 
a statement, and there is nothing to be decided unless the Sena- 
tor from Idaho calls the Senator from California to order. If 
he does that, then, under the rule, it is the duty of the Senator 
from Califernia to take his seat, and for the Senate, and not 
the Chair, to rule before he proceeds. But he has not 
called to order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will proceed. 

Mr. WORKS. It is not my purpose to reargue that case or to 
reopen it in any way. It is not for me to question the correct- 
ness of those proceedings or the conclusion reached. Iam citing 
the case to show why the people of this country may justly 
claim a larger share in the selection of their officers and the con- 
trol of legislation. It is one out of hundreds of cases where cor- 
rupt and illegal influences have been brought to bear to control 
elections and the enactment of legislation detrimental to the pub- 
lic at large. If such influences are allowed to control an election 
to the high office of United States Senator, if powerful influences 
are at work to control legislation by representatives chosen by 
such means, and otherwise amenable to such influences, what 
is the remedy? Are the people of this country helpless to pro- 
tect themselves from such results under our representative 
form of government? Is there no way by which such evil 
influences may be met and overcome? Some Senators here 
seem to think not. When the people attempt to limit the power 
of their representatives and assume some of that power them- 
selves by ignoring the unfaithful representative and acting 
directly at the polls, or by recalling him and substituting an 
honest and capable representative in his place, the cry is raised 
that this effort to control their own representatives and their 
own government is a violation of the Constitution of the 
United States and an encroachment upon the principles of our 
representative form of government. 

Mr. President, this is the issue that confronts us to-day. 
The proposed constitution of Arizona provides for the initia- 
tive, referendum, and recall. Objection is made to the admis- 
sion of this Territory as a State on this ground and this alone. 
I assume that no Senator on this floor will maintain that the 
ultimate power, the sovereignty of this Nation, does not rest 
in the people. Therefore it is not a question of power in the 
people, but as to how that power may be exercised. We have 
a written Constitution. It came from the people. The simple 
question is: Have they by their own act in forming the Con- 
stitution deprived themselves of the right of self-government 
through direct legislation? Are they compelled to submit wholly 
to the acts of representatives selected, not by them but by the 
powerful interests that are menacing the life of the Nation 
and forced upon them in many instances by fraud, corruption, 
and bribery? 


been 


The Senator from California 


POWER OF THE PEOPLE. 


This is a grave question that reaches the foundation of the 
Government and threatens the integrity of our free institutions. 
It is not only the people of Arizona that are demanding the 
right to govern their State. Many other States already in 
the Union have enacted just such laws as are authorized in 
the proposed constitution of Arizona, and many other. States 
are demanding and will soon enact such or similar laws. In 
my own State an amendment to the constitution authorizing the 
initiative, referendum, and recall has been, by the legislature, 
submitted to the people, and it will be adopted by an over- 
whelming majority. Congress need not delude itself with the 
belief that this demand for direct legislation comes from fa- 
natics and radical reformers only. The demand is universal and 
is supported by the best citizens in the country without regard 
to party. Itis the result of the widespread and well-founded be- 
lief that the affairs of state and of the Nation are, to too great 
an extent, governed by interests adverse to the best interests of 
the whole country and controlled by fraud and corruption. The 
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property withont due process of law. All these several provisions of 
the Constitution must be construed in connection with the other parts 
of the instrument and in the light of the surrounding circumstances 
The guaranty is of a republican form of government. No particular 
government is designated as republicag; neither is the exact form to be 
guaranteed in any manner especially designated Here, as in other 
parts of the instrument, we are compelled te resort elsewhere to ascer- 
tain what was intended. 
The guaranty necessarily 


implies a duty on the part of the States 
themselves to provide such a 


government. All the States had govern- 


ments when the Constitution was adopted In all the people partici- 
pated to some extent through their representatives elected in the man- 
ner specially provided. These governments the Constitution did not 
change. They were accepted precisely as they were, and is there- 
fore to be presumed that they were such as it was the duty of the 
States to provide. Thus we have unmistakable evidence of what was 


republican in form, within the 
the Constitution. 


In In re Pfahler (150 Cal., 71) the Supreme Court of Califor- 
nia had under consideration the constitutionality of a provision 


meaning of that term as employed in 


of the charter of the city of Los Angeles providing for the 
initiative in the passage of an ordinance. It was held that the 
charter was not repugnant to either the Constitution of the 
United States or of the State of California. In passing upon 


that question and in commenting on the decision in Minor v, 
Happersett, just mentioned, the court used this language: 
It is unnecessary to here do more than to refer to the widely 


known 
and well-recognized form of local government that prevailed in 


several 


wn 
as the New England town government, under which all the inhabitants 


in town meeting directly exercised such legislative power as was essen- 
tial to the conduct of local affairs. No difference material to the ob- 
jection under discussion is to be found in the fact that they did this 


| in public meeting rather than by secret ballot at the polls, as under 


absolute necessity for some legislation that will put the people | 


in possession and control of their government and drive the 
interests and the political bosses out of politics and the official 
life of the Nation is too evident to admit of question. 

The power to govern exists in the people. The necessity for 
a more direct exercise of that power is manifest. Therefore 
the sole question is: Have the people the right to enact and 
enforce the laws proposed to effect their objects, or are they 
precluded from so doing by the Federal Constitution? 

In commenting on the clause of the Constitution providing 
that “the United States shall guarantee to every State in this 
Union a republican form of government,” the Supreme Court, in 
Minor v. Happersett (21 Wall., 162, 175), said: 


It is true that the United States guarantees to every State a repub- 
lican form of government. It is also true that no State can pass a bill 
of attainder, and that no person can be deprived of life, liberty, or 


the provision before us. ‘The objection here made is that, under the 
republican form of government guaranteed by the Federal Constitu- 
tion, such power can not be directly exercised by the people, and, so far 
as that objection is concerned, if the people may legislate directly in 
town meeting, they may do so by their votes at the polls. The consti- 
tutional provision was framed and adopted with full knowledge of this 
system of local government that then obtained in four of the States, 
and that system was continued under the Constitution without any 
question as to its validity. 

Mr. President, the town meetings in the several States where 
they prevail constitute the most direct and democratic action 
by the people that could be possible. This manner of conduct- 
ing elections and transacting public business was recognized by 
the Constitution as a valid and constitutional exercise of the 
power vested in the people. Its validity never has been ques- 
tioned and probably never will be. But when a Territory pre- 
sents a constitution for its government as a State expressly 
providing for this same direct exercise of power by the people 
it is denounced as not republican or representative in form. I 
submit, Mr. President, that this objection is wholly without 
force or reason, and should not influence the vote of a single 
Senator against the admission of the Territory as a State. 

The referendum has been in force for certain purposes in 
almost, if not quite, every State in the Union from the begin- 
ning, and that in the most important of all questions—the adop- 
tion and amendment of constitutions—besides many 
things. 

Mr. Bryce, in his admirable work on the American Common- 
wealth, has this to say on that subject: 

So far back as 1843 we find Wisconsin referring it to the voters to 
decide whether or no banks shall be chartered. Minnesota declares that 
a certain class of railway laws shall not take effect unless submitted to 


other 


and ratified by a majority of the electors. And she provides, by a 
later amendment to her constitution, that “the moneys belonging to 
the internal improvement land fund shall never be appropriated for 
any purpose till the enactment for that purpose shall have been ap 


proved by a majority of the electors of the State voting at the annual 
general election following the passage of the act.” In this last instance 
the referendum goes the length of constituting the voters the ultimat 
financial authority for the State, withdrawing from the legislat 
what might seem the oldest and most essential of its functions. So in 
not a few States no debts beyond a certain specified amount 
contracted, except in pursuance of a vote of the people; 
the rate of taxation is limited to a certain ratio to the total valuation 
of the State, subject to a power to increase the same by popular vote 
And in California no law changing the seat of the State government 
valid unless approved by the people. 

Direct legislation has been in force in Switzerland for neat 
50 years, and has been adopted in many of the States and made 
a part of the law of a large number of the cities of the country. 

The initiative and referendum has been in force in Oregon 
for some time, and the question of the constitutionality of such 
legislation has been before the supreme court of that State more 
than once, and the question as to what constitutes a republican 
form of government has, in some of the decisions of that court, 
received careful consideration. Of these decided cases I refer 
particularly to Kadderly v. Portland (44 Oreg., 118), in which, 
after a full statement of the scope and effect of the laws of that 
State on the subject, the court uses this language: 


ma 
and in ot 


Nor do we think the amendment void because in conflict with the 
Constitution of the United States, Article 1V, paragraph 4, guarantee- 
ing to every State a republican form of government. ‘The purpose of 
this provision of the Constitution is to protect the people of the several 


States ainst aristocratic and monarchical invasions, and against 
insurrections and domestic violence, and to prevent them from abolish- 
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ing a republican form of government. (Cooley Const. Lim. (7 ed.) 45; 
29 Story, Const. (5 ed.j, par. 1815.) But it does not forbid them from 
amending or changing thelr constitution in any way they may see fit, 
so long as none of these results is accomplished. No particular style 
of government is designated in the Constitution as republican, nor is 
its exact form in any way prescribed. A republican form of govern- 
ment is a government administered by representatives chosen or ap- 
pointed by the people, or by their authority. Mr. Madison says it is 
‘‘a government which derives all its powers, directly or indirectly, 
from the great body of the people, and is administered by persons 
holding their offices during pleasure, for a limited period, or during 
good behavior.” (The Federalist, 302.) And in discussing the section 
of the Constitution of the United States now under consideration, he 
says: “ But the authority extends no further than to a guaranty of a 
republican form of government, which supposes a preexisting govern- 
ment of the form which is to be guaranteed. As long, therefore, as the 
existing republican forms are continued by the States, they are guar- 
anteed by the Federal Constitution. Whenever the States may choose 
to substitute other republican form, they have a right to do so, and 
to claim the Federal guaranty for the latter. The only restriction 
imposed on them is that they shall not exchange republican for anti- 
republican constitutions.” (The Federalist, 342.) Now, the initiative 
and referendum amendment does not abolish or destroy the republican 
form of government, or substitute another in its place. The repre- 
sentative character of the government still remains. The people have 
simply reserved to themselves a larger share of legislative power, 
but they have not overthrown the republican form of the government 
or substituted another in its place. The government is still divided 
into the legislative, executive, and judicial departments, the duties of 
which are discharged by representatives selected by the people. 

Under this amendment, it is true, me poe may exercise a legisla- 
tive power and may, in effect, veto or defeat bills passed and approved 
by the legislature and the governor; but the legislative and executive 
departments are not destroyed, nor are their powers or authority mate- 
rially curtailed. Laws proposed and enacted by the people under the 
initiative clause of the amendment are subject to the same constitu- 
tional limitations as other statutes, and may be amended or repealed 
by the legislature at will. 


OREGON SUPREME COURT CITED. 


The same question came again before the Supreme Court of 
Oregon in the case of Kiernan v. The City of Portland (112 
Pac. Rep., 402). In that case the court said: 


To ascertain whether taking from the legislature and delegating to 
the municipalities, or to the localities affected, local self-government, 
or a right to enact, maintain, and alter their charters as the legislature 
formerly did, and whether the taking from the legislature the right to 
make special laws upon the subject violates this provision of the 
National Constitution, makes it important that we first ascertain what 
is meant by a republican form of government. It is an expression which 
all assume to understand, yet, judging from the many unsuccessful 
attempts of eminent statesmen and writers to give it a clear meaning, 
it would seem the phrase is not susceptible to aE tren a precise 
definition. Especially is this true when sought to applied to the 
constitution of different States, concerning which Mr. James Madison, 
a member of the Constitutional Convention, said: “* * * f we 
resort for a criterion to the different principles on which different 
forms of government are established, we may define a republic to be, or 
may at least bestow that name on, a government which derives all its 

owers, eect or neg from the great body of the people, and 
s administered by persons holding their offices during pleasure for a 
limited period or during good behavior. It is essential to such govern- 
ment that it be derived from the great body of society and not from 
any inconsiderable portion or a favored class of it * * *.” (The 
Federalist (Hamilton ed). paper 39, p. 301). Another and more pointed 
definition Saptess in Chisholm v. Georgia (2 Dall., 419, 457; 1 L. ed., 
440), by Mr. Justice Wilson, a member of the Constitutional Conven- 
tion, who but a short time after the adoption of the Federal Constitu- 
tion, in adverting to what is meant by a republican form of govern- 
ment, remarked: “As a citizen, I know the government of that State 
(Georgia) to be republican, and my short definition of such a govern- 
ment—one constructed on this principle, that the supreme power re- 
sides in the body of the people.” From which it follows that the con- 
verse must be true; that is to say, amy government in which the 
supreme power resides with the people is republican in form. (See also 
Mr. Justice Wilson’s remarks to the same effect, reported in 5 Elliott's 
Debates, 100.) 

Measured in the light of the above, it is difficult to conceive of any 
oe of lawmaking coming nearer to the great body of the people of 
the entire State, or = those comprising the various municipalities, 
than that now in use here, and, being so, we are at a loss to under- 
stand how the adoption and use of this system can be held a departure 
from a republican form of government. It was to escape the oppres- 
sion resulting from governments controlled by the select few, so often 
ruling under the assumption that “ might makes right,”’ that gave birth 
to republics. Monarchical rulers refuse to recognize their accountability 
to the people governed by them. In a republic the converse is the 
rule. e tenure of office may be for a short or a long period, or even 
for life, yet those in office are at all times answerable, either directly 
or indirectly, to the people and in proportion to their responsibility 
to those for whom they may be the public agents, and the nearer the 
poyer to enact laws and control public servants lies with the great 

ody of the people the more nearly does a government take unto itself 
the form of a republic—not in name alone, but in fact. 


When the question was before the Legislature of New Jersey, 
the question of the constitutionality of such legislation was 
referred to the attorney general of the State for his opinion. 
He declined to give an opinion of his own on the ground that 
the question presented was a purely political one. But he did 
present in his opinion an interesting account of the views ex- 
pressed by other distinguished gentlemen that are worthy of 
our consideration. He says, in part: 


The amendment proposed is, of course, inconsistent with our present 
State constitution and the existing form of government, but there is 
nothing to —_ the people from eames that constitution by the 
means provided in it, except such restriction as may be found in the 
Constitution of the United States. That Constitution, in section 4 of 
Article IV, provides that “The United States shall guarantee to every 
State in the Union a republican form of government, and shall pro- 
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tect each of them against invasion, and, on application of the legi; 
lature or of the executive (when the legislature can not be convened), 
against domestic violence.” 

Whether the constitution of a State is republican in form is a ; 
litical question which has been much discussed, and the opinions 
statesmen have varied with the exigencies of the occasion. The anti- 
republican restrictions upon the right of suffrage in Rhode Island in 
1841-42 were supposed by some to warrant the interference of th 
Government of the United States, but this view was not accepted by 
any department of the Government. 

It was insisted in the arguments on reconstruction that a constitu. 
tion which excluded a large portion of the people from suffrage on ac- 
count of color was not republican in form. Others have insisted that 
the = object of the clause was to exclude the possibility of a mon- 
archical government. ‘The form of the governments of the severa| 
States composing the Union, as they stood at the time of their admis. 
sion, it has also been insisted, was the proper standard by which to do- 
termine whether any afterchange in any of them makes its form of 
government other than republican. It is said that in the admission of 
a new State no judicial question is raised on which the courts could 
act, because the power is vested exclusively in Congress, and that no 
change in its government after its admission can make a State con 
stitution other than republican which does not essentially alter its 
form or make it different in some essential particular from those of the 
other States at the time of their adoption. 

Mr. Madison, in No. 43 of the Federalist, commenting on the clause, 
says: “ But the authority extends no farther than to a guaranty of « 
republican form of government, which poems a preexisting govern 
ment of the form which is to be guaranteed. As long, therefore, as the 
existing republican forms are continued by the States, they are guaran. 
teed by the Federal Constitution. Whenever the States may choose 
to substitute other republican forms, they have a right to do so and 
to claim the Federal —— for the latter. The only restriction im- 

osed on them is that they shall not change republican for antirepub- 
ican constitutions, a restriction which, it is presumed, will hardly be 
considered as a grievance.” 

Mr. Story, in section 1815, adopts the view of the Federalist on this 
subject. e says: ‘The Federalist has spoken with so much force and 
propriety upon this subject that it supersedes all further reasoning 

In a confederacy,’ says that work, ‘founded on republican principles, 
and composed of republicam members, the superintending government 
ought clearly to possess authority to defend the system against aris- 
tocratic or monarchical innovations. The more intimate the nature of 
such a union may be the greater interest have the members in the po- 
litical institutions of each other, and the greater right to insist that 
the forms of government under which the compact was entered into 
should be substantially maintained.’”’ 

On December 14, 1867, Mr. Reverdy Johnson, one of the ablest de- 
baters and best constitutional lawyers of his time, in the Senate of 
the United States expressed his views on this subject. He said, among 
other things: 

“By some leading men in Congress it was then contended that 
a government ought not to be regarded as republican in form which 
permitted slavery or which excluded a portion of its citizens from 

rticipation in the govermment because of the color of the skin. 

he exigencies of the times made this doctrine acceptable. The re- 
organizing States were required to present constitutions forbidding 
slavery and establishing impartial suffrage. In the course of recon- 
struction, however, the question was warmly discussed whether, if the 
political departments of the Government should erroneously, arbi- 
trarily, and, for partisan ends, determine and declare that a particular 
State government was not republican in form and therefore should not 
be recognized, such State or its citizens could have any appeal to the 
judicial tribunals. It was not doubted that if the case was one of a 
newly organized State applying for admission to the Union the de- 
cision of Congress upon its admission, however erroneous, unjust, or 
arbitrary, would be one the conclusiveness of which would not be open 
to discussion. Congress having full power to admit or reject new 
States, the insufficiency of the eenagne which may have governed its 
action can not possibly affect its validity. But in other cases also it 
must be con that a State aggrieved by an unjust decision | 
equally without sega remedy. The courts can not aid it, for upon 
political questions they must accept and follow the conclusions of the 
neg department. (Luther v. Borden, 7 How., 42; Texas 

hite, 7 Wall, 700; White v. Hart, 13 Wall., 649.) In such a case 
the only redress possible is through an appeal to the people. Such is 
the conclusion of the cases above cited.” 

Our Government is a representative government. It has been called 

Representation is one of the essentials o! 


a representative democracy. 
a republican form of government, and the United States can not 


fulfill that obligation without guarantecing representation in the House. 
Flanders and Hahn's case, 3d Feb., 1863, wes’s Rep., 3 Contested 
lections, 446.) 


Mr. Cooley says: “The power of the people to amend or revise their 
Constitution is limited by 


he Constitution of the United States in the 
following particulars: 


“(1) It must not abolish the republican form of government, since 
such act would be revolutionary in its character, and would call for 
and demand direct intervention on the part of the Government of the 
United States. 

“(2) It must not provide for titles of nobility, or assume to violate the 
obligation of any contract, or attaint persons of crime, or provide ex 
post facto for the punishment of acts by the courts which were inno- 
cent when committed, or contain any other provision which would, in 
effect, amount to the exercise of any power expressly or impliedly. pro- 
hibited to the States by the Constitution of the Union; for while such 
provisions would not call for the direct and forcible intervention of 
the Government of the Union, it would be the duty of the courts, both 
State and national, to refuse to enforce them and toe declare them alto- 
gether void, as much when enacted by the people in their primary 
capacity as makers of the fundamental law as when enacted in the 
form of statutes through the delegated power of their legislatures. 
(See Cooley on Constitutional Limitations, p. 44.) 4 


Prof. Parsons, in his chapter entitled “Twenty reasons for 
the referendum,” gives the following synopsis of benefits likely 
to flow from legislation of this kind: 

It will — the representative system by eliminating serious mis- 


representa 
Better men will be attracted to political life. 


It will simplify elections, separating the jud, 
ju ent pony and disentangle issues so 
on 


ent of men from the 
at each may be judged 


ts own individual merits. 
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It will lessen the power of partisanship. 
It will elevate the press, \ | turn more on reason, and mud 
will be less in demand im the political marke 





t will educate the pe > tally and morally. 

it —_ stop class legislation and give labor her rights. * * * 
Farm ind artisans are not fairly represented in legislative bodies, 
but at the polls they will have their due preponderance and can pass 
euch laws as they p!easc. 

eee legislation (i. e., the initiative) tends to stability * * * 
actiz as a safety valve for discontent. 

It Taw rs wealth diffusion by depriving the wealthy of their enorm 
overweight in government and givmg preponderance of lecislative 
to the comn 100 a whose inte 
tion of private capital. 

Experience here and ir Switzerland has proven the measureless value 
of direct legislation and the utter futility of all objections 
against it. 

STABILITY OF GOVERNMENT DEPE 





" 





pow 
t 


rests are opposed to the vast ager 


‘DS ON INTEGRITY OF PROPLE. 

Mr. President, for myself I am not expecting the millennium 
to come in politics if direct legislation shall be univ sally 
adopted in this country. After all and in the fimal analysis the 
stability ef our institutions must and does depend upon the 
honesty and patriotism of our peeple. No form of government 
will save the country from ultimate downfall if the people in 
whom the power to govern is vested are venal and corrupt. 
Late developments in some of the States indicate widespread 
corruption and buying of vetes in some lecalities. If this kind 
of corruption has become general throughout the country, then 
indeed is this Republic in deadly peril of ultimate dissolution. 
The interests and the men who have cultivated this tendency to 
bribery and corruption are traitors to their country and should 
be huated down and surely and severely punished in every 
community where votes are bought and sold. No change in the 
form of government, no increased power in the hands of the 
people to the exclusion of their representatives will remedy this 
deadly evil. The beneficial effects of direct legislation must, at 
last, depend upon the integrity of the people themselves. If 
the increased responsibility placed wpon the individual voter 
shall make him a better, more loyal, and more trustworthy 
citizen, as I believe it will in most cases, then this reform legis- 
lation will have accomplished much for the country. 

HOW FAR REFORM LEGISLATION SHOULD GO. 

Mr. President, as to the extent to which such legislation 
should go, I am particularly anxious not to be misunderstood. 
I do not believe in a pure democracy. It is a form of govern- 
ment too weak and unstable to meet the demands ef a Nation 
like our own, with the many great and conflicting interests that 


are struggling for supremacy, the important preblems that must | 


be met with judgment and fimmness, and with our relations, as a 
great world power, with the other nations of the world. If our 
Government should degenerate into a pure democracy it will 
surely, inevitably, go to pieces. If I believed that the direct 
legislation reforms I am advecating would bring us eventually 
to that kind of government, I could not give them my support. 
But surely there is a happy medium, a middie ground between 
the unwarranted and corrupt power new exercised by our rep- 
resentatives, under eur present system, which has created such 
nation-wide distrust on the part ef the people, and a system 
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own candidates to offices where before the voter had no cl 
but to e for can es l by the ma ne « t 
‘ © at l. The res be 1 \ od CILIzZen ] 
des Whereas, 1 col TT ted 
forees of evil, nor ed and « j ‘ s ithe i 
en ed were it ‘ : 4 c 7 t 

the first elect f | y elect v ¥ l ‘ 
we ele d an hoi : ¥ i 1s, d i ! 
2 man who takes orders from no cor tion 1 

lieutenant governor of the same caliber. 1 the bes 
ture the State has ever had in its enti ry It was ™m- 
plete transforma tion from cerrupt, m if ities. domin: l 
| by special interests, and ruled by politi < eir cl 
ing, to honest, independent politics 1 eople them 
selves. The Republican Party is again ve! l dl 
by Republicans and not by a railroad « ‘ tired 
| political bosses. Does anybody suppose that t f re- 
demption, this work that kas made the Re blic: Party vel 
the people of eur State free and independent, } ! 
accomplished without the aid of this refer ive levis \ 


| convention that 


| will stand on their manhood, as good 


that substituted the secret ballot at the polls for t1 
enabled political bosses 
ticians to manipulate nominations and « 


pleased? 





miro! elec 


PROUD OF THE PROPLE OF A \ 

Mr. President, I am proud of the people of Arizona who have 
come here with this constitution, so framed as te pretect them 
and their new State from fraud, corruption, and bribery in 
elections and in public office. I am glad they had the courage 
and the manheod to stand by their convictions and refuse to 
temporize and submit a constitution satisfactory to the imter- 
ests and machine politicians in order to become a State. Ari- 
zona had better remain a Territory for all time than to stuitify 
her citizenship and American manhood by surrendering her 
convictions and bowing down to the powers that be in the 
polities of the day. I hope, if the Federal authorities shall 
refuse them admission under such a constitution as this, they 
nd true American citi 


| zens, and stay outside until the politics of this country is 


|and enlightened constitution will be their sure 


| 


| obnoxious. 


which destroys our representative form ef govermment and es- 


tablishes a pure Gemocracy in its place. 

It is that middle ground that will preserve the rights of the 
people and so control the conduct of representatives as to 
render them amenabie to the source of their authority that I 
am seeking. There must be some system of checks and bal- 
ances whereby the people may act in a proper case wheve the 
representative wrongfully or corruptly refuses te act, may de- 
feat action wrongfully taken by him im defiance of the interests 
of the public, and remove him from office and power where he 
has been unfaithful or corrupt. 
just right to demand. They are asking no more than this in 
demanding the initiative, referendum, and recall. 

Mr. President, does any Senator en this floor entertain any 
doubt as to the necessity for these reforms in legislation? Is 
there a lingering doubt in the mind of any observing citizen 
of this great Republic that the power ef the special interests 
and corrupt political besses must be met and overthrown in 
some way to preserve the political freedom and independence 
of the people? Can any Senator suggest a better way than that 
of giving greater power to the people through the direct pri- 
mary and the initiative, referendum, and recall? 

30SS BULE IN CALIPORNIA. 

I speak from knowledge when I say that the corporate in- 
terests and political bosses of my own State have been utterly 
routed, our politics purified, the standard of citizenship ele- 
vated, and the confidence of the people in better conditions 
vastly increased, through these reforms alone. They have ban- 
ished the political caucus and convention, the convenient tool 
of corruptionists, and made every voter independent to do bis 
own will at the polls. It has enabled them to nominate their 


This much the people have a | 


purified, regenerated, and elevated so that their progressive 
passport to 
statehood. They can afford to wait. The time will not be 
long. The issue presented here will be fought and won by the 
people very soon. The American people are alive to the situa- 
tion. They see the evil that has dominated them and that 
threatens the very life of their country, and they know the 
remedy and have learned by the experience of a few of the 
more advanced States that they have the power to apply the 
remedy, and they will apply and enforce it. 
THE RECALL. 

But, Mr. President, the recall is singled out as the one inde- 
fensible provision im the proposed constitution and the right 
given to recall judicial officers is denounced as particularly 
I am in entire sympathy with the objection to the 
recall of judges. I objected to it in my own State in a letter 
written by me on the subject, in this language: 


I am glad you had the courage and good judgment to eppose the 
application of the recall to judges. The future of this country 1 


greatly dependent upon a fearless and independent judiciary Any 
conscientious man, who has served as judge, will tell you that he has 
been compelled by his oath and his sense of duty to render decision 


that were unpopular with him, and if left free to exercise his own 
desires no such decisions would have been r ud red. Indeed, the m 
difficult thing a judge has to do is to control his ow 
decide cases according to law and not acc 
sympathy or the reverse. 

Such a judge will, of necessity, render decisions that are uny 
with the public as well as himself in the performance his impe 
duty. It will be just such unpopu ler decision t ‘ ee | j 





feeling 


“ding to his own feeling 


resentment and induce the recall of . jud who h t onest 
the courage to do his duty, often against his own fer rhe 
who will bow to his own feelings or t » public clamor i 

will never be recalled, while the judge who do hi will 
victim to the public indignation based on wholly talse f the 
of a judge. We will still have jud; that will d ‘ 

in spite of the big stick in the jm of the recall I hoj v 

courageous men enough in the legis: re to 1 th 


that is pressing for this legisi: 
weaker and encourage the dishor : 
as to secure public favor instead of 
faver, or affection. It will be a sorry d: 0 s 
passed that must, in the nature of things, degrad 








make it less honest, less fearless, less independent. No | ssible good 
exn come of such legislation, while mu m m 
tainly will, result if apy such law is enacted and attempted be 
entorced. 

I still maintain the views then expressed. Put neither th 
governor of my State, whose absolute s ty and honesty of 


conviction on the subject no one who knows him 1 quesiion, 
nor the legislature, agreed with me. Much to my astonishment 
some of the judges of the State did not agree with me either, 
but seemed to want to have the legal right to b recalled, The 


: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
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Legislature of California passed the resolution submitting a 





constitutional amendment providing for the recall of all officers, 
including judges, almost unanimously; the governor approved 
it, and the people of California will adopt it at the polls by an 


overwhelming majority, in my opinion. They believe in it 
whether I do or not, and they have a right to it if they want 


it and believe it to be right, however much some of us may 
regret it. 

But, Mr. President, what has the question whether I or any 
other Senator does or does not believe in the recall of judges 
to do with the right of Arizona to be admitted as a State? The 


provision for the recall of judges and other officers is not in 
violation of the Constitution or any law of the United States. 
It is not in violation of any provision, requirement, or limita- 
tion of the enabling act. It is a question that affects Arizona 
flone and one that her people have a right to settle for them- 
selves. I have no right to set up my judgment against theirs. 
It is not a matter that gives me any right to object to her ad- 
mission as a State, and I shall not allow my own convictions as 
to the wisdom of such legislation to warp my judgment in so 
important a matter. 
RECALL IN LOS ANGELES. 


In my own city the recall of other officers has been in force 
for 10 years. I have seen the urgent necessity for it there and 
have seen it tested. In the beginning I was opposed to it. 
Experience has convinced me that it is one of the best agencies 
for the purification of politics and the elevation of the standard 
of official duty, obligation, and integrity that has yet been 
devised. 

May I, Mr. President, give two instances in proof of what I 
say? A gentleman of good standing as a business man was 
elected mayor of the city. The city was largely Republican. 
He was a Democrat. He was elected by the political boss, 
the employee of the railroad company, at the last moment turn- 
ing the machine Republican vote over to the Democratic can- 
didate. Everybody who knew anything about politics in Los 
Angeles at that time—happily they have improved since—knew 
that this meant that the patronage of the office had been turned 
over to the political boss, and that the railroad company and 
its allies might plunder the city at their will. As a natural 
and inevitable consequence the city administration soon became 
so profligate and corrupt as to create a public scandal. 
recall was invoked. The necessary petition was quickly ob- 
tained and an election called. But the mayor, who had so 
betrayed his trust, was not willing to submit his case to a 
vote of the people. He resigned the office and refused to be a 
candidate at the election, as he might have been under the 
charter. To make it still worse he confessed, in a public state- 


ment, that he took that course on the advice of the political | 


boss who had elected him and ruined his good name. The other 
case was that of a member of the city council who corruptly 
voted to give the public printing to the newspaper making the 
highest instead of the lowest bid therefor. He clung to the 
office and was ousted from it by the vote of the people at the 
recall election. These are the only cases of the exercise of 
the power of recall in our city. They both were aggravated 
cases, and the right of recall was imperatively needed and 
righteously used. 

The recall is not a matter of speculation or experiment with 
us. We have tried it and know its value and efficiency in deal- 
ing with corrupt public officials. 

Mr. President, it should be admitted and carefully borne in 
mind that these are all extraordinary remedies, and should be 
resorted to only in extreme cases, and then with deliberation 
and caution. The one great danger to these great reform meas- 
ures lies in the too frequent and unnecessary resort to their use. 
So far with us this has not been done, and I hope will not be 
in the future. Our people know their value, and nothing would 
induce them to surrender the right of their own free will. 

There is one other phase of this question of the admission of 
Arizona that I wish to consider very briefly. It is maintained 
in some quarters that because the enabling act provides that 
Congress and the President may “approve” the proposed con- 
stitution, either would be justified in refusing to admit the 
Territory if there is any part of it that does not meet with 
their approval; for example, if the President shall not approve 
the recall of judges, it is claimed that he can not consistently 
approve the constitution or consent to the coming in of the 
Territory thereunder. In my judgment this is an unwarrantable 
construction to place upon the enabling act, and the refusal to 
approve the constitution on any such ground would be entirely 
unjust and illegal. The enabling act provides specifically what 


shall be done by the people of the Territory to entitle it to be 
admitted as a State. That statute is the full measure of its 
absolute right to admission. No official or representative of the 


The | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





i 


| 
| 





APRIL 20. 


National Government has any right to impose any other, further. 
or different condition or limitation of the right. It is too late 
now to impose new conditions. If the people of the Territory 
have complied with the terms upon which they were allowed 
to form a constitution, the Territory is entitled, as a matter of 
law and justice, to have the constitution approved, and no 
representative of the Government has any right to refuse to 
“approve” it. He has no right to impose any other test. 

Now, Mr. President, may I in conclusion 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Before the Senator from California 
concludes his remarks, will he permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. WORKS. Yes. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I was absent from the Chamber dur- 
ing a portion of the remarks which the Senator from California 
has made. Do I understand it to be the position of the Senator 
from California that the only duty which the President or Con- 
gress has to perform in this matter is to determine whether or 
not the constitution adopted by the people of Arizona provides 
for a government republican in form? 

Mr. WORKS. And conforms to the enabling act. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. And conforms to the specific provisions 
of the enabling act? 

Mr. WORKS. That is it. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. As I recall the provisions of the en- 
abling act, it authorizes the submission to the people of separate 
provisions—that is, any provision which the constitutional con- 
vention may desire to have submitted to the people separately 
from the main constitution may be so submitted. The language 
of the enabling act, in section 22, is: 


Sec. 22. That when said constitution and such provisions thereof as 
have been separately submitted shall have been duly ratified by t) 
people of Arizona, as aforesaid, a certified copy of the same shall be 
submitted to the President of the United States and to Congress for 
approval, together with the statement of the votes cast thereon— 

And s0 on. 


And if Congress and the President approve said constitution and the 
said separate provisions thereof, if any, or if the President approves 
the same— 

And so on, then the State shall be admitted. 

I ask the Senator from California whether that does not con- 
template that Congress shall have an active duty to perform 
with reference to the separate provisions which are submitted? 

Mr. WORKS. As I understand, the separate provisions are 
not a part of the constitution. They are in form of ordinances 
or an ordinance that accompanies the constitution. I may be 
wrong in that construction, but that is my understanding of it. 
It might be possible that Congress or the President might refuse 
to approve some of those separate propositions which are sub- 
mitted by way of ordinance. But, as I understand, that is not 
a part of the constitution and would not prevent the coming in of 
the Territory in case it should be disapproved. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I perhaps did not read 

Mr. WORKS. I included the whole of that in my remarks, 
but it was not read, because I did not care to take up the time 
of the Senate and because I thought Senators were perfectly 
familiar with them. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. But the language is, if I may still 
further interrupt the Senator—— 

Mr. WORKS. Yes. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The language is: 

And if Congress and the President approve said constitution and the 
said separate provisions thereof— 

That is, if Congress and the President approve not only the 
constitution, but in addition to that approve the separate pro- 
visions thereof, then the proclamation shall issue and the State 
be admitted. But is not the converse of that true, that if Con- 
gress does not approve either the constitution or the separate 
provisions, then the proclamation shall not issue and the State 
shall not be admitted? 

Mr. WORKS. Does the Senator from Utah take the position 
that if Congress or the President should disapprove one of the 
separate articles contained in the ordinance, it would defeat 
the whole constitution? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am asking the Senator from Call- 
fornia. That seems to be the language. 

Mr. WORKS. I am asking the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I say that seems to be the language. 

Mr. WORKS. That is not the construction I place upon it, 
if you ask me. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I have not definitely made up my own 
mind upon it. I am only calling the attention of the Senator 
from California to it. But the language seems to be susceptible 
of that construction. 
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Mr. WORKS. I am much obliged to the Senator from Utah | needs to be redeemed as well as the Republican Party. If 
for calling my attention to it. either of these great parties see the light, and in good faith 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President—— takes up these reforms, it will sweep the country if the other 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. WORKS. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I desire to ask the Senator from 
California whether he has considered the question of the power 
of Congress to admit the State of Arizona or any other State 
whether the enabling act has been complied with or not? 


party fails to respond to the popular demand. If neither of 


|} them shall conform to public sentiment on these great ques- 


tions, both will be consumed by the fire of public condemnation 


;} and a new party will be built upon their ashes, a party that 


It | 


seems to me to be entirely competent for this Congress now to | 


admit this State whether any provisions of the enabling act 
have been complied with or not. It isa violation of no provision 
of the Constitution and of no law of the United States. It is 
for Congress now to say whether or not this Territory is entitled 
to admission, and I am of opinion that Congress is not limited 
or restricted, so as to be unable to admit a State if it chooses to 
admit it now whether it has complied with the provisions of 
the enabling act or not. 

Mr, WORKS. I agree with the Senator from Virginia that 
it is not necessary that any enabling act should be passed at all. 
I think Congress has the absolute power to admit the State 
without any such preliminary enactment of a statute, but in 
this case we are proceeding under the enabling act. Possibly 
the Congress might disregard that act at the present time, but 
I have taken it for granted that this matter would be presented 
upon the act that has already been passed by Congress. How- 
ever, upon the question of law submitted by the Senator, I agree 
vith him entirely. 

WORD OF AND WARNING. 


And now, Mr. President, may I, in conclusion, indulge in a 
yord of caution and warning? As I have said, I am a new 
Member here. I am sent by one of the great Western States 
that is growing rapidly in population and importance. I have 
communed with the people in every part of the State and know 
their sentiments on these important questions of political re- 
form. The initiative, referendum, and recall are loudly and 
earnestly demanded by an overwhelming majority of our people 
of all political parties. I want to say to Senators on this side 
of the Chamber, representing the great Republican Party, that 
unless the party heeds this demand and responds to it by enact- 
ing and enforcing these reform measures, it will go down to 
defeat and final destruction and oblivion. I come from one of 
the great progressive cities in this great State of California. 
That city and the whole State had for years, until the last 
election, been in bondage, politically, to one powerful corporation 
and its corrupt political allies and bosses. It held not only our 
city but the whole State in its grip and dictated the policies of 
both the Republican and Democratic Parties, and controlled the 
election and appointment of officers—municipal, State, and Fed- 
eral. At the last city election the good people of our city, both 


CAUTION 


will represent the people and not the interests. 

of applause in the galleries.] 
ADJOURNMENT 

GALLINGER. 


{Manifestations 


TO MONDAY. 
Mr. 


I move that when the Senate adjourns 


| to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday. 





Republicans and Democrats, after enacting a nonpartisan elec- | 


tion law, joined together and wrested the government of the 


city from corporate control and elected one of the best city | 


governments of any city in the country. 
content with this victory. 

The State was yet to be redeemed from this same condition of 
bondage to the interests. Republicans who stood for independ- 
ence and purity in politics formed an organization within the 
party, known as the Lincoin-Roosevelt Republican League. 
league made its fight for the regeneration of the Republican 
Party and for the deliverance of the party and the State from 
corporate and boss rule. The movement was entirely successful. 
The league nominated its candidates at the primary election 
with few exceptions, and elected them at the final election by 
large majorities. The Republicans were not alone in this 
great work of redemption. They were aided by thousands of 
good, patriotic Democrats, who joined their forces because they 
believed in the principles of reform that the league stood for 
and were unable to bring them about in their own party that 
was not in power. 

Mr. President, I had my share in this work of purifying the 
polities of my party, my city, and my State. But for the aid 
given this movement by me, however feeble my efforts may have 
been, as compared with other patriotic and devoted citizens, I 
would not be here to-day. I believe in these reforms. I know 
what they have done for my city and State. They may do the 
same for the whole Nation. If I did not, in my capacity as a 


Our people were not 


United States Senator, defend them with all my mind and with 
all my heart and with all my strength, I should feel myself 
recreant to those great principles, to the people who sent me 
here, to the Republican Party, and to my country. 

Mr. President, what. I have said in the way of warning to 
this side of the Chamber may be said with equal force and per- 
tinency to Senators on the other side. The Democratic Party 


The | 


The motion was agreed to. 

AFFAIRS IN MEXICO. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I ask the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the resolution (S. Res. 19) I sui Monday last 
respecting the relations between the United States and Mexico. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Townsenp in the chair). 


mitted 


in 
The Chair lays before the Senate the resolution indicated by the 
Senator from Missouri, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Sronr on 
the 17th instant, as follows: 

Whereas a condition of turbulence and disorder prevails throughont 
the Republic of Mexico; and : 

Whereas as a result of such turbulence and disorder, it is reported 
that the lives of a large number of American citizens resident in Mexico 
are imperiled, and that their property is in danger of lawless ap pria 
tion by bands of irresponsible men; and 

Whereas in conflicts 


between the military forces of the Mexican 
Government and revolutionists near the border line between the United 
States and Mexico several American citizens on the American side of 


the boundary line have been slain as the result of Mexicans firing across 
the line, and other American citizens while peaceably pursuing their 
avocations or while in their homes have been wounded; and 

Whereas a great and important public work on the Colorado River fn 
Lower California is being constructed by Americans, and for which work 
Congress has made a large appropriation, and which work is being con- 
structed on the Mexican side by American engineers and contractors 
under an agreement made with the Mexican Government, is being ob- 
structed and endangered by repeated interferences of lawless bands of 
Mexican revolutionists who have at different times appropriated prop- 
erty of the contractors engaged in the work and have so seriously d 
layed the work as to greatly endanger it by threatening the lives of 
workmen and thus disorganizing the working force; and 

Whereas numerous leading newspapers in Europe, especially in Lon 
don, report that certain European Governments, many of whose sul 
jects and citizens reside in Mexico and have large property interest 
there, are contemplating some intervention by force in the affairs of the 
Mexican Republic, ostensibly for the protection of the lives and interests 
of their people; and 

Whereas one European power has already landed on Mexican territory 
an armed force of marines from one of its warships under the pretense 
of preventing an attack upon a Mexican town by revolutionary forces; 
and 





Whereas this unfortunate condition in the governmental and political 
affairs of Mexico appears to grow worse and more acute from day to 
day: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and hereby lis, 

| directed to make speedy inquiry into the facts recited in the preambl 
hereto and into such other facts as said committce may deem necessary 
to a complete explanation and exposition of the actual conditions pre 
yailing in Mexico, and said committee is directed to make report of its 
findings, with such recommendations as the committee may de ad 
visable, respecting the duty of the United States in the premises, and 
which report may be made to the Senate in open or executive s ion, 
as the said committee may deem most expedient in the public inte 





Mr. STONE. Mr. President, it will require only a short time for 
me to say what I have in mind to say at this time, but because of 
the international importance of the subject in hand it behoo 
me, as it does all others, to speak with the utmost deliberation and 
caution. This is an hour when every responsible official of thi 
Government should speak and act with deliberation, and 
impulsively. The condition of public affairs prevalent in Mexico 
must, of necessity, be a source of profound regret to those con 
nected with the Government of the United States, as well as 
to the people of this country as a whole. Mexico is our near 
est neighbor on the south, being separated from us for a part 
of the way by a river and for a part of the way by what may 
be called an imaginary line, as it certainly is an imperceptible 


line. The Government of Mexico is republican in form, in large 
measure fashioned after the Government of the United 

| The relations between the two countries, commercial and other 
| wise, are close. They are connected by international rail 
which traverse the domain of each in continuous and unl en 
lines. A large number of American citizens, estimated at more 


than 60,000, are residing in Mexico, scattered over and doing 
business in various States constituting the Mexican federat 
These people, under our treaties with Me 


ind the coun 


Kico a mit) 
peaceable 


nations, are lawfully there, and as long as they sre 

and orderly are entitled to protection by the M ‘an Gover 
ment. Americans have enormous property interests in that Re 
public. Itis said on apparently reliable authority that these proj 


erty possessions aggregate approximately $1,000,000,000, and it is 
estimated that American holdings in Mexico are substantially 
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double those of all other foreign peoples combined. In these cir- 
cumstances it is but natural that this Government and the Amer- 
ican people should have a profound concern in whatever affects 
the happiness, prosperity, progress, and well-being of Mexico. It 
not only accords with our national sentiment, but also with our 
national interests, to maintain relations of amity and good will 
with the people of Mexico, and to contribute whatever we can to 
the development and welfare of that Republic. Our interest in this 
neiczhboring state, sentimental and material, is vastly greater, 
and, I believe, is founded on higher considerations than that 
of any nation over the seas. We do not want war in Mexico, 
but peace; we do not want disorder, but order. We want peace 
and order to prevail there because of our interest in the mate- 
rial growth and spread of the country; but above that also 
because of our deep anxiety to see all experiments in repub- 
lican government on this hemisphere successful, and because we 
view with alarm all conditions, however arising, which seem to 
threaten the stability of such experiments and which tend to 
bring them into disrepute. 

Mr. President, in what I have said I am confident I voice the 
feeling and judgment of the American Government and the 
American people. Nevertheless, we can ngt close our eyes to 
the unfortunate conditions now existing in Mexico; and, more- 
over, we not only can not close our eyes, but we can not remain 
passive and inactive and permit disorder to run riot to the 
peril of the lives, liberty, and property of American citizens 
lawfully resident in that Republic. There is unquestionably a 
solemn duty resting upon us in this regard which we can not 
ignore, however delicate it may be or however great the re- 
sponsibility it may impose. But here I will take occasion to 


say that in the discharge of our duty and responsibility in this | 


behalf we should move, and we will move, in our own time and 
according to our own way. We are both willing and able to 
fully perform the duty resting upon us, and in due time and on 
proper occasion we will perform it in all its bearings, both as it 
relates to Mexico and to other countries; but we will do it in 


our own way and will not be precipitately driven into any dif- | 
I hear talk, | 


ferent course by any kind of outside pressure. 
mostly newspaper talk, that certain European powers are con- 
templating an interference in the affairs of Mexico. 
that, perhaps, at this time it is sufficient to say that in my 


effort, certainly any effort on an extensive scale in that direc- 


tion, as an act of unfriendliness to the United States. The 





As to} 


aboard an English subject and two American citizens w) 
desired to get away from the zone of danger. If this report 
true, I have this to say about that incident: That the landi 
of that force was not necessary to enable the three men 
question to board the vessel, and hence if the marines w: 
landed merely to prevent a Mexican force attached to the re, 
lutionary movement in Mexico taking possession of this Mexic 
town, the act was arbitrary, and being a hostile demonstrat 
on Mexican territory was in effect an act of war if authoriz 
or approved by the British Government. It was, perhaps, 
itself an act of too little consequence to invite serious attenti 
or to warrant particular criticism, nevertheless I express t¢] 
opinion that it will be generally regarded with disapprova! 
the American people. Outside of this single incident I am 
possession of no facts that would support the press reports o! 
purpose on the part of European powers to thrust themsel\ 
speedily into Mexican affairs. For the present I am disposed 1 
regard these stories as fictitious and sensational. And here, \| 
President, I will digress long enough to confirm what the se; 
Senator from Illinois, the chairman of the Senate Committee « 
Foreign Relations, and the Senator from Massachusetts [\ 
LopcEr], a distinguished member of that committee, took occas 
to say last week respecting widely circulated and oft-repeat 
stories connecting Japan with Mexico. Asa member of the Co: 
mittee on Foreign Relations I was invited by the President, 
were other members of that committee, and also members of | 
House Committee on Foreign Affairs, to examine the diploma 
correspondence had between the State Department and Ameri 
officials in Mexico, and between the State Department and { 
official authorities of Mexico, and all other papers and docuny 
relating to the present disturbance in that country. Iscrutin 
these documents with the utmost care, and in addition to th 
talked with the President at considerable length respecting | 
Mexican situation, and I wish to state in the most positive ter 
that there was not a word in this voluminous correspond 
which indicated even remotely that Japan had aught to do w 
the troubles of Mexico, or that Japan was seeking any con 
sion from or alliance with Mexico. Moreover, I violate 
confidence in saying that the President assured me in the n 
positive terms that he had no information whatever conne 


| Japan with Mexican affairs, and that he regarded the m 
opinion the American Government and people would view any | 


| President, 


Government of the United States has not and will not shirk the 
full and proper performance of its duty, and whatever European | 
powers might feel inclined to undertake in the direction indi- | 


cated should only be undertaken in conjunction with and under 
the lead of the United States. 


Mexico is an American country | 


paper stories to the contrary as the purest of fabrications. \M 
I have been greatly puzzled to know who it is 
what interest it is that is so wantonly persistent in the dast 
and criminal enterprise of fomenting discord and hostility 
tween the United States and Japan. I can not escape { 
belief that there is some powerful interest behind this actiy 


| bent upon promoting ends most monstrous and criminal. ‘| 


with a republican form of government, and the world knows 


how sensitive the people of this country are on the subject of 
armed intervention by European or Asiatic powers in the affairs 
of American nations. 


In the main I concur in what the senior | 


Senator from Maryland said in his interesting address before | 


the Senate last week, 
doctrine was not involved in the existing Mexican situation. 
But should European powers contend that if the United States 


in which he declared that the Monroe | 


insist upon carrying the Monroe doctrine to the point of regard- | 


ing with pronounced disfavor any armed interference whatso- 
ever in the affairs of American Governments, and especially of 
any armed occupation of the territory of any such Government, 
that we are thereby obligated to see to it that peace and order 
are maintained in the Central and South American Republics 
and in Mexico, we may still well answer that we must ourselves 
be the first judge as to when we should interfere and how we 
should proceed. We have not yet assumed the office of a police- 
man patrolling these American Republics, and even if other 
countries insist upon thrusting that station with its responsi- 
bilities upon us, we will at least object to those countries 
exercising a supervising jurisdiction over us and directing us 
when and how to proceed. Whenever grave questions arise, 
such as confront us now, I think that other foreign powers 
with whom we happily sustain relations of amity and friend- 
ship should recognize the fact that we understand and ap- 
preciate our duty, and that in the end we will so discharge 
it as to command universal approval. I indulge the belief 
that the reports of a contemplated interference by any Euro- 
pean power in the affairs of Mexico are unfounded. The 
landing a few days ago of an armed force of marines from 
the British warship Shearwater at San Quentin, Mexico, is the 
only incident so far occurring that would give color of truth to 
these reports. The papers report that the landing of this force 
was for the purpose of preventing or resisting an attack by 
revolutionists on the town of San Quentin, and also that the 
battleship stopped at San Quentin for the purpose of taking 


| Situation 


Government maintains a smali army of detectives and ins): 
of many kinds, and I venture to suggest that some of t! 
high-salaried officials, many of whom have little to do, 
much of that little mischievous, might be better empioyed { 
they now are if they should be detailed to discover and unm 
this conspiracy against the peace of nations. 

Mr, President, while I believe it to be true that these rey 
of a contemplated interference by European powers or by Ja 
are unfounded, that alone does not relieve us from, nor in 
degree lessen, the obligations incident to our own duty and ! 
sponsibility. I have said that widespread disorder prevails 
Mexico. In the circumstances of the situation, as we see it : 
know it to be, what is the duty of the United States in 1 
premises? This is a question we can not lightly put aside. \ 
must answer it, and upon that answer we must act. What is t 
with which we are confronted? Let me summar 


| the facts, or the main facts, of the case. For a period coverin:- 


| the life of a generation Gen. Porfirio Diaz has occupied t 


Presidency of Mexico. For reasons that should be manifest, | 
think it best, in the circumstances of the hour, to withhold t! 

expression of any opinion as to the wisdom of the same inidi- 
vidual occupying and exercising the powers incident to t! 

chief executive office of a great Republic for so long a period; 
but I can with propriety say that the progress of Mexico in a/l 
the arts of peace during the long incumbency of President Diaz 
has chailenged universal admiration. But in spite of the fact 
that during the last three decades Mexico has in many important 
respects advanced with marvelous strides, it is not surprising 
that the long continuance in power of the same man, surrounded 
by his personal and political adherents, should result in such 
governmental conditions, and possibly such abuses, as would 
arouse intense opposition and excite resistance thereto even to 
the point of turbulence. However, it is not within the scope of 
my purpose to discuss the points of controversy between tlie 
opposing factions in Mexico, or to express an opinion upon the 
merits or demerits of their respective contentions. The issues 


between these factions do not enter into the questions I am 
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discussing. I think we can well afford to pass all that as being 
of less immediate concern to us. I am talking about American 
tuterests and the rights of American citizens, not about quarrels 
between warring factions in Mexico. It is sufficient at this time 
for us to deal with the situation which has grown up out of this 
controversy as it affects the people of this country. This contro- 
yersy has resulted in a widespread insurrection or revolutionary 
uprising against the established Government of Mexico. This 
revolutionary movement is headed by Francisco Madero, jr., who 
is in general command of a large force, more or less organized 
and equipped, and operating in numerous Mexican States. There 
is no need to dwel! upon this feature of the subject, as the entire 
reading public is well informed as to the extent, character, and 
progress of this insurrectionary assault upon the Diaz régime. 
The disorder incident to it is so great that in several States 
there is no responsible government in fact capable of main- 
taining the peace and protecting the lives and property of people 
who are taking no part in the sanguinary disturbances sweeping 
over the country. In some sections the conditions border upon 


absolute anarchy, and lives and property are at the mercy of | 


roving bands of lawless men. In many of the cities and States 
of Mexico there is a strong anti-American feeling, and frequent 
expressions of grave apprehension on the part of Americans 
have come to our State Department that the Mexican Govern- 
ment would be unable to protect American citizens against hos- 
tile and vicious elements in case of an uprising against them. 
Demonstrations of hostility against Americans have been made 
on several occasions and at different points. These demonstra- 
tions have occurred at such large centers of population as 
Guadalajara, and even in the City of Mexico itself. 
weeks ago the governor of the State of Jalisco made a most in- 
flammatory public speech at Guadalajara, accusing Americans of 


A few | 


inciting and participating in the revolution, thus accentuating | 


the strong anti-American feeling already existing there, and 
tending to foment riotous outbreaks. As a consequence, Amer- 
icans in Guadalajara were in a state of fear amounting almost 
to panic, and naturally they sought the protection of their own 
Government. There are thousands of Americans scattered over 
the Mexican Republic, engaged in numerous employments and 
without means of self-defense. Numerous instances have been 
reported of the forcible confiscation and appropriation of the 


sed to be of the revolutionary party. 
state of practical anarchy exists now, and has existed for some 
time past. The great work being done for the reclamation and 
preservation of the Imperial Valley, for the construction of 
which Congress appropriated $1,000,000, has been greatly inter- 
fered with and endangered. That part of the work which is on 
the Mexican side of the boundary line is being done by American 
contractors, under the direction of American engineers, by vir- 
tue of an agreement with the Mexican Government. On several 
occasions bands of armed men have taken possession of con- 
struction camps and forcibly appropriated arms, commissaries, 
live stock, wagons, and so forth, belonging to the contractors, 
and have taken forcible possession of and used the cars and rail- 
road tracks employed by contractors in the necessary prosecu- 
tion of their work. They have threatened the lives of Ameri- 
cans and of Mexicans employed as workmen, and by these 
means have greatly disorganized the working force and seriously 
delayed the work of construction. Hundreds of thousands of 
dollars have already been expended upon this work, and by rea- 
son of these interferences and consequent delays the entire work 
already done is greatly endangered by the floods that always 
sweep down the Colorado River during the spring months. The 
work is at a critical point in its progress, and the contractors 
and engineers complain that these repeated interferences make 
it almost impossible for them to prosecute it with that diligence 
necessary to avoid probable disaster. Contractors have tele 
graphed that if not protected it would be next to impossible to 
£0 on with the work, and that in all probability these enforced 
delays would result in enormous losses, amounting to hundreds 
of thousands of dollars. In addition to all these complaints 
from American sources, the Mexican Government has preferred 
complaints on its own account. That Government has repeat- 
edly protested that the Government of the United States was 
not sufficiently active in enforcing its neutrality laws, or sufli- 
ciently observant of its obligations as a neutral power under 
international law. Among other things it has been charged by 
the Mexican Government that revolutionary forces were organ- 
ized on American territory and were permitted to cross the line 
to wage war against the Mexican Government. 

This summary, Mr. President, is sufficient to afford a reason- 
ably clear insight into conditions in Mexico, and discloses the 
situation which confronted the President during the month 


XLVII——29 


| troops to the Mexican boundary he had no intention of 


of March. Such facts as I have detailed, and others of like 


import, were brought home daily to the attention of the 
President and his advisers. In view of this situation the 
President ordered a section of the Army, comprising about 
20,000 men, to the Mexican border. These troops are dis- 
tributed along the border in Texas, Arizona, and California, 


engaged chiefly on patrol duty. It was given out at the time by 
the President that these troops were sent down upon the border 
for the purpose chiefly of military training and maneuvering. 
I accept the President's statement that this was one of the ob- 
jects he had in view in directing this Army movement; but, 
speaking for myself, I declare that in my opinion the President 
would have been fully justified in ordering these troops into 
positions near the boundary line for the purpose of better 
enforcing our neutrality obligations and to be in readiness for 
the better protection of American interests—by which I an 
the protection of American citizens against assault and the pro- 
tection of American property against wanton and lawless «es 

struction—in case the emergency for quick and aggressive action 
should arise. I believe the country would, as it should, have 
supported the President if he had stated without qualification 
that that was the prime object he had in view. He is not only 
the Commander in Chief of the Army, but he is also the Presi- 
dent of the United States. In view of the turbulent conditions 
prevalent in Mexico, and the ever-increasing menace to Ameri- 
can lives and property, I believe the President would have been 
derelict and fallen short of his duty if he had not put the forces 
at his command in position and readiness for quick and effective 
action if unhappily, the necessity for using force should arise. 
In emergencies of this kind, involving grave international ¢om- 
plications, partisanship has no business in our counsels. There 
are times, and this is one of them, when we must rise above the 
plane of partisanship and view the questions before us solely 
from the standpoint of Americans. As a Democrat, esteemed by 
some friends on both sides of this Chamber being 
times somewhat too partisan, I wish unqualifiedly to indorse 
this action of President Taft in ordering troops to the Mexican 
border. In this connection, however, I must not neglect to say 
in ordering troops to rendezvous on our southern border it was 
not the intention of the President to initiate any offensive dem- 


lie 


as some- 


oustration against either the federal or revolutionary forces 
property of Americans by revolutionists or by bands of men sup- | 


In Lower California a | 


Mexico, The President, of course, is not clothed with power to 
declare war—that power being vested by the Constitution in 
and I will venture to say that the President ques 
if he does not disclaim, his constitutional right to take 
any step which in itself would amount to an act of war without 
the express authority of Congress. I do not think I will vio 
any confidence if I say that when the President ordered the 


Congress 


tions, 


nter 
vening Mexican affairs, or of using the troops to in) 
Mexican territory, except possibly in the event of the Diaz 
government falling during the recess of Congress without being 
succeeded by any responsible government able to maintain order, 
and then only to an extent absolutely necessary for the prote 

tion of American citizens. The President has in nowise autho 

ized me to make this statement, but I assume the responsibility 
of making it on my own account as expressing my understand 


ide 


ing of the President’s attitude. As I understand his attitud 
he does not believe that he is authorized under the Constitut 
to employ force against a foreign state unless authorized 


thereto by Congress, except to resist attack or to meet a s 
tion the exigencies of which will not admit of delay. Beli 
this to be the attitude of the President, I give to it my 
approval, I feel that the President has acted with wise discr 


tion and has exercised a degree of good judgment that should 
command universal commendation. 

Mr. President, since these troops were massed in Tex: 
along the border, and within the last few days, circumstanc 
of a very serious nature, to which I have not yet advert 
have arisen. toth the Mexican Federal forces and revolution 
ists have been and are being concentrated in large nuimly 

| close upon the boundary line between that country and th 
Some two weeks ago, in skirmishes along the Rio Grand 


below El Paso, Tex., bullets fired by one side or the other 
among American troops standing guard on the American sic: 
of the river, but fortunately without ec: , At Juare 
across the river opposite the city of El Paso, a Mexican | 


isnalty. 


eral force in large numbers is encamped. A_ revolutio 
force, reported to be numerically greater than the for 


Juarez, is advancing upon that city, and a battle upon tl 
skirts of that city is daily threatened. A conflict at that 
of the magnitude this one would probably assume 
peril the lives of thousands of Americans in the beautifu 
of El Paso. Douglas, Ariz., and Agua [Prieta 
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each other and practically adjacent on the very edge of the 
boundary line. The revolutionists, a thousand strong or more, 
were in possession of Agua Prieta and fortified the town. Last 
week a Federal force of equal or greater strength attacked the 


revolutionists at Agua Prieta, and in the battle bullets fired 
by the contending forces were showered upon the American 


side, resulting in the death of several American citizens and 
the more or less serious wounding of others. The President, 
through the State Department, notified the Mexican Govern- 
ment at the City of Mexico of this tragedy, and the revolution- 
ists were also notified, and both were warned against any repe- 
tition of the outrage which caused it; but in spite of this warn- 
ing, and seemingly oblivious or indifferent to the peril to which 


they subjected our people on their own soil and in their own | 
homes and places of business, these contending forces renewed | 
the battle only a few days ago and during the present week, | 


again resulting in the serious injury of several American citi- 
zens, and from the same cause. Mr. President, I 
these Mexican people have an inherent right to fight if they 
want to fight, and, generally speaking, to fight wherever they 
please on Mexican soil, but I deny that they have any shadow 
of right to deliberately enter into a furious conflict on the 
border line and within easy gunshot of populous American 
towns and cities, thus unavoidably and imminently endanger- 
ing the lives and property of American citizens. I believe that 
an act of that kind is in effect an attack on Americans, and that 
it presents a case where the President would be justified in order 
ing our troops to take such action as might be necessary to put a 
stop to the fighting, even though it might lead to a struggle be- 
tween the United States and Mexican forces. Mr. President, in 
situations like this, where two countries are separated as these 
two are separated, it should be a rule incorporated in the law 
of nations, if it is not by fair interpretation already so—a 
rule founded on high and just considerations of humanity and 
on the respect always due a neutral sovereign—that a zone of 
safety should be established and observed, within which the 
belligerents should not engage in battle. A violation of this 
rule should of itself be regarded as an act of such offensive 
and hostile indifference to the rights of the neutral nation as 
would justify it in taking instant and effective steps for its 
own protection. 

The duties resting upon a neutral and a belligerent are recip- 
rocal, and the duty of the one is as imperative as the duty of the 
other. William Edward Hall, in his work on international law, 
in speaking of the mutual obligations resting upon two sovereign 
States, one of which is engaged in war and the other of which 
is neutral, lays down this rule: 


presume 


Both are affected by the same duties as in peace time. The bellig- 
erent therefore remains under obligation to respect the sovereignty of 
the neutral. The neutral is under an equal obligation not to aid 
directly or indirectly, and within certain limits to prevent a State or 
private person from aiding in places under his control the enemy of the 
belligerent In matters immediately bearing on the war. If a wrong is 
done, the remedy is, of course, international. 

Applying this sound and reasonable doctrine to the case im- 
mediately in hand, various, and sometimes intricate obligations, 
more or less particular in their nature and character, are im- 
posed upon the United States to fairly and honestly maintain 
its attitude of neutrality; for example, it is the duty of the 
United States to use every reasonable precaution to prevent 
the organization of a hostile force on American territory for the 
purpose of invading Mexico to wage war in that country. On 
the other hand, it is equally the duty of Mexico to respect the 
sovereignty of the United States; for example, Mexico can not 
deploy its troops on American territory or use American terri- 
tory in any way for the prosecution of the war upon which it is 


ican revolutionists. The United States would have an undoubted 
right to regard such an invasion of their territory as an offen- 
sive and hostile act, and this Government would have an un- 
doubted right to use whatever force might be necessary to resist 
such an intrusion. Reasoning from analogy, can it be contended 
that the opposing forces in Mexico can engage in battle on the 
very line separating the two countries, and employ their arma- 
ments—trifles, machine guns, and heavy artillery—in such a 
reckless manner as to result in the murder and dangerous 
swounding of American citizens and the destruction of American 
property on the American side of the dividing line? Can it be 
said that to cross the line on to American territory, not to 
attack Americans, but to obtain some advantage over the domes- 
tie enemy, would be an offense against the sovereignty of this 
country of so grave a character as would justify and even make 
it the duty of our Government on its own account and for the 
defense of its own integrity to use force in resisting and ex- 
pelling the invaders, and yet have it said that to inflict such 





grievous injuries upon American citizens as I have indicated 
and in the way indicated, does not afford a snfficient provoca 
or justification for offensive action on the part of our Gove 
ment for the protection of its people? If that be true, then ¢ 
territory of the United States is of higher concern and m 
sacred than the lives of our people. 

Mr. BACON. With the permission of the Senator, I sh 
like to ask him a question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. STONE. I do. 

Mr. BACON. I do not wish the Senator to understand 
as controverting his proposition. It is a very delicate ques 
he is discussing, but while he has been presenting the pict 
from one side, the other side has occurred to me, and I wi 
ask the Senator what would be the view he would take if « 
ditions were reversed? Suppose that in the city of El P 
there was a rebellion against the authority of the United Si 
and the rebels had taken possession of El Paso, including | 
Government buildings, the customhouse, courthouse, and 
forth, and defied the authority of the United States. It is pe 
fectly manifest that that authority could only be reinstated and 
made good by the United States through armed force dri, 
those rebels out of El Paso, and it could not possibly undert 


Miss 


| to do so without in some way in the conflict endangering M 


ican citizens on the other side of the border. I should lik 

inquire of the learned Senator—I repeat, not for the pur) 

of controversy, but for the purpose of getting his view on t 
subject—what would he think would be the duty of the Unit 
States under such circumstances—to desist from the effort 
recover its authority in El Paso on the ground that Ameri 
troops might possibly injure some Mexican citizens on the ot 
side of the border? Would it be justified in saying that for 
time—because what is true of a day would be true of a j 

or of ten years, or of a hundred years—these rebels sha!! 
permitted to set up an independent government in El Paso, 
defy the authority of the United States Government, to res 


| its authority, and to maintain themselves in that conditio 
| defiance and rebellion, because in the effort to reestablis] 


authority the United States must necessarily in such cont 
endanger some persons on the opposite side of the Mexi 
border? I should like to know what the Senator would think 
would be the duty of the American Government under suc! 
circumstances? 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I think the actual cases sta 
by me and the supposititious one stated by the Senator f: 
Georgia are parallel. I premise what I have to say by wa) 
answer with this observation: That I would be most griey 
surprised and disappointed if the United States, whatever 
they might do, should, in the case supposed, so use their forces 
as to endanger the lives of the people of Mexico across 
border or to destroy their property. I would consider the « 
gation upon the part of the United States to respect the s 
eignty of Mexico in every respect as great as I hold it to b 
duty of Mexico to respect the sovereignty of the United St. 
We would have no better right to endanger the lives of Mexi 
citizens than they have to endanger the lives of our citiz 
As to what we could do in the case supposed, I will sa) 
begin with, that the United States would be abundant]; 
in their own way to take possession of El Paso without int 
ing such an injury as I have described upon the neighbo 
and neutral sovereign. We could resort to some means of 
lating the town of El Paso and so controlling its approac 
that its early fall would be inevitable. Moreover 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, the only ' 
by which you could isolate the town so as not to endanger t 
Mexican people would be to move it away from the Mexi 
border, which I do not suppose would be practicable. 

Mr. STONE. I do not see why it would be necessary to mo 
it away to isolate it. We could—— 

Mr. BACON. To isolate it so that a fight going on betwee 
contending parties would not endanger the adjacent territory, 
you would have to move it away from the adjacent terri 
tory. 

Mr. STONE. I think not; but in any event I hold that 
unless in the case stated the United States could advance and 
attack from one side or the other, or from two sides, instead 
of in the front, and so as not to endanger the lives of tly 
people in Mexico, then the United States would do better not 
to move at all. If our forces should make an attack like that 








made by Mexicans near Douglas, and with like effect, I hol 
that the Government of Mexico would have not only a right 
to protest, but, if the protest proved unavailing, to take such 
steps as that Government might deem necessary for the pro- 
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tection of its own people and its own sovereignty, and in so 
doing would be justified by the considerate judgment of man- 
kind. The United States could not, in order to maintain its 
own peace and sovereignty, invade the territory of a neighbor- 
ing neutral State, or do any act that would amount to a hostile 
and offensive intrusion upon its rights or the rights and safety 
of its people. In a possible case like that it has been supposed 
might exist at El Paso, the forces of this Government could 
surround the city, provided it could not be attacked without 
danger to the peaceable residents of Jaurez and thus cut it off 
from all communication with or aid from the outside in the 
American interior. As to the opposite side of the line we would 
have a right, in the circumstances of the case, to ask and to 
expect Mexico, as a friendly neutral power, not to give aid to 
our enemy, directly or indirectly, by permitting the rebellious 
forces resisting our authority to use its borderland and re- 
sources So as to thwart our efforts to suppress the revolt. It 
would be the duty of Mexico to aid us in that behalf to the 
fullest extent. The obligations of two friendly sovereignties | 
are always mutual. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will permit me, I would say | 
that my view would be this: Every government has the right | 
to protect itself against insurrection, and it has the right to go | 
to any extent and resort to every means that shall be necessary 
to accomplish that result. If, in the accomplishment of that 
result, it injures its neighboring sovereignty, it is, of course, 
liable for the damages; but to say that if there is—— 

Mr. STONE. The Senator will permit me to say that he is 
undoubtedly right that in such a case the Government would be 
liable in damages, but that would afford poor comfort to the 
citizen who had been slain or to his dependent family. 

Mr. BACON. That is all true, Mr. President. Every coun- 
try has a right to go to war with any other country whenever, 
in its judgment, circumstances warrant; and if in the effort to 
reestablish the authority of the United States Government in 
the city of El Paso the United States in attacking the rebels 
in El Paso should inflict such injury upon the people of Mexico 
as to make the Government of Mexico think that it was a 
casus belli, that would be, of course, a circumstance under 
which they would be acting on their own responsibility, and 
the same is true with the conditions reversed. There is no 
doubt about that. 

Mr. STONE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BACON. If this is a sufficient casus belli, we have a 
right to go to war upon it; but the point about which I differ 


from the Senator is his suggestion, if I understand him cor- | 


rectly, that under such circumstances the President would have 
the right, upon his own motion, without a declaration of war 
by Congress, to invade the territory of Mexico with the Army. 
To that I do not agree, and I have no idea that the President 
would do so. 

Mr. STONE. I have already stated what I understand the 
President’s view to be upon that subject, and have also stated 
my own impressions as to his limitations, and this it is unneces- 
sary to repeat. 

The President’s restraint in the face of the exasperating cir- 
cumstances I have recounted illustrates his judicial tempera- 
ment, and perhaps shows that he acted more wisely than 
my suggestion would imply he might properly and constitution- 
ally have acted. But, without stopping to quibble about that 
or about any other minor consideration, we face the fact that 
Congress is now in session. Because the Congress is in session, 
no doubt the President thinks he has already gone as far as he 
should go without congressional sanction and authority, and in 
that he may be fundamentally right. The question, Mr. Presi- 
dent, is now up to Congress. What are we going to do about 
it? I have presented the pending resolution directing the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to make speedy inquiry into and 
report upon the facts connected with this grave and momentous 
international situation. When considerations so serious as 
those we are now considering are involved, it becomes us to 
move with caution and deliberation; but the exigencies of the 
Situation likewise demand that we should act with reasonable 
dispatch. I framed the resolution as it is, rather than to put 
it in a more drastic form, so that the subject might be remitted 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, among the membership 
of which committee are many of the most erudite and distin- 
guished Members of this body, and so that the Senate might 
have the benefit of their united wisdom in outlining the policy 
our Government should adopt in this emergency. Perhaps I 
should refrain from going further at this time in expressing an 
opinion as to what the Congress ought to do. Nevertheless, I 
am going to say, whether I do right or wrong in saying it, that 
the Congress should at once and without delay authorize the 


President to employ whatever force may be necessary to pre- 
vent a repetition of the bloody outrage committed at Douglas, 
Ariz., and a repetition of which is threatened at El Paso, Tex. 
The President should be authorized by formal action, and the 
Congress should express its opinion in positive terms that it is 
his duty to use whatever force the circumstances may require 


to protect our people on their own territory and in their own 
homes from danger. His authority in this behalf should be 
extended far enough and have sufficient latitude to fully war- 


rant him in using our military forces in whatever way he may 
deem expedient and necessary to accomplish the desired end, 
even though it should lead to an intrusion upon Mexican terri- 
tory. Moreover, if any act done under this authority by the 
President for the proper protection of our own people ir 
own soil should lead to hostile demonstrations against American 
citizens resident in the interior of Mexico, the President should 
be authorized, not now perhaps, but later on, to use the military 
forces of the United States, if that is found to be necessary, to 
protect the lives and liberty of peaceable American citizens, 
wherever domiciled in any quarter of Mexico. Perhaps, as I 
have said, I might better have deferred this expression of opinion 
until a later date; but, after all, it seems to me that the 
is here when no harm can come, but possibly good may 


on © 


tine 


come, 


in speaking out without too much reserve. I appreciate the 
importance of not offending the pride and sensibilities of 
others, but, above that, I am still more concerned about the 


protection of American men, women, and chikiren from dan- 
gers that can well be characterized as the outgrowth of reck- 
lessness and brutality. 

Mr. President, I greatly hope that the occurrence at 
Prieta will not have its counterpart at any other point on the 
border line. I greatly hope that if the authority I have indi- 
cated should be given to the President by act of Congress no 
occasion will arise for asserting it. As a neighbor and friend 
of the Mexican people I view with genuine sympathy and sorrow 
the spectacle of their country being torn by warring factions, 
its great industries prostrated, and all of its wonderful possi- 
bilities of progress indefinitely arrested. The injury being done 
to the good name and material welfare of Mexico can not be 
overestimated. I would be rejoiced to see the storm beating 
on this Republic pass away, and to see the sun of peace and 
prosperity shine upon that unhappy land again. No man 
more than I could more deeply regret any breach of the peace 
between the United States and Mexico, or more regret any 
interruption of the amicable relations so long existing between 
the two countries; but intelligent Mexicans must recognize the 
gravity of the situation and realize that no Government can owe 
a higher or more imperative duty than that of protecting its own 
people against wrongs from any source or however committed. 
If without fault of ours the Mexican people themselves create a 
condition that makes it necessary for this Government to assume 
an offensive attitude, they can not complain. If we are 
pelled against our own desire and even against our own in- 
terests to assume an attitude of hostility, then the just judg- 
ment of mankind will approve what we do. Whatever we do 
must be right, and being right we can safely proceed without 
fear. 

Mr. President, it was my intention, at the conclusion of the 
remarks I gave notice I would make, to move the reference of 
the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BACON. Before the motion is put, I desire to say a word. 

Mr. STONE. Just let me say what I have in mind. 

On reflection I recall that the Committee on Forel; 
has not been organized for service at sion of 
There are several vacancies on the committee yet to be filled 
When that will be done is somewhat problematical. I have no 
particular objection to having the resolution go now to the 
mittee, if that course is desired. 

Mr. CULLOM. There will probably not be a 
Committee on Foreign Relations until the committee 
ship is filled, unless an emergency requires it 

Mr. STONE. I was going to that glit 
be as well to let the resolution lie cn the table until the com- 
mittee is organized. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will lie on the table. 

Mr. BACON. I desire, before the matter passes from the « 
sideration of the Senate, to be heard for a moment 

Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss thi 


Agua 


cole 


n Relations 


this se Congress, 


com- 


meeting of the 


Inember- 


possibly it n 


Without 


objection, the resolut n 


qpuie stion t the 


present time, and would prefer, really, not to say anything 
about it until after it has had the consideration of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, by which committee I know it will 
receive the most careful and conservative consideration; and [I 


only trespass for a moment upon the time of the Senate in or- 
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der that a position taken by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Srone] may not go out to the country, by reason of any failure 
of expression to the eontrary, as one shared unanimously, at 
least, I will say, by the Senate. 

| do not yield to the Senator from Missouri in my recogni- 
tion of the duty of the United States Government to protect its 
citizens both within our territory and, so far as may be proper, 
when they are within other jurisdictions; but I am not pre- 
pared to go to the extent of the Senator in the statement which 
he has made as to what he would conceive to be the authority 
which we should vest in the President at this time. So far as 
concerns the authority to protect citizens within our own bor- 


ders, the President now has all:the authority which Congress 
could confer upon him, so far as those acts are limited to ac- | 


tions within our own territory. 


I do not desire to discuss it, for reasons which are manifest, 
and I make this statement now only for the reason I have 


already suggested, to prevent misconstruction as to the views | 


which some of us may have upon this subject. I do not think 


the time has come, or that any events which are reasonably to | 
be anticipated will bring that time, when Congress should vest | 
in the President of the United States, in his discretion, the | 
power to use the Army in Mexico for any of the purposes which | 


have been indicated by the Senator from Missouri. That is a 


declaration of war. Whenever Congress authorizes the Presi- | 


dent of the United States to use the Army and Navy of the 


country in a foreign country, it is a declaration of war, and that | 


is the most solemn and serious act which Congress can at any 
time take. 


There are other methods of redress for wrongs which have | 


been committed, and there are other methods of protection than 


the one suggested by the Senator from Missouri. I do not in- | 
tend, as I repeat, to elaborate this or discuss it. I wish simply | 


to express my dissent to that suggestion on the part of the 
Senator. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will lie on the table. 

Mr. ROOT obtained the floor. 


Mr. STONE. Will the Senator from New York permit me for | 


just a minute? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York | 


yield to the Senator from Missouri? 
Mr. ROOT. Certainly. 


Mr. STONE. I desire to say that the resolution by its very | 


terms provides that the Committee on Foreign Relations in 
considering it should report such recommendations as the com- 
mittee deems advisable. My suggestions were merely an ex- 
pression of my own views. But I have already said that I not 
only preferred but would insist upon taking the united judgment 
ef this committee. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, before the subject is passed over 
and the resolution laid upon the table, I wish to express my 
entire dissent from the assumption which seemed to me to be 
earried by the expression of opinion on the part of the Senator 
from Missouri. Granting that injuries have been done to 
American citizens which ought to be redressed, that wounds 
have been inflicted, that lives have been taken, that property 
has been destroyed, it does not follow, sir, that we should be- 
gin the process of securing redress for those injuries by a 
threat of force on the part of a great and powerful nation 
against a smaller and weaker nation. That, sir, is to reverse 
the policy of the United States and to take a step backward in 
the pathway of civilization. 

There is no reason whatever, sir, to assume, if injuries have 


been done of the kind described, that the Government of Mexico | 


is unwilling te make due redress upon having those injuries 


and claims for redress presented to her in the ordinary course | 


of peaceful negotiation; and the passage of such a resolution 
as has been described, equivalent to a declaration of war, would 
be to preface the ordinary demand—the demand which it is 
the duty of every civilized power to make upon a friendly 
nation—with a threat that if the demand is not complied with 
force will be used. 

Sympathy with the people of Mexico in their distress, a just 
sense of the duties that we owe to that friendly people, and the 
duties that we owe to the peace of the world must forbid our 
assenting to or yielding to any such course. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not rise with amy purpose 
ef discussing the question which has been before the Senate, 
for I deprecate all such discussion, and I regret that there 
should have been any discussion about it. I think it most desir- 
able that the condition of affairs in Mexico and our rela- 
tions with those affairs should net be discussed in Congress at 
present. It seems to me to be in the interest of peace and of 
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harmonizing the difficulties that now exist in Mexico ¢] 
there should not be discussion in either branch of Conger 
about it. 

I desire to call attention to one important point that 
been somewhat overlooked. When the President remits to ( 
gress a question of difference with another country, the | 
step but one has been taken before a declaration of war. 
Congress can carry on no negotiations; it can do nothing 
diplomatic character. Congress has but one power in 4d 
with another nation, and that is the war power. And wl 
President remits to Congress a question of that character 
Congress gives him the power to intervene, it is a practi 
assertion of the war power. 

That is the exact course which was pursued in relati 
| Cuba when the war with Spain began. President McKi 
| remitted the question to Congress, saying substantially 
| diplomatic methods had failed, and we conferred upon him { 
| right to intervene, and that amounted to war. 

Mr. President, we have nothing but the kindest of fe 

| toward the Republic of Mexico. We all, I think, univer 
regret the disturbances that now exist there. We have m 
standing grievances against Mexico. We have no questi 
| between the two countries. The unfortunate incidents at D 
| lass and on the border are the results of the disturbed condit 
| in our neighbor to the South, and it seems to me that in 
possible way we should use our best efforts to help Mexi 
settle those differences; that we should show the greates 
sideration, and that we should avoid in every possible way : 
thing that looks like a threat or a resort to force. 

I sincerely hope that the question will not be discussed 
Congress, because when the time comes that it must be 
cussed in Congress we shall have reached a very serious | 
indeed, and therefore I trust that the matter may end here, 
| the present, at least. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resoluti 
will lie on the table. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I do not rise for the 
pose of discussing the resolution at this time, but merely to 
question of practice, nor have I any objection to the resoluti 
| lying on the table if the Senator from Missouri desires to |! 
it lie there, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That was the request of the S 
tor from Missouri. 

Mr. CULBERSON. My understanding, however, is that 
the last session a resolution was adopted in effect continui: 
the committees of the Senate as organized in the Sixty-fir 
Congress, and that it is proper to refer all these resolutions t 
committees now. That is the course I suggested this morui 
| in introducing a resolution on this subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. During the absence of the Senat 
from Texas, the Senator from Missouri requested that the res 
lution lie on the table. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I say I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from Missouri will 1 
the reference of the resolution to the Committee on Fore': 
Relations. 

Mr. STONE. I have no objection to its being referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
| Mr. CULLOM. That is right. 

Mr. STONE. It is immaterial to me whether the one cours 
or the other is taken, and if it is satisfactory to the Seni 
from Ilinois—— 
| Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will now move to refer the 
| resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. STONE. If the Senator from Illinois, as the head of the 
| Committee on Foreign Relations, so desires, I ask that the reso 
lution be referred to that committee. 

| Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to say that in my judgment 
| all matters of that sort, if discussed by the Senate, ought to b) 
| taken up in executive session. I did not think of making tic 
| 





necessary motion at the time, and I have no reason to feel now 
that we ought to have had the discussion in executive session, 
| but in my judgment that ought to be the rule always. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection,, the resolution 
will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


| Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
| eration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
| consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o'clock 
and 28 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Mondzy, 
April 24, 1911, at 12 o’cleck meridian. 
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NOMINATIONS. 

Frecutive nominations reeeived by the Senate April 20, 1911. 
ADVANCEMENT IN THE ARMY. 

Each of the officers herein named for advancement in grade 
in accordance with the rank he would have been entitled to 
hold had promotion been lineal throughout his arm since the | 
date of his entry into the arm to which he permanently belongs: | 
CAVALRY ABM. | 

Maj. William C. Brown, Third Cavalry, to be lieutenant | 
colonel from March 11, 1911. | 
INFANTRY ARM, 
Maj. Harris L. Roberts, Twenty-sixth Infantry, to be lieuten- | 
ant colonel from March 11, 1911. | 
* PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. | 
INFANTRY ARM. 

Maj. Walter K. Wright, Eighth Infantry, to be lieutenant | 
colonel from March 10, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Robert F. Ames, 


Twelfth Infantry, retired from active service March 9, 1911. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS, 

Charles Lee Beeching, of Washington, D. C., to be first lieu- 
tenant from April 19, 1911. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Commander John H. Dayton to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

The following-named carpenters to be chief carpenters in the 
Navy from the 7th day of March, 1911, upon the completion of 
six years’ service as carpenters: 

Thomas O, Covell, and 

Caleb Whitford. 

POSTMASTERS. 


IOWA, 


Eugene C. Haynes to be postmaster at Centerville, Iowa, in 
place of Eugene C. Haynes. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 27, 1910. 


MAINE. 
Abial H. Jones to be postmaster at Wilton, Me., in place 


of Abial H. Jones. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
24, 1910. . 


MINNESOTA, 


Nicholas J. Kohn to be postmaster at Fort Snelling, Minn. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1911. 


OHTO. 


Abraham L. Miller to be postmaster at Liberty Center, Ohio. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1911. 
OREGON, 
Lawrence M. Scholl to be postmaster at Hubbard, Oreg. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1911. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
W. Z. Clay to be postmaster at Emlenton, Pa., in place of 


William D. McGinnis. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
30, 1911. 


RHODE ISLAND. 
Frederick Webley to be postmaster at Greystone, R. I. 
became presidential April 1, 1911. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Carrie M. Hackett to be postmaster at Parker, S. 
place of John D. Cotton. 


7, 1906. 


Office 


Dak., in 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Eeecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 20, 1911. 
RECEIVERS OF PuBrIC MONEYS. 


John J. Deane to be receiver of public moneys at San Fran- 
ciseo, Cal. 


i - L. Bare to be receiver, of public moneys at North Platte, 
CDP. 





REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Truman G. Daniells to be register of the land office at San 
Francisco, Ca). 


a |, E. Evans to be register of the land office at North Platte, 
Nebr. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Lieut. 
Lieut. 


Charles FE. Courtney to be a lieutenant commander. 
Edward C. Kalbfus to be a lieutenant commander. 
Randolph C. Berkeley to be a major in the Marine Corps. 
POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 
Lizzie McGann, Richmond. 
Winifred C. Sheldon, Fairfield. 
W. E. Walker, Biggs. 
COLORADO, 
Carrie James, Loveland. 
F. M. Smith, Holyoke. 
William M. Thorne, Lyons. 
FLORIDA. 
Susie M. Bryan, Fort Lauderdale. 
IDAHO. 


William S. Brainard, Wardner. 


ILLINOIS. 
William Knigge, Rockefeller. 
INDIANA. 
Seward S. Watson, Winchester. 
IOWA, 
James D. Hicklin, Wapello. 
L. H. Hinkley, Sigourney. 
Erastus IT’. Roland, Eldon. 
Cc. E. Wallace, New Sharon. 
KANSAS. 
James A. Schilling, Sylvan Grove. 
KENTUCKY. 
W. Sherman Ball, Hardinsburg. 
Rebecca Green, Barbourville. 
Jesse C. Speight, Mayfield. 
Thomas Sympson, Franklin. 
MAINE. 
Whitfield B. Hallett, Ashland. 
MICHIGAN, 
Benjamin F. Oakes, East Tawas. 
MINNESOTA. 
J. D. Haradon, Park Rapids. 
NEBRASKA. 
Timothy C. Cronin, Spalding. 
E. S. Davis, North Platte. 
Charles S. Hughes, Pender. 
James H. Logan, Ponca, 
Aaron W. Loucks, Falls City. 
William W. MeGaw, Wilsonville. 
John H. McGuire, 
Lewis H. McLaughlin, Emerson. 
William B. Swindell, Minatare. 
Otto Znelow, Schuyler. 


senson. 


NEW MEXICO. 
William H. Parker, Fort Sumner. 


OKLAHOMA, 


Bert B. MeCall, Walter. 
OREGON. 
BE. R. Ware, Echo 
SOUTH CAROLINA, 
M. J. Spears, Lamar. 


VIRGINIA. 

Waverly S. Barrett, Dendron. 

Annie E. Martin, Waverly. 

James T. Waddill, Victoria. 
WASHINGTON. 

James Cadzow, Malden. 

Walter W. Cloud, Conconully. 

Slliott S. Moore, Ione. 


WITHDRAWAL. 


Eeecutive nomination withdraicen 19177. 


April 20, 


Charles Brown to be postmaster at Montello, in the State of 
Wisconsin. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, April 20, 1911. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

O Lord, our Lord, how excellent is Thy name in all the 
earth, who hast set Thy glory above the heavens. Open Thou 
our spiritual eyes, that we may behold the light of Thy counte- 
nance. Unstop our spiritual ears, that we may hear the music 
of Thy voice. Make more sensitive our hearts, that we may feel 
the fructifying influences of Thy love; that as we pass on we 
may strew our paths with the flowers of golden deeds, and at 
the end hear the words, which will be sweeter than all music, 
“Well done, good and faithful servant, enter thou into the 
joy of Thy Lord.” For Thine is the kingdom, and the power, 
and the glory forever. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


INVESTIGATION OF THE EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit the 
following privileged report from the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas, chairman of the 
Committee on Rules, submits a privileged report (H. Rept. 9), 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 103. 


Resolved, That the Committees on Expenditures in the State Depart- 
ment, in the Treasury Department, in the War Department, in the 
Navy Department, in the Post Office Department, in the Interior De- 
partment, in the Department of Justice, in the Department of Agri- 
culture, in the Department of Commerce and Labor, and on Public Build- 
ings be, and they are hereby, instructed to proceed to examine into all 
the affairs of said departments as fully as is permitted to them and 
made their duty to do by the Rules of the House relating to said com- 
mittees, respectively. And the investigations of said committees may 
cover such period in the past as each of said committees may deem 
necessary. And said committees, or any subcommittees thereof, shall 
have power to subpeena and compel the attendance of witnesses and to 
examine them under oath, and send for records, books, and papers and 
all other evidence that may be necessary to make the investigation full 
and complete, and that the Speaker shall have authority to sign and 
the Clerk to attest subpenas during the recess of Congress. Said com- 
mittees or any subcommittees thereof shall have authority to sit during 
any recess of this Congress. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
of the resolution. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from 
Texas if this resolution is in the form in which it was sub- 
mitted to the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, and in reply to his question I will say that it is in 
the exact form which we agreed upon. The gentleman under- 
stands why I submit it at this time, and I ask for the adoption 
of it. 

Mr. MADDEN. As the Clerk seems to have had some difficulty 
in reading the resolution, I ask unanimous consent to authorize 
the Committee on Rules to employ a stenographer, so that reso- 
lutions may be presented in such form that the Clerk may be 
able to read them readily. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s request is out of order. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution. Those in favor 
of it 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Tennessee rise? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I rise for the purpose of asking the gentleman 
in charge of this resolution a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Does the resolution provide for the necessary 
expenses of this investigation ? ~ 

Mr, HENRY of Texas. It does not include that, because that 
is left to the Committee on Accounts. I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Illinois rise? 

Mr. MANN. I ask for recognition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has the floor. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois. 

Mr. MANN. The Speaker started to put the question. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield to the gentleman. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for the adoption 
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Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Texas must either fish o; 
cut bait. He can move the previous question or yield t)o 


floor. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I did not understand that the gent! 
man desired any time. If he wants it, I will be glad to yie!; 
him some. There is no controversy, as I understand, about ‘+ 

Mr. MANN. All I wish to do is to ask a question. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I shall be glad to yield for a qu 
tion. 

Mr. MANN. But when the Speaker starts to put the qu 
tion, and the previous question has not been ordered, of cou: 
any gentleman is entitled to recognition. Does this resolut 
do anything that is not now authorized by the rules, exc 
the matter of subpcenaing witnesses? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. And authorizing the committees {5 
sit during the recess of Congress and to go as far back in ti 
as they may deem proper. I suppose they have that autho: 
now. 

Mr. MANN. 
rules. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I think so; but we thought ther 
might be some question about it and we put it in the resoluti: 
It is a unanimous report of the Committee on Rules, and \ 
think we have got about all the matters in that should 
included. 

Mr. MANN. Is one of the purposes of the resolution to 
a preamble for the bringing in of further resolutions for tle 
appointment of clerks for these committees and to give tl 
the power to print at the Government expense? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. There is no purpose in view exc 
what is expressed in the resolution; that is all that is intended 
by it. The committees have certain power to print now. 

Mr. MANN. I apprehend that it will be followed shortly by 
a resolution to provide clerks for these committees. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I am not advised as to that. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose that is a part of the economy progra 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I do. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman from Illinois 
imagine that these committees will be able to do any great 
amount of labor in investigating these departments for the last 
15 years without several clerks to do the work? In the last 
Congress, although these committees did no work at all, they 
all had session clerks. 

Mr. MANN. I notice that the gentleman from New York 
reported a resolution yesterday authorizing the appointment 
of sevén or nine session clerks, some of which were employed 
heretofore by committees that are now abolished. I suppose 
that is a part of the economy program. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman from Texas will yield 
we will discuss that question when it is reached. 

Mr. MANN. If we get a chance. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And we will be able to satisfy the 
country, if not the. gentleman from Illinois, of the propriety 
of these clerks. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. You probably will be able to satisfy that side 
of the House that a little more patronage is to be distributed, 
but not the country that it is economy. [Applause on tle 
Republican side.] 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Does the gentleman from Illinois de 
sire to ask any further question? If not, Mr. Speaker, I will 
ask a vote on the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Henry of Texas, a motion to reconsider 
the vote whereby the resolution was agreed to was laid on the 
table. 

COMMITTEE ON INDUSTRIAL ARTS AND EXPOSITIONS. 


Mr, HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 112. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions be 
authorized to have such printing and binding done as may be necessary 
for the transaction of its business during the Sixty-second Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution 
just reported. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, my recollection is 
that this committee has enjoyed this privilege heretofore. 

Mr. HEFLIN. It has, 


I think they have that authority under {), 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was considered and agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr, Gray, by unanimous consent, was given leave of absence 
on account of sickness. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. WIicKLIFre, by unanimous consent, was given leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
papers in the case of Robert L. Pruyn, Sixty-first Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 


RECIPROCITY 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
4412) to promote reciprocal trade relations with Canada. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. SHERLEY in 
the chair. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I now yield 30 minutes 
to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hosson]. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, this measure should be adopted 
for two general and fundamental reasons. First, because it is 
in line with evolution, with the laws of progress, and the spirit 
of the times. Secondly, because it is a step in the reform of our 
fiscal and economic policies. 

Our generation has witnessed unprecedented progress in me- 
chanical science and in the mechanic arts, and the greatest 
progress of all has been in the domain of transportation. This 
progress has largely removed the physical barriers which sepa- 
rate the peoples of the earth. In every case the bringing of 
peoples closer together, whether within the same nation or of dif- 
ferent nations, has proved beneficial to all concerned, verifying 
the lesson of all history that anything that promotes the 
friendly intercourse of peoples has been of general benefit. 
The full control of nature’s forces through science can only 
come from the full cooperation of man. The widening realiza- 
tion of this great fact is speedily undermining the destroying 
spirit between men and nations and is bringing forth a new 
era for the whole world. In this era it will be realized by all 
that it is not necessary to harm others in order to help oneself; 
not necessary to kill others in order to live. The bird of prey 
is fast disappearing; the beast of prey has seen his day; the 
man of prey is fast being crushed; the business of prey is being 
uprooted; nations of prey are losing their commerce and their 
colonies. The real test for fitness to survive is no longer the 
might and brute force to destroy, but the capacity and willing- 
ness to cooperate and to serve. The greatest among men is to 
be no longer the conqueror, but the servant of all. 


WITH CANADA, 


This great principle of cooperation and service should more 


and more dictate the policies of nations in their relations with 
each other. A nation should desire the prosperity and seek to 
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soth are marching along parallel paths of destiny, 
decreed at the foundation of the world that they 


and it w: 
should march 


hand in hand. 

Whom God and nature have joined together would blinded 
man put asunder. The thought of maintaining a permanent 
artificial wall between these people is abhorr« Chis treaty 
does not go far enough, but it does begin the work of demoli- 
tion, and should be ratified. 

‘The second fundamental reason why this measure should be 
adopted is that it starts us in the direction of placing our in- 
dustries on sound economic basis and of readjusting our 
fiscal policies. I will not at this juncture discuss the ques- 
tion of taxation, but will enunciate for the purpose of sug- 
| gestion this proposition—that the gg system of taxation 
in this country must progressivel give way to the direct 
system. The indirect system is fundamentally out of accord 
with republican institutions, for it practically eliminates the 
people from the control of taxation, as hey never know « 
realize when they are being taxed, or how much they are 
being taxed, or who amongst them is being most or least 
taxed, or who is getting the tax money, whether the Govern- 
ment or special individuals or interests. It is true the indirect 
method is the easiest method of getting tax money, and all 
the monarchical governments of the world resort to it, as they 
raise money without the people realizing it. But the very 
fact that the money comes easy and without the consciousness 
of the people, makes the governments less accountable to 


promote the happiness of its neighbors, and the service rendered | 
in such a spirit is sure to come back manyfold like bread cast | 


upon the waters. It sounded like a chapter from medievalism 
when the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] read from the 
speech of the Canadian premier of the advantages that would 
accrue to Canada from reciprocity, and urged the advantages 
to Canada as a reason why this bill should not be adopted by 
America. It indicated the baleful effect of our high-tariff wall 


the use of the 


yple’s neck. It 


the people and tends to extravagance and even 
pe = money to keep the yoke upon the p 
is 1 iable to hold that the money necessary to maintain the 
Fed “a Government could not be raised by direct taxation 
A patriotic pe are willing to pay the money needed for a 


“oOnle 
i 


just and economical administration of a government which 
they themselves control. 

The question of taxation lies deep in the body politic of every 
Natior The power to tax becomes the power to govern, and 
is the greatest source of gain the world has ever seen. Such 
a power should rest in the hands of the peopl In a republic 
the people must regulate and control it, or special interests 
will seize it and threaten the Nation’s prosperity and its 
liberties. Weretofore America has adopted the indire ystem 
for its Federal taxation, and as a consequence to-day we have 
a condition of Federal! taxation about which the American 
people are ignorant behind our tariff wall For every dollar 
of customs revenue that the Government collects to-day, it i 
estimated that private interests collect $7. No people would 
snbmit to such a system of taxation if they knew about it 
This reciprocity bill is the first step along the path that will 
lead to the needed change in our system of taxation, and it is 
n step toward placing our industries on a more permanently 
| sound basis. 

The foundation for prosperity and greatness for a people of 
high industrial capacity is close access to nature’s resources, 
from which to supply the means for subsister and the ma 
terials for manufacture. Throughout the opposition to thi 
measure and to all reform of the tariff runs the fear that we 
can not compete with the people of other lands 

Who are the American people that we should fear to : “pt 


policy upon the political education of our people, that this semi- | 


savage argument should have received even the limited 
plause it did receive from Republicans. America, of all nations 
in the world, should be the first, and not the last, to adopt 
toward other nations the policy of commercial as well 
political good will. As every other nation prospers, just so it 
will be able to afford and will consume more and more of the 
great world staples of which we are the foremost producer; 


as 


“ prosperity and progress for all other nations” should be the | 


very foundation maxim for our foreign relations. It is not « 
true moral ethics, but also sound business policy. 

The Dominion of Canada and the United States have the 
longest contiguous frontier of any two peoples in the world—a 
frontier offering less of physical barrier than that offered by 
the Mississippi River between the peoples on its east and west 
banks. The two peoples are more closely bound by ties of 
blood and ties of institutions than any two peoples of the 
world. The sociological barriers are about as invisible as 
these between our peoples east of the Mississippi River and 
those west of it or those north of the Mason and Dixon line and 
those south of it. Both peoples look across the Atlantic to the 


nly 


nations of Europe and across the Pacific to the nations of Asia. 


ap- | 


| 
| 


competition with the world? 


The elequent remarks of the distinguished gentleman fr 


Illinois, lately the Speaker of this House [Mr. CANNoN], on 
this floor yesterday give a complete answer. He stated that 
the people of the United States, about 92,000,000 in number, 
produce in agricultural oe and in manufactured products, 
constituting the two great classes of products, about as much 
as the 350,000,000 of the peoples of Europe. He also stated that 
we spend for the education of the American people four and 
one-half tenths, nearly half the money sp¢ nt for educatior 
| all the world. 
Prof. William G. Clark,a noted economist, estimates that 

annual output of the average American producer i 

worth of wealth a year; the average for the Canadian is $1 
| the average for the Australian is $900; for the F 
| $640; for the Englishman, $556; for the Ge: un, $460 

gives the American a ratio of more than fi mes the ]} 
tiveness of the average German, more than four ti t] 
ductiveness of the average Englishman, more than thr 

half times the productiven of the average French 

and a half times the pro a ictiveness of 1 ( eA 

and more than one and a half times the productiven 

average Canadian. 

To maintain and even increase this relativel; t ind 

capacity of our people we should not only « inne to di 

our educational system, particularly for tl es of « 
people who only rench elementa ry ated s, 1 ng our atten 
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tion in these grades to industrial instruction, but we should 
bring in a wider market and keener competition. Our great 
industries should no longer be confined to the home market 
and relieved of competition, but should get the discipline of 
universal competition and should conquer the great markets of 
the whole world and escape the wide fluctuations of booms and 
depressions that are inevitable with a single market. Being 
sure of the industrial capacity of our people, the supreme con- 
sideration for our statesmen is to furnish them access to the 
natural resources of the world. For the undeveloped lands of 
the world our true policy is equal opportunity guaranteed by 
the “open-door policy,” fair chance for all, colonization and | 
political control by none. Toward the occupied and developed 
lands of the world our true policy is reciprocity. The most 
important people of all with whom we should have reciprocity 
are the people of Canada, whose products are largely supple- 
mental to our own, who possess boundless resources within the 
shortest distances along natural lines of communication. 

It seems almost incredible that any sensible man could 
maintain that having access to these vast and new resources 
would harm the American people. Under such a theory the 
great domain of the Western Reserve should never have been 
opened up for fear of adverse effects upon New England and 
the Atlantic seaboard. Under such a theory it was a grave 
mistake to open the vast stretch of country beyond the Mis- 
sissippi River, a fatal mistake to make the Louisiana purchase, 
the Florida purchase, the Gadsden and Alaska purchases. 
Under the same theory it was fatal to the people of Kansas 


that Oklahoma was opened up; it is a fatal mistake for us | 


to proceed with the extension of irrigation and the reclamation 
of arid regions of the West and Southwest. 

The facts are that in every case the opening up of new re- 
sources not only built up the new country, but added to the 
prosperity of the older sections. 

It is semiludicrous to hear such Members as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DatzeLtL] pleading the cause of the 
American farmer. The chief opposition to this measure does 
not come from the consistent friends of the farmer, but from 
the apostles of a high prohibitive tariff, who in their zeal for 
the manufacturer have always fought the farmers. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] If you analyze the motive behind 
the limited but desperate resistance to this measure you will 
find that it comes from those who fear to let the levee of high 
protection be broken even by a crawfish hole, and their fear is 
well grounded. This reciprocity treaty is the first real break 
in the levee of high protection. It will be followed by other 
breaks in rapid succession, and will lead to the revision of our 
fiscal policies and the placing of our industries on a sound 


economic basis by giving us, through a widening policy of | 


reciprocity, a wider access to the natural resources of this 
hemisphere, and by giving our industries the discipline of com- 
petition and the conquest of the markets of the world. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not intend at this juncture to discuss at 
length the unsound position in which our industries have been 
placed by the persistence of the policy of high protection. I 
will only point out what must be clear to anyone with a 
knowledge of human nature, that an industry getting the large 
profits within a high protective wall will not be interested in 
the business of world’s markets beyond, where the profits under 
competition are comparatively small. Instead of going out for 
the larger markets, the men controlling the industry will spend 
most of their time stifling competition at home, so as to gain 
full benefit of these tariff walls. After filling the home market 
the industry stops developing. For more than 10 years the 
industries of America have been hampered in their develop- 
ment. With our great natural resources supplying the raw 
materials and the power, and with the wonderful skill and 
adaptability of our people, our industries ought to have gone 
out these last 10, 12, or 15 years to the conquest of the markets 
of the world. The profits on a single article would have been 
smaller but the volume of business would have been much 
greater. The industries would have grown beyond anything in 
their experience, while the whole American people would have 
gotten the benefit of lower cost of living. They would have 
required vastly more laborers and the increased demand for 
labor would have raised the price of wages far beyond the 
present level. The astounding fallacy is advanced that this 
policy of continued high protection has been adopted for the 
protection of American labor, when in all the legislation on the 
books of the land you will not find one clause imposing a tariff 
on the importation of labor, [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

Labor is the one thing in this country that has never re- 
ceived the real consideration of the priest of high protection. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] On the contrary, the evi- 





dence is full and complete that vast interests getting the be: 
of the high tariff wall, and relieved of competition themse! 
are the very agencies that have encouraged, if they have 
subsidized, the influx of vast hordes of labor from Europe 
on the free list. They have encouraged the sending over of | 
cheapest labor of Europe. They have gathered up the pau 


| in the highways and byways, and, dumping them on our shor 


they did not guide them to the fields in need of cultivation, | 
directed their footsteps to the mine and the factory, and th 
the pauper labor of Europe has stood upon the neck and sh 
der of American labor. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

I have been accused of being afraid of other nations in 
half of my own country. I have studied America in comp 
son with other nations, and our civilization in comparison w 
theirs, and two great facts stand out. First, the weakness 
our civilization, a weakness shown by every Republic since the 
world began, is the lack of preparation for military defense. 
Secondly, the strength of our civilization is economic, and | 
in our commercial and industrial productiveness. 

In what is being added to the increase of the world’s we: 
by industrial labor, America to-day is adding the equivalent 
almost all of the rest of the world combined. We need never 
fear for our country in a fair competition in the markets of | 
world. The American who can produce four times as much 
as any man in the world need not fear the labor competi 
of the pauper. I will tell these gentlemen who plead for 
American labor that an American unarmed can not meet eyen 
a pauper armed. We need not fear for our country in thie 
domain’ of its irresistible commercial and industrial strengt! 
but our concern should be to safeguard the Nation in the line 
of its great weakness, lack of measures for defense. Our co 
cern should be to see to it that our American man of peace whio 
goes unarmed has a fair chance in the markets of the worl, 
and is allowed to continue unmolested his peaceful productiy: 
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| hess which places him beyond the competition of all of the 


rest of the people of the earth. The true, sound, and wise 
policy for us to pursue at this juncturé is to try to insure 
that this peaceful civilization of ours shall not be interfere! 
with in its progress by the military power that others hav 
prepared, though weaker in resources, and then, to lay the 
foundation for a permanent industrial greatness through the 
further educational development of our people, through the dis 
cipline of competition in the markets of the world, and throuch 
access to the great natural resources and the markets of tlie 
world. And this would dictate the adoption of this resolution. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Doremvus]. 

Mr. DOREMUS. Mr. Chairman, I desire at this time to ex 
press to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpErwoop] 
appreciation of this opportunity to say a few words upon thie 
pending question. As a new Member of this House, conscicois 
of my inability to add anything new to this discussion, I am 
loath either to occupy your time or ask for your indulgen 
My only excuse is that I represent a constituency that is per 
haps interested more directly in this measure than any other 
community in the United States. 

The district I have the honor to represent is practica! 
unanimous for the passage of the pending measure. The city 
of Detroit, with a population of 465,000 people, is perhaps more 
directly and vitally interested in the ratification of this agree- 
ment than any other community in the United States. Our 
manufacturers, wholesalers, retailers, and laboring classes gen- 
erally, with complete unanimity, are asking for freer commercial 
intercourse with Canada. The people of Detroit are an intelli- 
gent people; they have given careful and earnest consideration 
to this question. They do not ask for Canadian reciprocity 
solely because they believe it will benefit them, but because i! 
will prove an advantage to the entire country. They recognize 
it as a national and not a local question. They are intelligen'! 
enough to realize the community of interest that exists between 
the city and the farm. If they believed the ratification of tlie 
proposed agreement would seriously affect the great agricul- 
tural classes they would not favor it. In short, they understand 
that the prosperity of agriculture is essential to the happiness 
and contentment of all our people. ‘ 

The city of Detroit is but 2,600 feet away from our Canadian 
neighbors. It is estimated by the immigration authorities that 
about 3,500 people from Windsor, Walkerville, and Sandwich cross 
the Detroit River daily and earn their livelihood in Detroit. It 


is also estimated that about 1,400 Detroit people cross the river 
each day and earn their livelihood upon the Canadian side. 
The freest thing that crosses and recrosses that great artery 
of commerce is labor, and with free trade in labor we feel that 
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we have a right to insist upon free trade in the products of 
labor. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I wish to advert to the statements made by enemies of reci- 
procity on the Canadian side that this measure is merely the 
forerunner of annexation. If there is any sentiment in this 
country in favor of annexation with Canada it ought to be 
found in Detroit; but it can not be discovered there, because 
it does not exist. This talk of annexation is inspired merely 
for the purpose of frightening the people of Canada and defeat- 
ing the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement. 

Much has been said upon this floor of the disaster that will 
overtake the farmers if tnis measure becomes a law. Much has 
been said of the evil effects of opening our markets to Canadian 
wheat, grown, as the opponents of this measure tell us, upon 
cheap land by cheap labor. To my mind these fears are un- 
founded. I have always believed, and believe now, that when 
a country produces more of a given commodity than it can 
consume the surplus must find a market abroad and the price 
abroad will regulate the price at home. If this be true, it 
matters not, so far as the effect upon our market is concerned, 
whether Canadian wheat is grown upon cheap land or dear 
land. Both the United States and Canada produce a surplus 
of wheat which must be sold abroad. The Canadian surplus 
meets the American surplus in the markets of Liverpool and 
London. Does anybody in these murkets ever inquire whether 
this or that particular wheat was grown upon cheap land or 
dear land; by cheap labor or dear labor? [Applause on the 
Democratic side.| In many of the counties of Michigan you 
may find farms valued at $50 per acre and farms valued at $100 
per acre. The wheat grown upon each of these farms is hauled 
to the same market and sold at the same price. 

In considering the price of wheat we are considering a world- 
wide proposition. If my position is correct, the importation to- 
morrow of every bushel of Canadian wheat into the United 
States would not break the American market. There would be 
the same number of bushels of wheat and the same number of 
mouths to feed. The abnormal demand created in Canada by 
the withdrawal of her wheat would maintain the price here. 
The farmer does not fix the price of his wheat. He does not 
figure the interest on his investment, the cost of seed and labor, 
and say to the consumer, “ You may have it for so much.” The 
price of wheat is fixed by the law of supply and demand, and 
speculation is the only thing that can interfere with the opera- 
tion of that law. A tariff upon wheat benefits no one except 
the gambler who would “‘ corner” his country’s supply of wheat. 
[Applause. ] 

The distinguished gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Hamit- 
Ton], for whom I have the highest respect, and whose popular- 
ity at home is attested by his long-continued service here, con- 
tended that the tariff upon wheat raised the price. 
eloquence he declared that he was opposed to farming “on 
shares” with Canada and selling the surplus abroad. I think 
perhaps the gentleman’s argument is influenced somewhat by 
environment and force of habit. I have lived all my life among 
Michigan Republicans. Knowing them as I do, and having wit- 
nessed the regularity with which they roll up their 100,000 
majority at every election, I am convinced that they are op- 
posed to doing anything on shares. He declared in the course 
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centers, and this country to-day is short on food and long 
manufactures. What we need is more food and a broader mat 
ket. I am in favor of this measure because I it 
have a tendency to give us both. [Applause.] 

The distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hinps], in the 
course of one of the most scholarly speeches on this question 
to which it has been my good fortune to listen, declared that 
the farm was a home as distinguished from a factory. I 
think that is true. The American farm is the finest home upon 

the sun shines—and the American farmer the 
independent man within the confines of the two oceans. 
his experience he has never felt the pangs of hunger, and never 
will. With his broad, fertile acres he is never called upon to 
worry over where the next meal is coming from for his wife 
and his children. I do not believe the time will ever come in 
this country when, in order to make one-third of our population 
prosperous and contented, it will be necessary to visit priva- 
If there 
something fundamentally wrong with our industrial and social 
system. 

Free trade has made the United States a great manufacturing 
and agricultural Nation. More commerce passes through the 
Detroit River in eight months than enters and clears the ports 
of New York, Boston, Liverpool, and Glasgow in an entire year. 
If you seek the great contributing cause of this country’s 
marvelous growth, you will find it in that provision of the 
Federal Constitution which guarantees free trade between the 
States. What reasons exist for freedom of commerce between 
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| the States which can not be urged with equal force for freedom 


| peninsulas of Michigan. 
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of his eloquent speech that as the Canadian farmers paid noth- 
ing to support our schools and build our highways and bridges, 


they should be forced to contribute something to maintain the 
Government when they availed themselves of our markets. 
the gentleman is correct when he says the tariff upon wheat 
raises the price, it may be pertinent to inquire who does 
the contributing, the Canadian producer of wheat or the 
American consumer of bread? [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

If the opponents of this measure are right and the tariff does 
actually raise the price of wheat, it ought not to be imposed. A 
high price for wheat means a high price for flour, a high price 
for flour means a high price for bread, and, Mr. Chairman, a 
tax on bread is a crime against humanity. The loaf is small 
enough now. Had I the power I would make it larger instead 
of smaller. 

While the ratification of this agreement will not and can not 
lower the price of wheat, it will, in my judgment, have a tend- 
ency to reduce the cost of living, especially in the towns and 
cities adjacent to the Canadian border. I certainly hope so. 
At certain seasons of the year, and when market conditions are 
favorable, we ought to be able to get more butter, more eggs, 
more potatoes, more poultry, more vegetables. In the consid- 
eration of this question we ought to look conditions squarely in 
the face. It was but a few years ago when the farmers consti- 
tuted one-half our population. To-day they constitute but one- 
third. Population has been centralizing in the large industrial 


} 


| reciprocity agreement is ratified. 
If | 


| ing the market for many of his products. 





of commerce between the United States and Canada? ‘To my 
mind there is no more excuse for a commercial barrier between 
these two countries than there is for a 
between Ohio and Michigan or between 
[Applause. ] 

This measure would benetit the American farmer by enlarg- 
Canada 


barrier 
lower 


commercial 
the upper and 


is not, and 


| never will be, a great fruit-producing country. For the year 
|}ending March 31, 1910, we sold to Canada 59,000 barrels of 
apples against a tariff of 40 cents per barrel. We sold her 


peaches to the amount of 4,797,000 pounds against a tariff of 
$1 per 100 pounds. We sold her quinces, apricots, and pears 
to the amount of 4,941,000 pounds against a tariff of 50 cents 
per 100 pounds. We sold her cherries to the amount of 318,680 
pounds against a tariff of 2 cents per pound. We sold her 
clover and timothy seed to the amount of $748,742 against a 
tariff of 10 per cent ad valorem. With the tariff against these 
and other products removed we would be able to sell Canada 
much more. 

Some gentlemen on the other side are worrying over the 
future of the bean growers of this country if this measure 
should become a law. The total Canadian bean crop for 1909 
was 1,524,600 bushels. Why, Mr. Chairman, the State of Michi- 
ran alone raises annually five times this quantity of beans. 
The production of beans in Canada is so small, compared with 
our own production, that the farmer has little to fear on that 
score, 

The distinguished gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpney], 
whose judgment I would be willing to accept on almost any 
question except the tariff, is much worried over the fate that 
will befall the hay producers of this country in the event this 
He fears the Canadians will 
be able to flood our markets with cheap hay. Let us consider 
the hay question for a moment. In 1909 the Canadian farmers 
produced 11,877,100 tons of hay and sold it at an average price 
of $11.14 per ton. In 1909 the total American yield was 
64,938,000 tons, the product selling at an average price of $10.62 
per ton. In 1908 the total Canadian yield was 11,450,000 tons, 
selling at an average price of $9.96 per ton. In the United 
States the total yield for that year was 70,798,000 tons, selli 
at an average price of $8.98 per ton. My authority for these 
statements are the Canada Yearbook for 1909 and the Sta 
tistical Abstract of the United States for 1909. It would not 
appear from these figures that the American hay producer 
would be in any immediate danger from ruin by Canadian com 
petition. In this connection I wish to direct attention to the 
fact that progressive American farmers to-day are not raising 
hay for the market, but are feeding it to their stock, and thu 
putting it back upon the land. They have learned by experi 
ence that they can make more money by this process than by 
selling their hay. 

Reciprocity with Canada is no experiment. Under the reci 
procity treaty of 1854 both manufactures and agriculture pros 
pered as they never did before. In 1854, the year the treaty 
was ratified, our exports to Canada were $15,595,101. In 1862 
they had increased to $25,173,157. In 1854 Canada sold to us 
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to the amount of $8,649,002. In 1862 she sold us to the amount 
of $15,063,730—a balance of trade in our favor for that year 
of over $10,000,000. In 1853, the year before the treaty, our 
imports from the Provinces were $7,550,718, and our exports | 
thereto were $13,140,642—a balance in our favor of less than 
$6,000,000. The change was so great in 1855, the year after 
the treaty, that our exports increase to $27,806,020, or more than 
double those of 1853. As our imports in 1855 from the Prov- 
inces were $15,136,734, the balance of trade in our favor was 
$12,600,000, or more than we ever sold to Canada before in any 
single year, except one. 

Mr. Chairman, if this measure will increase the Nation’s sup- 
ply of food, it ought to be passed without delay. [Applause.] 
The millions who reside in our large cities are entitled to some 
relief from existing conditions. They are at the mercy of the 
great trusts that stifle competition and fix the price of nearly 
every item of human necessity. They buy their cotton goods at 
prices fixed by the Cotton Goods Trust; woolen goods at prices 
fixed by the Woolen Goods Trust; hosiery at prices fixed by 
the Hosiery Trust; products of iron and steel at prices fixed 
by the Iron and Steel Trust; rubber goods at prices fixed by 
the Rubber Trust; meats at prices fixed by the Meat Trust. 
They work for wages fixed by the law of supply and demand 
and buy the plainest necessities of life in a restricted market 
controlled to a large extent by these great combinations. Rap- 
idly advancing prices have so decreased the purchasing power 
of a dollar during recent years that the struggle for existence 
has become a particularly hard one. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe the days of high protection in this 

country are almost numbered. Henry Clay, the ablest apostle 
of protection in American history, entered the Senate of the 
United States in 1806, and for 30 years contended that the | 
Government should protect by tariff legislation our young and 
growing industries. He never contemplated, however, that a 
high protective tariff would be imposed forever. He believed 
that the time would come when our manufacturing industries 
would be upon an independent footing and be able to defend 
themselves successfully against foreign competition. In 1832 
he introduced a tariff bill which provided for a gradual reduc- 
tion of duties until 1842, by which time he estimated that the 
tariff would be upon a revenue basis, or an average ad valorem | 
duty of about 20 per cent. Imagine his surprise, could he re- 
turn to earth, upon learning that the so-called stand-pat ele- | 
ment of the Republican Party, masquerading as the friends of 
American labor and assuming to be advocates of the principle 
for which .he contended nearly a hundred years ago, had suc- 
ceeded in fastening upon this country a tariff largely in ex- 
cess of that for which he contended when our industries were 
roung. 
: Protection as represented by the Payne-Aldrich bill is an 
instrument of oppression and a badge of dishonesty. It fetters 
legitimate business, curtails the world’s markets for our prod- 
ucts, burdens the consuming millions, and robs labor of its 
honest reward. It was not designed to protect American labor. 
It was designed to give to the American manufacturing and 
producing trusts an advantage to which they are not entitled, 
and by which they are to-day plundering the American people. 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Let us pass the pending measure and relieve, if we can, the 
oppressive conditions that burden our great industrial classes. 
Why continue to legislate against trade, the only thing that 
ever made a nation industrially or financially great? The time 
has gone by when the American people can live by trading 
among themselves. The much-vaunted home-market theory of 
30 years ago will not do to-day. The great need of the present 
is a larger market for our surplus products. It is said that 
our cotton mills can turn out in six or seven months enough 
goods to supply the American people for a year. The surplus 
must find a market abroad or the mills will close. The pros- 
perity of this country is dependent upon the prosperity of other 
countries. Strike down, if you please, one-third or one-quarter 
of the manufacturing industries of England and Continental 
Europe and the fires will die out in our own furnaces and the 
American farmers’ surplus will go a begging in the markets of 
the world. 

Let us abandon the policy of exclusion and retaliation and 
usher in the spirit of peace, commerce, and friendly trade rela- 
tions with our neighbors. [Applause.] 

Mr. McOALL. I yield 25 minutes to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. NEepHAM]. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. Chairman, I propose in the time allotted 
me to confine myself strictly to the concrete proposition which 
is now before this body. This is a bill to promote reciprocal 
trade relations with the Dominion of Canada. Under the terms 
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of the Payne Tariff Act the maximum tariff of the United States 
would have become effective against Canada on April 1, 1910, un- 
less prior to that time the President of the United States had pro- 
claimed that the Canadian tariff did not discriminate against the 
United States. It should be remembered that the last tariff bi}! 
as it passed the House provided for a maximum and minimum 
tariff, and that all countries should be entitled to our minimum 
tariff, and the maximum tariff was to be applied only to countries 
that practiced tariff discrimination against the United States. 
The Senate, however, amended the theory of the maximum and 
minimum provision so that the maximum tariff should be ap- 
plied to all countries unless the President of the United States 
should be satisfied, and so proclaimed, that no undue discrimina- 
tion existed in the tariff of any country against the United 
States. The difference between the House bill and the Senate 
bill in this regard was radical, and, in my humble judgment, the 
position of the House upon the question was more consistent 
with our theory of the tariff than the position of the Senate. 
However, the adoption of the conference report on the last 
tariff bill carried with it the adoption of the Senate provision 
in regard to the maximum and minimum tariff. 

The negotiations between the Dominion of Canada and the 
United States, with a view of giving the former the benefit of 
the minimum tariff rates of our law, offered an opportunity for 
the President of the United States to indicate to the representa- 
tives of Canada the willingness of the administration to take 
up the question of an agreement between the two countries for 
reciprocal trade relations between them. I am convinced that 
the President, in making this suggestion to the representatives 


| of Canada, acted in conformity with the overwhelming public 
| sentiment of the people of the United States. 


I am convinced 
that, disregarding all selfish interests and looking at the qu: 
tion from the broad standpoint of national policy, the President 
of the United States in taking the initiative in negotiating and 
in consummating a trade agreement with our neighbor, Canada, 
which provides mutual trade advantages, rendered a service 
which will stand out as a conspicuous accomplishment of his 
administration. [Applause.] 

In prophesying the effect upon the commerce between the two 
countries which the ratification of the pending agreement wil! 
have we have the record of the years between 1854 and 1S‘ 
when the Elgin-Marcy reciprocity treaty was in force. Notwith- 
standing that during the greater portion of that period the 
growth of our commerce with all countries, owing to the Civil 
War, was necessarily seriously interrupted, yet the record of 
the increase of trade between Canada and the United States 
under this reciprocity treaty is indisputable. The opponents 
of the present legislation have intimated that the abrogat! 
of the Eigin-Marcy treaty in 1866 was due to a depressing efiect 
upon certain American interests by reason of Canadian con 
tition. I think, however, that a fair consideration of the ques- 
tion will lead the unbiased mind to the conclusion that the chief 
factor which led to the abrogation of that treaty in the year 
1866 was because of the attitude of Great Britain toward the 
United States during the Civil War. It can hardly be disputed 
that the intense antipathy of the people of the United Stat 
toward Great Britain and Canada because of the attitude of 
the British Empire toward the United States during the Civil 
War contributed largely to the abolition of this treaty, and thus 
marked a historical step backward in the trade relations be- 
tween the two countries. 

The agreement with Canada now before us is more comprre- 
hensive than the Elgin-Marcy treaty and includes commodities 
of various classes. 

Briefly speaking, the provisions of the agreement now pending 
may be summarized as follows: 

First. Reciprocal free lists on leading primary food products, 
such as wheat and other grain; dairy products; fresh fruits 
and vegetables; eggs and poultry; fish, cattle and sheep, and 
live animals; and tin plate. Also certain commodities now 
free in one country are to be made free by the other, for in- 
stance: Cotton-seed oil will go free into Canada, and rough 
lumber will come free into the United States. Barbed-wire 
fencing is to be admitted free into the United States. 

Second. Mutual reduced identical rates on secondary food 
products, such as fresh meats, canned meats, bacon and hams, 
lard and lard compounds, canned vegetables, cereals, and other 
foodstuffs partly manufactured. 

Third. Mutual reduced rates on a list of manufactured com- 
modities, including motor vehicles, cutlery, clocks and watches, 
sanitary fixtures, satchels and leather goods, plate glass, brass 
band instruments, printing ink, and miscellaneous articles. 
Under this head, also, Canadian duties on agricultural imple- 
ments are reduced to the present United States rates. 
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Fourth. On certain commodities special rates by each coun- 
try are made, as, for example, Canada reduces her duty on 
coal and cement, while the United States reduces its duties on 
iron ore, dressed lumber, aluminum products, and so forth. 

In order to get a comprehensive idea of the effect of the 
agreement in a broad sense, it is necessary to refer somewhat 
priefly to statistics and figures. 

The following statistics and figures are taken by me from a 
speech delivered by John Ball Osborne, Chief of the Bureau of 
Trade Relations, Department of State, before the Economic 
Club of Portland, Me., on March 15 last, and they show that 
the present foreign trade of the Dominion of Canada amounts 
to $655,000,000, of which the imports are valued at $375,800,000 
and the exports at $279,200,000; exactly 50 per cent, or one-half 
of the total trade of Canada, to wit, $327.700.000, is with the 
United States, while 36 per cent, or $234,800,000, is with the 
United Kingdom, the balance of the trade being with other 
countries. 

Of the total importations into Canada just given above, and 
amounting to $375,800,000, the United States furnishes $223,- 
500,000, or 59.4 per cent, of the total imports into that country; 
the United Kingdom imports 25.8 per cent, amounting to $95,- 
800,000 ; the balance of the imports are from other countries. 

Of the total Canadian exports Great Britain and the United 
Kingdom receive approximately one-half, or $139,500,000; the 
United States comes next, with 37.3 per cent, amounting to 
$104,200,000; while the balance goes to various countries. 

A study of our foreign markets shows that the Dominion of 
Canada- stands third as a foreign market for the exports of 
the United States, being in this respect surpassed only by the 
United Kingdom and Germany. However, as a source of our 
imports Canada stands sixth, being surpassed by five countries, 
namely, the United Kingdom, Germany, France, Cuba, and 
Brazil. 

These statistics show the great importance of our trade with 
the Dominion of Canada. The showing is remarkable when we 
consider both the highly protective and the preferential fea- 
tures of the Canadian customs tariff. Since 1897 Canada has 
had highly protective rates, and at the same time has had 
preferential tariffs to the mother country and conventional 
tariffs with other countries, which have undoubtedly hampered 
the freedom of commerce between Canada and the United 
States, 

The preferential rates which Canada offered to the mother 
country in 1897 were, first, a flat rebate of 12.5 per cent. This 
preferential rate was increased in 1898 to 25 per cent and then 
again in 1900 to 33.33 per cent in favor of the mother country, 
and has averaged about that rate since. Notwithstanding these 
preferences, the commerce of the United States with Canada 
has constantly grown, and, with the removal of the barriers 
provided for in the pending agreement, I am satisfied that the 
growth of commerce between the two countries will be by leaps 
and bounds. [Applause.] If the commerce of the United States 
with Canada has actually increased as statistics show, and 
we have, in fact, a greater share in the markets of Canada than 
the mother country, who can predict the share in that commerce 
which the United States would obtain should the agreement 
under consideration be enacted into law? [Applause.] 

I said a moment ago that the United States now furnishes 
59.4 per cent of the total imports into Canada and the United 
Kingdom 25.3 per cent. In 1884 England furnished approxi- 
mately 40 per cent of the Canadian imports, while the United 
States at that time furnished between 46 and 47 per cent. In 
other words, the percentage share of England in the imports of 
Canada decreased, notwithstanding the preferential tariffs 
granted, from approximately 40 per cent of the total imports 
in 1884 to approximately 25 per cent in 1910, while during the 
Same period, notwithstanding the highly protective tariff of 
Canada, the percentage share of the United States in the im- 
ports of Canada increased from approximately 46 or 47 per cent 
in 1884 to nearly 60 per cent in 1910. 

These extraordinary, striking figures, under the conditions, 
demonstrate the enormous advantage and value of our com- 
merce with Canada, and they clearly indicate that the mutual! 
advantages to the two countries will be of incalculable benefit to 
each when freer trade relations, such as is contemplated by the 
agreement under consideration, are made a reality. 

The large and important commerce which the United States 
now enjoys with the Dominion of Canada, notwithstanding the 
tariff barriers between the two countries and the preferential 
convention tariffs granted by Canada to other nations, justifies 
the belief that with the removal of these barriers to the extent 
provided in the agreement which we are now considering the 
commerce will be enormously augmented to the mutual ad- 
vantage of both countries, 
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The policy of reciprocity has been a subject that has come 
before the American people frequently. I can not recall of a 
proposal for reciprocity with any country within recent years 
but what has met with violent opposition. A study of our vari- 
ous reciprocity agreements which have been presented for con- 
sideration 


fails to disclose with any degree of accuracy that 
they have been based upon any definite policy; that is, it can 


not be accurately stated that the reciprocity agreements here- 
tofore negotiated by Republican Presidents have been confined 
to hnoncompeting products. Certainly all of the reciprocity 
treaties negotiated by the McKinley administration and known 
as the “ Kasson treaties” provided for reciprocity in competing 
articles. I have a very vivid memory of these treaties, because 
they were pending for ratification at the time I entered Con- 
gress, 12 years ago. A large number of these treaties ruthlessly 
sacrificed many important California industries, and I had 
occasion to study their terms with a considerable degree of 
care, and pride myself that to some extent I had something to 
do with their defeat. To declare, therefore, as it has been done 
on this floor during the consideration of this agreement, that 
McKinley stood only for reciprocity in noncompeting articles 
is certainly not historically true, if we are to consider, as we 
must, that he approved of the acts of his own administration 
It me that the conclusion which every fair-minded 
man must reach is that the only safe way in considering reci 
procity agreements is to consider each agreement by itself. In 
other words, each reciprocity agreement must stand alone. 

The language of McKinley, in his last Buffalo address, in no 
sense bears out the assertion that he was Oppose d to reci} rocity 
in competing products. I quote the gist of that speech: 


seems to 


4 system which provides a mutual exchange of cor 


imodities-—a 
mutual exchange—is manifestly essential to the continued and healthful 
growth of our export trade 

We must not repose in fancied security that we can forever sell every- 
thing and buy little or nothing. If such a thing were possible, it would 
not be best for us or for those with whom we deal. We shon!d take 
from our customers such of their products as we can use without barm 
to our industries and labor. 

Reciprocity is the natural outgrowth of our wonderful industrial 
development under the domestic policy now firmly established. What 
we produce beyond our domestic consumption must have a vent abroad. 
The excess must be relieved through a foreign outlet, and we should 
sell everywhere we can and wherever the buying will enlarge our 
sales and productions, and thereby make a greater demand for home 
labor 

The period of exclusiveness is past The expansion of our trade and 
commerce is the pressing problem Commercial wars are unprofitable 


A peliey of good will and friendly trade 
Reciprocity treaties are in harmony 
measures of retaliation are not 

If perchance some of our tariffs are no longer needed for revenue or 
to encourage and protect our industries at home, why should they not 
he employed to extend and promote our markets abroad? 


relations will prevent reprisals. 
with the spirit of the times; 


Mr. Chairman, whatever may have been the position of the 
Republican Party in the past, and whatever may have been the 
real sentiments of McKinley and the other great leaders of the 
party upon the question of reciprocity, it seems to me that at 
this time there is no occasion for division of sentiment upon 
this question because the Republican Party, in its last national 
convention, which is the last authoritative declaration of the 
party upon the subject, and should therefore be the guide of 
the party, made a definition of the policy of protection, when, in 
substance, it declared that the tariff should be limited for the 
purposes of protection to the difference between the cost of 
production in this country and the cost of production abroad, 
with a reasonable profit to the American producer. 

I am willing, Mr. Chairman, that my vote for or against the 
pending measure shall be determined by the principle of the 
last Republican national platform. [Applause.] If anyone 
can convince me that the difference in the cost of production of 
any of the articles mentioned in the pending agreement is sub- 
stantially less in Canada than the cost of the production of the 
same articles in this country, then I should feel that under the 
definition of protection in the last national platform, 
tepublican, I was bound to vote against the measure. 
my study of the agreement and the evidence submitted con- 
vinces. my mind that there is no substantial difference.. I agree 
with President Taft, who said in his speech at Springfield, IIL, 
on February 11 last. 

The conditions of production and of manufacture in the Uni 
States and Canada are substantially the same. Wages may 
in one part of Canada from another part, just as wages differ in dif 
ferent States in this country, but taken by and large, the character of 
the laborers, their intelligence and their skill, and the price paid them 
per unit of work, are not substantially less in Canada than they are 
in this country. * * * With that in view, still adhering loyally 
and sincerely to the principles of protection where it is needed to main 
tain our important industries, I did not hesitate to give the widest 
latitude to the Secretary of State and the commissioners who repr: 
sented this country in offering to Canada a reduction of duties on goods 
and products coming into this country from Canada in consideration 


as a 
Pert 


»UL 


of the establishment of the same duty, or freedom from duty, on similar 
| goods going into Canada. 
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After having made several visits to Canada myself I am con- 
vineced that the advantage is with the producer in the United 
States in competition with his competitor in Canada, generally 
speaking. ‘The long, severe winters of Canada, the distance of 
the Canadian producer from the consuming centers of popula- 
tion, place a handicap upon the Canadian that greatly inures 
to the benefit of his American competitor. Of course there may 
be exceptions to this rule, but I am satisfied that, speaking 
broadly, the cost per unit of production of the competing articles 
provided for in the agreement under consideration are at least 
no greater, if not less—and, in my opinion, less—than in 
Canada, and in this view the report of the Tariff Board, set 
forth in Senate Document No. 849, Sixty-first Congress, third 
session, is a substantial confirmation. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
this measure conforms, so far as paper is concerned, with the 
last Republican platform? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. I think it does. 


Mr. DALZELL. You think there is no difference between the | 


cost of making paper in Canada and in this country? 
Mr. NEEDHAM. I think there is no substantial difference. 
Mr. DALZELL. Qh, no substantial difference! 


Mr. NEEDHAM. The report of the board, however, is be- | 


fore the Congress, and Members can determine it for themselves, 
but my study of the agreement and of this evidence convinces 
me that there is no substantial difference. 

I find quite a few of the Members of this House who are 


now yiolently opposed to the pending agreement on the ground | 


that it is an abandonment of the policy of protection were 
very substantial promoters and sponsors in passing through 


this House the legislation necessary to provide for reciprocity | 
How the gentlemen referred to can reconcile their | 


with Cuba. 
action is quite a mystery to me. Who will pretend that the 
labor conditions in Cuba are in any sense equal to our own, 
or that they in any degree approach the labor conditions in 
Canada? I opposed with what little ability I possessed the 
legislation providing for reciprocity with Cuba, because I felt 


it was an abandonment of the principle of protection, and | 


because I felt an apprehension that the competition of the in- 
dustries of that island would be injurious to the industries of 
the State of which I have had the honor to, in part, represent 
upon this floor for over 12 years. Bit our experience thus far 
under the policy of reciprocity with the Cuban Republic has 
not as yet had the effect such as I feared, and I have a strong 
conviction that the disastrous results which I apprehended may 
never materialize, and I am constrained to prophesy that the 
dire disasters which are apprehended by those on this side of 
the Chamber as a result of the enactment of the legislation 
now under consideration will also fail to materialize. 

Now that we Members of the Republican Party have adopted 
a definition limiting the application of the policy of protection 
so that in fixing tariff duties they shall equalize the cost of 
production in this country and abroad with a fair profit to the 
American producer, and as there is no other country in the 
world where the conditions of production are as near an equal- 
ity with our own as the Dominion of Canada, I sincerely trust 
that we may enact this measure into law and thus test the 
productive capacity and the competing ability of our people 


along lines of production and competition on substantial equal- | 


ity of terms. 

Firmly believing that the putting into effect of the agreement 
under consideration will harm no substantial industry, but, on 
the contrary, will bring mutual benefit to both Canada and our 
own country, I shall support this great measure of a Republican 
President and a Republican administration. [Applause.] If, 
however, this measure should be put into force and effect and 
shall prove by its actual operation that the prophesies of those 
who now oppose it have been well founded and that we who now 
support it are mistaken, I will be the first to join in a movement 
for its abrogation. 

Mr. Chairman, when this bjll was before the House at the last 
session there was much discussion as to the effect the entering 
upon the policy of reciprocity with Canada would have under 
“the most-favered nation clause” of our treaties with other 
countries. It was vehemently asserted at that time, and may 
be again reiterated, that those nations which have treaties with 
the United States containing what is known as “the most- 
favored nation clause” wovld have the right under such clause 
to demand admission for their products into the ports of the 
United States upon payment of the same duties granted to 
Janada. I have given some study and attention to this matter, 
and I find that the decisions are uniform in the Supreme Court 


I wish to ask the gentleman whether or not | 
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to the effect that under such conditions the clause does not ap- 
ply. The Customs Court handed down a decision within the 
last 10 days unanimously aflirming this policy. This question 
is treated quite exhaustively in volume 5 of Moore’s Digesi of 
International Law, pages 257-288, and I will not take the time 
to read any of these decisions, but anyone interested can ex- 
amine these references if he desires. 

The effect of these decisions and holdings is to make it the 
policy of the United States to refuse to grant the rates of duty 
provided for under reciprocity to any other nation than the one 
with whom the treaty is made. ‘‘The most-favored-nation 
clause’ does not apply, because the rule is “ Identity of treat- 
ment under identity of circumstances and conditions,” and the 
| conditions and considerations which would prompt our Goy- 
ernment to grant tariff concessions to one nation under reci- 
procity are not the same, and in the nature of things can not 
| be the same, as would induce the granting of similar rates 


other countries with whom we have “the most-favored-nation 
clause” treaty. 

Thus far I have not discussed, except in the most gener: 
| way, the schedules of the proposed agreement. I have not at- 
tempted to analyze the effect which the treaty may have ujon 
any single industry. My belief is that under the policy of pro- 
tection, as defined in our last national platform, the cosi of 
production in Canada being substantially the same as in this 
country, a tariff duty upon any of the articles enumerated in 
the agreement above that provided is not demanded in the 
interest of protection, and therefore my hope and belief is that 
the agreement itself will not, when it becomes operative. be 
disastrous to any American industry. 

If incidentally the enactment of this legislation shall prove 
that the definition of protection limiting it, as was done wider 
the terms of the last national platform, is insufficient for the 
play of industrial forces and the development and maintenance 
of our industrial conditions on a plane of healthfulness and 
prosperity, then that in itself will be an experience wort!) the 
| experiment which this agreement contemplates. The peor: of 
this country will never continue any policy which will hain:pe1 
our means of production and development or in the slightest 
degree imperil our standard of living. The American Naiion 
|is irrevocably committed to the policy of protection. [Applause.] 
We on this side of the Chamber may differ, and honestly differ, 
as to the amount of duty that should be granted to an industry 
to enable that industry to maintain the American standard 
and to meet the competition of the same industry of anoiler 
country of lower standard. There are no differences here is to 
the necessity of maintaining the principles of protection. While 
I do not desire to assume to be opinionated, I venture to assert 
that those adherents of very high tariff rates are not the best 
supporters and advocates of the protective policy. In ctler 
words, rates in exeess of what is known to place the domestic 
producer on a par with his foreign competitor may furnis!: an 
incentive, especially under present trade and industrial ccoudi- 
tions, to monopolistic tendencies which would unduly burden 
the domestic purchaser and consumer. The true protective 
policy at no point requires its advocates to demand or defend 
excessive or unnecessary duties. [Applause.] I am persusded 
that the following from a recent speech of President Taft sl 
be most carefully considered by all protectionists, when he s:id, 
in speaking of the agreement now under consideration : 


There are those conservative a who hang back from an 
approval of this agreement on the ground that it is a departure from 
the principle of protection and is the opening wedge to let in free trade. 
My own view is that no step conld be taken more in the interest «f 4 
reasonable policy of protection than the approval of this treaty. ‘he 
| very existence of the policy depends on our abolition of the (rif 
where it is not really needed under the principle of the last Repu! in 
platform. If we persist in i it in ¢ times of high prices 
and gradually exhausting food supply and base our retention cn pro- 
| tection principles, we shall rouse an opposition that will know 20 
| moderation and will not cease radical economic changes until it has 
| removed from the statute book the last trace of a protective tariff. 
| fApplause.] 
tut it is contended with great earnestness by those who op- 
| pose this legislation, that it will prove disastrous to the farm- 
| ing interests of our country. An attack upon the farmers of 
| this country, or even a failure to properly guard their interests, 
| would prove disastrous, and rightfully so, to those responsible 
|for such a movement. I represent a district and in part a 
| State where the leading industry is that of agriculture. The 
| yarious branches of agriculture in my State, coming as they do 
in direct competition with the lowest paid labor in the werld, 
| where the conditions and where the standard of living is among 
| the lowest, I fully appreciate that the farming industries of my 
State could not exist for a season with such competition except 
for the imposition of an adequate tariff. I would be the iast 
| individual upon this floor to cast a vote, and my State would 
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never tolerate a vote by any of its Representatives that would | 
imperil or seriously affect the farmers of any portion of our | 
country. [Applause.] I freely concede to every Representative 
pon this floor who may feel constrained to oppose this meas- 
ure the utmost sincerity and honesty of purpose, and I only 
claim for myself the same honesty and sincerity which I freely 
concede to others. But after the best attention which I have 
peen able to give to this subject in all its bearings I am unable 
to find that its enactment into law will imperil or appreciably 
affect the farming interests of the country, or of any particular 
section. 

I appreciate the tremendous force which is included in any 
rallying cry made in behalf of the farmers of the country, but 
not being convinced that it is based upon truth and, further- 
more, having a suspicion that there is possibly behind it some- 
thing of selfish interests not allied with agriculture, I may be 
pardoned if I look with some degree of suspicion upon the 
forces and the motives of those who have inaugurated this 
protest. [Applause.] 

There has been during the last few years a great prominence 
given to the subject of conservation. Tremendous interest has 
been created in the subject, and there is a widespread public | 
sentiment that, with the enormous growth of our population 
and the consequent drawing upon our natural resources, the | 
augmentation of these resources, and thereby to some extent | 
prevent their exhaustion and impoverishment, is the part of | 
wise statesmanship. Reciprocity with Canada must of neces 
sity be chiefly confined to food and forest products, and the | 
addition of these two great natural resources, bringing them | 
within the reach of our fast-growing population, is a measure | 
of conservation of greater importance than any that have yet 
been suggested. 

Mr. Chairman, I have purposely refrained from discussing 
this legislation from the standpoint of any community or from 
the standpoint of any particular industry. This is an agree- 
ment between the Dominion of Canada and the United States 
of America which requires concurrent legislative action by both 
countries in order that it may be made effective. Any change 
by amendment, however strongly I might favor certain changes, 
would of necessity throw the whole proceedings into negotia- 
tions again between the two countries, with the consequent 
delay and possible failure of any agreement at all. We are 
therefore compelled to either accept or reject the agreement. 
That is the practical question before this body. We have got | 
to either vote it up or vote it down. Anyone pretending to be 
in favor of the agreement, but who is desirous of amending it. 
is in reality opposed to the agreement. Such an attitude will 
not deceive anyone acquainted with the real situation. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. Chairman, as a protectionist and a Republican, I find no 
difficulty in bringing myself to the support of this great eco 
nomic measure of the administration of President Taft. Long 
after the petty bickerings and jealous criticism of his admin- 
istration shall have been forgotten the action of our President 
in bringing this measure before the Representatives of the 
American people will stand out as among the great accomplish 
ments of an administration singularly conspicuous for the con- 
Strective measures which have become enacted into law. [Ap- 
plause.] My judgment tells me that from the standpoint of the 
national welfare we should enact this legislation. I 
with President Taft when he said: 

Now is the accepted time. Now Canada is in the mood. She is at 
the parting of the ways. Shall she be an isolated country, as much 
Separated from us as if she were across the ocean, or shal! her people 
and our people profit by the proximity that our geography furnishes? 

{Loud applause.] 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BowMAN]. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Chairman, this measure has been very 
ably debated from every side excepting possibly one, and that is 
from the standpoint of a Member from the State of Pennsy!- 
vania and of a miner or producer of fuel. I rise only from a 
sense of duty to express to this body, the greatest representa- 
tive body in the world, some sense of the obligation which the 
State of Pennsylvania and the district I represent owes to 
the Provinee of Canada. I represent the heart of the anthra- 
cite coal regions of the State of Pennsylvania. I live in the 
Wyoming Valley, the land celebrated by the poetry of Camp- 
bell, celebrated through the life and work of the Moravian 
missionaries among the Indians, celebrated as the birthplace of 
the greatest race of aborigines the world ever knew, and cele 
brated, I believe it will be, as the birthplace of the greatest | 
race that this country will ever produce. We have there to- | 
day as the basis of our population the English, the Irish, the | 
Welsh, the German, and the Scotch. There has been intro- | 


believe 


duced within the last decade new elements of the best laboring 
blood of Europe. We have the Piedimontes and others of the 
best from Italy, the Lithuanian, the Pole, and the Slovak, and 
I tell you as one who has had opportunities to observe, that 
they will make as good citizens as any that this country has 
heretofore produced. 


The State of Pennsylvania sent into the Province of Canada 


in the year 1910 a large part of over $33,000,000 worth of fuel 
bought by that country. Over $14,000,000 of that amount was 
anthracite, upon which we did not pay a cent of duty. They 
also used over $17,000,000 worth of bit and up- 
|} ward of $2,000,000 worth of coke, upon w ‘ bitants 
of that country paid over $5,000,000 in du the -e of 
burning it. That country, gentlemen, can un ‘ e an 
industrial nation. Why? Because they have no ‘ \ i 
ply of fuel. What can we get from them That « ry is 
fitted by nature to produce food to help feed our ind | 
population. Boundless natural resources fit this counts vith 
their help, to support an industrial race beyond computat 
Less than $98,000,000 covers the total imports of ¢ l 
into this country. You will note they paid us for fuel 
over one-third that amount and over $182,000,000 more for other 
merchandise. Should we not have some feeling of gratitude 
toward them? 
Continue to build the tariff wall that now exists between 


higher and wider and before you are through with it you will 
only have openings through it from which t 
from each side to the other. 


will poin 


annon 


This is not a question of a tariff; it is a higher and bro: 
question; it is a question of the universal advancement 
| human race. I listened witha great deal of interest to what w 
| said by the gentleman from New York City [Mr. Grorcr] ti} 
| population in my city is very much like it; they need sympathy 


and help. But I will say 
lina, who called attention 
of Pennsylvania, that in the 


to the gentleman from 
to the low was 
district 


North Cuaro- 
the State 


Fes paid in 


me fro 


that Ic we pay 

as good wages for labor performed as are paid in any | e in 
the world. 

We have serious accidents that excite the deepest feelings in 


man’s nature. I once walked up to a shaft where a child was 
sitting and said to her, “ What are you sitting here for 
child?” “I am waiting for my father.” 
buried in that mine through an 
than a week previous. 


bhiy 
Her father bad been 
iccident that happened more 


A fund was raised to relieve the necessities of those who 
were dependent upon the men who lost their lives in that dis 
aster. I will say for the bankers of New York, however they 
may be traduced, we found their hearts open to the plea of 
distress. They, with the other good people of this country, 
established a fund which has be« distributed in that mining 
district from that day to this, nearly 15 years 

In that connection I want to say that a lady from one of 
the principal cities of this Nation me to our city to ascertain 
what the conditions were, and whether it was necessary for her 
to do anything to ameliorate them. After visiting the | 


community, she said to me, “ There is more distress in one alley 
in my city than in your whole district ted homes that 
for months had not had a male proteetor to help tl 

Gentlemen, I repeat, this is not a tariff question. 

We are protectionists in my district. 
teetive tariff to the limit of competition, wi 
to protect the manufacturer fix IT} 
that this is a protective measure. presented by one of the great 


She Vis 

em. 

We believe in the pro 

i. fair percentage 
' 


im surplus stocks. We claim 


est Presidents this country ever produced—not the create 

politician, but a man with a broad judicial mind, deeply iv 

terested in the welfare of the people—and I submit that a fair 

majority, in my district ninety-nine one-hundredths of t ih 

publicans and most of the Democrats, are with him. 
Gentlemen, I shall vote for this measure pplause] | 

I do not believe it transgresses a single Republican pi 

the principle of protection to American i | ) 


believe it transgresses a single 


in the best 


not 
farmer 
Look over the reports of prices, the prices arm 
products in the United States, and there will be found as 1 h 
difference in the various parts of this countr 
tween those of this country and Canada. 
Chaplain this morning, “ Let our spiritual e be unst | 
and spiritual eyes be opened,” that we may 1 th 
one that is far above local conditions, one that t ad 
vancement of the race, bringing together these two | es who 
are one in lineage, one in their purpose—the elevation 
human race. [Applause.} 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I 


pri 
market for his prod 


now yield 10 minutes to 


the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop]. 
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Mr. GOOD. “Reciprocity is only an international form of 
protection,” This definition from the Standard Dictionary cor- 
rectly describes reciprocity. It was this conception of reciproc- 
ity that caused the Republican Party to write in its platform: 

We favor the associated policy of reciprocity so directed as to open 
our markets on favorable terms for that which we do not ourselves 
produce in return for free foreign markets. 

This bill, introduced by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD], contains none of the elements of reciprocity. It 
provides not for protection but for free trade in the United 
States and protection in Canada. 
side.] 

A DEMOCRATIC MEASURB. 

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hirt] has said that 
this bill presents a political and not a partisan question. The 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KitcHin] contends that 
it is both political and partisan, and that it is a Democratic 
measure, presented to this House in response to a resolution 
passed by a Democratic caucus, and that it is in full harmony 
with the declarations of the Democratic platforms. 

I am inclined to agree with the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Kircuin], and I, for one, am perfectly willing that 
the Democratic Party shall stand sponsor for this bill and shall 
be held responsible for its evil effects should it become a law. 

The advocates of this bill content themselves with an aca- 
demic discussion of reciprocity. They fail to point out wherein 
it is reciprocal and decline to analyze its provisions or the real 
effect which its enactment will have on the producer and con- 
sumer alike. 

PROPOSED TRADE NOT RECIPROCAL. 

By the provisions of this bill all the products of the Cana- 
dian farm are brought into competition with the product of the 
farms of the United States. It surrenders to the farmers of 
Canada the markets of the United States for all their produce. 
For the surrender of these markets it is proposed to reduce the 
duty on the farm implements manufactured and imported from 
Canada. This is practically the only reciprocity provided for 
in this bill. 

Let us place in parallel columns, first, a list of the produce 
of the farm, and, second, a list of the farm and other machinery 
on which it is proposed to reduce the tariff, with the amount 
of such proposed reduction, and see if it is a fair and equal 
trade and if it is reciprocal. On the other side we have a list 
of practically everything grown on the farm, from which all 
tariff is removed and which is brought into direct competition 
with the cheaper farms and the cheaper farm labor of Canada. 
On the other side we have a list of manufactured articles upon 
which the duty is reduced and by which it is alleged the farm- 
ers of this country will profit all that they have lost through 
the placing of farm products on the free list: 

What the American farmer gives What the Canadian farmer gives 


and what the Canadian farmer and what the American farmer 
gets. gets. 


REDUCED DUTIES OF FARM IMPLE- 
MENTS. 
Per cent ad valorem. 


SIE TIN citaiieiceccitenintasevemises 
Plows 


FREE LIST. 


Cattle, horses, swine, sheep, mules, 
poultry, wheat, rye, oats, buck- 





wheat, barley, dried peas, cow- Harrows 
peas, beans, corn, hay, straw, Harvesters._................ 23 
potatoes, sweet potatoes, yams, Reapers _-.....-..-.......-. 23 
turnips, onions, cabbages, and Seed drills_..........__..__ 5 
all other vegetables; eQppit, MOWels.........nnncnnnus-..... 23 
peaches, pears, grapes, and ber- Horse rakes_.......... .. - 5 
ries ; butter, cheese, milk, cream, Cultivators _...........--- 5 
eggs, honey, cottonseed, linseed, Thrashing machine parts, bag- 
and other oil seeds, including gers, weighers, etc________ 5 
clover and timothy seed, and Parts of thrashing machines, 
other articles. SOP ROME ccbitclawindinnndbinn 23 
Portable and traction engines, 
no change. 
Horsepowers for farm use, no 
change. 
Hay loaders, potato diggers, 
fodder cutters, grain crush- 
ers, fanning mills, and hay 
COG ictittlinctibtins eco 
Motor vehicles, except for rail- 
a 
Who can discover any real reciprocity in this trade? The 


injury it would work to the agricultural interests of this coun- 
try is apparent. The benefits which we would receive are so 
small that they can not be discovered. No one has pointed 
them out. 

CANADA'S DEMAND. 

For more than a century the Dominion of Canada has knocked 
at our door for the free admission of her agricultural products, 
and at all times she has maintained the right to protect her 
manufacturers, as well as the manufacturers of Great Britain. 
She has desired free trade in agricultural products. At the 


[Applause on the Republican | 
| there can be no such thing as reciprocity between Canada and 





same time she has demanded that her manufacturers be pro- 
tected from importations by the American manufacturer. 

Let us not, therefore, delude ourselves into believing that the 
reduction of from 24 to 5 per cent in ad yvalorems on farm ma- 
chinery will be of any benefit to the farmers of the United 
States. The Canadian farmer desires to enter into free compe- 
tition to feed the 100,000,000 people of the United States ana 
Canada, but the Canadian manufacturer is unwilling to enter 
into free and open competition with the American manufacturer 
in supplying the market of the two countries with manufactured 
articles. As long as Canada maintains her present position 


the United States. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The simple fact is that it costs more to produce the products 
of the farm in the United States than it does in Canada. A; 
shown by the report of the Tariff Board, farm labor and far 
land is higher in the United States than it is in Canada. Under 
these conditions it can not truthfully be said that the cost of 
production is the same in the two countries. 

LOWER PRICES TO FARMER NOT FOLLOWED BY LOWER PRICES TO CONST M! 

It necessarily follows, therefore, that the price at which thi 
farmer will be compelled to sell his produce will be affected 
by the enactment of this law. The extent to which the value 
of our farm products will be affected no one can say. But 
does not follow that because the farmer will be obliged to a 
cept lower prices for his produce that the ultimate consume: 
will be able to purchase his food supply any cheaper. 

These positions are not inconsistent. By our complex method 
of production and distribution big interests profit by the loss to 
the original producer, and the price to the consumer is seld«) 
affected. The best example of this is to be found in the remoys 
of the duty on hides. I recall the argument of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Payne] when he discussed the provisions 
of his bill. He contended that the duty on hides did not benefit 
the farmer, but, as he expressed it, only benefited the “biz 
four,” and that the removal of the duty on hides would wot 
lessen the price of hides to the producer. 

By the Payne tariff law hides were taken from the dutiable 
list and placed on the free list. On August 7, 1909, the Sl: 
and Leather Reporter gave the wholesale price of hides, No. 
1 packers’ native steers, at 17 cents per pound. On Februar) 
4, 1911, the same grade of hides was quoted by the same au 
thority at 14 cents per pound. Everyone who is familiar wi 
the subject knows that the farmer received 4 cents per pound 
less for his hides on February 4, 1911, than he received on 
August 7, 1909; but where is the buyer of shoes or of any other 
article manufactured from leather who could purchase such 
article cheaper on February 4, 1911, than he could on August 
7, 1909? 


HIGH COST OF LIVING—IS TARIFF RESPONSIBLE? 


In the memorable campaign that ended on the 7th day of 
last November the principal issue was the high cost of living. 
The Democratic Party contended that the Payne tariff law was 
responsible for high prices. That election is fur enougi in the 
past and the next election is far enough in the future so that 
we ought to be able to consider the question of the high cost 
of living dispassionately and purely as a business proposition, 
separate and apart from factional strife and political clamor. 

The argument presented by our Democratic friends in support 
of this measure is a most ingenious and conflicting one. It all 
depends upon the person making the argument. Many of the 
arguments are based on the theory that this bill will not re- 
duce prices, while others bottom their arguments on the express 
proposition that cheap food products will flow from the agree- 
ment authorized by this bill. By this bill they would lower tle 
cost of living. 

HOW DEMOCRACY WON. 

I desire, therefore, to consider the question of the effect that 
recent tariff legislation has had on prices. First let us inquire 
if the issue of the high cost of living was fairly and honestly 
presented in that election. What are the facts? A few days 
before election, in practically every congressional district of tle 
North our Democratic friends distributed circulars entitled 
“ High cost of living,” in which was placed in parallel columns 
a two weeks’ store bill for October, 1896, and Qctober, 1910. 
Such a circular was used in the district I have the honor to 
represent in this House. But, mind you, this circular was dis- 
tributed only in the cities and towns. Our Democratic friends 


were very careful to see that this circular should not fall into 
the hands of the farmer, for it was only the price of farm 
products that this circular assailed. 
DEMOCRACY WOULD LOWER PRICES ONLY ON FARM PRODUCE. 
If the statements contained in this circular were good argu- 
ment to the wage earners on the subject of the high cost of 
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living before the election, they ought to be good argument to 
the farmers after election. I shall, therefore, for the benefit 
of Democratic and Republican farmers 
in the Recorp. It the product of the farmer, and 
points to the year of 1896 as a year presenting ideal conditions 
and ideal prices. The circular is as follows: 


. tle _— 
assalis oniy 


Hot 
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alike, print this circular | 


y ; AND SEHOLDERS, READ THE WITHIN CAREFULLY—HOW To | 
YOUR MONEY—TAKE INTO BOOTH WITH YOU WHEN YOU VOTI 
FOR YOUR FAMILIES. 
High cost of living facts—Read carefully—Ponder well—Vote right 
Prices, 1896 and 1910 


The Republican Party has been in complete control of every depart 
ment of the Cioyernment since 1896—President, Senate, and Congre 


have given you a government of trusts Beef Trust, Sugar Trust, 


















Flour Trust, Clothing Trust, and the “daddy” of them all, the Tariff 
rrt See the result below: 
St. Louis prices. 
Two Weeks’ Srore BItt. 
OCTOBER, 1896 OCTOBER, 1910. 

2 inds salt pork. __- . $0.10 2 pounds salt pork____.-. $0. 40 
5 pounds pork chops ___-_~~ -50 5 pounds pork chops..... 1.25 
5 inds pork ribs.._____~ .30 5 pounds pork ribs... 75 

pounds smoked shoulder_-_ .30 4 pounds smoked shoulder 4 
2 pounds sausage ~~~. -15 2 pounds sausage _._._... ~ oo 
5 coenes Garé —._...__...... .35 5 pounds lard - ieciaiecstiea . 85 
5 pounds corned beef____-~ -25 5 pounds cor ae . 624 
t pounds Dutter........... .40 4 pounds butter__.__--_-- 1, 20 
a oa. a CE 8 cess A 
1 pound cheese __._.._.._ Se 0 OE Eee . 25 
iinet rennin 3.50 1 barrel fleur__...._...- 
4 pounds chicken ~......_ .40 t pounds chicken ..._-.-. 
71 pounds sugar.__£_-....._ 1.00 21 pounds sugar.___.-_.... 
OO a -20 2 pounds steak.............. 
5 pounds roast beef__.____- .50 5 pounds roast beef... 

8. 28 





Look at these two store bills. Vote to protect your pocketbook 
Your table bill has doubled; have your wages doubled? You pay 100 
per cent more for your clothing, blankets, and household goods; has 
your salary kept pace with the increased cost of living? Your rent i 
higher and your fuel is higher; how much higher is your weekly wage 
check? Don’t you think you had better help put the trusts that have 
doubied the cost of living out of business? Congressman Goop’s vote 
helped to make the bill $15.594 instead of $8.28. 


FARMERS NOT ENTHUSIASTIC OVER DEMOCRATIC PRICES OF 1896. 

I hope the farmers will study this circular. When they come 
to read it, let them take the first item, “ Two pounds of salt pork, 
10 cents,” and ask themselves how much they would be obliged 
to sell their hogs for, allowing for offal, packers’, jobbers’, and 
retailers’ profits, in order that salt pork could be bought at 5 
cents a pound retail. Let me appeal to them to apply the same 
test to every item in this circular and then ask themselves the 
question, without regard to political affiliation, if they are in 
faver of this Democratic demand that the price of farm prod- 
ucts that prevailed in 1896 shall be restored and shall perma- 
hnently prevail. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

DID PAYNE TARIFF INCREASE PRICES? 

But is the Payne tariff law responsible for the cost of these 
articles? How can it be honestly charged that it increased the 
cost? The Payne tariff bill did not increase the duty on a single 
article named in this circular. One of the articles named in 
the circular was placed on the free list. On 8 of the 15 articles 
the duty was reduced 25 per cent and on the 6 remaining arti- 
cles the duty was unchanged. So we have presented here the 
very amusing claim of our Democratic friends that by placing 
1 of the 15 articles on the free list, by reducing the duty on 8 
25 per cent, and by allowing the duty on 6 to remain unchanged 
we have thereby increased the cost of these articles to the con- 
sumer. For lack of a better name, I can only call this kind 
of reasoning Democratic logic. 

It is a familiar saying of our Democratic friends that “the 
tariff is a tax, and the consumer has to pay it,” and as 
corollary to this proposition it is also claimed that the re- 
moval of the tariff on an article by that much does it reduce the 
price to the ultimate consumer. 

Let us apply this rule to some of the notable reductions in 
the Payne tariff law and ascertain if there has been a corre- 
sponding reduction in the price to the ultimate consumer. 

Of the articles enumerated in this circular, the duty on pork, 
lard, and beef was reduced 25 per cent, and yet the retail price 
of these articles for 1910 advanced, if the information set forth 
in this circular is correct. 

The tariff on cabbage was reduced 33 per cent, and yet where 
is the householder who is able to buy cabbage more cheaply 
because of the reduction in the tariff? The tariff on bituminous 


coal was reduced 3334 per cent and on agricultural implements 
25 per cent. There 








these articles at retail saw no 
tariff was lowered. 


The tariff on barbed wire was reduced 37 per cent; on nails, 


was a reduction of 55 per cent on harness | 
and of 60 per cent on boots and shoes, yet the purchasers of 
reduction in the price after the | 


cent; but where is the person who purchased any of these arti- 


| cles at retail who experienced any of the benefits of lower 
prices, which our Democratic friends proclaim weuld flow 
from a reduction in tariff duties. 

But our friends on the other side of the aisle will say that 
these reductions were too slight, and that in order to benefit 
the imate consumer by lower prices t! reduction should 
have been greater.. The ans wer t is that we 
took the tariff all off of several th \ produc 
of which, are in general use, and in those ses there | been 
no reduction in the price to the ultin ; t 

We |] ed hides, posts, and petroleum and its 1 the 


free list What was the result? The farnx mnpelled to 
take 4 cents per pound less. for his hides, but who receives the 
benefit of the reduction? Certainly not the te consumer. 
fhe ultimate consumer is not interested in the price of hides. 
He is interested in the retail price of boots and sl f 
harness or of some other manufactured product of E 
Notwithstanding the fact that we took all the tariff off of |! 

to the detriment of the farmer, and took 60 per cent of 
tariff off of shoes and 55 per cent off of harness, the ultil 
“consumer of boots and shoes and of harness is obliged to pay 
more for both of these articles to-day than he could buy them 
for before this reduction. Fence posts were placed on the f 


fence 


posts at reta 


list, | the purchaser of 
duction in the price. 

Petroleum and its products were placed on the free list, but 
the users of kerosene and gasoline oils are looking, and will 
continue to look, in vain for a corresponding reduction in the 
retail price of these articles because of this redu in the 
tariff. 


tion 


TRUSTS AND NOT CONSUMERS BENEFITE! 

Should the agreement which this bill authorizes be 
into, the unorganized and unprotected farmers of the 
will have strong competition and will be forced to sell 
raw materials at reduced prices, but the ultimate co! 


entered 
North 
their 


isumer 


the user of shoes, not hides or leather; the purchaser of oatmeal 
by the package, not oats by the bushel; the buyer of flour by the 
sack or bread by the loaf, and not wheat by the bu the 
user of starch and not the purchaser of corn in the shock or in 


the crib—will find that the Canadian farmer has a better m 
ket and a better price for his product. Yes; he will then learn 
that the American farmer is compelled to sell his product in 
a more restricted market and at a reduced price, but that he, 
the ultimate consumer, will be compelled to pay the same price 
for what he eats and for what he wears that he paid before the 
enactment of this law. 


The result is that the farmer who raises and sells the raw 
product of the farm must take a lower price. The manufac- 


turer and the jobber, who are organized and contro! 
tion, secure a larger profit; the ultimate consumer pays 
same or a higher price. 

This is a condition to be deplored and to be corrected, but the 
tariff, except where it is excessive and on noncompetitive arti 
cles, is not responsible for it. Large manufacturers, importers, 


the situa- 


the 


and distributers practically control the output of the nece 
ties of life and dictate the price. Take coffee, for insta : 
which has been on the free list for years. Rio No. 7 on August 
1, 1909, sold for 7} cents per pound at wholesale. On Febru 
ary 4, 1911, the wholesale price of the same grade of coffee vy 
12%5 cents per pound. The cause of the advance in price in 


coffee can not be attributed to the tariff; nor can the incre 
of the price of the articles named in this misleading and 
reliable circular. 
HIGH PRICES WORLD-WIDE-——-WORLD-WIDH CAU ° 

If gentlemen on the other side of the aisle have a 
sire to get to bottom of the question of the high 1 
the relation of the tariff to them, they will not proceed far w 
their investigation until they discover that the tariff, excep! 
cases of excessive duties and duties on noncompetitive artic) 
has little, and in almost every case absolutely nothing, 
with the retail prices to the ultimate consumer. They wil! 
find that supply and demand, overproduction and shortage in 
crops, cold storage and monopoly—these and other agencies « 
trol the entire question of the rise and fall of prices. They 
find that these same causes obtain in free-trade England 


y real de 


' 
I 
? rices 


as W 


| aS in the United States. 


The difficulty in considering the question of the tariff and 
relation to prices is that we have considered it from a 
row and restricted viewpoint. We have not 
question of the prices of food from the standpoint 
kets of the world. We have not compared our m: 
products with the market of like products 
The only comparison that has been made compares t 
articles at a time when the country is prosperous with price 


considered 
of the n 
rket of food 
in other count 
he I  f f 
¢ 
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spikes, and tacks from 20 to 50 per cent; and on starch 33 per ! like articles at a time when the country was locked in the 
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paralysis of hard times, when everybody had labor or the prod- 
uct of labor to sell, and when but few had the money with 
which to buy. In 1896 prices were low, and there was no mar- 
ket for many of the products of the farm or the factory, even 
at bankrupt prices, and I hope and pray that those times and 
those prices shall never again come to this country. 
It means hardship and suffering. 


WHAT AN AGE OF CHEAPNESS MEANS. 


Is it an age of cheapness that is desired? 


I very much 
doubt it. 


Where shall we begin in this crusade for cheaper things? | 


Some one says cheaper rent 





cheaper homes. The home is the 


foundation of our institutions, the bulwark of our Republic, and | 


nothing is more to be coveted than homes at fair and reasonable 
prices. But what does this mean? Cheap rent and cheap 
homes mean cheaper labor in the stone quarry, cheaper labor 
in the limekiln and the cement factory. 
for the stonemason, the bricklayer, the carpenter, the lather, the 
plasterer, the plumber, the painter, and the laborer. Rent 


is 


high, but the labor that built the house is high, and all the | 


material that went into it is high, and that material in turn 
was largely the product of labor. 

We can not have high prices for labor and low prices for the 
product of labor. [Applause on the Republican side.] 


Cheap homes mean cheap labor, and so it is with everything 
that we eat and everything that we wear—it is largely the | 


product of iabor. Cheap food and clothing mean cheap labor 


on the farm, in the factory, and in the shop. Laborers of this 
country, do you want it? 


I do not want to be understood as approving all of the in- 


creases in the cost of the necessities of life, nor do I contend 
that labor has always had its just share of that which it, jointly 
with capital, has produced. It too frequently happens that the 
avarice and selfishness of men robs labor of its just share in 
the progress of its time. 
exact too high prices for the necessities of life. It was always 
s0; it always will be so. These inequalities and injustices are 
seen in every period of the world’s history. 
isted, not by virtue of any law but in spite of statutory en- 
actment. Much as these conditions are to be deplored, no 


political party and no government has yet discovered an easy | 


or a complete remedy. 


Our Democratic friends say that this is a proposition of give | 
It takes protection from the farmer and | 


and take. I admit it. 
gives it to the trusts. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

I have compiled from Bulletin 77 and from the bimonthly 
bulletin of the Bureau of Labor a comparative table, showing 
the increase in prices of 11 principal products, and also the 
increase in wages in 11 principal occupations for the years 1899 
to 1907. 


that the increase in the price of labor has kept pace in the cost 
of food products. 


The increase in the prices of food is not confined to the | 


United States, but is a world-wide movement. 
the retail prices of the necessities of life in this country with 
prices of similar articles abroad will reveal the fact that the 
increase in prices abroad has been as rapid and almost, if not 
fully, as great as in this country. 

In an editorial in the Independent the editor says: 

The fact that prices have risen the world over—in England, in 


Russia, in China, and South America, although not as much as here— 
proves a world-wide cause. 


Samuel Gompers, president of the American Federation of La- 
bor, and one of the best posted men on the conditions of labor 
and the prices of the necessities of life in the world, says: 


Mentally contemplating the many cities I have visited, and having 
in mind the conversations I had with workingmen who had lived both 
in Europe and America, I believe that I may assert that whether the 
cost of living in Europe or America is greater to the workingman de- 
vends entirely upon the. standard of living he adopts while in America. 
Vt he voluntarily lives the life of self-denial in this compeez Sat he 


compulsorily lived in his native land, his outlay in money w remain 
about the same. Even then he will hardly be able to escape gaining 
something from the superior supply of the good things of life in 


America. 

Living is cheap to the wage earner of Europe only because he does 
without what in America soon becomes a necessity to him—food in 
good quantity and quality, presentable clothes amene his aspiring 
fellow workmen and their families, and a comfortably furnished home 
in quarters responding to his awakened desire for equality with his 
American neighbors, and in general a larger and freer life. 

a 7 oJ 7 7 * > 


How often do these people eat meat? is a question the American in 
Europe finds himself asking when looking about among wa workers. 
Meat is usually from 25 to 100 per cent higher in price than in the 
United States. 


. * * . s * . 


The immigrant coming to America finds that if he can buy in 
quantity (in cases where he need not) his flour, fuel, potatoes, oil, 
sugar, coffee, salt—the essentials for his — table—all cost less than 
they ordinarily do in the land he left. he cheapness and abundance 


[Applause. ] | 


It means lower wages | 


All too often men in their avarice | 


They have ex- | 


I shall append this table to my remarks, for it shows | 


A comparison of | 





| of many varieties of fruits and of our melons and tomatoes is a « 
| prise to him. Closely after the most pressing necessities comes a 

| of things cheaper than in Europe—cotton clothing, including overa 
| Jumpers, shoes. 


The main conclusion as to housing is the same as that relating ; 
food: If the immigrant to this country is willing to continue li, 
here at the same level he is obliged to accept in his native land, he 
find it for the same money. 


WHAT DEMOCRACY PROPOSES. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from North Carolina [\r. 
| KrircHtn], a member of the Ways and Means Committee wh). 
reported this bill, says: “This is a step, and only a step, 
the right direction.” The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. | 
DERWOOD] has introduced another bill, which has been favora} 
reported to this House by the Ways and Means Committee. 
pursuance to the action of the Democratic caucus. This bil! 
| the next step which our Democratic friends propose to take 
reduce the price of the products of the farm. Under the gui: 
of putting farm machinery on the free list, when they know 
ought to know that the American farmer would profit nothinz 
by the enactment of such a law, for but few foreign-made i: 
plements are suitable for or would ever be used on the Ameri- 
can farm, it places the American stock raiser in direct compe- 
tition not only with the farmers of Canada, but with the farm- 
| ers and stock raisers of the entire world. This farmers’ free- 
list bill places beef, veal, mutton, pork, and all kinds of m« 
on the free list. If this free-list bill proposed by our Den 
| cratic friends shall become a law, the stock raisers of Iowa 
| and the Middle West—and every farmer in that section is 
| stock raiser—will be forced to compete with the cheap land 
cheap labor, and cheap live stock raised in Mexico, in Arge) 
tine Republic, and the other South American countries. |. 
plause on the Republican side.] 

WHY PROTECTION FOR SOUTHERN PRODUCTS ONLY? 

This Democratic program is the most unreasonable and 
unfair proposition ever submitted to the Congress of tli 
United States. If these two Democratic measures shall becon: 
| laws, everything that is grown on the farms in the North w 
be on the free list, while everything that is grown on south: 
farms will be protected by tariff duties. Is this fair? 

The Republican policy of protection provides for the “ im 
sition of such duties as will equal the cost of production 
| home and abroad, together with a reasonable profit to Ame 
san industries.” It measures the protection that the farmers 
the South shall enjoy with the same rule that it measures |! 
protection granted to the farmers of the North. 

And this is as it should be. If we are to have free trade | 
the farm products of the North with all the world, then let 
have free trade with all the world in the farm products of the 
South. If we are to have free wheat, free flour, free corn, free 
hay, free oats, and free barley, why not have free oranges, free 
| lemons, free bananas, and free citrus fruits? If free beef, f: 
veal, and free meats of all kinds are so much to be desired 
| why not free sugar, free rice, and free tobacco? 
| Why should we grow free popcorn in the North and ) 
tected peanuts in the South? [Applause and laughter.] 1: 
| word, why free trade for the products of the farms of t)) 
North and high protection for the products of the farms of t! 
South? Real reciprocity with Canada is a good thing 
both countries, but reciprocity between the different secti: 
of our own country is better. 

PROTECTION JUSTIFIES WISDOM OF THE FATHERS. 

The United States and Canada! What untold possibilities 
are embraced in these! Separated only by an imaginary line, 
the people of the United States and Canada, having a comm! 
ancestry, engaged in common pursuits, living under natural con- 
ditions in all respects similar, speaking a common languace, 
having a common religion, have not enjoyed, either individually 
or nationally, the same degree of prosperity. Why? 

The early settlements in these two countries were made abou! 
the same time. The area of the United States is less than th 
of Canada, yet under the policy of protection to American i! 
dustries our country’s growth has been unparalleled, and | 
day we number 92,000,000 people. Under a policy of granting 
to the mother country preferential rates of duties, which stimu- 
lated manufacturers in Great Britain and gave but little or no 
encouragement to them at home, Canada’s growth and develo) 
ment has been so stunted and retarded that to-day her tot! 
population numbers less than 7,500,000 people. ; 

The annual yield of our farms aggregates over sixteen times 
more than does the farms of Canada. The value of our farm 
animals is eight times more than the value of the farm anima!s 
in Canada. The value of the manufactured products in the Do- 
minion of Canada in 1905 was only $1,308,000,000, while in the 
same year, under the policy of protection, the products of our 
factories aggregated the stupendous sum of $14,802,000,000. 
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PROTECTION ASKS FOR NO APOLOGIST. 
Mr. Chairman. I have no desire to defend the policy of pro- 


tection. That policy needs no champion, no apologist, no de- 
fender. In the beginning the fathers laid deep and wide the 


foundations of protection. The first law signed by George Wash- 
ington as President of the United States was a statute provid 
ing for protection to American industries, and from that day to 
this protection has been our beacon light, lighting the way to an 
industrial and commercial supremacy unapproached in all the 
history of the world. The record of our achievements under 
this policy is the industrial history of the Republic, portraying 
a progress unrivaled and unchecked, except when the policy of 
protection was abandoned. Under this policy ours has become 
a nation of individual prosperity, a land of opportunity, a coun- 
try of such marvelous industrial and commercial achievement 
that it is the hope and inspiration of the world. Others may 
tamper with these foundations, but I, for one, shall vote to keep 
the faith. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 


APPENDIX. 
Comparative table showing the increase in the price of food products 
































and the price of labor from 1899 to 1907 (increase shown in per- 
centages). 
(Compiled from Bulletin 77 and the Bimonthly Bulletin, Bureau of 
Labor. ] 
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Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, as a Republican and an ad- 
mirer of our great and good President I frankly confess that I 
enter upon the discussion of the measure before us with some- 
what of embarrassment. But if as a Republican and a believer 
in reciprocity I have some embarrassment in opposing this bill, 
which has been labeled a reciprocity measure, how much greater 
must be the embarrassment of the gentlemen on the other side of 
the aisle, who but recently commissioned by the American 
people, as they understand it, to revise the tariff along Demo- 
cratic lines—whatever that may be—find themselves confronted 
at the very threshold of their opportunity and responsibility 
with the necessity of accepting from a Republican Presideut 
this measure which they present as the first fruits of their 
promises to the American people in the last campaign. If we 
recollect what they promised aright, it was that they were to 
remove the duty from certain trust-made goods, that they were 
foing. to reduce certain so-called “ iniquitous schedules” of the 
Payne tariff bill, but lo and behold, this triumphant and vocifer- 
ous majority, immediately upon being convened in special ses- 
sion, accept from a Republican President a measure prepared 
under his direction and present it without the opportunity of 
amending it by so much as a word, a line, or a syllable. It 
occurs to me that this must be a trying situation for the gentle- 
men on the other side. 


I have no criticism to make of anyone connected with the | 


executive departments of the Government with regard to the 


hegotiation of the agreement, the fruit of which is presented | though it may destroy American industries e1 
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| in the measure before us. The President in his message to 


Congress presenting the agreement gave to us the reasons which 
actuated him, and referred to the conditions and circumstances 
which in his opinion warranted an effort on his part to make a 
trade agreement with Canada which he hoped, of course, would 
be advantageous to the people of both countries. The President 
having secured the best agreement he could under the circum- 
stances—and how far that agreement before us differs from 
the ‘hopes and expectations with which the negotiations were 
undertaken we can not say—it became his duty to transmit the 
finished product to Congress for its consideration. 


RESPONSIBILITY RESTS WITH CONGRESS 

He did his duty, he accepted his responsibility. The measure 
is before us, the responsibility is now ours. We have now our 
duty to perform, and it occurs to me that what we shall do with 
regard to this measure depends very largely upon what we view 
to be our duty and responsibility under the circumstances. This 
being the case, I would like to propound this query to gentlemen 
on this side of the Chamber. 

Had this measure come as an original product of the labors 
of the Ways and Means Committee of the House, had they 
initiated the legislation and presented it to us without oppor- 
tunity to amend, how many votes would there have been on 
this side of the Chamber for the measure when the vote 
came upon its passage? In my opinion, very few. On the 
other hand, is there anyone who in the wildest flight of fancy 
can picture a condition under which the Democratic majority, 
elected on the promises that temporarily swept them into power, 
would upon their own motion and their own volition have pre- 
sented to the House this measure in its present form? Iad 
anything of that kind occurred, had this been the handiwork 
and product of a Democratic Ways and Means Committee of 
the House, and presented without the opportunity of amend- 
ment, how many votes would there have been for it on that 
side of the Chamber? And, gentlemen, our duty and responsi- 
bility is in nowise lessened or affected by the fact that this 
pact,” as it is called on the other side—and it is “ packed” 
with disaster to American industries, from start to finish—that 
this pact did not originate in the House of Representatives, 
where under the Constitution it should and by the law it must 
originate, but originated elsewhere. Our duty remains the 
same as though it had originated in a constitutional way and 
been presented in the ordinary course of business. Whatever 
others may think about it, Mr. Chairman, I shall deem it my 
duty, touching this measure, to vote against it, as I would have 
voted against it had it originated in a committee of this body. 


NOT TRUE RECIPROCITY. 
| This is called a reciprocity agreement; but who ever heard 
of a reciprocity agreement in competing articles? That is a 
curious and jaundiced view of reciprocity which says to the 


farmers along 3.000 miles of our border, “ You 
your magnificent markets to your only formidable 
because, forsooth, the Canadian Government lower 
the duty on coal for the benefit of its own people in central Can- 
ada.” What sort of reciprocity is that which assumes that the 
stockmen throughout the length and breadth of the land shall 
be pleased with the arrangement because, while their industry 
is to suffer from the competition of all of the surplus of Cana- 
dian live stock, at the same time and in the same par 
Canadian Government is endeavoring to give its people cheaper 
cottonseed oil and early tomatoes? There is no reciprocity in 
the measure from a Republican standpoint, but rather the sur- 
render of the markets of our farmers and stockmen in the hope 
of helping not them but other classes of our citizens. 


must surrender 
compet itor, 


proposes to 


{ he 


AS TO ** SPECIAL INTERI 
Few arguments have been made for the measure, that I have 
heard: but in lieu of arguments there has been a lot of declama 


nat we sir 


tion. and some gentlemen have suggested | ds 
the measure because certain “ special interests” are said to 
against it. 

The only “ special interest” I have heard from that i t 
the measure unanimously and everywhere is the special interest 
upon which rest the foundations of this Republic, the sj. 
interest which is the bone and the sinew, the hope and the de 

| fense of the Union—the farmers and the stockmen of 
United States. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

Sut while we are talking about “ special interests,” let u f 
forget that there are powerful special interests moving h ! 
and earth in its support. For instance, there is the ‘ ! 
interest that speaks every day with a million tongues that is 
for the pact because of the hope that it will give eu 
great newspapers, temporarily at least, cheape print ¢ 

mpoioving ter f 
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thousands of American workingmen. Great railroad systems 
on both sides of the international boundary are for it because 





it will increase their business. Great coal interests in Pennsyl- 
vania and West Virginia are for it because they indulge the 


fond hope that of the 8 cents reduction in the Canadian coa! 
duty they will get a small crumb; I hope they, at least, will not 
be disappointed, for they are the only American citizens who 
can ever get any benefits under this bill without injury to their 
fellow citizens. The great milling interests are for it because 
they believe it will help their business. 
WORSE THAN IT APPEARS. 

The agreement is bad enough on its face in all conscience— 

the surrender of five millions of duty upon the remission by 
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Canada of half that sum; the surrender of the splendid market | 


of 92,000,000 people in the hope of obtaining the uncertain mar- 
ket of 7,500,000 people, 65 per cent of which we already have in 
spite of the preferential tariffs in favor of other countries. But 
these facts, writ in letters so plain that he who runs may read 
and the wayfaring man, though a fool, may not err therein, tell 
only half of the story. The fact is that for those products to 
which we give free entry into our ports we furnish an absolutely 
unlimited market, while as to those products for which Canada 
gives us free trade or a lower duty we either have the market 
now or conditions are such that it is utterly impossible for us 
to increase our trade there. 

Does anyone doubt who understands the great grain and mill- 
ing business of the country that with this agreement in force all 
the surplus of Canadian wheat 
and that, great exporting nation that we are, we will purchase 
all those grains and give them the benefit of our splendid chan- 
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extensive advertising, setting forth the liberality of Can: 
land laws compared with ours and therefore the better op 
tunity of securing a home and a farm cheaply. This agreeme 
providing, as it does, that the immigrant to the Canadian nort 
west shall enjoy additional advantages by having free access 
our markets for his produce and his live stock, will tend 
further encourage and increase the settlement of Canadas 
American farmers, thus retarding and delaying the settley) 
and development of our Intermountain States. 

I take off my hat to the gentlemen who, on behalf of 
Dominion of Canada, negotiated this treaty. [Applause on ; 
Republican side.] No longer may the Yankee pride himself , 
being the great trader of the world. I commend to him 
Canadian cousin. Those gentlemen knew the trade and ind 
tries of their country, and they drew an agreement every 
of which gave them the advantage of the wonderful markeis 
the most wonderful country on earth in exchange for seen 
advantages in the markets of a land where, in spite of all ») 
erential tariffs against us, we now practically control a}! 
markets worth while. 

INTERESTING DETAILS. 

Here is an illustration of one of the minor matters 

overlooked in this pact. Up on our northern boundary, y 


of Lake Superior, is a great railway line, and the heroic bui! 
| of that great overland system is an exceedingly earnest 


will come through our ports, | 


nels of export, and that the same thing will occur with regard | 


to live stock? As for print paper we will furnish an unlimited 
market. And what do we get in return? A reduction of the 
duty on cottonseed oil, a slight reduction of the duty on coal, 
reductions that by no possibility can be of any advantage to 
American citizens or extend American trade. 

HIGH COST OF LIVING. 


But the gentlemen have’said that we must not mind that, that 
this pact or agreement was entered into for the purpose and 
with the expectation of reducing the high cost of living, and 
that it will have a wonderful effect in that direction. 

A month ago it might have been worth while to have spent 
some time arguing against that proposition, but it is scarcely 
necessary now, for the proponents of the measure have them- 
selves been spending all the time they have spent in argument in 
trying to prove that they did not mean what they originally 
said and to assure us that by no possibility can the tearing 
down of the tariff wall as against Canadian products reduce the 
price of American farm produce. Ah, the trouble is the gentle- 
men started in originally to prove too much, and now they are 
endeavoring to prove too much in the other direction. The fact 
is that this agreement will not furnish the ultimate consumer 
any product of the farm, the mine, or the forest cheaper than 
he is now obtaining it, but will largely reduce the income of the 
American producer in those lines. 


Everyone who knows anything about the farming business 


porter of this measure. That railroad is, I believe, the larg 
single importer of coal from Canada into the United St 
Under the Dingley bill the duty on lump or run-of-mine | 
minous coal was 62 cents and on slack or fine coal 15 ce 
per ton. 

It so happened that by certain Treasury decisions the 
porter of coal came to receive the slack rate upon an esti: 
of all the fine coal in every shipment, with the result that 
importer was only paying the higher rate upon about two-th 


| of our importations. 


knows that a difference of 10, 15, or 20 cents a bushel in the | 


price of a farmer’s wheat means the difference between a fair 
profit and absolute loss. We all know that the difference of a 
dollar or $2 a head in cattle or of 50 cents or a dollar a head for 


sheep means to the stockman the difference between success | 


and disaster. And yet whe is there who believes that such 


or benefit those who consume the products? 
Wheat must pass through the hands of the miller, the jobber, 


the retailer, and to the baker, and the difference in price, which 
to the Dakota farmer spells ruin, will never be discovered in 


This, of course, was a fraud on the Treasury, for com: 
cially slack is the fine dust, cuttings, and broken coal produced 
in the process of mining and screening. It is sold at a 
price. Oftentimes there is no market for it, but at any rat 
is always cheap compared with commercial grades of coal s 
ing at from one-fifth to one-third of the price; therefore 
being a cheap product is entitled to a comparatively low r 
Under the Treasury ruling referred to, however, the im 
received the slack rate on as great an amount of every shim 
of the higher priced coal as he could badger the customs offi 
into accepting as being fine enough to pass through a half 
screen. In order to put an end to this practice a provision 
placed in the Payne bill in which the rate on coal was redu 
to 45 cents per ton and the slack rate remained at 15 cents 
the effect that the slack rate should only apply to slack 
duced at the mine and shipped as such; and behold, the 
centage of slack in our importations decreased from abou 
third to about one-sixth or less of the total importati 
though the same proportion of actual slack was imported : 
fore. In this agreement we find a provision which, whi! 
does not change the slack rate, does restore the language of 
Dingley bill. 

The railroad to which I refer imports, I think, about th: 
quarters of a million tons of coal a year, and if under 
change of phraseology we shall go back to the old practice u 
the same language, I estimate that the difference in duty poid 


| will amount to a very neat sum of money per annum, pos 
reductions would ever reach the table of the ultimate consumer 
| that one railway. 


the price of the loaf of bread upon the table of the consumer. | 


Cattle and sheep must go to the packing house and pay heavy 


freight charges on the way, pass on to the jobbers, to the | 


butchers, and finally come to the table of the consumer: and 
a reduction in price, which to the stock growers in my country 


means disaster, will never be noted in the price which the con- | 


sumer pays for the product in the butcher shops of the country. 
ENCOURAGING CANADIAN DEVELOPMENT. 

There is an objection to this agreement which appeals very 
strongly to the people of the intermountain States who are de- 
sirous of seeing their country settled and developed. For a 
number of years past there has been a strong tide of immigra- 
tion from the United States into the Canadian northwest; 
mostly of substantial farmers and business men of some means, 
the very classes we need the most for the settlement and de- 
velopment of our region. These people have been passing 
through our territory by the thousands, lured to Canada by 





somewhere between $60,000 and $75,000 on the importatio 


This is only one of the details which indicate that while 
one here seems to have known anything about the details 
this agreement during the time that it was under considerati 
yet some interested people must have known much about it d 
ing the days of its negotiation. 


REVIVAL OF DOCTRINE OF MACHIAVELLI. 


Mr. Chairman, if I had time I should like to go into | 
agreement in some considerable detail, but my time is brici. 
and I want to close by referring to the fact that the consider 
tion of this measure has developed a very remarkable philos 
phy, a philosophy pronounced and promulgated some centurics 
ago in Florence, but against which the good sense and the fair- 
ness of the world rebelled, a philosophy at this late date resur- 
rected and reincarnated, apparently to serve the purposes 
of a temporary majority on the other side of the aisle. This 
philosophy has been stated in varying terms by several gent! 
men on the other side, among them the gentleman from Wi: 
consin [Mr. Konop]. But the gentleman who most clearly stated 


it to the House was the gentleman from Pennsylvania |r. 
PALMER] in his speech to the House when this measure was tor- 
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| 
merly under consideration. Before I refer to what he said, I 
want to refresh your memory with the fact that it has been 
admitted by speakers who are defending the measure on both 
sides of the Chamber that it is unfair, unjust, inequitable, and 
full of inequalities, but nevertheless ought to be passed. This 
is the contribution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania : 


Again, while many features of the agreement reached by the parties 
will work injury, at least temporary, and possibly injustice to some 
particular sections of each country, if the common good of the entire 
people of either country is subserved by the agreement as a whole, it is 
the part of statesmanship for the Government of the country so af 
fected to disregard the local or sectional disadvantages and injuries and 
consider only the total net result of the contract. 


THE 

When did it happen, gentlemen, that the common good was 
ought else but the sum of individual and local well-being? | 
When did it occur that common good could be founded upon 
inequality, upon injustice, upon the destruction of industry? 
When was it considered good governmental policy to sacrifice | 
a part of the people for the benefit of others? Not since the 
days of Machiavelli, whose name has become synonymous with | 
that discredited philosophy which would sacrifice a large por- 
tion of the people in the hope of benefiting others. According 
to this philosophy, American citizens, American industries, 
American communities are to be considered as pawns upon the 
chessboard, to be sacrificed without mercy and without consid- 
eration if by their sacrifice some temporary gain shall be had 
in a desperate political game. From this doctrine of Machia- 
yelli, from this doctrine of selfishness and injustice I appeal to 
the Republican doctrine of true reciprocity and protection for 
all citizens and all industries. [Applause on the Republican 
side. } 

Mr. Chairman, under Republican reciprocity the people of both 
countries, of both peoples to the agreement, are benefited, and 
no one is injured. Under Republican reciprocity and protection 
the benefits extend to every citizen and every industry. We seek 
the common good, not through injustice and discrimination, but 
through benefits conferred upon all alike, by surrounding this 
great Nation with its high standard of living, with its high- 
wage seale, with its splendid opportunities, on all sides by the 
tariff wall of protection, without which you can not keep out the 
inundating tides of the products of pauper labor and peon 
conditions and maintain American standards and promote 
American ideals. From the new doctrine of the temporary 
majority on that side—that it is proper and right to sacrifice 
American communities here and there, in the vain hope that | 
cther American communities may prosper thereby—I appeal to 
the beneficent policy that for the last 50 years, under the lead- | 
ership of the Republican Party, has built up, established, and 
maintained here the most universally prosperous conditions ever 
known among men. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Provury]. 

Mr. PROUTY. Mr. Chairman, I belong to that verdant class 
known as the new Members. I recognize the courtesies and 
precedents of this floor, which dictate that new Members should 
be seen and not heard, and I came here with a chastened resolve 
to respect that custom; but the course of this debate has simply 
made it impossible for me to keep still, and this is my only ex- 
planation or apology for fracturing a custom or breaking my 
own chaste and strong resolves. 

I come from a section of the country where agriculture is its 
principal source of wealth. While we are not all farmers in 
Iowa, we all realize that it is impossible to injure the agricul- 
tural interests without affecting every department of business. 

This fact makes this situation embarrassing to me. I am a 
firm believer in Canadian reciprocity, and for years have been 
a humble advocate of it on the prairies of Iowa. I advocated 
it, however, because I believed that it would be of benefit to 
the agricultural interests of my State; that it would have a 
tendency at least to break the power of some large organizations 
that had monopolized the American market, and were exacting 
unreasonable prices from the farmer. I never advocated it for 
the purpose or with the hope that it would reduce the price of 
agricultural products. 

I am now puzzled with the dilemma of supporting or opposing 
& measure that represents the principles I have advocated, but 
80 applied as to produce exactly opposite results from what I 
had intended should be accomplished by it. 

. Instead of putting upon the free list the articles of monopo- 
listie manufacture in this country, this bill safely protects and 
guards them, while the agricultural products alone are made 
to feel the withering effect of free competition with the cheap, | 
fertile fields of Canada. The advocates of this bill now have 


COMMON GOOD. 


the affrontery to tell us that because we have been advocating | 
reciprocity we are now getting just what we asked for. They | 
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seem to overlook the fact that we asked for bread and they 
have given us a stone, or, at least, a lemon. 

They pass the bottle with the good old label on it, but the 
real thing has been removed and the bottle has been refilled 
with a bitter concoction, and when some are disposed to make 
faces and grimaces they simply point with an assuring smile to 
the good old label. 

Now, even in Iowa, prohibition Iowa, I am not quite certain 
that all of her people would be satisfied with a mere label, and 
I am suspicious that the constituents of the distinguished gen- 
tleman from North Carolina and the gentleman from Kentucky 
would not be satisfied with mere labels, however assuring or in- 
spiring. We are not satisfied with a bottle labeled 
ity.” we want some of the real thing in it. 


te reciproc- 


My objection to the Payne tariff bill was not so much that 
the duties were too high, but that they were adjusted in such a 
manner as tobe unfair; unfair, if you please, to the great agri- 


cultural Middle West, of which my State is a part. 

I never could see any justification in putting hides upon the 
free list while retaining the products manufactured from them 
upon the protected list. 

The farmers of my section of the country, however, were con- 
soled by the assurance that if they allowed the tariff to be 
taken from hides that they would be recompensed for their loss 
by an equal or greater reduction in the price of boots, shoe S, 
and other leather products which they bought. 

The agricultural West has certainly waked up and found that 
they were handed a lemon in that matter. While hides have 
steadily gone down, boots, shoes, and all other leather products 
have speedily gone up. While being compelled to sell their own 
products for less, they are compelled to pay more for what they 
buy. They have been hit both coming and going. 

Now, gentlemen, that is unfair. I find lurking in this pro- 
posed reciprocity agreement the same element of unfairness. 
In fact, it is accentuated. The Payne bill only puts hides on 
the free list. This measure, now fathered by the majority, puts 
not only hides, but hoofs, horns, and tail, and all between on 
the free list, and still leaves boots and shoes on the protected 
list. Can anyone tell me why wheat should be on the free list 
and flour on the protected list? Are not the millers of this 
country, with their large capital,.extended experience, splendid 
mills, and latest improved machinery as able to compete with 
the millers of Canada in the manufacture of flour as are the 
farmers of the United States able to compete with the farmers 
of Canada? If not, why not? 

The tenets of my party prescribe that we shall have a tariff 
sufficiently high to equal the difference between the of 
production at home and abroad. Every man, I believe, who has 
spoken upon this subject in this Congress or the last, has ad 
mitted that the cost of production of wheat 
than in the United States. Why is not wheat, under the tenets 
of our party, entitled to that much protection? 
every man who has spoken upon the subject, either at 
sion of Congress or the last, has admitted that articles could be 
manufactured in this country, on the whole, as cheaply as they 
could in Canada. If this is true, the tenets of our party, hon- 


cost 


is less in Canada 
Practically 


this ses- 


estly applied, would remove protection from manufactured ar- 
ticles rather than from agricultural products. 

The advocates of this measure make this strong argument in 
its defense on the ground that it will bring cheaper food to the 
laboring man. If that is the real object, why should there he 
protection upon flour? The laboring men of this country eat 
flour, not wheat. [Applause.] 

It is plain that there is a combination between the large mill- 
ing interests of this country to maintain prices on flour. If that 
is true, what advantage can the consumer of flour receive by an 


miller cheaper 


hold 


agreement that allows wheat to be bought by the 
but protects him from competition? The miller 
his price just as high as he did before. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. the gentlen from Iowa yield to 
the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. PROUTY. Certainly. 


still 


Call 


Does in 


Mr.-HARDY. Will the gentleman vote with us for free flour? 
Mr. PROUTY. With Canada? 
Mr. HARDY. Yes; and with the balance of the world. 


Mr. PROUTY. No, sir. 


Again, if the stock raisers of this country are compelled to 
raise cattle and sell them in competition with those raised in 
Canada, why should not the American packer be compelled to ss 
meat products in competition with the Canadian packet Is it 
possible that the American packer can not compete with the 
| Canadian packer, if he gets cattle at the same price? 

What are the conditions which make it necessary to protect 
the packer and leave the stock raiser open to the effects of 


competition ? 
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It is not an idle guess that the great packers of this country 
are in a conspiracy to maintain prices and throttle competiti 
in this country. They are under indictment for that very act 
and the only defense that they have so far offered is that they 
have been at it so long that it is now barred by the statute of 
limitation, and that the Government knew it so well that it is 


now eutrapped. [Laughter.] Is the Government under obliga 
tions, while prosecuting them for conspiracy, to maintain prices 
io shield them from foreign competition so that they may be 
able to hold up prices? Our recently elected United States 
Senator from Iowa is going to stop at Chicago on his way from 
Des Moines to Washington long enough to put some of those 
fellows in the penitentiary. [Laughter.] What good will that 
do the consumer if the monopoly is still protected? 

I would like for some one to show us how it will make 
cheaper beef to the consumer if the packers have a monopoly. 
If they have a monopoly, as soon as cattle come into their pos- 
session, whether from Canada or the United States, they are 
subject to the same conditions, and they can, they have, and 
they will fix the price to the consumer with very little regard 
to the original cost of cattle. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PROUTY. I would like to yield to the gentleman from 
Texas, but I can not spare the time. 

If the United States is going to secure cheaper meat products 
to the laboring men of this country, they must devise a system 
that will maintain competition not only at the point of produc- 
tion, but clear up to the point of consumption. If they want 
to help the laboring man, they must keep in mind that laboring 
men eat beef, not cattle; they eat pork, not hogs; they eat 
mutton, not sheep. [Laughter and applause on Republican 
side.}] Why, then, put upon the free list the things they do 
not use and leave protected the things they do? 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PROUTY. Yes; I will yield. 

Mr. HARDY. I want to answer the gentleman. 

Mr. PROUTY. No; not answer. That should be in the gen- 
tleman’s own time, not mine, 

Mr. HARDY. I want to say that we do not think it necessary 
to give a duty on meat; that we favor free meat, too. 

Mr. PROUTY. Why, then, do you not put it in the measure 
that you propose to railroad through with the gentle assistance 
of the steam roller? 

Mr. HARDY. Because we know that some of you on that 
side want to kill the treaty by adding something that will not 
go through. That is, it will that way be held in the Senate. 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. PROUTY. Again, if by this reciprocity treaty it was 
intended to furnish cheaper lumber to the farmer as an offset 
for those losses that he sustains, it, in a large measure, fails in 
its purpose. While it puts rough lumber on the free list, it 
leaves all kinds cf manufactured lumber still on the protected 
list. Everyone familiar with the consumption of lumber in this 
country knows that by far the greater per cent of it is used 
in manufactured form; that is, it is planed on one side or both; 
on one edge or both edges; grooved, flanged, or otherwise pre- 
pared. This necessarily must be done by the mills. The rough 
lumber will therefore be bought by the mills in Canada, and 
before distribution in the United States, as is claimed, the lum- 
ber of Canada will be subject to the same conditions as the 
American product is now. While it will enable the mills to 
secure cheaper rough lumber, I fail to see how it will assist 
very materially in enabling the ultimate consumer to receive 
cheaper dressed or otherwise manufactured lumber. Take the 
duty off all kinds of lumber, and then you will enable the 
farmer to get cheaper lumber, because it will enable the Cana- 
dian mills to ship their product direct to the farmyard in 
the United States, and thus avoid the combination of the 
American lumbermen. 

It is claimed that the manufacture and sale of agricultural 
implements in this country is monopolized; that one concern 
controls the trade. Can anyone tell me why the Government 
is under obligations to protect their product from competition 
while leaving exposed to competition the man who uses them? 
Can anyone give me a ritional reason why the man who makes 
the plow should be protected more than the man behind the 
plow? 

The Government has recently indicted and is pressing for 
trial the members of the Bathtub Trust. 

This is a trust that controls plumbers’ supplies in the United 
States. What justification can there be for the Government to 
prosecute these people for combination to maintain prices and 
at the seme time afferd them protection from competition so 
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in a nighttime to destroy that trust than all the grand jy; 
and district attorneys could do in 10 years. , 
The reason I am not satisfied with section 8 in the bi] 
posed by the majority is because it is indefinite. It do 
declare for any policy. It simply authorizes and reques 


| President to continue negotiations, without marking ont 
|} course along which these negotiations should proceed. | 


lieve it is not only within the province but it is the dui 
Congress, as the representatives of the people, to declare f 
national policy. ., 

If it is the judgment of this Congress that the Presiden; 
the United States should continue negotiations for the pur 


| of putting upon the free list pumpkins, turnips, and popco: 


which seem by accident to have been omitted from the 
list—let us do so; but if, on the other hand, we believe tly 
negotiations should be continued with the view to putting 
the free list some articles which would, in a measure, compen- 
sate the agricultural interests of this country, let us hay: 
courage to do so. 

In the substitute I shall offer for section 3 I have descri| 
with detail the articles that I believe should be put upon 
free list, if it is intended to secure compensating benefits to 


| agricultural interests of this country. If the amendment I o! 
| shall carry, I believe it will compensate the farmers of my s 


tion of the country sufficiently to warrant me in supporting | 
measure; but if it is not so amended, I shall be constrained 
vote against it. 

I can easily understand and comprehend the situation on that 


| side cf the House [pointing to the Democratic side]. Its m 


jority and leadership come from a section of the country whose 


| staple products will not be affected materially by this measu 


They can not raise cotton, cane, rice, or peanuts in Can 
But I apprehend that if there was a large and fertile trac 
land skirting the Southern States where these commodi 
would grow better and could be raised cheaper than in t 
own territory, and it was proposed to tear down the tariff 
we would be permitted to witness girations and contortions 
that side of the House [pointing to the Democratic side] that 
we will not be permitted to see to-day. 

In the high and patriotic ideals of Democracy there st 
seems to be room for the homely rule “that it makes a diffe: 
ence whose ox is gored.” But I wish to remind the gentlemen 
from the South of the eternal truth that “ what is sauce f 
the goose is sauce for the gander.” If we of the North are to 
furnish free popeorn for the boys of the South, you gentleny 
of the South should furnish free peanuts to our girls of tl: 
North. 

There are some men on this side of the House [pointing to 
the Republican side] who are opposed to this measure for e) 
actly the opposite reason that I am. They fear that it 
establish a precedent that will lead to the including of m: 
factured articles as well as agricultural articles in the fret 
with Canada. I am frank to say to you that if I were sure th 
it would lead to that result I would favor it. 

I might be able to say to my agricultural friends in Iov 
that while they had lost in the price of the product they had { 
sale they were perhaps reaping a substantially equal be 
from the reduced price of the things they had to buy. 

The agricultural districts of the United States are sim) 
asking for justice, not favors. They simply insist that t! 
which they sell and that which they buy must be either on 1 
free list or on the protected list. Now, that is fair. 

The agricultural interests of this country have been held | 
the cause of protection from the time of the institution of | 
system by the argument that it was to the advantage of i 
farmer to build up a home market; that is, to bring the fact 
alongside the farm. With full belief in that theory, and \ 
full faith in their Government that when they had once bi 
up that market they would be allowed to preserve it for th 
selves, the agricultural interests of this country have for m 
than half a century borne the burden of protecting Ameri 
manufactures, and I can not help but feel that it is gross!) 
unfair to this industry to take away this market, that their o\ 
sacrifice has built up, and open it up to the foreigners, w! 
never contributed a dollar for its upbuilding, and just at a ti! 
when the conditions of national production ang trade make 

is market of special advantage and interest to the Americ 
farmer. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The gentlemen who are now offering this bill seem to admit 
its unfairness to the American farmer, for they announce that 


| they have another bill putting upon the free list most or all the 


items of which I have made complaint. Now, these gentlemen 


that they may maintain prices? I venture the assertion that | know that while that measure may possibly pass the House 


the removal of the duty on plumbing material would do more 


it can not pass in its present form the Senate, and if perchance 
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it should pass both Houses of Cor ‘ss it can not ss the \ 

of the President. And this Congre will adjou with fart 
preducts on the free list and everything the farmers buy still 
on the protected lis Vhe gentlemen in charge of thes« 


But they only smil 
It may bea 


e, and think it a good jok 
cood joke on the Republica 


ures know that. 


on the Republicans. 


but it is a hard one on the farmer. 

While there are many thi in that bill for which I should 
be glad to vote, there are some things in it that will prevent its 
receiving my approval. I might be willing, as a reciprocal ar 


rangement, to have the American 
with the Canadian farmer, but 
the American farmer to come 

This bill, which they have 


farmer put in competition 
I am not yet willing to allow 
into competition with the world. 
designated as the “ farmers’ free- 
list’ bill, puts upon the free list beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, 
and all kinds of meat. This would throw the American farmer 
into direct competition, not merely with Canada, but with Mex- 
ico, Argentine Republic, and the other countries to the south 
of us, where everybody knows cattle can be raised for less than 
one-half what they can in this country. If you will take the 
tariff off the beef and mutton from the Argentine Republic, it 
will drive the product of Iowa, Lilinois, and Nebraska from the 
markets of all the eastern cities. 


Right now mutton in re- 
frigeration is being shipped from Argentfna into the New 


York markets, and after paying a duty of a dollar and a half 
per hundred is still able to compete with the American product. 
How long would it take to drive out the American mutton if 
the tariff was removed? 

The reason I favor putting these matters in the reciprocity 
agreement is that we could not include it in the general tariff 
law and make it applicable to Canada alone. This would be a 
violation of what is known as the “ favored nations” clause in 
our treaties with the principal nations of the world. It could 
be put into a reciprocal agreement with Canada without open- 
ing up the markets of the South. American farmers could 
probably stand the competition from the north, but they are 
not able to stand the competition of the south, and for that 
reason I am not able to give my support. 

The reason I do not like this treaty is that it is unfair to the 
agricultural industry of this country. It puts upon the free 
list practically everything that the farmer produces and puts 
scarcely nothing on the free list that he consumes. Now, this 
is unfair. Very many able men have, however, said upon this 
floor that this reciprocity agreement would not materially 
injure the farmers; that it would not reduce the price of their 
commodities. That may be true, but I am afraid of it. To 
say the least, it is experimental, and it seems to me that it is 
time some of these experiments should be tried on some other 
department of industry. 

This whole situation reminds me of a condition that existed 
in a certain family in the neighborhood of my early childhood. 
There was a wealthy and aristocratic family that had an un- 
fortunate, demented girl. Her name was Sally. 
called her “ Silly Sally.” The family used her as a kind of an 
experimental station. 
were not quite certain whether they were mustard or poison 
weed, they first tried them on Sally. If they had a mess of 
parsnips and were not quite certain whether they were tame or 
wild, they first tried them on Sally. If they had edibles from 


the timber and were a little bit in doubt as to whether they | 


were toadstools or mushrooms, they tried them on Sally, and if 
they did not kill her, then the rest of the family partook. Poor 
Sally, even in her demented condition, finally comprehended the 
purposes for which she was being used, and one day in her 
desperation kicked over a pan of real mushrooms. 

Now, I want to serve a notice—a mild and possibly verdant 
notice—upon the Members of both sides of this House, that the 
American farmer is getting rather tired of playing the role of 
“Silly Sally,” and is now demanding that these experiments, 
or some of them at least, be tried on other members of the 
family. [Long laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. MorGgan]. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration 
provides for the approval of the so-called Canadian reciprocity 
treaty. If this bill becomes a law and the Canadian Parliament 
enacts corresponding legislation, the agricultural products of 
Canada will be admitted into the United States free of duty, our 
farmers will be placed in direct competition with the farmers of 
Canada, and agriculture, the most important industry in the 
United States, will be robbed of any direct benefit from our pro- 
tective-tariff policy. 

_ This measure comes to us with the indorsement of a Repub- 
lican President. I entertain the highest regard for our present 
Chief Executive, the Hon, William Howard Taft. I have 
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When they had a mess of greens, and | 
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cle 1d; ect f | 
f ] fai of } 1 rec 
hat g ti ! ¢ lin ul ; 
S | has | by t st of motives, 
W r obic l ry l 
1 the highes ! e, J ( dit 
t ti I { Pp i } f } id 
ree trade in farm prod { daw ilt in irrep 
rable loss to the farmers of United St 
the foundation of our wealt { bedrock « h rests our 
industrial fabric, the pi s. 
and the mainstay of o1 ut 
Depression in agriculture 1 " 
tation, mining, and manufacturing. Pros; he 10,000,000 
persons emploved on our 6.000.000 ms to 
1] prosperity to the FOOO000 7 Sol p 
commerce,’ and transportation; pro ! { 
sons employed in mechanical pursuits | 
establishments: prosperity to the 1,000,000 ¢ ved 
mines; prosperity to the 5,000,000 persons en ved 
sonal and unclassified service: and pros] ty t it ! 
quarter million of persons employed in professional pursuit 
Any legislation, any national policy that lays the hat f 
adversity upon the farmers of our country, will start in motion 


1 ; 


a great tidal wave of disaster, that will go on and 
creasing in force, until it envelops every industry and business 
in the land 


1 


Canadian reciprocity as exemplified by the proposed legisla 
tion has not been in recent times an issue before the American 
people. it was not an issue in the campaign of 1908S It as 
not an issue in the campaign of 1910. No national convention 


of any political party 
tors and 


has made a declaration thereon 


tepresentatives in this Congress, as a rule, 


were 


elected on this issue. We have not discussed this question 

fore our constituents. It is a new question. The facts have not 
been presented to the people. The farmers and others who feel 
that this measure would affect them injuriously have had no 
opportunity to be heard. No intelligent, trustworthy public 
sentiment has been formed on the subject In great questions 
like this, affecting vitally the national interests of the people, 
Congress should follow public opinion. It is our duty to crys 
tallize public sentiment into law. As Representatives in Con 
gress there is no safer guide for us than the will of the p le 
In this matter no man can say he is following public sentiment, 
for no real public sentiment has been formed. Without an in 
telligent public sentiment to guide us, without opportunity to 


fairly discuss this question before the American people, the 
advocates of this measure propose to enact i 


be more far-reaching in its influence ipon th siness inter 
ests of this country than any other law that has be passed 
since the close of the great Civil War. 

There is no emergency calling for immediate action Our 
country is facing no crisis. No great national peril confronts 
us. We are at peace with the people of Canada and with all 
the rest of the world. Times are good. Ou rkmen are ¢ 
ployed at good wages. Internal commerce is flourishing. © 
railways are busy. Our industries are active. TI oul 
prosperous. Under these conditions it is unwis ) tily « 

| upon long voyage of doubt and uncertainty, know 
whether we shall land in a harbor of peace and safet 
down in a wreck that will be the result of our own folly 1 
madness. 

FARMERS’ WORI BUILDING >? \ raTE 

I have no apology to offer for standing here defens 
farmer constituents. I was born and reared on Guat 
know something of the difficulties with which the far 
tends. I know from personal experience the hardshiy 
endure, and the struggle he must make to intain bh 
family. 

Twenty-two years ago to-day I stood « the border. mn 
line between Kansas and Oklahoma I was v 
be fired at 12 o’clock noon, April 2 1Ss 
for the start in the first great race for homes ij h 
ised land of Oklahoma. With that { 1 J 
new Territory and have resided thers 
In this 22 years I have been intimately 
farmers of that country. I know the sacrifices our | 
have made in the founding and building of the new 8 
Oklahoma. I know that it has-been through t! d 
toil, the sacrifices, the persistence, the plu ener 
gence of our farmers that Oklahoma has attai: ( 
in wealth and population and has made d 
in the building of homes, churches, and schools, and in the 


founding of social and political institutions. 
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CONSTITUENTS IN CITIES. 

All my constituents are not farmers. Oklahoma City, within 
my congressional district, contains 70,000 or 80,000 population. 
I have many smaller cities, I owe to my constituents residing 
in the towns and cities the same consideration that I do those 
residing upon the farms. I can not, however, comprehend how I 
can help those residing in cities by injuring those who reside 
in the country. Oklahoma is essentially an agricultural State. 
The merchants, bankers, clerks, professional classes, as well as 
all those engaged in mechanical pursuits, manufacturing and 
transportation, must realize that they are dependent for their 
own prosperity on the prosperity of our farmers. I am informed 
that in Oklahoma City there are nearly 5,000 men who are 
members of trade unions and labor organizations. But not a 
single one of these men has written me asking me to support 
this trade agreement with Canada. 

GYPSUM ON FREE 


a 


LIST. 

Before I discuss this bill as to its general effect upon our 
country, I desire to register my objection to the provision that 
places crude gypsum upon the free list. I regard this provision 
a discrimination against Oklahoma, and especially against the 
industrial interests of the second congressional district. There 
are gypsum deposits in 16 States of the Union and also in 
Arizona and New Mexico. But in no State are the deposits su 
abundant and of such excellent quality as in the State of Okla- 
homa. The greater portion of this lies in my congressional 
district. The use of gypsum has largely increased in recent 
years. In 1897 there were but 188,000 tons of gypsum produced 
in the United States, while in 1909, only 12 years later, 
2,252,785 tons were produced. The value of the product in 1909 
was $5,906,738. The use of gypsum is being rapidly extended, 
and in view of the abundance of the deposit in the United 
States it is apparent that the further extension of its use will 
prove a blessing to mankind. Under the Dingley tariff law, 
approved in 1897, a tariff of 50 cents per ton was placed on 
crude gypsum. This was the first duty that was ever levied 
upon gypsum. Under this law there were large importations 
of gypsum from Newfoundland, Nova Scotia, and Cape Breton, 
Canada. This gypsum was not manufactured in Canada, but 
brought down by cheap water transportation to gypsum mills 
in New York and other ports along the northeastern Atlantic 
coast line. These manufacturers and the owners of gypsum 
beds in Canada demanded that gypsum be placed on the free 
list. Under the bill as reported from the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House, and as it finally passed the House, 
the duty om gypsum was reduced from 50 cents to 40 cents per 
ton. But this was further reduced by the Senate bill to 20 
cents per ton; but as the bill finally became a law the duty on 
crude gypsum was fixed at 30 cents per ton. 

The reduction of the duty on gypsum resulted in about 20 
per cent increase in the imports of crude gypsum in the year 
1909 compared with the year 1908. With crude gypsum on the 
free list the importations of crude gypsum from Canada will 
largely increase. This will mean that just so much less of our 
own gypsum will be mined, manufactured, and consumed in the 
United States. In 1910 the United States collected over 
$100,000 in duty upon crude gypsum. The placing of gypsum 
on the free list will rob the Treasury of that much revenue. 
Canada will be several hundred thousand dollars richer in dis- 
posing of an increased amount of her crude gypsum. But the 
people who consume gypsum products in building and other 
purposes will get gypsum products no cheaper, as the gypsum 
mills of New York and other eastern cities will have in that 
section a monopoly of the trade. 

My State, and especially my congressional district, has an in- 
exhaustible supply of gypsum. In my district there are now 
some eight or nine gypsum mills in which large capital has 
been invested. These mills give employment to a large number 
of persons. It requires no argument to show that the increase 
in the importation of Canadian gypsum into the United States 
will decrease the demand for the products of the gypsum mills 
of Oklahoma, retard the expansion of the industry, and reduce 
the amount paid out for wages. In brief, free gypsum from 
Canada will to some extent at least injure the gypsum industry 
of my congressional district, and this is one of the reasons why 
I can not vote for the so-called reciprocity treaty with Canada. 

GENERAL PROPOSITIONS. 


Before we pass this bill we may well pause and consider 
what results must follow if this reciprocal trade agreement 
shall be put in operation. 

First. How will it affect the farmers of the Untied States? 

Second. How will it affect the farmers of Canada? 

Third. How will it affect the masses of the nonfarming popu- 
lation of the United States? 
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|; danger in competition. 
| tainty that this competition must, from the nature of t! 


| the foreign or world’s market. 
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Fourth. Who 
reciprocity ? 

Fitth. The general effect and influence this new policy 
have upoa us as a Nation, 


will reap the chief benefits from Canadi 


RECIPROCITY WILL INJURE OUR 

Free trade with Canada in agricultural 
evitably injure the American farmer. 
the result. 

If the proposed reciprocal trade agreement shall be put 
force, its effect upon the farmer of the United States may 
summarized as follows: 

1, Reduction in the extent of his market. 

2. Reduction in the price of his products. 

Reduction in the value of his land. 
Reduction in his annual profits. 

5. Reduction in his ability to support his family. 

6. Reduction in his value as a citizen. 

These results are so certain, sure, and inevitable that 
seem to be outside the realm of discussion. We can not 
course, determine to what extent these reductions will be mi: 
But reductions all along the line will come. 

REDUCTION IN MARKET. 


FARMERS. 
products will 
There is no escape f) 


go 


Te 


t] 


First. There wil] be a reduction in the market of the farn 
of the United States. Tbis proposition needs no argu 
There are over 90,000,000 of people in the United States. ‘| 
thirds of these people are noafarming population. These yx ’ 
are customers of the farmers. Through their ability to « 
sume, the market of our farmers is created. With this lay 
effect the farmers of this country must divide their custon 
with the farmers of Canada. This means a reduction in 
number of customers which our farmers now have. It mea 
division in the market. If you divide this market, you mak: 
smaller. Our farmers can not give away part of what t! 
have and still retain all they have. 

REDUCTION IN PRICE 

Second. There will be a reduction in the price of our f 
products. This will come, first, as the result of increased 
petition, and, second, under the inexorable decree of the 
of supply and demand. Free trade in Canadian farm prod 
will place our farmers in direct competition with Canad 
farmers. Free competition always means lower prices, (\ 
petition, even on equality of conditions, may mean loss. Ey 
if our farmers have equally as good conditions, there is s 
There would still be the absolute 


OF PRODUCTS. 


reduce the prices of the products of our farmers. The \: 
object and purpose of the tariff on farm products is to 1 

our farmers from foreign competition. The assertion, so of 
repeated, that the tariff upon farm products does not in : 
way affect the price of these products is untrue. There 
two markets for everything we produce—the home market ail 
The protective tariff prote 
the farmer in the home market. It gives him that ma 
practically free from competition abroad. Our home mark«ct 


| is the best market in the world, because the customers in t! 


market have the ability to buy and to pay good prices. W 
the home market largely free from competition, our farmers 
then better equipped to go into the world’s market and co 
pete with all other nations in disposing of their surj 
products, 

The protective tariff affects the farmer in precisely the sa! 
way that it affects the manufacturer. It is said that the price 
of wheat in Liverpool fixes the price of wheat paid to our 
farmers. I do not concede this proposition. Our manufactur- 
ers sell their surplus products abroad. In 1909 our manufac- 
turers, in finished products, sold in the world’s markets gooils 
valued at $440,.229,407. They had to compete with the manu- 
facturers of all other nations in the markets of the worl. 
They met these foreign competitors in prices, in quality of 
goods, and in ability as salesmen. But no one pretends that 
these foreign markets where our manufacturers sell their sur- 
plus products control the prices our manufacturers receive «it 
home. 

If Canadian farm products come into our market free of duty, 
importations will be largely increased. In other words, the 
supply of farm products in our markets will be largely in- 
creased. There will, however, be no corresponding increase in 
the demand for these products. Then the law of supply and 
demand comes in and decrees that the price must go down. 
We may repeal the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill, but neither the 
Congress of the United States nor the Imperial Parliament of 
Canada or Great Britain can repeal the law of supply and 
demand in its effect upon prices. 
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REDUCTION IN FARM LANDS. 

Third. There will be a reduction in the price of farm lands in 
the United States. The price of farm products is the greatest 
factor in measuring the value of the land. This is demon- 
strated by what has taken place in the last 15 years in this 
country. . There has been a large increase in the price of all 
farm products and a corresponding increase in the price of 
farm lands. 

Bleven years ago the total value of our annual agricultural 
products was but $4,417,000,000. In 1909 these products in 
value reached the enormous sum of $9,000,000,000. In the 
meantime there had been a large increase in the value of farm 
lands, this per cent of increase being practically in the same 
ratio as the increase in the value of agricultural products. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Houston). Does the gentleman from 
Oklahoma yield to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; I will yield for a question. 

Mr. CULLOP. I want to ask the gentleman one question. 
The gentleman says it would affect the price of the farmer's 
products in this country. 
farmer’s products in this country if this reciprocity measure 
were adopted? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, the effect would be to make 
prices lower; it will put them down. 

Mr. CULLOP. 
here? 

Mr. MORGAN. 
Canada, as a rule, are lower on farm products than they are 
in the United States. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr, MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I can not stop for a number 
of questions. 

Mr. CULLOP. 
man does 

The CHAIRMAN, 
further? 

Mr. MORGAN. [For one more question. 

Mr. CULLOP. Wheat was quoted yesterday at Winnipeg, 
Canada, at 93 cents a bushel and only 86 cents in St. Louis. 
Now, would the higher price of wheat in Canada lower the 
American farmer’s price? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know what the quotations were yes- 
terday at St. Louis; but, generally, wheat in the United States 
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I want to be right, and I suppose the gentle- 





averages in price about 12 cents per bushel higher than the | pope of a reduction in the cost of living will not 


average price in Canada. 
REDUCTION IN PROFITS. 

Fourth. There will be a reduction in the profits of the farmers. 
This follows naturally the other three propositions. A reduc- 
tion in the farmer’s market, a reduction in the price of his 
products, and a reduction in the value of his land must mean 
a reduction in his profits. 

To what extent the proposed Canadian reciprocity will reduce 
the general profits of the farmers of the United States no one, 
of course, can definitely determine. But whether a reduction 
of these profits be great or small, it will in the aggregate be of 
utmost importance to the farmers of this country. Last 
the total value of our farm products amounted to $9,000,000,000. 
If the loss should be 1 per cent on the total value of products 
produced, it would mean a loss of $90,000,000 to the farmers of 
this country. If the losses amounted to 5 per cent, based upon 
the total value of farm products, the losses would amount to 
$450,000,000 per annum. tut whatever the loss may be, the 
Congress of the United States should under no circumstance 
enact any legislation that means the loss of a single dollar to 
the farmers of the United States. 

REDUCTION IN ABILITY TO SUPPORT HIS FAMILY. 

Fifth. Canadian reciprocity will reduce the ability of the 
farmer of the United States to provide for his family. The 
welfare of the family of the farmer may well challenge our 
most earnest consideration. On an average the boys and girls 
of the farmers of the United States do not have equal oppor 
tunity with the boys and girls in the family of the nonfarming 
population of this country. The family of the farmer is greatly 
restricted in social, educational, and religious advantages. 
They are often remote from the school, from the church, and 
from the social center. These conditions make farm life non 
attractive and to a large extent are responsible for the deser- 
tion of our farms. 

REDUCTION IN VALUE OF THE FARMER AS A CITIZEN. 

Sixth. We reduce the value of the farmer as a citizen of the 
United States. When you have divided and circumscribed the 
market of the farmers, reduced the prices of his products, re- 
duced the value of his land, curtailed his profits, reduced his 


Are prices in Canada lower than they are | 
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How would it affect the price of the | 


Mr. Chairman, I understand that prices in 





advantages of life, it must then follow that you ha there 
made the farmer a less valuable citizer Not less valuat 
because the farmer will cease to be patriotic, but beca Dy 
legislation you have shorn him of the means whereby he might 
Serve his country. 
EFFECT ON THE CANA . F 

Having determined what this re rocity reement will do 

to the farmer of the United States, let us briefly consider what 


effect this trade agreement, if put into force, wil! have upon tl 


1c 
Canadian farmers. Naturally, the very reverse \ C he 
Canadian farmers. Free trade with ¢ la agricultural 
products will have the following effe ipon | Canadian 
farmer : 
1. It will increase and extend his mark 
2. It will increase the price of his prod 
| 3. It will increase the value of his land. 
| 4. It will increase his annual profits 
5. It will increase his ability to provide for his 1 
| 6. It will increase his value as a citizen of his « Urry 
Before this bill passes the title of the b ould 
| amended so as to make it read: “A bill to encourage Ca 
| agriculture, extend the market of the Canadian farmer, incre: . 
| the prices of his products, augment the value ef his land, » 
| nify his annual profits, and make him a more yaluable ci 
| of the British Empire.” 
| For one I shall cast my vote for the farmers cf the United 
| States rather than for the farmers of Canada. I stand for a 
| policy that will extend the market of our farmers, increase the 


Does the gentleman from Oklahoma yield | 


year | 


price of their products, augment the value of their land, increase 
their profits, and make them more independent, 
contented, and happy. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
to the gentleman from Indiana’? 

Mr. MORGAN, I decline to yield. 

Mr. CULLOP. I want to ask you just one other 

Mr. MORGAN. I decline to yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
to yield. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would be glad to do so if I had 

EFFECT ON THB NONFARMING POPUI I 

reciprocal trade 
masses of the 


pros] erou 


from Oklahoma vie 


from Oklahoma decline 


The proposed 
benefit the great 


agreement wi! 
nonfarming population. The 
reali 
The high cost of living is not mainly due to the prices the 
farmer receives for his products. The farm prices of product 
are not now too high. On the average, the consumer pay 
double the price the farmer receives. The middlemen are re 
sponsible for any exorbitant prices that are paid for food prod 


ucts. The cost of distribution is excessive. 

The real difficulty lies in the fact that food products after 
leaving the farmer’s hands too frequently go into the hands 
of monopoly. The farmers are unorganized. There is free con 
petition between the 6,000,000 of our farmers. Why not Con 
gress strike at the real disease with which our Nation is suf 
fering? Why not enact laws that will control all the pm 
monopolies of our country? 

If we have not the power now, let the Constitut 
amended so as to give the National Government the | 
control our great industrial corporations that have it in the 
power to control the prices of the necessaries of life 
would be a step in the right direction, and a step that w | 
be effective. Canadian reciprocity, as now proposed, will red 
the prices our farmers receive for their products, but will 1 
reduce the price the consumer pays, because tl creat 
porations fix the prices paid by the consumer. € dian 


procity in farm products simply means untold injury t 
farmers, with no benefit to the masses of the nonfarming poy ! 
tion of this country 


WHERE THE Ff EFITS GO 

All will concede that the proposed agreement if 1 fied 
greatly augment the trade and commerce betw } 
countries. The material advantage from this incre 
this country must go largely to those engaged tra, 
commerce. Transportation com] ies, 1 
chants are the persons that w be benefited 
trade and commerce. Our great reilway lines will be! , 1 
because it means an increased vo ie of busine wit 
cities will be benefited, because there rr . ente 
it is from these centers that trade and commer eed 

This reciprocity agreement if put int ffect 
dividends for owne f stock i ul 
for our merchants in our great cities on the d gre 


our po itt ! ! i trade al 


profits for that portion of 


ability to provide his family with the necessary comforts and| commerce. It means to our great citi¢ hin re 
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proximity to the Canadian border more business, increased I have lately discussed the matter with the Senator, and | 
trade, additional commerce, larger population, enhanced values | says that there never was any driving, but that he always h: 
in real estate, more wealth, and better opportunities in life. | the most kindly sentiments for Canadian reciprocity, 
These benefits will go to the men of means rather than the | [I suppose that reciprocity became a live issue in the polit 
poor; to the directors of corporations; to merchants with | of Massachusetts in 1892. I have found that in the natio 
capital; to men employed at large salaries; and to professional | platforms of the Republican and Democratic Parties of th 
classes. The men employed in manufacturing and mechanical | year, 1892, reciprocity was first mentioned; that in the Den 
pursuits and by transportation companies will receive no special | cratic platform of 1892 the language used was: 
benefit from the proposed reciprocal trade agreement. Trade interchange on the basis of reciprocal advantages to the « 
. — . mehen es cies | tries participating is a time-honore oc e of e Democratic f: 
WILL DESTROY OUR INDUSTRIAL INDEPENDENCE. re oa fie newsr bog een a va ae peo 
The United States is to-day the most independent nation on | desire for enlarged foreign markets and freer exchanges, by pretend 
earth. We have the ability to feed and clothe and house and Siehammcabnaat einen nannies an with, ain coum 
equip our own people. We produce an abundance of all the | that are also agricultural, while erecting a customhouse barrier 
necessaries of life. From an industrial standpoint we are in- | prohibitive tariff taxes against the richest countries of the w 
dependent of the world. We lead all other nations in the four ae ee See ae: ee ee ee ee, 
great industrial pursuits—internal commerce, mining, manufac- | life among our own people. — 
turing, and agriculture. We are well balanced in our industrial I conceive that was good Democratic doctrine in 1892. and 
strength. We were first a nation of farmers. Agriculture was | pelieve, sir, that it is equally good Democratic doctrine now 
the chief pursuit of our people. That day has passed. Manu-| 4931 | want to contrast. in the record of this House, as I h 
facturing has overtaken and surpassed agriculture. Our annual | contrasted in my own mind, the declaration of the Repub 
manufactured products are valued at $14,000,000,000; our an-| party in that same year on the “triumph of recipro 
nual agricultural products are valued at only $9,000,000,000. | why you would believe, from reading the Republican plattv 
=f 30 OO Our mangenctaring interests but agriculture that needs | of i392, that reciprocity then had ultimately triumphed, 
encouragement to-day. But instead of encouraging agriculture | that under no possible condition of circumstances could it by 
by this bill you are enacting a law that will depress agriculture. | matter which in 1911 would engage the attention of the An 
If we pass this bill and the reciprocal trade agreement shall | ,, Samabeieane Pep » lene P time thi eo have given to 
go into effect, from that time on the United States has lost one tine Data, —_ a ten We DONS given 
of the chief props that makes her to-day the greatest nation ee cates a adh late Seneneidiaie Ts i lieatt 
on earth. We cave lost our industrial indiiainnblanen. We cease | ba oo ¢ Apne Ses oe prlbestndamnee tt a: > riage 
to feed our own people. We look to Canada for bread. In Says the Republican platform— : “oe 
peace and in war we look to a foreign nation to supply us with | jer, which our export, trade has, vastty increased ne evar 
the “staff of life.’ Think of the folly of a great country like | workshops. We remind the people of the bitter opposition 
the United States, blessed with a soil and a climate that should | Democratic Party to this practical business measure, and clai! 
always make agriculture her chief industry, giving up in the | = Se control of the tra@e of tus —_. ——. 
contest and entering upon the policy of buying her bread from| ., ”.... a : 
a people that owe atin va foreign ~ If such a policy Mr. ( hairman, the limited study that I have been - 
is to be pursued, if such a result must come, it must come | ®!¥° © the history of this question makes eae. Datiove — 
without my vote, without my support, and without my approval. | Ply there was a time in the history of our country * 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the | Tecil rocity was a live thing in our commercial system, but 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Murray]. oa was before it was “ executed” by a Republican adminis 
Tha ‘ > y mn _ oo . - . aeeachneattea a ol. 
sient te Caen eee arenes Mr. It was nearly 10 years after these party platform decl 
Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that I might be | ious. Mr. Chairman, that the matter of Canadian recipr 
able simply to say “Amen” to the splendid sentiments that | ©? entirely to the roms _ the political and coynemic ¢ 
were so eloquently expressed by the Democratic Member from | “'°"* of — State, but by that time wee clear to all that 
Massachusetts on the Ways and Means Committee of this House | 2tter would have to come to a final settlement. 
of Representatives [Mr. Perers], and that has been my purpose 5 wee. Foss, Mr. Heary M. W nitney, the men. who composed 
during the long time since this debate has been going on. But | ®eciprocity League and the Free Trade League, and 
although I am unable to get in the Coneressionat Recorp of | 0'eTs kept as that the making of 98 agreement like 
to-day a transcript of the remarks of the gentleman from Ili- | C°8t#ined in the pending bill would be of tremendous ad 
nois, the former Speaker of this House [Mr. CANNON] during | 8° to the ¢ ommonwealth and to the country, and their 4s 
the course of the debate yesterday said: ee publicity by the great newspapers of I: 
; and le State, 
1 fone Minseh chaetts, kee aa dma te, fo, Fou, men, of Massachusetts | Senator Lover was the chief spokesman of the many 
shaping the sentiment and promoting the civilization of the Common- | were opp sed to the views of these men, at least to the { 
wealths of the country ; more than any other State in the great Repub- | jn which those views were presented, if not, indeed, to the 
lic. Did you vote for Foss? > : . ; 
, stance of them. I want to have printed in the record of 
debate certain speeches that I have read again with ints 
lie was elected. Is that the permanent sentiment of Massachusetts? | in the sree ring re of Congress that we have here, du 


When the penalty comes, as it will between now and 1912, and con- 3 : : oe he mana an htt} , 
sumption and production are narrowed, are you still going to support the short time since this session has been sitting. I b« 


That was the query of the former Speaker. 


Foss? Is he your leader? | these speeches will do more to clarify the minds of the cou 
This agreement might well be labeled— | and of this Congress than any words or original thoughts 
Continued Mr. CaANNon, in his inimitable manner— I might attempt to contribute to the discussion at this time. 

“By the grace or the punishment of God and the aid of the Secretary | Let me read, therefore, so much of Senator LopcGr’s s|} 


of State and Foss of Massachusetts.’ Choose ye. 


before the Home Market Club on April 2, 1903, as relat: 
Mr. Chairman, I rise to say, in reply to those questions, that | reciprocity with Canada, that you may determine for you! 

we, the people of Massachusetts, have chosen, not after the | the extent of interest that he had at that time in the meas 

short season of an autumnal campaign, but we have chosen | and the kind of interest that he was taking. 

after a contest for Canadian reciprocity that has covered at It is very evident that the Democratic Party in the failure 

least 10 of the last years in the political history of the Com- | their other issues propose to fight the next national campaign upon t 

monwealth which I have the honor in part to represent; and it | tiff and its allied questions. Under the soft and deceptive nam 


: 7 - . Pee . tariff reform or tariff revision they propose to renew their old 
is only because I know something of that political history and upon the protective policy. Signs of their purpose abound on all : 


because I have been permitted to have some small share of | not the least significant being the pleasing recrudescence of Mr. (|: 
leadership in the campaigns that have been conducted that [ | 182d. So high, indeed. is their enthusiasm rising that evidence la‘ 


. ot taken in the city of Boston indicates that zealous tariff reformers 
crave the indulgence of the House for the limited time at my aaah parts of this city, not content with a single vote, So severa 


disposal to address myself to these queries. voted, three, four, and as often as seven times for the promotion of | 
Did we yote for Foss—Foss, who in 1902 and 1904, as q | cause they have so much at heart. Therefore, Mr. President, it » 


Republican candidate for Congress in the Back Bay district of | the tarit question which has been the subject of some recent discuss 
Boston, tried to come to this Congress on the issue of reciprocity I refer to Canadian reciprocity. From the utterances of the fr 


with Canada? He was practically driven out of the Republican | trade newspapers one would suppose that Canadian reciprocity \ 


sa = z lial at aad eal i a some solid, tangible object, which, if obtained, would shower wea 
Party because of the insistence with which he supported resolu- | Ypon the United States, and that we are prevented from grasping it 
tions in Republican conventions favoring this doctrine of Cana-| our hands solely by the malign opposition of the Republican Party 


dian reciprocity. I.say he was practically driven out, because, | Another idea emanating from the same source and which I saw repeate 
while the gentleman himself has always insisted that he was im 8 speech the other Gay I cur egumature, appenre te be That Cans 


driven out by our brilliant senior Senator, Henry Casor Lopce, 





the Republican Party will not permit her to doit. All this is, of cours: 
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is longing to open her markets to American manufacturers, and that 
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an utter misconception. Reciprocity with Canada, as with any other 
country, is a commercial agreement reached through negotiations in 
which each country makes concessions in return for similar concessions 
on the part of the other. Canada is not seeking to open her markets 
to our products. On the contrary, she has, thus far, steadily refused 
to do so, and reciprocity with Canada has not only not been prevented 
the Republican Party, but the Republican Party is the only party 
which has made and is making any effort to bring it about. Let me 
briefly trace the history of Canadian reciprocity, for that will give us 
e facts, which are, on the whole, more comfortable to live with than 
ge phrases and vague vaporings. 
In 1854 the_Elgin treaty of reciprocity went into effect for 10 years 
1 was terminated by notice in 1866. In the treaty of Washington 
n 1871, under the administration of Gen. Grant, a Republican, there 
were reciprocal provisions with the Dominion relating to export duties, 
goods in transit, the navigation of the St. Lawrence, and the fisheries, 
limited to 12 years. In 1885 the United States notified Great Britain 
of her intention to terminate the fishery clauses, and they were accord- 
ingly terminated on July 1, 1885. President Cleveland, Democrat, then 
made a fishery treaty which was so injurious to our fishing industries 
that it was rejected by the Senate, 30 Senators voting against ratifica- 
ti and 27 in favor. When it is considered that a treaty requires 
two-thirds majority in order to pass, the magnitude of the defeat may 
be easily understood. 
Mr. Cleveland, however, made no effort to bring about a treaty of 
general reciprocity with the Dominion of Canada. President Harrison, 
Republican, through Mr. Blaine, his Secretary of State, also a Repub- 
lican, opened negotiations for a treaty of reciprocity with Canada, but 
the negotiations were broken off because Canada declined even to con- 
sider opening her markets to our manufacturers. You will observe the 
Republican Party tried to obtain reciprocity at that time, but was 
thwarted by Canada, and it is well for those who shout loudly for 
Canadian reciprocity to remember that the United States does not make 
a treaty by itself alone, but with another country, and that the other 
country has something to say. So the Harrison attempt failed through 
t refusal of Canada to admit our manufacturers at reduced rates. 
During the next four years of Mr. Cleveland, a Democrat and a 
trader, no attempt was made, so far as I am aware, to establish reci- 
procity with Canada. 
President McKinley, a Republican, came in in 1897. He immediately 
took measures for a negotiation with Canada to establish reciprocity 
d to settle certain other pending differences. The joint commission 
pointed for this purpose met in the summer of 1898 and again the 
wing winter. The insistence of Canada upon certain claims in 
regard to the Alaskap boundary, which our commissioners regarded as 
nable, and her refusal to separate the Alaskan question from the 
r matters under discussion, led to the adjournment of the joint 
commission without action. Again the negotiations had failed through 
the action of Canada. President McKinley then endeavored to make 
r arrangements for the Alaskan question, and England refused. 



















I same effort was made a year o by President Roosevelt, a Repub- 
] 1, and that likewise failed through England's refusal. 
This year Mr. Hay, a Republican, succeeded in negotiating a treaty, 


which the Alaskan question has been referred to a separate ec 
mission. This was an absolutely essential st oward making possible 
any negotiations for a convention of reciprocity. I had ‘some part in 
securing the ratification of this Alaskan treaty by the Senate, and one 
of my principal motives was that it cleared the way for a renewal of 
the negotiations of 1898 and the establishment of reciprocity thereby, 
so far as reciprocity was possible. It seems to me that the negotiation 
of this treaty by Mr. Hay and its ratification by the Senate, thus rem 
ng the obstacle to reciprocity negotiations, was a more practic: 
service to the cause of Canadian reciprocity than talking about it in 
the newspapers or passing resolutions. 

The commission of 1898S will soon be called together, and among other 
questions they will consider that of reciprocal trade between Canada 
and the United States, and will endeavor to reach an agreement upon 
that and other points. Thus it will be seen from this statement of 
acts that the Republican Party and Republican Presidents alone have 
done all that has been done to bring about Canadian reciprocity, and 
that the failure of the negotiations since 1888 has in every instance 
been due to the attitude of Canada. These plain facts will have, I am 
aware, no effect upon those servants of truth who discuss Canadian 
reciprocity in the columns of the Boston Herald and the Springfield 
Republican. They will continue to portray the Republican Party as 
endeavoring to prevent Canadian reciprocity and myself in particular 
as its bitter opponent. Personally, I have always supported the Repub 
lican policy of reciprocity with Canada, and I have not only done this 
winter what I could to remove the obstacle to reciprocity negotiations 
by securing the ratification of the Alaskan treaty, but I introduced a 
bill for reciprocity in coal and should have pressed it as an amendment 
to the bill removing the duties on coal for one year, if I had not been 
convinced that to do so would have delayed the passage of that measure 
so much desired by the country at that moment of stress and exiger 

Expe rience has convinced me that reciprocity by convention with cor 
peting countries generally in competitive products is impracticable, and 
that the result we desire in that direction can be reached only by 
legislation. 

But I have felt, and still feel, that with Cuba and Canada, whi 
adjoin the United States, we still might make reciprocity agreement 
We have made a reciprocity treaty with Cuba. Apart from all moral 
and political considerations, that treaty in its reciprocal provisions was 
the most advantageous to the United States of any reciprocal treaty I 
have ever seen, yet the extreme difficulty of securing reciprocity with 
Cuba, either by law or treaty, has been made manifest to the country, 
and it is well for the Democratic newspapers and orators who are try- 
ing here to make an issue out of Canadian reciprocity to be reminded 
of the fact that with a single exception every vote in the Senate against 
that Cuban treaty of reciprocity was cast by a Democrat. I hope that 
the commission which is to meet again to consider our differences with 
Canada will be able to make a reciprocity arrangement beneficial to both 
countries, but I do not propose to mislead anybody by painting bright 
visions of the prosperity which is to pour in upon us under such a 
treaty. I was told this winter by a leading member of the Canadian 
Parliament that Canada would never make a reduction on manufactured 
products, for she desired to continue her preference to England: that 
all Canada wanted was reciprocity in natural products: and, with the 
exception of coal, I do not see much advantage to New England in that 
proposition. I have seen it stated also in the newspapers that the coal 
interests of Canada have passed resolutions against reciprocity in coal. 
Nevertheless I hope we shall be able to make some mutually advan- 
tageous trade arrangements with Canada. 

I do not think they are likely to be very extensive, and none will 






































made that does not give to the United States an adequate return for | 


any concessions made by us. I have now stated the whole case of 
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Can i reciprocity If it is ever brought about so as to be tn 
measure beneticial to our industries and our trade, it will be through : 
the effo: , : ‘ 





t of the Republican Party alone, for the party of | 
is the only party that will ever mak reciprocal arrangements, beca 
the free-trade Democratic Party is by the very nature of th 
opposed to a policy like reciprocity, which can of necessity come only 
through the existence of a tariff. ~ 

Let me pass next to a particular phase of reciprocity with our neigh 
bors on this continent, as embodied in the convention now pending in 


































































the Senate between the United States and Newfoundland rhis is a 
treaty of reciprocity in tariff duties. Some ippear to think that 
reciprocity means that e other intry t r prod t fi 
of duty or at lowered rates if t! Repul in t pure mal 
lence does not prevent it. 
Other persons seem to suppose, if iy jud l what they say 
that a reciprocity treaty consists in t t yroducts of t 
other country to our markets at lowers ute f duty or ent vy f 
The first conception is ridiculous and the second mer t to 
get free trade in spot True reciprocity is nei of n 
| Reciprocity in trade, as I have said, is an arrar nt etween two : 
countries by which, in consideration of mutual « t mutual ad 
vantages in tariff rates are supposed to be give I t! 
| only one test to be applied to a convention of kind i 
whether in return for the co ons which we 
proper equivalent We must ex 1e first the conce 
and weigh their effect upon the domestic industry ! ! ' ! 
and we must then see whether we receive in return adeq 
from the other party to the convention 
In the Hay-Bond treaty the pri which we pay to Newfound 
the concessions which she is supposed to make to us is at the 
of a single industry. Under this convention we that st 
all the important products of the deep sea and shore fisheries, : \ 
as salmon, trout, and salmon trout, shall be admitted to wt 
free of duty, with the single exception of fresh codf r is a 
sweeping and a very large gift, and in it are involved the fortune 
great industry The men who carry on that industry, without a di 
ing voice, testify that this removal of duty mé« s to them su 
ruin, and they are the people who can judge best and who must f 
considered. I will not enter into the details of their case, f 
forbids. I will merely state the principie involved and 
objection. 
The removal of all protective duties from cured It fish wil 
in the transfer of our salting and curing estal nts to Ne 
land, becausg Newfoundland is ne l ) rund nd t 
j tut that is not ‘ it packin 1 
iments are placed the f 1 go d if tl 
‘ing establishment i Newfoun ind 
of New l Ker 
his is \ 
leries, l ! 1 
sed of | 1 | na I ! 
ountry I ' I l 
Do you 1 : 
ke? re I 1 
ster I > S I nm if 
alone; but she does not st alone, al t ) | 
simply disclose their \ 1 yi 
Gloucester you strike \ ) l 
the men of Swampscott, wl l orik the fact 3 
her nets; the pay mill Spi f and Holy 
for her products and the boxes in which her fish icked 
great rail Ww h she helps to feed w t 
That is G ter ue 
Now, c down here to Boston Forty-elght « t 
in fresh fish in this city and own yur fis 
this treaty. Ninety captain vl ro out fror 
from Cape Cod to reap the dang s hary : 
the Georges, have protested to the Sen as LV’ 
town protest igainst Va I 
Maine, with 17,000 fishermen, | 
sentatives of the industry nd th igh her Se iM 
Congress. The fishermen of the ¢ pe 1 M d ' 
heard against it The menhaden f lot 
coast from Rhode Island to N 1 Care ro i 
against this removal of the duties on fi I | 
reat and growing fis! ‘ in \ } in W { the 
of the 1 protest r} ur ) ind 
persons say it 1 local interest and we 1 l 
to a single town 
I repeat, these fishing indust 3 de that 
duties will be ruinous to them Bear that in 
dustry must not be sacrificed in tl m ! 
the vague promise of general ivantag \ ! 
return? First, the privilege to take bait ! 
people who use bait are the fishe en, and t i 
| entitled to speak on this point I d 
| privilege is of no value I j two vé M 
thirty-five from Gloucester took ou it li 
over $4,000. rhe amount is trifling and i 
whether they pay « v« 
They do not ne now, and 
foundiand refu 1 bait or not, for 
rangements they can i y ther l 
Gloucester It is | erday t t Prov } | 
of bait to tl French fishermen at Ligue n i 
fishermen are con ned, they get nothing what 
duties which now protect their product. Let 
United States at large will ge ry ierifi 
Seventy-one articl re enut ted in tl ‘ 
I asked the gentlemen who pe lin s 
of these articles were already on the free 
did, for I had taken the tronble to look it 
Sixty-three of the 71 articles « merated 
list are on the free list now Of t 
cultural implements, and the can only be i 1 
Newfoundland when not for sal that is, w 
of duty to Newfoundland, and th ippar 
| There remains one article gas engine i 
the treaty from the dutiable list and placed 
Do you think we can build up a trade | fi 
patent” sufficient to compensate for the | t I 
leave to doubt it We now come to the d 
treaty. There are 16 of these artic On 


beef, and sausages there is a reduction 
pound, of 20 cents a barrel on peas, and 10 “nt 
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The other 9 articles remain at the present rate. I asked the gentlemen 
who appeared in behalf of the treaty whether there was any reduction 
in flous fhey said no; that 25 cents a barrel was the existing duty, 
and so far they were correct, but they were so ignorant of their own 
case that they apparently were not aware that there was a punitive 
duty on flour of 50 cents a barrel directed against any nation placing a 
duty on Newfoundland fish. 


The punitive duty would come off if the treaty was ratified, but I do 
not believe in making concessions to any people in return for the removal 
of punitive, discriminating duties. I believe in giving advantages to 


our friends and discriminating against those who discriminate against 
us. Does the treaty provide that these rates shall remain? Not at all. 
I imply provides that if rates are raised they.shall not be raised 
against us higher than against anybody else. Why did not Newfound- 
land admit to her free or reduced list boots and shoes, rubber boots or 


woolen blankets? That would have been of some benefit to the in- 
dustries of New England and the United States. But those are left un- 
touched and with a preference to England on both blankets and rubber 
boots. What does the Newfoundland market amount to? There are 
210,000 people in Newfoundland, according to the last census. 

In Massachusetts and Maine alone there are 100,000 directly depend- 
ent on the fisheries, without adding those who live by the allied indus- 
tries, and they are consumers who give you an exclusive market. Of 


this Newfoundland population 55,000 are engaged in the fisheries, 1,547 | 


are farmers, 2,682 mechanics, 1,258 miners. How many farm imple- 
ments or gas engines do you think we should sell to that population? 


And on the articles chiefly used by three-quarters of the population, 
who are engaged in the fisheries, we get no reduction. The total im- 
»orts of Newfoundland in 1900 were $7,500,000 from all countries. 


Vhen you remember that the exports of domestic products from the 
United States in 1902 was $1,300,000,000, the amount of the entire New- 
foundiand import does not seem very imposing, and our actual export to 
that island of $2,000,000 still less so. 

But I will give you a better comparison. The manufactured shipping 
value of Gioucester’s products alone was $6,000,000 in 1901. If we 
should get the entire value of all the Newfoundland imports it would 
not much more than cover the value of the fisheries of Gloucester alone, 
and the value of the product of the fishermen of the United States is 
$46,000,000. We want to think carefully before we endanger an in- 
dustry whose annual product is $46,000,000 in seeking a market where 
we now sell only $2,000,000 and to which this treaty opens no addi- 
tional door. The gentlemen who appeared before the committee were 
the representatives of a Newfoundland steamship company, an Eng- 
lishman engaged in Newfoundland business in New York, Mr. Hall 
representing the Boston Chamber of Commerce, and Mr. Osborne Howes, 
who is connected with the business of insurance and is the principal 
editorial writer on the Boston Herald. The first three gentlemen 
argued for the treaty on the general grourd that it would improve our 
trade relations with Newfoundland and tend to prevent the island 
from becoming a part of the Dominion of Canada. They did not show, 
and were unable to show, that there was any direct benefit to our 


trade in this treaty, and their testimony as to the fisheries was slight | t - 
| the state of the Union bear some testimony against his views 


and of no value, because they had no personal knowledge of them and 
were not engaged in them. 

They all testified, however, that in their opinion the removal of the 
duties proposed in the treaty would not lower the price of fish in the 
United States, so that the treaty, according to its advocates, would be 
of no benefit whatever to the American consumer. I should like to 
see general trade relations with Newfoundland improved, I should be 
glad to make a treaty with Newfoundland, but I want something in the 
treaty which shall be of advantage to us and satisfactory to our fisher- 
men. Mr. Osborne Howes, the last advocate of the treaty before the 
committee, used one argument peculiar to himself and which I can not 
pass over in silence. He said that the fishing vessels of Gloucester 
were no longer manned by native-born Americans, but largely by men 
of foreign birth. He explained this fact by the statement that “it is 
a dangerous business, and that is the reason Americans do not care to 
enter into it.” In my opinion he exaggerates the fact, and I am cer- 
tain that his explanation is utterly wrong. 

Native-born Americans have abandoned many employments because 
they can find others more remunerative, but they never abandoned any- 
thing through cowardice and fear of danger, either in war or peace. 
He also undertook to show from a single death roll that these men 
were not, as a rule, naturalized. This last proposition is incorrect. 
There is a large percentage of foreign-born men among our fishermen, 
but most of them are naturalized and a very large proportion remain 
in the United States and bring up their families there. Three hundred 
and thirty men from Gloucester enlisted in the War with Spain. Of 
these 287 resided in Gloucester. One hundred and sixty were American 
citizens, many of them native born. Of the 170 remaining more than 
half had taken out their first papers, leaving about 85 to be classed 
as foreigners. This, I think, is a fair statement of the proportion. 

Mr. Howes’s argument was that the fishermen having ceased to be 
in large proportion native born, were no longer entitled to protection. 
That to me is a new doctrine. The man who carries the naturalization 
papers of the United States has the same rights in every way to the 
protection of the Government as the man born on the soil. Mr. Howes, 
who has the temptations which beset all great rhetoricians, referred to 
these men as “the mercenaries of the sea,’ who are willing to face 
perils which the native born, according to Mr. Howes, are too cowardly 
to encounter. He has a well-known faculty of making telling phrases. 
It is to his vivid pen that we owe the sentences that “the flag is a 
yiece of textile fabric” and “patriotism is a virtue of barbarians.” 
jut, Mr, President, when we talk about “ the mercenaries of the seas,” 
it seems to me that, although he declared that he used the word with- 
out disrespect, he is applying a harsh term to men who gain their 
living in a hardy and dangerous pursuit, too dangerous, as Mr. Howes 
says, for the native born. 

The “ mercenaries of the sea 


’' 


Why, then, any man who works for 
wages is a mercenary if he happens not to have been born on American 
soil. Men who come to New England and toil in our mills are, under 
his teaching, the “ mercenaries of the factories.” Mr. President, I con- 
fess that I revolt against such an idea, and I think it would be just as 
fair to say that the man who earns a large income by instructing us in 
the columns of the Herald how this Government ought to be run is a 
mercenary of the press. Just one word in conclusion before I leave 
this matter of the fisheries. There is something more to me in this 
question than balancing dollars and cents and imports and exports. 

Mr. Howes sneered at the argument for the fishermen based on senti- 
ment. I do not. I cam not forget that before Endicott landed at 


Salem the New England: fishermen were established on Cape Ann. I 
can not forget the record of the Gloucester men in the Revolution and 
the War of 1812. 


I know that whether native born or foreign born 
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they sent more men in proportion to their population into the Na f 
the United States in the Spanish War than any other city or tow: 
the country [ know that of their recruits 76 per cent passed 


physical examination, against 14 per cent in Boston and 7 per ce 
New York. 

I know from the lips of captains and admirals that they wer: 
fit for any duty as soon as they came on board the ship. Ther: 
6,000 of them on that fishing flect, and when you want them in 
day of great stress you can have them for the asking. Do not f: 
the peril of their calling. Over 2,000 men from this one town 
given up their lives in this industry in the last 25 years—nea) 
hundred a year. Go down to Gloucester in the autumn and you 
hear the annual death roll called. You may read of it in the wor 
Kipling in “‘ Captains Courageous.” If you had been there a month 
you would have seen the other yearly ceremony of Gloucester 
can not lay wreaths upon the ground where their dead sleep, bu 
children go out by the edge of the sounding sea and cast, flowers 
the waves, for there in that pathless, unmarked waste their dead 
buried. 

Gloucester represents only part of the great American fisheries 
I say again—and you may call me local, if you will—that if Glone: st 
with her history stood all alone I would not in the face of that hi 
desert her, and I would plead her cause as best I might at the | 
the Senate of the United States. I shall not be catled upon to 
but if I were I should not plead in vain. Massachusetts would | 
me, and the United States from California to Maine. They wou! 


| with me, because the patriotism in war and the silent courage in 


of these poor fishermen ranging daily threugh gray northern seas 
known to the world, and patriotism and courage are beloved of 
American people and never are out of fashion. 

I commend this speech to the Republican Members of {his 
House who are disposed to be timid about supporting the | 


| ing legislation, for, whatever charges we Democrats of M 





chusetts have at any time been disposed to make againsi \(r. 
Lopce, we have always known that he is a most brilliant 

nent of regular Republicanism; and when he assures us, :: 
does in the speech that I have read, that the Republican Part: 
has always stood for reciprocity with Canada, but that Canada 
has always stood in the way of it, we have the right to ex; 
at this time, when Canada stands not in the way, the vote of 
every Republican who would stand true to the teachings of hi 
party. 

Can it be that in this instance Mr. Lopcre was wrong in his 
exposition of Republicanism on the. matter of reciprocity’ 
Surely the Republican speeches that we have listened to in ‘his 
Chamber during the sessions of this Committee of the Whole on 


Can it be that the Republican Party has only stood for reci 
procity with Canada when Canada has stood in the way of it’ 

Those of us who hail from Massachusetts would not be greatly 
surprised to find that this is so, for we know the treatment t!: 
was accorded to Mr. Foss in Massachusetts when he tried to 
put the Republican Party there on record in favor of it. \W: 
have not forgotten that he was hooted down in a Republican 
State convention when he tried to exercise his right as a «i 
gate to have a resolution adopted in favor of it, and we ha) 
not forgotten that he told those who hooted him down that some 
day the people of the Commonwealth would listen with interest 
to his words. 

We have not forgotten the points that he made in speeclies 
and in writings in favor of reciprocity, and I am glad to be 
to read to you from another bound pamphlet that was giv: 
the Boston Public Library, as the bookplate says, “by Eu: 
Noble Foss.” 

This pamphlet has an address on the “Trade relations | 
tween the United States and Canada,” which was made i 
Boston, Mass., in 1904, while Mr. Foss was yet active in the 
ranks of the Republican Party. Let me read this speech to } 
rather than tell you what it says, so that you may know ex: 
what the views of Mr. Foss at that time were: 

Mr. PRESIDENT AND MEMBERS OF THE CANADIAN CLUB: 


I confess that I am beginning to feel at home here. This i: 
third time I have been made the recipient of your courtesy, a! 
believe that our meeting has helped us to understand each o! 
better. 

Now, Mr. President, I am not assuming that your members l 


guests are on one side of the reciprocity fence and I on the oth 
eyen that our distinguished guest from over the line is so far 
our point of view that he can hold nothing in common with the fr 
of commercial reciprocity in the United States. 

You will recall that at a former meeting of this club your ¢ 
were a leading Canadian journalist and a prominent manufactur 
from Ontario; and you will remember that after we all had had ou 
say, we discovered that the ideas, or fundamental principles, for whic! 
each of us stood were broad and liberal enough to enfold us al!. 
trust we will reach the same conclusions to-night. 


CANADIAN SENTIMENT NOT MISUNDERSTOOD. 


It is a mistake to suppose that we who have !ed-in the movement! 
for closer trade relations with Canada do not understand what present 
conditions are. In fact, the logic of the situation, the unmistakabl: 
index of the facts bearing upon it, has compelled us to accept very 
much of the Canadian view. Notwithstanding our wealth, our power, 
our resources, our influence, we have regarded the small group 
neighbors at the north as competitors to be feared and excluded, not 
as friends and customers to be given the hand of commercial welcome. 
We have massed our seventy-five millions of people against their five 
millions and entrenched ourselves behind a wall over which the frightful 
shapes of our supposed commercial enemies could not climb. They have 


or 
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nted a 25-foot wall against our trust nd we have buifded ‘a 50-foot An \ 
vainst their farmers and fishern N } 1 e ‘ ) lw 
1 am neither unpatriotic nor ur blican in thus admitti e mis 9 t 
, course which the United Stat s pursued with respect to a 
( la. I quote these facts merely to show to s¢ of our Canadian t , ned 
is who apparently think otherwise, that many of us who have N f , nd I ‘ , f n 
foremost in the reciprocity movement have not been blind to the ' : 
ral conditions which exist In all th igitation which has en rad 1 { a 
on so incessantly the past few y s, our main request has i ' If < 1 
t our own people appreciate these « ditions. I have no sympathy with Ve ‘ 
litical jingoism which would make these conditions an excus I 7 ' 
doing nothing to correct them | Hot Market (tu 1 ! { 
We have not the right to ask anything of Canada that is not for ' and W W ‘ 
] interest. We shall only make rselves ridiculous if we do l Clarke wants ind 
n is upon us to prove that fre trade between the two coun! P ers in a t of ‘ 
enefit both; for times have changed, and it is not now Canada In regard to \ ~ { 
that is seeking reciprocity. vernment could d 
| believe in the principle of protection, which is fundamental in this n m, if the peo ‘ i mal 
niry. By the same token, I can have no criticism to offer of 1) efor y 
crowing desire of the Canadian people to protect themselves from In regard to one more prot a 
destructive foreign competition I can, however, properly point out recog d among tt V ! 
t protection carried to the point of exclusion is not protection, it is her make wheat fre« nd p f 
i sition; and I can suggest that our Canadian friends will do well | jn our milling industri 
to learn this truth from our experience and not from their own As to barley. ‘ trag duty : ! 
EXCLUSION IS NOT PROTECTION, from it is the heaviest irden wl il \ 
1 would like to ram this fact home with another; and we can also | ©™' ed es < : 4 - ed ; ; 
supply the object lesson in this case. We have built up our own coun Where can a une taey Soren "9 = OF Col ' 
f in spite of domestic competition fiercer than Canadian industries tion as I have here p nted 
ever can be called upon to suffer. If we can do this here, what can SOME Q FOR THI I 
we not do for Canada under fair and reasonable trade conditions? So It t} vident purpos i \ t 
far the Dominion has shown her wisdom in refusing to cut herself 1 to reduce the ft n ( idiar 
of from the facilities with which we can help her to develop her | ¢ i 1 make r col ion i \ i 
ense resources. Does she now contemplate fastening upon herself { y will maintain the s 3 quo 
the heaviest possible form of indirect taxation merely because we have fhe on real thoug! n their minds is d 
refused her tariff favors which other countries are disposed to 2 t? | for t. We lerstand very w 
Or, on the other hand, shall the blindness and arrogance of our own | and to asl me of tl 1 wl i 
stand-pat contingent be permitted to force such a policy upon a | lov i what they t i i 
friendly customer ? rhey profess t vlieve in ciprocity in t rtic \ 
Granted that the markets of Great Britain are of more present introdu bills lowering our schedules t “ 
importance to Canada than those of the United States, shall we forever = w they prefer to relieve I : s i 
continue to ignore the value of our Canadian trade, whether it be vrisilation and place on t fre t « ! 
( ng or going? These are questions which the people of both coun od pulp, ete 
tr s will do well to ponde r. th the ! ! ‘ } t 
Fortunately for a partial solution of the vexed question of tt oO ‘ f i 
relations, our own necessities bid fair to force our Government to K t they are g Z lo W 1 d t 
the Canadian question squarely in the face. In several commodities | fessions mad t n ! I 
our demand already has outrun our supply, and we are buying heavily, | « h for then ! 
regardless of tariff taxes. In others the exchanges between the two itually ad t \\ 
( ries are so general, for geographical and other reasons, that a | cede tha he 1 ed States | take t it \ 
y trade in competing products has developed both ways. In it to Canada, ir ‘ of j { ‘ 
ictically all these products the tariff serves no useful purpose, but lves t re of t vo t nd l 
a s a burden of expense which is without profit to either party to the Canad ‘ { . I } a ! I 
transaction. In still other cases where the demand is great, the United | at that: and Ol | } had f t t ¢ 
States tariff is yet so high that no purchases are attempted. mercial p \ i 1 
HERE IS A BASIS FOR RECIPROCITY. access to her markets ' 
These three classes furnish the basis upon which a consistent scheme 7 ; as , . 
of tariff revision must rest. You will notice that I use the current Now, let us n a start by putt 
phrase, “tariff revision,’’ but by it I mean “* reciprocity.” And I in desperate d of on the f . 
wish to say right here that I do not believe in any kind of tariff | oF hot By so doing we w not ! 
revision or tariff legislation which does not recognize reciproci ; | be helping Canada to pay a | n ¢ r dk 
a fundamental principle. I wish to declare, and this is as good an | instead of cash 
opportunity as any, that reciprocity is just as much and just as great Every business man here know Cc tre 
a principle, a system, a primary economic policy, if you will, as free | Part will not conduce to k ! mt 7 
trade or protection, as they are commonly understood. contrary, where we are nov EIT hie ne 
I believe that it will not long hence become recognized as a practical | WP shou d soon | 8 ing | : see , 
working system infinitely superior to either stand-pat protection or free | 0! 1 onl Show a dis} ition to tal in | , 
trade. It will recognize your friends, customers, and allies.in a common Ee | vd t we stand in need of 
sense and common-justice fashion, instead of attacking them as does : man snows cnes | a ed ; 
stand-pattism, or favoring your enemies at your own expense, as does sen No or 0 3 r s a t : n ft y Le j 
doctrinaire free trade. Any good business man or good neighbor will go t sell a \s 1 ‘ a 
a great way and sacrifice much to favor and benefit these by om he : Wy nus i i 
lives or profits largely. Hence, I go in for some system of tariff | U0? ; hts must Stven 
revision in the future which shall aim to benefit, as well as our \ VE FT ow AND I ? 


countries which make their prosperity ours. This is simply goed basi Both in tl United States and in Canada w I t ‘ ) ) 
hess as well as good morals, Gen. Draper and William Whitman to the | q i 







































. . doubt conscientious in their opposition to 1 » t 
contrary notwithstanding. ountries In tl United Stat hey a kn n t! ‘ 
I have said that the basis of tariff revision, or reciprocity, as far as | and are repre 1 by the Home Mar Clul | ese! 
Canada is concerned, must rest upon three classes of articles: that is t ultrahigh-tariff element in t Repul in Party l nest 
say, articles which each country must buy of the other, duty or no duty. | fyse protection with prohibition. _ 
or in which they make a mutually profitable interchange under natural In Canada they are represented by the Canadian Manufactu \ 
conditions. sociation. To my mind these two element ro} to d the Un i 
As an illustration, I have prepared a table showing the principal | states and Canada practically what Spain and Port ' A 
articles in which the two countries have an interchangeable trad adopting a policy of selfishness and exclusiven . i 
These figures show our exports to Canada and dutiable imports there- \. Kasson has shown, “other nations would not t ind 
from of practically identical articles in 1903: continued wars followed—wars of conquest, . 4 ‘ 
United States exchanges with Canada, 1903. poverishment of the nations which persisted in t r¢ 
a a oe LN . -— national selfishness. Spain and Portugal, cont res Mi Ix 
| “once in the forefront of national prosperity and greatness, n 
Exports. Import the rear of the column and apparently without t power of recu] 
(dutiable). | tion.” 
ahaa — Now, Mr. President, the policy of the Hor Market ¢ » and t 
| Canadian Manufacturers’ Association, carried to it ical melu 
Horses.......+.++. svecpetecsceccos 699,225,000 $295,000 | would bring these two countries to the same end 
Sheep... .. Séaeee “+ 174, 000 gt), OOU From an economic point of view there ap rs to be « y i 
Breadstuffs 1...... 2.000 843,000 | why Canada and the United States should con together con 
Coal (bituminous) 9,668,000 | 4,811,000} We must all admit that the tendency all over the world { i 
~BES.« << ceseeeee 78, 000 18,000 | amalgamation and consolidation, in the interest of econo and 
Fish. ......... teeee sateeeeee -- 743, 000 2,859,000 | elimination of ruinous competition We all kn that the United 
Fruits *.. 1,008, 000 133,000 | States and Canada are competitors in the markets of the world, and 
Hay...... 108, 000 2,246,009 | are to be so more and more each year ag the de } nt of < ada 
Hides... 521,000 1,186,000 | goes on. 7 
enets 264, 000 52), OO) COMMERCIAL UNION A NATURAL POLICY 
RN, Matis Disedetcecedeces sik lties TicDia aad 192, 000 24, 000 . : , ; a 
Ra a tk BL ee a 651.000 493.000 | For instance, Liverpool makes the price for t expo t \ 
Nene ccchncernamcees 4,766,000 | 13,830,009 | Oly of the United States but of Canada. And 50 of the other expe 
WCE Sdirvisscccedes SPE COLNE IRE 38.000 1 867.000 | Whether natural products or manufactures, of both counts ) 
OPP. caiind ssc. Mae aiaktks cnbbas casi elS Acc vecstane: 319.000 | the natural and logical policy for these two contiguous countries Is 
ee ge eee E | mercial union; an amalgamation, if you please, which will prot t 
oF ae om interests of both. If a complete commercial union wet pos e, | 
25, 864, 000 30, 220, 000 would be the best solution of the whole problem That is, that trad 


———-— _- -| should be as free and unrestricted between the United States and 


+ Exclusive of corn. * Varieties common to both countries, Canada as it is between the several States of our own country, 
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hat I should like to see, for it would mean not only the 
I ! development of both countries in every direction, but 
it I e il for all time peace and good will. 
I ER SYSTEM OF TAXATION THE BASIC FAULT 
But I recognize that at the present time commercial union may not 
be practi je from the fact that Canada, like ourselves, has not yet 
been educated to the principle of direct taxation When we shall have 
1dvanced in civilization to the point where we will not shrink from 
levying our taxes upon the sources from which they are justly due, and 
not through class legislation, we can then treat this great business 
proposition on a business basis. The systems of taxation of the two 
countries are to-day the only obstacle to the fulfillment of one of th 
greatest and most beneficent unions in the history of the world. I ! 
faith to believe that before long the people of both countries will r 
move this artificial barrier to their greatest happiness and prosperity 


Mr. Chairman, the Foss of those days was the Republican 
of Massachusetts who was crying in the wilderness for the 
recognition of this doctrine. I do not know whether or not he 
was driven out of the Republican Party for daring to express 
these views; but I do know that he became convinced that 
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within the ranks of the Republican Party in Massachusetts | 


there was no opportunity for him to develop this doctrine, and 
in 1909 he joined hands with the Democrats of Massachusetts, 
became our candidate for lieutenant governor on the ticket with 
Hon. James H. Vahey for governor, and the Republican major- 


ity of many thousands of previous years was, in the short limits | certain recent strictures from my own colleague from 
eight thousand | 


of a six weeks’ campaign, cut down to six or 
votes. 

I know, too, that in the spring of 1910 he was.impressed into 
service as a Democratic candidate for Congress in the district 
long represented here until his death by the late Hon. William 
C. Lovering, and we went into that district and we preached 
the doctrine of reciprocity with Canada and honest revision of 
the tariff. And the fourteenth Massachusetts district, that had 
been sending a Republican Congressman by nearly 15,000 ma- 
jority, sent here Eugene Noble Foss, a Democrat, by nearly 
10,000 majority. [Great applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I know, too, that in the fall of 1910, because of the forceful, 
businesslike way with which he had presented this and other 
similar issues to the people of our Commonwealth, he was 
chosen by the Democrats of the State to be our candidate for 
governor and was triumphantly elected under most unfavorable 
Democratic circumstances during the early part of the cam- 
paign. 

You might say that these victories are entirely personal; you 
might say that these things mean only that our standard bearer 
has been a great success as an individual candidate. Let me 
refer you, then, to the Manual for the General Court of Massa- 
chusetts of this year, 1911, where may be found the official 
votes for Representatives in the Sixty-second Congress in each 
of our 14 districts. I took time to-day to total the vote for 
Democratic candidates for Congress as well as the vote for 
tepublican candidates for Congress at the last election in our 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 

We have in this Chamber 10 Republican Congressmen from 
Massachusetts and only four Democratic Members. You might 
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The spirit of Massachusetts yesterday, on the 19th of <A) 
1911, when he asked his question, was the same spirit 
characterized the Minute Men at Concord and Lexington 
the 19th of April, 1775. [Applause.] The spirit of Massa 
setts yesterday, on the 19th of April, was the same spirit 
characterized the men of Massachusetts on the 19th of A; 
1861, when they marched through the streets of a then hos 
Baltimore and began a long line of brilliant achieyemer 
the great Civil War. [Applause.] The spirit of Massachu 
yesterday, on the 19th of April, was the same, sir, as it wa 
the 19th of April, 1898, when we started out to fight our \V 
with Spain. [Applause.] 

And I believe it is because he so vitally typifies that splendiq 
Massachusetts spirit that Eugene N. Foss was the Democr 
Congressman elected from an overwhelmingly Republican 
trict, and is to-day the wise chief executive of a great State 
a great Union. [Great applause.] 

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, I regret more than any Demo 
in this House can regret the necessity which impels me to 1 
a speech on this subject. I had intended to say nothing on | 
floor of the House in reference to the Canadian treaty. I lad 
intended to content myself with casting my vote accordi! 
my conscience and my duty to my people and no more. 
N 
Carolina [Mr. Krrcni1n] have made it imperative that we w! 
differ with him should say something with reference to 
position in order that our people may know why we are opposed 


| to this measure. 


ee TT 


well suppose, as I have learned in conversation with many of | 


you that you really believe, that we are only able to get an 
occasional victory here and there in our State. But, sir, I find 
that the total Democratic vote for Congressmen in Massachu- 
setts last fall was 204,639 as against a total Republican vote for 
Congressmen of 203,136. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


represent and which is the most strongly Democratic district in 
the State, I not only had to compete with the Republican candi- 
date, but also with an Independent, who had served as a Demo- 
crat for eight years in this body, you will reagily see that these 
totals do not altogether tell the story. The fact is that last 
fall we were 
sending men to this Congress than our Republican brethren, 
although they have a large majority in the delegation here. 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] 

i make the point net because of any vainglorious spirit, but 
simply to show you how Massachusetts stands to-day on current 
political questions as a result of the campaign made these many 


| discussing. 


at least 10,000 votes stronger on the matter of | 


| her cotton manufactures. 


years by Eugene N. Foss and Henry M. Whitney and the mem- | 


bers of organizations like the New England Reciprocity and 
Free Trade Leagues. I make the point, too, that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] may know. 

Yes, sir; we did vote for Mr. Foss, and we say that he typi- 
fies the permanent spirit of the old Commonwealth, about which 
the former Speaker seems to be solicitous. I subscribe most 
heartily to the splendid tribute that he paid to the old State 


I want to offer my sincere thanks to my good friend the « 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Unprerwoop] for yielding to me 
time to address this House. He is in favor of the treaty, | 
like the magnanimous gentleman he is, has yielded enoug 
time for me to state my position in order that my fellow Mem 
bers and my constituents may know why I oppose it. 

Mr. Chairman, I have never regarded modern reciprocity as 
a Democratic doctrine. If I had the time, I believe I could 
convince any fair-minded Democrat or Republican that it is 1 
Democratic doctrine. I believe that in 1854 reciprocal free trad 
between the United States and Canada was a Democratic doc 
trine, but mark you, my friends, the wonderful difference be 


tween the reciprocal free-trade agreement between Canada and 
the United States in 1854 and this so-called reciprocity treaty 
which is no more than a revision of the tariff laws between tly 
United States and Canada. Reciprocal free trade of 1854 put 


practically everything that was produced in the United States 
and Canada on the free list. 

That was genuine reciprocity, fair to both countries and to 
all the people concerned. In that agreement flour, breadstuffs, 
bread, meats, coal, and lard, and all of the people’s necessit 
were placed on the free list, which is not so in the present mn 
ure, but on such necessities a high protective tariff is left. 

That is the last we heard of reciprocity from the Democrat! 
Party until about 40 years afterwards, in 1892. In the m« 
time, James G. Blaine appeared upon the scene with his modern 
doctrine of reciprocity, which was like the sample we are 1 
I do not wonder that my young friend from Mass: 
chusetts [Mr. Murray] stands here and sings the praises of 
reciprocity. It is strictly a New England cult and of Nev 
England origin. It was born in that section of the countr 


, ! which has always clamored for cheap or free raw mate! 
And when I point out to you that in the ninth district, which I | 


whieh she has to buy and for a high protective tariff on w! 
she manufactures and has to sell. That is why New Engla 
to-day is advocating so strongly free trade in farm produc' 
d raw material. They are willing to put the other fellows 
ducts on the free list, but whenever you take away 
of their protection on what they produce then you will | 
them squeal loud and protest much. New England has alws 
had free cotton for her big cotton mills and high protection 
She secured free hides two years 
in the Payne bill and held to protection on shoes, and she 1 
hopes to put all other farm products on the free list. Then | 
selfish plan will be consummated. James G. Blaine is the fat 
of modern reciprocity. He first presented the scheme to }} 
jamin Harrison in 1890. He urged Mr. Harrison to send 
message to Congress in 1890 advocating reciprocity. Presid 


dl 


| Harrison did so, and who was it that introduced the recipr: 


that has done so much in the development of this country, | 


and I say to him he need have no fear that the spirit of that 
Commonwealth differs to-day from what it has been in the 
great historic past. 


Ne 


su 


provision as part of the Republican tariff law of 1890? 
other than Nelson W. Aldrich, highest protettionist, I 
pose, that this country ever saw. He was responsible for » 
tion 3 of the McKinley Act of 1890, which has ever since bee 
known as the reciprocity provision of that tariff law. Whe 
that section was voted on in the Senate my recollection is that 


| every Democrat in that body voted against it, including the 


two great Senators from North Carolina, Vance and Ransom, 


while all the Republicans, led by Mr. Aldrich, voted for it. 
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Under this section 3 various reciprocity agr nts or treaties 

re negotiated by the Presid: I might say, in passing, that 
G Grant was for reciprocity, and so as Presid Arthur, 

1 certain treaties were negotiated by that administration. 
When Mr. Cleveland came to be President he withdrew them 
so much opposed to sham reciprocity was he. In 1892 the 
Democrats carried this country and elected a Democratic Con- | 
eress. What happened? At that time, when they met here in 
Congress on the 4th of March, 1893, various reciprocity treaties 


y VW 1 
30 fa to, 
38 years after the ] 
in 1854, the Democrats put in their 
said that trade interchange on the basis of reciprocal advantages 
to the countries participating is a time-honored Democratic doc- 
trine; that reciprocal free trade between countries, which 
was the only reciprocity ever theretofore advocated by the 
Democratic Party, and hence the only kind referred to as being 


re in operation, and 161 
hose treaties were, ij 


> 


the Wilson-Gorman law was passed 
repealed by the Democrats. In 


; 


o 
i 


X e 


is, 


reciprocity treaty with Canada | 
platform a provision which | 


time honored; but here is what our party, in the same clause, | 


said about modern reciprocity, the genus we are now consid- 
ering: 

We 
dewire 
t 


denounce the sham reciprocity which juggles with the people's 
for enlarged foreign markets and freer exchanges by pretending 
) establish closer trade relations for a country whose articles of export 
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[ c I I rded this Ll of 
reci] i) ] VW t I 
1D | I , } 
will as t Is ‘ 1) 
the H who w dw 1 Dern 

tic doctrin 1 D ! there 
2 is said t s re in th 
right dir mn My < N ( MI) 
KITCHIN | id I a rry he ‘ er a 
week or two ago to pers 1 M : r 
State on this question, and ; ™ 
a newspaper and I have here if , at 
letter my friend [Mr. KircHin] say ( 1 reel 
procity agreement is a short h l till a 
step.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, ever since that particular | | 
dress was introduced into this country I have ds ed [I do 
not like hobble-skirted dresses and I do not like hob! cirted 
treaties. [Applause.] And yet my colleague from North ¢ 
lina—who made his-strenuous effort here Saturday, la 
three hours—I thought, tried to convince the country that this 
is a simon-pure, genuine-blown-in-the-bottle Democratic meas 

| ure; and yet he writes to a friend in North Carolina that it 
only a “‘short hobble-skirted step.” I noticed a woman walk- 
ing down the Avenue yesterday who had on a hobble skirt. 


are almost exclusively agricultural products with other countries that | 
are also agricultural, while erecting a customhouse barrier of pro- 
hibitive tariff taxes against the richest countries of the world that | 


stand ready to take our entire surplus of products and to exchange 
therefor commodities which are necessaries and comforts of life among 
our own people. 


treaty appears to me to be a sham and a fraud. 


: : . | the Democratic direction. 
Mr. Chairman, I interpret that Democratic declaration a8 & | gxirted step, 
condemnation of the present treaty, and that is why I say this | picked out the tightest-skirted woman I could find 
I quoted that | 


portion of the Democratic platform in a recent published inter- | 


view for the purpose of showing the party had condemned this 
kind of treaty, which I consider to be a sham and a fraud and 
essentially unjust. 

When the Democratic Party repealed the reciprocity treaties 
in 1894 the Republican Party in their platform condemned the 
Democrats for it. Not only that, but they congratulated them- 
selves on the success of the reciprocity treaties in the following 
language: “We [the Republican Party] point to the success of 
the Republican policy of reciprocity.” In 1897 various bills 
were referred to the Ways and Means Committee after the Re- 
publicans had regained control of the House, and this book 
which I hold in my hand contains practically the history of reci- 
procity legislation in this country. A majority of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, which was Republican, brought in a 
report to the House of Representatives in which they stated that 
the repeal by the Democratic Party of the reciprocity treaties 
was “a public calamity, and that the policy that they repre- 
sented shall be permanently adopted. in our tariff legislation.’ 
Who signed that report? Nelson Dingley, jr.. who was the 
father of the Dingley tariff law that every Democrat in the 
United States has denounced; Mr. Sereno E. Payne, the progen- 
itor of the Payne-Aldrich bill, and who now favors this treaty; 
Mr. Joun Datzeti; Albert J. Hopkins; Charles S. Grosvenor; 
Jonathan P. Dolliver; George W. Steele; Martin Johnson; Wal- 
ter Evans; and our high-protectionist friend, James A. Tawney. 
That was the Republican view of modern reciprocity as ex- 
pressed by the Republican Ways and Means Committee, and 


that is the view Mr. Taft now seems to take. Now, what did 
the Democrats on that committee say about reciprocity? Here 
is what they said in concluding their report: 

_ We conclude that there is little evidence of any marked benefits flow- 
ing from reciprocity agreements. We conclude that uniform rates of 
duty, applying equally to the products of all nations, is the only safe 


policy to pursue, as it can give occasion to no complaint of 
ment such as must arise under a scheme of discriminating duti 

That minority report was signed by Benton McMillan, of Ten- 
nessee, a Democrat who served on the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee probably longer than any other southern Deinocrat; 
Joseph Wheeler, another great Democrat from the South; and 
H. G. Turner, of Georgia. 

It is not fair to other nations to give Canada this advantage 
while at the same time refusing to give it to other countries. 
We believe in equal justice to all nations, as well as equal 
rights to all men. This treaty violates that great principle. 
The object of free farm products, as found in this Canadian 
reciprocity, is to give somebody an advantage over somebody 
else, and this is just as undemocratic and unfair as protection, 
which is nothing more nor less than giving one class of people 
an advantage over another class. 

I quote from the Democratic campaign handbook of 1902: 


: Moreover, such a policy disregards Washington's wise advice and sub 
stitutes for this noble rule of conduct the sordid bargains, the unequal 
and ever-changing discriminations of trade treaties. ‘This great Re 


wnfair treat. 


y 
} 


public ought to govern its foreign policy by principles of justice and 
sound economic laws and treat all nations alike, 
no commercial treaties and few political ones. 


Then it would need 


{Laughter and applause. ] 

I wanted to see just what distance this treaty carries us in 
Now, mark you, it is not a hobble 
“short hobble-skirted step”; and I 
laughter and 
applause], and while I did not Lave a policeman’s cyclometer to 
measure the length of each step sh vet, according to my 
eyes—and I am a reasonably youn she did not 


but it is a 


ec took, 


man 


o 


step more 


that G6 inches. [Laughter and applause.] I say again that it 
appeared to me she did not progress more than 6 inches each 


step; so, if that is the actual distance this treaty is to carry us 
toward the Democratic goal, it a ridiculously short 
have so much ado made about it in the Halls of national 
lation. 
Mr. SIMS. 
Mr. WEBB. 


is one to 


le 


cr} 


S~ 


Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

If the gentleman will be brief. 
Mr. SIMS. Without the treaty the woman can not even step 
inches. [Applause.] 
Mr. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, my friend says he 
take 6 inches than no step at all. The doctrine 
lex non cvrat—the law does not regard little things 


6 
would rather 
of de minimis 


applies here, 


and the people care nothing for a distance of 6 inches on the 
long road from a Republican tariff law to a Democratic meas- 
ure. I am not admitting, however, that it is a 6-inch step in the 
right directian. I think it several miles in the wrong direction. 
Mr. SIMS. The gentleman says he measured it. [Laughter.] 
Mr. WEBB. Oh, I measured with my eye the distance the 
woman stepped; but what I am talking about is the infinitesimal 
distance, according to my colleague, that this treaty carries 
toward the goal of Democratic doctrine, and I do not even admit 
that it is in the direction of Democratic doctrine at all, but I 
strongly deny it. I say it not only carries us no distance to d 
Democratic doctrine, but, on the contrary, it is toward R 
licanism, for it is a species of reciprocity which Repul 
have always advocated since the Civil War, and W d 
by a Republican Secretary of State, urged upon us by a Ki 
lican President of the United States 1 ad d by 1 
distinguished Republicans of the House and S¢ 
Mr. Chairman, I was first elected to this bod 1902. It 
a proud honor the good peop! f the ninth North ¢ Lad 
trict conferred on n I carried hs l hi ad 
trict in that campaign wh most y r 
regular Democratic Bible, namely, a Den atic « 
book. That is where I received my firs ‘ 
would say, in reciprocity. And he ( 
that handbook. In that year, mark ti 1) 
eratic congressional committee was osed ( 
Kitchin, of North Carolina, Go I ( I | 
many other distinguished Democrat ! 
from Texas, Mr. RANDELL, who no | 
of the Ways and Means Committ J 
book, which I hold in my hand, to th 
contains these expressions about recij 
they size up exactly this treaty v el 
Reciprocity looks like free t 
really a new sugar coating 1 
for many patients who are 
straight. ¢ 
In practice reciprocity is worse tl ] 
Our farmers are not ending d 
Congress if it does not pa rec] 
| in it for farmers. To them it is a shan i ! I, 
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And I say, with all the emphasis I am capable of now, that 
this treaty, as far as the farmer is concerned, is a sham and a 
fraud. [Applause.] 

Reciprocity is based upon the same false theories as is protection, and, 
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like protection, is a sham and a humbug, and to most people has been | 


and will ever continue to be a delusion and a snare. 

That expression describes this treaty precisely. All the argu- 
ments that have been made in behalf of this measure are to the 
effect that it will not hurt the farmer. I have not heard any 
Member argue that it will help the farmer, but before I get 
through I will point out how the big manufacturers and trusts 
of this country are going to be benefited and how it appears 
to me that the farmers’ interests are being traded off for the 
benefit of the big trusts and manufacturers of the United 
States. 

Another expression from the handbook : 

Reciprocity is put forward to save protection and to stave off the 
demand for genuine tariff revision. 

I say that when Mr. Taft sent this reciprocity bill to Con- 
gress, in January, on the eve of the assémbling of the Demo- 
cratic Congress, it was sent here, it seems to me, for the pur- 
pose of embarrassing the Democratic Congress; and I say here 
now, with no idea of being contradicted, that it has embar- 
rassed us. It has embarrassed you, and you, and you, and a 
hundred, probably, of good Democrats of this Congress. Many 
Democrats are going to vote for it who do not want to do so. 
I do not like President-made laws, anyway. The people of the 


laws. This is exclusively the function of Congress under the 
Constitution, and it is the duty of the President to execute those 
laws when so made; but this tariff-law treaty was made by 


the President and his Secretary of State and sent to Congress | practically everything that is imported, whether raw mate: 
. > ratifieati f a care -arni ‘ Wg | =." — . = ° oe aaa : te 
for our ratification, with a careful warning that the people's | 4. manufactured articles, making the tariff low according: 


elected representatives must not change it, even to dotting an 

i’ or crossing a “ t.” 

lawmaking body, and I object to it Seriously. 
Daniel Webster once said: 


ss 


The contest of the ages has been to rescue liberty from the grasp of 
executive power. 

The Chief Executive, Mr. Taft, not only directed the making 
of this treaty law, but is now actively using all his tremendous 
influence and power to have it ratified by Congress. 

James G. Blaine said that reciprocity was the handmaid of 
protection, and I could quete on and on from leading 
lican authority, Mr. Chairman, if the clock did not warn me 
that my time is fast running away. Here are the Republican 
platform declarations in 1896 in reference to reciprocity : 

We believe that the repeal (by the Democrats) of the reciprocity 
arrangements negotiated by the last Republican administration was a 
national calamity. * * * Protection and reciprocity are twin meas- 


ures of Republican policy, and go hand in hand. Democratic rule has 
recklessly struck down both, and both must be reestablished. 


Hon. E. J. Hitz, a distinguished Republican Member of this 
body and who is thoroughly versed in the history of his party, 
in a speech a few days ago, fervently advocating this treaty, 
said on the floor of the House that the treaty “is in full accord 
with the practice of the Republican Party in the past and also 
with the provisions of the national Republican platform at the 
present time, and that it (the treaty) squares with the Repub- 
lican doctrine of protection.” 

My Democratic colleagues, we were elected last fall in a tariff- 
revision-campaign fight, and i declare to you that it does not set 
well on me to have us assemble here in extra session and begin 
our cuttings and revisions, begin our tariff reductions by placing 
all Canadian farm products in free competition with our own 
farmers—the tillers of the soil—whose labors feed the world and 
whose chivalry and bravery have fought all the battles this coun- 
iry has won. [Applause.] The little tariff on farm products 
hurts no one, yet the first gun is aimed at him. There are 
glaring, monstrous inequalities in the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill 
that we might attack first and foremost; but, no; they are left 
for another day, and we are led by the President to an attack 
on the little tariff there is on the farmer’s products and induced 
by him to place all he produces on the free list. 

Mr. Chairman, there are four or five different classes of advo- 
cates of this reciprocity treaty, it seems to me, and the first of 
these advocated which I shall mention are those who believe in 
the annexation of Canada to the United States. Among that 
distinguished class I would place my Republican friend from 
Connecticut, Mr, Epenezer J. Hint. And there are others, not 
only on the flopr of this House, but all over this country who 
want this trade-treaty agreement with Canada, thinking that 
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it will bring about annexation finally. For my part, Mr. Ch 
man, I am opposed to annexing Canada. Fisher Ames o 
said that “this country is big enough.” And it is too | 
now. Continental United States is capable of sustaining a t}, 
sand million souls, and then our country would not be 
thickly settled as Massachusetts is to-day. Continental Uni; 
States could sustain every human being in the entire world, a). 
then our population would be no more dense than Belgi) 
We have enough territory at present; we do not need any n 

Mr. POU. Or the Philippines. 

Mr. WEBB. No; I would like to swap them off or give t}), 
away. I fear they will be a source of unending trouble. 

In addition to this there is a large proportion of Canad 
of the Latin race, and it is an historical fact that no Latin 


| has ever accepted a republican form of government with 


| is no reason, in my mind, for giving Canada an advantage 


staying fidelity. They are natural monarchists; 
always look to a king and to the monarchy. 
why we should annex Canada. 


they y 
There is no re 

We do not need her, and thy 
we do in this treaty, over other friendly nations. Why shou)q 
we not give to the people of England, our Anglo-Saxon brethr 


| the same privileges and benefits as we extend to this 


population in Canada? 
There is another class of men advocating this treaty 


| believe in what is known as the doctrine of free raw mate: 


se : | believe 
United States pay Congressmen about $4,000,000 a year to make | 


with a revenue tariff or a protective tariff on all manufactuye| 
articles. For my part I do not believe in this doctrine. | 
in the doctrine of that great statesman, Robert J. 
Walker, the father of our tariff faith, who worked out a ;« 


| which, if steadily pursued, would have put us as a party 


This is usurping the duties of a great | 


tepub- | sain : , 
vepud- | o tariff tax in order to raise revenue to run the Government. 





power more often in the past and would carry us into po 
more surely in the future; who believed in putting a tariff 


the necessity of the article and high in proportion to its luxury 
so that if a tariff is a blessing everybody shares it, and if it 
a burden everybody bears it. 

My Democratic friends, when you abandon that doctrine 9 
go to substituting for it the doctrine of putting a lot of prod 
on the free list that men produce in this country, then there 
no end to the possible free list, and the ultimate extreme 
which you are driven is free trade. And I conceive that, u 
the Constitution that we have lived by and have loved for 120 
years, and under which we live to-day, that so long as that 
Constitution exists in its present form we are compelled to 


I look upon the tariff as a tax, and therefore I would 1 
that tariff fall equally and justly and impartially upon 
shoulders of all our people, not giving to some men the right 
buy in the cheapest market and sell their products in the hizl« 
market and compelling some to sell their products in the chea jes 
market and buy in the dearest, because that is unfair and 
just. Whenever you create a long free list and retain a lo 
protected list you thereby give to some an advantage over others 
If you put all raw material on the free list, you give the manu 
facturer a double advantage, an advantage at both ends—ilie 
right to buy in the cheapest market and the privilege of selling 
in the highest market. I believe in the historic Democratic do 
trine of a tariff for revenue, so levied as to make the burdens 
of the tax fall equally and justly upon all. 

Mr. Chairman, there is still another class advocating the 
treaty, and that class consists of those extreme free traders 
who are willing to swallow the big protection hook that is hid- 
den in this treaty in order to get the free-trade bait. My friend 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Grorcr], I believe, said in 
his speech that he was a free trader. Now, free trade is 4 
Utopian dream at present. The Constitution will have to be 
amended materially before we can adopt free trade. We are 
now legislating under conditions that actually exist and not 
under those that may be hoped for. Every Democrat and every 
Republican knows that as long as we have to raise $350,000,000 
annually by import duties we are compelled to levy a tariff tax. 
Therefore in levying the tariff tax we should levy it on prac- 
tically everything and give no one an advantage over anybody 
else, and not give to some the right to buy their goods from a 
free list and require that others must buy protected articles. 
That would be taxing some and letting others eseape taxation 
altogether. That would be as unfair as taxing all farm lands 
and letting city property escape altogether. 

There is still another class, and that class is composed of 
those who favor this treaty from purely selfish motives. Gen- 
tlemen, all life nowadays seems to be selfish. You can scarcely 
go about the streets of this city, you can scarcely move any- 
where, without seeing selfishness stick up its ugly head. 
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And I tell you, my friends, I believe that selfishness and | pose it, or something to that effect. That was selfishness again 
privilege and advantage are doing more to ram this treaty speaking. Mr. Hill’s railroads run into Canada and the United 
through Congress than any other single cause. Selfishness? States, back and forth, and he wants to increase the trade be 
Yes. Where is the man who will deny that the great metro- | tween the two countries in order that dividends on his railroad 
politan newspapers in the United States to-day who are adyo- stock may be enhanced and more mon put into his pocket 


ting this treaty, many of them because they expect to get Oh, yes; Mr. Hill, with all his power and influence, controlling 





free wood pulp and print paper, are actuated by pure and = about 30,000 miles of railroad, enough to girdle the earth, is ad- 
unadulterated selfishness? I declare unto you, my friends, and | vocating the treaty, and we can easily understand his interest 
unto them, that the great newspapers of this country are no The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
more entitled to free wood pulp and print paper than is the | Carolina has expired. 

poor toiler on the farm in my country and the poor laborer Mr. WEBB. May I have 15 minut nore? 

entitled to free woolen clothes or free sugar. And yet you will Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should be glad to give that time to 
not think for a moment of putting these necessities of all the | the gentleman, but I have not got it. I will yield him ten, and 
people, poor as well as rich, on the free list. If not, why not? | that is all I have to my credit 

They are as much entitled to cheap sugar and cheap clothes as The CHAIRMAN. How much time does t] rentleman yield? 
the newspapers are entitled to cheap paper. Yes, we have Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will yield the ge eman 15 minutes, 
many of the great city newspapers back of this treaty because | and we will have to run a little longer. 

there is a big saving in it to them by taking the tax off their Mr. WEBB. I thank the gentleman very much. I 1 e 
print paper. There is no promise on their part to reduce the | that I am speaking under high pressure, because I have to | 
price of the paper to their readers or the cost of advertising | two hours’ talk into 40 minutes 

space, but they see cheaper print paper and therefore bigger Now, Mr. Chairman, there is another class of citizens anxious 


profits if the treaty passes. I do not blame them. This is such | to have the treaty passed, who, I believe, are deceived as to 
a selfish world that every man has to look out for self, just as | its effect on the cost of living, and that is the big-city dwellers 
many of the big newspapers are doing in supporting this treaty. | If every Member of this body were left to vote on this ques 

There is still anether class of individuals who are support- | tion without caucus action or other influence, I believe it would 
ing this treaty for selfish purposes. I am going to charge, and | be the first time in the history of the United States that th 


do charge, that the United States Steel Corporation, the biggest | big cities would be arrayed against the country districts. I be- 
trust in the world, organized by J. Pierpont Morgan, the wizard | lieve the rural districts would vote against the treaty and t! 

of finance, who received $100,000,000 for organizing it, favors | cities would vote for it, because the “ interests” and many big 
this treaty and is helping to pass it. I make the charge that | dailies have put it into their heads that the cost of living is 


that great corporation is advocating this treaty. I call upon | going to be reduced; and yet advocates of 
my friends from Pennsylvania, the whole congressional delega- | floor tell us that it will not affect the cost o 
tion, many of whom I see before me, to deny that all the steel | know if they do so argue it is bound to be re 
corporations in Pennsylvania are backing this treaty to-day and | of the farmer, and this they do not want the 
are advocating it. Why are they advocating it? I will show | If the framers of the treaty really wanted to reduce 
you a little later that it is because they are getting a big ad- | of living, instead of taking the duty off wheat alone they would 
vantage in it. In the treaty Canada reduces her tariff barrier | also have taken it off flour, too. The laboring man ea 1 not eat 
against United States iron and steel manufactures, which are | wheat, but he can eat flour. Wheat is put on the free list, while 
exported to Canada, and as a quid pro quo Canada induces | flour is taxed. And yet they leave the duty on flour instead of 








us to reduce our tariff barrier against her farm products in | taking it off, and thus tax the people’s bread. Then instead of 
order that she may export them into the United States with | taking the duty off cattle thity would have taken it off ( 
greater ease and at bigger profits to her farmers. also. You can not eat a steer, but you can eat beef. The 1 
The General Electric Co. wants this treaty ratified. This com- | who drew the treaty, a former employee of the Steel Trust, 
pany is controlled and owned by J. P. Morgan and John D. | left beef on the protected list at a cent and a quarter a pound, 
Rockefeller, and is probably the closest trust in America, be- | which will enable the Beef Trust to collect a royalty of mot 
cause many of its trust advantages are based upon patents. than a cent a pound on all beef the poor 1 1 carries home in 
Why are they for it? They have to use a great deal of mica in | his tired hands. Let me point out how the Beef Trust shows i 
the manufacture of electrical machinery and appliances. ‘They | fine hand in the making of this treaty. Cattle, the Beef Trust 
get their mica duty free under this treaty, although mica has | raw material, are put on the free list, so t tl sands 
never before been placed on the free list since it was discovered | driven across the Canadian border or shipped on the Hil 
in the United States. It was put on the dutiable list in the tariff | roads into the United States to be sold to the f 
law of 1890; it was put on the dutiable list in the Democratic | competitive prices; but after the e ted to meat, 
tariff law of 1894; it was put on the dutiable list in all the other | See what a tight grip the trust holds on Li 
tariff bills since that time. Zeb Vance, the great commoner | Zenerously consents to a reduction of one-fourth of a cent a 
from North Carolina, one of the best-loved men that ever sat | pound tax on dressed meat ning to the United Stat 
in the Senate of the United States from my country, assented | Which is prohibitive and will | yout all C lian cot 
to a duty on mica; Gov. Jarvis, that noble old Roman from North | !" this great article of food, for last year ¢ 
Carolina, Matt Ransom, who defended our State in war and | United States $54,000 worth of meats and 
peace, John T. Morgan, of Alabama, Senator Vilas, and other | #!!.. The friends of the trust induce Ca 
great Democrats voted for a duty on mica, and where their foot- | 2¢ainst American meats and lard thi 
steps lead I gladly follow. This treaty puts mica absolutely on | Pound on lard, and on meats 1} cents per | 
the free list and allows Morgan’s trust to buy it from Canada | the trust sold Canada 10,000,000 pounds of lard L large ¢ 
without any tax, while retaining the same high Payne-Aldrich | tities of fresh meats, all ageregating—that 
tariff rates on all of the trust’s finished products, electrical ma- | $2,400,000 worth. Therefore the treaty k f tl | 
chinery, which people everywhere are compelled to buy at the | 5*@tes trust competi Li 
same extortionate prices. Canadian market ea and freer r th 
Mr. PALMER. Where is mica mostly produced in this coun-| . 1f you want sincerely to reduce the | 
try? that men eat on the free t—n f 1 bre 
Mr. WEBB. It is produced in North Carolina and in Mr. | S\¥e the trust cheaper cattle and whea 
Wene's district. [Applause.] If the trusts are fighting for their | °* “© trusts to rob the people, as her« 
interests in the treaty, I shall not forget my people in the fight, | and bread. x 
for I have never gotten any bigger than the people of my dis-| [1 take the position that the treaty i 
trict. {Applause.] It is contrary to human nature to get too | S#id this when I first read it, and I 
big to represent your own folks, they who love and honor you, | 20W than ever that it is an injustice 
and whenever any man gets too big to do so, he ought to be put | 224 Means Committee have this mot 
out of Congress. That is the doctrine that Zeb. Vance laid down | their report on the free-list bill wh 
away back more than 20 years ago when twitted about the | Upon pretty soon and which | wan 
tariff on mica, and I reiterate it here to-day, and when I get | treaty as section 2, and in tl 
too big to represent the interests of my district I hope my peo- | injustice to the farming class of Unis country. | 
ple will beat me. I need not express the hope, for I know they | you briefly an extract from that! 
will do it. [Applause.] | Im fact, action on the Canas 
There is another group of interests back of this treaty, known | further and immediate action i 
as the Hili railroad interests. James J. Hill said in an inter- | DOctS trom cence eee ericwlin , 
view that he did not see how a man with any sense could op-| agreement are to have all the alleged | 
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products without a corresponding or reciprocal removal of the pro- | raw state. No manufactured products are admitted free. The farn 


tective duties most burdensome on the commodities they must purchase 
as necessary to sustain their lives and industries. 

Now, gentlemen, I declare unto you that this is an admis- 
sion by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpDERWoop], Mr. 
KITCHIN, and the other Democrats of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee that this treaty, which is nothing but a new tariff law 
between us and Canada, is an injustice to the farmers of this 
country. I take the position that it is unjust, for the reason 
that all of the farmers’ products are put absolutely on the free 
list, while the Canadian farmers now sell to the United States, 
even with the present tariff tax against them, more than our 
farmers export to Canada. However, of the manufactured prod- 
ucts the reverse is true, and our exports into Canada are a 
thousand fold more than Canada sends into the United States, 
making the market for American manufactured articles easier, 
but making the competitive struggle of the American farmer 
with Canada fiercer. 

The treaty places practically all agricultural products on 
the free list, thereby giving the large manufacturers and 
trusts of the country the right to buy farm products at the 
lowest price and compel the farmers to pay the manufacturers 
for finished products the highest price. The Republican Party 
for 40 years has maintained a system of tariff taxes which has 
enabled manufacturers to charge our people not only the world 
price for their manufactured articles, but the world price plus 
the tariff, while on the other hand the toiling farmer of the 
country, who has been producing more than our home market 
could consume and therefore shipping much abroad, has been 
compelled to receive only the world price for the product of his 
toil. Naturally they have not shared in the legislative-made 
prosperity, and many of the farmers and farmers’ boys during 
the last two decades, feeling the inequality in the race for the 
accumulation of anything in life, have left the farms and gone 
to the cities and manufacturing centers where they might enjoy 
some of the artificial tariff profits. 

This movement has drained the farms of splendid laborers 
until now the time has arrived when the farmers’ products have 
not kept pace with the increasing population, and therefore our 
exports of farm products are smaller, and necessarily the price 
of our farm products has risen during the last few years and 
the farmer has been getting fairer prices. But now what do 
we behold? These great tariff-made barons and millionaire 
manufacturers are not willing that the farmer should receive 
an increased price for his products, and so in order to hold him 
down and compel him to accept the world price for his goods 
they propose to turn all the farm products of that great Domin- 
ion to the north of us into the United States to compete with 
every farmer that earns his living by the sweat of his face, and 
compel him to work harder and remain poorer than the tariff- 
protected industries of the country which have fattened at his 
expense. 

Former Gov. Bachelder, of New Hampshire, now master of 
the National Grange, composed of 6,000,000 farmers, said that 
these 6,000,000 farmers were united in opposition to this treaty, 
and said he voiced this protest against free trade in farm prod- 
ucts while protection was continued on manufactured articles, 
which the farmers were compelled to buy, 

It has been truly said: 

The farmer is the progenitor of the human race, and was the first to 
stand in the presence of the Creator to receive from him the decree of 
the Divine mind on the question of labor. 

Mr. Chairman, all human progress and prosperity depend upon 
his industry and success, and our mighty commercial fabric, 
which dazzles the whole world, rests upon his broad back. All 
of the splendid ships sailing all the seas and docking at all the 
ports of earth are absolutely dependent on the corn fields, wheat 
fields, and cotton fields of the farmer. Without his industry 
and prosperity the railroad irons of our great national highways 
would soon turn to rust and the scream of the locomotive would 
soon become a strange noise in the land. Were it not for the 
humble tiller of the soil the owls and bats would infest the lofty 
spires of our magnificent cities, and they would soon fall to 
ruins as complete as those of Herculaneum or Pompeii. 

The President of the North Carolina Farmers’ Union thinks 
this treaty unfair and unjust to the farmer. He is one of the 
most intelligent and fair-minded men in that great State, and 
after careful study of the treaty here is what Dr. H. Q. Alex- 
ander, president of this great organization, says: 

I approve of your course in opposing the reciprocity treaty with 
Canada as it was presented to the House by the President. That treaty 
is not fair or just. It seeks to lower the cost of living, but taxes the 
farmer with the reduction without in any way compensating him for 


his loss. And I am not sure that it would even lower the cost of food 
products to the consumer. All articles put on the free list are in the 

















APRIL 20, 


and laborers produce the raw materials. Capital converts it into | 
finished product. Capital is protected. The man must fight unai 
for his living. The dollar is placed above the man. 

Mr. Chairman, the farmer does not demand any special pr 
leges, but he demands equal justice. This he is entitled to ; 
with nothing less will he be satisfied. 

Lands are undoubtedly cheaper in Canada, hence taxes aye 
lower, and the Canadian farmers’ cost of living is cheaper t)) 
to our farmers, for the Canadian pays a lower tariff tax on | 
necessities. The following table shows this: 
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Tariff paid | Tariff ; 


‘ by by 
Article. Canadian | American 
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Thus the Canadian farmer can produce farm products cheaper 
than our farmers, for his burdens are lighter, expenses less, l 
this treaty throws our farmers absolutely into the une 
struggle for competition with his Canadian rival. The tr 
places on the free list, which will reduce our revenue about 
$5,000,000, something like 54 articles produced on the far 
including wheat, corn, oats, rye, barley, butter, eggs, and so 
forth, while the Democratic Walker tariff law placed a tariff 
on all the farmer’s products as well as on the manufacturer's: 
the Wilson-Gorman Democratic tariff law of 1894 did the ; 
thing. 

My friend from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris] yesterday spoke 
glowing terms of the fact that barbed wire was put on the free 
list in the treaty. Oh, my friends, what a ridiculous propositio 
Does anyone think the farmer can be thus fooled? We have 
imported a pound of barbed wire from Canada since it became 4 
province of England; but we do export into Canada about a 
million dollars’ worth a year. Now they take the tariff off 
barbed wire in order that it may come into the United Stites 
from Canada to compete with the Steel Trust in the farmers’ 
interest. The only barbed-wire manufactory in Canada is 
subsidiary corporation belonging to the United States Stee! 
Trust. Now, when you have the United States Steel Trust 
Canada competing with the United States Steel Trust in th: 
United States will it not be a glorious competition and will | 
the price fall rapidly? This is a joke. To mention it is to laugh 

Yes; the Coal Trust gets in its work, too. The duty on coal 
going into Canada is 53 cents a ton. This treaty reduces the 
duty on coal going into Canada from 53 to 45 cents a ton, |) 
keeps the same strangle hold on the people on all coal con 
into the United States by retaining the Payne-Aldrich dit) 
The Coal Trust, of course, wants the treaty because it is givi 
easier access to Canadian markets, but keeps the same exclusive 
tariff on all coal coming into the United States; and the 
of coal will not be reduced to our people. Canada shipped 01 
$512,000 worth of coal last year to the United States, while the 
United States Coal Trust sold into Canada $11,000,000 worth. 
This treaty keeps out material competition with the trust, but 
makes the Canadian market easier and freer for the trust. 

Let us take up the Agricultural Implement Trust. That trust 
has had the people of the United States by the throat, especially 
the farmers, for years. It gets the lion’s share in this treaty. 
Plows, hoes, rakes, diggers, thrashing machines, drills, and «al! 
sorts of agricultural implements are going into Canada hereafter, 
when this treaty is passed, at a reduced Cgnadian rate. The ordl- 
nary Canadian rate against agricultural implements is from 25 to 
174 per cent. This treaty reduces the Canadian tariff against 
agricultural implements down to 15 per cent. Therefore, the 
Agricultural Implement Trust will sell more of these articles 
to Canada and reap bigger profits, 
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Rut, mark you, the treaty gives this trust the same Payne- 
Aldrich protective duty on all agricultural implements coming 
into the United States, so as to insure the old-time robbery of 
our farmers. Our entire purchases from Canada of agricultural 
implements during the year 1910 were only $74,000, if this book 
which I hold in my hand is correct, while the trust sold to 
Canada $2,230,000 worth of agricultural implements in that 
year, and this treaty simply makes the Canadian market larger 
‘and freer to that trust by lowering the Canadian tariff wall, 
but enables the Agricultural Implement Trust to rob the Amer- 
ican farmer as it has in the past. 

The Cement Trust was remembered, too, when this treaty was 
being framed, you might say, in secre*, for the public and all 
Congress was kept in ignorance of it until it was ready to be sent 
to us, with orders that it must not be amended in the slightest 
particular, but that it must go through Congress with a_hop, 
skip, and a jump or a dire extra session would be called. Well, 
the Cement Trust induces Canada to reduce her tariff on cement 
13 cents per hundred pounds, but the obliging treaty makers 
were careful not to lower the protective duty on cement coming 
into the United States, but kept the same Payne-Aldrich rate 
on it. So cement will sell no cheaper to our people, but the trust 
gets an easier market in Canada. 

In the few remaining moments that I have I desire to make a 
personal explanation. Last Saturday my friend and colleague 
from North Carolina [Mr. Kircuin], against whom I have no 
unkind feeling and with whom the most cordial relations exist, 
delivered somewhat of a lecture to those of us who could not 
see the situation as he does. He said that we were in mighty 
bad company, and even suggested that Mr. DALzELL had actually 
come over and influenced or fooled—I have not seen his speech, 
for it has not yet been published, and do not recall his exact 
words—the North Carolina Democrats in Congress, six of whom 
are against the treaty. Now, my friend Mr. Kircuin did not 
mean that. He could not have meant it, and yet it has gone 
over my State that he said it. I do not have any idea that 
he meant that Mr. DauzeLtt could corrupt Mr. GupGer, or Mr. 
Pace, or Mr. Pov, or Mr. DovuGurTon, or Dr. Faison, or myself, 
or anybody else from North Carolina. However, so far as the 
company is concerned, in view of the gentleman’s present com- 
panions in support of this treaty, I must conclude that even Mr. 


two months ago since we had up what is known as the tariff 
commission board bill, and when the vote was taken on the 


Democratic Speaker, and Mr. Oscar UNpberwoop, the present 
Democratic floor leader, broke away from Mr. KircHiIn and 
voted with Mr. Joun Dauzett. [Laughter and applause. ]} 

Mr. Dauzect did not corrupt or fool Mr. UNDERWoop and Mr. 
CLtarK; of course not. That kind of reasoning on the part of 


ee CL 


| trict in the United States. 


my colleague is not argument, but it is a species of an attempt | 


to prejudice people’s minds, and if I were as gifted in that sort 
of suggestion as my friend Mr. Kitcuin is, I would say that 
he is in rather bad political company, too, because around him 
stand the progenitor of the Payne-Aldrich bill, Mr. Payne, and 
our friend Nelson W. Aldrich is very anxious to have this 
treaty passed. The horrible Aldrich is for the treaty and so is 
Mr. Krrcuin. [Laughter.] The Steel Trust is for the treaty 
and so is Mr. Kircnin. Andrew Carnegie, who boasts that he 
has made 43 millionaires in his lifetime and who is afraid that 
he will die rich, so much money has he made off the people, is 
for the treaty, too. The Beef Trust is for the treaty and so is 
Mr. Krren1n. The Cement Trust wants it, too. Judge Crum- 
PACKER, Who has always ardently favored cutting down southern 
representation in Congress on account of the Negro vote, is for 
the treaty, and Mr. Kircenin is going to vote with him. The 
Agricultural Implement Trust is bending every energy to have 
the treaty passed and so is Mr. Krronrn. Mr. J. Pierpont Mor- 
gan, who wields more power and influence than any throned 
monarch and whose financial will Presidents of the United 
States dare not contrary, supports the treaty. In that bouquet 
of great financial wizards, powerful, heartless trusts, and 
high-protection Republicans my friend Kircuin at present 
finds himself safely ensconced as the central flower. [Laughter 
and applause, ] 

He twits me because I am not willing that mica should go on 
the free list. Here again I refer to my former statement. Yes; 
mica is produced in North Carolina, in the mountains of my 
good State and district. Many poor people up there are pay- 
ing the Steel Trust a high tariff tax on their picks, axes, and 
shovels with which they dig out this mineral, and are selling it 
for the best price that monopolistic buyers will pay them. Now 


comes along this treaty, this new tariff law, framed by friends 
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of the great trusts, and places mica on the free list, although 
mica is the best revenue producer in all the list in comparison 
with the amount produced in the United States and imported. 
Why, in 1907 there was paid $435,000 duty on mica. Now a 
large portion of this revenue will und remitted 
to the trust, and the taxes will be increased on the necessities 
of the poor in order to make up this loss of r He stated 
that if you scratched a little deeper into my the 
treaty you would find mica. No; you do not have to scratch to 
find where I am on any question. 

I told my fellow Democrats in the caucus that last 
my people in the mountains wanted to know how I stood on 
the tariff and mica that I said to them that I would not promise 
that I would not vote for a reduction of the duty on miea, but 
being a Democrat and believing in a tariff for 
fathers of our party believed, and as there had 
duty on mica, and since the Wilson-Gorman De tariff 
law put a tariff on mica, that in view of this record of my 
party that I would not vote to put that article on the free list 
and, my friends, I am not going to do it. [Applause.] Ce 
tainly not at the behest of a trust and a Republican adminis 
tration. The caucus at once excused me from 
treaty. 

Now, my friends, I do not care to be personal, but if I had 
the gift of innuendo and was willing to use it against politicai 
friend and foe as my colleague did in his long speech on Sat 
urday, I might say that if you will scratch a little deeper under 
his advocacy of this treaty you might find peanuts. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire 
to call the attention of the gentleman from North Carolina to 
the fact that Mr. Kircuin is out of the Chamber. 

Mr. WEBB. I am very sorry he is not present. I did not 
know when I was to speak; if I had, I would have notified Mr. 
KITcHIN; but, after all, Mr. Chairman, [ am saying no more 
about my colleague than he said about me. I understood from 
a colleague that he would be here to-day. This hour is the only 
time I could get to speak, and I must avail myself of it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I say I am sorry that my friend 
colleague from North Carolina [Mr. Kitrcnin] is not here. 
There is no feeling between him and myself. We married in 
the same town, we attendvd the same church, graduated from 
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: | the same institution, belonged to the same college society, are 
JoHN Datzett is pretty fair company, because it has not been | 


members of the same church and affiliate with the same political 
party, so there is absolutely no feeling between us. [Laughter.] 


; | I am only replying to him in kind and in the kindest way, and 
measure I find my good friend, the Hon. CHamp CLarK, the | 


as he suggested mica as the moving cause for my position on 
this treaty, I would suggest that my colleague from North Caro 
lina [Mr. KrrcHINn] has a large peanut-growing district. More 
peanuts are produced in his district, possibly, than in any dis- 
Now, I do not insinuate that a little 
thing like a peanut would influence a great big man like my 
friend Kircu1n. [Laughter.] But it isa fact that Canada now 
levies a tax of 3 cents per pound on imported shelled peanuts 
and 2 cents a pound on unshelled peanuts, and by this treaty 
Canada is to reduce the duty on peanuts 75 per cent, and it 
should be remembered that she is the greatest purchaser of 
American peanuts. But, mark you, the duty of 19} per cent 
protection on peanuts coming into the United States is retained 
in the treaty, which is the Payne-Aldrich protection duty. 

Mr. KITCHIN says, in the McMichael letter, that the treaty 
will enlarge the peanut market and not hurt United States pea 
nuts, because Canada produces none. 

I do not say that this fact is the moving cause behind my 
colleague’s zeal for the treaty, but I do say that it seems to 
me to be a little unfair for him to accept a protective tariff of 
194 per cent on his peanuts and then use every effort to tak: 
all the tariff off mica produced in my district and place it on 
the free list. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAtzeLr] to even up the time. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 
gentleman from California [Mr. Kann}. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, we in the State of California are 
somewhat familiar with the subject of reciprocity. We know 
from actual experience how detrimental reciprocity treaties are 
to home industry. We are protectionists in that State, for the 
doctrine of protection as applied to the products of our State 
has brought great material prosperity to that Commonwealtl 

I was an insurgent in this House in the Fifty-seventh Con 
gress when Cuban reciprocity was before it. At that time Cuba 
was producing about 600,000 long tons of sugar per annum. 
The beet-sugar industry in this country, and especially in the 
State of California, was an important and a growing one. We 
felt that if Cuban reciprocity should be enacted law 
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it would materially injure the beet-sugar industry in that 
State. But Cuban reciprocity was enacted, and in 1910 
1,800,000 long tons of sugar were produced in Cuba, much of 
it controlled by the Sugar Trust. The cost of sugar to the 
cousumer has not been reduced a fraction of a cent, and the 
4“) per cent reduction on Cuban sugar under the Cuban reci- 
procity bill, which, according to the statement of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Forpnry] on this floor the other day, 
amounts in all to about $77,000,000 up to the present time, has 
practically gone into the pockets of the Sugar ‘Trust. The 
people of the United States as consumers have not profited a 
single cent as the result of Cuban reciprocity. 


Some years before that the Hawaiian Islands entered into a 
reciprocity treaty with the United States, and sugar came free 
from those islands, The consumer did not get the fraction of a 
cent benefit, but a half dozen men became multimillionaires. 
They, and they alone, were the beneficiaries under Hawaiian 
reciprocity. So that we have had actual experiences that 
ought to have taught the American people a lesson on the subject 
of reciprocity agreements. During the McKinley administra- 
tion some half dozen reciprocity treaties were negotiated with 
as many countries, and those treaties were sent to the Senate 
for ratification. They were negotiated by Mr. Kasson, of Iowa, 
on bebalf of the United States. Every one of them contem- 
plated the reduction of duty on some product of California, and 
the Californians in this House and in the Senate fought with 
all their might to prevent the ratification of those treaties. 
We helped to defeat them, and the people of California ap- 
plauded our course. And I feel to-day that every other State 
in the Union is equally entitled to that measure of protection 
for its industries that those industries may require. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 


I was rather entertained the other day when this reciprocity 
question came up on the floor of this House by the colloquy 
that occurred between the distinguished gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Krrcnr1n] and some of my Republican friends on 
this side of the Chamber who are opposed to the pending meas- 
ure. It seems to me that some of my Republican brethren are 
not altogether consistent. They want to put wheat on a pedestal 
because it happens to be the product of their particular section 
of our country, but they are willing to sacrifice the industries of 
other sections, which said industries probably require protection 
just as much as does wheat. I believe that the industries of 
every section of this country, if they require protection, should 
be protected. I do not believe that because my district happens 
to produce something that requires protection that that com- 
modity should be protected and that the duties on products of 
other districts should be lowered simply because my constitu- 
ents have to purchase those commodities. That kind of near 
protection—“ mercerized protection,” if you please—does not 
appeal to me. Either the protection principle is right or it 
is wrong. I believe it to be right, and in my humble judg- 
ment it must either stand or fall as a principle and in its 
entirety. 

The bill now before this House materially affects some of our 
iudustries in the West. We have in California a comparatively 
new one, an infant industry in the true sense of the word, one 
that has been built up within the last three or four years, the 
industry of manufacturing whale oil. Under this bill whale oil 
will be admitted from Canada absolutely free. Under the Payne 
bill it pays 8 cents a gallon duty. Whale oil is used largely in 
the manufacture of soap. Now, the ships that are engaged in 
that industry in the State of California are built in American 
shipyards. They cost about $80,000 apiece. The Canadian 
ships, on the other hand, are built in Norwegian shipyards, and 
they cost about $23,000 apiece. The crews that man the Amcri- 
can ships get wages of about $75 a month per man, and the 
owners of the vessels have to feed the men. It is claimed that 
the expense of feeding the men is about $1 per day per man. 
The crews on the Canadian ships get about $40 a month per man, 
and they feed themselves, because they are principally Chinese 
aud Japanese. 

On the other hand, the men on the American ships are prin- 
cipally American citizens. Besides, the harpoons, bombs, and 
other paraphernalia used in this industry are manufactured 
abroad, and when brought into this country pay a duty to our 
Government. On the other hand, the same kind of implements 
brought into Canada for use on Canadian whaling vessels pay 
either a much lower fdaty or rone at all. If this bill should pass, 
either the industry will be destroyed, so far as the United 
States end of it is concerned, or those engaged in the industry 
in this country wili have to hie themselves to Canada, put their 
vessels under the Canadian flag, and thus give another blow to 
the American merchant marine. 
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Barneson-Hibberd Co., protesting against the enactment of the le l 
tion which will permit the free entry from Canada of whale oil inio the 
the United States, has received the unanimous indorsement of the joard 
of trustees, and by their direction it is referred to you for your f 
able and courteous consideration. 


and plant in s. 
Our annual cost of operation is $150,000, all of which money is spent 
in San Francisco and on Puget Sound. 
of this work we are compelled, under the laws of this country, to | 
them constructed in the shipyards of the United States, where they « 
us $80,000 fully equipped 
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The following letters set out the situation regarding the 


whale-oil industry quite fully: 


Tue CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF SAN FRANCISCO, 
San Francisco, April 3, 1911. 


lion. JULIUS KAHN, 


2712 Webster Street, San Francisco. 
Srr: The inclosed copy of a letter reccived by this chamber from the 


Yours, very truly, C. W. Burks, Seerctary. 





BARNESON-H1bperD Co., (INc.), 
149 CALIFORNIA STREET, 
San Francisco, Cal., March 31, 1911. 


Capt. WILLIAM MATSON, 


President Chamber of Commerce, 
San Francisco, Cal. 
Deak Siz: We desire to invite your attention to a clause in the reci 


procity act with Canada which, if passed, will permit of the import tion 
of whale oil into the United States of America free of duty. 


At the present time there is a duty of 8 cents per gallon on this 


article, and, as we are manufacturers of whale oil, we desire to 0) 1in 
the assistance of your honorable body in an endeavor to have this art 
stricken out of the peer St for the following reasons: 


icie 


We have invested up to this time the sum of £400,000 in steamers 


southeastern Alaska, which includes our two whulers 


To build boats for the purp 


or the purpose of whaling. At our si:tion 
we pay a wage of 25 cents an hour and board to from 75 to 100 em 


ployees during the season. 


mn the west coast of Vancouver Island there are situated tlre 
whaling stations in operation, and at this time these people are }) 
ing three more stations. They have just brought out from Norway 
5 Norwegian-built whalers, making a total of 12 boats, which they 
will operate this season, and, we understand, plans are already drawn 
for-more boats for next season. These boats cost them in the neig! 
hood of about £4,000 in Norway, or $20,000 American money. To operat: 
their stations they =z Japanese and Chinese coolies, to whom they 
pay a wage of about $ per month, these men boarding themseives, 
as against our cost of $75 per month and board, which amounts to $1 
per day per man. Their expense of operating their steamers is also 
one-half of what it costs us to operate our boats. 

At the time we formed the company for operating this whaling in- 
dustry we went into the matter carefully, and while we fully realized th« 
vast difference in the cost of operation on the American side, as com 
pared to that on the British side, we concluded that the 8 cents per 
gallon duty on this product protected us enough so that we could make 
a success of the business. Should this duty be removed we will lx 
powerless to operate in face of the competition of our opponents « 
the British side, and it will result in the total loss of our investment 

In addition to the above we invite your attention to the fact that 
we are compelled to use the Norwegian hemp line for our whaling and 
also Norwegian harpoons, guns, ete., on all of which class of goods w 
are compelled to pay a heavy bounty when bringing them into t! 
country. 

The Tyee Co. are the 
in the United States, an 
own market. 

When this company first commenced to manufacture this product we 
we not able to seli a single barrel in the United States, and were forced 
to send our output to Glasgow, where it was sold at a heavy loss. 

In competition with the product of the cheaply operated foreign 
plants, as we have only 2 steamers against 12 of our competitors, you 
can readily see there is not much chance for this infant industry if it 
is not afforded this protection, particularly as at the present time the 
American markets are not taking care of our whole production. 

We have gradually educated the consumers of America to the fact 
that they can use this product for the manufacture of soap, and at the 
present time the different soap manufacturers, both on the Pacific 
coast and Atlantic seaboard, are using the greater part of our output, 
but still making it necessary for us to dispose of a portion of our out- 
put in the foreign market at a loss. 

Our annual output is about 10,000 barrels, on which the duty is 
$36,000. This amount represents more than our season’s profit for 
the work of the entire plant, which is an investment of $400,000. If 
this duty is withdrawn, we will not only lose the profit, but our markets 
will be invaded by several times that amount of oil from British 
Columbia, and the value of our — will thereby be entirely destroyed, 
as the markets at the present time will not take up all of our output; 
and if our competitors, with their cheap production, are allowed to come 
in and compete with us they will be able to drive us entirely out of 
business and destroy the value of our plant. 

In view of the foregoing facts we respectfully ask that your body 
take prompt action to protest against the admission of whale oil into 
the United States from Canada free of duty. 

We operate our whaling industry under the name of The Tyce Co. 

Yours, respectfully, 


ioncers for making this class of whale oil 
in addition were compelled to create their 


BARNESON-HIBBERD Co., 
I. N. Hreperp, Vice President. 
Take the paper industry, and in that very connection let me 
call your attention to that feature of the Republican platform 
that has been so often referred to on this floor, that the meas- 
ure of protection should be the difference between the cost of 
production’ here and abroad plus a reasonable profit. The re- 
port of the Tariff Commission, submitted by the President to 
the Senate on February 28, 1911, shows that as to news print 
paper alone in various sections of this country there is a varia- 
tion in the cost of production of $14.19 a ton. In other words, 


news print paper can be manufactured in some sections of our 
country at $14 a ton cheaper than it can be produced in some 
other sections of the country. . 
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Now, how are you going to get at the true measure of the 
difference in the cost of production of a commodity abroad and 
in this country when the variance in our own country is as 
great as that? [Applause.] This is what the Tariff Commis- 
sion has to say about it: 


COST OF PRODUCTION OF NEWS PRINT PAPER. 


As will be seen from Tables 3 and 4, the total cost of production of 


| item of print paper and its twin sister, wood pulp, there would 


| be “none so poor to do it” 


news print paper in bulk at the mills varies from $25.58 to $39.57. | 
(his represents a variation of $14.19, equal to an excess of 55.9 per | 


cent over the lowest cost. To account for this difference we find 
that the difference between the highest and lowest cost of ground 
wood is $10.75, and that $7.58 represents the difference in cost be- 


tween the highest and lowest for sulphite, making a total difference in | 
cost of pulp per ton of paper equal to $18.33, or more than the entire | 


difference in the total cost of production of pees. 
the cost of production of pulp, both ground and sulphite, have been 
explained above. 

The cost of other materials per ton of paper ranges from 31 cents to 
$3.08. These other materials are made up of fillers, alum, bleach chem- 
icals, color, and sizing. The difference in the cost of these items per 


The differences in | 


ton of paper is due partly to the difference in prices paid by various | 
concerns and partly to the lack of uniformity in practice in the use of | 


these materials resulting in a great deal of waste in some mills. 

The cost of manufacturing labor per ton of product equals $35.25 on 
an average for the entire industry. It represents a variation from 
$2.19 to $6.06 per ton. * * * 


Other costs, representing miscellaneous supplies, repair labor, operat- | 
ing expenses, etc., vary from $5.44 to $8.55, the average for the entire | 


industry being $7.07. The most important item included in this group 
is the expense for repairs, consisting of repair materials and repair 
labor. On the item repair materials (Table 4) the cost per ton of 
paper varies from 6 cents to $2.14. This wide divergence has been 
referred to in the explanatory statement preceding the tables. Taking 
the unrevised figures, the high charge may be que to the fact that 
extensive repairs were made in a single instead of dis- 


year, being 


tributed, or the differences may be due to divergence in equipment and | 


age of machinery in the various plants. 

The average cost of producing a ton of paper for the entire industry 
is $32.53. 
at an average cost of $26.07 per ton; nearly one-half was produced at 
a cost of $32.99; and the remainder at an average cost of $37.25. All 


|} pulp and paper industry. 
Nearly one-fourth of the tonnage investigated was produced | 


of these costs represent the charges actually carried on the books of | 
the companies, including any profit charged on wood pulp, and without | 


allowance for depreciation. 


But a still more interesting statement, which shows the 
difference of the cost of production in the mills of the United 
States and Canada, is the following: 


Table 9 gives the comparison of lowest cost, highest cost, and aver 
age cost in the mills of the United States and Canada. Attention 
should be called to the fact that in these tables * * * the 
totals do not equal the separate items, except in the case of 
column for average cost. This is to be expected, as where lowest costs 
are given, the lowest figure is taken for each separate item, and no 
single mill has the lowest cost on all items. Consequently, the lowest 
total cost must be in excess of the sum of the preceding items. For 
exactly similar reasons, in the column giving highest costs the highest 
total cost will be below the sum of the separate items in the same 
column. 


Lowest, highest, and average costs of production of pulp and news print 
paper in the United Statcs and Canada. 





| 
Lowest cost per | Highest cost per| Average cost per 
ton of product. ton of product. ton of product. 
| 














Items. er 
United |... ,.. | United |... | United |, 
States, (C829da.) s+ it—q. (Canada | States. Canada. 
eee wi ce oe ee ee Cd eed 
Ground wood pulp: 
iin cance coe $7.33 | $5.74 | $15.01 | $9.71 | $10.64} $7.07 
Manufacturing, labor... ..... .98| 1.50] 3.78 2. 46 2.12! 1.93 
QUT GE acisdedeccscccsece - 29 | -82| 7.00; 3.30; 2.02 2.14 
Total cost in bulkat mills... 10.13| 9.57| 20.07| 1472| 14.78| 11.13 
Sulphite pulp: Ps | eit a 
Wee ctitteescene oxo 13.28 | 12.02; 25.89} 18.04) 19.08 14. 32 
Manufacturing, labor. ....... 2.09 2. 87 4.83 5. 45 | 3. 63 4.15 
re 7.48; 7.29) 13.02; 9.51) 10.01); 8.87 
Total cost in bulk at mills..| 24.11 | 2409| 3843| 33.00| 32.72 4 
News print paper: x? Ps 
Ground wood pulp.......... 7.79| 7.18] 18.54} 10.88 12.61 9. 22 
Sulphite pulp............... 6.31] 3.71) 13.89) 854) 843 | 6.50 
Manufacturing, labor........ 2.19 2.97 6. 06 3. 55 3. 25 3. 25 
Ge OU ivndcteccccciess. 5.75 844] 11.63/ 10.12/ 8.24 9. 42 
Total cost in bulk at mills..| 25.38 | 25.17 | 39.57 | 30. 27 | 32.53 | 28.30 





From this it would appear that the difference in cost of pro- 
duction of news print paper in the United States and Canada 
is $4.14 per ton in favor of Canada. This does not include the 
reasonable profit referred to in the Republican platform, but 
simply the difference of cost of production. And yet the duty 
on news print paper is only $3.75 per ton under the Payne law. 
Small wonder that the paper manufacturers of the United 


the | 





States, with their $300,000,000 of invested capital, are vigor- | 


ously protesting against this Canadian reciprocity measure. 
And I honestly believe that if it were not for this particular 





the pending measure—*“ reverence.” 
The attitude of the Pacific coast paper manufacturers is well 
stated in the following letter: 


WILLAMETYTe Pup & Parer Co. (INC.), 
San Francisco, Cal., March 27, 1911. 
Hon, JcuLivus Kann, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 


Dear SiR: Please note the inclosed copy of a letter which we under- 


stand has been sent to the Senators and Representatives of the State 
of Washington by Mr. Howarth, president of the HNverett Pulp & Paper 
Co. The arguments set forth therein have our thorough approval, and 
the facts as stated are not only correct as regards the effect upon the 
general paper industry, but are especially pertinent when considered 
with reference to the manufacture of news print paper 

The difference in cost of stumpage in Oregon or Washington and 
British Columbia is equivalent to about $2.50 per ton of finished paper 
in favor of British Columbia, and the exemption from taxes and from 
labor restrictions, also from duties upon articles used in manufacture, 
constitutes enough more difference to warrant the present tariff of 
$3.75 per ton. If that tariff should be taken off, British Columbia 
would have at least that advantage over manufacturers of the Pa 


coast located within the United States. 

We therefore ask that you do your utmost to protect one of the 
portant industries of this coast by opposing the reciprocity treaty and 
leaving the duty on printing and other paper as it now stands, so that 
future expansion of the industry on this coast will not be confined 
entirely to British Columbia, and the capital which might otherwise 
invested in the United States be diverted thers 

Asking your thoughtful consideration of these questions and yo 
support of the tariff upon our manufactured product, we remain, 

Sincerely yours, 


Wm. Pierce Jonnson, President 
The President having called an extra session of Congress express! 
for the purpose of considering the Canadian reciprocal treaty, we «e 
sire to lay before you facts bearing upon the same as affecting the 


As manufacturers of paper and pulp we are vitally 





interested in th 
so-called reciprocity, and danger lies in the different interpretation 
of the provisions which can be put upon same by Congress or the Trea 
ury Department. 

Paper makers might contend that paper or pulp can not come in free 
unless all restrictions are taken off by all the Provir m wood cut on 
Crown lands, while the other interpretation would be by the publishes 
and users of paper that it can come in. Certain Canadian Province 
absolutely prohibit the export of pulp wood from Crown lands and re 
fuse unconditionally to modify or in any way change from that posi 
tion. There is sufficient wood and water power, other than the Crown 
lands of the different Provinces of Canada, to produce enough paper 
mechanical and chemical pulp, {o make inoperative many of our well 
established concerns if Canadian paper products are permitted to come 
in free. 


The whole paper industry of this country, in which there is invested 


some $300,000,000, would be in great danger in the future without a 
more definite understanding. 

The manufacture of high-grade book papers, which next to newspaper 
is the most important in this country and in which great sums 
money have been invested under the protective tem, find a clause 
in the proposed treaty in the McCall bill “ provided such paper and 

| board valued at 4 cents per pound or less is to be admitted free.” 

The foregoing affects all paper and pulp industry of this country 
making paper from wood pulp below the value of 4 cents per pound 

Particularly in regard to the manufacturs f book and magazine 
papers, of which grade this concern is the only one west of the Mi 

| souri and located on the Pacific coast, would we submit these facts. 

| During the investigation of the paper Industry by the United States 
Government in 1908, a full report of which is now on file at Washing 
ton, D. C., this company made a sworn statement, as will be found on 
pages 1862 to 1866, inclusive, of such record, in which, on page 1865 
we give reasons why the placing of newspaper, book, and magazin 
paper on the free-tariff list would mean the crippling, if not the am 
hilation, of our industry. (Excerpt from report hereto attached.) \ 


of which reasons hold good to-day 

In consequence of the proposed free tariff being only with Can 
this makes our case more aggravated and furnishes stronger reasor 
for carrying out our contention, viz, the seeking of a location In Brit 
Columbia. 


The further reasons other than those as contained in the attached 
excerpt are: 
First. The concessions or subsidies offered by the British Columbia 


Government to encourage the establishing of pulp and paper indust 
in that Province, by which certain pulp-wood limits are assigned upon 
a nominal stumpage of 15 cents per cord for all pulp wood used 
ing the first 21 years of operation, the stumpage to bx 


i 
aut 


paid thereaft 


being a matter of agreement, with privilege of cutting the timber on 
said wood limits into lumber upon paying a nominal rental as provided 
under timber limits, and a further stumpage charge of 50 cents | 
thousand on whatever is cut. In that way the best part of the tre 


used for lumber and the balance for pulp and paper 
ing two advantages. 

Second. The granting in fee simple of 
other than cost of development. 


making, thu 


water powers without cost 


The stumpage value to-day in the Pacific northwest of the United 
States of America for pulp wood not suitable for lumber is from 50 
cents to 60 cents per cord, with yearly incre: and even if present 
concerns own their individual requirements, due to interest on invest 
ment and taxes, the difference at present valu makes an advant 
of about $1 per ton of paper made in favor of Canada, on pulp w i 
only, without taking into account the further advantage of lumber 
operation in connection with a pulp and paper mill The stumpa 
value in Puget Sound district of the State of Washington tod 
of similar class of timber to that in British Columbia, equally 
able to transportation by trail or water, is from $2 to $3 per thousand 
feet. 

Third. Certain raw materials used by us in the manufacture of paper 
upon which there is a duty into the United Sta ul idmitted free 


into Canada, and which makes an increase in out t of raw materials 
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compared with Canada of about $12,845 per year, or $1.50 per ton of | 
paper produced, viz: 


j j 





Duty into Canada. | Duty into United States. | 'creased 
ao) pee ———————— a ———__ — 
| | 
English china clay......| Free.............. ; O3:60 ger 6008. och cs. .s5-e $3,750 
Bleaching powder...... 9 xe | } cent per pound.......... 4, 800 
OES athe dee ntaatiwatited B PPB0G.. 20.200 ccccse + cent per pound.......... 795 
Copper wire cloth. ...... | 174 per cent...-... de ee 1,000 
Aniline dyes, ultrama- | Free... .......--.. 30 per cent and 3 eents per 1,000 
rine colors. pound. 
Paper makers’ feltings | 30 per cent........ 44 cents per pound and 60 1,500 
and jacketings. per eent. 





} 


Fourth. The employment of Japanese, Hindustani, and oriental labor, | 
which are not employed in the States of Washington or Oregon in paper- | 
mill operations, means an advantage in British Columbia of approxi- 
mately $6 per ton of paper made. 

It is surprising that in such an important matter, affecting as it does 
ene of the largest industries of the country, viz, paper industry, the 
facts recited have been overlooked and, briefly stated, are: 

1. Subsidies or concessions granted by Canada to encourage the locat- | 
ing of paper industries placed the United States paper industries at a 
disadvantage. 

2. Unequal duties on raw materials entering into the manufacture of 
paper placing United States pulp and paper industries at a disad- 
vantage. 

3. The cmminoment of cheap oriental labor. 

4. The ambiguous language as to the export duty on wood used in the | 
manufacture of paper, board, or wood pulp applying to Crown grant, 
pulp Heensed, leased, or any other timbered lands. 

The action of the President in suggesting practically free trade be- 
tween Canadian Provinces and America on paper will, if followed by an | 
act of Congress agreeing thereto, be a decided blow and serious menace 
to manufacturing of that kind of product on the Pacific coast of the 
United States. 

At the time of the investigation by the United States Government in 
1908 we made an exhaustive investigation of the conditions and ad- 
vantages of location of pulp os 1 industries in British Columbia, 
with the view of making all our additions in that Province, and we were 
then and are now prepared to consider seriously the removal of our 

lant to that country in case of the removal of the — duty, for 
n addition to the adverse tariff action proposed by the President we are 
harassed on this coast by very stringent labor laws, labor commissions, 
and employers’ Mability laws, extraordinary taxes, both franchise and 
other, and, in fact, a generally arbitrary assailment of a legitimate 
manufacturing enterprise. By contrast the Canadian Government is ex- 
tending all sorts of concessions to investors in that country. 

A large plant is now under construction in British Columbia a little 
north o ancouver, and will be absolutely unrestricted as to labor, 
whether white or oriental, will have practically no taxes to pay, and 
has received the most flattering concessions regarding timber limits from 
the Canadian Parliament. 

If these suggestions of the President become law, we look for no 
further development of the paper industry on the Pacific coast of the 
United States. 

We most respectfully ask your kind consideration of the facts as 
stated herein, and if after fully satisfying yourself that the general 
good of this country can be better served by the elimination of that 
feature of the Canadian reciprocal treaty a the pulp and paper 
ae we then believe your sense of duty will rightly direct your 

ecision. 
Yours, sincerely, 


But, sir, this reciprocity measure strikes another important 
industry of the United States a serious blow. In the last Con- 
gress the cause of the New England fishermen was admirably 
presented by the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Garpner] Now, the Pacific coast codfisheries represent 
an industry of no mean proportions. The men engaged in that 
industry on our western seaboard are just as bitterly opposed 
to this Canadian reciprocity bill as are their colleagues on the 
Atlantic seaboard. This is what one of the leading concerns 
in the codfishing industry on the Pacific coast has to say about 
the matter: 


aaa 








Tue CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF SAN FRANCISCO, 
San Francisco, March 1}, 1911. 
Hon. Jurivs Kann, 
United States House of Representatives. 


Dear Sir: The inclosed communication received by this organization 
from the Union Fish Co., protesting against the enactment of Federal 
legislation having for its object the free entry of Canadian salt fish 
into the United States, has received the unanimous approval of the 
board of trustees, 

In behalf of the board the undersigned begs to commend the matter 
to your favorable and courteous consideration. 

Yours, very truly, 
Cc. W. Burs, Secretary. 
San Francisco, January 3/, 1911. 
Mr. C. W. Burks, 
Secretary Chamber of Commerce, San Francisco. 


Dear Sir: There is a matter which we would like to brin 
to your attention and to that of your officers and mem 
chamber of commerce, but the absence of our 
dent from the city prevent our doing so, an 
pelled to present the subject to you in writing. 

The matter referred to is in the nature of a protest against the Cana- 
dian reciprecity treaty now before C ess. This treaty provides for 
the free entry into the United States o m fish; that is, fresh fish, 
er fish salted and not dried, and would include codfish in bulk, as 
usually brought into port by r codfishing vessels, and means a 
direct and unrestricted competition between American codfishing 
firms and the codfishing vessels of Newfoundland, Canada, the Cana- 
dian Provinces, and British Columbia, 


personally 
rs of the 

ident and vice presi- 
we are therefore com- 
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| business. 


| ferring our vessels to the British flag. 


| Pacifie coast. 
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Our own interest lies, first, in our competition with the Atlan 
coast. The present duty prevents any competition from there « 
with the American-canght fish. In very good years their nearn 
the fishing grounds enables them to produce codfish more cheap|y 
Massachusetts than we can here, and enables them to selk quite ¢ 
up to the Pacific States. When they have short catch we find : 
siderable market for Pacific-coast product through the Middle West and 
sometimes clear on to the Atlantic seaboard. Should this treaty } 
ratified the American codfish man on the Atlantic would be driv: 
ef business entirely and the market there would be supplied | 
Canadian and Provincial fishermen. The still shorter distance: 
they would have to go for their fish and, more particularly, the 
cost of labor in those eountries would enable them to produce t 


| sO much more eheaply that they would not only displace the Ma 


setts fishermen, but their fish would be shipped into our Pacific 
markets at such prices as would be almost sure to drive us out , 
Any little trade that might otherwise remain to u d 


| undoubtedly be absorbed by codfish caught im the North Pacific + 


and the Bering Sea by vessels fitted out from British Columbia. {he 
certainty of this would necessitate our either going out of the business 
or removing our headquarters to some British Columbia port and 
This, of course, would « ’ 
fishermen to the British Columbia sid: and 
prosecute our business over there, utilizing fer our product the m::ket 
of the United States, which would be made free to us by this trea: 
The figures of the Pacific coast codfishing industry are given in the 
telegram annexed to this, which has been forwarded on to our !tep: 
sentatives in Washington, being as follows: 


Amount invested in Pacific coast codfisheries___.______._~ 
Amount employed in outfitting, annually_..._._._.._.._.____-_ 150, O00 
Amount of disbursements at close of season, annually___-_- 259), 000 


Our interests, of course, are entirely on the American side « 

{ We are all American citizens, and are attached | i 
of birth, leyalty, and patriotism to this country. We do not want to 
surrender our business and our investments in favor of any of the 
Canadians, nor do we want to remove ourselves and our inves its 
into their territory. 

Hence, our request to you that the San Francisco Chamber of (om 
merce voice our protest on behalf of our eity and State and the 
Facific coast. We would add that we have forwarded telegrams io our 
Representatives, as per copies herewith, and in doing this we have been 
joined by all the other codfishing companies on the Pacifie coast. and 
by some of the fresimfish producers, who have themselves sent similar 
telegrams, all of which efforts we hope to have seconded by your ly. 

As a further general reason for this action we would add that there 
are even now too few American sailors and teo few methods of increas 
ing their number. That one of these few yet remaining is the dd 
fisheries of the United States. And to ruin these or drive them from 
this country would be to remove this last nursery of the America a 
men and still further lessen our chance and our hope of ever getting an 
American merchant marine or American sailors for an American Navy. 

We trust that the reasons advanced in the foregoing will be sufficient 
to warrant official action of your body in making this protest and in 
urging it upon our Pacifie coast Representatives, both in the House and 
in the Senate. 

We remain, very truly, yours, 


us to import Canadian 


Union Fisn Co., 

J. W. Pew, President. 

Cc. P. Overton, 
Vice President and Manayver. 

Mr. Chairman, if we are to judge of the future by the expe- 
riences of the past, the farmers of the Northwest have every 
reason to be fearful of the consequences if this measure s:ould 
become a law. With free entry of their cereal products into 
the United States and a greatly reduced rate of duty on jrac- 
tically all of their farm products, the output of the Canadian 
Provinces will increase enormously and will literally swam) tl 
American farmer. The large increase of the production oi 
sugar in Cuba after the enactment of the Cuban reciprocity law 
gave a staggering blow to the beet-sugar industry of the United 
States. Many of these beet-sugar refineries, seeing no futur 
in the business in this country, sold out to the Sugar Trust, and 
it is universally known that the Sugar Trust now controls a 
large number of the beet-sugar refineries in this country. An 
so, in my judgment, this enormous increase of the products « 
the Canadian farmers will not reduce the cost of living to a 
single “ultimate consumer” in the United States, but it will 
largely increase the profits of the trust magnates. It will un- 
doubtedly help to demoralize the farming industry of the West 
and the Northwest, just as the rapid development of those sec 
tions of our country demoralized the farming industry of New 
England and New York in the years gone by. But the New 
Englander and the New Yorker turned their attention to mam 
factures, and they have prospered. The farmers of the Wes! 
and the Northwest have cheerfully stood for the protective 
tariff on the manufactures of the eastern section of our couniry, 
for they realize that with the mills, the factories, anc tl 
workshops busily engaged in turning out American wares ‘here 
was a home market created for the products of the Americal 
farmers that would enable them to sell those products at remu- 
nerative prices. 5 
If now the manufacturers of New England and elsewhere re- 

fuse to stand for the protection of the products of the Ameri- 
ean farmer against those of his Canadian competitor, (ose 
very manufacturers may awake to find that the American 
farmer, for his part, will refuse to stand for the protection of 
the products of the American manufacturer. The passaze of 


this measure wil), I fear, lead to reprisals. You are sowing the 
wind; take heed that you do not reap the whirlwind. 
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During the progress of this discussion I have heard many 
references made on this floor to the iniquitous trusts, and I 
believe that every effort should be made to destroy those trusts 
that seek to throttle and ruin competitors in order to be able 
to advance prices and control monopolies. Many of the gentle- 


men on the other side of this Chamber persist in charging up 
these trusts to that protective-tariff system that has brought 


such a great measure of prosperity to the American people. 


But let me remind them that England, which is generally 
looked upon as a free-trade country, is thoroughly honey- 


combed with trusts. In fact, it was there, I believe, where the 
trusts originated. And I would not be surprised to learn that 
much English capital is invested in American trusts. I would 
not be surprised to hear that English financiers and English 
capitalists own large percentages of the bonds and stocks of 
American trusts. Naturally, this English capital wants to see 
this Canadian reciprocity bill passed. 
tion that the trusts, and the trusts alone, will reap all the 
reward if this measure shall be enacted into law. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Burke]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota is rec- 
ognized for five minutes. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, when this 
measure was before the House in the last Congress I was op- 
posed to it, but contented myself with simply voting against its 
passage, having faith in a Republican Senate that it would 
fail of enactment during that Congress, and that before the 
Sixty-second Congress would convene in regular session the 
sentiment of the people would be crystallized into such an 
opposition against it that the President would not again submit 
it. It happens, however, that the President, in his wisdom, has 
assembled the Congress in special session and has submitted 
this measure and urged its ratification. It is with great re- 
luctance that I am compelled to oppose any proposition put 
forward by the President of my own party, and by one for 
whom I entertain as great an.admiration and respect as I do 
for President Taft. I do not blame him for favoring this 
measure, and am disposed to take the same view as my good 
friend from Wyoming has taken in his remarks to-day, and that 
is to give him the credit of doing what he believes to be his 
duty, and having secured the best agreement that could be ob- 
tained, and being in a sense committed thereto, he has felt that 
he ought to submit it to Congress and recommend its accept- 
ance. In doing this I say he is probably following what his 
conscience suggests to be his duty in the discharge of the high 
obligation resting upon him as the Executive, but having done 
what he has, namely, sent the agreement with his message to 
Congress, his obligation for the present ceases, as stated by the 
gentleman from Wyoming, and it is now for Congress to exercise 
its judgment and perform its duty as the Members thereof may 
in their best judgment decide. As one Member of the House, 
actuated by a feeling that otherwise I can not honestly and con- 
scientiously discharge that duty in justice to my constituents 
and the people of the whole United States, I shall not only op- 
pose it but vote against it, as I did in the last Congress. My 
reasons for opposing the proposition, and why in my opinion it 
should not be accepted, in a very brief way are as follows: 


It is a measure inconsistent with the position of the Repub- | 


lican Party, as repeatedly declared in its platforms, and its en- 
actment will be an injury to the agricultural interests of the 
country, and that will mean disaster to our general welfare, for 
you can not legislate against the prosperity of our farmers with- 
out indirectly affecting all our industries and injuring all of the 
people. That it is not a Republican measure admits of but little 
argument, and I shall not enter into any extended discussion 
to demonstrate this fact. I maintain, without fear of successful 
contradiction, that the Republican Party has never declared for 
reciprocity upon noncompeting products, neither has any great 


ever taken any other position. President McKinley, in his in- 
augural address in 1897, defining reciprocity, said: 


The end in view always to be the opening up of new markets for the 
oducts of our country by granting concessions to the products of other 
ands that we need and can not produce ourselves, and which do not 


involve any loss of labor to our own le, but tend to increase their 
employment. iae B 


Charles Emory Smith, who was Postmaster General in the 
McKinley administration, in defining it, said: 


When rightly understood, the principle is axiomatie. Brazil grows 
coffee, but’ makes no maciners. We make machinery, but grow no 
coffee. needs the fabries our factories and forges, and we need 
the fruits of her tropical soil. We to concessions for her coffee; 
she agrees to concessions for our machinery, That is reciprocity. 


I venture the predic- | 
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This, I think, most clearly and accurately states the position 
of the Republican Party on what reciprocity is, and that is what 
the people have been taught to understand is meant by it. 

Much is said about President McKinley’s last h at Buf- 
falo, and it is asserted by the proponents of this measure that in 
that speech he modified his position on the subject of reci 
procity, but a reference to his words fails to discl anything 
to indicate that he would favor the reciprocity proposed by this 


spee 


a 


<a 


proposition, and this one statement clearly indicates to the con- 
trary, namely: 

We should take from our custome’s such of their products as we can 
use without harm to our industries ‘and la 

He could not have made that state if it led that 
he would favor a measure that would benefit dy the 
manufacturers of the country at the expense of the f , and 
if anything is to be gained by accepting this measure it will be 
by the manufacturers. 

That it is not a Republican measure is further demonsti | 


by the fact that in the last Congress it was opposed by a 
jority of the Republican Members of this House, 87 voti 
against it, while only 78 voted for it. The De! de 
their party measure by adopting it in a caucus, and on the pas 
sage of the bill, with the exception of five, they all voted for it. 
A Republican Senate refused to consider it, 

In this Congress I apprehend a majority of the Members on 


crats m 


this side of the House are still opposed to it, and most of them 
will so vote, while the Democratic majority has again declared 
for it in a caucus and it is said that nearly ail of them will 


vote for it, 

The distinguished gentleman from Missouri who to-day is 
the recognized leader of his party, in fact the most prominent 
Democrat in the country and who may be chosen in the next 
campaign as the standard bearer of his party, and I am sure 
he has the respect and the good will of every Member on this 
side of the House, a man who is recognized as a partisan in 
politics, at present the Speaker of this House, in a newspaper 
interview on the 5th instant, stated that this is a Democratic 
measure, and I know of no one better capable of properly 
ehristening it from a Democratic standpoint than he, and ther 
fore, so far as I am concerned, I am willing to accept his de 
nomination of it and to regard it as a Democratic measure and 
to accord to him and his party the full responsibility for its 
enactment and the full benefit of any that may 
therefrom. 

I may say in passing with reference to the distinguished gen- 
tleman, to whom I have just referred, that he represents the 
true position of Democracy upon the tariff question, as will ap- 
pear by his frequent utterances in this House during the last 
20 years. If he can have his way in dictating the legislation 
that will be enacted by this Congress relative to the tariff, it 
will mean his defeat in the next election, if he is nominated for 
the presidency, and the retirement of his party from control of 
this House for many years to come. 

The distinguished gentleman from North Carolina, in a three- 
hour speech in this House on Saturday last, declared it to be 
Democratic doctrine, as did the distinguished gentleman from 
New York, who declared himself for absolute free trade with 
all the world. 

I have the honor of representing 


= 


good come 


in part, in this body an agri 
cultural State and an intelligent people—a people who read and 
think for themselves and a large majority of whom usually 
vote the Republican ticket. In 1896, however, I regret to say, 
we elected for the first and only time in the history of our 
State two Members of this House who occupied seats on that 


| side of the Chamber, and our electoral vote was cast for the 


Democratic candidate for the presidency. 
In 1898 we redeemed the State and sent to the House two 


Republicans, of which I had the honor of being one. As our 


| people had an opportunity to experience the benefits of Repub 
Republican, prior to the presentation of the pending proposition, | 


lican legislation, the McKinley tariff law, and to contrast the 
times with the four years of Democratic misrule, from 1505 to 
1897, they became stronger and stronger in their Republican 
faith, each year giving a larger majority the Republican 
ticket. I will not take the time to go into details as to our 
wonderful progress during the last few years, but I do want to 


to 


| mention that the last census discloses that in 10 years there h: 


been an increase in the value of farm lands in South Dakota of 
376 per cent, and there is also a very large increase in the value 
of farm buildings, farm implements, and live stock; our bank 
deposits are enormous and our people as a whole are prosperous 
and happy. 

AS an evidence of the conditions in our own State at present 
relative to the value of farm lands, I want to say that within 
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the past 30 days the commissioner of school and public lands | 
disposed of about 20,000 acres of school land in the different 
counties, all unimproved, and it sold at an average price of | 
$52.60 per acre, and most of it was purchased by the farmers | 
living in the localities, buying it for actual farming purposes. 

Much has been said about the Payne tariff act passed by the 
last Congress. It was criticized and condemned probably more 
than any other tariff measure ever enacted, due largely to a 
hostile press. My colleague and I in the last campaign went 
before the people of our State and defended the measure, and, 
while admitting that it is not perfect, we declared it to be the 
best tariff act ever enacted, and we had the satisfaction of 
being returned to this House by an increased majority of about 
5,000 over the majority we received in 1908, notwithstanding 
that was a presidential election. We each had a majority of 
more than 32,000 over our Democratic opponents. This shows 
what our people think of the Payne tariff law. They will be 
satisfied at least for the present if it is left alone. The Presi- 
dent, in his Winona speech, denominated it the best tariff law 
ever enacted, and certainly there was no reason to believe that 
he would suggest any legislation changing or affecting the agri- 
cultural schedule, at least not in advance of a report from the 
Tariff Board, or until there is evidence that the schedules are 
too high. In presenting this proposition, judging from the Presi- 
dent’s speech at Springfield in February, he assumed that the 
tariff plank in the platform of the last Republican convention 
carried to its logical conclusion would lead to substantial free 
trade with Canada, and in his speech he said: 

With that in view, still adhering loyally and sincerely to the prin- 
ciples of protection where it is needed to maintain our important in- 
dustries, Paid not hesitate to give the widest latitude to the Secretary 
of State and the commissioners who represented this country in offering 
to Canada a reduction of duties on goods and products coming into 
this country from Canada in consideration of the establishment of the 
same duty, or freedom of duty, on similar goods going into Canada. 

He also said: 

The conditions of production and of manufacture in the United States 
and in Canada are substantially the same. 

In other words, he assumed that conditions here and in Can- 
ada are the same. In this he is in error, as can easily be demon- 
strated, but I will only briefly comment thereon. Owing to an 
advantage in the tariff the Canadian farmer can buy manufac- 
tured articles lower than can the American farmer; he also 
has an advantage in cheaper land, cheaper farm labor, and, 
against our eastern farmers, a soil that does not require ferti- 
lization. The National Grange asserts that by official reports 
it is established that the average value of farm lands in Canada 
is less than one-half the value of lands in the United States, 
and that the wages of farm labor in this country are from 20 
to 25 per cent higher than in all of Canada except in the north- 
western Provinces, where the wages are about the same as in 
our Northwestern States. 

We hear it said that wheat is not affected by the tariff and 
that the price is fixed by Liverpool. No one will deny but 
what there has been an averege difference of 10 or 11 cents 
in the price of wheat in Minneapolis and Winnipeg in favor 
of Minneapolis, and it dropped to less than four when it was 
known that this treaty was in negotiation and to less than 2 
cents within a few weeks after the treaty was signed. My dis- 
tinguished friend from North Dakota [Mr. HANNA], who speaks 
from personal knowledge on the subject of the price of wheat, 
gives us the prices at Portal and North Portal, the two places 
being one and the same—Portal in North Dakota and North 
Portal in Canada, across the street. On December 31, 1910, 
the price of wheat on the North Dakota side was 86 cents, 
while on the Canada side it was 75 cents, a difference of 11 cents 
in favor of the United States. That prices on farm products 
are high it is admitted, and yet not higher in proportion to 
labor and practically everything else. 

Mr. Hanna also gives us the prices paid on January 9,10, and 
11, 1911, on barley and flax between points in North Dakota 
and Canada, only a short distance apart, and without repeating 
all of the towns that he mentions I will simply compare Pem- 
bina, in North Dakota, and Emerson, in Canada. The price 
paid for barley on the dates named at Pembina was 67 cents; 
Emerson, 42 cents; flax, Pembina, $2.32; Emerson, $1.93. 

1 want to briefly refer to the barley industry of this country 
and how it has developed since it was protected by a duty of 30 
cents per bushel, and show what an injustice it wouid be to the 
barley growers of the United States to take away from them 
that duty and compel them to grow barley in competition with 
Canada. 

In the report of the Tariff Board, submitted in response to 
Senate resolution of February 23, 1911, Senate Document No. 
849, on page 99, Table 15, it gives the production of barley and 








farm prices in 1910, per bushel, in specified States, com 
with Canada. The table is as follows: 
Barley—Production and farm price in 1910, per bushel, in specified 
compared with Canada. ; 











Average 
Production. | yieldper 
acre. t 
United States: Bushels. | Bushels 
ae viigawaacbltibastes 248, 000 | 31.00 
| eae 52,009 26. 00 
NG ts chine canntid aewagicddmmnatchiaa 465, 000 | 31.00 
EE MN i inns ceases cb guscuben nedouben 2, 207,009 28. 30 
I Ss wa Satine site oudiigiiahan bie 1,742, 000 26.00 
ND hii li cntnininkdwdapinvann Sd 22, 429, 000 | 25. 90 
ne kid tonne nadiumheueasndatase<s 26, 985, 000 | 21.00 
Me Mico: ak aeaahivslute'g andesite obaget 15, 045, 000 | 29. 50 
SE Ns cinkedh so ncacunibbhtaant 5, 428, 000 | 5. 50 
PRG ae ee: 18, 655, 000 | 18. 20 
Montana......... Jildath tine t-tivien tales kee 1, 456, 000 | 28. 00 
a aise c sw sides Jeitaidbicaaieka bas | 162,227,000 22. 40 
Canada: 

Prince Edward Island.................. 159, 600 | 28. 00 
Ll Re rere: 264, 000 30. 33 
i 73, 000 35. 29 
I is tinirhtnemenebabbnrnwaebe ch Geiss 2, 547,000 24. 49 
Ontario | 29,727,000 29.75 
13, 826, 000 20. 21 

3, 598, 000 | 26. 18 

3,953, 000 | 20. 32 

SN ns nsbekinndeiwhesdbuememedcn eusk 45, 147, 600 24. 62 


It will be noted that there is an average difference in 
of 10 cents per bushel, The production in the United s 
in round numbers, as shown by this table, is 162.0% 
bushels, which is about double the production prior t 
enactment of the Dingley law, putting on a duty of 30 « 
bushel. The Tariff Board confirms this statement, and | . 
the following from page 105: 

Previous to 1897 the rate of duty on barley was 30 per ce ! 
valorem. By the law of 1897 this duty was changed to 50 « 
bushel. Under the former rate of duty there were large import 
of barley from Canada to the United States. In 1894 mor 
2,000,000 bushels were imported; in 1897, over 1,000,000 bu: 
After the imposition of the duty of 30 cents per bushel the i: 
tions dropped to somewhat more than 124,000 bushels, and in 190) 
2,420 bushels were imported, 

The price of barley in Canada is generally below the price in 
United States. 

I would like some one to tell me how, in the face of ¢! 
statistics and the statements of the Tariff Board, the enaciii 
of this measure is not going to harm the farmers of the United 
States who are engaged in raising barley. Perhaps those who 
support this proposition can justify it on the grounds of low:r 
prices. I presume they are concerned to cheapen the manu! 
ture of beer, in order to increase the profits of the brewer, {\ 
certainly no one will contend that to cheapen barley 10 ceuts a 
bushel will affect the price of a glass of beer. 

We hear a great deal about lower prices. We had low pri 
from 1893 to 1897, but no one will say that anyone was |» 
fited thereby. What difference does it make how low )p! 
are if you have no money? A man when he is hungry 1 
eat, and the price does not cut any figure if he has not 
wherewith to buy a meal. I maintain that when prices 
high prosperity usually prevails and there is little comp): 
of lack of money to buy with, and the people live better 1! 
ever before. Who, if anyone, is going to benefit if this measu 
is enacted into law? Principally the packing houses, the miller- 
the brewers, the large users of wood-pulp manufactures, «) 
those who will directly profit by the transportation of Can:- 
dian farm products. I doubt if it will directly benefit the ul' 
mate consumer, for in my judgment the tariff on food produ 
is too small to directly affect the retail price. No one will s:: 
that 10 cents on a bushel of wheat will cheapen the price of : 
loaf of bread or even a sack of flour, and so by cheapenin< 
the price to the producer, if there is any gain, it is to the 
manufacturer and the middleman. 

I said that I represent an agricultural constituency and i 
thinking people. The American farmer generally thinks for 
himself, and I want to say to those who represent manufactur- 
ing and city constituents that before they strike down tlie 
small amount of protection that the farmers now enjoy they 
had better think twice, for there is likely to be retaliation, and 
you who believe in protection want to remember that you never 
would have had any McKinley law or any Dingley law and that 
the Payne law would not now be upon our statutes if it were 
not for the farmers of our country. 
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Mr. Chairman, the farmers of the Northwest, particularly in 
the States of Minnesota and North and South Dakota, have 
recently been holding conventions in the different parts of 
those States and adopting resolutions showing what they think 

this measure, and now that this debate is about to close, 
.l before a vote is taken on this bill, it seems to me proper 


of 
al 
neni Therefore in order that they may have that oppor- 
tunity, in order that this House may know their position, and 
in order that the country may know it, I send to the Clerk’s 
desk and ask to have read a copy of the resolutions adopted by 
the farmers of Brown County, at Aberdeen, in my State, on 
Friday last, the resolutions being substantially the same as 
those adopted in mass conventions by the farmers of the other 
States that I have named. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


We, the farmers and business men of Brown County, 8S. Dak., in 
mass meeting assembled, do most earnestly and sincerely protest against 
the ratification by Congress of the pending treaty with Canada in its 
present form. ; . 

In doing so we hereby announce and publish the following reasons: 

First. That the treaty is unfair, unjust, and discriminating against 
the agricultural interests of the United States, giving these interests 
practically nothing in return for what it deprives them of. 

Second. That it will inure to the disadvantage, loss, and suffering 
of our producers without any prospect of cheaper manufactured products 
to the consumer. 

vYhird. That the removal of the duty on wheat will accrue solely to 
the benefit of the miller, that of barley to the brewer, that of flaxseed 
to the linseed mills, and that of live stock, hogs, poultry, and dairy 
products to the packers and middlemen, and while not benefiting the 
consumer will mean a great loss to the producers. 

Fourth. It creates an unfair competition, inasmuch as it will compel 
our farmers to compete in our own markets with cheaper-produced 
products of alien competitors. We contend that our home market 
belongs in the first instance to our own citizens. 

Fifth. This pact, if agreed to, will retard and set back the progress 
toward a higher and better standard of farm life, which has become 
so noticeable during the recent prosperous times; it will tend to bring 
on again that struggle for existence, so well remembered by our pioneer 
farmers, a struggle in which many went under; it will lessen the 
opportunities for a better education of our farmers’ children, and thus 
encourage them in leaving the farm. 

Sixth. It will lessen the purchasing capacity of our American produc- 
ers to the extent of millions of dollars annually by depriving them of a 
legitimate and fair price for their products. All of this will represent a 
corresponding loss to the commercial interests of our country, as the 
farmer’s profit invariably finds its way into all the channels of trade. 
commercial and manufacturing interests stand to lose as much in this 
way as they will gain by the expansion of their business. 

FARMERS MAKE COUNTRY. 

Seventh. Our American farmers, by their thrift, energy, and frugality, 
have made this country what it is; 
great commercial interest to become wealthy and powerful; withont the 
farmer this would have been impossible. 
interest should now stand by the farmer. To do otherwise lays them 
open to the charge of commercial greed and selfishness. 

Kighth. The term “reciprocity ” as applied to the Canadian treaty is 
a misnomer. Reciprocity means an equitable trade or exchange between 
two countries of products one country produces and the other does not 
or which it produces only in insufficient quantities. We produce every- 
thing in this country that is produced in Canada. 

Ninth. It constitutes an agreement made secretly and without re- 
gard to any settled polices of our tariff laws. It means free trade for 
the farmer and protection for the manufacturer, and as such is dis- 
crimination in its rankest form. 


people, a market that is, and has been, abundantly supplied by our own 
producers, a market that has been built up by American thrift and fru- 
gality, and which, by every inherent right and heritage, belongs to our 
producers, for that of 8,000,000 Canadians, with its doubtful increased 
advantages to commercial and manufacturing interests, would not only 
be unfair and unjust to our own producers, but foolish and reprehensible. 

Eleventh. This proposed treaty, when divested of 
features, can and Will appeal only to those who are selfishly interested 
and who expect to gain thereby. As_a whole, it will be a damage 
rather than a benefit to our country. We are opposed to its passage in 
any form which puts agricultural products on the free list and protects 
manufactured interests. 

Twelfth. We repudiate the action of President Taft, large manufac- 
turing, chambers of commerce, and the management of the Great 
Northern Railway, in attempting to force the so-called reciprocity 
agreement through Congress without giving the people at large an 

rtunity to ‘are it due consideration or to cupeees their opinions. 

e@ regret exceedingly that the city press has failed to give publicity 
to both sides of this most important question. 


WILL NOT REDUCE LIVING COST. 


Thirteenth. The pPeperne pact would not reduce the cost of living. 
It would not benefit the laboring man, the mechanic, or artizan in the 
great cities, as the exorbitant ran paid by them for produce is not 
occasioned by the price received by the farmer, but is the result of the 
excessive a made by the railroads and middlemen. The farmer 
only receives per cent of the price pald by the consumer, while the 
transportation companies and middlemen receive the other 65. 
Fourteenth. We hereby express our thanks to all those newspapers of 
our State who in this controversy have risen above considerations of 
selfishness and have defended farming interests against this threaten- 
Ing danger, and we mention expressly the Aberdeen Daily News, and 
a — those citizens who have interested themselves in calling 
Fifteenth. We urge on all of our citizens who are in favor of fair 
play and qiualtty detove the law to make continuous and effective agi- 
rpixteenth. That copies of these resolutions be sent to the President 
o = United States and to each of our Senators and Representatives 


{ appropriate that the farmers of the Northwest should be | 


Our | been said during this discussion on both sides of the Chamber 


its sentimental | 
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Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, it is evi- 
dent that this measure will pass this House, but let it pass 
unassisted by Republican votes and be understood that it is 


Democratic doctrine. I appeal to 
ship of this body to stand loyally 


the 
by 


Republican 
the | 


member- 


rinciple of pro 


tection which hitherto has been applied by Republican ad- 
ministrations to American industries without discrimina- 
tion as to class, Let us keep fath now with the American 
farmer, who has been the bulwark of the Nation since the 
foundation of the Government and without whose allegiance no 


Republican administration ever was inaugurated at the National 


Capital. Our defeat will be but temporary if we remain true to 
tepublican policies, policies that have made the Nation great 
beyond the dreams of prophets. Let us on this side of the 
House realize that dishonor can come to us in defeat only to 
the extent of our acceptance of this strange faith. Those who 
stand faithful in this trial will retain their self-respect and in 
the near future will form the nucleus of an invincible part 


that will again carry the Republican banner to victory. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota 
nized for 20 minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I regret that only a 
few minutes’ time has been allotted to me to discuss this great 
question which is now before the House. Had I been permitted 
to enter into this discussion earlier, the limited time now given 
me would have been more appropriate, for I should not have 
desired to have said as much as I now feel like doing, for as 
each day and hour goes by many facts and statements are made, 
wholly or partially true. On the other hand, much misinfor- 
mation has been spread upon the records. Hence to even do the 
subject partial justice would require hours instead of minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, in what I shall say I shall endeavor, as far 
as possible, to refrain from indulging in any statements of a 
partisan nature. This proposed legislation deals with matters 
that are purely nonpartisan, for it is a subject in which the 
American people as a whole are vitally interested. Much has 


the 


is recog- 


| as to who is responsible for the initiation and the continued 


they have made it possible for the | 


| yet it failed of ultimate passage. 


| Means Committee, 


r | caucus measure. 
Tenth. That in trading off our home market of more than 90,000,000 


| 





insistence of this legislation. Aside from any political advan- 
tage to be obtained therefrom or any responsibility therefor, 
be it a Republican or Democratic measure, it is immaterial, as 


! he | far as its beneficial or nonbeneficial qualities to the American 
In view of this our commercial | 


people as a whole are concerned. While it is a fact that this 
measure during the last session of Congress was presented to 
us by our esteemed President and was reported to the House 


| by a Republican Ways and Means Committee and passed by 


this branch of Congress while the majority was Republican, 
Now it comes before us from 
source, reported by a Democratic Ways and 
and indorsed by the majority party as a 
On our side of the Chamber there is a great 


a Democratic 


| division of sentiment as to its merits, and with less division on 


the Democratie side. Be it Democratic or Republican, to my 
mind it is manifestly unjust,and wherever the votes come from, 
North or South, East or West, Democratic, Republican, or 
Socialist, if this so-called reciprocity measure is enacted into 
law, I believe it ought to be named the legislative mistake of 
1911. I predict that every man who votes for it will in the 
future regret that he did so. 

All of our great leaders have designated and proclaimed rect- 
procity as a trade agreement between foreign countries in non 
competing products. That is, products that are indigenous to 
one country and not to the other. In no instance have I been 
able to find where free trade between two countries in the sam: 
products was ever considered or designated as reciprocity 
This pact or trade agreement is chiefly confined to agricultura! 
products between the Dominion of Canada and the United 
States upon a free-trade basis. Hence, our farmers are asked to 
compete with the farmer of the great Dominion lying imme 
diately to the north. 

The great industries of our country have been fostered and 
built up under the protective system for more than 50 years 
At this time in nearly all the manufacturing industries we are 
equal to, if not greater, than any in the world. Originally our 
industries were small and needed protection against the older 
countries of Europe, and the great majority of our people 
cheerfully granted this aid. The agriculturist and the profes 
sional man, the clerk and the laborer were of one mind, be 
ing it to be better to convert the raw material into the finished 
product within our own borders than pay for transportation (to 
and from the foreign factory. By this protective system we have 


lies 

















been enabled to pay the laborer in our factory just wages, thus en- 
abling him to purchase the produce of the farm ata living price. 

For many years our farmers have been told that with the 
increase of our manufacturing industries and the many work- 
men who would be employed that the time would come when 
consumption on this continent would equal the production of 
their farms and thus they would greatly profit thereby. That 
doctrine has proven true. At this time the production of the 
farm is very little, if any, in excess of home consumption. 
Heretofore while the tariff schedules show that a high pro- 
tective duty was placed upon the cereal and live-stock pro- 
duction of the farm, yet until recently the direct benefit to 
the farmer was only negligible, for he had no competitor. 
Within the past few years, however, our neighbor on the north, 
with his vast area of fertile land, is producing millions of 
bushels of all kinds of grains and great herds of live stock. 
This Canadian production is also at greatly reduced cost. While 
the cost of labor is comparatively equal, yet the value of the 
farm lands is hardly one-half in Canada to that of our own, 
while the production per acre, owing to the newness and fertil- 
ity of soil, is about one-third greater. 

Let us examine as to the magnitude and quality of our 
Canadian competitor. There are five great fertile Provinces 
in Canada, any one of which is almost equal in area to four or 
five of our Middle West States. I shall describe only three 
of them, however. Manitoba has 27,000,000 acres of as fine 
tillable land as any on this continent. Saskatchewan, with its 
total area of over 160,000,000 acres, has 86,826,200 acres of 
tillable land surpassed by none, while Alberta has 100,000,000 
acres of the same kind of land. The average production of 
wheat per acre during the year 1909 in all of these three 
Provinces was 21.1 bushels; that of the United States for the 
same year was 15.8 bushels per acre. Thus it appears from 
these figures that the productive quality of the Canadian land 
is much greater than our own. This same ratio of productive- 
ness applies to the yield of barley, oats, and flax, while the 
value of the land per acre is almost double in the United States 
as compared with Canada. There is but one conclusion—the 
American farmer can not successfully compete with his Cana- 
dian neighbor. But one result can follow—the Canadian land 
must raise in value or the American land must decline. Probably 
one will go up and the other down, to the great detriment of our 
people and the advantage of our neighbor. The statistician and 
the expert in figuring percentages inform us that the Canadian 
in the past has produced very little compared to us; but let us 
examine into the truth of this assertion. The Canadian crop 
of wheat in 1909, in round numbers, was 167,000,000 bushels, 
grown upon about 8,000,000 acres of land. The total yield of 
oats for that year was 353,466,000 bushels; barley, 55,398,000 
bushels; and flax, 2,232,000 bushels. To show the rapidity 
with which the cereals of the Canadian farmer in the Province 
of Saskatchewan alone have advanced in the total yield, I will 
insert in the Recorp, with permission of the House, the follow- 
ing table: 

Growth of wheat production, Saskatchewan. 














Wheat. | Oats. Barley. | Flax. 

se ee ie eer a! 
is kt ed 4, 780, 440 1, 589, 412 

ee adin ky sacebankite 6, 083, 508 2, 518, 248 

WSEAS ES 3, 443, 671 1, 604, 561 

i ariad Sica cteninacaedst 11, 956, 069 5,517, 886 

aaa ge | 13,110, 330 6, 975, 796 

i brett ia Uh edi ealinas ti 15, 121,015 9, 164, 007 

IE ns cat | 45,944,730 | 10,756,350 

Sn So nai ientmeide ce 26,107,286 | 19,213,055 

NOUS cicedicsocesnecsinee Ss 37,040,098 | 23, 965, 228 1,316, 415 710, 689 
NOUN. abutitbcln hiswedcee 27,691,601 | 23,324, 903 1, 350, 265 1, 364, 716 
1B. os weaned 50,654,529 | 48,379,838 3, 965, 724 2, 589, 352 
SOUD =. .i cscs chuiantionnee 90,215,000 | 105, 455, 000 7, 833, 000 4, 448, 700 


It may be interesting to note that in this Province, in 1898, 
with only a very small portion of its land under cultivation, 
there was raised only 4,780,000 bushels of wheat. Eleven years 
later, with only about 12 per cent of her occupied land under 
cultivation, there was raised over 90,000,000 bushels of wheat. 
The increase from 1908 to 1909 was nearly 40,000,000 bushels, 
The increase in the yield of oats from 1908 to 1909 in this 
Province, in round numbers, was 57,000,000 bushels. 

Without reading this schedule, I call the attention of the 
House and country to it, that it may be seen how rapidly pro- 
duction in Canada is increasing. Should this proposed measure 
become a law and the Canadians be given the great advantages 
of our home market, it would be folly to assert that this ratio 
of increase in production would not continue. 

Mr. Chairman, this is the free-trade competition that we are 
tendering to our agriculturists. We are asking them to share 
with the stranger the market which they have built up by over 
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a hundred years of sacrifice and toil. 
Enter into this paradise, with your immense area of cli 
and more fertile lands, and reap the reward which should 


long to our own people, without price. 


man, can not subscribe to this doctrine, 
The section of the country from which I come and the dis: 
I represent is in the spring-wheat, barley, and oats be! 


the great Northwest. 
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We say to the Canad 


I for one, Mr. Ci 


It is sometimes designated as the }h 
of the No. 1 hard and No. 1 northern wheat. 


My own Stats 


Minnesota is the banner wheat-producing State of the U) 
This Northwestern section can have only one competitor. 
that is the Dominion of Canada, for that is the only other t: 
tory on this continent where this most excellent quality 


grain is grown. 


It is frequently asserted on the floor of 


House that Liverpool fixes the price of our grain, and espec 


of wheat. 


This I deny. 


The price of this wheat is now ; 


always has been fixed at Minneapolis and Duluth, Minnea 
being the largest primary wheat market ia the world and 


flouring mills the greatest. 


Liverpool does at times hay 


tendency to fix the price upon a considerable portion of 
winter wheat and other soft grades of wheat raised in 


United 


States. 


But for the No. 1 northern and No. 1 hard spring wh« 
never has and never will, unless perchance it does after | 
passage and enactment into law of the measure now under . 


sideration. 


Without wearying the House with voluminous s 


tistics I assert that for many years past the price on this gr 
of wheat has been higher in Minneapolis than in Winnipeg or 
Port Arthur on an average of at least 10 cents per bushel. | 
quently during many years the differences in price has bee: 
great as 15 cents. 
Winnipeg to Liverpool is about 500 miles nearer than f: 
Minneapolis to Liverpool, with equal rail and water transpo: 


tion facilities. 


Again, I am informed that the distance fr 


Such being the case, if Liverpool fixes the )) 


and Liverpool is the destination for the surplus grain of Can 
why is it that the Minneapolis and Duluth price is from 10 to 


cents per bushel higher? 


its consideration on January 26, 1911. 
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| bushel. 
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90 | 


Why is it that all along the bord 
line between Canada and the United States at every point wl 
wheat is purchased the Canadian price is from 9 to 15 cents | 
bushel lower than on the American side? 
difference in price did exist just prior to the day when 1! 
Canadian reciprocity agreement was submitted to the House |! 
At many points wh: 
this difference in price existed the distance between them \ 
only from 2 to 30 miles. 
Mr. Chairman, in proof of my statement I shall insert in | 
Record a statement showing comparative prices in wheat 
barley in the United States and Canada. 
Comparative prices of wheat and barley in United States and Cua) 


WHE: 


AT. 


in Canada. 
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North Portal. 





Price 
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I assert that 
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This statement was compiled by Senator McCumser, of North 
Dakota, the figures having been obtained by him from responsi- 
ble parties at the points designated and indicating the actual 
cash price paid for wheat on the days mentioned. 

I wish particularly to call attention to that portion of the 
schedule pertaining to Portal and North Portal, showing the 
comparative prices on both wheat and barley, Portal and 
North Portal being a village on the border line between Canada 
and the United States. North Portal is on the Canadian side 
and Portal on the American side, with only a street dividing 
them. On December 31, 1910, the price of wheat in Portal was 
90 cents per bushel, and on the same day the same wheat in 
North Portal was 75 cents per bushel, a difference of 15 cents. 
You will notice that this difference of about 15 cents per bushel 


exists between all the points mentioned in the schedule. Does 
Liverpool fix the price? 
Mr. Chairman, the message of our President and the bill 


under discussion was submitted to Congress January 26, 1911. 
On that date the price of this grade of wheat in Minneapolis 
was $1.04% per bushel, and in Winnipeg on the same day it was 
944 cents. Two days after, on January 28, 1911, the price of 
this grade of wheat in Winnipeg went up 14 cents a bushel, and 
in Minneapolis it went down 5 cents a bushel. The cause as- 
signed for this sudden change was noted in the Minneapolis 
Journal as due to the possibility of this reciprocity bill being 
passed. A few days later in these same markets the Minne- 
upolis price went down to 98% cents and the Winnipeg price 
remained virtually stationary. On February 11, and after about 
a 10-cent decline in the Minneapolis market, the Minneapolis 
Journal, which reports the daily proceedings of the market, 
stated: 

This decline has put the United States nearer an export basis, but 
still further declines will be necessary to allow this country to enter 


the European markets with any profit, and many of the local traders 
of the chamber of commerce predict that domestic prices would con 
tinue to decline until this country was put on an export basis. 


Mr. Chairman, this is what this form of reciprocity means to 
the farmers of the Northwest, who are producers of this grade 
of wheat. All that I have said with reference to wheat applies 
with equal force, if not greater, to barley. 

Mr. Chairman, it is a common statement outside of this Cham- 
ber that one of the great blessings which the farmer will re- 
ceive under the provisions of this pact is free lumber. In my 
limited time I shall not attempt to fully discuss the provisions 
in regard to lumber in this bill. In brief, I will say that the 
duty upon partly finished or finished lumber is somewhat re- 
duced, while rough boards are placed on the free list. This can 
be of little benefit to the farmer, since unfinished boards are 
used by him in small quantities only. His house is constructed 
chiefly of finished lumber. The difference in weight is consid- 
erable, the finished product being scarcely more than three- 
quarters of an inch in thickness, while the rough board is a full 
inch. Hence the item of freight is so considerable that very 
little of it would be imported any considerable distance. It 
might be imported from Canada to the nearest American mill 
free and there finished by planing and otherwise, and then sold 
to the American consumer under the tariff schedule of rates 
prescribed for that grade. I am unable to see how the Ameri- 
can consumer can possibly receive any benefit from the removal 
of the tariff on rough boards. 

Mr. Chairman, right here I will digress a moment. from the 
subject I have been attempting to discuss. During the discus- 
sion this afternoon a friend of mine on this floor, in a serious 
but friendly manner, somewhat criticized me as to my ideas 


on the subject of protection, and particularly called attention | 


to a controversy between myself and the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Krrcurn] concerning free lumber. During that 
controversy the gentleman from North Carolina asked me if I 
voted for free lumber at the time our recent tariff bill was 
under discussion. 
I should do so again if opportunity presented, the gentleman from 
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| 
| 


Upon my informing him that I did and that | 


North Carolina stated that he voted for free lumber and would | 


do so again. 


free lumber and trust that I may be given the opportunity to 
do so again, for I firmly believe that the lumbering interests 
of this country do not at this time need any protection. 

In this connection I wish to say that the States of Minnesota 
and Wisconsin a few years ago had immense quantities of very 
fine pine and other timber suitable for manufacture of lumber, 
and there still remains considerable. We have many of the 
finest and best equipped sawmills in the country, Minneapolis 
being at one time the great lumbering center of the United 
States. In my State we have some of the leading lumbermen, 
and I mention in this connection the names of Mr. Weyer- 
haeuser, Thomas Shevlin, ©. A. Smith, and T. B. Walker. I am 
informed that these men are among the leading manufacturers 


Mr. Chairman, I am proud of the vote I cast for | 


| vision downward?” 


of lumber and stumpage owners in the United States. I speak 
of them for the purpose of showing that by reason of the con- 
ditions surrounding them and aided by a high protective tariff 
they succeeded admirably in their enterprises. I do not know 
the opinion at this time of any of these gentlemen on the sub- 
ject of the lumber tariff, whether they all desire its retention 
or not, yet Mr. Shevlin has expressed himself on the subject 
recently and has stated that he did not think that any further 
protection on lumber was needed. . 

Now, Mr. 


Chairman, believing that Mr. Shevlin is correct, 
and according to my settled convictions on the subject of a 
protective tariff, that it should be withdrawn whenever and 


wherever it is unnecessary, I therefore voted against further 
protection, and shall continue to do so in the future until cou- 
ditions change materially from what they are at present. 

Mr. Chairman, my people and myself were among the early 
pioneers in the great State of Minnesota. Aside from a few 
small cities and villages along the border the great interior was 
one vast wilderness of timber and prairie land occupied almost 
solely by the Indians. Our settlement was made near the ce! 


ter of this magnificent area in the timber belt. I know per 
sonally the hardships and trials of a pioneer on a_ timber 
farm. For more than 50 years these farmers have worked 
unceasingly from early morn until late at night in order to 
subdue nature, build up their farms, and make a home for 


themselves and families. 
of their labor. 

I will venture the assertion concerning the farmers of 
Middle West and the great Northwest who went upon their 
farms 50 or 75 years ago that if you will estimate their services 
at 50 cents a day and the services of the housewife and grown 
sons and daughters at 25 cents per day, their total earnings 
would greatly exceed the present value of their farms. They 
own their farms simply and solely because they have worked un- 
ceasingly all the day and part of the night, and thus have im- 
proved their farm and home, and to-day they are beginning to 
reap the reward for their labor. The great home 
and ought to remain their market, and not given 
out compensation to the stranger across the border. 

My friend the gentlemat from Oklahoma [Mr. Frrrtis] is 
favor of this bill and asserts that the farmers of his State a 
prosperous and desire its enactment into law. Mr. Chairman, 
the farmers of Oklahoma have only recently occupied their 
land and under the most favorable condition. It is only wit! 
the past few years that they began the arduous task of «& 
oping their farm and building their home. From the very 
first—and I am glad it is so—they enjoyed this splendid h« me 
market which had been provided for them many years before, 
and they are now reaping the speedy benefit of what their prede 
cessors in adjoining States had worked for generations to 
build up. It is only within the last few years that the grain 
and stock raiser in the United States had any competitor. The 
Canadian competitor had not developed. Until this recent de- 
velopment and enormous production became manifest, the pro- 
tection accorded the farmer by our tariff laws was of negligi 
ble value, yet he was informed, and I believe correctly so, that 


To-day they are enjoying the fruits 


the 


market 
over wi 


is 


hi 
in 


ith 


the building up of the manufacturing industries would ulti 
mately be of great benefit to him, for the reason that it would 
give him a sure and more profitable market for his grains and 
live stock. Now the time has come when that condition has 
arrived. In fact, consumption in the United States about 


equals production. It is proposed in this bill to strip the farm 
ers of all protection whatever, force him backward, open 
this great market to the stranger, while he is compelled to 
his product in the cheapest market and purchase the product 
of the factory in the highest. 


This, my friend, is unjust, inequitable, and to my mind 
wholly unwarranted. I shall never vote for such a measure 
Some of my political friends have come to me and said 


“ Davis, you have been talking for revision of the tariff do 
ward.” I responded, “ Yes; and always have | the day 
of my election to Congress.” They then said, “ Why do you pro 
pose to vote against this measure, because it certainly is a re 
vision downward, and it is an entering wedge for further 
True, it is an entering wedge, but 
the proper time and proper place to force an entering weds 
More than 50 the East, the manufacturing 
began its very successful enterprises under a high prot 
tariff system. It has reaped rich benefits therefrom. Now that 
the farmers are just beginning to receive a part of this benefit 
it is proposed to strike them down and enter the wedge and 
crush those who have received the least from this system. Yes, 
my friends, I believe in this entering wedge, but why not begin 
in such schedules as the woolen, cotton, sugar, steel, and other 
related ones? Give to the farmer cheaper clothing, cheaper 
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building materials, cheaper fuel, at the same time you are 
demanding of him cheaper food products. Thus you will benefit 


the grent mass of the producers and consumers alike. Sut, 
say, our Democratic friends, we propose to follow tuis reci- 
procity measure by another placing many articles of consump- 
tion for the benefit of the consumer on the free list. That 


sounds well, and if it could be accomplished, in my judgment, ft 
would be well. Yet the discussion thus far has revealed the fact 
that our Democratic friends and all assert the great improba- 
bility of the passage of this other measure. While it may pass 
this branch of the Congress, yet obstacles apparently unsur- 
mountable probably will defeat it during the life of the Sixty- 
second Congress. Hence I pause and shall not vote for the 
bill under discussion or any similar measure until conditions 
warrant the belief of the passage of the other. 

When this trade agreement was presented by the President to 
the Congress during the last session of the Sixty-first Congress, 
considerable stress was laid in the message accompanying it 
upon the necessity of lessening the cost of food products to the 
consumer. In fact, that was the main consideration assigned 
for urging the passage of this bill. From the context of the 
message the President assumes that while the consumer would 
be much benefited yet the producer of grains and live stock 
would not be injured. 

It is difficult to comprehend how the consumer can be fur- 
nished a cheaper food unless some one produces and sells it 
cheaper. While it is very apparent that the cheap land of 
Canada can and does produce food products in greater quan- 
tity per acre and at less cost than the American farm, yet it 
has not been shown that the consumer will receive any benefit. 
The reason for this lies in the fact that while the farmer in 
the two countries must sell his produce on equal terms in 


a high protective duty. The 43 bushels of wheat which enters 
into the manufacture of a barrel of flour, after it becomes 
flour, the miller is protected in at the rate of 50 cents a barrel. 
While the farmer’s fat cattle must be sold in this cheap com- 
petitive market, yet the meat therefrom in the hands of the 
American packer receives the benefit of 14 cents per pound 
when dealing with the consumer. 
other products of the farm. In all instances the interest of 
the manufacturer is highly protected, to the disadvantage of 
the consumer, while the producer of live stock and grains must 
sell in the cheapest market, to his loss, which in no way bene- 
fits the consumer. Many examples might be given showing that 
the farmer receives very little benefit, even under existing con- 
ditions, from the high price paid by the consumer. For ex- 


ample, at present prices throughout the United States the farm- | 


The flour from | 
this bushel of wheat will make at least 60 loaves of bread, | 


er’s wheat nets him about 80 cents a bushel. 


which retails to the consumer at 5 cents a loaf, showing that 
the consumer has to pay $3 for what the farmer receives but 
80 cents. A bushel of oats, for which the farmer receives 


from 30 to 35 cents, wiil make 23 packages of Quaker Oats, | 


which retails to the consumer at 10 cents per package, or $2.30. 

Mr. J. R. Cahill, an investigator for the labor department of the 
Board of Trade, London, England, came to this country to in- 
vestigate cost of living. After visiting several of our large 


cities and before his departure he stated that he found that the | 
consumers in this country paid 5 cents for a 14-ounce loaf of | 


bread, while in London a 64-ounce loaf retailed for 10 cents, 
the London loaf being made out of American flour. Thus the 
fact is apparent that the middlemen, including the miller and 
retailer and the baker, should not be overlooked in our effort 
to lessen the cost of food products to the consumer. I might 
cite many instances as showing that the price paid the farmer 
is very small compared to that paid by the consumer. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this measure for another 
good reason. Ever since the passage of the Morrill Act of 1862 
the Federal Treasury has materially assisted in the establish- 
ment of agricultural colleges and experiment stations in every 
State in the Union. In addition thereto each State has contrib- 
uted immense sums to educate the agriculturists in scientific 
farming. Our great Department of Agriculture, with all its 
ramifications—which, in my judgment, is the greatest depart- 
ment of our Government—employs thousands of scientists and 
spends millions of money annually to further the science of 
agriculture. Hundreds of millions of dollars have been appro- 
priated by the National and State Governments in furthering 
agricultural ‘education. While this system was inaugurated by 
the Federal Government, yet the various States have re- 
spondea nobly, and are continuing to do so. Increased agri- 
cultural production of superior quality is of the greatest con- 
sideration. Its benefits are numerous and manifold. The 
building up of the home in rural communities, dignifying the 











es 


labor of the farm, so that it becomes a science, adds to the 
health, wealth, prosperity, and manhood of the yeomanry, aside 
from generally benefiting our entire population. Again, it is 
apparent to all that the congested population of our larger cities 
is an actual menace to the welfare of our country. The bes 
solution of this problem is to keep our agricultural population 
in the highest possible state of prosperity and happiness. This 
can not be done by the enactment of the legislation contem- 
plated by this bill. In my judgment this proposed legislation 
would defeat the very object for which the Department of Agri- 
culture, schools’ and colleges of agriculture, and experiment 
stations were established. Should this legislation be enacted 
the slogan “ Back to the farm” or “ Remain on the farm” would 
lose its force. Depreciate the value of the land and the pric 
of the products therefrom and inevitably the migration from 
country to city will greatly increase. 

Our President in his message has alluded to the sentimenta! 
side of this proposed legislation. The Canadian is pictured j 
glowing terms. It is urged that this proposed agreement should 
be entered into because of the Canadian’s racial affinity to us a 
well as his proximity to our border. His temperamental and 
social similarity and kindly feeling toward us is put forward 
as a further argument for the enactment of this measure. 

No standing army need guard our borders against him, no 
battleships need float the great inland seas that divide us; but 
on the contrary, we should welcome and invite him to ent 
our land and partake of this great home market without price. 
This, to my mind, is unjust to our own people, and furnishe 
no reason for the passage of this bill. I assert and believe th: 


| while the Canadian is peaceably disposed and one whom we 


should at all times treat kindly and justly, yet, at the san 


| time, the welfare of our own people should be uppermost 
a free-trade market, the manufacturer of flour still retains 


our minds. I do not understand that by this legislation we 
propose to make him one of us, for he belongs to another n 

tion. His Government is a monarchy. His allegiance is to his 
King, and not to our Government or its institutions. [lis 
allegiance binds him to give preference to the British Crown, 
and while he will accept our hospitality and the great benefit 


| which he will derive from this proposed legislation, he will be 
Such is the case with all | 


a stranger to us in all things governmental. 

I am strongly opposed to this bill and shall vote against it. 
Yet, if it must become a law—which seems probable—then [| 
trust that a divine Providence who shapes the destinies of na- 
tions may so use this so-called reciprocity treaty, this entering 
wedge, to further amalgamate these two countries and eventu 
ally make them one, with but one flag—the Stars and Stripes 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEENERSON]. 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman from 
Minnesota proceeds, I desire to suggest that this debate has 
now been proceeding since last Friday, and I am wondering 
whether we could not prevail upon the gentlemen who are man- 
aging the enterprise to take the committee into their confidence 
as to when a vote may be expected. It seems to me that that 


| is a proper inquiry to make at this time. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I am in hopes that we 
can take the bill up under the five-minute rule at 3 o'clock to- 
morrow afternoon. 

Mr. KENDALL. Is it the design of the gentleman to con- 
clude debate to-night? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say candidly to the gentleman 
that I have had an understanding with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DatzEL.] to close the general debate, excep! 
the closing speeches, to-night, and that to-morrow, when tlc 
closing speeches are made, we will then take it up under the 
five-minute rule for consideration. 

Mr. KENDALL. What time this evening will the committee 
rise? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am willing to let the debate go on. I 
hope we will get through by 6 o’clock. 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Chairman, I think it is proper for me 
to say to the gentleman that if the committee continues after 6 
o’clock a quorum of the committee ought to be present. 

Mr. JAMES. I would suggest to the gentleman from Aia- 


bama—— . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the proceedings 
are by unanimous consent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, by unanimous consent 
I will say to the gentleman that I have tried to be very liberal 
with that side of the House. I have not only yielded to the 
other side of the House, but I have yielded to gentlemen on 
that side of the House who were in favor of the bill. The 


gentleman from Pennsylvania has had considerably more time 
‘than we have had, and I was in hopes, as the debate has run 
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for many, many hours longer than it was allowed to run when 
it was before the House at the last session, that the gentle- 
man would allow it to run longer without interruption in order 
that as many Members may have an opportunity to get in as 
possible. 

Mr. KENDALL. I think no possible complaint can be made 
against the gentleman from Alabama with respect to time al- 
lowed for discussion. The only thing in the matter to me is this, 
that where the discussion is so general, that a quorum of the 
committee ought to be present to hear the arguments—that is, 
after 6 o'clock. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I regret very much if the gentleman 
sees proper by reason of no quorum here to cut off any Mem- 
per’s privilege to be heard, but the responsibility will then rest 
with him and not with me. 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Chairman, that is not my proposition 
at all. There is no need of haste with reference to concluding 
this discussion and limiting men to two, three, 
and from the clamor for opportunity to discuss this bill. 
we ought to take another day. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, the complaint Stiatatore made 
by gentlemen on that side of the 
had time enough to debate questions up for consideration. 
the complaint is because they have too much. 

Mr. KENDALL. Not at all. The gentleman, with his usual 


I think 


obtuseness, fails to understand the substance of my complaint. | 
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or five minutes | 


House was that they had not | 
Now | 


What I am suggesting is that these arguments-are of impor- | 
tance to the country and there ought to be a quorum to listen 


to them. 

Mr. JAMES. The gentleman, with his usual desire to make 
complaint when there is nothing to complain about, is pursuing 
his old course. 

Mr. DALZELL. As this matter is proceeding by unanimous 
consent, I desire to say that, as debates go in this House, the 
gentleman from Alabama has been exceedingly fair from the 
beginning to the end of this debate. [Applause.] 
only been fair, but he has been generous in this respect, that 
while he believes it to be the wish of his side of the House, 
which is in the majority, to close this debate substantially to- 
night, he has permitted the people whom I represent to continue 
until each of them has had an opportunity to be heard, even 
though slightly, and if there is any complaint to be made, as I 
have no doubt there is complaint being made, the complaint is 
due to me for my distribution of the time on this side, in which 


He has not | 


I have endeavored to be as fair as circumstances would permit. | 


[ Applause. ] 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
The CHAIRMAN. 

rise? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I rise to inquire 
what arrangement has been made with regard to extension of 
remarks? 

The CHAIRMAN. Permission was given in the House to all 
persons who have spoken to extend their remarks. The gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. STEENERSON] 
minutes. 

Mr. STEENERSON. 


Mr, Chairman 
For what purpose does the gentleman 





Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this bill 


| thought of that? 


is recognized for 15 | 
& | that 


| price. 


because I regard it as a very unjust and unfair bill from the | What are you thinking about? 


standpoint of the people for whom I especially speak, and it is 
also unfair and unjust in other particulars as relates to the 
whole people of the United States. My district is specially in- 
terested in this, and we think we know something about the 
facts embraced in this agreement, or this arrangement, because 
my district, on the northern boundary, joins Ontario and Mani- 
toba. I have lived within a short distance of that line for more 
than 30 years, and have observed the difference in the conditions 


of employment and of production and prices on both sides of the | 


line. 


I will not take time to go into a discussion of the proposi- | 


tion which has been advanced here by some of the alleged friends | 
of the farmers that the prices of wheat are just as high in| 


Canada as in the United States. I know absolutely from per- 
sonal knowledge and experience that it is not so. They are mis- 
taken, and there has been a difference on this side to the ad- 
vantage of the farmers on wheat alone of more than 10 cents a 
bushel, and sometimes a great deal more, for many, many years. 
I do not think we can take the time here to analyze the rea- 
sons for this. The principal reason is that the wheat that we 
raise in the Northwestern and boundary States is spring wheat, 
is hard wheat, and that is principally consumed in the United 
States to mix with other kinds of wheat so as to make a more 
valuable and strong flour for bread making, and it commands a 
higher price than soft wheat, and, therefore, commands a price 
that is very much above the price at Liverpool. 
' I will say, further, that it seems to me that this bill is un- 
fair to the people at large, to the consumer in every occupation 
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of life. It is strange to me that the Democratic Party has not 
discovered that they are on the wrong track so far as legislation 
for tariff reform is concerned in this instance. They are, so to 
speak, trying to reduce the tarif€ by raising it, for the reason 
that in this bill you are taking away the duty on the raw 
material, the price of which was higher by reason of a pro- 
tected market at home, and you do not remove the manufac- 
turer’s differential, or you very slightly change it. 

Now, it is self-evident that there are two ways of increasing 
the protection of the manufacturer by changing customs duties. 
One is by leaving the duty as it is on the manufactured article 
and reducing the duty on the imported raw material; the other 
by raising the duty on the finished article while leaving un- 
changed the duty on the raw material. When I first came here 
it was at the beginning of the Fifty-eighth Congress. An extra 
session was called by the President to ratify the Cuban treaty. 
And I want to say right here that that was a treaty and not a 
pact or agreement which has no authority or validity in law. 
It was a treaty ratified by two-thirds of the Senate and printed 
in the statute books of the country, and we were called 
to put that into execution by proper revenue laws. 

The Democrats were led by Mr. JOHN SHARP WILLIAMS 
Mr. De Armond. It was my first experience in this House, 
I remember it as if it were yesterday. 
of the gentieman from Mississippi? 
carry the treaty into effect. But here you say this “ pact” 
can not be amended. What was the amendment then proposed ? 
It was to wipe out the differential of the Sugar Trust, which 
amounted to 1} of a mill per pound—12}3 cents upon 100 pounds. 
And they alleged in forcible and eloquent speeches that that 
124 cents on 100 pounds was the cause of the great monopoly, 
the Sugar Trust, having a strangle hold upon the Republican 
Party, and if we could wipe out the refiner’s differential we 
would liberate the people of the United States from the grasp of 
the sugar monopoly. What a change has come over the spirit of 
our dreams! The leader of the Democ ri itic Party comes up here 
now and proposes a differential of $1.25 a hundred, or 1} cents 
a pound, on beef and removes the duty entirely upon the raw 
material. Why, if it had been suggested to the Democratic floor 
leader at that time that we were to take off this duty on raw 
sugar entirely, thereby making the entire duty flow into the 
pockets of the Sugar Trust, he would have justly said that we 
were candidates for an insane asylum. And yet here is a 
proposition that is more than ten times as bad, because the dif- 
ferential is increased from 124 cents per 100 pounds to $1.25 
per 100 pounds on raw material absolutely free. Have you ever 
The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lren- 
RooT] struck the keynote when he said this raised the duties of 
the Payne bill. Of course it does. It does not do it directly, 
but indirectly, by removing the duty on raw material all around. 

And you do not seem to know it yet. I would like to have 
somebody debate the merits of this bill and answer this, because 
I have not heard any discussion of it on the floor so far. The 
carcass of a steer on the hoof, say, weighs 1,200 pounds, and 
when dressed it weighs 800 pounds. It costs $1 to slaughter 
in the slaughterhouse. You can hire it done for that 

And here is a differential to the manufacturer of $10— 
1,000 per cent—10 times more than the total cost of production, 


upon 


and 
and 
What was the motion 
Why, to amend the bill, to 


This bill was never prepared in the Committee on Ways and 
Means. It must have been prepared by some amateur clerks 
up in the department. Who can tell how many jokers there 
are in it? But the thing goes on. It is not meat alone. There 
is flour, as has been pointed out. There is 50 cents a barrel 
on flour, and the total tariff on the raw material is wiped off. 
And so it is with barley. The brewer gets his barley free, as 
does the maltster, but there is a duty on the beer and the malt. 
The effect of this is not to reduce duties, but to raise them, and 
you build a tariff wall around the manufacturers who are or- 
ganizing trusts a mile high—higher than it has ever been bef: 


re, 


It is a reward for combination, monopolistic combination, by the 
strength of which it is sought to rob the ultimate consumer in 
every walk of life. Cheap food, cheaper cost of living! Free 
raw material with duties on the finished product is revision 
downward, not for the consumer but for the trusts at the ex- 
pense of the Treasury. You are tying us hand and foot and 
delivering us over to the meat trust and the flour trust and 
every other trust in the country. [Applause on the Republican 
side. } 

Now, there is one remarkable thing that I have noticed in 
this debate, and that is that there is a dispute between gentle- 
men on that side and on this side as to whether this is a Ke- 
publican or a Democratic measure. Why, bless your soul, it 
is neither one nor the other. It has all the faults of protection 
gone mad and of destructive free trade. It is the Democratic 


donkey, tail end first, and the rear end of the Republican ele- 
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phant. [Laughter and applause.] That is what it is. It has 
all the faults of both sides and none of the merits. [Laughter.] 

great deal has been said to the effect that we can not 
amend or change this bill because, as has been said, it is a pact. 
There is something sacred about the word “pact.” What is 
this agreement? Has anybody signed it? No. It is a verbal 
agreement, and the Canadian minister writes, “ That is my un- 
derstanding,” and our Seeretary of State says, “ ¥es; that is 
right; that is my understanding.” It is not an instrument in 
writing, and yet they come in here and say it is so sacred that 
you can not change it by crossing a “t” or dotting an “ i.” 


It is said in the letter of the Canadian ministers to the Sec- | 


retary of State, “It is agreed that the desired tariff changes 


shall not take the formal shape of a treaty but that the Gov- | 


ernments of the two countries will use their utmost efforts to 
bring about such changes by concurrent legislation at Washing- 
ton and Ottawa.” 


President and two-thirds of the Senate—would not agree to any 
such proposition. Now while I contend that the action of the 


President in agreeing to use his “ utmost efforts” to seeure this | 


legislation was outside and beyond the limitations of the Con- 


stitution which vests the legislative power in Congress and re- | 
quires that 21) bills raising revenue shall originate in the House | 
of Representatives, yet I admit that the Canadian ministers | 
were differently situated as to their Government, and for this | 


reason: They, like Great Britain, are under the parliamentary 
system where there is almost complete merger of executive and 


legislative power in the House of Commons. The premier is | 


a member and leader of the House, and virtually chief executive 
at the same time. The ministers of the Canadian Government 
who occupy this dual position might with propriety make this 
agreement, while on account of our Constitutional limitations 
the President seems to be without legal authority to do so. 
While the President may recommend to our consideration such 
measures as he shall “ judge necessary and expedient,” he may 


not use the appointing power to persuade us, or his power to | 


eall or adjourn Congress to secure this or any other proposed 
legislation. 

If he has authority to make such an agreement regarding 
trade and to carry it out in this manner, he would have the 
same right as to other subjects—such as the liquor traffic, 
marriage and diverce, child labor, strikes, and so forth. Would 
not the inevitable result be that our fundamental law would 


be so changed as to give the President not only the negative in | 


legislation but the initiative also, and the power of the Presi- 
dency increased at the expense of the Congress? Laws would 
be submitted to us complete in form, and all we would have the 
right te de would be to say yes or no. 

It is a tendency to merge both the legislative and executive 
power in the President, a tendency directly opposite to the 
change which has gradually taken place under the British 
Constitution, where the executive power has been merged in the 
House of Commons. 

The one augments the power of the people, the other leads to 
autocracy. 

The letter of the Canadian ministers speaks of the “ Govern- 
ments of the two countries,” just as if it were a treaty, and it 
is not even preliminary to a treaty. While the ministers may 
be the “ Government” of the Dominion, it is incorrect to speak 
of the President as the “Government,” except when he is 
executing the treaty-making power, which confessedly was not 
intended. The object of this agreement was legislation by Con- 
gress and Parliament and not a treaty. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


. The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- | 


man from South Carolina? 
Mr. STEENERSON. Yes; I will yield for a question. 


Mr. FINLEY. Where does the gentleman think the President 
stands on this proposition? 


Mr. STEENERSON. The President has evidently been mis- | 


led, and he has succeeded in deluding the Democrats more than 
they have ever been deluded before, and more than I hope they 
will ever be deluded again. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 
Where and how did this bill originate? According to the 
President’s message, it originated when the question of enforc- 
ing the maximum and minimum provisions of the Payne law 
against Canada came up. The first words of the reciprocity 
message reads as follows: 
ot tussles anh Ganer trade relations with, the Dominion of Comsay 
which was initiated in the -“ ustment < the maximum and minimum 
revisions of the tariff act re efforts aie _— proved — 


eficial and that it justified fu the readjustment of 
ee es ps aan tee ‘les, 


Both the President and the ministers knew | 
that there could be no treaty because the treaty power—the | 


The maximum and minimum provision is one that levies a 
25 per cent higher rate of duty on commodities coming from a 
country that discriminates against our goods and refuses to 
treat us as — as the most favored nations are treated. 
Apparently, Canada refused to so treat us, but our Government 
did not enforce the penalty required by the act of Congress in 
question, but began to negotiate. It was a delicate situation, no 
doubt, but these Canadian friends of ours persisted in refusing 
to relieve us from discriminatory treatment in their markets. 

| Here is what the Canadian minister says of the origin of this 

| matter and what happened. 

| Referring to his first meeting with Mr. Taft in connection 

| with the operation of the maximum and minimum tariff imposed 

by the Payne bill, among other things Mr. Fielding stated the 

following, as given on page 2500 of the official record : 

[Extract from speech made by Hon. W. 8. Fielding, minister of finan 
of the Dominion of Canada, before the House of Commons, as reported 


in the House of Commons Debates, under date of Thursday, January 
26, 1911.] 


I will frankly say that I do not think Mr. Taft ever desired to 
impose the maximum tariff upon the products of Canada. The mis- 
fortune was that Congress had imposed the tariff. It was not a question 
of Mr. Taft doing it, as Congress had put that tariff on and declared 
that on and after a given date the products of all countries not ex 
empted by special action of the President should become subject to the 
maximum tariff. The maximum tariff cxisted and was coming into 
operation in a few days. It was not a question of Mr. Taft putting it 
| on, but of Mr. Taft being induced to take it off, as he had the pow 
| to do. As I have already said, it was not a question of 
| putting on the ae 24 tariff, it was a question of taking it off, and 
I found that the President of the United States was willing to ta! 
it off, if we could give him some decent excuse to do so under the 
terms of the American tarif!’ law. We made a few changes, a few 
concessions of no earthly importance, so small and trifling that I 
sure hardly any of us in the House could remember to-day what th« 
were. But they served the purpose; they were enough to give Mr 

Taft the reason and excuse he desired; and, accordingly, he issued his 
| proclamation that Canada should not be placed under the disadvanta 

of the maximum tariff, which, if applied, would undoubtedly have do 
harm on both sides, most certainly to large business interests in Cana: an. 
Out of the negotiations at that time have sprung the larger negotia- 
tions of a more recent date. 


I think by this time the farmers of the United States regret 
| there ever was a maximum and minimum provision in the tariff 
law. That the opening up free of a market of 92,000,000 
people—the greatest and most profitable market in the world 

| should be the reward of the Canadians for refusing to give us 
| the most-favored-nations treatment will go down as the most 
| remarkable diplomatic achievement in all history. After this, 
is it any wonder that some people say that the absorption of 
the United States by the British Empire is far more likely than 
our annexation of Canada? 

We have had experience on the point that it is not every 
“revision downward” that benefits the people. Did free hides 
lower the price of shoes? No; not atall. What did it do? It 
lowered the farm price of hides all over the country, and every 
farmer in the land can tell you so. What else did it do? It 
deprived the United States Treasury. of the two or three million 
dollars a year it had theretofore collected on imported cattle 
hides and turned it into the pockets of the shoe and leather 
trust, just exactly as this reciprocity arrangement will first 
| reduce the farm price of all that the farmer produces and de- 
| prive the Treasury of the five or six million dollars a year here 
tofore received from duties on Canadian imports and turn it al! 
over to combinations. and trusts in this country. Our expe- 
| rience was exactly the same when we had a reciprocity treaty 
with Hawaii, whereby their sugar was admitted free. The 
Treasury lost the revenue and the people paid just exactly the 

same for sugar as they did before. 
| According to the logic of the advocates of this bill, that man 
in New York who invented the springs to put in the scales of 
the customhouse so as to underweigh the sugar imported was 
really engaged in a meritorious work; he was trying to reduce 
the cost of living by getting in cheaper sugar. He certainly 
| reduced the duties; he revised the tariff downward—to the 
Sugar Trust. The trouble was that the trust forgot to pass the 
| reduced price on to the consumer. He was engaged in doing 
| exactly what this bill proposes—increasing the difference be- 

tween the price at which the manufacturers’ raw material and 
; his finished product can be brought in. 

The representatives of manufacturing interests.in the East 
are again learnedly arguing that this pact will not injure the 
farmer, but the farmers think they know their own business 
; well as anybody. The device of assuming the guise of 








farmers’ friend for an ulterior purpose will not work, for that 
trick can be played only once in an evening. To show just 
what the farmers think of reciprocity, I will insert in the 
RecorpD resolutions passed in a mass meeting in Kittson County, 
right on the boundary line of Canada, and a mass convention 
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held recently at St. Paul, and also a letter from Justus C. Berg, 
ene of our most prominent and representative farmers. 

I say to you as earnestly as I can, that the injurious effects 
of this law go beyond the comprehension of most of us. It 
strikes at the industries of 30,000,000 people, and I believe 
eventually it will increase instead of diminish the cost of living 
to every Man, woman, and child in the United States. How 
cam a Congress elected by the people enact such a law in the 
exereise of their unbiased judgment? Well might we exclaim— 


O judgment! thou art fied to brutish beasts, 
And men have lost their reason 


if they will approve so monstrous a proposition as this. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 
APPENDIX. 
A BIG MEETING—-FARMERS AND BUSINESS MEN HOLD BIG ANTICANADIAN 
RECIPROCITY MEETING. 


TEALLocrk, MINN., April 14, 1911. 

The mass meeting called by President P. H. Konzen, of the Hallock 
Commercial Club, last Saturday to draft resolutions against the pend- 
ing Canadiari reciprocity and to elect delegates to attend the State 
meeting at St. Paul, was probably one of the most enthusiastic and well 
attended public meetings ever brought together in Hallock. Fully 200 
representative farmers from different parts of the county were present 
as delegates, and with the number that attended from town, the court- 
nouse was crowded full. Though nonpolitical, the gathering was made 
up of men of different political ranks, and for once our Republican 
friends admitted that the pending Republican Canadian reciprocity pact 
was gne of the most barefaced pieces of class legislation ever attempted 
upon an fntelligent people, and they stood shoulder to shoulder with 
Democrats in denouncing it as unpatriotic, unjust, and discriminatory— 
sacrificing the interests of the agricultural masses to the insatiable 
greed of the capitalistic and manufacturing classes. The only objec- 
tionable feature about the whole meeting was that the committee on 
resolutions, in commending the stand taken by our United States Sen- 
ators and Congressmen, either willfully or unintentionally left out the 
name of Congressman W. 8S. HAMMOND, the only Democratic Member 
from Minnesota, who worked as hard as any other Minnesotan for the 
defeat of the bill. P. H. Konmzen was chosen presiding officer of the 
meeting and C. J. Estlund was chosen secretary, and the two were 
elected delegates to the St. Louis meeting, which met at the old Capitol 
Building last Tuesday, and, according to the Minneapolis Tribune of 
the 11th, we note that Mr. Konzen had been chosen by the St. Paul 
convention a member of the delegation whose duty it will be to carry 
the convention’s protest to Congress at Washington, D. C. Here are 
the resolutions : 

PREAMBLE AND RESOLUTIONS. 


We, the le of Kittson County, Minn., in mass meeting assembled, 
believing that Canadian reciprocity, as proposed by the McCall or ad- 
ministration bill now pending before the United States Congress, is 
unjust and unequal, in that it brings the products of the farm into 
direet competition with like products of agricultural Canada, while pro- 
viding no compensatory benefits im any of the articles of manufacture 
which we buy and consume, do hereby most earnestly protest against 
the passage of the said reciprocity pact, and unanimously unite in 
voicing our denunciation of the said act as unpatriotic, unjust, dia- 
bolical, and diseriminatory, sacrificing the imterests of the agricultural 
masses of the country to the insatiable greed and predatory aggrandize- 
ment of the capitalistic and manufacturing classes. And in furtherance 
of said protest, be it 

Resolved, That we regard the said reciprocity treaty as inimical to 
our best interests and destructive of the only vestige of benefit that 
the farmer has ever received, or ever expects to receive, from the pro- 
tective em which he has patriotically helped to maintain for what 
he ed to be for the best interests of our common country. 

Resolved, That we view, in the passage of the Canadian reciprocity 
act. a deliberate p to discriminate against the farming interests 
and to sacrifice its rights to the Moloeh of corporate greed. 

Resolved, That we regard the said act as a direct slap at the rural 
districts, and therefore shall hold any Member of the United States 
Congress who supports the same as hostile to our interests and our 
cause. 

Resolved, That we believe that the large cities of our State—St. 
Paul, Minneapolis, and Duluth—in their strenuous efforts in behalf of 
the passage of the said reciprocity act, evince a reckless disregard for 
the rights of the toiling millions upon the broad farming domain of 
this and those other Western States whose wealth of golden grain and 
other produets, pouring in a torrential stresm into their laps, has con- 
tributed in no small degree to their prosperity and greatness; and that 
we view their zeal and yay om | in that bebalf as an exhibition of sheer 
Selfishness and without palliation in rhyme or reason other than that 
of local benefit at the expense of the rural interests. 

Resotved, That we commend the stand taken by our United States 
Senators, Hon. Knute Newson and Hon. M. B. Cuarr, and by our Rep- 
resentatives, the honorable Messrs. STEENERSON, VOLSTEAD, DAVIS, 
LINDBERGH, and ANDERSON in opposition to this most unjust and one- 
sided measure, and we most earnestly urge them to a continuance of 
such sition, to the end that the said proposed bill may either be 
entirely defeated or at least so modified as to yield compensatory bene- 
fits to the ieultural interests of the country, for the protection of 
which they as a class, are sought to be deprived. 

Resolved, That the = of this meeting be instructed to forward 
to cach of our United States Senators and to each Member of Congress 
from this State, as well as to the chairman of the mass meeting held 
at the old capitol building in the city of St. Paul om Tuesday, the 11th 
day of April, A. D. 1911, a copy of these resolutions. 

ELMER C. YETTER. 
W. B. FPorp. 
Grorce BAKER. 


RESOLUTION OF PROTEST. 

We, farmers and business men of Minnesota in mass meeting assem- 
bled, do most earnestly and sincerely protest against the ratification by 
Congress of the pending treaty with Canada fn its Exenent form. 

In oa = we a and publish the following reasons: 

Pirst. t the treaty is unfair, unjust, and discriminating against 
the a Ttural interests of the United States, giving these interests 
practically nothing in return for what it deprives them of, 
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Second. That it will inure to the disadvantage, less, and suffering of 
our producers without any prospect of cheaper manufactured products 
to the consumer. 

Third. That the removal of the duty on wheat will accrue solely to 
the benefit of the miller; that of barley to the brewer; that of flaxseed 
to the linseed mills; and that of live stock, hogs, poultry, and dairy 
products to the packers and middlemen, and, while not benefiting the 
consumer, will mean a great loss to the producers. 

Fourth. It creates an unfair competition, inasmuch as it will compel 
our farmers to compete in our own markets with the cheaply produced 
products of alien eoumpetitors. We contend that our he market 
longs, in the first instance, to our own citizens 

Fifth. This pact, if agreed to, will retard and set back the progress 
toward a higher and better standard of farm life which has bé so 
noticeable during the recent prosperous times; it will tend to bring on 
again that struggle for existence so 


1 
me ve- 


come 





t well remembered by our pioneer 
farmers, a struggle in which many went un ; it will lessen the op- 
portunities for a better education of our farmers’ children, and thus 
encourage them in leavirg the farm. 
DECLARES PACT WILL CAUSE LOSS 
Sixth. It will lessen the purchasing capacity of our American pro 
ducers to the extent of millions of dollars annually by depriving them 


of a legitimate and fair price for their products. All of this will 
resent a corresponding loss to the commercial interests of. our cour 
as the farmer's profit invariably finds Its way into all the chann 
trade. Our commercial and manufacturing interests stand to | 
much in this way as they will gain by the expansion of their busin 
Seventh. Our American farmers, by their thrift, energy, and 


rep 


ry, 


il 


gality, have made this country what it is; they have made it possi 
for the great commercial interests to become wealthy and powerful. 
Without the farmer this would have been impossible. In view of this 


our commercial interests should now stand by the farmer. To do other 
wise lays them open to the charge of commercial greed and selfishness 

Eighth. The term “ reciprocity ” as applied to the Canadian treaty Is 
amisnomer. Reciprocity means an equitable trade or exchange between 
two countries of products which one country produces and the other 
does not, or which it produces only in insufficient quantities. We pro 
duce everything in this country that is produced in Canada 

Ninth. [t constitutes an agreement made secretly and without regard 
to any settled policies of our tariff laws. It means free trade for the 
farmer and protection fer the manufacturer, and as such is discrimina 
tion in its rankest form. 

ASSERTS RIGHT TO HOME MARKET. 

Tenth. That in trading off our home market of over 90,000,000 people, 
a& market that is and has been abundantly supplied by our own pro- 
ducers, 2 market that has been built up by American thrift and fru- 
gality, and which by every fmherent right and heritage belongs to our 
producers, for that of 8,000,000 Canadians, with its donbtful increased 
advantages to commercial and mannfacturing interests, would not only 
be unfair and unjust to our own producers, but foolish and reprehensible. 

Eleventh. This yo treaty, when divested of its sentimental fea 
tures, can and will appeal only to those who are selfishly interested 
and who expect to gaim thereby. As a whole, it will be a damage rather 
than a benefit to our country. In its present form it should not be 
ratified. 

Twelfth. We repudiate the action of President Taft, large manufac 
turing concerns, chambers of commerce, and the management of the 
Great Northern Railway in attempting to force the so-calied reciprocity 
agreeinent through Congress without giving the people at large an op- 
portunity to give it due consideration or to express their opinion We 
regret exceedingly that the city press has failed to give publicity to 
both sides of this most important question. 

BLAMES THE MIDDLEMEN. 

Thirteenth. The proposed pact would not reduce the cost of living. It 
would not benefit the laboring man, the mechanic, or artisan in the 
great cities, as the exorbitant prices paid by them for produce is not 
occasioned by the price received by the farmer, but Is the result of the 
excessive charges made by the railroads and middlemen. The farmer only 
receives 35 per cent of the price paid by th consumer, while the trans 
portation companies and middlemen receive the other 65. 

Fourteenth. We hereby express our thanks to all those newspapers 
of our State who in this controversy have risen above considerations of 
selfishness and have defended the farming interests against this threat 
ening danger, and we mention expressly the Northwestern Agriculturist, 
the Farm, Stock, and Home, and the Farmer, and we also thank all 
members of our legislature and other citizens who have interested tl« 
selves in calling this meeting. 

Fifteenth. We urge on all our citizens who are in favor of fair p 
and equality before the law to make continuous and effective agitation 
against this treaty. 

Sixteenth. That copies of these resolutions be sent to the 
of the United States and te each of our Senators and Repr 
the Congress. 





President 
esentativ« in 


HeNDRUM, MINN., April 11, 1911 
Hon. HALYoR STEENERSON, 
Washington, D. C. 

HONORABLE Sre: I feel moved to address you and thank you for t! 
stand you took last session of Congress in opposition to the Canadian 
reciprocity agreement, and hope you will do all within your power to 
prevent its passage this session. 

In my capacity as an officer of a farmers’ organization covering 
of the Northwestern States and other local cooperati 
have come in contact with many representative farmer 


ve conce 


I was deeply impressed with the spontaneous opposition t! ) 
duction of this Canadian agreement created. This opposition Is nea 
if not entirely, unanimous among the farmers of t N vest 


reasons for this opposition are common and identical 


And I can a 
ou that no mending or changing 


of the reciprocity bill, even to 

ute free trade with Canada, will change the comm convictior 
this measure is being forced upon the farmers as an excuse f 
tions for which they can not justly be held responsible. 

The sentiment is so rapidly gaining force that should tl 
= other bill placing agricultural! preducts the free list | 
only consistent course for the farmers to take is to stand for al! 
free trade with the entire world, and compel, if they can, this 
to resort to direct taxation. 

It is conceded by all parties that the agricultural sections of the 
Central and Northwestern States have been the manufacture tanch 


est supporters in building and supporti: ry of high protection. 
Is this our reward? If so, we have come to the parting of the ways 
We have stood for protection in the past, and have been the lea 
benefited. Now that the time has come when we to a limited degre 
share its benefits, are they to be taken away from us? 


s the poll 
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Production on land already under cultivation can easily be multiplied 
by three if farming is sufficiently profitable to warrant the necessary 
preparation and investment of capital. I believe with others that have 
studied agricultural conditions carefully that the United States will be 


self-supporting for generations to come if farming should prove sufli- | 


ciently profitable to be attractive. 

No vocation, or profession either, attains a high degree of efficiency 
unless its remuneration is commensurate with capital and energy ex- 
pended. Nor are the American farmers an exception to this rule. To 
make farming attractive it must have the means to make it com- 
fortable, and that makes for contentment—in other words, share 
Nation's prosperity. 

Economists and sociologists view with serious apprehension the move- 
ment from the farm to the larger cities. The bill in question, or any 
other legislation adverse to the farmers, can only augment this move- 
ment. There may be a few of us so situated that we need not con- 
tinue In an unprofitable business, but what per cent of the farmers are 
80 situated? 

The only excuse offered in introducing or recommending this Cana- 
dian reciprocity agreement was that it would reduce the cost of living. 
But have the consumers of farm products any assurance that their 
wages will not be correspondingly reduced? If the farmer suffers, will 
it not sooner or later react on the city laborers? 
surely follow when the country boys offer themselves on the 
market in competition with others that sell their labor. 

These are a few points the farmers would like Congress to consider 
carefully before they pass a bill that is unpopular to nearly one-third 
of the country’s voters. 

If we can assist you in any way, you have but to address us. 

Yours, respectfully, 


labor 


Justus C. BERGH. 


Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota. Mr. 
ment or informal treaty between the United States and the 
Dominion of Canada which it is intended to ratify on the part 
of the United States by this bill proposes to change the economic 


and commercial relations of the two countries upon the basis of | 


alleged mutual and reciprocal advantage. Stripped of its senti- 
of whether or not the commissioners have made an intelligent 
bargain. 

Briefly stated, for the purpose of the determination of this 
question, the bill presents a proposed reciprocal free list, which 
includes only the raw products of the farm, such as wheat, 
oats, rye, barley, flax, butter, and cheese, designated as Schedule 


The proposition is not a new one, and fortunately may, at 
least in part, be determined by the light that is furnished by 


existed between the two countries. 
In 1854 the Democratic Party, flushed with victory, as now, 
presented a proposed reciprocal agreement between the two 


trade between the two countries in natural products. This 
treaty was identical with the free list proposed in this agree- 


ment, with the exception that it included flour and breadstuffs; | 
fresh, smoked, and salted meats; hides; stone and marble; ores | 
and metals; lumber of all kinds; rice; gypsum; unmanufactured | 


tobacco; and rags, and in this respect offered to the consumer 
and the farmer some advantages which this treaty does not. 

It will be noted that in the treaty of 1854 not an article the 
value of which had been enhanced by manufacture was in- 
cluded in the agreement. 

The contemporaneous statesmanship of that period is unani- 
mous as to the disastrous effects upon the commerce of the 
United States of the treaty of 1854, and upon its final abroga- 
tion in 1866 the resolution providing for its abrogation was 
supported by such men as John Sherman, of Ohio; Senators 
Morrill, of Maine; Chandler, of Michigan; Doolittle, of Wis- 
consin; Henry Wilson, of Massachusetts; and many others. 
Manufacturing New England was among the first to demand 
the abrogation of the treaty. 

The resolution to abrogate the treaty passed in the Senate by 
a vote of 38 to 0. In the debate upon the resolution to abrogate 
the treaty Senator Foote, of Vermont, said: 

I believe it to be very generally conceded that while this reciprocity 
treaty, so denominated, has proved highly beneficial to the interests of 
the people of the British Provinces, and has contributed very largely to 
their interest and prosperity, it has at the same time proved injurious 
and prejudicial to the interest and prosperity of the people of the 
American States. The very title of the treaty itself is a misnomer. 
There is nothing reciprocal about it; there is nothing reciprocal in its 
operation; it produces no reciprocity of benefits between the two Gov- 
ernments. It is beneficial to one only of the contracting parties and 
injures the other, Such are the practical results of the opinion of the 
American people, who now, after an experience of its effects for 10 
years, demand as with one voice the abrogation of a contract which they 
regard as partial, unjust, inequitable, and one-sided, as soon as it can be 
done through the forms prescribed in the treaty itself. 


I propose now to consider some of the effects of the treaty of 
1854 upon our commerce. In the four years immediately pre- 
ceding the going into effect of the treaty our importations from 
Canada, free of duty, amounted to $4,107,392. Those paying 
duty amounted to $15,002,034, or nearly four times greater. In 
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the four years immediately succeeding the commencement of 
the treaty our imports from Canada, free of duty, increased 

$59,419,926, while those subject to duty decreased to $2,150,239: 
or 1 in 28, a total importation of $61,570,320, as agai: 

$19,110,026 in the four years preceding the treaty. On the other 
hand, our exports to Canada dwindled from $20,771,691 in 15> 
to $15,243,834 in 1866, and in the same period Canada’s expor 

to us increased from $12,000,000 to $46,000,000, of whic! 
$25,000,000 was farm products. In this connection Senati, 
Collomer, speaking in favor of the abrogation of the treaty, said - 

The amount received by them (Canada) under the treaty free of d 
since it went into operation, was $73,000,000, and the amount recei, 
by us from them $115,000,000— 

A balance of trade in favor of Canada of $41,000,000— 
and yet we had at that time 30,000,000 people to produce, while ¢ 
ada had but 3,000,000. 

When the treaty began, upon all exports and imports between 
the two countries, we had a balance of trade of $8,000. 
which, at the expiration of the treaty, had turned into a bala 
of $30,000,000 against us. 

Immediately upon the abrogation of the treaty of 184 


| Statesmen of Canada began again to knock at our doors for | 
| admission of her farm products, beseeching us for a resumption 


of reciprocal relations in the products ef the farm, but its dis- 
astrous effects were still fresh in our memory, and up to t 
present time we have steadfastly refused to be drawn into any 
proposition looking to the free admission of the natural products 
of the Dominion. 

President Grant, in his first administration, declined to « 


. L _ | sider such a proposition, giving as his reason that the ady 
mental considerations, it presents a purely business proposition | 


tages of such a treaty would be wholly in favor of the Brit 
producers, excepting in the case of a few engaged in transport 
In his second administration he offered to make a new 
treaty which should include the free admission into Canada 
of a large number of manufactured products, but the Dominion 
officials, adhering then as now to the policy of protection of 


7 : ‘ | her manufacturing industries, refused to make a treaty upon 
A, and a proposed reciprocal dutiable list which contains cer- | 


tain specified articles of manufacture, designated as Schedule B. | 


that basis. 
Again, in the administration of President Harrison, the matter 


| of a reciprocal arrangement contemplating the free admiss 

, the iS It L | of natural products was considered, and, in a message to the Co: 
the experience of the past, and it is worth while in this con- | 
nection to consider the trade relations which have heretofore | 


gress, President Harrison denounced the proposition in the 
following language: 


A reciprocity treaty limited to the exchange of natural prod 
would have been such only in form. The benefits of such a tr 
Previous experiment 


to be reciprocal in fact and of mutual advantage must necessa! 
have embraced an important list of manufactured articles and ! 
secured to the United States a free or favored introduction of th 
articles into Canada and against the world. 

In another message to Congress referring to reciprocity be 
tween the two countries, he said: 

The conference developed the fact that the Canadian Government 


| was only prepared to offer to the United States in exchange for | 


concessions asked the admission of natural products. This admiss 
which was foreseen, necessarily terminated the conference upon t! 
question. The benefits of an exchange of natural products would 
almost wholly with the people of Canada. 

The Republican platform of 1904 provided: 


We have extended widely our foreign markets, and we believe in 
the adoption of all practicable methods for their future extensio! 
including commercial reciprocity wherever reciprocal arrangements ©: 
be effected consistent with the principles of protection and without! 
injury to American agriculture, American labor, or any American 
industry. 

It will be noted from the excerpts which I have read tha! 
the policy of the American statesmanship of the past has been 
to decline the overtures of the Canadian Government looking tv 
reciprocity in natural products, in view of the disastrous resu!ts 
to our commerce and the experiences of the treaty of 1854, un 
less our concessions in the opening of the American marke! 
to the natural products of Canada were met with a reciproca! 
concession on the part of Canada providing for the free or 
favored admission of our manufactured products into the 
Dominion. And that, so far as the Republican Party is con 
cerned, it has never contemplated reciprocity with Canada unless 
it could be effectuated without injury to any American industry, 
including agriculture. 

The present treaty attempts to anticipate the objection that 
no reciprocal advantages are offered to our manufacturing in- 
dustries, by injecting into this agreement what is denominated 
a reciprocal dutiable list and described as Schedule B. An 
examination of this schedule, however, discloses the fact that 
the shadow has been substituted for the substance. It discloses 
further that no attempt was made to so arrange these schedules 
of the treaty that it would permit the entry into Canada upon 
equal terms of any of the manufactured products of this country 
which compete with the industry of the Dominion or with im- 
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portations from Great Britain. On the contrary, Schedule B 
is a compromise between the duty upon specified articles pro- 
vided by the Payne-Aldrich bill and the duties provided by the 
veneral tariff laws of Canada. 
' But in no case is the reduction in duty sufficient to war- 
rant the assumption that any substantial benefit or increased 
trade will inure to the American manufacturer. The unques- 
tioned statements of the Canadian statesmen upon this proposi- 
tion are convincing. 

As late as 1908 Sir John Chariton, in an address to the Cana- 
dian Parliament, said: 


Something must be done to change the trade conditions that exist 
between the United States and Canada. Free trade in natural products 
would afford a reasonable adjustment. Nothing short of this will do, 
and this condition of free trade of natural products must be granted by 
the United States without a solitary concession from Canada further 
than she has already made. We can not afford any more. 


How close the pending agreement approximates the Canadian 
ideal I shall make plain later on in an analysis of the trade 
relations between the two countries. 

In addressing the Canadian House of Commons on March 7 
of this year, speaking on the reciprocity agreement, Sir Wilfrid 
Laurier said: 

We (Canada) are above all an agricultural peopl 
is the growth of these products of the Temperate 
stated a moment ago that the agreement we made is simply to cet better 
prices for the products of the Canadian farn * * * Years ago we 
had a cattle trade with Great Britain. We have some yet, but it is not 


Our chicf 


wealth 
Zone a ° s s I 





as large as it ought to be, because everybody knows that it has been | 


constantly retarded by the embargo put upon it some 20 years ago or so, 
and, therefore, if we are not able to sell all the cattle we can raise in 
Great Britain there is a ready market in the United States. * * 


were far more concerned about obtaining reciprocity in manufactured 


products than in natural products, but our negotiators would not con- 
sent to any reciprocity in manufactured products, but insisted on 
limiting the agreement simply to such manufactured products agri- 
cultural implements. 

To my mind this indicates beyond any question that however 
the treaty may be regarded on this side of the line, on the 
Canadian side of the line it is regarded as relating only to 
natural products and as making no concession whatever to our 
manufacturing interests. To what extent a free exchange of 
natural products is reciprocal in its advantages to the United 
States can be gathered from the tables submitted in connection 
with the message of the President of the United States, Janu- 
ary 21, 1911, in transmitting the treaty to Congress, from which 
I take the figures which follow: 

During the fiscal year 1910 the American tariff upon wheat 


as 


was 25 cents a bushel. Canada’s tariff upon wheat was 123 
cents a bushel. In spite of the fact that our tariff as against 
the Canadian wheat was twice that of the Canadian duty 


upon American wheat, Canada imported from us only 55,139 | 


o* 


bushels in 1910, while we imported from Canada 17,191 
bushels, which does not take into consideration the 12,000,000 
bushels which were brought into the United States and turned 
into flour and then shipped back inte Canada under the draw- 
back and bond provision of the Payne-Aldrich law, without 
the payment of any duty, and which, of course, under this 
treaty would come into competition with the wheat produced 
in this country. 

The tariff upon butter in the United States was 6 cents per 
pound. The Canadian tariff was 4 cents per pound. Notwith- 
standing the fact that the Canadian tariff was 2 cents less than 
ours, we exported to Canada but 61,081 pounds, while Canada 
exported to the United States, paying a tariff of 6 cents per 
pound, 980,036 pounds. 

Our tariff on cheese was 6 cents per pound. 


~~. 


was 3 cents per pound. We exported to Canada 215,681 pounds, 
Canada exported to us 163,355 pounds. This, however, tells 


but a small portion of the story. In the same year Canada ex- 
ported to Great Britain 164,090,903 pounds of cheese and 
5,353,770 pounds of butter. What will be the result when this 


butter and cheese is diverted to the nearer market of the United | 


— as it will be when these articles are placed on the free 
ist? 


Taking the figures submitted by the President in connection | 


with his message transmitting the treaty to Congress, the arti- 
cles which are now dutiable but which will be free when ex- 
ported into Canada from the United States under Schedule A 
amount to $21,957,605, while the articles now dutiable and 
which it is proposed to make free under the agreement coming 
from Canada amount to $39,811,560, a balance of trade in Can- 
ada’s favor of $17,653,955. ‘This, of course, is applying the terms 
of the treaty to the trade between the two countries as if it 


had been in force during the year 1910. When you add to this | 


balance of trade the tremendous amount of natural products of 
Canada’s $00,000,000 acres of farm land which will seek the 
nearer American market under free trade, it becomes at once 


CONGRESSIONAL R 





ol 
It is not a great effort of imagination to suppose that the Americans | 


Canada’s tariff | 


ECORD—HOUSE. A495 


apparent that the balance of trade in Canada’s favor under 
the free-trade provisions of Schedule A must reach tremendous 
proportions and will constantly increase. 

Having disposed of the advantage which will iziure to Canada 
to de- 
| the 
} 


by the adoption of this agreement, it b 
termine what reciprocal advantage, 
benefit of the United States. 

The determination of this question involves an inquiry into 
the effect of the treaty upon our manufacturers, our 
and our farmers. It will be remembered from what I 
heretofore that Canada’s position in the pa 
cline to consider any proposition looki 
Canada of our manufactured products. | 
to show that 
pending agreement. 


mes necessary 


if any. will inure to 


ynsumers, 
have said 
to 


ission 


st has been 
the adn 
think I s! 


that 


de 
to into 
all 


1 icy in 


be uble 


she has adhered strictly to the 


Immediately upon the abrogation of the treaty of 18D4, and 
| beginning with 1866, our exports to Canada greatly inere d 
| In that year our exports amounted to $28,794,000; in 1903 they 
had increased to $137,600,000; in 1910 they reached the ¢ 
mous total of $239,000,000. Of the latter amount, nearly $100 
000,000 consisted of manufactured products. Our exports 
Canada are 56 per cent of her total imports from all count s, 
|Our balance of trade against Canada in 1910 amounted to 
| $141,000,000, proving conclusively, to my mind, that Canada is 
| now buying in our market nearly 60 per cent of all that she 
| buys from all foreign countries, including Great Britain, and 
that she prefers to buy of us. There is no reason to assume 


| that she will buy more under the proposed arrangement: but 
if this treaty had been in force at the beginning of al 
year 1910, out of the $133,000,000 worth of goods to 


the fise 
sul 


ric 





duty which we shipped into Canada in 1910 only $25,000,000 
worth would have received the benefit of reduced duties pro 
vided in the law, and these would have received the benefits of 
an average reduction of duty of only 17 per cent. While our 
manufacturers of carpets, clothing, collars and cuffs, cotton 
print, sheets, telephone and telegraph instruments and fixtures, 
firearms, furniture, window glass, gloves, knit goods, leather 
goods, leather beltings, sewing machines, boots and shoes ilk 


blankets, flannels, 


othing, granite, marble 


typewriters, ribbons, velvets, w 
cloths used in the production of men's « 


goods, olen 


Slag, mill machinery, scales, organs, pianos, harness, harness 
hardware, and a hundred and one of our great lines of produ 
tion in the United States would still have been obliged, and w 


still be obliged, should this treaty become operative, to pay thi 





duties which they have heretofore had to pay when the conod 
were exported to Canada. They not only get no reduction of 
duty upon their products, but must compete with the prod 

| of Great Britain imported into Canada under a preferent 

tariff of 334 per cent. How much the markets of Canada 
be opened by this agreement to the manufactured produ f 
| the United States may be imagined when we p to conside 


that upon the few articles mentioned in the so-called reciproca 
dutiable list in the agreement the average reduction of 
made by Canada on products of American 1 
per cent, while the average reduction 
States upon the manufactures of Canada is 59 per 

How small a concession has been made to the manufact 


ifacture is 17 
the United 


+ 
cent. 


un 


made by 


of the United States may be gleaned from the fact that whi 
total trade between the two countries amounted to $326, | 
in 1910, the amount of that trade which would ! 


affected by the reduction in this bill amounts to $35,591,902, « 
in fact slightly in excess of 10 per cent of the total trade | 


| tween the two countries. This so-called « n, il f 
me, hardly justifies us in subjecting our farmers to the « 
tition not only to the constantly increasing production « 
Canada’s 800,000,000 acres, but as well to the competiti 
the $100,000,000 in value of the surpli farm produ ol 
| Canada which now seek the markets of England, but whicl 
| under free trade with the United States must inevitably turr 
| to the free-trade market in this country. 
| We come now to the consideration of the effect « f the 
|} upon the consumer of this country. Presid Taft 
message disposes of that feature of the case in the fo 
| language : 
I do not wish to hold out the prospect that the ted 
| change of food products will greatly and at « t ( 
the people of this country. 
Mr. Taft might have gone further than that. Ik 
have stated the truth had he said that with the except 
one or two articles, such as butter and « 
in their natural state, there is not tl ! 
found in the treaty for the belief th 
| any benefit whatever from its prov ! ! 


that as far as the consumer is « I te of 
| the inequalities and injustices of the I ( 
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While the agreement does remove the duty on wheat it re- 


tains a duty upon flour. While it removes the duty upon cattle, 
hogs, and sheep it still retains a duty of 1} cents per pound upon 
fresh and salted meats, bacon, and ham, and it may be confi- 
dently asserted that while the duties upon these manufactured 
food products have been slightly reduced, taking into consider- 
ation the fact that the raw products out of which they are 
manufactured are upon the free list, the duties imposed by this 
bil! are actually higher, fronr the standpoint of the consumer, 
than were the duties of the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill, and pro- 
vide a greater rate of protection to the manufacturers. 

It must be remembered that duties upon manufactured prod- 
ucts are of two kinds—a compensatory duty which is intended 
to compensate the manufacturer for the duty which he is 
obliged to pay for the raw products contained in the manu- 
facture when they are imported from a foreign country and 
a protective duty upon the manufactured articles themselves. 
The latter is called the differential duty. 

Under the Payne-Aldrich law the duty upon wheat was 25 
cents per bushel. It takes 44 bushels of wheat to make 1 barrel 
of flour. So that in order to compensate the miller for the 
duty upon the wheat in the flour it is necessary to impose a 
tariff upon the barrel of flour of four and one-half times 25 
cents, or $1.12. So far the miller has had no protection what- 
ever to cover the difference, if any, of the cost of making the 
flour. The actual tariff imposed by the Payne bill upon the 
barrel of flour was 25 per cent ad valorem. The average price 
of the flour imported from Canada to the United States in 1910 
was $5 per barrel, making a specific tariff upon a barrel of 
flour of $1.25. Taking from this $1.25 of actual duty imposed 
the $1.12 which represents the compensatory duty on the wheat 
in the flour leaves an actual protection to the miller of 13 cents 
per barrel. 

Now, then, under the proposed reciprocity agreement wheat is 
on the free list, so that it is unnecessary to compensate the 
miller for any duty upon wheat, and it becomes at once appar- 
ent that the 50 cents per barrel imposed upon flour by the 
agréement is a purely protective duty and is nearly four times 
as great as the protection afforded the miller under the Payne 
law. Indeed, the tariff of 50 cents a barrel is more than twice 
the total cost of manufacturing a barrel of flour in this 
country. 

This situation is not confined to flour. The same demon- 
stration could be made in the case of meats, bacon, and ham, 
and all other manufactured products considered in the agree- 
ment, which are manufactured in whole or in part from the 
products of agriculture. It is a fitting monument to the sagacity 
of the Canadian commissioners that in this agreement they have 
so arranged the duties that they (Canadians) can ship the cat- 
tle, hogs, and sheep raised upon the cheap and fertile lands of 
that empire of the Northwest into the United States without the 
payment of any duty whatever, but that when our packers and 
our millers have manufactured them into beef, hams, bacon, and 
mutton, they can not sell these manufactured products in Can- 
ada except upon paying a duty of 14 cents a pound, but in 
Selling to the American consumer they still get the benefit of the 
duty as against any competition from Canada. 

There is no great amount of comfort for the consumer in the 
placing of the products of agriculture upon the free list, as it 
has been ages since the human race has been accustomed to eat 
the raw product of the farm in its natural state. And it is 
worth notice that the same duty which prevents the American 
miller and the American packer from shipping his product into 
Canada prevents the American consumer from getting one cent 
of reduction in the price of these products. 

I come now to the consideration of the effect of the agreement 
upon the agricultural sections of this country. I do not con- 
sider it last because I consider it less important than the 
others, for I consider it the most important feature of the entire 
proposition. 

I remember when as a boy I heard the great Republicans of 
State and Nation telling the farmers of the benefits they had 
derived and would derive from the policy of protection upon 
farm products. You have been telling them this for 40 years. 
Now you propose to tell them that they never needed any pro- 
tection and do not need it now. You expect them to believe 
you, because, forsooth, you have been lying to them for 40 
years. Whatever others may do in this situation, I do not pro- 
pose to be a party to the deception. I am convinced that the 
farmer has derived a benefit from protection upon his product 
in the past, and I am unwilling that these products should be 
placed upon the free list now without any reciprocal or com- 
pensatory advantages whatever. I am opposed to placing the 
farmers’ products upon the free list without any investigation 





of the effect of placing them there and without any demons 
tion of the propriety and justice of doing so. 

I have always had a great deal of confidence in that sa 
of the great emancipator, so often and so unctiously dis); 
in the Republican campaign textbooks of the past: 

I do not know much about the tariff, but I do know that wh 
buy our goods in foreign countries we get the goods and the fo 
gets the money, but when we buy our goods in this country w: 
both the goods and the money. 

And I apply that doctrine alike to the farmer and the pn 
facturer to the country merchant and the jobber. In fact. 
experience, not only of this country, but of all countries of | 
established prosperity—such countries as France and ( 
many—demonstrates beyond the power of any present co) 
eration to abrogate it the proposition that protection ty 
effectual must commence with protection to the farmer. 

The last platform of the Republican Party provided: 

The aim and purpose of the Republican policy being not only to 
serve, without excessive duties, the security against foreign com): 
to which American manufacturers, farmers, and producers are . 
tled, but also to maintain the high standard of living of the way. 
workers of this country— 
demonstrating conclusively that up to 1908 we had not al) 
doned the theory of protecting the products of the farm. Thy 
protection to be effectual must so limit the supply and corsoe- 
quently affect the price that the farmer shall be able to maiy- 
tain a balance of trade in his favor against the world. In other 
words, it must so regulate the competition of foreign countries 
that the farmer shall be able to sell his product at such a price 
and buy what he uses in his business at such a price that he 
will always have a balance with which he can improve his f;;")) 
educate himself and his family, preserve the fertility of his s 
and improve his methods of cultivation. This is the basis of 
the prosperity of not only the farmer, but the Nation. You | 
dig deep in the well of memory, you may go back far in | 
pages of the history of the world, and you will find that | 
prosperity of nations has been in a large measure the result of 
the prosperity of the farmer. 

You propose to maintain this prosperity by compelling | 
farmer to sell his product in a free-trade market in competi 
tion with one of the greatest agricultural sections in the world 
and to buy his goods in a highly protected market. 

Now, it is claimed by the gentleman from Indiana [\r 
CRUMPACKER] that the benefits which the farmer receives from 
protection is an indirect benefit, arising from the larger e 
ployment and higher wages of the laborer and the larger |) 
duction of the factory under protection, but I do not unc 
stand the philosophy that concludes that the farmer's dir 
protection should be reduced because he has an indirect pro 
tection. 

The very process which removes the direct protection « 
creases the indirect benefit by decreasing the purchasing power 
of the farmers, and consequently reducing the production ani 
wages of the employees of the factory. 

It might be pertinent to inquire in this connection wher 
it is that the prosperity expert gets his facts. Does he go 
the factory and inquire what men are employed, and at w! 
wages? No. He goes out to the farm and learns that t 
crops are well put in, that the weather conditions are go! 
that there is no prospect of drought, that the chinch bugs have 
not devastated the crop, and he comes back and makes | 
report, and the factory owner increases his product, raises the 
wages of his men 5 per cent, and adds 20 per cent to the price 
of his goods, because he knows that this year the farmer v 
have the money to buy a new pair of felt boots, a new ov 
coat, build a new hog house, and buy his wife a new spring 
bonnet. 

He goes out again next year and he finds that in one section 
there has been too much rain and that the black rust has © 
tacked the crops, that the grasshopper has devastated tli 
fields, and the prospects are for a lean year in agriculture. He 
comes back and makes his report. The factory owner © 
tails his production, shortens the hours of his men, because |) 
knows that this year the farmer will have no felt boots, wi 
use his last year’s overcoat, that he will make last year’s lv 
house do still another year, and that the farmer’s wife wi 
wear last year’s styles. 

Canada is preeminently a country of protection. 

Under that policy 184 factories with a combined American 
capital of $233,000,000 have been established. The logic of the 
situation does not lead me to conclude that she is now reli! 
quishing any part of the policy which has enabled her to brin< 
about a situation which must be so gratifying to her. She is 


not relinquishing under this agreement one iota of protection 
which she has afforded to her manufacturers in the past. 


We 








1911. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—IIOUSE. 





must not forget that the protection afforded by this agree- 
went is ample to protect her industries. 

Canada to-day is adopting the identical policy which we adopted 
50 years ago, and which we now propose to abandon; a policy 
under which we attracted to our new and fertile lands the farm- 
ers and tradesmen of England, France, Germany, Norway, and 
Sweden; a policy under which we built up our agriculture and 
at the same time provided the industries which should make a 
home market for the farmers’ products. During the same period 
we sold our surplus food products in the markets of free-trade 
England. To-day under that free-trade policy agricultural land 
within 10 miles of the world’s market, London, is selling for 
$125 per acre. 

Under this agreement Canada is providing herself with a 
free-trade market in the United States for her surplus farin 
products. At the same time she is protecting the home market 
made by her manufacturing industries by an amply high tariff 
against the competition of the United States. 

She will attract to her new and fertile lands the farmers and 
tradesmen of the States and provide for them both a home 
market in Canada and a free market in the United States under 
this agreement. 
ture of New England stood still. She was feeling the competi- 
tion of the cheaper lands in the Mississippi Valley. 
agreement the agriculture of the United States will stand still. 

I want briefly now to consider the effect of Canadian competi- 
tion in farm products upon the price to the farmer. 

It is claimed that the incoming tide of foreign farm products 
will not affect the prices to the farmer by reason of the fact that 
in foodstuffs and farm products we are an exporting Nation. 
requires no figures to demonstrate the fallacy of that conclusion 
to any man who is familiar with the facts. However, there is 


For 30 years, from 1860 to 1890, the agricul- | 


Under this | 


It | 


abundant evidence, including the report of the Tariff Board re- | 


cently submitted in response to a resolution of the Senate 
(S. Doe. No. 849), that the price of land in Canada is much 


lower than the price of land in agricultural sections of this 


country; that the price of farm labor is from 17 to 25 per cent | 


lower in Canada than in the United States; and, taking wheat 
as an example, that the price of wheat in Winnipeg, as com- 
pared with Minneapolis, both of which have the same freight 
rate to Liverpool, is from 11 to 15 cents lower in Winnipeg than 
in Minneapolis. A proportional difference in the prices of farm 
products to the producer in Canada and the United States is 
found practically in all farm products. 

It seems to me inevitable that under these conditions, includ- 
ing the difference in the price of land, of labor, and of greater 
production—the average production of spring wheat in this 


country being 11.7 bushels and in Canada 15.33 bushels, and | 


winter wheat in this country 15.8 bushels and in Canada 23.49 
bushels (report of Tariff Board, p. 94)—these prices must neces- 
sarily seek a common level. But assuming that the price of 
wheat in this country should be decreased only 1 cent a bushel 
the loss of purchasing power of the American farmer will aggre- 
gate nearly $7,000,000 annually, and if the price in Canada 
should be increased 1 cent a bushel, which is by no means 
necessarily true, there would be an increase in the purchasing 
power of the Canadian of a little over a million and a half dol- 
lars. This situation will be found all through the entire schedul 


of agricultural products, and it should illustrate the absurdity | 
of trading the purchasing power of 90,000,000 people for the 


purchasing power of 9,000,000 people. 

Men will tell you that the competition of Canada will not 
affect the price. I shall not recite any figures of exports to set 
aside this conclusion, though a careful examination of our 
exports in farm products leads me to the contrary conclusion, 
for the experience of every man will tell him that if he has all 
of a product that will be consumed within the limits of his own 


market and considerably more, for that matter, which can be | 


exported to other markets, and some competitor should flood his 


market with a large quantity of the same product, that the | 


inevitable result must be a depression in the price. 

No man can tell, or has attempted to tell, how much Canadian 
produce will break our markets. 
this proposition are as immutable as the laws of nature. 
Gregory King, the noted political economist and mathematician, 


lays down the following rule: In a commodity a surplus of one- | 


tenth lowers the price below the common rate three-tenths; 
two-tenths lowers the price below the common rate eight-tenths; 
three-tenths lowers the price below the common rate sixteen- 
tepths; four-tenths lowers the price below the common rate 
twenty-eight tenths; five-tenths lowers the price below the com- 
mon rate forty-five tenths. It would be difficult to overestimate 
the importance of the application of this principle to our pro- 
posed opening of our markets to the products of Canada. 
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But the laws which govern | 


it in competition with the product of the American 
the American market upon an equal basis. 

In concluding these remarks let me say that from the consid 
eration which I have laid down I can not come to any other 
conclusion than that the advantages of this agreement inure 

| wholly to the benefit of Canada; that the progress of the 
dustries of this country will be very greatly retarded; that t 
prosperity and independence of our farmers will be decreased ; 
that there is an entire and absolute lack of any reciprocal ad 
vantage to any of our people or our industries in the agreem«e 

I would be glad, indeed, if we might obtain a wider n 
either for the production of our farms or our factories. I tl 
I should be willing even to concede a part of our market if 
were offered any share in the Canadian market. 

sut I can come to no other conclusion than that the pros 
perity and independence of the American farmer mit 
high a price to pay for the concessions which C la offers in 
the pending agreement, 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield two minutes to th entl 1 from 
North Dakota [Mr. HeLcesen]. 

Mr. HELGESEN. Mr. Chairman, coming as I do from e of 
the greatest agricultural States in this country, a State that 
to the present time has been almost wholly dependent upon agr 
culture for its success and its prosperity, it is but natural that | 
should be highly interested in the speeches that have been 1 
on both sides of this great question. 1 have been particu 
interested in the speeches that have been made by the get Mi 
who favor this proposition; and were it not because the conse 
quences will be so serious, I should be highly amused, | 
from those speeches we are led to believe that the farmers of 
this country are a lot of ignoramuses, who do not know either 
what they want, or what is for their own good, or what 
for their own welfare. 

Now, my friends, I want to say to you that the farmers of 
| to-day are not what they were 50 years ago. At that time 
there were comparatively few educated farmers, few men wl 
read the daily press, few men who studied the agricultm 
journals that are now spread abroad over this count: 
then it- was easy to fool the farmer; but, 1 fr Is, to-day 
you can go out over the broad prairies of the Ws i 
will find a different class of people; men who | be ed 
cated in the high schools, academies, and univers 3 of 
country, and tens of thousands of whom have been edu 
the agricultural colleges that are standing to-day as a ye t 
monument to the wisdom and patriotism of the R ! 
Party. You can not fool those men as you did before 
know that this bill that is now before the Ilouse w 
passes, give them the worst end of the barga I 
locality that is only 20 miles from the Canadia e, and I d 
not have to go to statistics; I do not have to go to U daily 





Many men on this floor have deplored the tendency of cen- 
tralization of population in the large cities, the movement from 
the farm to the large city; not one of them but would decrease 
that tendency if it were possible. To my mind there are two 
ways by which it can be done. One is by increasing the pros 
perity of the farmer, enabling him to surround himself in so far 
aS it is possible with the conveniences of the city; the other is 
to make him so poor that he can not move away. The 
manship that advocates this bill prefer the 
method. 

In my own district, one of the oldest and most t 
of the agricultural sections of the great agricultural 
Minnesota, the agricultural population in the last 10 years has 
decreased nearly 15 per cent as a result of the exodus which 
has taken place in that time to the cheaper and consequently 
more profitable lands of North and South Dakota and Montana, 
where profits may be secured with less labor and with lk 


stutes- 
seems to latter 
hickly settled 


State of 


‘SS Ca] 
tal. This exodus will not be discontinued. On the contrary, it 
will be accelerated, but it will be diverted from the lands of 


the United States to the virgin prairie of Manitoba and 3: 
katchewan, and, to my mind, the greatest asset which Canada will 
secure by this agreement will be the American farmer. My 
State is spending thousands of dollars annually to repopulate 
her abandoned farms—thousands of dollars to make fertile he 
farms—for she realizes that every farmer that settles upon one 
of her farms brings an added wealth and added buying capacity 
of $1,000 annually. 

I have been unable to secure definite figures showing to what 
extent immigration from this country to Canada has taken 
place in the past, but I think it may be confidently asserted 
that 400,000 Americans have gone to Canada in the last five 
years. This immigration can not but be accelerated under the 
provisions of this agreement which enable the Canadian farmer 
to raise his product upon the cheap lands of Canada and 


! 
i 
lurmer, in 
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press. I know what the farmer is getting on both sides of the 
line for farm products. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

i know, and any man who has had any experience in the 
matter knows, that for several years the farmers on this side 
of the line have been getting an average of from 8 to 12 cents 
per bushel more for wheat and in the neighborhood of 30 cents 
per bushel more for barley and about 2 
for flax than the farmers on the Canadian side. In all the 
speeches that have been made on the floor of this House no 
man has attempted to deny this fact, and what has troubled 
them has been to find a plausible reason for the existence of such 
a difference im the price of the products of the farm in primary 
markets that are only from 1 to 10 miles apart, outside of the 
duty that is levied on foreign farm products. This does not 
trouble the people in our State, for they all know that it 
caused by the duty, and the duty alone. 

In order to show you the i-iative value of the three prin- 
cipal crops that are raised in both countries—wheat, barley, 
and flax—I have here a table showing the prices paid on the 
various dates mentioned in the table. 
inserted in the Recorp, but I will call your attention now to 
the fact that for the week ending December 31, 1910, wheat 
was sold on this side of the line for from 10 to 11 cents more 
than it was on the other side in towns that were only from 2 to 
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25 cents per bushel more | 


| already been said about the cheaper Canadian lands 


I will have this table | 
| not yet been called that I wish to refer to for a moment. 
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sumer, but will not reduce the price to the farmer. I am «+ 
ished that men as intelligent as those who are occupying 
on the floor of this House should make such an absurd 
ment or think for one moment that this will be beliey. 
even the most ignorant farmers in the country. “It wi 
hurt the farmer” is a statement that has been made repe: 
the last few days by those who favor this measure. If | 
true, how do you account for the fact that every far ’ 
organization from Maine to California whose members pi e 
the preducts that are put upon the free list by this so ed 
pact are bitterly opposed to the measure and are ear 
pleading for its defeat? You say there is no reason why 
should be a duty on farm preducts between conntries \ 
people are operating on an equal basis in every respect. | « 
that they are operating on an equal basis. A great de 
ale 
smaller investment per acre that this necessitates over 
and about the virgin soil and the greater yield that it prod 
and I will not now burden you with a repetition of these 
ments, but there is another matter to which your attention has 


s 


| ada has three kinds of tariff rates—general tariff, interine:jiate 


10 miles apart. On January 10, 1911, the difference in the price | 


was 15 cents in favor of the North Dakota farmer. 
9, 10, and 11, 1911, 
of our farmers was from 24 to 29 cents. On the same dates, 
January 9, 10, and 11, 1911, the difference in the price ef flax 
averaged fully as much as the amount of the duty—25 cents per 
bushel. As a concrete example, take Portal and North Portal 
which are really one town, in which the boundary line betweea 
North Dakota and Saskatchewan forms one of the principal 
streets. 
in the 


On January 


the difference in the price of barley in favor | 


j 


Here you will find that there was the same difference | 
price of wheat, barley, or flax on the two sides of the | 


street that there was in all the other towns mentioned in the | 


table. Is there any man on either side of this House who is 
foolish enough toe believe that the American miller would pay 


from 10 to 15 cents per bushel more for wheat, about 30 cents per | 


bushel more for barley, and about 25 cents per bushel more for 
flax on the south side of a certain street in Portal than they 
could buy it for on the other side of the same street if the duty 
was removed? ‘This idea is so absurd that it needs no argu- 
ment before an audience as intelligent as this, 








Wuear. 
Prices paid for week ending Dec. 81, 1910. 

UNITED STATES. | CANADA. 

Cents. | Cents. 
ID oicinceenite eemecnlltnninnteonis EEE 79-81 
A a ace ee 91 Ok OT 81 
I ai iiss niin entteehdit hha 90 SE 77 
I a icteeitiocalibiniimanshiinde 89-91 eS 78-79 
I i scnstccanathcnintgienstitgililicenatiagic a senna 76 
RE AES oO i Cartwreeet....._.__ ae 
ROOD dipitinesontetsshetintnnsene oe, } eee... 80 
i Te i a a 78 
IE A vcicitsiciniiaiiemiiididitewiae re 75 
IIIT biti ns nti aleeeniieiia tte ies RS ns 74 
Pit cincctentlclbaceliesattctecsa tail of 77 

Prices paid Jan. 10, 1911 
UNITED STATES. } CANADA. 
Cents. Cents. 
I nk a a cea = ee 82 
SID ns pcescipnislinhitichcnncienbiictadictiilensadd DE 81 
IONE. calsltiniilsictctisinaithaitshiDislinnastianien a 8&2 
Baniey. 
Prices paid Jan. 9, 10, and 11, 1911. 
UNITED STATES. { CANADA. 
“ents. Cents. 
IG sis ecincintip tate a 42 
TIN cinincneshiniieattitiigesiuaticn I i a ne 87 38 38 
NII x. diesithinctieiiinigsesitliins code TE "I 38 38 38 
| RE TS. 8 64 64 64 IE 36 36 36 
Ea 67 65 66 Boissevain.__._._______ 40 40 40 
Ea a ctincttihinintiterl ee ee Fe 40 40 
Portai___............. $3 GB GB ji Nerth Portel.......... 35 85 35 
Difference, 24 to 29 cents. 
Fax. 
Prices paid Jan, 9, 1, and 11, 1911. 

UNITED STATES. | CANADA. 
Pembina_-_-~-~~ 2.323 ...... —..... | Hmerson —___- $1.93 $1.93 $1.93 
Neche —_..._- 2.32 $2.26 $2.26 | Gretna ...___ 2.06 2.06 2.06 
Walhalla_____ 2.85 2.25 2.32) Haskett..... 2.03 2.03 2.08 
Hannah ~.... 2.42 2.42 2.42) Crystal City. 2.10 2.10 2.07 
Saries___..... 2.34 2.31 2.31) Cartwright... 2.00 2.00 2.00 
Hansboro.... 2.31 2.24 2.31) Boissevain.._. 2.14 2.12 2.17 
oO 2.33 2.33 2.33! North Portal. 1.89 1.89 1.89 


The burden of all the eloquent speeches that have been made 
in favor of this measure has been to prove that if this bill be- 
comes a taw it will cheapen the products of the farm to the con- 


— 


tariff, and British preferential tariff. As the greater part of the 
manufactured good imported into Canada comes from Great [‘rit 
ain, and as the goods imported from other countries must |) 

low in price as those coming from Great Britain, else they w) 
not be purchased, it is only fair to take the rates of duty o 
British goods as the standard of comparison with our ‘:riff 


rates. I will therefore insert in the Rercoorp a table show’! ° 
the duties paid by the Canadian farmers on the things that he 


| uses in his everyday life and the duties paid by the America 


farmer on the same articles: 














Canadian tariff. \ ~—s 
RNR i. .icccvcasecastessseoed 15 percent........ | 60 per cent 
Lc iinhcchincianittdinventissntiniandaae i ” “Se eeeerenege 45 per cent. 
TRIED... « icnntinvinarebinassenmiaaaeea” 15 per cent........) 45 per cent 
| Wire: | | 
ti RIE. dao ciniddn's cndscpeennntheee Weitibingeake ced | 
UCD OO ic occ doc ctcnsvcccésnnabeieees | 10 Percent. ....... 175 cents per 10 
pound 
TE <:dintes sciicmmerstaaauaivesaaatoamnin 20 per cent........ 55 per cent 
PR is wnnedocdcecaséucensevatendeuaneeee 35 percent........ 80 per cent 
CIRO ceca daeevesscennkbvensaieueennee 174 per cent....... | 60 per cent. 
Gs ctnesnndcscdoncscmuibictinontanonl 25 percent........ | 45 per cent. 
SN chsh 52's nem eninge | 20 per cent........ 35 per cent 
UMN 5 atic coucsinoee 25 per cent........ | 50 to 60 per 
DR csi annctediiectiehiaucesronaeeeall 65 cents per 100 | 50 percent 
pounds. 
Co aaa ee 224 per cent.......| 60 percent 
MR iceseclsdricncnssebssdcssuseskpeeenein 25 per cent. ....... 70 cents per 
pairs, and 15 per 
| | cent, to $5 per 
| } dozen pa 
| | 65 per cent 
INE os. isc atninnintiaibidttinndiiana | 15 percent........ | 60 per cent 
| Automebile farm trucks................... 22 per cent........ 45 per cent 
PRS A di kaso 4nd cqadeenadtndeuankene tied’ 20 per cent........ | 45 per cent 
Celluloid goods: | 
SN Bs ocine ctv initdbdibsdncnbin tak Cee shiek tec il 
PEIUGE bi nnkccintsntts ida epettedieedia 6 per cent......... | 60 per cent 
RR EE er et 5 per cent.........| 10 per cent 
I ined oc cccuccctccsstcokeyeans 4 per cent....... | 45 per cent 
Ts a viittescntin <ithiniamicnlitcsiednbiniainaininaltiadincsia ip Ea | 11 cents ; 
| pounds. 
ROB. 6c vecsececscscccdséccenessoccepiatecs 15 per cent........ 45 per cent. 
| BGG, uscd cs cacctnctinevesioctmanas 20 per cemt........ | 45 per cent 
| IR iain cnt bntterniem nase sciihibinteaa tail 15 per cent........ | 45 per cent. 


| Stoves 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| eee 
Knives and forks 


| 45 per cent 
| 45 per cent 
5O to 65 per + 








DEO Wise. - ccnancncesas vance case case cn | 40 per cent. 
Sewing machines | 20 per cent 
GN iigine cosntsenesscccpennteamieean estan |} 1 cent per 
| and 30 px. 
| om the pa 
EG si ncincinnnattiiinbnsinedijns Ni tinaebnicshe | 1} cents per 
and 30 p: 
| on the pa 
Wier? GOs. . cdacton tiene dipedianabeel 74 per cent........ | 60 per cent 
| per cent. 
0D a cis ce cccccteshsrasabsstacbsqusaintvens 5 cents per 100 | $2 per 100 p 
pounds. 
Dh .nc00 céunssvendesnt caschstnnd ectmebenie’ 49 cents per 100 | $1 per 100 pounds 
pounds.. and 35 per cen 
Jute bags 15 per cent........ | 45 per cent. 
Cotton thread 17$ per cent....... | 45 percent. 
Glassware 15 per cemt........ 60 te 100 per cent. 
Lamp chimneys | 20 per cent...../..| 60 per cent. 
Brass goods | 20 percent. ....... | 45 per cent. 
IIE én ocean onensmigbentthnanimantiaa 20 per cemt........ | 45 to 60 per cent. 
NG «scsi ueive w stigipniaieihstada aimed ee acatininia <aiGiiedl | 40 to 60 per cent. 
as 15 per cent. ....... | 35 per cent. 
Rubber boots and shoes..................-. 15 per cent........ 25 per cent. 
SDs nn ouniiadnodnacéamibdanelind aes 15 per cent........| 25 per cent. 
TO addins. scnsis cp baetenaniintic amides BM ian scaeaibihe dies | 2$-cents per p se 
Clocks and watches. ..........--.-..--.--- 20 per cent........ 40 to 60 per cc: 
PRRGONB . oka ictey indcisassseveneesekebbewen per cent........ 45 per cent. 








1911. 


This table shows that on articles generally used the Cana- 
dian farmer pays an average duty of from 20 to 35 per cent 
jess than is paid by our farmer. If this measure becomes a 
law, it will place our farmers in a position where they will 
have to sell their products in the open markets of the world, 
Canada being our only real competitor, and purchase what they 
need from the highly protected industries of the East. I know 
you Democrats will say that you are going to remedy this by 
« revising the tariff downward,” but you will find yourselves in 
a position where you will be unable to furnish much relief 
along this line. True, there are some important schedules that 
are entirely too high, and these can be revised and adjusted 
down to a fair and proper basis, and I promise you that I shall 
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yote with you on every proposition of this kind; but you must 
not forget that under ou~ present constitutional provisions you | 
will be compelled to raise by duties on imports a vast amount | 


of money for the necessary expenses of this Government, and 


that during 11 months of 1910, 48.7 per cent of our imports | 


came in under the free list and only 51.3 per cent was dutiable. 
After “revising the tariff downward” to the best of your 
ability, you will find that, in order to raise the amount of 
money that must of necessity be raised by a duty on imports, 
our manufactured products will still be highly protected. And 


I venture the prophecy that you will not be able to bring our | 
duties down to anywhere near the Canadian preferential duties 


with which our Canadian neighbors are now favored. The 
Democratic slogan of “a tariff for revenue only” is a mean- 
ingless and misleading phrase, as every intelligent student ought 
to know. Senator Witritams, of Mississippi, when he was 
Democratic floor leader in this House, in speaking of this 
phrase, said, in substance, that, applied to those things which 


we can produce in our own country, there is no such thing as | 
“a tariff for revenue only,” as every duty on such articles is | 


protective to the extent of the duty, whether it be 1 per cent 
or 100 per cent, and Senator WILLIAMS was absolutely right. 
I am therefore satisfied that you will not be able by tariff re- 
vision to give the American farmer compensation for one-tenth 
of the amount that you propose to take away from him by plac- 
ing his products on the free list. 


| drop to the Canadian level, or about 


If, then, the Constitution compels you to give protection to 


our manufacturers, why do you insist on discriminating against 
our farmers by placing their products on the free list? 
because you think they are making their money too fast or too 
easily? If so, I would advise you to read the bulletin just 
published by the Agricultural Department, in which they say 
that after thorough investigation they are satisfied it is no 
longer an easy task to make our American farms pay. Or is it 
because you think that our farmers are getting more than their 
just share of the amounts paid by the ultimate consumer? If so, 
let me read to you the opinion expressed by Secretary of Agri- 
culture, the Hon, James Wilson, before the administration lash 
induced him to support this measure. 
the Secretary of Agriculture for 1910, pages 19-26, you will find 
that after a careful investigation of the increase of prices of 
farm products in their transfer to the consumer Secretary Wil- 
son shows that the difference between the price paid the farmer 
and the cost to the consumer is in many cases from 40 to 50 
per cent. 
ceived only 55.1 per cent of the price paid by the consumer; 
that the dairyman receives but a scant 50 per cent of the price 
paid for milk; the apple grower, 55.6 per cent; that beef cost 
the consumer 88 per cent more than the price paid the great 
slaughtering houses; and other farm produce from 41 to 50 
per cent over the original cost. The conclusion of this section 
of Secretary Wilson’s report is: 


From the details that have been presented with regard to the in- | 


crease of the prices of farm products between farmer and consumer, 
the conclusion is inevitable that the consumer has no well-grounded 
complaint against the farmer for the prices that he pays. 

After consideration of the elements of the matter, it is plain that the 
farmer is not getting an exorbitant price for his products, and that 


the cost of distribution from the time of delivery at destination by the | 


relirent to delivery to the consumer is the feature of the problem of 
gh prices which must present itself to the consumer for treatment. 


No; it is not the tariff on farm products that is responsible 
for the high cost of food, but the excessive freight charges of 
the railways and the exorbitant profits of the commission houses 
and wholesale dealers through whose hands farm products must 
pass to reach the consumer. 

To show you that Secretary Wilson was right when he ex- 
pressed what I have just quoted, I will insert another table in 
= Recorp showing the advance in prices on some of the 
armer’s necessities, and these are only examples showing the 
general advance in everything the farmers have to buy. 
tomar following statement was prepared by the Department of 

r in Washington. The average wholesale price in New 


For instance, it was found that poultry growers re- | 


Is it | 
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York and in other primary markets of each article for the 
years 1890 to 1899, inclusive, is taken as the base price, and is 
represented by 100. The relative price the average whole 
Sale price for each year from 1898 to 1909, inclusive, compared 
with the base price. The relative pri e in March, 1910, is added: 


is 








Clothing, 96 to 126; cotton prints, 72 to 145; boots and shoes, 96 to 
128 ; cotton sheetings, i to L134 cot S in ~ t 126: cotton 
tickings, S4 to 132: wool kets, 107 11 1 ‘ 97 to 124: 
wool dress goods, S8 to 140: tt flannels, S1 1 128; cot 1 1 ery, 
S35 to 93; miscellaneous, (Lu 1 132 i | ! $? I 160: m iis 
and implements, 86 to lL: im ind i ' > to 151 
house furnishing goods, 92 » 109; le | ) 1, 100 to 15 
fined petroleum, 99 to 127; wool carpets, 100 1 117: wor rst 
blankets, 99 to 135: cotton thread, 98 to 126 varns, 90 to 131; 
cotton ginghams, 83 to 124; iton 2-bushel gs, 05 to 143 

If, after you have considered all this, you st sist upon 
handicapping our agricultural industry, the one industry upon 
which the success and prosperity of the whole country depends, 
it must be because reason and logic, justice and fairness do 


appeal to you, or because the political game you are now play 


for high stakes is tempting you beyond your power to resist. 
The gentlemen on the other side of this House have tried to 


justify a revolution in our economic and industrial world b 


claiming that this measure, if enacted into law, will help the 
poor by reducing the cost of living. Now, let us see what there 


is in this. While the farmer millions of dollars every 
year on barley, no one has attempted to claim that the brewers 
will sell a glass of beer for less than the regulation price of 5 
cents per glass. The farmer is to be subjected to a loss of mil- 


loses 


lions of dollars per year on flax, and no one has tried to show 
how this will in any way benefit the poor. The whole argu 
ment here has been made on wheat, while, as a matter of fact, 
wheat is by no means an overshadowing factor in the opposition 
to this agreement. sut suppose that American wheat should 


10 cents per bushel, and 


the ultimate consumer would get the whole benefit, what would 
it amount to? Our statistics show that, as a people, we con- 
sume from 5 to 6 bushels per capita. Now, if the consumer 


could buy this at a reduction of 10 cents per bushel he would 
save from 50 to 60 cents per year, or about 1 cent per 
For this infinitesimal amount per capita—which the cons 
would not get, because this agreement amply protec 
so they will not need to pass it on to the co 


week. 
immer 
ts the millers 


isumer—the farmer 

| is to be subjected to competition with the world, although he 
always has and probably always will have to pay tribute to the 
consumers of his products whenever he has to buy anything 
that is produced by them. As long as the American people pay 
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each year four times as much for liquor as they do for bread, 
and four times as much for tobacco as they do for potatoes 
there is little need of revolutionizing our political and industri 
systems and unsettling farm values and farm profil 
Save 1 cent per week on our bread. 


s in order to 


If this measure must become a law, I would like to so amend 
this agreement that all importations from Canada would be ad 
mitted free of duty. But the gentlemen on the other side of the 
House declare they will not permit the dotting of an “i” or the 
crossing of a “t” for fear Canada might not accept it if we did 
Who, let me ask, is legislating for the United States? Is it th 
House and the Senate at the other end of the Capitol or is 

| the Canadian Parliament? If Canada will not accept as a fre 
gift the greatest market in the world, she does not have to tal 
it, for we can get along without her better than she can witli 
us. But that is not the reason for refusing to permit amend 
ments. 

The real reason is that your Democratic political macl 
working in harmony with the interests affected by the admis 

| sion of manufactured products free of duty—and both have 
selfish reasons for supporting this measure—are too powerful 


for the farmers and their friends to overcome. 

I know you are trying to cover your tracks by saying you 
are going to provide for this free list in a separate bill, but the 
gentleman from New York “let the cat out of the bag” when 
he said you felt sure your free list would not become a law 
If you were sincere you would attach your free list to this 
agreement as it would then stand ten times the of 
becoming a law that it does as a separate bill. 

With the gentlemen on the other side of this House I have no 
fault to find as they are true to their traditions and consistent 
in their position, for they have never been friendly to the 
farmers, but have always looked to the congested cities for 
their political strength. A striking example of this New 
York, where the Democrats nearly always carry the city of 
New York by about 100,000 majority, and the farmers of the 
State just as often roll up a Republican majority large enough 
to more than offset the city vote. The distinguished gentleman 
from New York, the Hon. Francis Burton Harrison, in a 


chance 


is 


a Ea aa 
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speech on this same subject delivered on the 13th of February 
last, indicated so plainly where the sympathies of the Demo- 
cratic Party lie that I shall quote him. He said: 


The nt election, bringing about the first overthrow the 
licans have sustained in many years, was freighted with one 
demand-——the demand by the people of our congested cities to take the 
taxes off from food and clothing. In_ response to that mandate 
now taking the first step. From the east side of New York 
a million voices are raised in appeal to you that you should mak 
bill a law. From every city of the East they cry out to you for relief 


ree 


ar 
are 


City 


! 
| 


| regions still untilled. 


| for farmers also. 


A PRIL Y(). 


If we propose to abandon any industries, we had better not let it 
agricultural industries. Between the Atlantic and Pacific str 
rhe next victory of protection should | 
Our system of protection is not for the manufacturers alor 
Whoever deprives our farmers of all the 
market they can occupy is false to their principles and must : 


| defeat, or the system must be surrendered which proclaims that 


this | 


can markets are, first of all, for American citizens who are ens: 
developing the country we already have. 


Blaine was the author of reciprocity, and he crystal 


| in a letter he wrote to President Harrison in 1891, in wi! 


If this is not evidence enough of the unfriendliness of the | 


Democratic Party for the farmers of the Northwest, we have 


but to remember the fact that the Democratic majority, repre- | 


sented by its floor leader, has absolutely refused to grant the 
farmers a hearing before the final vote is taken. In order to be 
heard in their own cause, the farmers will have to go to the 
Republican Senate, where they will be recognized. 

Gentlemen, it is a plain case of the cities against the farmers, 
and with the cities are leagued nearly every trust and monopoly 


said: 


It is of the highest possible importance that there be no ¢ 
reciprocity with Canada. ‘They aim at natural products, to g: 
products of the farm on us in exchange for heaven knows 
would cut the whole thing up by the roots. It would be cons 
betrayal of the agricultural interests. The fact is, we do n 
any intercourse with Canada except through the medium of 


| We are tending to have the great majority of the farmers 


in the country, together with the great financiers that control | 


them. It is a great combination, and it now looks as if it will 
be a winning one, in this end of the Capitol, at least. 

To you, my Republican colleagues who are supporting this 
measure, I want to sound a note of warning. The Republican 
platform of 1908 declared for duties equal to the difference in 


the cost of production at home and abroad and a reasonable | 


profit to the manufacturer. Are you now by your votes going 


| of 1900, on which he made a campaign. 


te so interpret this platform that the farmer who invests his | 
all in the farm upon which he lives and where he and his family | 


| our markets on favorable terms for what we do not ourselves ; 
| in return for free foreign markets. 


work, not 8 hours but 16 hours a day, is not to be included in 
the provision for guaranteed profits that you give to the manu- 
facturer? If so, the Republican Party will never recover from 
your actions. Applied to the things we can produce in abun- 
dance at home, this country can not exist half protection and half 


free trade; it must be wholly one or the other, and upon your | 


votes on this measure will depend largely what it is to be in 
the future. You may entertain the fond hope that the farmers, 


after you have done your utmost to assassinate their industry, | 


will continue to vote for protection for the factories, shops, and 


mills you represent; but if so, let me disabuse your minds of any | 


such foolish notions. For 50 years it has been the farmer vote 
that has maintained the principle of protection to American 


industries, and he has always been promised that he would get | 


the direct benefits that the manufacturers have always had 
when the consumption of his products would equal the supply. 
Now, after all these years of loyal support, are you going to 


break faith with him? If so, can you give me a single reason 
why the farmers should continue to vote for protection on any- 
thing they have to buy? 

President Taft has persistently urged the creation of a per- 
manent nonpartisan tariff commission, taking the .position that 
no intelligent action can be taken on any subject involving the 
tariff without a thorough scientific investigation of the subject 
by a competent commission. In response to his demand, Con- 
gress gave him a Tariff Board composed of five men, who are 
perhaps as competent and impartial as any men in this country. 
When President Taft went to work on this Canadian tariff 
agreement, did he first have the Tariff Board investigate the 
subject for him and advise him as to the probable effect it would 
have on the farmers of this country? No! He first initiated a 
tariff agreement that will not only have a tremendous effect on 
our agricultural industries, but will entirely revolutionize our 
tariff laws and in all probability entirely wipe out protection 
as a principle. He then put the Tariff Board to work on the 
matter, and when they reported and he discovered their findings 
were against his reciprocity theories he ignored their report. 

Are you, my Republican colleagues, going to put your stamp 
of approval upon such a measure as this? In order to do so, 
do not forget that you will have to absolutely ignore the find- 
ings of the Tariff Board, whose complete report on this subject 
has finally been published and whose findings are absolutely 
against the passage of this measure. 


Let us encourage them by every means we can use and not di 
them by anything. We will break that alliance before six mont} 
maintain this policy. 

The present proposed “ betrayal of the farmers” was f. 
by Blaine. He pleaded 20 years ago that we should enc 
not discourage, the farmers. 

McKinley learned his lessons in reciprocity from Blai: 
also believed in protecting the farmers. There is not a 
be found in his writings that shows to the contrary. Hi 
of reciprocity were placed in the Republican national p|att 
In that platfor 
procity reads as follows: 

We favor the associated policy of reciprocity, so directed as t 


In his last inaugural McKinley referred to this matter, t 
the language of the platform on which he was elected. This 
is what he said: 

The end in view must always be the opening up of new mark 
the products of our country by granting concessions to the prod 
other lands that we need and can not produce ourselves and 
not involve any loss of labor to our own people, but tend to | 
their employment. 

In his Buffalo speech McKinley said: 

By sensible trade agreements which will not interrupt home 
tion we shall extend the outlet of our increasing surplus. 

And again, in this same speech: 

We should take from our customers such of their products as » 
use without harm to our industries and labor. 

The language and the meaning of the three great advocates of 
reciprocity in the past is clear and plain. What now 
for reciprocity is not reciprocity. It is not fair exchange. It 
is simply a sacrificing of our agricultural interests to 


PS 


| benefits for other interests. 


If this is a correct interpretation of the Republican 
of protection—and who will dare to say it is not—how can any 
man claim to be a Republican who works and votes for this 
measure which violates the principles of protection thus 
preted both in letter and in spirit? I am not pleading for 
specific amount of protection on farm products, but I do 
that the great agricultural industry affected by this mea 
the greatest and most important industry we have, is e 
to the same consideration and the same benefits under }) 
tion that are extended to our manufactured products. N 
has denied that the farmers operate our most important 
try, and they produce almost wholly raw material, in whi: 
profit is comparatively small. 

I agree with John R. Mavff, of the Wisconsin Equity > 
who, in speaking of the farmers, says they are the producer 
a very large percentage of all the so-called raw material. | 


| these raw materials are developed all of the foodstuffs, i1 


ing bread, the dairy products, the poultry products, su 


| vegetables, and fruits, all of the grains used in the manufa 


of malt-and distilled liquors. From these raw materials are 
also developed the fabrics which the common people use 4s rai- 


| ment and for the various household needs, such as cotton, 


The Democrats have | 


loudly proclaimed that this is a Democratic measure, and, | 
smarting under this claim, the gentleman from Connecticut and | 


the gentieman from Massachusetts and others have tried to 
show that it is not contrary to Republican doctrine. 
you will concede that ex-Speaker Thomas B. Reed was one of 
the greatest exponents of protection that ever lived in this 
country and that his definition of Republican protection prin- 
ciples would be accepted by every Republican protectionist. I 
therefore waut to quote a few lines from an article he wrote 
shortly before he died, in 1902. He said: 
Protection rests upon principle or it does not. 
it is a mere bestowal of bounty and is no 
ernment. If it rests upon principle, then that principle must be that 


the American markets belong to Americans. You can not mointain 
your system and sacrifice anything to which it is applicable. * * * 


If it does not, then 
pers of the business of gov- 


I think | 


woolen, and linen goods. 

These are the people who have cleared the forests, built the 
highways, erected the schoolhouses, and built the farm res!- 
dences and splendid barns that dot the landscape. ‘They 
changed the face of nature and converted the wilderness 
into a world of peace and plenty, teeming. with all the ele- 
ments of life that enable that other percentage of the Nations 
population to live in luxury unknown to the masses in any other 
country. It is this percentage of farmers that has produced 
the wealth of the Nation in the main and who feed and clothe 
the other percentage, including those who consume without pro- 
ducing, as well as other millions who labor in the factories and 
workshops and in the fields of transportation and commerce. 
They have filled to overflowing from field and farm and ga rdep, 
from all over the land, the horn of plenty that pours out so 








1911. 
2.2.2.2. = | 
eoniousty the richest and ‘sweetest of beef and pork and mutton 
ena bread and butter and fruits into the larder of the housewife | 
. every kitchen in every hamlet and village and city through- 
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ont the length and breadth of the land. 


1 speak of these things to show that a class engaged in an 


industry of such magnitude and the product of whose toil is so 


ahsolutely necessary to producer and nonproducer alike should 
: least be fairly dealt with in matters of legislation. 
* Mr. Chairman, I will accuse no man of deliberately trying to 
ruin the farmers of this country, but I think that you fail to 
ynderstand the importance of the uninterrupted prosperity of 
our agricultural industry and to realize that anything that 
tends to reduce the legitimate profits of our farmers will affect 
in a still greater degree the success and prosperity of the toilers 
in our factories, shops, and mills, and, in fact, the welfare and 
prosperity of every industry in this country. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Saurx]. 

Mr. J.M.C.SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with deep 
interest and marked attention to remarks of the various gen- 


flemen upon this very important question and have yet to | 


observe where it would be of benefit to the great people of the 
United States to adopt it. No one has undertaken to say how 
it will be of benefit to the American farmer, and that task, I 
apprehend, will not be demonstrated upon the floor of this 
Chamber. 


NO BENEFIT TO THP FARMER. 


It is not satisfactory to them to say they will not be injured. 
{The question is, How will they be benefited? Do you think 
that by admitting the farm products free into their market you 
will benefit them? As well might it be claimed that you benefit 
the great sheep industry of this country by admitting Australian 
wool free of duty. How will it benefit the American farmer by 
admitting hundreds of thousands of tons of hay into his market, 
by admitting millions of bushels of wheat, barley, beans, and 
farm products; or the great American laborer by admitting the 
cheap pauper labor of England, Germany, France, Italy, Japan, 
and Mexico into this country unrestricted? 


FARMERS PROTEST. 


IT hold in my hand more than 40 telegrams, received yesterday 
and to-day, all protesting against the enactment of this pro- 
posed treaty into law. I admit that there are a few of them 
sent by merchants, manufacturers, and tradesmen, but the ma- 
jority are sent by farmers and granges; and I want to admit 
another thing, lest I forget it, and it might escape your atten- 
tion, and that is that they are all hot ones. 
farmers do not know what they want. You claim the right to 
give them what they want and not even consult them. 
claim the right to take away any man’s property or his mar- 
ket without giving him anything in return? Do you think the 
great, intelligent American farmer would trade his birthright 
for a mess of Canadian porridge? He has endured the hardship 


of frontier life; he has not only done his part, but he has done | 


more than any other class to clear up and improve and beautify 
this magnificent Republic; he has paid his taxes willingly to 
build our churches and schools; he has built the crossroads and 
the people’s highways. 

CAN NOT FOOL THE FARMERS. 

There are four college centers in my district, Kalamazoo, 
Albion, Hillsdale, and Olivet. The farmers of my district pay 
liberally and are taxed handsomely to support the great Uni- 
versity of Michigan, represented on the floor of this House by a 
larger number than any other institution of learning in our land. 
Within 4 miles from my district and in the very heart of the 
State is the first and greatest agricultural college in the United 
States. We have the free rural delivery of our mails, and I will 
hot insult the intelligence of the great American farmer by 
Saying that he does not know what he wants. 

€ me-third of the population of this country are engaged in 
agriculture. Their eyes are to-day upon this body. We may 
have our way to-day, we may have our way here, but they will 
have their way to-morrow if you strike this blow at their ma- 
terial welfare. Their profits are below that of any other branch 
of industry. Fifteen bushels of wheat to the acre; 80 cents a 

price; $12 the reward; $2 profit for your invest- 


bushel is the 
ment, your days’ work from sun to sun, and you are lucky to 


get that. 
PURPOSE OF THE PROPOSED TREATY. 


a was inspired by a desire to reduce the cost of living, to 

a d up a more friendly relation between the two countries and 
0 —a the poe for our manufactured products. 

now getting low prices for his farm ducts, 

farmer “ D products 


pay for his toil and leaving very little for his 
investment. I am not impressed with the low cost of living 


Do you | 





| the other great sister nations? 





| 


idea or the low cost propaganda. 
better contented when it is well 
prosperous when his pri are fair and he gets a just 
for his endeavor. The farmer is no exception and i 

to a just compensation for his work. It i 
hands that times are better when prices ar 
pose of the agreement to reduce the cost of livil ( n 
based upon the cost received by the farmer for his product 
so, please put it in on the record. Even the threat of en 
ing this agreement has cost the farmers already | 

million of dollars. I will place on record pr 
products obtained from one of the most reliable sour 
country by a person who has spent 50 years a grain and 
merchant of Charlotte, Mich., and in close touch wit! 
ers, who writes me under date of April 7, 1911: 


Labor is more cheerful an 
ifacturer 


paid; the manu 


Ces 


t 
rices of fi 


Ca 
te 


Choice red wheat (60 pounds). .............02---cee-eeeee 
atin Maadninind +s obcink odabaescodaseeseceudas cas concee esees 
eens 
Lambs, live weight (per hundredweight).. 

Hogs (per hundredweight)...... ; ‘ 


“An 
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Beans (per bushel) 1. 60 


And a like reduction for other and similar products. 
MORE FRIENDLY RELATIONS WITH CANADA 

If it is claimed that it is necessary to pass this reciprocity 
agreement in order to establish better relations with Canada, 
upon what ground are you going to refuse a similar treaty with 
Great Britain, Germany, France, Spain, Japan, Mexico, and 
You propose to tear down the 
fortress of protection to the farming industry of this country 
because there is upon the rampart no guns pointed toward our 
Canadian neighbors. I am for peace, but I am not for peace at 
any cost, and when you destroy the market of the agriculturists 
of this country it is at a grea/. sacrifice, which reflects itself 
not only as to his market but as to his home, his rights, and 
his independence by allowing this foreign competition. 

AM FOR TAFT. 

I do not understand that in framing this proposed Canadian 

reciprocity agreement that the farmer was anywhere consulted. 


You say that the | Who had anything to do with the creation and instigation of 


this proposed treaty who is directly engaged in or concerned 
with that particular branch of industry? I am in favor of 
extending to that great class, which is so directly concerned, 
the right to be heard upon this great question. I am for the 
President, and I trust he may be elected in spite of himself, 


| and the farmers of this country will have no better place to 


east their lot than with the Republican Party. He is a pro- 
tectionist and not a free trader, and we should nominate and 
elect him in spite of himself. [Applause.] 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Idaho [Mr. Frencu], 
Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I sat here the other day and 


listened with great interest to my friend [Mr. Kircnrn] from 
North Carolina. Mr. Kircurn is always interesting, even when 
his logic is wholly bad. He declared that reciprocity a Demo 
eratie doctrine and that the Democratic Party stands for a 
still wider application of that doctrine than that contemplated 
in the pending bill. This question I shall not discuss. 

I wonder at the logic of my friend, however, when he argues 
for reciprocity and its advantages, and then argues that the 
price of American products will not be disturbed by the recip 
rocal agreement and that the price that the American farmer 
in Minnesota and the Dakotas will receive for his No. 1 wheat 
will not be less by reason of the dumping into this country ot 
Canadian wheat of the same quality. If this is true, then 
are pretending to be giving to Canada something that, 
matter of fact, we are not giving her. We are prete 
give her people a market which, after all, is no} 
Canadian home market, according to his contention. 
so, why not end the consideration of this questior 
now? Why carry it further, for all that it amounts to : 
is that we are handing to Canada that which ‘ 
his own words amounts to a gold brick and in 
receive what I believe is a gold brick? 

But I do not agree with my friend. I believe we ar 
making concessions to Canada, and are not receiving suflicies 
concessions in return. I wish I could favor this pending bill. 
I like the word “reciprocity,” and believe that a reciprocal 
treaty could be drawn between the United States and Canada 
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that would be of benefit to both lands. That is the only kind | 
of reciprocity bill that is worth while; that is the only kind 
of bill that should be considered. 

The pending reciprocity agreement has the support of different 
Members of this body for various reasons. Republicans support 
it who, believing in the policy of protection, believe as well in 
reciprocity, and that the pending measure will perfect our sys- 
tem of protection. Republicans support it who believe the tariff 
law contains many imperfections, and that the pending measure, 
imperfect though it may be, is a wedge that will mark the be- 
ginning of tariff modification. It has the support of Democrats 
who announce that they believe in free trade, and of Democrats 
who believe in wholesale tariff modification and that the present 
reciprocal proposition will open the way to such modification, 
and they even stand for a still wider application of the doctrine 
than is contemplated in the pending bill. All unite in the desire 
to scale down the cost of living. 

As for myself, I frankly confess that I believe that the present 
tariff law contains provisions that should be modified at the 
earliest possible time, but I am afraid that the pending reci- 
procity bill will be a disappointment to all those who believe in 
the policy of protection and yet believe in tariff modification. I 
recognize merit in the proposed reciprocal agreement, and yet, 
since an agreement of this character is in the nature of a bar- 
gain or trade, we must look to our part of the bargain and 
consider how it will affect every person in our country. Look- 
ing at the proposed agreement from the standpoint of the 
beginning of tariff modification, I fear we are not touching the 
important schedules that need attention, but are laying the 
lash upon the poor fellow’s back who said that imperfections 
exist in the tariff law. And, again, our proposed modification, as 
I see it, is so unbalanced as to fail to scale down the cost of 
living, as I think I can demonstrate. 

The pending bill provides for placing upon the free list of each 
country for the benefit of the other many articles and commodi- 
ties that are produced in both countries. I shall insert in my 
speech at this point a list that I have taken from the bill that 
is now pending: 

Live animals: Cattle, horses and mules, swine, sheep, lambs, and all 
other live animals. 

Poultry, dead or alive. 

Wheat, rye, oats, barley, 
edible. 

Corn, sweet corn, or maize. 

Hay, straw, and cowpeas. 

Fresh vegetables: Potatoes, sweet potatoes, yams, turnips, 
cabbages, and all other vegetables in their natural state. 

Fresh fruits: Apples, pears, peaches, grapes, berries, 
edible fruits in their natural state, except lemons, 
grapefruit, shaddocks, pomelos, and pineapples. 

Dried fruits: Apples, peaches, pears, and apricots, dried, desiccated, 
or evaporated. 

Dairy products: Better, cheese, and fresh milk and cream: Provided, 
That cans actually used in the transportation of milk or cream may be 
passed back and forth between the two countries free of duty, under 
such regulations as the respective Governments may prescribe. 

Eggs of barnyard fowl, in the shell. 

Honey. 

The bill fails to place on the free list certain other commodities, 
mention of which I shall make in my printed speech, and which 
list is closely related to the free list, and yet for some reason 
is granted the benefit of protection : 

Fresh meats: Beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and all 
or refrigerated meats excepting game, 1} cents per pound. 

Bacon and hams, not in tins or jars, 14 cents per pound. 

Meats of all kinds, dried, smoked, salted, in brine, or prepared or 
preserved in any manner, not otherwise herein provided for, 14 cents per 
pound. 

Canned meats and canned poultry, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Extract of meat, fluid or not, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Lard and compounds thereof, cottolene and cotton stearin, and ani- 
mal stearin, 14 cents per pound. 

Tallow, 40 cents per 100 pounds. 

Egg yolk, egg albumen, and blood albumen, per cent ad valorem. 

Tomatoes and other vegetables, including corn, in cans or other air- 
tight packages, and including the weight of the package, 1} cents per pound. 

Wheat flour and semolina, and rye flour, 50 cents per barrel of 196 
pounds. 

Oatmeal and rolled oats, including the weight of paper covering, 
cents per 100 pounds. 

Corn meal, 123 cents per 100 pounds. 

Barley malt, 45 cents per 100 pounds. 
ent, one-half cent per pound. 

Buckwheat flour or meal, one-half cent per pound. 

Prepared cereal foods, not otherwise provided for herein, 173 
cent ad valorem. 

Bran, middilings, and other offals of grain used for animal food, 12% 
cents per 100 pounds. 


and buckwheat, dried and beans, 


pe as 


onions, 


and all other 
oranges, limes, 


other fresh 


~ 
‘3 


50 
Barley, pot, pearled, or pat- 


per 


sauce, 324 per cent ad valorem. 

Farm wagons and finished parts thereof, 224 per cent ad valorem. 

Plows, tooth and disk harrows, harvesters, cone, agricultural drills 
and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators; thrashing machines, in- | 
cluding windstackers, baggers, weighers, and self-feeders therefor and 
finished parts thereof imported for repair of the foregoing, 15 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Portable engines with boilers, in combination, hersepowers and trac- 
tion engines for farm purposes; hay loaders, potato diggers, fodder or 
feed cutters, grain crushers, fanning mills, hay tedders, farm or field ' 
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| public-land laws of our country. 
| agricultural purposes have passed to private ownershi). 
| great grazing plains are gone. 


Pickles, including pickled nuts, sauces of all kinds, and fish paste or | part of the individual must more and more give place to int 
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rollers, Manure spreaders, weeders, and windmills, and finished 
thereof imported for repair of the foregoing, except shafting. 
cent ad valorem. 

I have not pretended to give a complete list, but from 
amination of the most important items which I have 
this fact stands out: That the raw material is not prot 
while the manufactured product has practically the sa: 
tection that it has when imported from any other countr: 

Now, let us look this matter over just as we would lc 
any other business proposition. If it is a good thing, 
avail ourselves of it. If it is bad, let us reject it. Thy 
nothing whatever in the name “reciprocity.” It may 
everything that is good, or it may include everything | 
bad. It may be wholly a giving without a compen: 
What of the pending agreement, and how will it aff 
country ? 

Our country has a population of approximately 90, 
people. Canada has a population of approximately s\ 
people. Our imports from Canada to-day of dutiable 
amount to $47,827,959, and Canada’s imports from the | 
States of dutiable goods amount to $47,333,158.) Fro) 
Canada’s revenue is $7,776,286 annually and our 1 
$5,649,826. 

The pending bill has to do with commodities that are 
large part produced in both countries, and yet through | 
mand from year to year and. notwithstanding the present . 
our country is furnishing a market for many of these }) 
Last year nearly 1,000,000 bushels of oats were shipped i 
United States from Canada and found sale in our markets 
paying a duty of 15 cents per bushel. Nearly 100,000 
Canadian hay were shipped and sold in our markets after 
ing a duty of $4 per ton. Last year nearly 1,000,000 po 
butter were imported and upon the same a duty of 6 «« 


| pound was collected, and upon all the commodities that 


shipped over the line we collected last year in duties, that 
are now asked to surrender, $4,849,933. With the rem: 
the duties the same commodities would be able to bea: 
the prices of like commodities in the United States to : 
the amount of the duty, and the farmer would lose accord 
As against this we can not hope for compensating mar! 
Canada. Nine-tenths of the population of both countric 
the side of the United States, and it takes people to 1 
market. 

But what I have suggested with respect to our impor! 
Canada upon the theory that if we import the same am 
nually in the future our markets would be depressed 
extent is only the small part of this problem. At this 
Canada is shipping to us a comparatively small amount 
products of which I am speaking, while she is shipping t 
jsnd many times this amount, and here lies the difficult) 
tween England and Canada there is no tariff, and does : 
doubt that with 3,000 miles cut off from the distance of 
portation that Canada would immediately consign tli 
that she has to sell to American markets instead of 
them to markets on the other side of the Atlantic? If : 
doubts this he certainly has a wrong conception of bu 
principles. 

On this head we need not feel so much disturbed for tl: 
ent year or for next year. Nor need we feel distur! 
account of the $5,000,000 in revenues that we are surren«: 
The imports within the next year or two would neces 
mean something of a loss to our farmers, but it would b 
tered over a large population, and thereby would not 
keenly felt. More than this consideration, a considerati 
peals to me that has to do with a condition that, as I se 
just a few years ahead, should this treaty become effectiv: 
the effect that the condition that will exist then will lk: 
preventing the rightful increase in land values within ou! 
country. Our farmers have with care and patience bui 
their lands, and it is not right that they should now be « 
the legitimate value that belongs to such lands by reas 
the opening up in competition lands that are now of little 
upon the Canadian side of the line. 

Within the United States the public lands have been 
largely acquired by private individuals through the gene! 


Lands that have a value | 
‘> 


Extensive ‘farming upon t! 


sive farming in order that values may be produced upon t! 

investment. No one can deny that the extensive areas of ' 

appropriated public lands that the Government has offered free 
under the homestead laws have played an important part dur- 
ing the last half century in discouraging intensive farming «” 1 
as well in keeping down the price of lands in the older sections 
of the United States. Intensive farming means more of cost to 











the farmer, just as stall-fed stock mean a greater expense to 
the stockgrower than the range-fed cattle of 20 years ago. 

I am opposed to this bill, because I believe it will spell dis- 
aster to the American farmer, for the reason that large areas 


will be opened to settlement in Canada within the immediate 
future, and the cost of production in Canada for the next 20 or 
30 years will be found to be cheaper than the cost of production 
within our own country. Canadian land is new, it is virgin, it 
will produce such an acreage with the minimum amount of labor 
as will enable the farmers there to flood our markets with their 
hay, their oats and other grains, their butter and eggs and other 
farm produce, and the price that will be received will be re- 
munerative te the Canadian, but meager to the farmer of our 
own land. This is a proposition that is easy of demonstration. 
Canadian land that is avilable for farm purposes is worth on an 
average less than one-half what it is worth on this side of the 
line. A farmer who has $6,000 to invest in land and can buy 
100 acres of $60 land in the United States can buy 200 acres of 
the same quality of land across the Canadian border. A school- 
boy can figure out that the producer on the cheap land can sell 
his products at a remunerative price, and that the same price | 
would net a small margin of gain to the farmer raising the crop 
on a more expensive land. 

tut this is not all. The supplies which the Canadian buys 
he buys at a less cost. In the United States there is a uniform 
tariff upon the products imported from foreign countries, while 
in Canada, in addition to the tariffs between Canada and for- 
eign countries, there is a British preferential tariff. This pref- 
erential tariff being less than the tariff between Canada and 
other countries, must necessarily set the price. The tariff on 
the goods that the American farmer must buy is from 25 per 
cent to nearly 50 per cent more than this preferential tariff that 
is available to the Canadian, and the farmer of the United 
States is compelled to pay that much more for the commodities 
which he would buy. 

On rubber boots and shoes and on rubber coats the Canadian | 
pays 15 per cent duty, the consumer in our country 35 per cent; 
on jute bags, in which the farmer in my State sells his grain, he | 
pays a duty of 45 per cent, while his Canadian competitor 
across the line pays 15 per cent; on a sewing machine for his 
wife our farmer pays a duty of 30 per cent, the Canadian 20 
per cent; on a stove for the kitchen our farmer pays 45 per 
cent, the Canadian 15 per cent; on shovels and axes it is the 
same; on dress goods our farmer pays 60 per cent, the Cana- | 
dian 15 per cent; on wire our farmer pays 75 cents per 100 
pounds, while the Canadian buys his wire at not to exceed 10 | 
per cent, and much of it is free of duty. Our farmer pays 55 | 
per cent duty on his hat, the Canadian only 20 per cent; our | 
farmer 45 per cent duty on his underwear, the Canadian 22} | 
per cent, or just one-half that amount; and so I could con- | 
tinue if I had time, and I could show that the farmer on this 
side of the line is placed at a distinct disadvantage when 
compared with his Canadian brother because of the prefer- | 
ential duty between Canada and the great manufacturing coun- 
try of Great Britain. Yet if this treaty shall go into effect, you | 





will expect the American farmer, the farmer of your State | 
and mine, to compete in our own markets in the sale of his | 
hay and his oats, his eggs and his butter, his fruits and his | 
vegetables. 

And when it comes to labor it is almost the same. It is true | 
that the wages paid in the part of Canada immediately north 
of my own State and the State of Washington is about the same 
as the wages paid to the Canadian laborers across the line, 
but, taking all the other parts of Canada and comparing them 
with the United States, the wages paid are nearly 25 per cent 
higher, on an average, in the United States than the wages paid 
for similar labor in the parts of Canada of which I speak. 
Certainly, wages on the farms of the United States must come 
down to meet the Canadian wage scale or else the American 
farmer must incur a loss. 

I am opposed to this treaty for, as I see it, it is reciprocal in | 
name alone. No one can deny that in revenues we are sur- 
rendering approximately twice as much as is Canada. On this | 
point I shall not speak, because I think it is a small considera- | 
tion. The treaty is reciprocal in name only, because its benefits | 
are not reciprocal. On the one side the Canadian is benefited | 
by being offered a market at home for his products. He is| 
benefited because this will build up his lands, stimulate railroad | 
development, and give him other business enterprises from | 
Halifax te Vancouver. But what is given to the citizens of | 
the United States in return for all this? It is useless to say 
that the markets of Canada are thrown open to his products. 
The Canadian markets are already overstocked; there are no | 
extensive markets there for American goods. What other com- | 
pensation is offered? Whi, that the cost of living will be low- 
ered. Now, on this head let us make a little inquiry. It is! 
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| an injustice upon the farmers of my State and upon 
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proposed to place wheat, oats, and other grains upon the free 
list. But it is also proposed to leave a duty upon flour, prepared 
cereal foods, and other products of grain. The housekeeper 
does not buy wheat for her family; she buys flour or bread. 
She does not buy oats or corn; she buys prepared cereals. If 
a duty is retained upon the flour and the cereal foods, even 
though grains are admitted free, do you suppose the consumer 
will buy his flour or his bread or his cereal food cheaper? Not 
a bit of it. The consumer will pay just as much, but some one 
else besides the farmer will receive the benefit. The middle 
man, the broker, the manufacturer will receive the difference. 
Let us inquire further. It is proposed to place cattle, hogs, and 
sheep upon the free list; but the duty is still maintained with 
slight modification on fresh and cured meats and on the other 
preducts of live stock. Can anyone seriously argue that the 
consumer would pay less for his ham, or his bacon, or his 
beefsteak, or chops, because the live stock is admitted free? I 
think not. What would compel the great packing plant to ! 
its products cheaper? It has no additional competition. On 
the other hand, it will be able to make a larger profit because, 
while buying the cattle, hogs, and sheep in a cheaper market, if 
will sell its manufactured products in the same old market and 
at the same old price. 

Again, I say the housekeeper does not buy beeves, she buys 
meat; she does not buy hogs, she buys ham or bacon; she does 
not buy sheep, she buys mutton. And so I conclude that that 
which the friends of the treaty call a benefit will prove elusive. 
Elusive to the farmer, because while it offers markets to him, 
there are small markets in Canada that he wants; and elusive 
to the consumer, because while the duty is removed from the raw 
material it is retained in almost its original form upon the 
manufactured product. 

The desire upon the part of the administration to do some- 
thing that will lower the cost of living is most commendable, 
yet I believe that whatever may have been the idea when the 


| reciprocity question was first considered, that the working out 
| of the agreement will net attain this end. 


More than this, even 
if it should attain this end, it is at the expense of the farmer. 
Of all those in our country who have stood by the policy of 
protection, the farmer up to the present has received the small 
est returns. Within the last few years the wisdom of the policy 
is justifying itself to the farmer, and at this time, with the 
farmer coming into his own as never before, we propose to 
take from him the benefit that in all justice to him rightfully 
belongs. 

The farmer is not selfish in this fight. More than one of them 
have said to me that they would be willing to make the sacrifice 


| necessary to bring down the cost of living providing a similar 


sacrifice be made by our cther producers and by the manufa¢ 
turers. More than this, more than one have said to me that 
they would stand for the Canadian treaty with all the loss that 
it means to them providing in that treaty may be incorporated 
reciprocal agreements touching not the raw products alone, but 
If you are going to throw down 


| the bars on his products, let us throw them all down and let 


business intercourse and freedom be complete between our own 
country and the great nation to the north of us. 
Yes; but some one says the Democratic Congress proposes to 


| pass a bill placing upon the free list some of the articles mer 


tioned on the protection list with Canada. I am asked if that 
might make some difference with my vote. In answer I would 
say that it might, providing the items were included 
present bill. This, however, is impossible. More thi: 
there is no certainty of the passage of the bill that b 
proposed, What is less certain than the outcome of a Congre 
one branch of which is Democratic and the other Repul 
Who is here to promise that the bill will be followed by another 
that will correct injustices in this one? Who can give a 
surances that it can pass? Here is a bill that, as I see it, work 

our eon 
try, and I can not sacrifice their interests upon a promise tl 
no one here is able to fulfill. I must consider the pending | 
providing for reciprocity with Canada upon its own meri! 
and, considering it upon its own merits, I am compelled to be 
opposed to its passage. [Applause.] 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Focut.] 

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Chairman, during the debate on this q 
tion of reciprocity there has been every opportunity to 1 
observations concerning the sentiment prevailing throug 
the country as reflected in the expression of Members 1 
in all parts of the Republic. In the face of the Presid 


l 
I 


rded 


desire, as expressed in his several messages, there were I 
against this bill when last before us 87 Republi ‘an vot and 
so uncertain were the managers of the treaty as to its probable 


fate as a party measure, that a caucus was not called to con- 
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sider its merits. In fact, I have not learned of a single Senator 
or Member with whom the Chief Executive counseled before 
presenting this treaty or trade agreement to Congress. It is 
evident from the wide divergence of opinion and utter lack of | 
unanimity on the part of the Republican representation here | 
that the objections to this measure are founded on logical and 
rational reasons, this conclusion being reached, if in no other | 
way, by the fact that 87 Members, or a majority of 9 Repub- 
licans, cast their votes against it. Coming directly from the 
people, as did the Members of the House which convened in 
December, the vote of that body in February on this measure | 
carries with it the weight of extraordinary significance. 

We believe the President to be thoroughly honest and sincere 
and surely hopeful of the result of the enactment of this legisla- 
tion; but it is not to be expected that even a President of this | 
great Republic is either infallible, immortal, or immaculate, | 
and error with him is within the range of possibility. 

I'rom a political standpoint it may after all result in much 
good to the Republican Party, for it has been demonstrated 
during the discussion of this measure that when fundamentals 
of the Republican Party are assaulted insurgent and stalwart 
can and do stand together. The kind of insurgents we have in 
this House I can now regard from a different angle and a 
different measure of respect than I did when I first came here 
and witnessed the petty and inconsequential rows over minor | 
and collateral matters. Now, in the time of real trial, when the 
party has been outvoted and is without power to take the initi- 
ative or achieve direct results, they stand like oak and rock, 
side by side with the stalwarts of the faith of our party’s 
immortal leaders; and in the face of the rising, triumphant 
shouts of Democracy take their ground when loyalty is best 
demonstrated and true party pride and patriotism are most 
needed. 

I come from the Republican State of Pennsylvania, a State 
that is true and certain in her Republican majorities, never 
wavers, is always stalwart, yields to no State in freedom of 
suffrage, universal primary law, and triumphs under the un- 
beaten leadership of the Senate’s new head. Notwithstanding 
my own affiliation during more than a quarter of a century and 
tendencies toward centralized strength. within party council, I 
am ever ready and willing to recognize what is just and right, 
and from what I have seen in recent days of the attitude of the 
so-called insurgents I am impelled to make these passing obser- 
vations, 

The Democratic Speaker long ago claimed this reciprocity 
treaty to be a real Democratic baby, and I have heard his suc- 
cessor lay like claim, while Mr. KircHIn on last Saturday made 
a similar modest challenge. 

From a political standpoint, what is the Republican Party 
to get out of this measure by way of political advantage in 
case it should be enacted into law? 

Observing this Republican minority and recalling last fall’s 
election reverses, it is evident that we not only need to hold the 
farmer vote, but we must first get him back into the fold if 
we are to win the presidential election in 1912. I submit that 
if it is agreed we must have him back, will we accomplish that 
purpose by removing the tariff from the products of his farm 
and retaining a tax on what he buys? 

We already have 60 per cent of Canada’s import trade, while 
30 per cent is made up of teas, coffees, spices, champagne, dia- 
monds, and other luxuries which we do not produce, leaving ¢ 


gi: 
beggarly 10 per cent of business to compete for. For the mere | 


| 
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chance, which we already have, to get part of this remaining 
10 per cent we propose removing the tariff from 76 per cent 
of Canada’s exports, with only approximately 17 per cent of 
our export articles to be admitted free into Canada! 

This is truly a one-sided pancake, although the working out 
of such a policy might be of unusual interest to the Beef Trust, 
the Harvester Trust, and the Milling Trust. Therefore, if 
there is only ruin ahead for the Republican Party in abandon- 
ing the tenets of the past, of turning from the principles which 
made the country great and rich and strong, what is there if 
viewed from the position taken by the President in his mes- 
It is declared, on the one hand, that reciprocity is to 
give the poor man a better breakfast at lower cost than at 
present, while, on the other hand, the farmer is told—and we | 
were told right here even yesterday—that reciprocity would not 
reduce the cost of food products to the ultimate consumer. 

There seems to be a contradiction here that thoroughly ex- 
plodes any theory that will definitely fix the outcome of this 
trade agreement, excepting that it is certain to give away the 
world’s greatest market with nothing in return, and yet the 
bill is labeled reciprocity, which is a misnomer and a miscon- 
ception. 


sage? 


APRIL 20. 


As illustrating the fallacy of this whole breakfast ¢! 
and that the farmer is not the man to be pursued beeans 
high prices for food, I bring before you an object lesson y 
must carry conviction. I hold in my hand a small cat: 
issued from the Pennsylvania State College, which contai: 
names of the students and a few advertisements. State « 
is located in the heart of Pennsylvania, in a rich agricu|; 
district and farms virtually abutting the campus, and | 
cold-storage plant is within 50 miles of the place. There 
free, normal market for agricultural products; in fact, }) 
should be necessarily a little higher than normal, with 
consuming students creating the demand, and yet I find in ; 
little book an advertisement asking to take boarders at &° ; 
week. Three dollars per week, or 21 meals at less than 15 
each, and these meals must necessarily be substantial, as 
are served for hungry professors, hungry, growing scho 
and football players. In this locality the consumer de: 


| rectly with the farmer; in Washington and other Cities 1}, 
| consumer deals with the cold-storage baron, and pays 45 : 


per pound for calf’s liver and 10 cents each for apples. 

If you break down this tariff which protects the farmer: j 
you break down the tariff which protects the manufacturer, | 
we instantly face in field and in factory competition 


| Europe’s cheapest labor and Asia’s worse than slavery. 


do not break it down. Keep up protection, not so high th» 


| will be a menace to anybody, but, in any event, if the | 


works, keept it up so that it may show the difference of | 
of production at home and abroad. But, while protective | 
laws are making the country as a whole mighty with we 


| and it can not be so without protection, let us see to ii 


the rewards are better divided. Let us see that the great 
binations of wealth which have sprung into existence are | 
erly regulated. You can quickly break these mighty com) 
tions of capital called trusts by the ruinous remedy of fre 
trade, but by the application of this method you will at the 
same time break the country. There must be Federal power er 
and strong enough, and a power exercised, to meet this trus 
situation, to bring up with a turn this invisible, insidious pow: 
which has been getting most of the reward and the to 
masses so little. 

Yes; protection to the farmer, protection to the capi' 
protection to the manufacturer, all in fair and equitable nv 
ure; but the place protection is now most needed is around | 
bending back of labor. The sequel to this suggestion is written 
against the horizon each day as the great ocean liners eine! 
from the mists off of Sandy Hook, and from the deck of . 
great racer of the seas there may be seen from 1,000 to 2 
hopeful faces peering into the promised land. 

Immigrants, immigrants, millions of them, coming to our sli 
to do what—develop America? No; not the kind who are « 


| ing now, for, according to the President’s message, the coi 


is overdeveloped already. What then? To help the steams 
companies? Yes; that is it; the steamship companies, to | 
them rich that they may build more ships abroad, fly the 
under a foreign flag and receive a foreign subsidy, while | 
millions they bring turn countless thousands of Americans i) 
the streets. Had our great and good President suggested t 
enactment of some measure that would divert this stream 
foreign immigration now coming to this country into Cai 
instead of proposing that a stream of Canadian products s! 
swamp our markets and thereby drive hundreds of thous 
of American farmers and their families from under the | 


| tecting folds of the American flag to find new homes under | 


banner of the British Empire, the uplifted hands of not « 
the agriculturist, but of the American laborer, would l 
called down from on high a divine blessing. 

With the spectacle witnessed on this floor last week of 
Democratic majority rejecting real election reform which 
have effected the peculiar election system prevailing in 
South; with a northern college professor teaching his stud: 
to respect the red flag of anarchy instead of the Stars 
Stripes; and a Democratic Cabinet member belittling and 
meaning the old veterans of the North who hurled back tress 
and saved the Nation from dissolution, it is indeed high t 
that Republicans took seriously the issues of the hour : 
declined to follow misguided leadership. 

So far as my constituents are concerned, Pennsylvania, wh! 
independence was born, the State which furnished first defen 
ers for all the wars and money without limit, and on whos 
sacred soil, by the valor of her sons, was determined the fate 0! 
independence in Revolutionary days as well as the fate of tl 
Nation from 1861 to 1865, shall not be misunderstood. ; 

‘My constituents believe in the old nationalism, the old patri: t- 
ism, the old progressive republicanism, They people the valleys 








i911. 
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where Lee’s mighty army marched forth to expected triumph 
and retreated in defeat, where McCausland’s marauders applied 
the torch and exacted tribute, but did not conquer the national 
spirit of that brave, true people whose humble spokesman I am 
proud to be to-day. 

The Republican Party, if it will stand bravely united against 
this un-Republican and un-American policy, which is but the 
forerunner of free trade, and are determined to fuse for that 
final and ultimate battle for the firesides of the farmer and the 
workingman, the party will again be triumphant, its messages 
will be heard to-day and in the long future, and posterity will 
ever sing its praises. 

FARMERS OPPOSE TAFT RECIPROCITY. 
To the Epiror OF THE PREss: 

Simm: Why oppress the American farmer, who has been between the 
devil and the deep sea for, lo, these many years, pricr to the last one 
or two, and now that consumption of wheat has about overtaken pro- 
duction in the United States, and therefore a glimmer of hope for 
better times in the future appears to give him heart to struggle on, 
why, I ask, should his hopes be dashed to the ground by this reciprocity 
pill? Why should his, of all the industries of the country, be deprived 
of all protection? Do you think the country can prosper with the basic 
oo in ruin? Do you think the newspapers will prosper then 
even with free pulp wood? 

My dear sir, mark you, if the farmer is deprived of all protection, 
will he yote protection to other industries? Or does the Press no 
longer believe in protection? 

The negotiation of this astounding so-called reciprocity by a Re- 
publican administration, and supported by Republican newspapers is 
the most astonishing occurrence within the span of my 70 years of 
life. Public opinion here—and, I believe, throughout all rural re- 
gions—is practically unanimous against the measure, and fiercely 
against it. 

This bill provides for the free dumping of 500,000,000 bushels of 
wheat into our land in the very near future, besides oats, barley, flax, 


ete. 909 » Canadis ‘ aise 25,000,¢ a : 
potatoes, ete. In 1 » the Canadian northwest raised 125,000,000 | Jin put a small part of the food necessary for them. [Ap- 


bushels of wheat. That region is filling up rapidly with settlers, many 
of them Americans, and it is not a wild prophecy that in five years 
their wheat yield will be are, This reciprocity, being enacted 
into law, means 50-cent wheat for 50 years and correspondingly low 
prices for the other agricultural products admitted free. 
CALVIN M. HAyes. 
HARTLETON, Pa., April 15, 1911. 


DENOUNCED BY KNIGHTS OF LABOR—-AN APPEAL TO THE PRESIDENT AND 
MEMBERS OF CONGRESS AGAINST FREE TRADE WITH CANADA—DO NOT 
DESTROY A GREAT INDUSTRY. 

THe CONGRESS OF THE KNIGHTS OF LABOR, 
New York, April 2, 1911. 

To the President and Members of Congress: 

The paper industry is one of the greatest single industries in the 

United States of America. 


The capital invested exceeds $300,000,000. | 


With an annual business of over $200,000,000, with something like | 


4,000,000 tons of annual production, the paper industry furnishes to 
the railroads in the way of freight and raw materials upward of 
20,000,000 tons of freight annually. They consume 3,000,000 tons of 
coal, all from our domestic mines. They sustain a large number of 
establishments which supply them with machinery and supplies used 


only in paper mills. They furnish employment directly to over 100,00 | 
men in their plants and probably 40,000 in getting out raw material | 


in the woods and mines, besides indirectly supporting an army of men 
engaged in supplying them with material which they use in their 
—e departments. 

For every dollar which the consumer pays for paper it is estimated 
that nearly 70 cents goes to the wage fund of the country. 

The whole agitation for Canadian reciprocity is due to a small syn- 
dicate of unscrupulous and selfish newspaper and magazine publishers 
who are desirous of increasing their already enormous profits by $5,000,- 
000 annually through reciprocity at the expense of American labor and 
industry. 

If finished paper is to be imported into this country free of duty, 
the great paper industry will be crippled, and the man who is a paper 
maker by trade has got to go to Canada to follow his trade, and take 
his wife and family into the wilderness to live, where there is no com- 
pulsory education law and not one of the comforts of civilization. It 
means the death blow to many communities clustered about the paper 
mills and the breaking up of American homes and migration of our 
skilled labor to Canada, and we are going to have a lot of mills on our 
hands that won’t sell for money enough to pay the bondholders, and 
the Canadians are going to have our business and our profits. 

Any downward revision of the tariff such as the McCall bill pro- 
poses would be unjust to both the manufacturer and the farmer of 
the United States, and would ultimately mean one of two things—the 
closing of American factories, mills, and workshops, or the American 
workmen will have to accept a reduction in wages to correspond with 
the cheaper elements of cost in foreign countries. We would therefore 
urge that you use your influence to defeat this iniquitous and un- 
American agreement. 

Very respectfully, yours, 
THE CONGRESS OF THE KNIGHTS OF LABOR, 
J. R. MANSION, Secretary and Treasurer. 


NATIONAL GRANGE APPEALS. 


NATIONAL GRANGE, Patrons oF HUSBANDRY, 
Concord, N. H., March 28, 1911. 
To the Presipent : 

I would submit that the facts show conclusively that the cost of 
producing the staple farm crops put on the free list by the Canadian 
reciprocity arrangement is lower in Canada than in this country. 
—< these facts, which can not be disputed, are the following 

1. The price of farm lands, as shown by official reports, is much 
lower in Canada, thus subjecting the Canadian farmer to much smaller 
fixed charges on his investment. 

2. The wages of Canadian farm labor, as shown in an official state- 
ment prepared by the Department of Commerce and Labor, are on an 
average much lower than in this country. This statement gives figures 
showing that in the Northern and Eastern States the wages paid farm 
workers are from 20 to 25 per cent higher than in all sections of 





Canada, with the exception of the Canadian Northwestern Provinces, 
where wages are practically the same as in our Northwestern States. 
As against this equality of wages, the value of farm lands in those 
Provinces is not one-third the value of lands in lowa, Nebraska, Minne- 
sota, and other neighboring States. 

3. The cost of the manufactured articles which the Canadian farmer 
buys is much lower than that of similar articles used by our farmers, 
because of the lower tariff taxes imposed by Canada on foreign goods. 
An examination of the Canadian tariff laws and preferential trade ar 
rangements shows a difference of at least 20 per cent in favor of the 
Canadian farmer 

4. Owing to thie fact that the farm lands of Canada are chiefly virgin 
soil the Canadian farmer does not find it necessary to use fertilizers 
to any extent, while our farmers are forced to use hundreds of mil 
lions of dollars’ worth of fertilizer each year 

Respectfully, N. J. BACHELDER, 
Chairman Legislative Committee National Grange. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield seven minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Farr}. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I do not like to disagree with my 
colleague and good friend from Pennsylvania |Mr. Focur] on 
this question, but there has been in evidence in the last few days 
in this House the fact that every man is thinking for himself, 
regardless of party, and for the best interests of the people of 
this great country as he conceives them. 

We have farmers in Lackawanna and Luzerne Counties, as 
good farmers as there are in any part of this country. | Ap- 
plause.}] Their fields may not be so fertile or extensive as in 
some other portions of the country, but they make up largely 
for this by their industry, energy, and the careful study and 
intelligent use of soil conditions. And we have a great market 
there for them. As a result of protection to American indus- 
tries that market has become so great that the farmers of those 
two counties, and of all northeastern Pennsylvania, can fur- 


plause.}] Carloads of produce come daily from New York, the 
West, and South to make up the deficiency. 

Now, I want to say to the farmers of this country that where 
the wheels turn and the furnaces are burning is your market. 
Originally, as I understand protection, the thought was not so 
much to protect the farmer against some competitor; it was to 
give him a market, and the Republican Party has done that. 
So long as the Republican Party is in power so long will the 
farmers of this country have a market. 

Now, I am an ardent protectionist. No State in the Union 
has been more steadfast to this principle than the grand old 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. But reciprocity with Canada 
will in no way violate that principle. Wages and the standard 
of living in that country are practically the same as in this 
country. This opening of the markets between us and Canada 
is not going to hurt the American farmer. It is going to in- 
crease our opportunities to manufacture, as our lists of ex- 
portations there show conclusively, increase our employment, 
and enlarge our market both at home and in Canada. The 
farmer in Canada has not any advantage on account of the great 
area in land up there. He is paying fancy prices for good 
farm land to-day, and if you go through that wonderful 
country, as I had the privilege of doing some five years ago, 
you will see that real estate values are booming. In the little 
town of Edmonton, with 12,000 people, the most northerly 
point reached by a railroad, business property sold there five 
years ago for $1,000 a foot front, and all around that place, 
for 2 or 3 miles, town lots were staked out; and the secretary 
of the board of trade told me that they had to go into British 
Columbia to get the products with which to feed their people 

We are not going to be harmed by this reciprocal arrange- 
ment with Canada, but will be greatly benefited. We are s 
ing from the hard-coal lands of 


| $14,000,000 worth of hard coal and $19,000,000 worth of bituini 


| be our market. 


nous coal and coke. We are going to make that country grov 
You will see Canada grow faster than it ever grew in any period 
of its history—so fast that it will astound the world; and | 
faster it grows, the greater Canada becomes, the greater 
[Applause. ] 

First, we ought to make this arrangement with them on 
account of our neighborly relations. It practically means the 
addition of a new State. Then there is one question that has 
not been sufficiently dwelt upon, and that is that we will be at 


peace with that nation; that not one gun or one cannon w he 


necessary on the boundary line between us, and making 


necessary the expenditure of vast millions in the future for 
that purpose. It will be a step forward to peace wit 
nations of the world. I want to commend President 1 
showing that he has the courage of his convictions in pre 


ing this matter to the House with a majority aga 
far as partisan lines are concerned. 

I want to commend him on account of his valor, and it will 
be a ten-strike in the platform on which he will be nominated 
and elected in 1912. [Applause on the Republican side.} And 
I want also to commend him for his attitude on the question 


Pennsylvania upward of 
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of a commission of tariff experts, showing that he is high-minded, 
farsighted, and nonpartisan, and that he has some faith, at 
least, in the good judgment of the Democratic Party on that 
question. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

And I want to say to Democrats from the Southland, be care- 
ful how you move on the tariff question, because if you do what 
your party did a few years ago, the South, on account of its 
great recent industrial development, will be hurt more than the 
North. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

From my county millions of dollars have gone into West Vir- 
ginia, into Texas, Alabama, and other Southern States. I be- 
lieve, however, much of this money would have been more suc- 
cessfully and usefully invested in Scranton and Lackawanna 
County, but it is now yours, and if you tinker with the tariff 
you are going to hurt these and other investors; you are going 
to deter other millions of northern money from going to your 
land, and without northern money and northern energy and 
some northern brains you can not develop the magnificent re- 
sources and utilize the splendid opportunities in your great sec- 
tion of country. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

One man in my county, my friends, has $600,000 invested in 
West Virginia coal lands. If the wheels do not turn and the 
furnaces do not burn, that coal does not come out of the ground. 
Another constituent of mine has upward of a million dollars 
invested in a stretch of railroad in Texas. You must have the 
mills and furnaces and factories going in order to give employ- 
ment to the people to make railroads pay, in order to get divi- 
dends on anything, and in order to make business worth the 
while. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I now yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Nye]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota is recog- 
nized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. NYE. Mr. Chairman, I can not hope, perhaps, to add 
anything that is substantial te this very remarkable debate, a 
debate which has been interesting and able. But I may offer 
a suggestion or two in the 10 minutes that I have. 

The barbarians of old looked upon a stranger as an enemy. 
I think the old Romans had but one word to indicate both 
“stranger” and “enemy.” But as civilization advances and 
men come nearer together and know each other better the 
tendency is in spirit always reciprocal. And if we were to trace 
the march of civilization from the primitive days until to-day 
we should find that humanity has marched toward reciprocity, 
at least in spirit. 

This is not a perfect bill. I am frank to say that in some 
respects I consider it far from perfect. But I believe it is in 
keeping with the spirit of our age and a move in the right 
direction. I do not believe the subject can be disposed of by 
splitting hairs or even by a careful analysis of trade balances. 
I believe the question is ethical as well as economic, and I 





believe the solution of great economic questions should always | jis prosperity will, I believe, be permanent. 


be in the light of ethical or moral principles. Sound economic 


policies must be consistent with sound morals and with just and | 


generous dealings between man and man. 

I have been reminded a good deal, while thinking on this 
subject, of a story I used to tell about a fellow who went West 
from Maine. I can with propriety locate the story in Maine 
because I was born there, and I know something of the charac- 
teristics and peculiarities of some of the people. This was a 
case where a2 man went west and was very fortunate and 
made lots of money, and 40 years later went back to visit an 
old neighbor of his, and to visit generally those neighbors whom 
he knew and with whom he went to school. On one occasion 
he dropped into a little store and saw an old friend whom he 
had not seen for 40 years. The home-staying merchant was 
anxious to know bow much his friend was worth and how many 
millions he had accumulated, and as the two sat and talked 
together the western man helped himself to an apple that was 
in a barrel by his side and ate it. Finally, when he had fin- 
ished his visit, which they both had enjoyed, the western man 
started to go. “By the way,” he said, “I took an apple here. 
How much are they?” The merchant stopped and hesitated a 
minute, and then said, “Oh, they are two for a nickel. Take 
another one.” [Laughter.] They had not seen each other for 40 
years. They had gone to school together and been boys together. 

Now, in the philosophy of the thing there was a genuine senti- 
ment of gladness in the breast of each to meet the other. There 
was the old-time sentiment of friendship at the bottom, but it 
finally had to be measured on the basis of “two for a nickel.” 
{Laughter and applause.] 

It is no new commentary on human nature. Strive as we 
may to give freer breath to the social and generous sentiments 
of our being, we fall back at last to a financial basis of action. 


According to the philosophy of many, sentiment is fancy. 
With our growth will come a clearer’ 


Only selfishness is fact. 
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and wider vision of life. Future generations who read the 
record of this debate will wonder at the fear and alarm of 
those who to-day picture disaster and ruin because of this 
well-meant effort of neighboring nations to come into closer and 
more friendly relations, relations mutually beneficial and health- 
ful to both Nations. 

I remember when I was a boy on the farm a couple of neigh- 
bors could not agree on a line fence. There was a variance of 
about 24 inches between them as to where the line was, and they 
finally built a narrow lane that people used to call the Devil's 
Lane. I remember it well. I believe in future years we will 
look back at this devil’s lane that stretches 3,000 miles across 
this great continent, a continent bearing the impress of an 
Infinite Father’s hand, and wonder that neighbors of one blood 
and kindred, with one hope, one ambition, and one destiny, could 
not come to terms of real reciprocity. [Applause.] 

But it is the same old story. I guess they are just the same 
over in Canada as we are here. New Brunswick is afraid of 
her market for potatoes and Maine is afraid, and both legisla- 
tures have passed hostile resolutions concerning this treaty. 
So it is all along the line, here and there, in spots; some fellow 
whose experience leads him to believe that he will lose a little 
stands against this measure. I had just as soon my boy, if 
he thought his future required it, would go to Alberta or Sas- 
katchewan as to go to the Dakotas or Montana, much as I love 
my own country and my own flag. But there is a life, a future 
development of mankind on this continent that human legisla- 
tion can not control. [Applause.] These great, magnificent 
countries are going to develop side by side one common people, 
and they do not need to be under one flag. A neighbor can be 
a neighbor under his own flag. And I believe that in spirit and 
principle this is right. It is even worth a sacrifice on both sides. 
It is a farsighted policy. It is a goal of high statesmanship. 

I was born on a farm. I lived and worked on a farm until 
I was 22 years of age. I would not knowingly or consciously 
enter upon a new economic policy that would be burdensome 
to the great agricultural class of this country. I would not do 
so intentionally. I do not believe this measure will operate to 
the detriment of any class or any industry. Local and tempo- 
rary disadvantages may result, but the general welfare will be 
promoted, and the permanent good of both countries will be 
advanced. 

The social tendency of mankind is toward the cities, and it 
is destined to be so, for aught I see, for generations to come. 
There is some attraction about the city. I often wonder what 
it is. I often wish I could go back onto the farm, and I guess I 


| will when I get through Congress; but the mouths to consume 


| agricultural commodities. 





are increasing in proportion to our power of production of 
The farmer is not going to suffer in 
the future. The best opening and the best destiny, industrially, 
of any man or of any industry in this country is the future of 
the sound, honest, thrifty farmer, in my judgment. [Applause.| 
Nothing short of 
famine or pestilence seems likely to impede it, and even these 
will bring him less suffering than will come to the millions who 
throng the cities and who depend upon him. 

I know that some strictures have been laid upon this measure 
as un-Republican. My good friend who sits here [Mr. DAtzeLv], 
who has led the battle for many years for protection, whose 
ability and courtesy I have always respected, and whom I ad- 
mire as a man, seems to fear that this is not good Republican 
doctrine. I tell him that the Republicanism that has given life 
to the party is not altogether its industrial policies. It is the 
party of freedom and progress. The Republicanism that lives, 
the Republicanism of freedom, does not rest on any mere 
domestic policy. 

I believe that with all our strength of production, with our 
vigor of diversified industry, we can reduce tariffs substan- 
tially and in some industries to the point of a revenue basis, 
and I do not believe that the future of our country or of our 
neighbor to the north will be advanced by longer impeding the 
flow of natural commerce and natural trade between these two 
great peoples. [Applause.] 

Others have presented figures and analyzed tables and dwelt 
upon statistics. These may be ingeniously employed to the 
advantage of either side and to some extent have been during 
this debate. I have neither time nor inclination to dwell upon 
them. From as fair and impartial a summing up af I am able 
to make one thing appears. That is, the cost of production in 
Canada and the United States of the commodities affected by 
this bill is so nearly identical as to bring the measure within 
the doctrine of the Republican platform of 1908. 

Imperfect though it may be, it is in the main in line with 
modern thought and with modern and progressive Republican- 
ism. I shall support it in the firm faith that the future will 


justify it, and that vast and general benefits will flow to all 
eur people and to the generations yet to be. 











1911. 





Mr. DALZELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. VopsTeapD]. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Chairman, in the time allotted to me I 
wish to talk on one or two points. I did not intend to take any part 
in this discussion, because I have stated my views quite freely on 
other occasions. As preliminary I might say that my friend who 
just spoke [Mr. Nye] appealed to sentiment, and in his inimi- 
table style ridiculed as sordid those who oppose this treaty. It 
is true generally that in this discussion there has been an appeal 
to sentiment rather than sense, ridicule rather than reason. 
But, gentlemen, it seems to me the question for us to settle can 
not be solved by such means. Sentiment will not satisfy the 
man that is robbed nor ridicule deter him from retdliating 
against unfair treatment. Reciprocity between our people 
should be our first consideration. This is an act to help special 
interests at the expense of our farmers and to help the cities 
at the expense of the country. Yes, but they tell us that the 
farmers can not be hurt, because it is insisted that the price of 
farm products are fixed in foreign markets. This assertion, 
though absolutely ridiculous as to most of the products with 
which this treaty will place us in competition with Canada, has 
been repeated over and over again in this discussion. 

If the domestic price of wheat is fixed by the export price, then 
the price at Minneapolis should be the foreign price less the 
cost of placing it on the foreign market. The Interstate Com- 
merce Commission a day or two ago gave me the export freight 
rate from Minneapolis to New York at 13.8 cents per bushel by 
the all-rail route and 11.8 cents by the lake-and-rail route; and 
the Department of Commerce and Labor says the ocean rate 
from New York to Liverpool has been from 4 to 5 cents per 
bushel during 1910. This makes a total freight rate of 18 cents 
per bushel, rail and ocean, and 16 cents by lake, rail, and ocean 
routes. This is just about what it has been in the years past. 
I will print in connection with these remarks tables which I 
obtained from the Department of Commerce and Labor. These 
tables give the prices of wheat at Minneapolis, Winnipeg, 
and Liverpool since September 1, 1909, They show that dur- 
ing 18 out of the 20 months wheat at Minneapolis was too high 
priced to permit of the export of a single bushel. For three 
months it was higher than the Liverpool prices. In the face of 
this fact, can anyone contend that Liverpool fixed the price of 
ovr wheat during that time? Like tables can be had for a num- 
ber of years in the past. Everybody who has lived in my section 
of the country and paid any attention knows that this is true, as 
newspapers in their market reports have constantly called at- 
tention to it, 

In the Minneapolis Journal, one of the leading newspapers of 
that section, which I received this morning, is a statement that 
wheat is still too high for foreign export. 

Canada exports nearly all the time, and their prices are con- 
sequently much lower than the United States. 

The President in two different speeches has stated that prices 

of wheat and other cereals are from 10 to 15 cents higher in 
Minneapolis than Winnipeg. He might have called attention to 
the fact that in 1905 the difference in price of wheat was 22 
cents and that Minneapolis then imported from Canada more 
than 3,200,000 bushels, upon which a duty of 25 cents per bushel 
was paid. Only about half a million bushels of this was after- 
wards exported. The recent repert of the Tariff Board, made 
upon careful investigation of prices, sustains the statement of the 
President as to this difference, not only as to wheat but also 
barley, flax, and other farm products, and no one has seriously 
attempted to dispute the fact. Some cheap attempts have been 
made to deceive the farmers by comparing prices of some prod- 
ucts in eastern Canada with prices on this side in the Middle 
West, but such comparisons deceive no one, not even those who 
engage in that pastime. Some have claimed that the difference 
in prices only applies to small localities, but this is clearly dis- 
proved by the President's statement and by the report of the 
Tariff Board. 

That report shows higher prices than Winnipeg, not only at 
Minneapolis but also at Kansas City, St. Louis, Chicago, and 
other large grain markets of this country. To talk about 
Minneapolis and Winnipeg, the two greatest primary wheat 
markets of the world, as local in character, is about as absurd 
as anything can be. Anyone that knows anything about the 

‘wheat trade knews that Minneapolis fixes the price of nearly 
all our spring wheat and buys large quantities of winter wheat 
from Kansas and Nebraska. Winnipeg is the gateway for all 
of western Canada, and dominates that market. Equally ridic- 
ulous is the suggestion made by some that the difference be- 
tween Minneapolis and Winnipeg is due to lack of elevator or 
transportation facilities. This suggestion is a mere insinuation. 
The Tariff Board found nothing upon which such a claim could 
be based. The wheat prices of Winnipeg are for wheat in store 
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at elevators in Fort William or Port Arthur, and not for wheat 
located at Winnipeg. These great terminal elevators are as 
able to handle grain as Minneapolis, and they have the same 
freight rate for foreign export as Minneapolis and Duluth. 
But the argument mainly relied upon to show that prices are 
not affected by the tariff is that we export large quantities. 
This fallacy has done duty for many years, and I presume we 
ought to approach it with the reverence due to its age. The 
vice of the argument is that it entirely ignores actual conditions. 
If all the wheat was of one quality, located at the same 
spot, and had to be sold on the same day the contention would 
be very persuasive, but that is not the You may 
overload and depress the market for a month ar two until it 
gets low enough for export and a few bushels may be exported, 
still during the rest of the year, while more than four-fifths of 
the crop is being marketed, our prices may 


situation, 


be too high for 
export. This surplus may be in Kansas or Nebraska without 
affecting the prices at Minneapolis or other large markets. 
This is the usual situation. Then again you may have a wheat 
that can not be sold to advantage in this country, because of 
its character. This is true of the durum wheat; as a conse 
quence it does not compete to any great extent with our other 
wheat in the domestic market. It is about the only export that 
has come from the spring-wheat section in years. The Agi 
cultural Department says that for the year ending June 50, 
1911, more than 20,000,000 bushels of this wheat either as 
wheat or flour was exported. 
The total export of wheat and wheat flour during the cal- 


endar year of 1910 was equal to about 62,000,000 bushels, of 
this about 24,000,000 bushels was exported as wheat, the ba 
ance as flour. and 
wheat flour bushels, 
This wheat does not come in competition riised 
east of the Rocky Mountains where you dump 
Canadian wheat, the freight rates are 
such competition possible. 

Now, let us deduct from the 62,000,000 bushels this 17,000,000 
bushels. This leaves 45,000,000 bushels. Deduct 
durum wheat, 20,000,000, and you left 


The Pacific coast exported last year wheat 
amounting to approximately 17,000,000 
with wheat 
propose to 


too high to 


as make 


from this the 
have 


Some 25 .000.000 
bushels. Nearly all of this 25,000,000 bushels goes out as 
a low-grade flour, for which there is a very poor market 
in the United States. The reason why the higher grades do 
not go to foreign countries is well known. Nearly all the wheat 
that enters the foreign trade, except that from Canada and 
the durum from the United States, is a soft winter wheat of 
poor quality. To make a good flour from this it is necessary 
to mix it with a higher grade. For some years Europe imported 
high-grade flour for this purpose, but soon found it more profit 
able to mix the high grades of wheat with the low grades of 
wheat. This not only gives better results, but is otherwise more 


advantageous. 

When you come to consider that this export comes in small 
lots, at different times of the yeax, and is of the character that 
I have suggested, there is no difficulty in understanding why the 
tariff affects the price of wheat. 
tween Canada, the United States, 
demonstration of this effect. 
other farm products. Wheat 
not the most important. 

No one has contended that any foreign market fixes the 
of our barley, flaxseed, rye, buckwheat, oats, 
butter, cheese, eggs, and the like. Barley is in many sectio 
more important than wheat. The United States produced 
162,000,000 bushels last year. Of this an amount no greater 
than that produced in a single township in my section was e) 
ported from the east half of the United States. <A sn 
was exported from the Pacific coast, but that barley 
come in competition with barley raised in the great 


The difference in prices be- 
and Liverpool is an ab te 
But let your attention to 
is but to many sect 3 


me call 


one and 


hay, potatoe 


Muli AMO { 


can 7 ft 


agrici inal 
section of our country, as the freight is 50 cents a hundred 
pounds from the Pacific coast to Minneapolis. The brews re 
about the only ones that will profit by Canadian barley. We 


produced 33,000,000 bushels of rye last year. Of this less than 
20,000 bushels went beyond our borders during t! tin 
distillers of rye whisky smile over the prosy« 
Canadian rye will add to their profits. Flaxseed is anothe 
portant crop. Until last year we produced enough for 
consumption, but as prices had not been sufficient to pay for 
production, the acreage decreased; this in connection with a 
small crop in North Dakota left the home market short We 
exported last year less than $7,000 worth and 
than $18,000,000 worth. Canada has the 
put our farmers out of the business of raising flaxseed 
and flax usually sell in Winnipeg for about 20 cent 
less than in Minneapolis. 

Our production of buckwheat, potatoes, hay, butter, 
cheese, eggs, and the like is just about equal to our home con- 
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sumption. There is no export of any consequence of any of 
these. Those who are in favor of this treaty have studiously 
tried to force wheat to the front as the only article affected. 
Is not this a trick to divert attention from the real issue? It 
will not only affect every article that I have enumerated, but 
every farm product, ‘both North and South. The opening of the 
Mississippi Valley took from eastern farmers hundreds of | 
nillions of dollars. It gave you ruined farms, deserted homes. 
You propose to open another empire of rich soil, in which plant 
food has been storefl for untold centuries, and Jet our farmers, | 
who are compelled to fertilize their soil and expend on it very 
much more labor than is required on new land ‘to produce a 
crop, compete, and at the same ‘time you expect them to sup- 
port a system of protection for the factory. You have promised 
him different ‘treatment. You may ‘have the power to make him 
submit, ‘but are you sure that it will profit you? If he was get- 
ting an undue advantage he might not ‘find fault; but there is 
no class of our citizens ‘that ‘receive as litfle reward for toil or 
privations as dees the farmer. The Agricultural Department, 
in Farmers’ Bulletin No. 487, just issued, says that— 

In actual practice and for many reasons not foreseen at the outset the 
average profits in farming, aside from ‘the rise in the value of the Jand 
itself, are not large, but on the other hand extremely modest. 

This was also the judgment of the Senate committee that 
recently investigated this subject. 

This proposition is not fair and should not 'pass. 
on the Republican side.] 


[Applause 


APPENDIX. 

Minneapolis cash wheat quotations of Nos. 1 and 2 northern (track) 
compared with Winnipeg quotations of No. 1 northern “in store,” | 
Fort William or Port Arthur terminal elevators, and Liverpool quota- 
tions of No. 2 northern Manitoba. 



































Wednesday quotations. 
¥ ze ‘ : | Tuesday 
we | quotations. 
Minneapolis. | Winnipeg. pacepest - 
| No. 2 
eas cm northern 
No. 1 north- No. 2morth- | No.1 | Manitoba. 
ern. ern. | northern. | 
— em , i) ee _— oe ee, — } 
1909. | ‘Cents per'bush. | Cents per bush. |'Cts. per bu. | Cts. per bu. | 
Sept. 1..... be adil al 98} 96 — 96} 974 | 125} 
| 973- 973 954- 954 97% | 129 
992-1 973- cal 983 | 130} 
100}-1 984- § 98 | 129} | 
1013 993 943 | 130 
Oct. 101 9 | 964 1303 
103 1013 | 98% | 1314 
104}-1¢ 1024-1024 | 97 131 
1054-105 1034-1038 '| 978 131 
gt dea, iad inks 102 -102} 100 -1004 958 | 1155 
Dicaiedustscoud cence 1043-1048 102}-102} 97% | 1155 
iE cikecdonesenowie’ 1053-106} 1033-104} de cccs ose 
i catia 1063-107 1044-105 99) | 117% | 
See 1054-106 1033-104 945 118} | 
1094-H10 1074-108 96; i 
5. 112 -11 110 ~110} 90% | 119 
uy ig 1093-110; 100} | 1204 | 
es 111}-112} 109}-110 1004 | 119} 
1910. 
ca ed 114 -115 H2 -113 1033 | 122 
Mei bed 114§-115§ 1125-1135 103: | 1221 | 
EEE 1103-11138 1083-1098 101; | 120} 
ica nethipetdxnineen-eonl 1M -11 2 -112} 1033 | 120 
DOS Seat batiietizcsencen 111 109} 103 | 121 
Modi céberecadenccs 112 109 1023 | it 
WA. cenbeetSoken le 115 Ni 1034 | 1204 | 
ih .c-teniiietans cadet 1134 11g 1024 | 119; | 
at. 3. cascades itt 1124 1034 | 119} | 
Be i cchecthioxeemal 114 112 104 | 118; | 
WE i snisceeictighaneeen 1144 112} | 104} | 120; 
_ RRR | 116 1143 | 1054 | 1203 | 
isin neichenekeiaaiaae 115 1138 105} | 121; | 
RO. Goo tee 110 1087 104 1213 
TR ciicesniinsetiniaitacae 1 109 | 1033 1193 
Rhee: ass anesewne siti 1074 1055 | 100} 1173 
aa Ml 109} 1074 993 117 
FT A liek odie insect 1 109 99h 3 
Nc dcittsisis wtemrbbed 112} 110} 98k 112} 
Bacco mevecesanced 110 | 108 964 1094 | 
Sila sdtatiencmtindicl 1094 | 107% 924 1044 
Pile Tis ctatameneel 106} | 104 88} 97% 
Bun anteakd meebo 107% | 1058 90 1023 
OF. sciintdaes this cbatieanhall | 1063 | 104 | so] 993 
ASRS SH | aM i 109 93} 1023 
Pes Alcicnsks canned 115 113 100} 1074 
I IE, dieicdiniccentied 118 116 106 1073 
Oi innit iehnreninhion s 118 116 | 109% 110} 
a a 1 1243 | 1153 1193 
aicckstscsucubaod 124 1223 1103 1216 | 
RUE. Desc ndbecsan<ccsms 117 114} 106 ira | 
in aictetatin Seiten Gil 1154 110 108} | 1178 | 
Sis nv tinndbdannns ioe 113 109) 110 | 121 
. . cicathatdasustan 1103 | 1073 | 107% | 121 | 
Oh, ciliendeancaeaneenl 1125 | 110} | 108} 120; | 


Liverpool quotations are for the day preceding 
the statement. 
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Weekly (Tuesday) quotations of wheat in the Minneapolis, Winnipeg 


and Liverpool markets, Sept. 6, 1910, to Apr. 18, 1911. 
{Data taken from Commercial West, published at Minneapolis, Minn., and Broo 
hall’s Corn Trade News, published at Liverpool.) 
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| 
Minneapolis. * Winnipeg. | Liverpool. 
icc ll heinieasiac ole wea ca 
! ' 7. a 
No.1 No. 2 | No.1 No.2 ae 
| northern northern. northern. northern. | DOrthern 
} Manitoba. 
— a } = eee sand EEE — 
1910. | | 
Sept. 6:...| $1. 123 $1. 103 $1.05 $1. 033 $1.2 
13. 1. 115 | 1.094 1.02} 1.01 1.18 
...3 1.114 | 1.09 | 1.01 9 1.1 
— 1.104 | 1.03 | 99 94} 1. 1 
Oct. t-- , 1. 10§ 1.034 | 882 oat 1.1 
I 1.094 | 1.074 | 97 3 1.1 
8...5 1.05 | 1.03 | 95} oof 1.1 
_ 2 1. 04} 1.02} 94% | 91g] 1.155 1.08 
Nov. 1 1.02 1.00 894 | 804 11.0 
8 21.02 | 21.00 90 | 7 1.0 
a | 1.07 1. 054 4 | 91 1.0 
2... .| 1. 054 1.04) 943 | 91 1.08 
a 1.03 1.015 90 37 1.05 
Des. 6....1 1.044 1. 023 3 884 1. OF 
B...2] 1.023 1.0% 89} 86 1.1 
20. 1.024 1.01 90 87 1.04 
27 1.02} 1. 003 892 86} 1,( 
| 
1911. 
Jan. .3....| 1.063 1.043 92} 893 1.09 
10.. 1.08} 1. 063 95 92 1.094 
cs 1. 083 1. 064 954 924 1.16 
ae 1.054 1. 023 94 91 1.1) 
si... 1. 043 1.024 92 89 1.11 
Feb. 7.. 1.01 | 99 92 89 1.11 
a4... 974 954 903 88 1.11 
98} 963 90} 87 1.0 
Dal 963 945 88 | 1.08 
Mar. 7....| 99} 974 88} | 86 1.0 
14....| 99} 974 90 87 1.07 
Bi... Ost 964 904 87 1.07 
ee 954 93} 893 87 1.07 
Apr. 4....) 93 91 88 85 1.05 
i... 983 96% 893 87 1.07 
18...) 98 96 90s 88 








1 Quotation for‘new crop. 
? Quotation is for November 9, November 8 being a holiday in the United ‘States. 





Quotations of flarseed at the Minneapolis, Duluth, and Winnipeg mar 
kets from Sept. 26, 1910, to Jan. 23, 1911, as reported by Commercial 
West. 

[Price per bushel.] 
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1 October 11 quotation. 
2 November 1 quotation. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. La FortertTe]. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Chairman, this debate on Canadiai 
reciprocity has had a wide range; ft is well that it has, and 
proper that it should. This is a momentous question, and one 
affecting for benefit or injury all of our people. 

I protest against the attempt to Close this debate or the fix- 
ing of a date to close until each and every Member on both 


3 November bid. 
‘ Deeember bid. 


| sides of this Chamber who so desires has had ample time to 


Neither the Demo- 
*atty can afford to suppress full and 
free discussion in debating a question of such importance as 
this. I have no apology to offer for having asked for an hour 
on this question, even though a new Member. I am as much 


concerned, and my constituents as much interested, as if I had 
I can not help feeling, as I hear men 


served here for 30 years. 








1911. CONGRESSIONAL 


asking for time and unable to secure time enough fully to ex- 
press themselves, that they have the right to demand it. 

What is the pressing need for a hurried vote on this question? 
Will it not stand investigation? Do you think you are currying 
any favor from the farmer or anybody else by shutting off de- 
bate on a question of snch vital importance to him as is this? 

SOMEWHAT ¢ A “RUBE” MYSELF 

One of the gentlemen on that side of the Chamber referred to 
the farmer yesterday as a “ Renben.” Well, I am a “ Rube” 
myself, 


Fr 


| 
| 


| 


When this report reaches the Farmers’ Cooperative Union | 


and the great grange organization of this country, they will 
have something to say about the short time given to debating a 
question of such importance that a special session of Congress 
was called to consider it. The distinguished gentleman from 
Connecticut, and others here, have given a great array of fic 
ures to justify the passage of this measure, covering the rela- 
tive conditions in the two countries, scale of wages paid, and 
so forth, attempting to show that there is no discrimination 
against the farmer, but there was one item they failed to take 
into consideration. Otherwise I would pay no attention to 
their glittering array of figures. 

They failed to count in the cost of the fertilizer that thou- 
sands and thousands of our farmers have to use. The North, 
East, and the South are full of fertilizer factories. The great 
packing houses of our country put it out by thousands of tons. 
The newspaper farmer, the banking farmer, the factory farmer, 
and, very often, the statistical farmer do not always take this 
item into account, but the bona fide farmer does, 

I venture to say that thousands of our farmers pay out more 
per acre for fertilizers than it costs thousands of Canadian 
farmers to put in and harvest their crops per acre. Do you 
think in cases like that they can compete on a free-trade basis 
with him? 

WHAT PRICES DOES LIVERPOOL FIX? 

We have heard much about Liverpool fixing prices. Liver- 
pool does not fix the price on apples in the United States, 
does it? It does not fix the price of barley, does it? It does 
not fix the price of hay, does it? Or of potatoes? No; nor of 
wheat, except to a limited extent, and every intelligent farmer 
knows it. There are many factors affecting prices all the 
time, but the farmer does know that 25 cents tariff on the 
bushel protects him against the competition of Canadian wheat. 

I am only a plain farmer, one of that class whom the gen- 
tlemen on that side of the Chamber and some of those on this 
side are trying so hard to convince will not be hurt by the 
passage of a measure of this kind. 

I wish to say to those on this side of the Chamber, who are 
mostly high protectionists for the manufactured products of 
their States and communities, and who are now arguing this 
heresy of the farmer’s product going on the free list against 
the only country he has any need to fear as a competitor in 
nearly all that he produces, that they are either inconsistent 
now or else must admit they have for many long years been 
attempting to flimflam the farmer by word, act, and acquiescence 
in this protection to his industries. 


CAN FARMERS BE BLAMED FOR SUSPICIONS? 


Can you blame the farmers of this country for doubting your 
sincerity? Who constituted you the arbiters of his fortume and 
the judge of what would be his benefit? And I will say to 
the gentlemen on that side of the Chamber, who are arguing 
along the same lines, that as a party they are as inconsistent. 

Under your great Wilson bill, when you had the opportunity 
to carry out these free-trade heresies, did your party improve 
it? No. 

That law carried protection to all farm products, as did the 
McKinley law. It is true it reduced the rates on those preducts, 
as it did in common with other schedules. Did those reductions 
help anybody or the Government? No. 

The effect was exactly the opposite. Why did not your party, 
when it had the opportunity, put all farm products on the free 
list, including hemp, cane, cotton, peanuts, with all the products 
of the South and North? You are very solicitous for the 
welfare of the farmer, and you also desire to tickle the con- 
sumer. It is politics you are playing, and you no more desire 
free trade as a party than do these proselytes, now your col- 
leagues on this side of the Chamber, and you are attempting to 
buneo the farmer as well as they are. 

Mr. Chairman, some of the gentlemen on that side of the 
Chamber and the Democratic press of the country have criti- 
cized the insurgent Republicans for working hand in hand with 
the Hon. Joserm G. CANNON and other so-called standpat Re- 
publicans on this great question. 
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I have no doubt it gives them a pain to find that most of ft] 


insurgents who rebelled iinst so-called ust tion of power! 
by not only Mr. Cannon, but by other Speakers who preceded 
him, who took different views on methods of pr tire and r 
vising the rules of the House that he and other gentlemen did, 
to find that when it came to great questions e the ] ent 
2 proposition that carries with it a vital principle involv 
ing not only the financial but the moral interest f the country 
| that these insurgents were still Republicans. 
INSURGENTS vi t D ¢ aH 
The so-called insurgent Republi ans are ive They 
want to see the Republican Party correct ses that have 
grown up within the party and the Nation du Ss ] and 
I will say glorious life. No other political por on earth ean 
point with pride to the achievements along all ( man 
| endeavor as those that have been written on history's S 
during the life of this great party. If the Democrats of this 
| country thought a difference of opinion on some questions was 


going to cause a split in the Republican Party, that progressives 
would forsake the party of Lincoln, Garfield, and McKinley, 
these three great martyrs, the party of Grant and Sumner, of 
James G. Blaine, Oliver P. Morton, and other noted statesmen, 
they must have been grievously disappointed. 

Mr. Chairman, I think the Republican Party is to be 
gratulated that it contains an element of progressiveness, 


con 


just 


|} a8 | think the Democratic Party should thank God that they 


have insurgents and progressives in their party, for they are 
the balance wheels that prevent parties from going to destruc 
tion, and it is necessary that we have great political parties. 

Mr. Chairman, the South has thousands of farmers, broad 
minded, well-informed men, who have within the last few ysars 
awakened to the necessity of cooperation. I have met man, of 
them and have the good fortune to belong to the same fraterfial 
and economic unions that many of them do. I have learned to 
appreciate their sterling qualities, their sense of honor, and 
their liberality in reciprocal relations between our order in 
different parts of our common country. 

[ have traveled to some extent in the Southland through the 
Virginias, Carolinas, and through Georgia, Tennessee, and Ken- 
tucky. It is a wonderful land. But much of it shows the effects 
ef one to two hundred years of use. The farmers who are so 
bravely trying to mect the responsibilities of life, rear their 
families, and maintain their high moral and social standards 
under the conditions incident to a depleted soil are worthy of 
all honor and consideration and the highest respect of their 
countrymen. 

SENTIMENT HOLDS SOUTHERN FARMERS 

As I traveled through parts of the South and contrasted their 
farms and farm land with that of the boundless West I was 
prone to say: “God pity them; their condition in life is hard 
indeed. Why do they stay here when they can do so much better 
in the West or in Canada?” And then the words of Scott’s 
poem, in his Lay of the Last Minstrel, came into my mind: 

Breathes there the man with soul so dead 
Who never to himself hath said, 
This is my own, my native land! 

And the question was answered, this was home—the magie 
word “home.” To-day, as ever, every rightly constituted man 
and woman, wherever they are and whatever their station, long 
for home, sweet home. Thousands have left the Southland to 
make their homes in the North and West, and while they have 
prospered and grown rich there, they still exclaim of the St 
of their birth: That “is my own, my native land!” 


I have talked with many of them and heard their stories, 
contrasting the ofttimes struggle for existence on many of the 
farms of the East and South with their condition of peace and 


plenty in the West. 
Mr. Chairman, being a farmer myself and, I think, under 
standing farming conditions fairly well in all sections of th 
Union, I will never knowingly support a measure that d 
eriminates against the farmer or strikes at his welfare as 
even though I know some of them would be benefited there!) 
NO WIIEAT, BUT POLITI 
The gentleman from North Carolina said they did not raise 
wheat down in his State; and his own Inck of knowledge of 
industry proves that he at least never raised i i 
way informed on the subject. But they do rai 


IANS 


or is 


se wheat, 


corn, hemp, sweet potatoes, tobacco, fruit, and many other 
products, and some of their politicians do raise “h” with a \ h 
and an “1.” 

I desire to warn the Members from West Virgin Virginia. 


and all of those States that are putting out thousands of acre 
of apples that Canada raises apples, and has hu 


wireds of 





10 | 


sands of acres of as good apple land as there is in the world, | 
and their apples are better keepers than those raised in south- | 


ern climes. I will give you apple statistics a little later. 

I think your southern apple and tobacco raisers, your grow- 
ers of cane, cotton, and rice, of cattle, sheep, and wool, and all 
other products are deserving of protection against the products 
of any foreign country that might come in competition with 
thei. 
does. In tobacco and apples she would become a great competi- 
tor with Canada under free trade. 
1901 Canada produced 11,266,732 pounds of tobacco, as shown 
by the Canadian Year Book of 1909, and the same authority 
shows that in 1906 she had 155 tobacco manufactories capital- 
ized at $15,274,923. 

WHY NOT FREE-LIST SUGAR? 


In this famous compensation bill which you have introduced 
as a sop to the farmer are you putting tobacco and tobacco 
products on the free list? Thousands of them use it, as well 
as do other thousands of our citizens. Canada also has sugar 
factories and can raise sugar beets in any quantity. You could 
probably benefit Canada and the American consumer if you 
would put sugar on the free list. Do you intend to do it in this 
compensation bill of yours? 

Our farmers all use sugar when they have the money to buy 
it; so does the great mass of the people you call the consumer, 
though the farmer is the heaviest consumer of any one class 
because there is more of him. If you want to help those poor 
consumers in the tenements and factories, do you not think they 
would get as much benefit from free sugar as from free 
potatoes? 

The farmer is not altogether a hog, although he raises a few. 
He does not ask for special reductions in his favor. All he 
asks is a square deal for all the people. You can not fool 
him with this compensation bill of yours that does not com- 
pensate. Quit playing politics and play ball. 


Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from North Carolina points | 


with pride to this as a Democratic measure. I am very willing 


they shall father it, and I very much regret that a Republican | 
President has seen fit to champion so unjust and nonmeritorious | 


& measure as this so-called reciprocity fiasco. He is a great 


lawyer, an eminent jurist, and an authority on government, | 
but doubtless has had but little time to give to economic ques- | 


tions. 

His environment and occupation have been such that, evi- 
dently, he has given little thought to agricultural questions, 
and in this case we consider he has been very unfortunate in 
his advisers, 

If we refer to the table of articles on which Canada would 
have to remit to us on 1910 business under this agreement, we 
find that United States coal shippers would be bénefited to the 
extent of $455,246, a little more than one-sixth of the money 
that Canada would have to remit under this act. 


GOOD THING FOR MINE OWNERS. 


And while this would be a good thing, no doubt, for some of 


the American mine owners, and so forth, it is no help in the | 


world to that large coalless region lying contiguous to Canada’s 
immense coal fields. Canada has a rate of 53 
against the United States rate of 45 cents the ton, and Canada 
did make a rate reciprocal with ours, or 45 cents the ton, but 
no consumers of coal in the United States are benefited thereby. 
Still, one-sixth of the business on which Canada remits is coal. 

I have heard much said about this measure, but as yet I 
have never heard one word that shows any crying need for it 
or any valid reason why it should not be amended and made a 
just reciprocity measure, or else defeated. 

The cry is made that the exactions of the Paper Trust are 
grievous. 
whose products are really benefited by this measure? 
not heard any reason assigned for the fisherman’s products be- 
ing placed on the free list. 


tried to justify themselves with the farmer, but not the fisher- | 


man. I presume the difference is caused by the farmer’s much 
larger voting number. They need to fool him, but the fisher- 


man politically can not figure very heavily, so it is not neces- | 


sary even to apologize for placing his products on the free list. 
When this measure passed the House last winter, 2,100 
Gloucester fishermen placed their flags at half-mast, and well 


they might. Canada, with its relatively smaller population, has | 


the same fishing possibilities as this country, and our fishermen 
already feel its competition. According to the statistics we 
have here, Canada exported of dutiable fish of all kinds to the 
United States in 1910 more than 73,000,000 pounds, while the 
United States sent into Canada less than 4,000,000 dutiable 
product, 


Your country raises some of the products that Canada | 
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! 


As far back as the year | 


APRIL 20. 


SACRIFICES FISHERMEN FOR MANUFACTURER? 


Does the sponsor of this bill in the House [Mr. McCatr] fe: 
that the fishermen of his State are not as worthy of consideri- 
tion and protection as are its manufacturers? 

Mr. Chairman, I feel that the principle of protection 1 
American manufacturers on the basis we have conducted it h 
been shamefully abused, but as against that abuse and absolu 
free trade for our country, I think the latter would work to ou 
people far greater calamity than have the abuses under tl 
former. 

I believe in tariff revision. I believe in an effective tari! 





cents the ton | 


Are they more grievous than a great many others | 
I have | 


The framers of this measure have | 


commission that will check the abuses that have long yea: 
existed under the system. $ut while I think absolute fr 
trade would be a calamity, yet from the viewpoint of just 
and right, is much more defensible than this attempt to sing 
out three or four of our industries and arbitrarily place the 
on the free list. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not consider it justifiable to try and cor 
rect something we regard as a commercial mistake by com 
mitting an act of injustice or a moral wrong. I raise my 
voice here against the attempted rank injustice done to each 
and every interest being discriminated against under this treaty 
As I have said, I am a farmer. I am a member of the Grang 
and the Farmers’ Union, and have been a member of ever) 
farmers’ organization of any scope we have had in the United 
States for the last 30 years. I know how they as a class f 
about this measure. I am in receipt of petitions that repres 
the desires of thousands of farmers on this question, and those 
in favor of this measure are in the proportion of about 1 
1,000, These petitioners are farmers who represent all politica! 
parties, 

The Farmers’ Union and Grange of the North, East, West, 
and a part of the South are against this discriminating treaty. 
Even though in some cases it might benefit some of them, the, 
object to the unjust features of the measure. 

Mr. Chairman, the cry of the Members on that side of t! 
House that this is a blow at protection is not borne out by 
the effect of the Democratic reciprocity measure which wa 
on the statute books of this country from 1854 to 1865. 

It had the same free trade provisions, and the only thing {| 
demonstrated to this country was that Canada had vastly t! 
better of the deal, and that at a time when its agricultur 
| production was not a drop in the bucket to what it is now, 
and when its chance for the better of the treaty was nothing to 
| what it is at the present time, nor is it now a drop in tl 

bucket to what it will be in the future. 

On most of the articles Canadians can not raise Canada 
refused to reciprocate. It puts some fruits and vegetablés « 
the free list, for it, in a greater or less degree, raises most 
them, but oranges, lemons, pineapples, and fruits of that ki 
it refused to let in free. They were entirely too good revenue 
getters, and it would likewise offend some other nations wil 
whith Canada does business if it discriminated in favor of th 
United States, 





CANADA WINS BY TEMPTING SOUTH. 


The only wonder is that Canada put cottonseed oil on thie 
free list. Those long-headed Canadian statesmen must have 
realized that they would have to concede something to our 
Southland or fail of its support for this measure. According!) 
they put cottonseed oil on the free list and made a very sub 
stantial reduction on peanuts. Thus on the basis of 1910 busi- 
ness Canada would remit on those two products $219,223.55, 
which is between 114 and 12 per cent of the entire amount 
| Canada would have to remit. 

Now, while I have referred to this I do not for one minute 
| think this is influencing the vote of any Member on that side of 
| this Chamber, whatever I may think of other motives, probably 
not so worthy, influencing some of them. 

I am sure of one thing, and that is that it did not influence 
Senator Josepu W. Baiey, of Texas, when he said on the floor 
| of the Senate last winter that he would never support a measure 
so unjust to the American farmer as this one. 
| Mr. Chairman, in looking up the meaning of the word recip- 
| rocate, in order to be sure that I was giving to the word its true 
meaning and not simply what I myself thought it should mean, [ 
| found that Webster gives as the logic of reciprocating, “A propo 
| sition which asserts subject and predicate to be equal and iden- 
| tical in extent.” 

Taking Webster as an authority for the meaning of the word, 
I want to say that the title of this bill is a misnomer; that in 
few particulars are there any truly reciprocating features in it. 

In my judgment it should be entitled ‘‘An act of discrimination 
against certain classes of our people in favor of Canada.” 

There are several propositions involved in this question, and 
the one that naturally appeals to us is the financial side, but 
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jn passing laws the Congress of the United States is never 
justified in passing them purely for financial reasons when there 


is a moral consideration at stake of vastly more importance | 


to the Nation than is the mere question of dollars and cents. 
By what ethics can we justify the singling out of three or 


four of our industries and putting their products or output on an | 


absolutely free-trade basis, leaving other industries as fully 
protected as before? Is there any justice in such action? 


FEW CLASSES SACRIFICED. 


Yet this is what the proposed measure does. By what right 
do we, as Representatives, take a measure of this kind, negoti 
ated by men, but few if any of us ever heard of until this meas 
ure came up—I mean those who represented the Department of 
State—Mr. Pepper and Mr. Davis, who went up to Ottawa and 
there framed this measure that would depreciate in value the 
property of part of our people for the benefit of another part of 
our people and the Canadians and their Government? 

Mr. Chairman, a measure of this kind, of such vital impor- 
tance to our governmental welfare and the welfare of vast num- 
bers of our people, is a thing which should not be entered into 
hastily, its essential features trusted to untried and uninformed 
men. Neither should it be passed through Congress by any 
such hurry-up methods and urging against the amending and 
correcting of the unjust features of the measure as was prac- 
ticed and urged at the last session of Congress. I also question 
the moral right of any political party to go into caucus and 
agree to pass a drastic and unreasonable measure like this for 
political expediency, or to make such an attempt. 


Mr. Chairman, I found on my desk a few days ago a pam- | 


phlet from the Government Printing Office, headed ‘‘ Canadian 
reciprocity; extracts from the Daily Congressional Record 
from January 26, 1911, to March 4, 1911.” Among these ex- 
tracts I find one from the speech of the Hon. Oscar W. UNDER- 
woop, of Alabama, in the House of Representatives, February 14. 
I desire to read an excerpt from that speech. The gentleman 
from Alabama says: 

Now as to agricultural machinery and meat. 
that this bill is not properly balanced when you put cattle on the free 
list and leave a prohibitive tax on meat, as you do in this bill. But I 
want to call your attention to this fact: Suppose you put meat coming 
from Canada on the free list, would you get any meat to the consumers 
in this country? Not at all. The Canadians do not produce enough 
meat for their own people. A little might come over the border here 
and there, but it would not affect the price of meat in this country. 

Mr, Chairman, I have not the pleasure of Mr. UNDERWoOD'S 
acquaintance. I have no doubt but that he is an honorable, 
upright gentleman, and I would not for one minute impugn his 
motives in making this declaration; but I am inclined to think 
he made that statement from some preconceived ideas in the 
matter and not from any statistical facts. While, no doubt, he 
thought he was right, I think, Mr. Chairman, that I hold in my 
hand a document which will prove to the satisfaction of the 
gentleman from Alabama that he was wrong. I have here a 
copy of the Canadian Yearbook for 1909. On page 124 of this 


Of course I recognize 


book I find, under the heading of ‘“‘ Trade and Commerce, Table | 


XXIX,” information regarding the total amount of meat 
Canada exported to all countries during the years 1905 to 1909, | 


inclusive. 
CANADA LARGE MEAT EXPORTER. 

According to this table put out by the Canadian Government, 
the minimum amount of all classes of meat Canada has ex- 
ported in any one of the years from 1905 to 1909 is 83,909,745 
pounds, and the maximum amount exported in any one year 
163,481,589 pounds, and a total for five years of 574,427,970 
pounds. 

We find in the list of meats shipped by the United States to 
Canada last year that all kinds of meats—fresh, dressed, dried, 
salted, barreled, and canned, including chicken—only a total of 
18,119,642 pounds, less than one-fourth of the amount Canada 
exported in any year from 1905 to 1909, both years inclusive. 

The gentleman from Alabama was under the impression that 


Canada could not raise enough meat for its own consumption. | 
You can not judge of the possibilities of a country altogether by | 


its exports and imports, and the fact that Canada imported 
some meat from the United States was no proof that it could 
not produce enough meat for its own use. Some of the speeches 
made in the Sixty-first Congress, as well as in the present Con- 
gress, in favor of this measure show an amazing lack of in- 
formation as regards Canada, or else a willful desire to fool the 
American people, and this is another reason I am against this 
principle of attempting to decide the fate of a measure like this 
or any other by a caucus. 

A few men generally control these caucuses, fix their policy, 
and largely destroy the incentive of their members to investi- 
gate conditions for themselves. In other words, the caucus de- 
stroys their initiative, and they become automatons or pawns 
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} on the chessboard. This for the defenders of that 
both sides of this Chamber. 
Mr. Chairman, in this same pamphlet of extracts, already re 
ferred to, I find a speech of Senator Carter, of Montana, de 
| livered in the United States Senate, in which he presented some 


system 


on 


excerpts from the statements made by Mr. Pepper and Mr. Davis 
as to where the Canadian reciprocity measure benefits the 
farmer; they tell how many more vegetabies the United States 
ships to Canada than Canada to us, and how this is going to 
help the farmer. He also refers to shipments of fruits. 

WHAT PERSONAL EXPERIT 

Mr. Chairman, I have been a fruit and vegetable grower for 
some 14 years, and I have exported by the carload into Canada, 
and presume I understand Canadian conditions and _ possibilf- 
ties as well as Mr. Pepper and Mr. Davis do. I will not at- 
tempt to say that there will not be some cases where American 
shippers would benefit under a reciprocal agreement that puts 
fruits and vegetables on the free list, but on the whole, with 
my knowledge of Canada’s possibilities as to production of 
those fruits and vegetables that can be raised in that climate, 
in my judgment the United States producer will lose infinitely 
more than he wil! gain by this arrangement. 

There is a widespread opinion that Canada can not raise 
fruit to any extent, and while part of the data I have on this 
subject is somewhat old, much of it is up to date. This is 
what Canada produced in fruit from 1871 to 1901, according to 
the Canadian Yearbook of 1909: 


NCE Hows 





1871 1881 1891 1901 

a . cs } 

} | | 
Os iicnidiacaniceinsibinn bushels. .| 6,365,315 | 13,377,655 | 7,519,913 | 
OU ic insnnss cinistecaiin aaghee Re ; aoe 43, 637 
ined htdcinagamakaaeinanl Wir ial caste ; : | 229, 240 
Titer tucticatechincwade do Bae | ‘ 192, 369 
PU Aon dhanaanerubaawee do sie 266, 350 
I NIN do csi intceveieteeetritecnine do 358, 963 841,219 320, 641 
icici nnininaias nabceban pounds,..| 1,126, 402 3, 896, 508 | 12,252,331 
iis cceienonionionis quarts | ‘ — 

In 1910 Canada shipped 8,126,984 pounds of dried apples, 


1,604,477 barrels of apples, which is nearly 5,000,000 bushels 

If Canada has increased in the same proportion in the | 
10 years that it did in the other decades referred to, it produces 
now something more than 30,000,000 bushels of apples, and we 
suppose other fruits in proportion. While this not much 
fruit the possibilities of enormous accessions to this supply are 
staring the United States producer in the face, and even now 
the throwing of 10,000,000 or 15,000,000 bushels on the American 
market would materially decrease the price of apples to the 
United States producer in the fall of the year when the 
majority of these fruits are marketed. 

He refers to cottonseed oil, and there, Mr. Chairman, I admit 
there will be a distinct gain to our people. Already Canada is 
using large quantities, and putting this on the free list should 


ust 


is 


help the cottonseed oil mills, and Canada can not produce it 
under natural or advantageous conditions, and if the United 


States could allow some product of Canada that would not in- 
terfere with the living or welfare of some of our own peopic to 
come in free as an offset, it would be fair and just reciprocity 
and carrying out the ideas of reciprocity as advocated by Jar 
G. Blaine and William McKinley. Neither of them ever hinted 

| at such reciprocity with Canada as is contemplated | this 

| measure. 

Mr. Pepper and Mr. Davis refer to sheep as follows: 

The sheep raisers of the United States would be materially benefite 
by getting their sheep into Canada fre The Dominion, through it 
department of agriculture, is now taking means to increase the Cana 
| dian supply of sheep. Under the present tariff of 25 per cent sheep to 


] 
hh 
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| the value of $220,000 imported into Canada from the United St 
| have paid duties in excess of $50,000. 
INTERESTING VACTS OVERLOOKED 
These gentlemen failed to tell in this connection tl 


United States, on sheep imported into this country from Canada, 
collected duties amounting to $103,519, and that Canad x 
| ported to this country about three times as many 
sent there. If this becomes a law the United States an 
is certainly worsted, as under this act vast herds can be driven 
| down from Canada in the early spring into the United 8S 


sheen as we 


sheep l 


for there is no restriction. After shearing time they can | 
| driven back into Canada, thus putting large quant s of ¢ 
| dian woo! on the free list as well as sheep, 1nd b 
competitors In wool sales with our American growe1 
| The statement has been made on the floor of tl I if 
the American negotiators of this measure desired to pr “at 
and meat products, as well as flour, on the free list, but that 
| Canada would not agree to it. The idea that Canad ich 
is trying to build up its industries and manufacture mld 
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reject a proposition that would give employment to labor and 
open up a 92,000,000-people market against their 7,000,000 who 
bave immense quantities of grain in excess of their own needs 


and have only made a start on their possible production, would | 


refuse to put 
The same might be said of meat products. If Canada can 
furnish the United States with the animals, they surely need 
not fear for their home market, but shculd jump at the twelve- 
fold greater one. 

if Canada did so refuse, our representatives at the drafting 
of this measure would have been perfectly justified in refusing 
to indorse the agreement. I maintain, without any fear of suc 
cessful contradiction, that the admission of their raw products 
above mentioned into the market of the United States gives the 
great milling industries of our country, the Meat Trust, and 
other protected industries a chance to use the Canadian product 
to hammer down the price of the United States product without 
any necessity whatever for their giving to the consumer an equal 
reduction 

ADVOCATES OF INCONSISTENT. 

These reciprocity disciples say in one breath that our people 
need all the flour and breadstuffs they can get, and in the next, 
“ We are the largest exporters of wheat in the world.” 

If this is right, why this crying need? One assertion refutes 
the other. If it is true, there is only one need we could possibly 
have for Canada’s products, and that is to use as a club to 
hammer down American prices, which it would naturally do. 

Let us be honest with each other and the country. No indi- 
vidual or party can afford to carry a measure by misstatement 
of facts or by attempting to mislead the class which has all to 
lose by this arrangement. 

Mr. Chairman, the two subordinates of the State Department 
who negotiated this treaty for our country, these gentlemen to 
fortune and fame unknown, give us *“‘ Wheat values and reci- 
procity ” as follows: 

The wheat crop of the United States in recent years has varied from 
550,000,000 to 750,000,000 bushels per annum. The present production 
of Canada is from 100,000,000 to 160,000,000 per annum. Optimists as 


MEASURE 


to Canada’s possibilities in wheat raising go so far as to estimate her 
wheat crop, when the Northwestern Provinces have been more thor- 
oughly settled, at twice and even three times her present production. It 
is safe to assume that the Canadian surplus of wheat for the immediate 
future will amount to from 40,000,000 bushels to 100,000,000 bushe! 
per annum. The price of wheat in the United States generally averag 


as to the northwestern crops fully 10 cents per bushel, and sometimes 
s0 much as 15 cents per bushel, higher than in the corresponding s 


tions of Canada. The effect of the removal of the duty on wheat will 
be advantageous to Canada in that her wheat will be placed substan- 


tially on a parity with values in the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, I have given these figures of the negotiators 
of this treaty as to wheat values in the United States and 
Canada especially for the benefit of the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. KrrcuHrn], who so persistently, and I might say 
so insolently, branded all those asserting this difference in price 
as falsifiers. 

Now, as to their claim regarding Canada’s possibilities in 
wheat raising, I wish to read an excerpt from the report of a 
Canadian senate committee to their Parliament after scientific 
examination into Canada’s lands and other resources: 

Within the scope of the committee’s inquiry there is a possible area 
of 656,000 square miles fitted for the growth of potatoes, 407,000 
square miles suitable for barley, and 816,000 square miles suitable for 
wheat. * * * ‘There is a pastoral area of 860,000 square miles, 
26,000 of which is open prairie with occasional groves, the remainder 
being more or less wooded. Throughout this arable and pastoral land 
latitude bears no direct relation to summer isotherms, the spring flow- 
ers and the buds of deciduous trees appearing as early north of Great 
Slave Lake as at Winnipeg, St. Paul, and Minneapolis, or Ottawa, and 
earlier along the Peace River and some minor western affluents of the 
Great Mackenzie River, where the climate resembles that of western 
Ontario. 

CANADA HAS BOUNDLESS FARMS. 

And again: 

Three years ago Mr. Conroy, of the department of Indian affairs, 
ported to a Canadian parliamentary committee that he had found ex- 
cellent farms in the latitude 62 degrees 3 minutes, which is almost as 
far north as Iceland, farther north than the southern end of Greenland 
and some 800 miles north of the upper boundary of Minnesota, where 
he saw heavy crops of wheat, oats, barley, and peas. Before he started 
south, on July 28, barley cutting was already under way. He reported 
all kinds of wild fruits in the country, with the exception of apples, 
which can not grown north of Edmonton. But even as far 
as Fort Providence he picked with his own hand fine strawberries, 
raspberries, blueberries, and cranberries. And this is the territory even 
beyond that territory which Gen, Sherman once contemptuously desig- 
nated as “the frozen belt.” 


We find that this 656,000 square miles fitted for the growth 
of potatoes amounts to 419,840,000 acres, and at 100 bushels 
to the acre—a low estimate for potatoes—gives a possible 
41,984,000,000 bushels of potatoes. Yet there are people already 
beginning to bemoan the starvation of future generations for 
the lack of food. We find that the 407,000 square miles suitable 
to barley production is equivalent to 245,828,000 acres, which at 
the very low estimate of 10 bushels to the acre gives a produc- 


re- 


he 


flour on the free list is too incredible for belief. | 
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tion of 2,458,280,000 bushels of barley. Need anybody fear t} 
future generations will run out of that very essential arti 
from which to make beer? 

We find that the 816,000 square miles suitable for rais 
wheat equals 522,240,000 acres, which, at the very low estim 


| of 12 bushels to the acre, amounts to 6,266,880,000 bushels 


north | 


wheat; and yet some of our pessimistic economists are alren 
lying awake nights pondering where future generations are ox 
to obtain their white loaf. If but one-half of this territory w, 
used for purposes enumerated, still at Canada’s average produ 
tion per acre, it would not reduce these figures. 

We find that their 860,000 square miles pastora? area eq) 
550,400,000 acres, which, allowing 10 acres to the head, wo 
pasture 55,040,000 head of stock. And it is quite evident tl, 
Canzada will always be able to furnish its own meat supplies. 

The timber, the mineral, including coal, the fisheries, 
other natural resources of Canada are probably unequalled 
any like-sized territory on the face of the globe, and we w 
to remember that it has 750,000 square miles more territ: 
than is contained within the boundaries of the United States. 

WHEAT RESOURCES OF CANADA ENDLESS, 

There is one valley up in Canada that is capable of rais 
more wheat, or as much wheat, as Mr. Pepper claims optin 
estimate for all Canada. This is known as the Peace River \ 
ley, and is made up of 65,000,000 acres of first-class agricultu 
land. Of the nature of its soil Prof. Tanner, the great Eng 
laboratory agriculturist, has reported as follows: 

We have hitherto considered the black earth of central Russia 
richest soil in the world. ‘That land, however, has now to yield 
distinguished position to the rich, deep, black soil of western Car 
The earth here is a rich vegetable humus of from 1 to 4 feet in cd 
with a surface deposit rich in nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and potash. 

This one valley, which, as compared to the whole of Can 
is as the State of Missouri to the United States, is capablo 
producing nearly as much wheat as is now produced by 
United It is this wonderful country, filled with s 
marvelous future possibilities, that our distinguished fri: 
here who are favoring this bill desire to place in compet 
with onr farmers and their too-often depleted soil. 

In return for the privilege of shipping their raw prod 
into the United States free, among other things, Canada 
graciously made a reduction of some 14 per cent in her | 
rate on automobiles. The poor manufacturers and the 
sumers of that luxury will receive the benefit, and this 
should console the fishermen of Gloucester, potato raisers 
Maine, dairymen of New York, and apple raisers of Michig: 

The reciprocity treaty which existed between the Un 
States and Canada from 1854 to 1865 has been both lauded 
criticized, but whether or not this was a wise or benet 
measure or a weak and discriminating one there is one fa: 
mathematical accuracy, and that is that the Governme: 
Canada was the financial beneficiary and the Government of 
United States the heavy loser. 

SUMNER’S VIEW OF 


States. 


OLD TREATY, 

Charles Sumner, of Massachusetts, in a speech in the U 
States Senate, January 11, 1864, said: 

I come, in the last place, to the influence of the treaty on the re 
of our country; and here the customhouse is our principal wit: 
The means of determining this question will be found in the aut 
tables which have been published from time to time in reports o 
Treasury, and especially in the report made to Congress at this s 
which I have in my hand. 

Looking at these tables we find certain unanswerable points. I | 
with an estimate founded on the trade before the treaty. From t! 
appears that if no treaty had been made, and the trade had incr 
in the same ratio as before the treaty, Canada would have paid t 
United States in the 10 years of the treaty at least $16,373,880, { 


which she has been relieved. This sum is actually lost to the Uni 
States. In return Canada has given up $2,650,890, being the am: 
it would have collected if no treaty had been made. Here is a 


disproportion, to the detriment of the United States. 

Here is another illustration, derived from the tables: During the 
years of the treaty the United States have actually paid in duti 
Canada alone $16,802,962, while during this same period Canada hi 
paid in duties to the United States the very moderate sum of $950.4) 
Here again is a vast disproportion, to the detriment of the U! 
States. 

The same inequality may be seen in another way. During the 1" 
years of the treaty dutiable products of the United States have ent: 
Canada and the other Provinces to the amount of $83,347,019, w! 


| during this same period dutiable products of Canada and the « 


| States.” 


Provinces have entered the United States only to the amount of $7,7: 
482. During this same period free products of the United States hx 
entered Canada and the other Provinces to the amount of $118,855,07-. 
while free products of Canada and the other Provinces Rave entered ¢! 
United States to the amount of $178,500,184. Here again is a vas 
disproportion, to the detriment of the United States. , 

Add to these various results the statement in the report of the Se 
retary of the Treasury, which has just been laid on our tables, in the 
following words: ae 

“The treaty has released from duty a total sum of $42,333,257 in 
value of goods of Canada more than of goods the produce of the United 
(Foreign and Domestic Commerce, 1864, p. 93.) 

This conclusion is in substantial harmony with that which I had 
reached from an independent examination of the tables. 
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From these various illustrations it is clear that the revenue of the 
United States has suffered by the treaty in question, and that in this 
important particular its advantages have not been shared equally by 
the two countries. Here, at least, it loses all title to its name. 

There is an old saying that we can only judge the future by 
the past, and if such was the result to our Government under 
that treaty it wottd be only reasonable to suppose that the same 
congitioms wilM6@cur again. 

[itis case We have only to take the tables prepared by our 
Government for our guidance in considering this bill to see that 
a like condition would exist under this treaty. We have sta- 
tistical data covering all articles exported and imported from 
and by the two countries from each other for the year 1910 
that would be in any way affected by this treaty, together with 
the present duty rate charged by each country; also giving the 
proposed reciprocal rate and the amount of money levied by the 
two countries on articles imported and the amount that would 
have to be remitted on 1910 business by each country under 
this agreement. ; 

CANADA DRIVES GOOD BARGAIN, 


We find that Canada imported from the United States in 1910 
reciprocal products to the amount of $47,827,959, on which she 
collected tariff duties of $7,776,236. Of this amount Canada 
would have to remit under this reciprocal agreement $2,560,579. 
Take this from the duties collected and it leaves Canada a bal- 
ance of $5,215,657 tariff revenue. We find that the United States 
imported from Canada during the same year products to the 
value of $47,333,158, on which we collected customs duties of 
$5,649,826. Of this amount we would have to remit under this 
proposed agreement $4,849,933, leaving a balance in favor of the 
United States of $779,893 tariff duties collected on more than 
$47.000,.000 of business done with Canada, as against Canada’s 
$5,215,657 on practically the same amount of business it did 
with this Government. 
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Where is our Government's reciprocal benefit from a measure | 


like this? 

We have indisputable proof here that the United States on 
practically the same amount of business done in Canada that 
Canada did with us only receives a little more than one-sixth 
the revenue Canada receives from us under this proposed treaty. 


Is it wise for our Government to go into any such treaty with | 


these indisputable figures staring us in the face? 

This is, in my judgment, not only a great moral wrong we 
are attempting to do a certain class of our citizens, but from 
the standpoint of sound business policy it looks to me to be 
indefensible. Canada puts on the free list all commodities on 
which it knows it will be able to compete with us, but with 
few exceptions on those articles which Canada considers are 
not competitive it retains duties that bring in as much revenue 
under this treaty as the United States collected from Canada 
under the old system. 

I maintain that from a financial viewpoint this is not fair 
to our Government as an executor, and from a moral view- 
point it is not fair to our people. This measure is only reci- 
procity in name. It is a travesty on justice, executed for the 


| pace with the decrease in the price of farm products... The 


benefit of special interests under the guise of a benefit for the | 


masses. 

Mr. Chairman, the President of the United States has been 
quoted as having said that it would check and reduce the 
cost of living— 
that it will not hurt the American farmer, will help the Canadian 
farmer, and reduce the cost of living to the consumer. 


He may be able to fool some American producers with a 
paradoxical declaration of that kind, but he can not fool all 
of them. 

BOUND TO HURT PRODUCER. 


The law of supply dnd demand, the commercial training of a 
lifetime, teaches that by no natural conditions can such a thing 
be possible. How is it going to lower the price of food products 
to the consumer, yet not hurt the United States producer? 
There is nothing the producer can buy from Canada that would 
reduce his cost of living commensurate with his sacrifices. The 
entire line of commodities that he buys bears the same old 
tariff rate, with the single possible exception of rough lumber, 
so he can not help but suffer, the President’s assertion to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

Is it not possible that it is largely other things our people 
have to buy that are responsible for their burden of high cost 
of living and not the food supply? 

In Secretary Wilson’s report for the present year he brings 
his discussion on the high cost of living to a close as follows: 


From the details that have been presented with regard to the increase 
of the prices of farm products between farmer and consumer, the con- 
clusion is inevitable that the consumer bas no well-grounded complaint 
against the farmer for the prices that he pays. 
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| own sweet will on the agricultural classes. 
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After the consideration of the elements of the matter it is plain 
that the farmer is not getting an exorbitant price for his products, and 
that the cost of distribution from the time of delivery at destination 
by the railroads to delivery to the consumer is the feature of the 


problem of high prices which must present itself to the consumer for 


treatment. 

Note again that this statement is from the annual report of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Wilson. 

Some great statesmen in their wisdom, in order to get an 
increased business for certain manufactured articles, have 
seen fit to put farm products on the free list, thereby depriving 
the United States producer of protection against the only coun- 
try he had any reason to fear—this without consulting him or 
giving him any representation on the supposed commission that 
framed this agreement. 

Now they add insult to injury and belittle his intelligence by 
telling him that it will not hurt him, but will benefit the con- 
sumer. 


WHEN FARMER IS HURT COUNTRY IS HURT, 


Let us reason together and figure out whether we show rood 
statesmanship and wise policy to treat one class of our citizens 
in such a high-handed and arbitrary manner. 


Will it pay even 
from a financial point of view? Suppose this agreement was 


entered into, and there is a consequent reduction in the cost of 
living. There is also bound to be a consequent reduction in 
the purchasing power of the United States farmer. The United 
States is dotted over with smiling towns and villages, the pros- 
perity of which is directly influenced by the purchasing power 
of the farmer. : 

If this purchasing power is reduced you have immediately 
struck at the greatest single factor in our American prosperity. 
The consumer may live cheaper, but he will immediately find 
that his wage has decreased and his certainty of employment 
diminished. The trade of the retail stores of all kinds will be- 
gin to fall off, consequently it will be felt by the wholesaler in 
the city. The sales in agricultural machinery and other -manu- 
factured products will decrease along with diminished trade in 
all other lines, and the reduced purchases of home products 
will greatly offset the increased sale of products in Canada un- 
der this reciprocity agreement. 

There will be an immediate shrinkage in farm values to keep 
re 
will be an increased value of Canadian lands to correspond 
with the relative value of a 92,000,000-people market opened at 
their door. We will immediately suffer a great decrease in our 
circulating medium caused by the influx of American capital 
into Canada, as well as the loss of a great many of our good 
citizens who will go over there to reside and partake of their 
greater prosperity. 

The moral effect upon our country will immediately be felt. 
The farm, becoming unprofitable, will cause an immediate exo- 
dus of farmers’ sons and daughters to other avenues of 
thus accelerating a condition that has long been causing anxiety 
and commiseration among our thoughtful and econo- 
mists. If, in order to benefit a few manufacturers and special 
interests in the United States, we force this on the 
American producer, what assurances have that class that in a 
year or two the same interests, desiring to increase 
with Argentina, will not enter into a 
that country, with a promised decrease in the 
to our consumers and assurance to the American 
it will not hurt him? 

The American farmer has much to by 
with South America as with Canada, and is bound 
either case. The American manufacturer and special interests 
of all kinds would probably be willing to trade the exchange 
of the United States agricultural products in return for the 
admission of their own wares on the same principle that a man 
is willing to sacrifice all his wife’s relatives for the good of his 
country. 
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PRIVILEGED CLASSES CRUSH AGRICULTURISTS., 


It has been the history of all nations that the wealthy and 
privileged class controlled the Government and worked their 
This policy was 
usually carried out until that class became a debased peasantry. 
When they arrived at that point those countries speedily had 
their fall. This has been the history of all nationalities, and 
unless the governments of the present day profit by the 
experience of the ages they will follow to the same end. 

Some of our European countries are realizing this, and hi 
made vast strides in amending economic and changing 
conditions among their agricultural The most noted 
of these is Germany. 

Great stress has been piaced on the that 
accrue to the American farmer from the cattle that would be 
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gent dewn from Canada to be corn fed in the United States. 
It is true there might some cattle be brought into this country 
for that purpose, but, in my judgment, they would be few and 
far between, 


Canada may not be able to raise much corn, although in 
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Ontario they can raise corn equally as well as in New York and | 


Michigan, and better than in Wisconsin or Minnesota. Canada 
can raise oats, wheat, and barley galore, and can fatten cattle 
on those grains the beef quality of which is hard to surpass, 
When the reciprocity bill passed the House last winter cattle 
immediately took a tumble in price, on account of the increased 
supply that was going to be obtainable, and an Iowa repre- 
sentative, who was an extensive feeder of cattle, told me that 


he had ordered his sold at once, at a loss of $1,000. He was of | 


the opinion that he would lose more if he held his cattle and 
the measure passed the Senate. 

VYheat immediately declined some 5 or 6 cents the bushel and 
never rallied, but the price of flour and beef made no corre- 
sponding decline. The consumers of those two commodities 
received no benefits. 

If gentlemen think that the Canadians would allow their cat- 
tle to go into the United States as feeders when they have un- 
limited feed of a splendid quality, they underestimate the 
shrewdness of our Canadian brother. Some gentlemen arguing 
on this reciprocity measure allude to the tariff between the 
United States and Canada as a wall, an unnatural barrier. 
Why any more unnatural than that between this and other 
nations with which we have commercial relations? 

WHY ONE LIND BARRIER MORB THAN ANOTHER? 

There is no more excuse for calling the line between an Eng- 
lish colony and us an unnatural barrier than one between us 
and England herself, though an ocean rolls between. We can 
do business more expeditiously with England than we can with 
a large part of Canada. Even though there is only an imagi- 
nary line between us, that line is as broad as the Atlantic 
Ocean when it comes to a question of nationality. 

There is nothing in this imaginary line bearing on the jus- 
tice, injustice, or wisdom of this measure. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, if we are going to hammer down 
the price of our own products with Canadian products, give the 
woolen industry, the cotton manufacturer, the Sugar and To- 
bacco Trusts, the United States Steel Trust, and all other pro- 
tected industries free trade. They are as able to stand it as 
the American farmer, and there is more justice in this demand 
than there is in forcing this so-called reciprocity measure on 


the United States producer, I again reiterate there can be no | 


gain for any part of our people that would compensate for the 
rank injustice done te another class. 

The greatest mistake the United States can make is to start 
in to trade even the partial prosperity of her agricultural 
classes for the benefit of any other industry. If justly handled, 
they will be for all time to come the bulwark of this Natiou, 
her leaders in honor and virtue. They who hold communion 
with nature and nature’s god are apt to be good citizens, and we 
need the help of that leaven to keep the entire loaf wholesome. 


Mr. Chairman, there are sure to be some who would benefit | 


from a measure of this kind, for all could not lose from a 
financial viewpoint. Reciprocity in most any form is sure to 
help somebody. The question is whether or not we, as a Nation, 
can afford to pass a measure like this simply for a financial 
eonsideration. The principle of the thing is more to be con- 
sidered than anything else. The taking away from the United 
States farmer all protection as against his most dangerous 
competitor in the manner contemplated by this act is as unjust 
to him as was King George’s acts against the American colonies. 

it is natural for all of us to be selfish in our viewpoints on 
questions like this. If it benefits us financially, it is easy for 
us to think the other fellow’s view is wrong and his loss largely 
imaginary, while our loss or gain is very real, indeed. 

WESTERN FRUIT MAN DECEIVED. 

In the far West the fruit man thinks he will gain by an in- 
creased demand for his products in the Canadian treeless region. 
In the fruitless sections of our country it is a matter of indif- 
ference. In the East, where United States fruit products have 
to come into direct competition with Ontario, they are bitterly 
opposed to it. Anyone who is benefited by this measure con- 
siders the contention of the producers of other kinds of products 
as hardly worthy of consideration. All of our people who own 
Canadian mines or Canadian lands naturally favor this measure, 
and it is hard for them to see wherein it could do harm. 

The people who buy paper products hope for a benefit from 
free pulp wood and free paper, and while they think there is 
eencrete argument for their being benefited, it is easy for them 
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to think the other fellow’s contentions of damages are weak 
and unreasonable. There are some who care nothing for the 
losses of others if they are only sure of benefiting themselves, .nq 
there are those who say they expect to suffer a personal loss, )) 

are willing to stand it for the sake of striking a blow at the 
principle of protection. They admit that this reciprocity agree 


| ment is very unjust in its provisions, but are willing to see t}j 


wrong committed in order to destroy what they regard as 
unwise commercial policy. 

This class is little, if any, better than those who look at 
solely from the viewpoint of self-interest, for they utterly f 
to take the moral effect into consideration. This is not a lo 
question, but a national one, even though it is a question whi 
affects every local community, and its effects should not be consid 
ered from the viewpoint of its benefit to the individual, com 
munity, or district. 

What the effect is going to be upon our entire Nation, no} 
only financially but morally, is more important, and the le 
thing worthy of consideration is the question of political 
pediency as affecting political parties or preferment. The act 
welfare of the Nation is more worthy of consideration. [T. 


| applause. ] 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute to th, 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Youne]. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I may be pardoned 
for engaging the attention of this body so early in my legislatiy: 
experience in this Chamber when I say that, in my judgment 
there has not been in the last generation brought before th: 
American Congress so far-reaching and enormously vital 
proposition, that so universally affects the whole interests of 
every class of people I have the honor to represent here as this 
so-called reciprocity compact. 

Not only is it true of my people locally, but to a greater or 
less degree the whole of the American people elsewhere, ani 
especially is it true of the 30,000,000 of them who are engaged 
in our agricultural industry and who are producing annually 
food products to the fabulous value of nearly $9,000,000,000. 

Kansas being chiefly and almost exclusively an agricultural! 
region and not lagging in the good work proudly carries the 
banner above all other States in the production and annua! 


| value of her wheat crops, and stands near the head of the 


| 
} 





column of States in the production of corn, beef, pork, and othe: 
foodstuffs. It is not, therefore, strange that her farmers ar 
very deeply and vitally interested in what is going to happen t 

their great business of stock raising and farm productions 
amounting annually in value to $640,000,000, and to their bank 
deposits, now aggregating $150,000,000 more, when the last 
anchor of protection they have on their industry shall be swe; 

away by the passage of this bill, bringing them face to face with 
an unknown and unascertainable competition that will come to 
them from the incalculable possibilities of a rapidly developing 
agricultural empire across our northern border, where labor i 

paid far less, lands one-half or less cheaper, with a fertility 
much greater than their own. And all this without a reciproci! 
morsel in return. 

It may be wise to remember that we have been delegated 
and are here solely to legislate for the benefit of our citizens 
and not foreigners, which thought should be paramount in 
every conscience before trying this extremely doubtful experi 
ment that, in the light of the past, will become an additiona! 
burdensome yoke upon him who daily goes forth before the 
rising of the sun and is at this hour tilling the soil, and until 
the close of the day, for the very necessities of life which al! 
must have—the merchant, the mechanic, the doctor, the lawyer, 
the preacher, the teacher, and the banker, all wait until in the 
sweat of his brow he has plowed, sowed, and reaped. He feeds 
them all. : 

The farmer’s trade is one of worth; 
He’s partner with the sky and earth, 
He’s partner with the sun and rain, 
And no man loses for his gain. 

Men may rise and men may fall, 
Yet, the farmer, he feeds them all. 

It is of the rights of this great army of American toilers, who 
are contending with the very elements day by day, in sun- 
shine and rain, in heat and cold, that should be defended from 
assaults from every source. They are in their fields and are 
not here. In this they are greatly handicapped for legislative 
consideration in competition with the well-organized manuliic- 
turers, wage earners, and the corporate interests of the country, 
for the farmers are almost wholly without organization, here 
tofore depending upon the inexorable law of compensation, 
which has always met with favor in their sight—receiving 20 
equivalent for what they confer—and content to work out an 
industrial destiny without special governmental favors. 
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They are willing at all times to do the square thing, even 
to conceding some things not to their advantage if in the inter- 
ests of the city toilers, but if protection is taken off of all their 
products, as this bill does, they want and are demanding to see 
it come off of the packers’ products and all trust-made goods 
which they are compelled to buy. If it is protection, they want 
their share of it; if it is free trade, they want their share of 
hat: and if it is to be reciprocity, they want it to be reciprocity. 

The farmers of this country, and especially the western farm- 


ers. believe that in trade if you increase the purchasing power 


of a customer you thereby increase your own prosperity; and 
therefore they well understand that the more laborers employed 
and better wages paid in the mills and factories of the Hast 
and South the more consumers there will be and better prices 
will they obtain for their wheat, corn, beef, pork, and other 
food materials, the finished product of their industry. 

Believing thus, they have stood firmly in the past for every 
measure that would throw a wall of protection around the 
mills, factories, and workshops in the East and South and the 
laborers and wage earners employed therein as against all for- 
eign competitors; and they are now willing, if fairly treated by 


them, that all such industries shall be protected by that rea- | 


sonable Republican doctrine, namely, the imposition of such 
tariff duties as will equal the difference between the cost of 
production at home and abroad with a fair profit to the in- 
vestor. ‘ 

Protectionists have always claimed that home competition 
prevented prices from becoming excessive. 
this natural law has been curtailed in its operation, so far as 
many manufactured articles are concerned, by the action of the 
trusts in preventing real competition in trust-made articles, and 
progressive Republicans have demanded not a destruction of the 
protective principle, but a lowering of the duty until it meas- 
ured but slightly more than the difference in the cost of pro- 
duction here and abroad. But no one has claimed that there 
was not real competition in the home market as to agricultural 
products. The farmers have not combined. 
products are still regulated by the law of supply and demand. 

If this be true—and it is true, and no one will deny it—pray 
tell me then why the protection on the farmers’ products should 
be the first to be destroyed? Pray tell me why it is inconsist- 
ent in those who have demanded a reduction of the tariff on 
trust-made articles to oppose a measure for reduction which 
carefully—I may say studiously—excepts them from its pro- 
visions? 

The farmers are not demanding class legislation; they are 
asking no special favors; they are only contending that the 
same standard should be applied to the measure of their pro- 
tection that is applied to others. They contend that the true 
measure of protection is the difference in the cost of production 
at home and abroad, and demand that a no more favorable 
method be applied to those interests which have stifled com- 


petition than to theirs, where home competition is free and | 


unobstructed. 

“Equal rights and special privileges to none. 
farmers this and they will ask no more. 

But, let me warn the gentlemen on this floor representing 


” 


Afford the 


the manufacturing districts of our country, who are pressing | 


so ardently the passage of this so-called reciprocity measure, 
which robs the farmers of every line of protection they now 
enjoy. That they may cease to be liberal to your interests, be- 
come impatient under the burden you have laid upon them, for 
geiting the golden rule, and say unto you, “An eye for an eye 


and a tooth for a tooth,” and with some Elijah to lead them on, | 


strike back by encompassing your walls of protection, assaulting 
them so fiercely that there will not be one stone left upon an- 
other, and you too will face the avarice and greed of every 
nation of the earth and then feel the sting of the like burden 
you have placed upon them. 

Gentlemen of the South on this floor, who are so numerously 
favoring this bill, I ask you where is your fairness or con- 
sistency in hugging to your bosoms an ample protection on 
your sugar, rice, tobacco, and peanuts, of which last year you 
produced but $150,000,000 worth, and demanding and pressing 
the passage of this measure that will sweep away the last ves- 
tige of protection the farmers elsewhere bave, who for the 
same period produced cereal crops alone of more than $3,000.- 
000,000 in value. With child-like fondness you cling to a 
tariff on one-twentieth of this great production, and insist that 
the farmers elsewhere shal! lose all on the remaining nineteen- 
twentieths, and then deciare here and upon the stump with 


vehemence that protection is a robbery, thereby convicting you, | 


not as accessories to the alleged crime, but as principals. 
Wherein can there be any justice to force the farmer to sell 
his cereals in a free-trade market and retain an amply pro- 


In recent years | 


| 


The prices of their | 


| other reason, to set our disapproval upon it. 
| into law and we again reverse the policy of this Government 


|} tected market in which to sell your cotton, sugar, tobacco, and 
peanuts? 

Pass this bill and you legislate in favor of the corporations, 
trusts, and combines everywhere by compelling the American 
iurmer to sell his wheat in a free-trade market, so far as 
Canada is concerned, and when converted into flour, save to 
the Flour Trust a protected market of 50 cents per barrel in 
which to sell its products; it will force him to raise and sell 
his steers, the finished product of his labor, in the same free- 
trade market, while you give to the packer and the Beef Trust 
a protected market of $1.25 per hundred pounds in which to 
sell its meats at exorbitant prices to every family in the land; 
and it will force the farmer to sell all his other food products 
in a like free-trade market, and at the same time you carefully 
give an amply protected market to all manufactured food 
products now so completely controlled by the numerous other 
trusts of the country that are daily exploiting the poor of the 
city, the family on the farm, and everyone, by demanding an 
unjust tribute from them all. 

Charles Sumner once said that reciprocity was a beautiful 
word and very pleasing to the ear, and then showed how difli- 
cult it was to put into practice generally, and condemned tle 
Canadian reciprocity agreement of 1854, which was very sim- 
ilar to the proposed measure, covering like products from each 
country, as this one does, and which proved so disastrous to and 
was by the United States abrogated in 1865. Canada has been 
knocking at our doors ever since for a renewal of the old agree- 
ment. She has pressed her claims upon every administration 
from Lincoln to the present time, without avail until now. If 
our experiences with a like Canadian reciprocal agreement in 
ithe past is of any value, then we should not hesitate, if for no 
Enact this measure 


since its foundation, and especially is it true that it will over- 
turn the policy pursued by it in the last 50 years, which has 
brought to it unbounded prosperity by increasing the property 
of the Nation from $16,000,000,000 to more than $116,000,000,000, 
or more than one-fourth of the wealth of the entire world. It 
will reverse the policy of a great majority of the leading states- 
men of our country from the beginning of our Government, as 
advocated by Washington, Hamilton, Sumner, Morrill, Grant, 
Sherman, Harrison, Garfield, Blaine, McKinley, and many others 
who stood for a complete protective policy for the American 
farmer and reciprocity in such commodities only as were not and 
could not be produced in this country. In the light, then, of 
our past teachings, history, and policies, how does the proposed 
reciprocal agreement square itself, for it requires us to freely 
open up the greatest market on earth of 92,000,000 of people for 
an unimportant market of less than 9,000,000 of people, which is 
unequal, unreciprocal, and unfair? 

It puts upon the free list every product of the farmer of the 
North and West, composing one-third of our great population, 
to the direct competition of an empire of farm lands as large 
as our own, with greater fertility, more than one-half cheaper 
in price per acre than American farms, with labor far lower 
than our own, and destined at no distant day to be producing 
an equal amount of farm products to that of the 
farmer, if not much more. 

George Harcourt, deputy minister of agriculture for Alberta, 


American 





one of the several Provinces of Canada, in 1909 made this 
| report: 

Of the country which is known the area of producing grain is 220 
000,000 acres. The total area in crops last year was 11,257,870 acres, 
producing a total crop of 249,000,000 bushel This is not tl end 
There is a great northern country, the MeKenzie Basin, which 

| capable of producing grain (Canadion Yearbook. ) 

| It has been estimated that within a comparatively short 
time, with the encouragement this measure gives, this vy: 
territory will produce bread enough to feed the people of 


the whole North American Continent. In this connection I in 
vite attention to an address delivered in the House of Commons 
by Sir Wilfrid Laurier, for 16 years prime minister of Canada, 
on March 7, 1911: 

We [referring to Canada] are above all an 
chief wealth is the growth of these products of the Temperate 
What are they? Fruits, cereals, and vegetables; and it 
not an idle boast, but a boast founded upon actual ex 
cereals, vegetables, and fruit we can, without 
| world, 


This, too, is manifestly unfair to the American farmer, to 
now bring him up against such conditions, who for many weary 
years struggled against depression and adversity in building 
| up the vast wealth of the Nation, and after the long looked for 
day of prosperity to him had dawned, when he was just com- 
ing into his own and reaping fair and remunerative prices for 
his patience, labor, and toil, to be thus sorely smitten by him 
whom he has in the years that are agone defended with his 


agricultural people. O 
Zone 
is our boast 
perience—that 


exaggeration, beat 
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strong arm, to now be forced to stand with helpless hands 
while his lands decline in price, see the fruits of his toil sell 
for less, compelling him to work more and to produce more and | 
sell more for the same amount, in order to keep the home and 
the farm running. This is not only unjust and unfair to him, 


but is gross ingratitude. The farm home is an institution and 
not a factory, and must go on from year to year; the same ex- 
penses must be paid from day to day. 
shut down his farm and close his home, like the mills and fac- 


He therefore can not | 


tories; when hard times and low prices prevail, and wait for | 


better times as they can do. 

The American farmer knows he can not close down and 
wait, that his industry must go on, and with courage he faces 
the future and with a loyal devotion to his home, country, and 
flag, excelled by none, every emotion of his heart pulsating 
with— 

My country, ’tis of thee, 
Sweet land of liberty— 


and realizes he owes a patriotic duty to preserve the home and 


weaken, fail, and finally perish as nations have done in the 
past and be known only as they on the historical pages of time. 

The American farmer is the chief factor that has created 
our great American market, built on her soil, in trade and com- 


proudly boast, which exceeds $25,000,000,000 per year, with a 
production in agricultural and manufactured products four and 
one-half times greater than all Europe and spending more for 
education than all the rest of the world combined, the foreigners 
contributing not one cent in taxes for the maintenance of our 
schools, churches, roads, bridges, and all other internal im- 
provements that go to make this great market for the use of 
which he heretofore has had to pay a tariff in order to enjoy the 
benefits thereof; but this bill, in effect, proposes to compel the 
American farmer to tax himself to build roads and bridges and 
highways, so that the Canadian may conveniently travel over 


them te every American farmer’s door as his competitor without 


money or price. How reciprocal(7?). 

It has been admitted in debate by friends of this measure 
that the price of wheat in recent years in the United States 
has averaged somewhat over 10 cents per bushel more than in 
Canada, and that this proposed measure, if put into force, would 
either lower the price of American wheat or raise the price of 
Canadian wheat. If the former should happen, as intended in 
the bill, it would have produced a direct loss to the American 
wheat raiser of $74,000,000, applied to that crop of 1909, and a 
loss to the Kansas wheat grower last year of the vast sum of 
$8,500,000. And applying this to the middle and western por- 
tion of Kansas, where by skillful farming, the production of 
wheat, oats, and barley has been developed second to no other 
portion of our country, driving the arid boundary westward be- 
yond the Colorado Ine, will work an irreparable injury and 
perhaps destruction to that industry there. 

What loss would come to the American farmer on other 
products of his can not now be ascertained, but, as affecting one 
interest alone, again I want your attention to the words of Mr. 
Laurier when he said, in the aforesaid address: 

Then there is the cattle trade. Years ago we had a cattle trade with 
Great Britain. We have some yet, but it is not as large as it ought to 
be, because everybody knows that it has been constantly retarded by 
the exchange embargo put upon it some 20 years ago or so, and there- 
fore, if we are not able to sell all the cattle we can raise, in Great 
Britain, there is a ready market in the United States. 

3reat Britain, to whom Canada owes her allegiance, places 
an embargo on the caitle trade from Canada, and we are here 
now removing all embargoes as a gracious gift to her Cana- 
dian daughter. How generous(?). How reciprocal(?). How 
fair(?). 

A few comparisons will be sufficient to establish the fact that 
this so-called reciprocal measure is not reciprocal in any re- 
spect, but wholly unilateral in spirit and effect: 

(1) It gives to Canada a market of 92,000,000 of people, valued 
annually at $25,000,000,000, for a market of less than 9,000,000 
of people, which is far less in proportion to her people than that 
of our Own. 

(2) It gives free trade in our great market for all Canadian 
farm products and refuses free lumber, coal, iron ore, and the 
like to the American farmer. 

(3) It opens our markets freely, but does not require Canada 
to remove the export duty on her wood and wood pulp that we 
buy from her. 

(4) As to the reciprocal nature of this agreement, the opin- 
ion of Sir Wilfrid Laurier is worth considering. In the same 
address above referred to he compliments the Canadian minister 
of finance, Mr. Fielding, and the Canadian minister of customs, 


retary of State, and thanks these two men for having ob- 
tained from the United States such an advantageous arranze. 
ment and “having obtained it without the sacrifice of any 
Canadian interest.” In other words, he means to say the 
United States gave all and Canada gave nothing in return. 

(5) Pass this bill and we take a step backward among the 
nations of the earth, for Germany, France, Belgium, and the 
rest of the world have long since discarded the old reactionary 
policy of giving free trade in farm products, that even freo- 
trade England is anxious to discard, which will bring dearth 
and depression to our agricultural industry; our rural popula- 


| tion will surely decrease and the slogan “ Back to the farm” 


will become obsolete, and ‘‘Go West, young man,” will not take 
him to Kansas, Nebraska, Oklahoma, or the great Middle West, 


| but will be unheeded by him, and he will turn his back on the 


old home and country and either face toward Manitoba, S 
katchewan, or Alberta, to there swear allegiance to a king a) 
live under another flag, or toward the overcrowded cities, to 


| abide where slums and saloons abound, as breeding places 
farm, the hope of the land, without which this country will 


ignorance, lawlessness, crime, and anarchy. Such is not « 
ducive to, but dangerous to the country’s welfare. 

It has been urged that this measure will lessen the price 
food products and cheapen the cost of living to all; that it y 


| lessen the value of food products of the producer, yes; but to 
merce over her rivers and lakes and railroads of which we | 


the consumer, no. The consumer does not eat wheat, but the 


| product of the Flour Trust; he does not eat fat cattle, but t! 


| products of the Beef Trust. 





| completely controlled by the other trusts of our country. 


Neither does he eat other raw 1 
terials of the producer, but the manufactured food products so 
It is 
apparent, therefore, that this measure is not in the interest 
the producers nor the consumers of manufactured food prod 
ucts, but in the interest of the conspiracy of organized avarice 
and greed; and the trusts, combines, and corporations will ab- 
sorb, as additional profits, all reductions it will force from ihe 
producer of farm products long before it reaches the consumer 
of food products. 

The greatest beneficiaries under this measure will undovbt- 


| edly be the trusts, combines, and corporatons who buy and sell 


the food products, both of the producer and consumer, together 
with the railroads who will transport these products from the 


| Canadian fields to our midst in competition with our own home 


products. It is perfectly natural, therefore, that the Hills, 
Rockefellers, Morgans, Vanderbilts, and other captains of high 
finance are reported as favoring the passage of this measure, 
which is not only unreciprocal, but class legislation against a 


| large body of our American citizens in favor of a foreign pe 


ple, and is obnoxiously discriminative in character as against 
one class of our own people in favor of another, for it gives to 
the American farmer a free-trade market in which to sell lis 
products and amply protects the trusts and combines of tle 
country in their methods in the handling of the food products 
of our people. It forces the farmer to compete with free wheat 
and protects the Flour Trust on its flour at 50 cents per barrel. 
It gives free competition in barley for the farmer and 45 cents 
per hundred pounds protection to the brewer on malt barley; 
free competition in live stock for the farmer and $1.25 per hun- 
dred protection to the Beef Trust for its meats; free competi- 
tion in free flaxseed and other oil seed for the farmer and 
ample protection on linseed oil and such products for the Oil 
Trust; free competition in horses and cattle for the farmer :nd 
protection at $1.25 per thousand on lumber for the Lumber 
Trust to house them; free competition in dairy products for 
the farmer and protection on coal at 45 cents per ton for the 
Coal Trust. Besides the Sugar Trust, the Steel Trust, and al! 
the other products of the numerous other trusts seemed to be 
favored as against the American farmer, which is unfair, un- 
unjust, un-Republican, and un-American. 

In placing myself in opposition to this measure, along with 
many others of like belief, I am not unmindful of the sensation 
that awaits our experiences beneath the most powerful 1.2 
chine of the times—the steam roller of the opposition—which 
is operated so skillfully by the gentlemen on the other side of 
this Chamber. Unpleasant for a time it may be, but the con- 
scientiousness of having stood for and defended the rights of 
the people we represent will be satisfaction everlasting. [Loud 
applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CurLry]. 

Mr. CURLEY. Mr. Chairman, in the consideration of the 
Canadian reciprocity bill one would be justified in the assump- 
tion that the paper manufacturers and lumbermen of the coun- 
try would be forced into bankruptcy in the event of the passage 
of this measure. I am in favor of the Canadian reciprocity bil! 
because the Lumber Trust and all its allied interests are oppos- 


Mr. Patterson, who negotiated the agreement with our Sec- | ing it and because it typifies the most advanced character of pro- 
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gressive legislation in behalf of the great masses of our people. 
{ Applause. ] The activity of the special interests in their en- 
deavor to defeat this measure is a sign of the times. 

We find the best thought of the Democratic Party of the 
Nation favoring this Canadian reciprocity bill, and there seems 
po question in my mind that its passage will eventually lower 
the cost of living to our people. 

I do not think that God in His wisdom ever intended that an 
yunnatura! barrier should rise as a monument to greed, avarice, 
and the lust of wealth between the people of this country and 
their neighbors across the Canadian border. [Applause.] 

What matters it if the earnings of the Lumber and Paper 
Trusts and their satellites are reduced if a market for the 
exportation of our products and the interchange of Canadian 

.is makes lighter the burden borne by the great masses of our 
toilers. [Applause.] 

But above and beyond all else there is absolutely no question 
in my mind but what the present high and intolerant cost of 
living to our people can be lowered materially if we remove the 
present tariff walls existing between the United States and 
Canada and allow the wage earners of the land to enjoy the 
benefits to be derived from Canadian staple products. 

To say that there can be no advantage in opening to the 
widest extent the great market upon our borders is the sheerest 
folly. Let me present for a moment as a fair and well-drawn 


illustration the actual conditions in the city of New York that | 


have come about under the present high cost of living. 
> 


New York City has a population in round numbers of | 
4,700,000. It is estimated that these 4,700,000 persons spend | 


about $2,350,000 a day for food. According to the tables of the 
United States Bureau of Labor the price of beef in 1909 showed 
an increase of 32 per cent over the average price for the 10 
years between 1890 and 1900. 

Bread showed an increase of 24 per cent. 

Butter showed an increase of 35 per cent. 

Eggs showed an increase of 42 per cent. 

Flour showed an increase of 54 per cent. 

Milk showed an increase of 41 per cent. 

Mutton showed an increase of 35 per cent. 

Fresh pork showed an increase of 68 per cent. 

Salt pork and bacon showed an increase of 80 per cent. 

Ham showed an increase of 45 per cent. 

Potatoes showed an increase of 20 per cent. 

Veal showed an increase of 30 per cent. 

This means that the people of the city of New York are 
paying $180,000 a day more for meat, or $66,000,000 a year, 
than they would pay under the prices of the previous deca:te. 


They are paying $34,000 a day more for eggs, or $12,000,000 
a year. 

They are paying $20,000 a day more for milk, or $7,000,000 
a year. 

They are paying $34,000 a day more for butter, or $12,000,000 
a year. 

They are paying $7,000 a day more for potatoes, or $2,600,000 
a year. 


They are paying $267,000 a day more for other articles of 
food, or $101,000,000 a year. 

Thus the people of New York are paying $542,000 more a 
day for food, or $200,000,000 more a year for food, under the 
present prices than they would pay under the average prices 
of 1890-1990, 

My friends, let us soberly realize the great problem that con- 
fronts us with the people of one American city paying an in- 
crease of $200,000,000 on foodstuffs in a single year. 

The passage of the Canadian reciprocity bill will realize a 
double gain for the American people. For we will put raw ma- 
terials upon the free list which will save our small manufac- 
turers a substantial part of what it now costs them to run 
their factories, and also let in the food products from the great 
harvest fields of Canada which will ameliorate the conditions 
in our cities, such as I have just illustrated, by reducing the 
cost of living. 

i believe also that there is a great and important side of 
this question that has not as yet been considered in the debate 
upon this tremendously vital economic issue, and that is the 
opportunity that lies for moving a new and vastly important 
commerce of another land through the ports of the United 
States, 

And I beg in connection with this proposed gain in American 
commerce that you will note how almost entirely dependent 
Canada is upon her eastern and western terminals for the move- 
ment of such commerce, while the United States has so many 
outlets necessary for this new trade. 

No adequate defense can be presented for the trade barriers 
we have erected against the Canadian Dominion. The trade 
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of our country with Canada should flow as freely as between 
the States of the Union, for we need the raw materials, the 
food supply, and the taking advantage of the wonderful natural 
resources of the Dominion. 

To-day all over the land may be noted the de nd of hundreds 
of small manufacturers that they may have the free raw mate 
rials of Canada in view of the rapidly in . competition 


‘Treasil 





which they are feeling more and more each year. For the full 
measure of prosperity will only come to the ill manufac- 
turers when they realize an ability to secure the necé free 
raw materials for their factories on the fairest d most equi- 
table terms. 

The most grievous fact that appears in the trade relations 
between the United States and Canada is that in the n we 
have taxed the people of the Dominion on the majori ds 


a duty nearly twice as large as that which Canad 
American goods. 

We are establishing a system of continental freedom of kk 
in the passage of this We are realizing for tl 
time, 2s we should have realized years ago, how i 
yes, how vitally necessary to us—are the products of the Ca 
dian forests, the earth, the sea, and the mines, and we will allow 
the American workingman to freely exchange his products with 
the Canadian lumberman, farmer, fisherman, and miner and pay 
for them, in reality, with products of our own, for you must 
bear in mind that the people of Canada are as yet li 


i places upon 


mensure 
Lit ule, 


+t] 


ttle engaged 


in manufacturing pursuits and form an ideal people for us to 
trade with. 

The people of Canada, by reason of our greater development 
in manufacturing, are to-day vitally in need the things we 
are most engaged in making, and which we must sell more and 
more to foreign buyers if we are to continue to grow in pros 


perity. 


With trade flowing as freely between the United States and 


Canada as between the States of our Union, we shall realize 
again that great prosperity which followed the trade centers of 
the East and the great agricultural centers of the West, and 
find history inevitably repeating itself between the mannufac- 
turing centers of the United States and the great and rapidly 


developing agricultural districts of the Domini 

Never in the history of this Republic have the conditions of 
great affluence upon the one hand and extreme | 1 the 
other been so strongly paralleled, and the only protest that now 
rises i 


il. 


overty upol 


in the country against the passage of this measure is the 
voice in behalf of special interest. 
The marvelous economic awakening of our people that caused 
the recent upheayal in politics and gave so wonderful a Demo- 
eratie victory was the voice of the people crying out for relief 





from the exactions of a high and intolerant « of living, and 
the very presence of many new faces upon the other side of this 
historic Chamber and a few new ones also at the extreme end 
of this Chamber, can be considered in no sense as the result of 
a personal victory, but rather the righteous demand of the peo- 
ple for a new order of things in the economic life of our 
country. 
The result of the recent elections was as pleasing to 

Democrats chosen to carry the message of the people a t 


proved displeasing and disastrous to many men 
voice of the people during the days of the 
and heeded it not. 

The tremendous increase in population in th 
the past 20 years and the gradual decrease 


who heard | 
Sixty-first Congress 
country during 


in the purchasing 


power of the American dollar has been such that every thinking 
man realizes that a stronger and better economic policy is 
vitally necessary to our people. 

It is a very narrow line that marks the difference between thi 
purchasing power and the income of the American laborer, and 
this reciprocity measure, in giving a wider market to our « 
ports, will aid the well-being of those who preduee with thei 


brains and hands the wealth of the land 

The An workingman should rejoice to 
publican -ranks men of the type of McCart, of 
Hirt, of Connecticut, CrumMPpacKeEr, of Indiana l othe 


are to-day placing loyalty bove all else 


erican 


to the people 9 


When the present governor of Massachusetts voiced the 

* the people in a Republican convention he was advised |! } 
distinguished senior Senator from Massachusetts to | 
party, and in turning his back upon his party and bece 
Democrat and leading the people’s cause he was elected ! ' 
tremendous majority last year and will be re dt ‘ 
largest majority this year ever received by | rat ! 
Massachusetts. 

There is no turning back from the Z n [Loud 


applause. ] 
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strong arm, to now be forced to stand with helpless hands | retary of State, and thanks these two men for having ob- 
while his lands decline in price, see the fruits of his toil sell | tained from the United States such an advantageous arrange- 
for less, compelling him to work more and to produce more and | ment and “having obtained it without the sacrifice of any 


sell more for the same amount, in order to keep the home and | Canadian interest.” In other words, he means to say the 
the farm running. This is not only unjust and unfair to him, | United States gave all and Canada gave nothing in return. 
but is gross ingratitude. The farm home is an institution and (5) Pass this bill and we take a step backward among the 
not a factory, and must go on from year to year; the same ex- | nations of the earth, for Germany, France, Belgium, and the 
penses must be paid from day to day. He therefore can not | rest of the world have long since discarded the old reactionary 
shut down his farm and close his home, like the mills and fac- | policy of giving free trade in farm products, that even free- 
tories; when hard times and low prices prevail, and wait for | trade England is anxious to discard, which will bring dearth 
better times as they can do. and depression to our agricultural industry; our rural popula- 
The American farmer knows he can not close down and | tion will surely decrease and the slogan “ Back to the farm” 
wait, that his industry must go on, and with courage he faces | will become obsolete, and ‘“‘ Go West, young man,” will not take 
the future and with a loyal devotion to his home, country, and | him to Kansas, Nebraska, Oklahoma, or the great Middle West, 
flag, excelled by none, every emotion of his heart pulsating | but will be unheeded by him, and he will turn his back on the 
with— | old home and country and either face toward Manitoba, § 
My country, ‘tis of thee, katchewan, or Alberta, to there swear allegiance to a king 2) 
Sweet land of liberty— live under another flag, or toward the overcrowded cities, to 
and realizes he owes a patriotic duty to preserve the home and | abide where slums and saloons abound, as breeding places of 
farm, the hope of the land, without which this country will | ignorance, lawlessness, crime, and anarchy. Such is not co 
weaken, fail, and finally perish as nations have done in the | ducive to, but dangerous to the country’s welfare. 
past and be known only as they on the historical pages of time.| It has been urged that this measure will lessen the price 
The American farmer is the chief factor that has created | food products and cheapen the cost of living to all; that it y 
our great American market, built on her soil, in trade and com- | lessen the value of food products of the producer, yes; but io 
merce over her rivers and lakes and railroads of which we | the consumer, no. The consumer does not eat wheat, but the 
proudly boast, which exceeds $25,000,000,000 per year, with a | product of,the Flour Trust; he does not eat fat cattle, but the 
production in agricultural and manufactured products four and | products of the Beef Trust. Neither does he eat other raw 1 
one-half times greater than all Europe and spending more for | terials of the producer, but the manufactured food products so 
education than all the rest of the world combined, the foreigners | completely controlled by the other trusts of our country. It is 
contributing not one cent in taxes for the maintenance of our apparent, therefore, that this measure is not in the interest of 
schools, churches, roads, bridges, and all other internal im- : producers nor the consumers of manufactured food prod- 


provements that go to make this great market for the use of | ucts, but in the interest of the conspiracy of organized avai 
which he heretofore has had to pay a tariff in order to enjoy the | and greed; and the trusts, combines, and corporations will ab- 
benefits thereof; but this bill, in effect, proposes to compel the | sorb, as additional profits, all reductions it will force from the 
American farmer to tax himself to build roads and bridges and | producer of farm products long before it reaches the consumer 
highways, so that the Canadian may conveniently travel over | of food products. 
them to every American farmer’s door as his competitor without | The greatest beneficiaries under this measure will undou)t- 
money or price. How reciprocal(?). | edly be the trusts, combines, and corporatons who buy and sell 
It has been admitted in debate by friends of this measure | the food products, both of the producer and consumer, together 

that the price of wheat in recent years in the United States | with the railroads who will transport these products from the 
has averaged somewhat over 10 cents per bushel more than in | Canadian fields to our midst in competition with our own home 
Canada, and that this proposed measure, if put into force, would | products. It is perfectly natural, therefore, that the Hills, 
either lower the price of American wheat or raise the price of | Rockefellers, Morgans, Vanderbilts, and other captains of high 
Canadian wheat. If the former should happen, as intended in | finance are reported as favoring the passage of this measure, 
the bill, it would have produced a direct loss to the American | which is not only unreciprocal, but class legislation against a 
wheat raiser of $74,000,000, applied to that crop of 1909, and a | large body of our American citizens in favor of a foreign pe 
loss to the Kansas wheat grower last year of the vast sum of | ple, and is obnoxiously discriminative in character as agaiust 
$8,500,000. And applying this to the middle and western por- | one class of our own people in favor of another, for it gives to 
tion of Kansas, where by skillful farming, the production of the American farmer a free-trade market in which to sell lis 
wheat, oats, and barley has been developed second to no other products and amply protects the trusts and combines of ilie 
portion of our country, driving the arid boundary westward be- | country in their methods in the handling of the food products 
yond the Colorado line, will work an irreparable injury and | of our people. It forces the farmer to compete with free wheat 
perhaps destruction to that industry there. | and protects the Flour Trust on its flour at 50 cents per barre. 
What loss would come to the American farmer on other It gives free competition in barley for the farmer and 45 cents 

| 

j 

| 

} 

i 

| 

| 


products of his can not now be ascertained, but, as affecting one | per hundred pounds protection to the brewer on malt barley; 
interest alone, again I want your attention to the words of Mr. | free competition in live stock for the farmer and $1.25 per hun- 
Laurier when he said, in the aforesaid address: dred protection to the Beef Trust for its meats; free compet'- 


Then there is the cattle trade. Years ago we had a cattle trade with | tion in free flaxseed and other oil seed for the farmer and 


Great Beitata. Me Rave | come yet, pat 2 is not as canes as ba oat Se ample protection on linseed oil and such products for the Oil 
» vec e everyoody Knows a as been cons y arde . iti P oP ST 
the exchange embargo put upon it some 20 years ago or so, and eee Trust; free competition in horses and cattle for the farmer a A 
fore, if we are not able to sell all the cattle we can raise, in Great | protection at $1.25 per thousand on lumber for the Lumbec! 
Britain, there is a ready market in the United States. 

Great Britain, to whom Canada owes her allegiance, places 
an embargo on the cattle trade from Canada, and we are here 
now removing all embargoes as a gracious gift to her Cana- 
dian daughter. How generous(?). How reciprocal(?). How 
fair(?). 

A few comparisons will be sufficient to establish the fact that 
this so-called reciprocal measure is pot reciprocal in any re- 
spect, but whelly unilateral in spirit and effect: 


Trust to house them; free competition in dairy products for 
the farmer and protection on coal at 45 cents per ton for ihe 
Coal Trust. Besides the Sugar Trust, the Steel Trust, and al! 
the other products of the numerous other trusts seemed to }e 
favored as against the American farmer, which is unfair, un- 
| unjust, un-Republican, and un-American. 

In placing myself in opposition to this measure, along with 
many others of like belief, I am not unmindful of the sensation 
that awaits our experiences beneath the most powerful 1.2- 

(1) It gives to Canada a market of 92,000,000 of people, valued | chine of the times—the steam roller of the opposition—which 
annually at $25,000,000,000, for a market of less than 9,000,000 | is operated so skillfully by the gentiemen on the other side of 
of people, which is far less in proportion to her people than that | this Chamber. Unpleasant for a time it may be, but the con- 
of our own. scientiousness of having stood for and defended the rights of 

(2) It gives free trade in our great market for all Canadian | the people we represent will be satisfaction everlasjing. [Loud 
farm products and refuses free lumber, coal, iron ore, and the | applause.] 
like to the American farmer. Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 

(3) It opens our markets freely, but does not require Canada | gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CurLEy]. 
to remove the export duty on her wood and wood pulp that we Mr. CURLEY. Mr. Chairman, in the consideration of the 
buy from her. Canadian reciprocity bill one would be justified in the assump- 

(4) As to the reciprocal nature of this agreement, the opin- | tion that the paper manufacturers and lumbermen of the coun- 

ion of Sir Wilfrid Laurier is worth considering. In the same | try would be forced into bankruptcy in the event ef the passage 
address above referred to he compliments the Canadian minister | of this measure. I am in favor of the Canadian reciprocity bill 
of finance, Mr. Fielding, and the Canadian minister of customs, | because the Lumber Trust and all its allied interests are oppos- 
Mr. Patterson, who negotiated the agreement with our Sec- | ing it and because it typifies the most advanced character of pro- 
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ressive legislation in behalf of the great masses of our people. 


{ Applause. ] The activity of the special interests in their en- 
deavor to defeat this measure is a sign of the times. 


We find the best thought of the Democratic Party of the 
Nation favoring this Canadian reciprocity bill, and there seems 
no question in my mind that its passage will eventually lower 
the cost of living to our people. 

I do not think that God in His wisdom ever intended that an 


unnatural barrier should rise as a monument to greed, avarice, | 


and the lust of wealth between the people of this country and 
their neighbors across the Canadian border. [Applause. } 

What matters it if the earnings of the Lumber and Paper 
Trusts and their satellites are reduced if a market for the 
exportation of our products and the interchange of Canadian 

is makes lighter the burden borne by the great masses of our 
toilers. [Applause.] 

But above and beyond all else there is absolutely no question 


in my mind but what the present high and intolerant cost of | 


living to our people can be lowered materially if we remove the 
present tariff walls existing between the United States and 
Canada and allow the wage earners of the land to enjoy the 
penefits to be derived from Canadian staple products. 

To say that there can be no advantage in opening to the 
widest extent the great market upon our borders is the sheerest 
folly. 
illustration the actual conditions in the city of New York that 
have come about under the present high cost of living. 

New York City has a population in round numbers of 
4,700,000. It is estimated that these 4,700,000 persons spend 
about $2,350,000 a day for food. According to the tables of the 
United States Bureau of Labor the price of beef in 1909 showed 
an increase of 32 per cent over the average price for the 10 
years between 1890 and 1900. 

Bread showed an increase of 24 per cent. 

Butter showed an increase of 35 per cent. 

Eggs showed an increase of 42 per cent. 

Flour showed an increase of 54 per cent. 

Milk showed an increase of 41 per cent. 

Mutton showed an increase of 35 per cent. 

Fresh pork showed an increase of 68 per cent. 

Salt pork and bacon showed an increase of 80 per cent. 

Ham showed an increase of 45 per cent. 

Potatoes showed an increase of 20 per cent. 

Veal showed an increase of 30 per cent. 

This means that the people of the city of New York are 
paying $180,000 a day more for meat, or $66,000,000 a year. 
than they would pay under the prices of the previous decacte. 
They are paying $34,000 a day more for eggs, or $12,000,000 
year. 

They are paying $20,000 a day more for milk, or $7,000,000 
year. 
They 
year. 
They 
a year. 

They are paying $267,000 a day more for other articles of 
food, or $101,000,000 a year. 

Thus the people of New York are paying $542,000 more a 
day for food, or $200,000,000 more a year for food, under the 
present prices than they would pay under the average prices 
of 1890-1900, 

My friends, let us soberly realize the great problem that con- 
fronts us with the people of one American city paying an in- 
crease of $200,000,000 on foodstuffs in a single year. 

The passage of the Canadian reciprocity bill will realize a 
double gain for the American people. For we will put raw ma- 
terials upon the free list which will save our small manufac- 
turers a substantial part of what it now costs them to run 
their factories, and also let in the food products from the great 
harvest fields of Canada which will ameliorate the conditions 
in our cities, such as I have just illustrated, by reducing the 
cost of living. 

I believe also that there is a great and important side of 
this question that has not as yet been considered in the debate 
upon this tremendously vital economic issue, and that is the 
opportunity that lies for moving a new and vastly important 
Seen of another land through the ports of the United 


And I beg in connection with this proposed gain in Americ: 


commerce that you will note how almost entirely dependent 


Canada is upon her eastern and western terminals for the move- 
ment of such commerce, while the United States has so many 
outlets necessary for this new trade. 


No adequate defense can be presented for the trade barriers 
we have erected against the Canadian Dominion. The trade 


a 


a 


are paying $34,000 a day more for butter, or $12,000,000 
a 


are paying $7,000 a day more for potatoes, or $2,600,000 
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of our country with Canada should flow as freely as between 


the States of the Union, for we need the raw materials, the 
food supply, and the taking advantage of the wonderful natural 


resources of the Dominion. 

To-day all over the land may be noted the demand of hundreds 
of small manufacturers that they may have the free raw mate 
rials of Canada in view of the rapidly increasing competition 
which they are feeling more and more each year. For the full 


measure of prosperity will only come to the small manufac- 
turers when they realize an ability to secure the necessary free 
raw materials for their factories on the fairest and most qui- 
table terms. 

The most grievous fact that appears in the trade relations 
between the United States and Canada is that in the main we 
have taxed the people of the Dominion on the majority of goods 
a duty nearly twice as large as that which Canada places upon 
American goods. 

We are establishing a system of continental freedom of le 


in the passage of this measure. We are realizing for the fi 
time, as we should have realized years ago, how important 
yes, how vitally necessary to us—are the products of the Can 
dian forests, the earth, the sea, and the mines, and we will allow 
the American workingman to freely exchange his products with 
the Canadian lumberman, farmer, fisherman, and miner and pay 
for them, in reality, with products of our own, for you must 
bear in mind that the people of Canada are as yet little engaged 


in manufacturing pursuits and form an ideal people for us to 
trade with. 

The people of Canada, by reason of our greater development 
in manufacturing, are to-day vitally in need ef the things we 
are most engaged in making, and which we must sell more and 


more to foreign buyers if we are to continue to grow in pros 


perity. 

With trade flowing as freely between the United States and 
Canada as between the States of our Union, we shall realize 
again that great prosperity which followed the trade centers of 
the East and the great agricultural centers of the West, and 

| find history inevitably repeating itself between the manufac- 
turing centers of the United States and the great and rapidly 
developing agricultural districts of the Dominion. 

Never in the history of this Republic have the conditions of 


n | 


great affluence upon the one hand and extreme poverty upon the 


other been so strongly paralleled, and the only protest that now 
rises in the country against the passage of this measure is the 
voice in behalf of special interest. 

The marvelous economic awakening of our people that caused 
the recent upheaval in politics and gave so wonderful a Demo- 
cratie victory was the voice of the people crying out for relief 
from the exactions of a high and intolerant of living, and 
the very presence of many new faces upon the « * side of this 
historic Chamber and a few new ones also at the extreme end 
of this Chamber, can be considered in no sense as the result of 


a personal victory, but rather the righteous demand of the peo- 
ple for a new order of things in the life of our 
country. 

The result of the recent was pleasing to those 
Democrats chosen to carry the message of the people a t 
proved displeasing and disastrous to many men who heard ili 
voice of the people during the days of the Sixty-first Congress 
and heeded it not. 

The tremendous increase in population in th 
the past 20 years and the gradual decrease 
power of the American dollar has been such 


economic 


. ‘ 
elections 


; country during 
in the purchasing 


that every thinking 


man realizes that a stronger and better economic policy is 
vitally necessary to our people. 

It is a very narrow line that marks the difference between the 
purchasing power and the income of the American laborer, and 


this reciprocity measure, in giving a wider market to our ex 
ports, will aid the well-being of those who preduce with their 
brains and hands the wealth of the land 

The workingman should rejoice to find 
publican ranks men of the type of McCarr, of M 
Hirt, of Connecticut, Crumpacker, of Indiana, d othe 
are to-day placing loyalty to the people above all else 

When the present governor of Massachusetts iced tl 

r the people in a Republican convention he was advised | ! 
distinguished senior Senator from Massachusetts 
party, and in turning his back upon his party an ce 
Democrat and leading the people’s cause he was clected by a 


American 


1s 


tremendous majority last year and will be reel dt he 
largest majority this year ever received by [ t i 
Massachusetts. 

There is no turning back from the signs of the tim [Loud 


applause. ] 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SaHertey, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state’of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 4412 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. Faison was granted leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of A. M. Williams, Sixty-first Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 


Henry of Texas, indefinitely, on account of sickness in family. | 
| dowment of schools or departments of mines and mining, i 


Also to Mr. Draper, indefinitely, 


CONCLUSION OF GENERAL DEBATE. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent that after three hours’ debate in the Committee of tle 
Whole House on the state of the Union to-morrow on the bill 
H. R. 4412, general debate shall close, and that one hour of 
that time shall be controlled by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. McCati], one hour by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr, DALzeL.], and one hour by myself. 

The SPEAKER. 


three hours to-morrow—one hour to be controlled by the gen- 


tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Datzeti], one hour by the | 


gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatxi], and the other 
hour by himself. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
do now adjourn, 


The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- | 
mous consent that general debate on this bill shall run for | 





Mr. Speaker, I move that the House | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6800) to provide for the erection of 
public building at Seymour, in the State of Connecticut; to ; 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 6301) to establish a { 
hatching and fish-cultural station within Cherokee County, 
the third congressional district, State of Oklahoma, and 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 6302) to remedy in the | 
of the Army the inequalities in rank due to the past system 


| regimental promotion; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 6803) to repeal se 
40 of the act approved August 5, 1909, which authorizes the 
suance of certificates of indebtedness; to the Committee 
Ways and Means. 

$y Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6304) to apply a 
portion of the proceeds of the sales of public lands to the 
to 


regulate the expenditures thereof; to the Committce 


| Mines and Mining. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6305) to establish a biological and 
cultural station in the twenty-third congressional distri: 
Illinois; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and | 
eries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6306) granting pensions to all enlisted 
soldiers and officers, who served in the Civil War or the \ 
with Mexico; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 6807) for the relief of the kK: 
tucky drafted men; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6808) to establis! 
the Department of Agriculture a bureau to be known as { 
Bureau of Public Highways, and to provide for national aid 


| the improvement of the public roads; to the Committee 


Agriculture. 
By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 6309) to amend sect 
647, chapter 18, Code of Law for the District of Columbia; | 


| the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 44 


minutes), the House adjourned to meet to-morrow, Friday, 
April 21, 1911, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTYV, executive communications were | 


taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
1. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 


mitting a draft of a bill for improvements at Edgemore Light- | 
Committee on | 


house Depot, Del. (H. Doc. No. 21); to the 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
recommendation as to disbursements of appropriations for cer- 
tain exigency work in connection with the care of public build- 
ings (H. Doc. No. 22) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 6293) to divest intoxicating 
liquors of their interstate-commerce character in certain cases; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 6294) providing 
for the allotment of the Camp McDowell Indian Reservation; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 6295) to amend sections 
2304 and 2305 of the Revised Statutes of 1878 of an act provid- 
ing for soldiers and sailors acquiring homesteads in public lands 
of the United States, and deductions of military and naval 
service from the time required generally to perfect title; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 6296) to diminish the expense 
of proceedings on appeal and writ of error or of certiorari; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 6297) increasing pensions 
of Indian War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 6298) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and 
encourage the industries of the United States, and for other 
pur] ” approved August 5, 1909; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 6299) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Naugatuck, Conn. ; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 





sy Mr. STEPHENS of Texas (by request): A bill (H. Rh 
6310) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear { 
determine the claims of Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 6311) for the establis! 
ment of a parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 6812) to repeal an ac 
entitled “An act granting the use of certain lands in the Hot 
Springs Reservation, in the State of Arkansas, to the B 
Hospital,” and for other purposes; to the Commitiee on | 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 6313) to provide an eight 
hour workday for United States penitentiary guards; to tle 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6314) to provide payment for overtime to 
United States penitentiary guards; to the Committee on tlie 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6315) providing for a military highw 
between Forts Leavenworth and Riley, Kans.; to the Commi 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 6316) authorizing the desigia 
tion and employment of a medical officer of the Army as director 
of sanitation of the government of Porto Rico, and prescrili 
compensation therefor ; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 6317) to prevent the sale « 
transportation in interstate or foreign commerce of articles © 
food held in cold storage for more than the time herein speci- 
fied, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 6818) to provide for the 
assignment of certain water rights acquired by the United 
States under the laws of the different States and Territories; 
to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6319) to amend section 2139 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States of 1878; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6820) providing for the allowance of com- 
pensation to the members of the United States Land Commis- 
sion to the Territory of New Mexico, created under the act of 
Congress of June 21, 1898; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6321) to amend section 3 of an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the allotment of land in severalty, etc., 
approved February 28, 1901; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 6322) for the relief of the 
State of South Carolina; to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill CH, R. 6323) to regulate and fix the fees of United Also, a bill (H. R. 6339) granting an increase of pension to 
States commissioners; to the Committee on the Judiciary. William H. Chaney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6324) for the erection of a public building Also, a bill (H. R. 6340) granting an increase of pension to 
at Winnsboro, 8. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and | Joshua Covell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Grounds. Also, a bill (H. R. 6341) granting an increase of pension to 

Also, a bill (H. R. 63825) for the erection of a public building J:imes Carper; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions 
at Cheraw, 8S. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and \lso, a bill (H. R. 6842) granting an increase of pension to 
Grounds. Thomas H. Chance; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6326) for the erection of a public building \lso, a bill (H. R. 6348) granting an increase of pension to 
at Yorkville, S. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and | Charles I’. Collins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Grounds. Also, a bill (H. R. 6344) granting an increase of pension to 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6827) for the erection of a public building John Dyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
at Lancaster, 8S. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Also, a bill (H. R. 6345) granting an increase of pension to 
Grounds. Peter Dennis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6828) to provide for a substitute list of Also, a bill (CH. R. 6346) granting an inere ise of pension to 
storekeeper-gaugers in the Internal-Revenue Service, and for Sa@muel Dale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


other purposes; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- Also, a bill (H. R. 0347) granting an increase of pension to 
ury Department. Isnac Fry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6329) providing for the erection of a mon- Also, a bill CH. R. 6548) granting an increase of pension to 
ument at Cowpens battle ground, Cherokee County, 8. C., com- Jacob Gish; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
memorative of Gen. Daniel Morgan and those who participated Also, a bill CH. R. 6349) granting an increase of pension to 
in the Battle of Cowpens on the 17th day of January, 1781; to | Jol Gruver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
the Committee on the Library. Also, a bill (H. R. 6350) granting an increase of peusion to 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6330) relating to the removal of civil Mary Hurst; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
cases from the State courts to United States courts; to the Com- Also, a bill (H. R. 6851) granting an increase of pension to 
mittee on the Judiciary. Frederick K. Hewitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 6331) to set aside a portion Also, a bill (H. R. 6852) granting an increase of pension to 
of certain lands in the new State of Arizona now known as the Benjamin H. Hull; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Grand Canyon National Monument and Coconino National For- Also, a bill (H. R. 6353) granting an increase of pension to 
est as a public park, to be known as the Carnegie National Park, Jacob Henry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
in commemoration of thes name of the founder of some of Also, a bill (H. R. 6854) granting an increase of pension to 
America’s greatest institutions and the benefactor of mankind Erwin M. Harley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
by the promotion of everlasting peace among all nations of Also, a bill CH. R. 6355) granting an increase of pension to 
the earth without the use of arms; to the Committee on the | Richard M. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Public Lands. Also, a bill (H. R. 6356) granting an increase of pension to 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 6332) to further increase the Lafayette Johnston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
efficiency of the Organized Militia, and for other purposes; to Also, a bill (H. R. 6357) granting an increase of pension to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. John P. Lonsway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 6333) to cooperate Aliso, a bill (HI. R. 6358) granting an increase of pension to 
with the States in encouraging instruction in agriculture, the Helen Longley; to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 
trades dnd industries, and home economics in secondary schools ; Also, a bill (H. R. 6359) granting an increase of pension to 
in preparing teachers for those vocational subjects in State nor- John Lutz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
mal schools, and to appropriate money therefor and to regulate Also, a bill (H. R. 6860) granting an increase of pension to 
its expenditure; to the Committee on Agriculture. Ruben V. Lott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution (H. Res. 113) calling upon Also, a bill (H. R. 6361) granting an increase of pension to 
the Secretary of the Treasury for information relative to ex- Alfred C. McClead;: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
penses of the Monetary Commission; to the Committee on Ex- Also, a bill (H. R. 6862) granting an increase of pension to 
penditures in the Treasury Department. Vinel E. McCreary; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: Resolution (H. Res. 114) Also, a bill (H. R. 6363) granting an increase of pension to 
amending Rules X and XI; to the Committee on Rules. John H. Mohler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. SABATH: Resolution (H. Res. 115) providing for an Also, a bill (H. R. 6364) granting an increase of pension to 
investigation of the undervaluations, frauds, and other mal- | William A. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
practices of the persons controlling the American Sugar Co.; Also, a bill (H. R. 6865) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Rules. John Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. .SIMS: Resolution (H. Res. 116) providing for a Also, a bill (H. R. 6866) granting an increase of pension to 
stenographer to the Committee on War Claims; to the Com- | William H. McLaughlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
mittee on Accounts. sions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Resolution (H. Res. 117) providing for a Also, a bill (H. R. 6867) granting an increase of pension to 
clerk and messenger to the Committee on Disposition of Useless | Thomas Morgan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Executive Papers; to the Committee on Accounts. Also, a bill (H. R. 6368) granting an increase of pension to 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 118) providing for clerical and William Newson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
messenger service to the several committees on expenditures in Also, a bill (H. R. 6369) granting an increase of pension to 
the executive departments; to the Committee on Accounts. George P. Ogg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Joint resolution (H. J. Also, a bill (H. R. 6370) granting an increase of pension to 
Res, 72) for the appointment of a committee to investigate com- | William B. Olds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
merce on the high seas; to the Committee on Rules. Also, a bill (H. R. 6871) granting an increase of pension to 

| Erwin A, Ogden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
a | Also, a bill (H. R. 6372) granting an increase of pension t 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. "irae EEL EE We, GREED anette om Sncconen of 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions | John W. Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid P 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: Also, @ bill (H. R. 6374) granting an increase te 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 6334) granting an increase of | Hdwin F. Spink; to the Committee on Invalid P 
pension to David Whitehead; to the Committee on Invalid Also, a bill (H. R. 6375) granting an iner to 
Pensions. John Shellhouse ; to the Committee on Invalid I 

3y Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 6335) granting an in- \iso, a bill (H. R. 6376) granting an incre 
crease of pension to William J. Taylor; te the Committee on | (icorge Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (CH. R. 6877) granting an in 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6336) granting | Eli Snyder; to the Committee on Invalid Px 
an increase of pension to Jacob Arntz; to the Committee on Also, a bill (H. R. 6378) granting an i ( 

Invalid Pensions, Joseph Shindorff; to the Committee on In‘ iP 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6337) granting an increase of pension to (Iso, a bill (H. R. 6379) granting an iner 
Martin H. Black; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Francis M. Smith; to the Committee on hi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6838) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 6880) granting an iné f pension to 
Joseph Blackford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | William Swaney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6381) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Strouss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6882) granting an increase of pension 
Giles J. Titus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6883) granting an increase of pension 
William Updegraff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6884) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson S. Van Horn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6385) granting an increase of pension to 
David Warner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6386) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick H. Winiker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6387) granting an increase of pension 

Celius W. Worman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6388) granting an increase of pension to 
David Wertz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6389) granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Waltemire; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6390) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Youngblood ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6391) granting an increase of pension to 
George Zabriskie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6392) granting an increase of pension to 
William O. Bulger; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6893) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert S. Blaine; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6394) granting an increase of pension to 
Everett E. Garner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6395) granting a pension to Mary A. Har- 
rison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6896) granting a pension to Alice J. Phil- | 
lips; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6397) granting a pension to Desdamona T. 
Perin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6898) granting a pension to Margaret Pat- | 
terson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 6399) granting an increase | 
of pension to Margarita B. Ryan; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6400) for the relief of Emiliano Martinez; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6401) for the relief of Jesus Gallegos y 
Vigil; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6402) for the relief of Pedro Rafael 
Trujillo; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6403) for the relief of Nicolas Apodaca; 
to the Committee on Claims. 


= 


0 


— 


0 


_ 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6404) for the relief of Jose Salazar y | 


Ortiz; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6405) for the relief of the estate of Martin 
Vigil, deceased, and the administrator of said estate, Eslavio 
Vigil; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 6406) granting a pension 
to Catharine Crockett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 6407) to pay to the city 
of Leavenworth, Kans., taxes with interest assessed against the 
lots on which is located the Federal building for street improve- 
ments adjacent thereto; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6408) to pay the city of Topeka, Kans., 
taxes, with interest, assessed against the lots on which is 
located the Federal building for street improvements adjacent 
thereto; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6409) for the relief of James Stanton; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6410) for the relief of John T. Glynn; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 6411) granting an increase 


of pension to William S. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 6412) granting a pension to | 


Edward Waldo; to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill*(H. R. 6413) granting an increase 


of pension to John Hornbeck; to the Committee on Invalid | Hicklin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6414) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward H. Garrison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6415) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Soules; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6416) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel C. Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6417) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah C. Sherman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6418) granting an increase of pension to 
Pethuel Dorcas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 











APRIL 





Also, a bill (H. R. 6419) granting an increase of pensi: 
Samuel Gelston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6420) granting an increase of pensi, 
Jesse W. Whitmore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6421) granting a pension to Susan | 
cock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 6422) granting an incre: 
pension to David H. Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 6423) for the relief of | 
Davis, administrator of the estate of Enos Davis, decease 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6424) for the relief of the heirs of «| 
ney, Gardner & Co.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6425) for the relief of the estaie of I. «. 
Bumpass, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 6426) granting an ine: 
of pension to George W. Holdson; to the Committee on In | 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6427) granting an increase of pens to 
Albert M. Patrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 6428) grant 1 
increase of pension to Eric Oleson; to the Committee on [nyalicd 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 6429) granting an increase 
of pension to Richard A. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6430) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah Gough; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6481) granting an increase of pensi. 
Phillip P. Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6432) granting an increase of pensiv 
James W. McDaniel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6433) granting an increase of pensio 
William H. Everhart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6434) granting an increase of pensiv 
Thomas L, Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6435) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Luce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 64386) granting an increase of pensiv: 
Thomas J. Gustin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6487) granting an increase of pension to 
David Gough; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6438) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel N, Weeks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6439) granting an increase of pension | 


| Frank L. Dunlap; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6440) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry N. Bushnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6441) granting an increase of pension to 


| William Frye; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6442) granting an increase of pension io 
George A. Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6443) granting ah increase of pension to 
John I. Barrows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6444) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary L. Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6445) granting an increase of pension (0 
William Barrow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6446) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward M. Curtis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6447) granting an increase of pension 10 
Samuel F. Welshimer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6448) granting an increase of pension (9 
David Montgomery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6449) granting a pension to Ellen Mill: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6450) for the relief of C. C. Shearer; to 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DONOHOE: A bill (H. R. 6451) for the relief 
Annie McColgan; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 6452) granting a pension (9 
Henry Langley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6453) granting a pension to William -. 


Also, a bill (H, R. 6454) granting a pension to Theresa J. 
Sowell; to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6455) for the relief of St. John’s Episco):! 
Church, at Winnsboro, 8. C.; to the Committee on War Clainis. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6456) for the relief of U. G. Des Portes, 
administrator of the estate of S, S. Wolfe, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6457) for the relief of J. M. Moore; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6458) for the relief of the estate of A. E. 
Hutchison; to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr, FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6459) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Benthall; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6460) granting an increase of pension to 
J. ©. Judy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 6461) granting an increase 
of pension to Recorder M. Mudgett; to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6462) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Bigham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6463) granting an increase of pension to 
Spencer C. Weaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 6464) granting an increase of pension to 
Blockmon E. Lawrence; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLAGHER: A bill (H. R. 6465) granting a pension 
to Albert Truffner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6466) granting a pension to John Zilkie: 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GREGG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6467) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob R. Zuck; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 6468) granting a pension 
to Laura J. Grant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 6469) granting a pension to 
William Alexander; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 6470) granting an increase 
of pension to Frank Cleaves; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 6471) granting an increase 
of pension to William F. Simpson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6472) granting a pension to Albert G. 
Jenkins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6473) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of the estate of Benjamin Lillard, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 6474) for the relief of the legal representa- 


to 


tives of the estate of Lewis M. Maney; to the Committee on | 


War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6475) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 
H. Thompson; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6476) for the relief of F. S. McRady; to 
the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6477) for the relief of the Cumberland | 
Presbyterian Church, of Tullahoma, Tenn.; to the Committee | 


on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6478) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of Henry Pepper 
and Elizabeth H. Cleveland, heirs of William Pepper, deceased ; 
to the Committee on War oe 

3y Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 6479) 
granting an increase of pension to Ferree Pirtle; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 6480) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. Merritt; to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6481) granting an increase of pension to 
Simeon Lockwood Coen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6482) granting a pension to Jenkins Mor- 
gan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. JACOWAY: A bill (H. R. 6483) granting a pension 


to Frank Doering; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. KIPP: A bill (H. R. 6484) granting an increase of 


sions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6485) granting an increase of pension 
Orlando English; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6486) granting an increase of pension 
Mary A. Lucas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6487) granting an increase of pension 
J. H. Fox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6488) granting an increase of pension 
Randolph M, Manley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6489) granting an increase of pension 
Minor Hoover; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6490) granting an increase of pension 
T. Fleming Lent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6491) granting an increase of pension 
William F. Merrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6492) granting an increase of pension 
Josephine Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6498) granting an increase of pension 
L. W. Kelly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 6494) granting an increase of pension 
Charles R. Green; to the Committee on Pensions. 


to 


to 


to 
to 
to 
to 
to 


to 


to | 


to | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6495) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson Murphy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6496) granting an increase of pension to 
Eldridge G. Van Dyke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6497) granting an increase of pension 
Jeremiah E. Vansice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (CH. 


to 


R. 6498) granting an increase of pension to 
Dallas J. Sweet; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6499) granting an increase of pension to 


James W. Hurst; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6500) granting an increase of pension t 
Berlin F. Myer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6501) granting an increase of pension 
William Kintner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6502) granting an increase of pension 
J. D. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6503) granting a pension to 
Sawyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6504) 
Van Horn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6505) granting a pension to Mary Ann 
Hembury; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LATTA: A bill (H. R. 6506) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6507) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 6508) granting a pen- 
sion to Martin M. Rice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6509) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry D. Lively; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 6510) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Frank Cooper ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6511) granting a pension to Clarence M. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6512) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis G. French, alias Frank Jones; to the 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 6513) granting 
a pension to Amelia Wells; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 6514) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Frazee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHER: A bill (H. R. 6515) granting an increase of 
pension to L. Alonzo Dennett; to the Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6516) granting an increase of pension to 
John McMahon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 6517) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel Fulks; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6518) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Van Horn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

$y Mr. MITCHELL: A bill (H. R. 6519) granting an increase 
of pension to McArthur W. Brittingham; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6520) granting an increase of pension to 
Julius E. Henderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6521) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Bauswell: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6522) granting an increase of pension to 


Oo 
to 
to 
James 


If 


granting a pension to Harvey G. 


Committee on 


Committee on 


; | William McClure; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
pension to Charles Rutty; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6523) granting a pension to Margaret Dick 
son: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6524) granting a pension to Hugh J. 
Kane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6525) for the relief of the University of 
Kansas: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 6526) granting an in 
crease of pension to Elipha M. Field; to the Committee on In 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6527) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane McLaughlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6528) granting an increase of pension to 
Lydia A. Randall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6529) granting an intrease of pension to 
Thomas Lyghton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6530) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret T. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6531) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 6532) granting an increase of 
pension to Christopher U. Rumpf; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6533) granting an increase of pension to 
George Henson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6534) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Staley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 65385) granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Riordan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 6536) granting an increase of pension to 
John O’Harrow; to the Committee on Invdlid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6537) granting a pension to William H. 
Lowry; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 6538) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert A. Love; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6389) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Cameron, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (BH. R. 6540) granting a pension to McCullough 
Tally; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 6541) granting a pension to William Fos- 
ler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6542) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of Samuel E. Calvert; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROUSB: A bill (H. R. 6548) granting a pension to 
Gertie Lee Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 6544) for the 
relief of the heirs of John W. West, deceased; to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 6545) granting an increase 
of pension to Jennie Higgins; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
SiOns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6546) granting a pension to Ophelia 
McKay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6547) granting an increase of pension to 
Benton Braden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 6548) for the relief of the 
heirs of George S. Thebo; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 6549) granting an increase 
of pension to Edwin L. Hoopes; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

3y Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 6550) for the re- 
lief of J. M. Gurley; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6551) for the relief of the heirs of J. D. 
Bellah, sr.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6552) for the relief of Samuel E. Howell 
and James H. Howell, in their own right and as sole heirs of 
Mary Ann Thomas, deceased, and William T, Howell, deceased; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6553) granting a pension to Louis H. | 


Dowd; to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 6554) for the relief of Nicholas 


C. Buswell; to the Committee on War Calims. 
By Mr. ‘TILSON: A bill (H. R. 6555) for the relief of the 
Winchester Repeating Arms Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6556) granting a pension to William C. 
Manning; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6557) granting an increase of pension to | 


John Speers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. WHITACRE: A bill (H. R. 6558) granting an in- | 


crease of pension to Eugene Davenport; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6559) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Wirebaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6560) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Johnston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6561) granting an increase of pension 
John Bash; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6562) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Clay Corbett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6563) granting an increase of pension 
Josiah Ketchum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6564) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas B. Heiser; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6565) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Lombard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6566) granting an increase of pension to 
Johnathan Erdman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 6567) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Sheets; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6568) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson Freer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6569) granting an increase of pension to 
Job. Wetmore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6570) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Lane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, 


a bill (H. R. 6571) granting an increase of pension 
John 8. 


McGinness; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6572) granting an increase of pension, jo 
Rugene B. Guild; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6573) granting an increase of pension 
Josiah Gurr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, A bill CH. R. 6574) granting an increase of pension {o 
Daniel Robb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6575) granting an increase of pensioy 
Thomas Hurst; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6576) granting an increase of pension 
William F. Stamets; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6577) granting an increase of pension 
William Cook Caldwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6578) granting an increase of pension 
John A. Brimmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6579) granting an increase of pensiou 
Dennis McGinnis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6580) granting an increase of pension | 
William L. Poust; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6581) granting an increase of pension 
William Willoughby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6582) granting an increase of pensio 
Thomas Metzgar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6583) granting an increase of pension | 
James Steen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6584) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Kelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 6585) granting an increase of pension to 
Horatio P. Keyte; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6586) granting an increase of pension to 
| Percey H. White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6587) granting an increase of pension 
Peter Dayton, alias William Ross; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6588) granting an increase of pensio: 
| Leonard H, Brady; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6589) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter-Schaddle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6590) granting an increase of pension | 
William Bessinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6591) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet M. Ritter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6592) granting an increase of pension 
| James EB. Beach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6593) granting an increase of pension to 
David O’Brien; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6594) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli Webb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6595) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Musto; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6596) granting an increase of pension t 
Frederick R. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6597) granting an increase of pensio1 
| William H. H. McCowan; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6598) granting an increase of pension to 
| Harry T. Peet; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6599) granting an increase of pension 
John Maneval; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6600) granting an increase of pension ‘0 
| Jennie K. Noll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6601) granting an increase of pension to 
| William W. Bird; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6602) granting a pension to Marie de 
Planque; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6603) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan C. Long; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6604) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Hoof; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (BH. R. 6605) granting an increase of pension to 
Israel Osman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6606) granting an increase of pension to 
John Sweeds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6607) granting an increase of pension t 
Robert Karstetter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (BH. R. 6608) granting an increase of pension to 
Ebenezer Mott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6609) granting an increase of pension 
Isaac A. Brosius; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6610) granting an increase of pension t 
Ashbell C. Wheeler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6611) granting an increase of pension 
Charies A. Shaffer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6612) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias Merrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6613) granting an increase of pension to 
John Koch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6614) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram Robbins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6615) granting an increase of pension to 
John Brinser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6616) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Kohler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6617) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli K. Peasley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6618) granting an increase of pension to 
Zachariah T. Woodward; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6619) granting an increase of pension to 
Ernest G. Treat; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6620) granting an increase of pension 
Solomon W. Shadle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6621) granting an increase of pension t 
Dennis Haneen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6622) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Livingston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6623) granting anv increase of pension to 
Silas E. Cummings: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6624) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Howard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (AH. R. 6625) granting an increase of pension to 
Oren M. Card; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6626) granting an increase of pension to 
Teter F, Reeser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6627) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Shank; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 6628) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Sanders; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6629) granting an increase of pension to 
George Couch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6630) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Reece; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6631) granting an increase of pension to 
Squire L. Gage; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 6632) granting an increase of pension to 
John Lyman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 6633) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Shemery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6634) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Fessenden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 6635) granting an increase of pension to 
John Ludwig; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6636) granting an increase of pension to 
Alpheus Johnstonbaugh: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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| Charles H. Eddy; to the Committee on Invalid I 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6637) granting an increase of pension to | 


Charles H. Ball; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6688) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher C. Pfoutz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6689) granting an increase of pension 
William H. Strunk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6640) granting an increase of pension 
Charles Chilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6641) granting an increase of pension t 
Andrew Brimegin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6642) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Bennett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6643) granting an increase of pension to 
David Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6644) granting an increase of pension 
Isaac Zeller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 6645) granting an increase of pension to 
Howard D. Avery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6646) granting an increase of pension to 
Johnston R. Lambright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6647) granting an increase of pension to 
John Croak; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6648) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph 8. Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6649) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Hillman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6650) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Harer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 6651) granting an increase of pension to 
Cecile O. Hamill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6652) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Douglass; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 6653) granting an increase of pension to 
Norman M, Ostrander ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6654) granting an increase of pension 
John Kennedy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6655) granting an inerease of pension t 


Emer E. Irons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6656) granting an increase of pension 
John F. Burkhart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H!? R. 6657) granting an increase 
John Hall: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6658) granti 
Jacob S. Kimball; to the Committee on Invalid Per 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6659) granting an increase of pension 
M. J. Holmes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6660) granting an increase of pension 
William C. Tayler; to the Committee on Invalid P 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6661) granting an increase of pension 
John W. Corle: to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6662) granting an increase 
Henry C. Holter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6663) granting an increase of pet 
Willinm Coder: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6664) granting an increase of pension 
Jacob H. Moon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6665) granting an increase of 


pension 
Jackson Tibbens; to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensiol Ss 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6666) granting an increase of pension 
Charles Bruner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6667) granting an increase of pension 
G. W. Rogers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6668) granting an increase of pension 
George J. Horton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6669) granting an increase of pension 
Andrew J. Butler: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6670) granting an increase of pension 


Hurlbutt L. Farnsworth; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 


Also, a bill (TH. R. 6671) granting an increase of pe 


i IsloOh 

Ebenezer A. Whitney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6672) graniing an increase of pension 

William Hancock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6675) granting an increase of pension 


LSLOMS. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6674) granting an increase of pension 
William M. Everhart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiot 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6675) granting an increase of pension 
Harvey Fravel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6676) granting an increase of pension 
John S. Schuyler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6677) granting an increase of pension 
James A. Roche; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6678) granting an increase of pension 
Hiram L. Yoder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6679) granting an increase of pension 


| George S. Smith: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bill (HL. BR. 6680) granting an increase of 
John Shroat;: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6681) granting an increase of pension 
John L. G. Robbins: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6682) granting an increase of pension 
David McClintock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6683) granting an increase of pensi: 
John Bossinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6684) granting an increase of pension 
Henry D. Smead; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6685) granting an increase of pens 
William Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6686) granting an increase of pension 
Wesley Doyle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6687) granting an increase of per 
Daniel W. Green: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R,. 6688) granting an increase of pension 
Josiah W. Harding: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6689) granting an increase of pension 
James L. Bonnell: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. n bill (HE. R. 6690) granting an increase of pension 
Isaac Slerker: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 6691) granting an increase of pensior 
Isaac Knepp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6692) granting an increase of pensior 
Daniel Grafius: to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6693) granting an increase of pension 
Clayton P. Wh.te; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6694) granting an increase of pension 
David Rorabaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6695) granting an increase of pension 
John Abott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6696) granting an increase of pension to 
William BE. Clarke: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 6697) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Casson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6698) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. W. Lawrance; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6699) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Buckbee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 6700) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Crissman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (HI, R. 6701) granting a pension to Mary A. Row- | 


land; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6702) granting a pension to William Lam- 
merhirt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6703) granting a pension to Martin V. 
Stanton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6704) granting a pension to Charles W. | 


Brace; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (CH. R. 6705) granting a pension to Paulina L. | 


Klepper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6706) granting a pension to Emma J. Huff; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6707) granting a pension to Sara Jane 
Staddon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 6708) granting a pension to Lou Pedigree; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6709) granting a pension to Edward H. 
Presit; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6710) granting a pension to Katie E. | 


Shaffer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6711) granting a pension to Chauncey G. 
Tripp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6712) granting a pension to William T. 
East; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6712) to correct the military record of 
John H. Smith, alias Henry H. Smith; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6714) to correct the military record of 
George P. Bailey; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6715) to correct the military record of 
John A. O’Dell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6716) to correct the military record of | 


Hiram B. Willson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6717) to correct the military record of 
Joseph G. Young; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6718) to correct the military record of 
George O. Pratt; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6719) to correct the military record of 
Dennis Haneen; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6720) to correct the military record of 
Cc. W. Walker; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill CH. R. 6721) for the relief of James R. Brown; to | 


the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6722) for the relief of Stephen Campbell 
and Isaac Overdorf; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, 2 bill CH. R. 6723) for the relief of William S. Rote; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HA. R. 6724) for the relief of John L. O’Mara; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

My Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 6725) granting an 


increase of pension to Apollas W. Moffit; to the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6726) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6727) granting a pension to Fidel Borer; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid | 


on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. AKIN of New York: Petition of workers in paper 


mills at Glens Falls, N. Y., against reciprocity with Canada; to | 


the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Papers to accompany bill for increase 
of pension of William J. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 


By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Cantwell Shoe Co. and 20 | 


other merchants of Coshocton, Ohio, against parcels post: to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


By Mr. AYRES: Petitions of Spingarn Bros. and of Wash- | 


burn, Crosby & Co., both of New York, in favor of parcels post; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petition of citizens of the tenth con- 
gressional district, State of Indiana, against the parcels post; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 


By Mr. DANFORTH: Petition of Baptist Church of Penfield. 
Monroe County, N. Y., favoring the passage of H. R. 1620. to 
prevent the nullification of State antigambling laws by int 
national or interstate transmission of race-gambling bets 
racing odds; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign «\ 
merce. 

Also, petition of Fairport Grange, No. 467, Patrons of 
bandry, of Fairport, Monroe County, N. Y., against the pa 
of the proposed reciprocity treaty with Canada; to the « 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petition of citizens of M. 
County, Minn., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Comi': 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of Chamber of Commerce :nd 
Manufacturers’ Club of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring Canadian rec 
| procity; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of the New Orleans 


| ton Exchange, earnestly declaring that all bagging and ties used 
in the baling of cotton should be placed upon the free list; to 


the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. FOCHT: Papers to accompany bills for the re! 
Joseph W. Adams (H. R. 5359), Beneville De Long (1 R. 
| 5862), Jacob A. Wolfe (H. R. 5364), William H. Bobbs (il. kR. 
5361), Peter Beicher (H. R. 5860), John R. Leffard (i! hk. 
5363), and Jackson Taylor Vaun (H. R. 5440) ; to the Coniuni 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNES: Petitions of Manufacturers of New 
| Association and Niagara Falls Loca], No. 51, Internat 
Brotherhood of Paper Makers, against Canadian reciprocity; 
| to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Pratts Patent (Ltd.), against H. R. 4413 
| putting dog biscuits and other domestic food for animals on 
the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: Petition of G. M. Ward and 
other citizens of Mount Vernon, IIL, against the parcels post; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of American Paper & Pulp Asso- 
ciation, against the Canadian reciprocity; to the Commities on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of La Salle, IIL, for the creation of a 
national department of health; to the Committee on Expendi 
tures in the Interior Department. 

Also, petitions of Querns Bros., of Philadelphia; G. C. 


& Co., of Chester, Pa.; John Thompson, editor of Farmer and 
| Breeder, Sioux City, lowa; George F’. Tullock, secretary County 
Grange, Rockford, [1l.; and numerous other citizens, ag:inst 


| the Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachysetts: Petitions from 994 
| residents of Gloucester, Manchester, Beverly Farms, Salem, 
and Haverhill, Mass., favoring a national department of public 
| health: to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior De- 
partment. 

By Mr. GOEKE: Resolutions of Holly Start Grange, No. 
1718, of Canton, Ohio, and Auglaize Grange, No. 347, Allen 
County, Ohio, against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committe 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of Lankin, N. Dak 
| against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of J. D. Lammle, of Ashley, N. Dak., against 
parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
| Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Enderlin, N. Dak., favoring in- 
| crease of salary to the rural free delivery carriers; to the (om- 
| mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of William R. McHaflie and 49 other 
citizens of San Francisco, Cal., who are dependent upon ihe 
pulp and paper industry for their income and support, protest- 
ing against the passage of the reciprocity agreement with 
Canada ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Petition of citizeis of 
Bellingham, State of Washington, for the observance of Sunday 
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of William R. McHaffie and 49 other 
residents of San Francisco, Cal., against Canadian reciprocity; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions by San Francisco Labor Council, protesting 
| imprisonment without trial in Rostov and Novocherkaska, [us- 
sia, of 500 Armenians, for political causes; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MADDEN: Petition of the financial board of the 

African Methodist Episcopal Church, now in session in Wash- 
| ington, D. C., against the Hardwick bill; to the Committee on 

the Judiciary. 
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Ry Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of residents of 
Omaha, Nebr., asking that lemons be placed on the free list; 
te the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of Herbert F. Hagadorn and others, 
of Carthage, N. Y., and Martin Nolan and others, of Hainsville, 
N. Y., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

ty Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: Resolution of Carpenters’ District 
Council, Providence, R. I., to repeal the 10-cent tax on oleo- 
margarine; te the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SABATH: Resolution of New Orleans Cotton Ex- 
change, favoring the placing on the free list of all bagging and 
ties used in the baling of cotton; to the Committee on Ways and 
Me ns, 

Also, resolution of Chamber of Commerce and Manufacturers’ 
Club, Buffalo, N. Y., favoring Canadian reciprocity ; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Irish-American and German-American so- 
cieties of New York, which have also been indorsed by their 
respective divisions in Kansas City, Mo., protesting against a 
new arbitration treaty with Great Britain; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of board of di- 
rectors of the produce exchange of Los Angeles, and the mem- 
bers thereof, protesting against the passage of Senate bill 7649, 
whereby the time of carrying butter, eggs, and poultry in cold 
storage is to be limited to 90 days; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Spratts Patent, America (Ltd.), 
of Newark, N. J., protesting against putting dog cakes and other 
foods for domestic animals on the free list; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of George C. Edwards, Bridgeport, Conn., favor- | 


- Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and 
ea ns, 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Tioga County 
Pomona Grange, No. 30; Bert Tuttle and others, of Austenburg; 
Tioga Valley Grange, No. 918, of Mansfield: and Lookout 
Grange, No. 1426, Keating Summit, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


Also, petition of A. G. Graham and others, of Jersey Shore, | 


Pa., and Charles Anderson and others, of Sheffield, Pa., request- 
ing the withdrawal of troops from Mexican border; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, April 21, 1911. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer : 

Our Father in heaven, fountain of wisdom, source of all good, 


CANADIAN RECIPROCITY BILL. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 4412, a bill to promote reciprocal trade relations with 
the Dominion of Canada. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill H. R. 4412, the Canadian reciprocity 
bill, with Mr. SuHerwey in the chair. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, in arising to close the debate in 
behalf of those Members upon this side of the House who believe 
in the policy of the present bill, I desire to say that I think the 
‘louse is to be congratulated upon the illuminating discussion to 
which it has had an opportunity to listen. The speeches delivered 
upon both sides of the question and upon both sides of the aisle 
have been worthy of the subject—a subject which, as was said 
by the gentleman from Illinois yesterday, is one of the most im 
portant ever before the American Congress. The bill has impor- 
tant international aspects and features of an economic character 
that call for the careful consideration of every Member. It 
does not make an appeal for the use of the heroics of the hust- 
ings, but for the best thought each one of us is capable of giv- 
ing it. 

I listened with great interest to the speech of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Hinps]—the first speech that he has had an 
opportunity to deliver in this House, of which he has been 
almost the directing agency for nearly 20 years. It was a 
speech beautiful in structure, such a speech as is made out of 
a full mind, and it was entirely worthy of the subject which he 
discussed. I say that, although I profoundly disbelieve in the 
conclusions which he maintained. I regretted to notice, how- 
ever, the pessimistie tone that the gentleman adopted with ref- 
erence to the American farmer. But it is not strange that, hav- 
ing been in a position where for 20 years he could not escape 
from listening to the debates, he should have caught the minor 
key in which the praises of the farmer are usually sung upon 
this floor. [Applause.] 

According to his eulogists here, the American farmer is a 
very serious-minded individual, with his wife and numerous 
progeny gathered about him—and I observe that these eulogists 
usually bless him with a bountiful offspring—desperately and 
with great solemnity endeavoring to cling to a precarious 
existence. These orators lament over his rugged qualities, they 
almost brood over his virtues, and as for his faults, he has 






| none, for he is a being to whom it is impossible to sin. 


keep us, we beseech Thee, in touch with Thee through the re- | 


maining hours of this day that we enter not into temptation, 
that we do wrong to no man, but with high resolves and noble 
purposes we may go forward with the work Thou hast given 
us to do. In the spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ. Amen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. Hm was granted leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of Kate Malioi, Sixty-first Congress, no ad- 
Verse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. Burke ef Wisconsin was granted leave to withdraw from 
the files of the House the papers in the case of Jake H. Wackert, 
Sixty-irst Congress, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. Swrrzer was granted leave of 
absence for 10 days, on account of important business. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on War Claims was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. RB. 
6096) relating to claims arising under the provisions of the 
captured and abandoned property act, and fer other purposes, 
and to amend and revise the same, and the same was referred 
te the Committee on the Judiciary. 


| in the world. 


Mr. Chairman, I have had some experience with the Amer- 
ican farmer. I have seen him in his native lair. It was 
my great good fortune to live for a number of years in my 
boyhood upon one of those glorious farms in northwestern 
Ilinois—a $200-an-acre farm, as the gentleman from Indiana 
called it—one of those prairie farms, not the flat farms that 
you have farther to the west, but where you have the billows 
of the prairie tumbling about you. One of those farms which, 
when they are under cultivation, present a scene of pastoral 
beauty and of fertility such as can scarcely be found anywhere 
I have seen farmers actually burn corn for fuel, 
as has been so dramatically stated in this debate. Why, it 
has been presented here, as if it showed the destitution of the 
American farmer and his straitened circumstances, that | 
actually burned corn for fuel. I have seen him burn corn. 
Sometimes he would overcrop with one grain and could not 
sell it profitably, but he was pretty sure to get even on some 
other grain; and instead of brooding over the burning of corn, 
more probably the farmer would sit cheerily smoking his pipe 
in the light of its blazing fire and his sons would rejoice that 
they did not have to chop wood. [Laughter and applause.| 

The American farmer is not the sad-eyed monstrosity, always 
staring destiny in the face, that we have had painted here. ‘I 
farmers, as I knew them, were a prosperous, independent, and 
happy race of men. I have known many farmers, and I have 
known some men even on Wall Street, and I have made up my 
mind that they both belong to the same race, and that there is 
about as much human nature in the one class as in the other 
I have sometimes thought that if the numbers were reversed 
and that if we had 5,000,000 voters on Wall Street and only a 
few hundred farmers, our statesmen would sing the homely 
virtues of J. P. Morgan and his crew and wonld bestow upon 
them some of these lugnbrieus eulogiums of which the Ameri- 
can farmer has been so long the patient victim {Applause and 
laughter.] And their worst enemy could hardly wish them a 
harder fate. 
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Now, it is argued against this bill—and I do not propose to 
weary the House with a repetition of the statistics we have 
heard—that just as the opening up of the Western States de- 
pressed agriculture in New England so the opening up of our 
markets to Canadian produce will have the same effect upon 
the agriculture of the country, and especially upon the agricul- 
ture of the West. There is no similarity whatever between the 
two cases. From 1870 to 1890, you will remember, we built 
railroads simply for the sake of building railroads. We threw, 
sometimes in a single year, many thousands of miles of railroad 
across the most fertile land on the face of the globe, land that 
was uninhabited. 
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APRIL ?{. 





Railroads went in advance of civilization, | 


and in order to get business they sent their agents all over | 


Kurope stimulating immigration; and it so happened that the 
financial and commercial depression from 1873 to 1878 threw 
hundreds of thousands of men out of employment in the East, 
and they found places upon the western farms. We had brought 
under cultivation, and their produce thrown upon our markets 
ulmost, as it were, in a day, great and fertile States of this 


Union, and in order to permit the farmers to live the railroads | 


gave them unnaturally low rates to the markets of the country 
and to those abroad. 

It was said by Prof. Meyer that a bushel of wheat could 
be carried more cheaply from Chicago to Liverpool than from 
Budapest to Prague, a distance in a straight line of only 175 
miles. A man in Illinois could get into the markets of Boston 
more cheaply than a man who lived in Worcester County in 
Massachusetts. The result of this abnormally low rate was 
practically to transport the prairies of the West into the suburbs 
of New York and Boston. And, of course, agriculture was de- 
pressed in New England, not merely from that circumstance, 
but because of the conditions there which were adverse to agri- 
culture as it was then conducted. 

I saw agriculture not only in the West, but when I was a 
young boy my father sent me to New England to school, and I 
had an opportunity there to see how they farmed in New Eng- 
land. In the West a farmer could turn a furrow for a mile, 
if his farm went that far, without taking his hand from the 
plow; but in New England the farmer would urge his horses, and 
more often his oxen, for a few feet and then would have to 
turn out for a stump or stone. [Laughter.] He would try 
to select smooth little patches upon the hillside. While a New 
England hillside, with its alternation of little rye fields and 
cornfields and pasture and meadow and woodland, presents a 
very beautiful mosaic to the eye, it certainly is not favorable to 
agriculture. [Laughter.] And it was inevitable that under 
the adverse natural conditions and with the antiquated methods 
which the New England farmers employed they could not com- 
pete with the rich and fertile prairie lands of the West. 

Now, how is it with Canada? Why, there is, as I have said, 
no parallel between the two cases. Champlain laid the founda- 
tions of Port Royal and Quebec before the Pilgrims landed 
upon Plymouth Rock. That country is as old as this country. 

For 150 years it has been a part of the wealthiest empire in 
the world, and yet to-day it has less than 8,000,000 people, and 
instead of capitalists putting in their money, thrusting rail- 
roads across the cold fields of Canada, Canada has been com- 
pelled largely to build her railroads out of her own treasury, 
and although she has given enormous land grants and vast 
sums of money she to-day has only about 25,000 miles of rail- 
roads in the whole Dominion. 

Canada has not the slightest advantage over the West in fer- 
tility or in aptitude for agriculture. The advantage is all the 
other way. The part of Canada gentlemen fear is a country of 
a single crop. A single crop will sack the soil. The farms in 
the Canadian northwest are scarcely habitable for a good many 
months in the year. Agriculture in our West can be carried 
on under far better conditions than there. 

The lands there are not so cheap as they were in the West 
when it was settled. Rich prairie land sold in the United States 
for $5 and less an acre. I happen to know a case where a very 
intelligent business man of New England desired to buy a half 
section of unbroken land for each of his two sons. He bought 
it nearly two years ago, selecting it with great judgment and 
care, and he was compelled to pay the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
road Co. $25 an acre, and another young man bought some land 
two weeks afterwards and it had risen to $30 an acre; and that 
prairie land has since been going up in price. These young gen- 
tlemen who started out to build their fortunes found that they 
had to pay a very high price for their horses, had to hire a man 
to look after their farms in the winter, began with a drought 
and a poor crop, and at the present time they still have their 
fortunes to acquire, 

But suppose our young men do go to Canada, and many of 
them have already gone there. Why, the State of Iowa, that 


| of protection. 





wonderful agricultural State, during the last decade los: 
population. Does that mean that it declined in prosperiiy: 
Not at all. It is one of the greatest, and is destined to contin... 
to be one of the greatest, and richest agricultural regions 
the world. But young men have gone from Iowa because 
could get more land in Canada than at home. The land of ; 
own State was all taken up. Suppose they shall found upo: 
eastern slopes of the Canadian Rockies a newer and a f, 
Iowa? Who is there who will not wish them Godspeed? 
plause.] They go there to win their fortunes, just as | 
fathers made their fortunes, by selling in the open mark 

the world; and if they deserve to prosper and if the cous) y: 
is so favorable to agriculture, they will repeat the prosperity 


| of their fathers. 


The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hinps], in the course of })js 
speech, alluded to the agricultural conditions in Germany, and 
to the fact that Bismarck established agricultural duties there. 
I fancy that Bismarck did not establish agricultural duties <o 
much for the sake of agriculture as to placate the powerf\| 
agrarian element and establish generally in Germany the po 
But they have had, ever since the time of }is. 
marck, high protection upon agricultural products in German, 

Let us see what the effect has been. There is this singy! 
law, pointed out by Prof. Fawcett, of Cambridge University. 
England, that while in a great many articles of common use the 
demand does not increase the price, yet in the case of agr 


| tural products the demand does increase the price, and he reache 


that conclusion upon a line of argument something like this: 

A man may be producing manufactures of cotton or flax or 
some other article in which labor is the chief element of | 
duction, and if there is a demand for twice as many goods of 
kind he makes, he doubles the size of his factory and can n 
facture even more cheaply than he could before. But ii 
country like Germany, which normally supports its populat 
when you come to increase that population under the stimulus 
of protection, by building up great manufacturing cities and 
making a strain upon the resources of the soil, there is 


| greater demand for agricultural produce than the farmer nor- 


mally has raised. Now, there are in every country some lands 
that ordinarily are not cuitivated because prices do not make 
profitable to cultivate them. They are called valueless, | 
when you raise the price of farm products it pays to till the 
best of these lands, and the higher the price the poorer 
land it will pay to cultivate. There is an “ oscillating margin,’ 
upon which you may or may not be able profitably to 1: 
farm produce, according as farm produce is high or low. The 
man who cultivates must get prices that will warrant him 
doing so. These prices enable the man who has fertile laud 
to make still more money, and the increased demand for ax 
cultural produce drives people into the cultivation of la 
previously unprofitable, and in order to induce them to «i 
they must of necessity be paid a higher price for their prod 

Now, let us see what has happened in Germany, which | 
tively to us has a very large population per square mile 
which, with a growing population, has had high protection 
agriculture for a great many years. The growing demand f 
foodstuffs has greatly increased prices. I noticed the ot! 
day an address made by the chancellor of the German Empir 
who is a rigid and uncompromising protectionist. At a meeting 
of the National Society of Agriculture he said: 

I am especially grateful to the president— 

That is, the president of that society— 
for his frank admission that the prices of many farm products ha 
the past year reached an unhealthy height, burdening in a dep 
manner a great number of people. 

That comes from the chancellor of the German Empire wi 
reference to this artificial increase in the price of food. [le 
declares that it burdens in a deplorable manner a great num! 
of people. 

Let us look further at the situation in Germany. The gr 
rian element there, who own the land, are a very power! 
element. They not only enjoy high and unnatural prices for t): 
common articles of food, but they have great power in directii+ 
the German Empire. As you all know, the State owns the ri 
roads. At a certain time of the year the sugar-bearing !ans 
along the Elbe make special demands for agricultural labor, 
and so it used to be the custom at that time of the year ‘vr 
laborers living along the Oder to go and help in the harvest 0! 
these sugar-bearing lands, where they would get better wace-. 
and then when the harvesting was over to come back agi. 
The German railroads gave them excursion rates. Those agra- 
rians who lived along the Oder made a complaint to the German 
Government in effect that they had a natural right to employ 
the labor of their locality, and that for the Government to give 
these laborers excursion rates made it necessary for the agra- 
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rians to pay higher wages to their men; and although the min- 
ister of finance admitted that it was a good thing for the Ger- 
man laborer, although it gave him more money temporarily, 
although it enabled an untraveled class to get away from home 
and to see another part of the Empire and have their outlook 
proudened, yet the Government yielded to the demand of the 
agrarian element and refused longer to sell the excursion tickets. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hinps] alluded to the law 
called the Gregory King law, by which he showed that as the 
st] nly of an article of common use increased at an arithmetical 
ratio, the price decreased at practically a geometrical ratio. 

That is, you increase the surplus of a necessary article and 
you depress the price out of all proportion to the amount by 
which you increase the surplus. It readily occurred to me that 
there is a reverse to that law, and the other side is illustrated 
in the case of Germany. If you decrease below the natural 
demand the supply of an article of common use in an arith- 
metical ratio, you increase the price of that article in prac- 
tically a geometrical ratio. [Applause.] I chink there is no 
escape from that conclusion. 

Then about the static equilibrium of which he spoke, in na- 
tions between agriculture and manufactures. It is a very good 
thing if you can secure the equilibrium naturally, but it is a 
very bad thing to pay too much for it. Suppose there is a 
nation that has coal mines, iron mines, water powers, great 
facilities for manufacturing, and a poor soil. Is it wise for her 
to take her people from the operation of the great natural re- 
sources and facilities for manufacturing with which she has 
been blessed and put them to the cultivation of an infertile 
soil? Is it not better for them to work the mines, to build up 
manufactures, and exchange their products with some other 
nation that does not have these resources but has a fertile soil? 

Carry it out to extremes on this theory and every household 
should maintain an equilibrium, and each should have its own 
blacksmith, its own shoemaker, and its own spinner. The law 
of modern trade is for men and nations to do the things they 
are best fitted to do and to exchange products with each other. 
[Applause.] 

I paid close attention to the argument of the gentleman from 
Maine, because I have a high respect for him and because I 
was greatly attracted by his speech. There is one other thing 
to which I wish to call attention. He referred to the British 
tariff commission, and quoted them as in favor, practically, of 
reenacting the corn laws. That would strike an ordinary man 
as an admission almost from the Cobden Club itself in favor of 
the policy which the gentleman from Maine was advocating. 
I thought from its name, as very likely the gentleman from 
Maine thought, that it must be a royal commission, or if not 
a royal commission it must be a sort of Government commis- 
sion. I have looked it up, and in Hazell’s Annual, which 
tells you briefly everything about the Empire, you will find the 
British Tariff Commission tabulated with other similar organi- 
zations. On the one side it frankly states the organizations 
against Mr. Chamberlain’s proposal, which was to tax food com- 
ing into England, and there we have the Free Trade League and 
the Cobden Club and others. In the other column they have 
catalogued the organizations for Mr. Chamberlain’s proposal, 
and among them is the tariff commission, established by Joseph 
Chamberlain in the beginning of 1904 in order to push along 
his particular ideas. That is practically the protective-tariff 
league of the British Empire, and if you read the names you 
will find there a collection of gentlemen, some of them very 
comfortable manufacturers, who are deeply concerned, as are 
the manufacturers in this country, for the poor farmer, [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 

I could construct a tariff commission like that here, and it 
would be a commission of more eminent ability. I would put 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], my distinguished, 
and I may say my fllustrious, friend at the head; I would put 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] upon it; I 
would give a place upon it to the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. Forpwer]; and then I would add to it the secretary of the 
American Protective Tariff League and of the Home Market 
Club of Massachusetts. And we should have a fine collection of 
gentlemen, of great ability and great knowledge; but if I wanted 
to hold forth anything they said in favor of protection as an ad- 
mission of an ancient enemy to protection I think some of our 
narrow-minded partisans on the other side would reserve the 
right to object. [Laughter and applause.] 

2 This whole discussion has revolved about the price of wheat. 
ut first I wish to say a word about the price of land. I do 
not think the effect of this legislation is going to be to decrease 
the price of land, but to keep it from going up too rapidly in 
be So far as competition with Canada is concerned, if 
orth Dakota, which has a longer summer and a shorter winter 











than Canada, can be a part of the same agricultural domain 
and can compete with Kansas and Iowa and Oklahoma and 
those wonderfully rich lands toward the South, lands as fertile 
as those in Campania, where, as Virgil said— 


Summer borrows months beyond her own; 

Twice the teeming flocks are fruitful, 

Twice the laden orchards groan 
if North Dakota can compete with lands like those, what has 
she to fear from the more frosty Alberta? What has Minne- 


sota to fear from Manitoba when she can prosper side by side 
with Iowa and Nebraska? 


The debate has been chiefly about the farmer, and I have 
wondered whether he was really so much agitated over this 
bill as we have been led to believe. I have wondered, since in 


1865 patriotism was the pretext which certain er interests 
employed to terminate the Elgin treaty, whether after all there 
was not something masked behind the farmer here. Peoplk 
have been industriously sending telegrams to Members. Evi 


“at 


dently there has been a great campaign of education, and 
suspicion that the farmer was being put where he did not 
serve to be has reminded me of that old fort near Panama 


which was captured from the Spaniards by Morgan and his 
buccaneers, and it is said the way they captured it was to drive 
in advance of their charging columns the nuns and the sisters of 
charity. The Spaniards did not wish to fire upon these good 
women and so the buccaneers captured the fertress., [Applause 
and laughter.] I do not wish to say that there have been any 
other gentlemen behind the American farmer, but I have had 
just a suspicion that there were interests behind him 
pushing him to the front to take the brunt of the fire or to 
silence it. 

But this whole question revolves about wheat, and it seems to 
me that we can decide it upon wheat alone. I think there is 
doubt that in any country which exports a considerable surplus 
of wheat the price is fixed in the market that takes the surplus. 
We have been for many years one of the great granaries of the 
world, selling in the open market, and our wheat has sold on a 
parity and is selling to-day on a parity, freights being adjusted, 
with the wheat of Argentina, of Australia, of Canada, of India, 
and Russia. Although it would seem hardly necessary to quote 
an authority upon so clear « proposition, I have here Prof. 
Dondlinger’s interesting book on wheat. He has evidently writ- 
ten with great sympathy for the farmer, and he lays down this 
proposition : 

As soon as a country has a surplus for export and receives more for 
exported wheat than the home price, plus the exporting, the export will 
increase, the home price will rise, production will increase, and the 
price is no longer fixed within the country. The country which buys 
the export may thus fix the price of wheat for the country which pr: 
duces it. * * * It is as a consumer of the world surplus that Eng- 
land has held a position of such commanding importance in fixing the 
price of wheat. 


some 


ho 


Gentlemen present here some discrepancies in the price of 
wheat upon one side of the line and the other. I can find simi- 


| lar discrepancies between neighboring towns im South Dakota. 


It depends upon elevator facilities, it depends upon competition 
in buying, and you can find those differences in towns in the 
same State. They are simply little backward whirls and eddies, 
that you will find in the most rapid onrushing stream. ‘They 
are simply the exceptions that prove the rule. 

The man in North Dakota does not compete with the man 
across the line in Manitoba directly, but he competes with him 
4,000 miles away in the Liverpool market. We have an ex- 
portable surplus of something like 100,000,000 bushels a year, 
and Canada has an exportable surplus of, perhaps, half that 
amount, and those surpluses are both taken by the Liverpool 
market. It makes no difference whether the wheat is swept 
from Canadian or American thrashing floors, when it goes to 
Liverpool, according to its quality, one kind brings the same 
price as the other. And so we witness this spectacle on ac- 
count of the high tariff wall; we see these two broad, golden 
rivers of wheat flowing in parallel lines upon either side of the 
boundary and seeking the level of a common market. It seems 
to me quite beyond our capacity to understand that any other 
law can operate where we export such an enormous volume of 
this necessary article, not controlled by a trust, than that the 
price is fixed in the country which takes the surplus. 

Let us take the reverse of that, and we have an illustration to 
prove the truth of this rule. Take sugar. We do not produce 
as much sugar as we consume. We consume some 5,500,000 
tons every year, and we need to import a great deal from the 
outside world. Some years ago we had before this House a 
proposition to give a preferential duty of 20 per cent to Cuban 
sugar over other sugars. It was alleged here that the Cubans, 
for whom we designed this arrangement, would get no benefit 
at all, but that it would go to the Sugar Trust, and what do we 
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see? 


We see precisely the result that the advocates of that 
reciprocity bill pointed out at that time. 

The sugar market of the world is Hamburg. The price of 
sugar in New York is the Hamburg price plus the freight across 
the ocean plus*the full duty into New York. And the Cuban 
planters, providing they show reasonable intelligence and do 
not glut the market at a given time, can reckon on the Ham- 
burg price with the freight and full duty added. Since we have 
to make up our deficiency in the production of sugar by large 
importations, our home price is the world’s—or Hamburg— 
price with the duty added, and there is a parity in price be- 
tween Hamburg and Cuba and Sumatra when the differences 
in duties and freights are cousidered. 

I read this morning in the New York Sun an article upon 
sugar written, I believe, by Mr. Robinson, one of the most ac- 
complished economic writers upon the American press. He took 
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| 





importations from Sumatra and from some other countries and | 


he carried out the prices into thousandths, and then an impor- 
tation from Cuba, which had a preferential duty. When they 
were finally landed in New 
cisely the same price, each paying its freight and particular 
duty. That price is adjusted, although I am not quoting him 
as an authority upon that, with reference to the Hamburg price. 

What is going to happen to wheat if this bill passes? Gen- 
tlemen say, if the effect is not to decrease the price of bread, 
why do we want to pass the bill, and if it is going to decrease 
the price of bread, it will 
they repeat this very ancient 
what I think will happen. 


tariff riddle. I 
We are going to reach just the 


gard to sugar. When we cease to raise as much as we con- 
sume, and when we shall have to bring wheat in from other 
nations for our own consumption, then we shall see the law 
I have been talking about illustrated from the reverse side. 
Instead of our exporting at the world’s price to Liverpool, pay- 
ing our freight, we shall buy at the world’s price at Liverpool and 
pay in addition the freight and the cost of overcoming any other 
obstacles in order to get into our own market; and when you 
reach that point the tariff for the first time—this tariff that 
has looked so magnificent upon the statute books to the American 
farmer—will become operative to increase the price of wheat 
above the world’s price. Now, is there any American farmer 
who would desire to add to the price he is getting in Liverpool 
25 cents a bushel of tariff plus the freight rate from Liverpool? 
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Mr. McCALL. I think I have suggested that this will b. 
operative and keep the price down at the time when we 
to import a surplus, and then it will be more convenient f 
to buy from Canada; and—lI beg the gentleman’s pardon 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It is a very important 
ject, and I want the gentleman’s views upon it. 

Mr. McCALL. I know it is a very interesting subject, 
many raniifications, but I can hardly be turned from the 
course of my argument in the time which I have. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Does the gentleman d 
to yield on that point for a question? 

Mr. McCALL. The gentleman wants me to appear uner: 
by declining to yield? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. No. 

Mr. McCALL. I think I answered the gentleman's qu 
For that reason I would prefer not to yield. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask | 


| question? 


York they all appeared at pre- | 


injure the American farmer, and | 
will tell you | 


Mr. McCALL. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massach 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. McCALL. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman think that if ever j 
fullness of time we do not produce wheat in the United s: 
sufficient for our own consumption, the future Congress: 
50, or 100 years from now, will not be competent to deal 
this question? [Applause.] 

Mr. McCALL. If the gentleman is here at that time | 


| applause and laughter], and the universal hope is manifested 
same condition in regard to wheat as we are in to-day in re- | 


He has prospered on wheat growing on the basis of prices in the | 


markets of the world. Do you imagine that when the time of 
our searcity comes and when we are not raising as much as we 


consume that the American farmer will desire to have this price | 


artificially raised in order that he may make more money? 


does now. 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 


Will the gentleman permit 
an inquiry? 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts | 


yield to the gentleman from South Dakota? 

Mr. McCALL. Justa brief one. I am afraid I shall not have 
time to conclude, 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It is precisely upon this 
point. All I desire to know is the gentleman’s conclusion from 
his argument. The gentleman argues the price of wheat is fixed 
at Liverpool, and supposing it will continue to be fixed at Liver- 
pool I desire to know whether in the view of the gentleman the 
price of wheat in this country will be affected by this Canadian 
reciprocity agreement? 

Mr. McCALL. When I say the price of wheat is fixed in 
Liverpool, of course that is only popularly correct. 
of wheat is fixed compared with the world’s demand and the 
world’s supply. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota rose. 

Mr. McCALL. Now, just wait a minute. If the effect of this 
treaty or bill is to increase the world’s supply of wheat, then 
to that extent you will keep down the world’s price of wheat; 
but inasmuch as Canada has access to the same market it has 
now, it is not probable that the effect of this bill will be to 
increase her production of wheat. Consequently the passage 
of the bill will have no effect upon the world’s price of wheat. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will it have any effect upon 
the price of wheat in the United States? I desire to have the 
gentleman's opinion on that. 

Mr. McCALL. Now, I think I reasoned that point out. The 
gentleman may not have done me the honor of paying atten- 
tion 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
tion. 





I have paid very close atten- 


He | 
certainly will make as much then if the tariff is not on as he 





the universal applause [applause], and it appears that 
farmer is getting 25 cents a bushel out of this duty on his 
wheat, and the proposition is made upon this floor to stri 
that duty, and therefore to reduce the farmer’s price, th: 
tleman from Illinois will seize the pillars of the temple of 
tection and will threaten to pull them all down if we touc! 
farmer’s duty upon wheat. [Applause.] 

A great deal has been said about the Elgin treaty. If has 
been argued that it was unfavorable to the United States 
Let me call your attention to this circumstance, that in 15) 
the trade going both ways between Canada and the United 
States only amounted to about $5,000,000 a year. This tr 
was put in force in 1855 and remained in force for 11 years 
and yet in that time it covered nearly a half billion of t) 
between the two countries. Why, it practically created t: 
between Canada and the United States, and Canada for a x 
eration after we abrogated that treaty stood in our antec! 
bers asking that we make another reciprocity arrangement \ 
her. She continued to do so for 30 years, until at last 
Wilfrid Laurier said, ‘ No more pilgrimages to Washingt 

Sir John Macdonald made it the fundamental policy of lis 


Nip 


| party to have reciprocity with the United States and, at 


same time, incidental protection. And when he came 
power, about 1880, for, I think, the second or third tiny 
established the policy of protection for Canada and atten 
to secure a reciprocity treaty. That policy of protection had 
effect of stimulating Canadian manufacture, and in 1893 Si: 
Wilfrid Laurier, the present prime minister, said that “I! 
give us Liberals power we will destroy protection, whicli is 
sham and a delusion and a robbery,” showing that there | 
complete reciprocity in political rhetoric and that he had got 
that “free of all duty” from the Democratic Party in 
United States. [Laughter and applause.] 

Sir Wilfrid Laurier three years afterward was intrusted 
power. He is a sound and sagacious statesman, and I wis! 


| call the attention of my enthusiastic friends upon the other s 
The price | 


of the aisle to the fact that he has done nothing whateve: 
reduce protective duties in Canada except simply to create 

British preferential, And I trust that his sound sense and | 

eration will be imitated by gentlemen upon the other side 
they ever have the responsibility of dealing with the tremend 
industries of the United States. 

I think it is not necessary to say anything upon the mo: 
favored-nation aspect of this treaty. We heard a great « 
about it when the question was discussed in the last Cong! 
and the fact that that objection has not been urged by gen’ 
men in the present debate is pretty conclusive evidence (| 
there was no foundation whatever for their former content' 

I think, also, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Howtanp] |! 
finally disposed of the argument, or, rather, the objection, th: 
we should not have reciprocity in competitive articles. 

I am rather surprised to find gentlemen representing bordcr 
States of the Union opposed to this treaty. A high-tariff wa! 
however beneficial it may be to a country as a whole, throws 4 
very deep shadow. People can only trade upon one side of the 
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1 
wall. 


1 


side. 


They are shut out from their neighbors upon the other 
If the men in North Dakota would look at this a little 
more broadly, they would see that it would be far better for 
their State, for the farmers there, to trade across the line and 

juire farms across the line and not be upon the outer rim of 
the country where the circulation of the trade current is feeble, 
as is that of the blood in the extremities of the body. I would 
suggest that they should not want to continue to be the extremi- 
ties of the body politic, but that they might more profitably 
wish to annex Canada industrially, so that they might trade 
and extend their farms to the north as well as to the south. 

Now, it has been denied that the policy of reciprocity, such 
as this bill presents, is a Republican policy. We have had it 
<hown in this debate that the administration of President Grant, 
who was a pretty good Republican and did not come from New 
England, negotiated a reciprocity treaty upon the lines of the 
Elgin treaty. We have seen that Garfield, afterwards Presi- 
dent, was in favor of the Elgin treaty. We had it asserted upon 
the authority of Mr. Curtis that Mr. McKinley was in favor of 
the policy. Certainly the amendment proposed by Mr. Blaine 
tended strongly to show that he was in favor of the policy. 

And now I want to quote from a very distinguished man, a 
man who was governor of a leading State and who has since suc- 
ceeded a great statesman as the political leader of his State. I 
refer to ALBERT F. CUMMINS, who was at the time governor of 
lowa. I am going to quote from a speech of Gov. CUMMINS, 
made to the Boston Merchants’ Association on December 10, 
1903. I will not read all of the extract, because it is somewhat 
long, but I will read what he says in conclusion: 


Suppose we could to-night add Canada, from ocean to ocean and from 
her southern line to the North Pole, to the territory of the United 
States, so that when some courageous American explorer plants ‘the 
banner of the Republic upon the axis of the world and its beautiful folds 
fill with the air of the North it will proclaim the eternal sovereignty of 
the United States. * * * How many are there here or elsewhere 
who would look upon this accession of power and population upon land 
and lake and sea as a misfortune to our country or a blow inflicted 
upon her prosperity? 

I go further and eliminate national pride. How many banks would 
fail on that account? How many factories would close because the 
Stars and Stripes were flying over this vast domain? What acre would 
be worth less? What man would be without work or receive less com- 
pensation? * © 

Mark you, I am not dreaming of annexation, nor am I advocating free 
trade with Canada, for the former is more remote than ever before, and 
the latter is wholly impracticable. I have used the figure only to show 
that we can safely draw nearer to our neighbor and safely enter upon 
the negotiation of a reciprocal treaty. 


[ Applause. } 

I commend that to the attention of some of our agricultural 
friends from the West. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, it appears from some of the arguments made 
in this House, and from some of the arguments that are ad- 
vanced in Canada, that this bill is to be mutually destructive to 
the agriculture of both countries, and that the deplorable condi- 
tion of the American farmer under it is only to be equaled by 
the wretched squalor which the Canadian farmer will have to 
face. [Laughter.] As the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Nye] so eloquently said yesterday, this bill presents a great 
ethical question. It presents an enlightened policy. The Presi- 
dent of the United States is simply asking this country to obey 
the laws of nature, which no great nation can violate with 
impunity. 

Here these two countries lie side by side for over 3,700 miles. 
The lines of trade naturally run north and south, and we are 
attempting to force them to run east and west. 

And it is the policy of justice. Remember that during the 
last dozen years our balance of trade against Canada has 
been nearly $1,000,000,000. She is buying of us this very year 
Inore than $250,000,000 in value, and 70 per cent of that trade 
foes there absolutely free of duty. Her average duty against 
the goods that we send her is only half as much as the average 
(duty that we impose against her; and of this you may be cer- 
tain, that after this bill shall pass the average duty of the 
United States against Canada will still be higher than the aver- 
age of the duties levied by Canada against the United States. 

rhe President is recognizing the laws of nature. The fact 
that that country buys from us nearly twice as much as she 
does from all the other nations of the world shows most power- 
fully how the ties of nature are drawing us commercially 
together. It is not wise to try to float upstream. We should 
permit the laws of nature to work without obstruction, and 
they will work, for the benefit of both countries. The size of 
our planet is dwindling every year. The discovery of all of the 
lands of the world, the wonderful inventions of the last century, 
the railroad and the telephone and the telegraph make this 
world to-day as small, compared with the world of the time of 
Columbus, as one of Jupiter’s satellites is as compared with 
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Jupiter. We are rapidly growing smaller, and here is this 
great neighbor of ours that is industrially a part of the United 
States. I say it is wise for us to recognize that fact and to 
pass this bill. It does not go far enough, but it takes a long 
step in the right direction. 

Mr. LONGWORTH rose. 

Mr. McCALL. I have about three minutes more. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I dislike to interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. McCALL. It is simply a matter of saying a few things 


in three minutes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I simply want to ask the gentleman one 
question. He spoke during the course of his remarks on the 
question of the most-favored-nation clause. He said that noth- 
ing in this bill as it stands would violate the most-favored- 
nation clause. Suppose, however, an 


amendment were offered 


changing a duty in this bill; as, for instance, suppose that an 
amendment were offered putting Canadian meat on the free list 
without any reduction on the part of Canada. In his opinion 


would that violate the most-favored-nation clause? 

Mr. McCALL. I think that would 
nation clause, 

I regret that I have only three minutes more. It is argued 
in effect by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LeNnroor] in his 
very able speech: 

Add this farmers’ free list to this bill. Load 
wales with amendments and sink it if you ean. 

Consider for a moment the sort of a measure this bill would 
become. Here is a proposition to carry out an international 
agreement. The first section of the act says that flour she!! be 


violate the most-favored- 


it to the 


geun- 


admitted at a certain rate of duty from Canada when Canada 


shall admit flour at the same rate coming from this country, 


and the same thing with regard to meat and other articles. 


The trade is carefully carried out in the first article. Then, 
in the fourth article, with contemptuous levity we say that all 
these things, coming from all the rest of the world, for which 
Canadian statesmen have paid a consideration to get a redue- 
tion of duty upon them, shall come into our markets free of 
duty. Webster said, ‘ Politics should at the 


F cease water's 


edge”; but this would be playing politics upon an international 


scale. It would treat with levity the negotiations between the 
Canadian commissioners and the President of the United States. 
It would attest, at the same t me, their inability to make a bar 
gain and the ability of the President of the United States to 
drive a hard bargain, because, without any consideration what- 
ever, in a subsequent section, we 
the rest of the world. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I may have just two or three minutes 
more, the boundary line between these two countries stretches, 
as I have said, for 3,700 miles. fort 
that line. 


freely give better terms to 


There is no modern 


niong 


After the war of 1812, by the Rush-Bagehot treaty, 
we agreed to have no further armaments upon the Great Lakes, 
although two of the chief battles of that war had been fought 
upon them. Great cities, with billions of dollars of property, 
with fabulous wealth, have grown up along that boundary. rhey 
are not defended by a single gun, but there are no cities in all 
the world that are more safe, because they are fortified and 
guarded by the good sense, the common interests, and tl 
friendly sentiments of two great nations. [Applause.] We ha 
forts, it is true, and guns along that line, but they are ant 
quated and the survivals of a time long past. And we have 
made the dreams of the poets come true, for the boys wa 
mimic wars in the crumbling embrasures of the forts, the birds 
build their nests in the lips of the cannon, and little children 
play upon them and clasp their silent throats. We can just 
safely dismantle the tariff forts between the two countrik 
Canada is one with us in sentiment. She is one with us in all 
the strongest ties that can draw nations together: and IT trust 
that this side of the House will vie with that side of 


the House 
and support the President of the United States in nilig! 


ened and civilized policy proposed by this bill. [Prolk { 
applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [MM 
DALzeLL]. [Applause.] 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I quite agree with the 
man who preceded me [Mr. McCarr] in believing that 1 
tion now under discussion in this House is « of 
portance. I quite agree with him also that the debate | 
of a high order, quite up to the best traditions of the H 
Representatives. 

During the last Congress I took occasion to make some ob 
servations upon the pending measure, and | | endeavor so 
far as I can to avoid any repetition now. 

With such knowledge as I was able to gain at ) 
its purposes and probable effects, I felt it my duty to oppose it, 





530 


Investigation and reflection have strengthened me in the con- 
viction that the best interests of our people call, and call Joudly, 
for its defeat. [Applause on the Republican side.} 

I shall not waste time by way of preliminaries. I ask, in 
the first place, what necessity was there for the making of this 
agreement at this time? 

Our trade relations with Canada had been adjusted under 
a tariff law only recently passed. The President had an- 
nounced that they had been satisfactorily adjusted. The table 
of exports and imports between the two countries showed that 
existing conditons were most favorable to our people. Our 
trade was large and increasing and the balance was in our 
favor to the extent of many millions annually. It is shown 
by the sehedules accompanying the President's message that 
under this agreement we will surrender two and one-half mil- 
lions of revenue yearly in excess of the amount surrendered by 
Canada. If any necessity therefore existed for new trade con- 
ditions, it was on the part of Canada and not of the United 
States. So far, then, the agreement is undeniably to our 
disadvantage. 

Who suggested the making of such an agreement? 
only recently enacted a new tariff law. Business was gradually 
adjusting itself to new conditions. True, there was dissatisfac- 
tion with the new law, as there always is with a new tariff 
law. ‘The public press wanted to have free paper, but contained 
no suggestion of free trade for our farm products. The Presi- 
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dent and others found fault with the wool schedule, but even | 


so, the President declared the law the best tariff law ever 
placed on the statute book. He did not intimate any desire for 
free trade for our agriculture. 

What political party outside of Massachusetts suggested reci- 
procity with Canada? What political convention, in what State 
of the Union, proposed the opening up anew of our tariff law 
so as to institute free trade in any form between the United 
States and Canada? 

What national convention suggested it? Where in the plat- 
form of the Republican Party upon which the President made 
his appeal to the people and secured his election do you find, 
directly or indirectly, that reciprocity with Canada is a party 
policy? 

It would appear, then, that in the absence of any discovered 
necessity and without any popular demand for it this agree- 
ment was made by the President and made in secret, for it is 
not contended that any party leader was consulted with respect 
to it. 

I approach now a question which is of fundamental im- 
portance as bearing upon the constitutional relation of the 
executive and legislative departments of the Government. I 
do not need to enlarge on the necessity of compelling each of 
our coordinate departments to confine itself within its own 
sphere. Any invasion by one department of the rights and func- 
tions of another disarranges the whole scheme and operates 
to deprive one of the powers granted and to clothe another 
with powers denied. Too much, I fear, in recent years has there 
been 2 concentration of power in the executive department. 

Whence comes the constitutional power of the President, let 
me «ask, to make an agreement with a foreign nation which 
shall revise our revenue laws? 

And whence comes the power of the House of Representatives 
to approve such an agreement, in bulk, without exercising its 
right of judgment and of amendment, unless it renouwnces its 
constitutional prerogative to inaugurate revenue measures? 

- What is the Canadian pact, as the publie press has termed it? 
The President said in his message recently sent to Congress: 

In my annual message of December 6, 1910, * * * I also in- 
formed you that, by my direction, the Secretary of State had dis- 
patched two representatives of the Department of State as special 
eommissioners to Ottawa to confer with representatives of the Domin- 
ion Government, that they were authorized to take steps to formulate 
a reciprocal trade agreement, and that the Ottawa conferences thus 
begun had been adjourned to be resumed in Washington. 

On the 7th of the present month two cabinet ministers came to 
Washington as representatives of the Dominion Government, and the 
conferences were continued between them and the Secretary of State. 
The result of the negotiations was that on the 21st instant a reciprocal 
trade agreement was reached, the tert of which is herewith transmit- 
ted, with accompanying co mdence and other data. * * * 

My purpose in making a ecal trade agreement with Canada has 


o 
been not only to obtain one that would be — advantageous to 
both countries, but one which also would be truly national in its scope. 


I feel I have correctly interpreted the wish of the American people 


by epestatny in the arrangement now submitted to Congress for its 
approval their desire for a more intimate and cordial relationship with 
Canada. ore earnestly hope 


th ill b ] 
enacted into law. eee rrr mat 
That which is now before us is called in the message “a 
reciprocal trade agreement,” on “ arrangement,” and a “ meas- 
ure.” It is said to have been made by authority of the Presi- 
dent, and it is submitted to Congress for what? To be debated, 
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deliberated upon, to be amended, to be finally passed upon in 
such form as Congress may determine? Not at all—to be op. 
proved and enacted into law. 

It is safe to say that the President has no constitution») 
power to make an “agreement” or “arrangement” with a for- 
eign power to revise our revenue law, especially in terms which 
preclude the exercise of any judgment upon the part of Cop. 
gress or either branch thereof. 

The President made a carefully prepared speech at Spring 
field, from which it is apparent that he assumed he had synch 
power. 

He said: 


The Constitution provides that the President may make treaties— 

The President may make treaties— 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and the treaties 
when thus made shall constitute the law of the land. It has alire 
been a question, however, whether it was not neccessary, in order to 
carry treaties affecting tariff and revenue measures into effect, to have 
action by Congress in the form of legislation recognizing and enforc- 
ing the treaty. 

Mr. Chairman, that is the law. No treaty can be made relat- 
ing to our revenues that will be effective until it subsequent!y 
be indorsed by the Congress of the United States. At the time 
when the Cuban treaty was indorsed Congress said: 

And provided further, That nothing herein contained shall be treated 
or construed as an admission on the part of the House of Representa. 
tives that customs duties can be changed otherwise than by an act of 
Congress originating in said House. 

To continue now the President’s speech: 

Because of this doubt it was thought wiser on behalf of both Govr- 
ernments not to make a formal treaty. 

I do not find in the Censtitution of the United States any 
distinction between a “treaty” and a “formal treaty.” 

Not to make a formal treaty, but to make an agreement between the 
Executives by which each, egercising his constitutional power in his 
Government, should submit the agreement in the form of a statute to be 
enacted and go into force on condition that a similar statute was 
passed by the legislature of the other country. 

It is apparent from what the President here says that he 
assents to the proposition that a treaty relating to tariff 
changes must receive the indorsement of the House of Repre- 
sentatives before it ean go into effect, and it is apparent also 
that he claims to have a power as Executive, beyond the treaty- 
making power, to make an agreement with a foreign executive 
changing our tariff laws in terms which shall not be subject to 
legislative review or amendment. 

It does not require any argument to demonstrate that the 
President has no such constitutional power. 

In both the McKinley law and the Dingley law certain powers 
were conferred on the President to make tariff changes, but the 
terms were prescribed by Congress, otherwise the chances 
would have been held unconstitutional as being a delegation of 
legislative power that Congress could not make. 

There are no provisions in existing law similar to those which 
were in the McKinley and Dingley laws. 

In a subsequent part of his speech the President used these 
terms: 


In other words, the great benefit of this treaty is the profit in mutual 
exchange, etc. 


Further on he says: 


My own view is that no step could be taken more in the interest of a 
reasonable policy of protection than the approval of this treaty. 

The President’s view of his own powers was shared by tlic 
Canadian representatives. In their written stipulation accom- 
panying the agreement they provide: 

3. It is agreed that the desired tariff chamges shall not take | 
formal shape of a treaty, but that the Governments of the two count 
will use their utmost endeavors to bring about such changes by 
current legislation at Washington and Ottawa. 

4. The Government of the countries having made this agreement 

And so forth. 

From the foregoing it is apparent that both the President and 
the Canadian representatives entered into what they both rec 
nized as an informal treaty, but what they called an agreement. 
Whether the Canadian representatives had power to make either 
a trade agreement or a treaty I do not undertake to say, but I 
do assert with the utmost confidence that the President had no 
power to make any agreement changing our revejue laws ex- 
cept such as is conferred on him by the treaty-making clause 
of the Constitution. And any agreement so made, to be effec- 


tive, must receive, first, the approval of two-thirds of the Seu- 
ate and, second, the indorsement of the Congress. 

Should the pending bill be passed by a majority of the votes 
of both Houses, you will have as the result only the unauthor- 
ized legislative indorsement of an unauthorized Executive act, 
and I apprehend that the constitutional powers of the House 
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and the constitutional power of the Executive are not beyond 
the power of judicial definition. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

— you say this is “a bill to promote reciprocal trade rela- 
tions with the Dominion of Canada, and for other purposes.” 
But that is not true. Jt is a bill to validate a reciprocal trade 
acreement made by the President with certain Canadian ofi- 
cials so as to make changes in our revenue law. But the Con- 
stitution provides “all bills for raising revenue shall originate 
in the House of Representatives.” To say that this bill origi- 
nated in the House of Representatives is merely to juggle with 
words. The bill, even in form, originated in the Executive de- 
partment. The form, however, amounts to nothing. It is the 
President’s agreement that you are called upon to ratify. That 
is the substance; that originated with the. Executive. 


The power to originate revenue measures comprises the power | 


(1) to choose the subjects of taxation and (2) to name the 
rate Of tax. In this measure, whereby you are asked—to use 
the language of the President—to put “the agreement in the 
form of a statute,’ the President and the Canadian commis- 
sioners have selected the objects of taxation and also the rates 
of tax, and you can not dot an “i” or cross a “t.” So bound 
and helpless is the House of Representatives in dealing with 
this measure that in the last Congress it was jammed through 


the House under a drastic rule, which not only prohibited | 


amendment but prevented its being read. Now, in this Con- 
gress, open proclamation is made by the majority that no amend- 
ment will be permitted, because such amendment would jeop- 
ardize the agreement. 

In all its history the House of Representatives never before 


knew so humiliating a day as this, called upon, as it is, to | 


renounce its constitutional prerogative and register an Executive 
decree. 


It remains to be seen whether the Senate will renounce its | 
constitutional prerogative as sharer in the treaty-making power. | 
Of course it is the sheerest sophistry to contend that the | 


adoption by Congress of the President’s agreement is equivalent 
in law to its inception in Congress. To adopt is not to originate. 

But suppose that both House and Senate renounce their con- 
stitutional functions, pass this measure by majority votes, and 
that it be signed by the President. What then? Ostensibly it 
becomes a law. The correction of the Members of the House 
and Senate who have failed in their duty belongs to their con- 
stituents. The law, however, will still require the approval of 
a competent tribunal before it can be effective. 

I have challenged an answer to the question, What necessity 
existed for the making of this agreement at this time? And to 
the other question, What popular demand was there for it? I 
proceed further to ask, What do its advocates urge in its be- 
half? Very little; very little. They have spent all of their 
time in trying to demonstrate that it will do us no harm. They 
have been and are strictly on the defensive. 

Men on the other side of the Chamber have been loud in its 


praises as a Democratic free-trade measure, and have enthu- | 


siastically supported it as the first step in the destruction of the 
protective system. Men on this side of the Chamber have de- 
voted their efforts to show that free trade in farm products will 
not hurt the farmer, and furthermore is in strict accord with 
the policies and platforms of the Republican Party. Al! of 
them have avowed themselves protectionists. All of them have 
opposed free trade except when it was baptized “ reciprocity.” 


Of course the catchword in the mouth of the advocates of this | 


iniquitous measure is the high cost of living—an appeal to the 
populace—pass this measure and you will get free food. These 


are the gentlemen who perform the equestrian feat of riding | 
Free | 
trade with Canada will reduce the price of the farmer’s product 


two horses going in different directions at the same time. 


to the consumer, but it will not reduce the value of the farmer's 
product to the farmer. Other gentlemen are honest enough to 
follow the President, who tells us in his message that this 
measure will not have any perceptible present effect upon 
prices, that high prices are world-wide, due to many causes, 
and that any effect thereon must be looked for in the future. 
If this statement were made to the kind of people whose sup- 
port of this measure is gained by their belief in it as a relief 
from high prices, I apprehend there would be a sudden and 
wholesale desertion. 

There is no intelligent man who does not know that there is 
nothing in the suggestion of relief from high prices by this 
measure that would justify a revolution in our revenue system, 
such a revolution as the enactment of this measure would in- 
evitably bring about. 

But there is a necessity to increase our foreign trade; hence 
we must have free trade with Canada in farm products. Here 
again I find myself in an impenetrable maze of argument, hope- 
lessly groping for the light. The gentleman from Massachusetts 


{Mr. McCatt] tells us in one breath that our surplus is rapidly 
diminishing and that in the fature we must draw from Canadian 
surplus or starve; and then, when he has recovered his breath 
from that statement, he tells us that we must build up Canada, 
so as to procure customers for our surplus. [Applause on the 
Republican side.}] The gentleman from Massachusetts is en- 
titled to credit for an original plan for securing foreign trade. 
Build up the foreigner. ‘“ Remove this tariff,’ says the gentle- 
man, speaking of Canada, “and she will soon gain the strength 
and stature of a great nation.” “ You increase the purchasing 
power of a customer, and you thereby increase your own pros- 
perity,” says the gentleman. I recall, in this connection, a 
| quotation from Mr. McKinley’s introduction to Mr. Curtis's 
| book, ** Protection and Prosperity.” He says: 
The people of no nation in the history of the world has ever pros- 
pered under a policy which sacrificed home industries to build up and 
develop the resources and give employment to the labor of foreign 
states. 

[Applause on the Republican side.] 

We do not need this measure to secure the Canadian market. 
That market is already ours. The President tells us in his 
| message that the entire foreign trade of Canada in the fiseal 
year 1910 was $655,000,000; that her imports were $376,000,000, 
and of this amount the United States contributed $225,000,000., 
In point of fact, to be exact, our exports to Canada last year, 
| 1910, were $241,809,233. Our imports from Canada were $105,- 
256,955. The balance of trade in our favor was $138,552,275, 
or 134.20 per cent of exports over imports. Our exports to all 
| other countries were $1,622,682,411, and our imports were 
| $1,459,667,296, the balance of trade in our favor being $163,- 
| 015,115, or 11.17 per cent of exports over imports. We already 
have 60 per cent of Canada’s trade. Talk about passing this 
measure for the purpose of securing foreign trade! ‘That for- 
eign trade we already have. 

We do not need this measure to increase our trade with Can- 
ada. She is now our best customer. Why? Because she can 
not help herself. She is our best customer, not as a matter of 
| sentiment, but because she can buy to better advantage in our 
markets than in any other. Self-interest compels her to deal 
with us. Why, our exports to Canada have increased from 
$28,000,000 in 1866, when tie former treaty was denounced, to 
$241,000,000 last year. And they will go on increasing as the 
demands of the Canadian market increase and the ability of the 
American producer to supply increases, and nothing can prevent 
it unless it be some such bungling piece of statesmanship as 
this proposed treaty. [Applause on the Republican side.] Why 
antagonize the great farming interests of every State of the 
Union to pursue a mere will-o’-the-wisp? It is not statesman- 
ship, it is not common sense. 

But failing to find any other reason why we should abandon 
our ancient landmarks, the advocates of this measure rise to 


| 
| 


the plane of a lofty altruism, beautifully demonstrated by 
my friend from Massachusetts in his peroration. The Cana- 
dians, it is urged, are our neighbors; for 38,000 miles their 


boundary is our boundary; we are the same race, speak the 
| same inherit the 


tongue, same traditions, and have similar 
| institutions. 
Well, what of it? What is this arrangement—a treaty of 


peace and amity, an arbitration agreement, or what the gen 
tleman from Connecticut calls it—a plain business proposition, 
a question of national revenues, of common everyday dollars 
and cents? Sentiment is not business. Revenue measures ire 
not made on sentiment. The Canadians do not pay our taxes, 
maintain our schools, our churches, or our charities; they 
not build our roads, maintain our Army, or contribute to our 
Navy. They do not fight our battles. True, living alongside 
of us, they have been decent enough not to require us to mail 

| tain an army to keep them in order. [Applause.] But, true 
again, living alongside of them, we have not compelled them to 


do 


| maintain an army to keep us in order. True, we are coin 
heritors of the traditions of English liberty, but only down to 
the point where our fathers, through blood and sacrifice, ex 


tended that liberty to and established it in the United State 

while the men of Canada remained still English dependents. 
Because in common we claim kinship with the great names of 
| English literature, with Shakespeare, and Milton, and Byron, 
| and Tennyson, with the exponents of English statesmanship 

| Burke and Fox and William Pitt—we may well rejoice. But it 
| is a subject of rejoicing and not of business. It furnishes no 
| reason why we should exchange a good American dollar for a 


Canadian half dollar. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
Sentiment is a grand thing; it rules the world of ci\ 
intercourse, but among. cool-headed business men it his 
place in the world of trade. It played no part in the long and 
bitter fisheries disputes with our dear Canadian brethren. It 
| played no part in the settlement of Canada’s irritating, arro- 


ized 
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gant, and unfounded claim in connection with the 
boundary line. 
If neighborhood and kinship of race and language and his- 


Alaskan 


tory furnish reasons why trade barriers should be removed, | 


they furnish equaily good reasons why political barriers should 
be removed and the two peoples consolidated under one flag. 
And disavow much as we may any intention in that direction, 
if we adopt this measure the force of events will ultimately 
assert itself to that end. This bill itself in its new section 
proposes another step toward bringing together the two peoples 
under one flag, and that flag will bear the Stars and Stripes. 

O no, my friends, when it comes to a matter of sentiment my 
heart goes out to my own people; my patriotism is American, 
not Canadian patriotism; my brotherly love is for my own kin, 
for the American farmer, not for his Canadian 
{Applause on the Republican side.] 

In the absence of any good reason why this bill should pass 
there are many and potent reasons why it should not. 

It is unnecessary, not responsive to the popular demand, dis- 
turbing of the business interests of the country. 

But more than that, it is unfair to the farmer, whose inter- 
ests in particular it attacks. 


competitor. | 


I do not want to weary the committee with a restatement of 


the argument which has been so well presented by many of 
those who have preceded me. The history of American agri- 
culture, its gradual extension westward to the possession of 
new and fertile fields, with the result that older and less fertile 
fields had to be abandoned, has been vividly portrayed. The 
similarity of the situation now, if the vast luxuriously fertile 
fields of Canada are to be brought into competition with our 
western farms, to the situation as it existed in our earlier 
years has been pointed out. The same economic law that 
worked to the disadvantage of eastern agriculture when western 
farms were established will operate as to Canadian and western 
farms, and in like manner and with like result. 

It is easy to juggle with figures and by a proper selection of 
them establish almost anything. 
dian lands as high in price as some American lands, some places 
where there is little difference between Canadian wages and 
Canadian prices and our wages and prices, but they are the 
exception and not the rule, and anyone who will be honest 


with himself must agree that as a general proposition Canadian | 


lands are cheaper than American lands, Canadian wages less 
than American wages, Canadian prices less than American prices ; 
that Canada has a territory of vast proportions, capable of pro- 
ducing almost limitless quantities of grain from a soil fertile 
beyond any soil on this side of the international boundary line. 

It seems to me, discarding special pleas, the conclusion must 
inevitably be that the possibilities of Canadian agriculture are 
such as to put American agriculture in competition with it at 
a great disadvantage. As a consequence, free trade with 
Canada in farm products must inure to the disadvantage of 
the American farmer. Taking the agreement as a whole, it can 
not but inure to the advantage of Canada and to the disad- 
vantage of the United States. 

We do not need to rely on theory to establish that proposi- 
tion. It has already been established in actual experience. I 
need not enlarge upon this point, because it has been fully dis- 
cussed both by myself in the last Congress and by various gen- 
tlemen in the course of this debate. I then asserted and now 
assert that the reciprocity treaty of 1854, which was denounced 
in 1866 and which is similar to the proposed agreement, worked 
disastrously to the United States and was denounced for that 
reason. 

Gentlemen have denied both propositions. Without adduc- 
ing any figures by way of proof, they dogmatically assert, first, 
that it did not operate against our interests, and, second, that 
it was denounced for political and not for economic reasons, 
one gentleman asserting that it was denounced on account of 
our indignation because of Canada’s friendship to the Southern 
Confederacy. But there are two things that have not been 
and can not be denied: First, that under the operation of that 
trenty in 12 years our exports to Canada dwindled from nearly 
$20,000,000 to a little over $15,000,000, while Canada’s exports 
to us grew from $12,000,000 to $46,000,000; that in the last two 
years of that treaty’s life we remitted to Canada duties amount- 
ing to over $70,000,000 and lost the balance of trade by over 
$28,000,000. 

These facts have not been and can not be denied. Nor can it 
be denied, in the second place, that every contemporaneous 
statesman of note in our history declared the treaty to have 
been disastrous to the interest of the United States and that it 
was denounced for that reason. 

I recur to this proposition at this time only because in states- 
manship, as in everything else, it is wise to take the lessons of 


Doubtless there are some Cana- | 





of the Elgin treaty Canada has been importuning us to enter j 


; and American labor. 


experience. And if that treaty, through its 12 years of 
under like conditions to those presented now, was disastro 
the interests of the United States, to all the interests of 
United States, both her industries and her revenues, we 
the right to assume—we would be foolish not to assume 
the enactment of this law now would bring about precisely 
same results, 

In this connection I ought to refer to the fact stated by 
gentleman who preceded me, that ever since the denounce 


a similar treaty, and to call attention to the fact that every 44 
ministration, from that of Franklin Pierce down to the prese:; 
administration, has refused to enter into negotiations w):), 
Canada for a treaty for the exchange of natural products, 
Why, so late as the administration of Mr. Harrison, in 1892, \{r. 
Blaine told the Canadian envoys that we would not entertaiy 
any proposition for an agreement looking to the exchange of 
natural products, because, he said “the benefits of such 
exchange would be almost wholly with the people of Canada 

Talk about reciprocal treaties in competitive articles! Why, 
in the very nature of the case there can be no reciprocal treaty 
in competitive articles. Exchange of competitive articles means 
competition, Reciprocity means the trading of the things that 
we have for the things that we do not have. 

But, Mr. Chairman, you may discuss the question of prices, 
you may discuss the question of agricultural interests, and 
many other incidental questions, and you will not, after all, 
have reached the fundamental and dominating issue in this 
case. Until this bill was introduced it was the universally 
accepted belief that the protective system, against that of free 
trade, was the accepted economic policy of the United States. 
Parties divided on rates of duties. The Republican Party stood 
for such duties as would furnish protection to American capita! 
The Democratic Party stood for rates of 
duty levied for revenue only. This bill looks neither to protec- 
tion nor revenue. It deprives us of revenue. It is an oj. 
avowed free-trade measure. It is such upon its face, and it is 
so declared to be by the Democratic Party. 

Its significance lies in the fact—mark me, its significance 
lies in the fact—that this is the first step in the destruction of 
the protective system. That system is a complete logical whole, 
and it admits of no exceptions. It must apply to all industries, 
or it will not be permitted to apply to any. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] If the farmer can not have adequate protec- 
tion for his industry, the manufacturer will not have protection 
for his. No system of protection is practicable or would | 
just some of whose schedules are protective and some of which 
are nonprotective. 

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircnin], who 
honored me with so much of his attentions, portrayed me as 
shedding tears for the farmer while I had in mind the manu- 


ill 


facturer. The gentleman from North Carolina in part was 
right. I had both the farmer and the manufacturer in mind 


When you direct my attention to the subject of a tariff I always 
have in mind the great city, dear to my heart, whose interests it 
is my highest ambition to serve. I recall its pillar of cloud by da) 
its pillar of fire by night, the roar of its machinery, its myriad 
workingmen in the receipt of the highest wages paid any work- 
ingmen in any place on earth [applause], a city which is 1 
shining exemplar of the beneficent results of the system of pro- 
tection. And when I have in mind the fact that if the farmer 
be robbed of his protection my great city will be robbed of its 
protection I refuse to participate in the robbery. [Appleuse on 
the Republican side.] 

This measure rises high abeve mere considerations of ‘ 
porary profit. It means more than bookkeeping and a bala 
ing of accounts. It involves the integrity of a system wlio: 
foundation was laid in the first legislative act of the First Con- 
gress, which has received the indorsement of the most dist! 
guished names in our history, and under which we have gr 
to a height of prosperity unprecedented in the world’s ann« 
The system is essentially a Republican system. From the hour 
of its birth until this present hour the Republican Party has 
stood for protection; protection for American capital, for Amer- 
ican labor, whether in the field, the factory, or the mine, ‘0 
the end that there should be established a great home market 
which should be for Americans, and that the high standard of 
..inerican civilization should be preserved. 

Under its fostering influence cities have been founded, hav: 
grown and multiplied. North and South, East and West have 
been bound together in inseparable brotherhood by bands 0! 
steel. Progress has taken its resistless march across the cont'- 
nent, overcoming all the barriers of nature, planting fields and 
reaping harvests, until even the desert has been made to blos- 
som like the rose. [Applause on the Republican side.] Its 














encouraging inspiration has given birth to a hardy race of 

pioneer whose singleness of purpose, whose energy and 

accressiveness and patriotism have given to the world the won- 

dorful story of the winning of the West. [Applause on the Re- 

public an side.} Are we going to turn our backs on those hardy 

pioneer sons and their sons by the abolition of a system to 

which they owe their success and which is essential to its con- 

tinuance? Already hundreds of thousands of them, lured by | 
the promises of the luxuriantly fertile fields of Canada, have 
left their western farms to become a part of our neighbor’s 
population and add to her wealth. Shall we tempt other thou- 
cands upon increasing thousands to abandon our fields for Cana- 
dian fields, taking with them the virtues that constitute good 
citizenship? Any policy that takes from us our boys and girls, 
the good red blood of American manhood and womanhood, that 
depletes the valley of the Mississippi and the plains of the West 
end lowers farm values here while increasing them across the 
border, robs us of our dearest and most valuable possession. 
fApplause on the Republican side.] 

I can not stop to demonstrate at length why no Republican, 
in my judgment, can consistently vote for this measure. I would 
like to ask him one or two questions: 

First. Do you not believe that the cost of production of farm 
products is less in Canada than it is in the United States? And 
if yeu do, then how can you escape the conclusion that to put 
farm products on the free list is to violate the pledge of the 
last Republican platform? [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Second. Do you believe the testimony of the Mann committee 
and of the President’s Tariff Board (and neither of these has 
been contradicted) to the effect that it costs from $2 to $4.14 
more to make a ton of paper in the United States than it does in 
Canada? 

If you do, then how can you escape the conclusion that to put 
paper on the free list is a violation of the pledge of the last 
Republican platform? [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

I beg for a conscientious reply to these queries. It is vital. 
The Republican Party as the party of protection is on trial here 
to-day. You and I, my Republican brethren, are on trial. As | 
we respond, so shall we and our party, the party of McKinley, | 
be dealt with in the great forum of the American electorate. 
Sometimes it ig swayed by popular clamor, sometimes by the 
shadow of a great name, but in the end its deliberate judgment 
is true to righteousness; its last verdict invariably loyal to the 
loyal. [Applause on the Republican side.} 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the enactment into law 
of this bill, in my judgment, marks the end of an era in the 
economic policy of our country so far as our customs laws affect 
the industrial conditions of the Nation. 

The period of exclusion has passed; the era of honest compe- | 
tition is here. [Applause.] 

For 50 years the Republican Party has maintained the policy | 
of excluding from the home market, as far as it has been able | 
to do so, competitive products from other countries. 

In the beginning this policy was inaugurated with the ex- | 
press declaration that it was intended to develop new indus- | 
tries until they were strong enough to stand alone and face in | 

| 
| 
| 


sons 


the open markets of the world the rivalry of our productive 
competitors, but the greed for gain has driven the advocates of 
this theory far beyond the position they maintained at its in- 
ception. To-day there is hardly a great American industry 
that is not exporting its surplus products to the open markets | 
of the world and selling them in free competition with the | 
manufactured goods and crops of our foreign competitors. 
Our agricultural implements supply the farmers’ wants be- | 
yond the seas. Our boots and shoes are worn by people who | 
speak many foreign languages and who tread the highways of | 
the Occident and the Orient. The looms of our factories clothe | 
the people of distant lands. The freight of our foreign rivals | 
is carried to market on American rails, drawn by American | 
engines, across chasms spanned by American-built bridges. [Ap- | 
plause. } The harvests of our farmers feed the toiling masses 
of Europe. We would be the unrivaled masters of production | 
and industry in every land where free competition can be |} 
obtained if we would but strike off the shackles that bind us | 
to the dead and unnecessary economic system maintained by | 
the Republican Party, that creates false standards and waste- 
ful conditions at home. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
I recognize that these false standards have been engrafted 
on our industrial life and that we can not strike them al) off 
= an hour or a day without serious danger. What I contend 
or is that we turn our faces away from them and gradually 
on carefully adjust our laws to meet the new conditions that 
ous us, without serious injury to either labor or capital, in order 
os oe may reduce the cost of living at home and be prepared 
spose of more of our surplus products in the markets of 
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the world, to the end that we may give constant employment 


Lo 

labor and maintain stable prices at home. 
The Democratic Party does not itend to abandon the custom 
houses, but favors a policy of levying customs duties for revenue 
purposes only, at rates that will not destroy fair and honest 


competition in the home market. [Applause.] This position 
will be accomplished by the reduction of tariff taxes provided 


| for in the laws now on the statute books to a point where fair 


competition will bring 
monopolistic tendencies. 

I say that this bill marks the end of an era in the ec 
life of the Nation. Why? Not that the immedi 
be far-reaching, but because it takes one step in the 
tion, a step away from the exclusive prote 
toward an honest competitive policy. 

The advocates of the Republican policy of 
always heretofore insisted that reciprocal reel 
should only be made to affect noneompeting products. 
bill embraces in its terms competitive products of both natk 
and recognizes the Democratic position that no tariff law 
either warranted or just that protects the profits of the pro 
ducer and destroys honest competition. 

The bill under consideration will carry into law a reciproca! 
agreement negotiated by our Government with the Government 
of the Dominion of Canada. In the year 1910 the trade of 
Canada with all the world was $693,211,221; her total imports 
were $385,835,103; the people of the United States sending her 
$233,071,155 of this amount, and from the rest of the world 
she received only $152,763,940. 

As the population of Canada is about 7,500,000 it appears 
that she bought from us about $30 worth of goods for each per- 
son living in the Dominion of Canada. This is a remarkable 
showing considering the fact that our trade is held back by 
tariff laws that as to the mother country discriminate against us. 

Our own import figures show for the same year imports com- 
ing into this country from Canada tothe amount of $95,128,310, 
about $1 per capita. They take of us $30 per capita and we take 
of them $1 per capita. They are a new country and a growing 
country. Of necessity they will take our products in excess of 
our taking theirs. Did not the great Eastern States three de 
of the West? 
Will not the already developed States of the Union grow and 
prosper on the development of the new Provinces of Canada if 
you tear down the artificial wall and give us an opportunity 
for fair trade? 

There has been a great deal said in the debate in the House 
about the farmers in the Northern States being opposed to 
It has been contended that the opposition to this 
pact comes from the agricultural classes of America. My 
friends, there is no doubt that to-day a number, and possibly 
a large number, of the farmers of the Northern States are op- 
posed to this pact. Why? Because they have been assiduously 
campaigned by certain great protected interests that do not 
dare show their own hands above the surface. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

They have been misled by false facts and false statements 
coming from men who desire to maintain the high protective 
principles of the Republican party, which protected their profits 
and made the toiling masses serve them as their masters. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] We have not had the sug 
gestion made by those who oppose the bill that the real opposi 
tion was coming from the great protected lumber interests of 
this country [applause on the Democratic side], but we know 
it and you know it. I hold in my hand a circular letter, sent 
out by the National Lumber Manufacturers’ Association, of 
which Edward Hines, of Chicago, the President—Edward 
Hines, of recent uncertain fame. Let me read it: 

Tup NATIONAL LUMBER MANUFACTURER i 


about reasonable 


[Applause. ] 


prices and destroy 
nomic 
ite res 
rig 
tive mH icy, 


provection 


trade ays 


is 


IATION, 





Chicago, March f7, 1911. 
To members of affiliated associations: 

Deak Str: As a member of an association affiliated with the Nationa 
Lumber Manufacturers’ Association you are doubtless interested in t 
proposed so-called reciprocity agreement with Canada and the actlor 
the National Lumber Manufacturers’ Association against it } 
in its present form. 

Lumber producers of the United States doi Int ir 
different degrees in this subject, but we believe that all feel t the 
singling out of the sawmills of the country to bear so large : ur 
of the burden of this reciprocity, without any compensating ad 
whatever, is in the highest degree unfair, and that we may be 
indignant, regardless of the degree of harm inflicted upon us, by treat 
ment so discriminatory. The protest made to the Senate, a « 
which is sent you, contains a condensed statement of the chief ¢ ! 


of objection to the agreement. 
The agreement which, chiefly because of our effort failed to ) 

a law at the last session of Congress, will, of course, be | nted at 

the opening of the extra session, April 4, and w } 


the obk 


immediate rsonal assistance in so presenting ms to tl 
agreement to your Representatives in Congress and Senators, of what 
ever party, that this ill-considered and unreciprocal arrangement shall 


not become law. 
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Whatever the ultimate effect of the arrangement may be, 
dent that for the time being it will disturb business, upset values of 
lumber, tend to increase the value of Canadian stumpage at the expense 
of American, and will affect the credit of American lumber institutions. 

We would suggest that you see your banks and discuss the agreement 
with them along these lines: 

First. The credit of lumber concerns in the United States. The past 
three years have been severe ones in the lumber industry generally, 
and in some sections almost disastrous. The agreement will make mat- 





ters worse, rather than better. Should not the banks use all their in- 
fluence on those in power to prevent a further demoralization of a 
business which in some sections furnishes so large a portion of their 
business and revenues? And should not they protest against that 


which will inevitably tend to depreciate the value of the 
hold? 

Second. The agricultural features of the agreement tend directly to 
put American and Canadian agricultural land values upon an equality. 
American farmers have been going by the tens of thousands to Canada 
within the last few years because they could there get low-priced lands 
which are as productive or more productive than those at home, unless 
the latter are to be artificially fertilized at much expense. The extent 
and character of this movement of American farmers to Canada is suffi 
cient proof of the facts. Our banks, insurance companies, 


securities they 


invested in American farm securities. 
securities depreciated ? 

Further, great efforts have been made during the last two or three 
years, with some success, to arouse renewed interest in American land 
investments, and therefore to check the movement of American farmers 
and capital to the Canadian Northwest. Great progress has been made 
in arousing interest in the long-neglected farm lands of the East, the 
cut-over lands of the South, North, and West, the swamp lands of the 
East and South, and the irrigated lands of the West. This movement, 
s0 promising to all our American interests, wili receive a setback 
which will not be recovered from for years if the reciprocity agreement 
goes into effect, for with all the tariff barriers removed the cheaper 
Canadian lands will be as attractive, acre for acre, as those in this 
country. 

American farmers who wish the value of their farm lands as well as of 
their products maintained should interest themselves in this matter, as 
indeed they are already doing, and the thousands of protests which 
came in from farmers and farmers’ organizations during the last two 


Do they want the value of these 


weeks of the session did much to prevent the adoption of the reciprocity | 


bill. 


Your customers among the retail lumbermen in the agricultural dis- | 


tricts of the North should be especially int@rested in the above argu- 
ments, for the passage of the reciprocity bill is certain, because of 
the feeling and apprehension it will cause among the farmers, with its 
reflex action upon the banks, to lead to a material curtailment of busi- 
ness and therefore lessen the demands of these customers upon your- 
self. 

We would therefore ask you at once to take up this question with 
your banks and trust companies, land companies, and farmers (and 
with your retail yard customers, if you think it wise), and have them 
reach their Congressmen and Senators before the opening of Congress 
and continue the work after it convenes. 

Your own protest, of course, will be emphatic, and we would suggest 
that you secure the cooperation of other lumber manufacturers who are 
not members of your association and so far as possible interest your 
workmen in the matter, as the adoption of the 
Canadian lumber free into the United States, while Canada retains her 
restrictions on log exports, will necessarily stimulate the construction 
and operation of mills in Canada at the expense those in this 
country. 

I should be glad to be advised of how you feel about this matter 
and what you are doing regarding it. I inclose list of the Representa- 
tives from your State and the Democratic members of the Ways and 
Means Committee of the new House, which is now at work on tariff 
revision, including the reciprocity measure. 

Re&pectfully, yours, 
THE NATIONAL LUMBER MANUFACTURERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
LEONARD BRONSON, Manager. 


I call to your attention two paragraphs. He goes on to ex- 
plain to his brother lumbermen the dangerous straits in 
which they find themselves, and urges them to call on their 
bankers and their grocerymen and their farmer friends to 
come to their rescue and save the downtrodden lumber inter- 
ests. I read again one of the paragraphs in his letter: 

American farmers who wish the value of their farm lands as well as 
of their products maintained should interest themselves in this matter, 
as indeed they are already doing, and the thousands of protests which 
came in from farmers and farmers’ organizations during the last two 
weeks of the session did much to prevent the adoption of the reci- 
procity bill. 

He refers to the last session of Congress. That is, the farmer 
who is contending for free lumber with which to build his hum- 
ble home, the farmer for whom the distinguished -gentleman 
from Wisconsin says he stands, for whom he is calling for free 
lumber—this same farmer is appealed to by this Lumber Trust 
to defeat the legislation that gives him free lumber with which 
to build his home. [Applause on the Democratic side.] But 
the trust goes further. Here is one of the concluding clauses 
of this letter: 


We therefore ask you at once to take up this question with your banks 
and trust companies and land companies and farmers and with your retail 
yore customers, if you think it wise [laughter], and have them write 

heir Congressmen and Senators before the opening of Congress, and 
continue the work after it convenes. 

My friends, have you ever before heard of the great protected 
interests of the country, the great monopolistic interests, ap- 
pealing to the bankers to put the pressure on the poor devil 
that has a loan to force him to stand for their interests? [Ap- 
plause on Democratic side.] 

Asking the banker! Here it is in black and white, a letter 
from Mr. Hines, the president of the Lumber Trust, appealing 


of 





it is evi- | 


private in- | 
vestors, and other financial interests have immense amounts of capital | 


agreement, which admits | 
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Sees 


to the bankers of this country to put the screws to the f 
who had borrowed money from them, to appeal to their | 
sentatives in Congress to maintain a tigh protective ta; 
the lumber interests. That is not all, 

I wish to read from the New York American a sta: 
which a reporter gathered from Mr. Wakeman, the presi 
the American Protective Tariff League, the league that 
for prohibitive taxation for protecting profits in the int 
| of monopoly. Mr. Wakeman issued a statement, sent 
those who stand with him, and his statemeni reads as f, 

Will you and your connections kindly wire the following 
men at Washington quick, urging them to vote against the 
reciprocity agreement? 

I shall omit the names. It was an appeal to those p: 
interests to wire to you gentlemen on that side of the 
aisle and to you gentlemen on this side of the House 
against this bill because it was an attack on the pre‘ 
terests of this country. When the newspaper repo\ te 
| Mr. Wakeman if that was an official letter and if kx 
| for it, this was what he said. 

That telegram was sent out Monday afternoon, after th: \ 
| committee ot the league had met and authorized me to send 

He further said: 

We designated the men named because we have 
they have been carried off their Republican faith by Preside 
and are about to commit hara-kiri for themselves and t! ‘ 
| by joining the Democratic House in indorsing the Taft un-ko 
| measure of reciprocity with Caneda. What we aim at is 
Republican majority of the House as solidly as possible aca 
procity and thus make the unpatriotic Democratic majori 
responsible for its passage. It will then go to the Republi 
as a distinctly Democratie proposition, and then let the R 
Senate, if it dare, give its sanction to it. 

Listen to your masters! [Prolonged applause on the |) 
cratic side.] 

The Senate of the United States, the body that in times 
|} protected the liberties of the American people, are told by | 
of this Protective Tariff League that they dare not pass t) 
Afraid of whom? Not the people; afraid of the trusts. A 
friends, but it comes nearer home than that. The protected 
ests of this country know well that this bill will make a 
in the dike; that whenever the protective tariff is remove 
the northern farmer stands out alone without pretense ot 
| tection to his products that he can no longer be counted 
stand in the ranks of the monopolistic interests of this « 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] That is why the) 
afraid of it. It is not so much what is in the Dill, b 
know that the death knell of the protection system wi 
sounded—that protection that means the protection of e 
profits and the creation of monopolies in this country 
the farmer understands and abandons the Republican V 
those alone who have fattened upon his hard-earned <d 
| They are using, my friends, every effort in the districts « 
side of the House and in your district, my fellow Democ1 | 
| in my district to break the column. I have protected in 
in my district, but I do not represent them. [Applause « 
Democratic side.] I represent the great mass of my co 
ency who want honest treatment and fair play. [Appla 
the Democratic side.] 

Two years ago, when the proposition came before tle 1! 
to cut the tariff on iron and steel products, in many cases 
half, I favored the proposition because I thought it wis 
and fair, but some of the protected interests in my distri 
and passed resolutions, and resolved that they would | 
me if I voted to reduce the tax on iron and steel. I voi 
make the reduction [applause on the Democratic side], but | 
did not turn me out of Congress [applause on the Den. 
side], and they will not turn you out of Congress if you s | 
true to the people you represent. [Applause on the Den 
side.] The distinguished gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. ¢ 
NON], when he addressed the House several days ago, s! 
that the United States Steel Corporation was in favor of 
bill and asked if I did not know it, or if that was not the i 
why I favored it. As I then stated to the gentleman from | 
nois, I was not informed as to the wishes of the United Staivs 
Steel Corporation. As a matter of fact, I am interested in 
iron and steel business myself. Everything I have in the wo! 
is in the iron and steel business except my home, but not w')) 
the United States Steel Corporation. My people are inde)" 
ent manufacturers. We meet the United States Steel Cor) 
tion every day of our existence in a competitive battle ov 
industrial fields of America. My people have not asked Li 
vote for a protective tariff on iron and steel. 

I stated to the gentleman from Illinois that I did not know 
the position of the United States Steel Corporation in relic 
ence to this bill, and at the time I stated it I did not know, 
but I will say to him to-day I do know. I know where tley 
stand to-day. I am in receipt of telegrams from my district 





reason t ‘ 
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today stating that the United States Steel Corporation have 
stopped work on some of the great plants in my district, have 
turned 3,000 men out of employment, and have given as their 
son that I was supporting the Democratic tariff bills that 


ret 
are before the House. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I 
recret that this great trust should punish the constituency that 


1 represent because of the position I take here, but I can say 
this to you: I stand to-day where I stood two years ago—for an 
honest revision of the tariff schedules. I propose to vote for 
this bill and the free-list bill without amendment because I be- 
eve they are right [applause on the Democratic side], and 
are not what may be the effect on my personal fortunes if 
we can put on the statute books even the first step toward 
preaking down the system of monopolistic protection. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.}] If you want to vote for the 
trusts and the monopolies of this country, vote against this bill. 
If vou wish to take this one step in breaking down the pro- 
tective wall, there can be no question as to what your duty is 
to yourselves and your constituencies. [Applause on the Demo- 
eratie side. ] 

They say that this bill is unfair because it brings the Ameri- 
can farmer into competition with the Canadian farmer. Why 
should he not be brought into competition? Is there any 
reison? Members on that side of the Chamber may give as 
the reason that they believe in protecting the producers’ profits, 
favoring special classes, and allowing the Government to guar- 
antee to their favorites the right to tax the people. 

They may make‘that statement, but we have never stood for 
such a proposition. I have never been able to see why the great 
manufacturers in my district, or the farmers, or anybody else, 
should have their profits protected any more than I can see why 
the grocer, or the mechanic, or the merchant, or the lawyer 
should have his profits protected by the Government. 

Whenever you enter the realm of protection, of necessity you 
must enter the zone of protecting profits. And whenever you 
enact a tariff bill high enough to protect a man’s profits, you 
have a tariff levied, not for revenue, but for the sole purpose of 
protection. 

But why should we fear competition from these Canadian 
farmers? Their standards are the same as our standards. 
They are our people. There is no difference between us. The 
Canadian farmer lives in as good a home as the American 
farmer. His children go to as good a school and wear as good 
clothes. He has as much meat on the table and he indulges in 
the same luxuries. He lives up to our standard of life and liv 
ing. Therefore, when we have him as a competitor we are 
not tearing down American standards in any way. 

But they say he can produce cheaper. The climatic condi- 
tions of his country are more rigorous than are ours. Every 
year that he plants his crops he is in more danger of losing 
them, because the spring commences later and the fall begins 
earlier than with us. He must harvest more hay and grain to 
take care of his cattle in the winter and keep them in the barn 
longer than our farmers do, because there are nearly two months 
more of winter that the Canadian farmer has to contend with 
than does the farmer in the States. Can you say that this does 
not go into the cost of raising his crops? Is he not at that dis- 
advantage? Why, no man can deny the proposition. 

But they say he has cheaper land. The argument has been 
made repeatedly here that the cheap lands of Kansas and Min- 
nesota i0 years ago did not destroy the high-priced land of 
Indiana and Illinois. You know that. Instead of the land of 
Illinois and Indiana being destroyed by the farm products that 
caine from the cheaper lands of the West, the lands doubled in 
value, There is a greater difference in value in this country be- 
tween the land in the Dakotas and Minnesota and Illinois and 
Indiana than there is between the land in the Provinces of 
Manitoba and Alberta and the land of Minnesota and the Da- 
kotas. The reason the land is cheap in Canada is because they 
either can not produce as much per acre or, for the better rea- 
son, because they are farther away from the market and it costs 
more for freight to bring their commodities to the market of 
ultimate sale and to dispose of them than it does from the 


higher-priced land near the center of population. That is all 
there is to it. 


There is not a single argument that can be advanced legiti- 
mately to show that the Canadian farmer can produce a crop 
of any kind cheaper than the American farmer can. 


that side of the House in favor of maintaining this tariff in the 


interest of the American farmer is that his profits should be | 


protected. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Then, if | 
that is the case, the sole argument that can be contended for on | 


BS 


year on a great battle field for the rights of this House. But 
that was merely a parliamentary battle field. He proclaimed 
himself a progressive, a man that was in advance of his party. 
He said that he would not vote for the Payne tariff bill because 
it put unjust taxation upon the American people, 
But when the gentleman faces the question of cutting off pro- 
tion to the profits of his own constituency, he falters at the 


gate, and is unwilling to make those reductions for his own 
constituency that he desired to make for the constituency of 
other men. Ah, my friends, you may call that “ pregressive,” 
but you only call it “ progressive.” I say to you that no man 
can reform the world unless he first be willing to reform 
himself. 

Mr. CULLOP. I notice yesterday wheat in Winnipeg, Can- 
ada, was quoted at 92% cents per bushel while in Chicago it 
was S9 cents a bushel, in St. Louis it was 86 cents and in 
Kansas City 84 cents per bushel. This seems to be about the 


difference daily of the Winnipeg market over the Chicago mar- 


ket. Now, if wheat is higher in Canada, as the quotations 
daily show, will removing the duty on wheat in any manner 
injure the farmers of the United States? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It will not. 

Mr. CULLOP. Under the drawback clause of the Payne 
tariff bill, which provides that all duties on raw material 
brought into this country for manufacturing products for ex- 
portation are relieved of all tariff charges except 1 per cent 


of the tariff levied, which the Government charges for handling 
the transaction, is it not true that the miller can import wheat 
for the manufacture of his export flour, and instead of paying 
the tariff of 25 cents a bushel it is only 1 per cent of 25 cents 
a bushel, and he can thereby secure all such wheat from 
Canada or any other country practically without any tariff at 
all, so that the tariff on wheat, because of this fact, is prac- 
tically removed now under the Payne bill? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is correct. 

Mr. CULLOP. Chicago being the initial wheat market for 
the Mississippi Valley, does not the difference in price between 
places like St. Louis, Kansas City, and similar points represent 
the cost of transportation charges from said to Chi- 
cago and the middleman’s profit in handling the grain? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly; that is true. 

Mr. Chairman, we have discussed the wheat problem so much 
during the last few days in the House that I hardly feel as 


points 


though I were justified in saying anything further in reference 
to that matter, but I want to call attention to this fact, that 


in the year 1910 the production of wheat in the United States 
amounted to 695,445,000 bushels. We exported 46,679,876 bush 
els, or 6.71 per cent. Canada that year produced 149,000,000 
bushels of wheat and exported 49,741,350 bushels, or 53 per cent. 


Now, I want to ask the other side this question: If the out 
side world, the markets of Europe, had not absorbed that 
19,000,000 bushels of export Canadian wheat, if Canada had 


sent to this country every bushel of her export wheat, what 
would have been the result? The European market of neces 
sity would have been 49,741,350 bushels behind the demand. 
They consumed that 49,741,350 bushels, and if you had taken it 
away from them and put it into this country, they would have 
been short that amount. If the European market had been short 
19,741,350 bushels, would they not have been ready to consume 
49,741,350 bushels of wheat from us at the world’s price 

My friends, one strange thing about your party on that sid 
th 


of the House is that you are prepared at any time to den) 

economic laws of the universe when it suits your purpose, 
and to reassert them when you desire to do so. [Applause 
and laughter on the Democratic side.) Fifteen years ago you 
denied—your leaders on that side of the House denied—the 
quantitative theory of money. You said that it did not mak 
any difference how much money you had in circulation; it did 


not measure your values. And yet last year a distinguishec 
committee of Senators representing your party filed a re] 
on the cost of living in this country and asserted that the « 
of living had increased because the amount of money th 
country had increased and sent up prices by decreasing the 
purchasing power of the money. 

Fifteen years ago you were on one side of the question and 
to-day you are on the other. Until this debate commenced, 
I never heard any man assert the theory that as to the grea 
world crops, like those of wheat and cotton, the surplus crop, 
where a nation was continually exporting a portion of th 
crop, did not fix the price. And yet the exigencies of the d 
the difficulties of the hour, have driven you to a position where 
| you deny all economic laws and say that the value of you! 


I wish my friend, my insurgent friend, my progressive friend | crop is not fixed by the surplus that you send to the markets of 


from W 


for protecting 


were here. I would like to ask him if he stands | Liverpool and London. | 
the profits of the farmer. He stood with us last | know it is true—then what difference does it make whether 


If they are—and they are, and you 
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you have an artificial tariff barrier between this country and 
Canada or not, so far as your wheat crop is concerned, because 
the price of the wheat crop will be fixed by the price you ob- 
tain for the wheat that you send to European markets, just as 
our cotton crop in the Southern States is fixed by the world’s 
supply and the world’s demand. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

Mr. HELGESEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield 
to the gentleman from North Dakota? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 

Mr. HELGESEN. If the gentleman will answer this one 
question, I think he can satisfy the farmers of this country 
that his side is right and that they are wrong on this ques- 
tion. I live in the State of North Dakota. Up there we have 
a town where half of the town is in North Dakota and the 
other half in Saskatchewan. One of the principal streets 
forms the boundary line. How do you account for the fact 
that the millers for years have been paying from 10 to 12 
cents a bushel more for wheat, and the maltsters have been 
paying from 10 to 25 or 30 cents more for barley, and the mer- 
chants have been paying from 20 to 25 cents more for flax on 


the American side of that street than on the Canadian side? | 


If the Liverpool market or the markets of the world control 
the price, how do you account for that fact? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is easy enough. I am not talking 
about local markets or local conditions. I of necessity recog- 
nize the fact, for example, that if the District of Columbia 
were the only market a farmer had in which to sell his pro- 
duce in this neighborhood, and you put a policeman on the 
outer border of this District of Columbia and forced the farmer 
living in Maryland or Virginia to pay a tax for the privilege 
of bringing his produce into this particular town, it would 
be true that he could not sell his produce for as high a price 
outside as he could inside, because in the immediate local neigh- 
borhood his market is limited, and for him to take his produce 
to Baltimore or somewhere else would cost him additional 
freight charges. What I say does not apply to immediate local 
conditions. 
be some towns in North Dakota where the price may be affected 
slightly. 
some towns in Canada where the price will be affected ad- 
versely; but we as a Nation can not limit our legislation to 
the village from which the gentleman from North Dakota 
comes [applause on the Democratic side], nor can we fix our 
theories of the world’s commerce from the standpoint of village 
wisdom. [Laughter and applause]. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I understood the gentleman to say that the 
Republican Party had changed its position on the quantitative 
theory of money from what it was 15 years ago. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It certainly has. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he and 
his party have changed their position from what it was 15 years 
ago on the question of the free and unlimited coinage of silver 
at the ratio of 16 to L. 


On the other hand, I have no doubt there will be | 





either in this country or in Canada; I believe, though, that wo 
will make a more stable market in both countries. I be! 
that we will prevent, to a large extent, speculators and mani; 
lators from cornering markets and at times forcing exorbit..:)+ 
prices upon the people of the country. [Applause on the De: 
cratic side.] That may not be a good reason from the stay 
point of you gentlemen who believe in protecting profits, but jt 
is certainly a good reason from the standpoint of men on + 
Democratic side of the House who are opposed to any pro) 
tion that leads to monopoly or oppression. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

My friends, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. D.: 
ZELL] complains of the fact that the President of the United 
States sent this pact to Congress. Why, the gentleman f; 
Pennsylvania and his colleagues on the Ways and Means ( 
mittee in the last Congress are responsible for its being h 

The President called Congress in extraordinary session two 
years ago to revise the tariff downward, not because he feare| 
the people, but largely because certain large manufact) 
interests were demanding changes that had become burdens: 
to them and the development of their foreign trade. The }: 
dent was honest and ignorant; the standpatters were info: 
and cunning; the natural result followed, and they handed | 
President a “ gold brick,” that glittered without and was fals» 
metal within, when they induced him to sign the Payne-ta: 
bill. 

But the complaining manufacturer was not to be put a 
so easily; he knew the rates were still left as prohibitive 
they were under the Dingley bill, and he wanted concess 
made to advance his trade in foreign markets. They there! 
agreed to give the President a “big stick,” to be used for | 
manufacturer’s benefit in the nature of the minimum | 
maximum provision of the Payne tariff law, whereby the 1 
provided in the bill were made the minimum rates and | 
maximum rates were an advance of 25 per cent ad valo 
over the minimum rate and were to take effect at a later 
if foreign nations did not make concessions in the inter 


| our foreign trade demanded by the President. 
I have no doubt that, if this bill passes, there may | 


The end of the history is a short and sad one. The Presid 
went abroad with his “big stick,” demanding concessions, 
he came back without any material concessions and without | 
“big stick.” Our stand-pat friends were advised that 
coercion method would not work before they tried it. 1 
knew France had made a failure of such a plan over two deca‘! 


| ago, but they could not put the tariff any higher than the lV 


bill put it; they were unwilling to allow the President a cl 


| to reduce it by making the Payne rates the maximum rate 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Ken- | 


tucky that the theory that we advanced 15 years ago has re- 
cently been adopted as correct by a Republican Senate commit- 
tee. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I want to say this about these farm products. 
from Maine [Mr. Hrnps], in his carefully prepared and able 
argument the other day, stated that the cost of living was not 


governed by a tariff wall, that the farmer did not get the bene- | 


fit of the prices, but that the price was made by the middleman; 
and in order to sustain that position he asserted that an onion 
sometimes sold to the final consumer at a thousand per cent 
more than the farmer got for the onion when it left the farm. 
Now, that may be true as to onions. It may be true as to a 
few commodities, but I want to call your attention to one great 
commodity that goes on the table of every man, that is neces- 
sary to sustain the life of the Nation, and that is meat. 

The difference between the wholesale price and the price to 
the consumer, as shown by the census figures in 50 cities, varies 
in different localities. In the North Atlantic States the increase 
above the whelesale price to the consumer is 31.4 per cent. In 
the South Central States it is as much as 54 per cent, but in 
50 cities of the United States the average increased retail price 
to the consumer over the wholesale price is 38 per cent. 

Does that sustain the argument of the gentleman that the 
wholesale price does not affect the value when it goes to the 
ulimate consumer? And the same thing is true in many other 
commodities. 

I do not contend for a moment that the value of this treaty 
is in the fact that we are going to reduce the price of wheat 


The gentleman | 





authorizing the President to reduce it to a minimum rate. 
they had done so, this legislation could have been avoided, 
he could have prebably accomplished his purpose in the | 
by conceding to Canada the minimum rates. 

In the meantime the temper of the American people was s 
that the President dared not impose the maximum rate on © 
dian products. So the President was forced to get out of | 
difficult position as best he could. The manner in which he 
it was best told by the Hon. Mr. Fielding, Canadian miu 
of finance, when introducing the pending reciprocity agree 
at Ottawa: 

The President of the United States— 

Says Mr. Fielding— 
as one evidence of his sincere desire to avoid trouble with Canada, dil 
us the honor of inviting a member of this Government to proceed 
Albany to meet him and discuss the matter. * * * It was! t 

uestion of putting on the tariff, but a question of taking it off, and [ 
leona the President of the United States was willing to take it of i! 
we could give him some decent excuse to do so. * * * We mac 
few changes, a few concessions of no earthly importance, but | 
served the purpose and gave Mr. Taft the excuse he desired to ref 
from imposing the maximum tariff against Canada. Out of this nes 
tiation grew the larger negotiation of a more recent date. We \ 
invited then to take up the greater question of the reciprocal t 
agreement, 

Now, is not that pathetic, the straits these bad si 
patters placed their President in because they did not kn 
how to arrange a maximum and minimum tariff rate, or we 
they again deceiving the President? Perish the thought! 

Mr. Fielding says: 

It was not a question of putting on the tariff, but a question of tal 
it off, and I found the President of the United States was willing tv 
take it off if he could be given an excuse to do so. ‘ 

It was an outrage that any political party should put our 
great country in such a humiliating position in the eyes of the 
world. [Applause on the Democratic side.] a 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the House, genera! 
debate is now closed, and the Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Fresh meats: Beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and all other fres. or 
refrigerated meats, excepting game, 14 cents per pound. 











1911. 


a 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend the paragraph just read by striking out of lines 11 and 
12 the words “1} cents per pound.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On_page 1, lines 11 and 12, strike out the words “13 cents per 
pound.” 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I will state 
frankly to the members of the committee that the purpose of 
offering this amendment and others which will follow, if they 
shall receive the support of the committee, is to strike out 
these products from the tariff list and to offer in their stead, 
when we reach that portion of the bill, an amendment placing 
meat and all meat products on the free list. 

As I do not desire to speak at different times on this subject 
when the paragraphs are reached, I want to state my position. 
If there is one fundamental policy that ought to be adopted by 
the American Congress at this time, independent of politics, it 
should be a policy to curtail the power of the trusts, particu- 
larly those trusts which are, beyond dispute, in control of 
many of the common necessaries of life. It is a matter of cur- 
rent history that the chief operations of the great trusts at this 
time apply to the food products of the people, those things that 
must enter into the consumption of practically every home. 

That the Meat Trust is a combination, an unlawful monopoly, 
we only need to refer to the records of our own courts where 
the prominent members and officers of these combinations are 
at this time under indictment for overworking their opportuni- 
ties to corner and monopolize the meat products between the 
time they leave the farm and reach the table of the consumers. 

This agreement places the farmer on the free list, and then 
keeps a liberal protection for the miller, the packer, the tanner, 
and leather manufacturer, and for everybody that is organized 
to reap big profits between the farmer and the consumer. It is 
about as bad as it could be framed to give further advantage 
to the middleman, who does his business between the producer 
and the consumer. Those people are doing pretty well now. 
About the only additional boost we could give them would be a 
larger free-trade market in which to buy while still protecting 
them liberally in what they have to sell. This the proposed 
agreement will do. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I will. 

Mr. GARRETT. The Payne-Aldrich bill provided for a duty 
of 14 cents a pound on meat. Did the gentleman from South 
Dakota offer an amendment then to put meat on the free list? 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I did not; but I will say 
that if it had been offered, the gentleman on the floor from 
South Dakota would have supported the amendment, if we had 
been compelled, as here, to put live cattle on the free list. He 
will support it here and now, and if you gentlemen will follow 
and sustain the products of the farm through the intermediate 
combinations that control prices to the consumer, and place the 
ultimate products of the farm free from the control of these 
monopolistic combinations I will support the amendment and 
Support the reciprocity measure. Will the gentleman recipro- 
cate and yote for the amendment that will give free food 
products to the consumer? 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield for an answer? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. Within a few days there will be a bill before 
the House to put upon the free list beef, mutton, veal, lamb, 
pork, and so forth. I shall vote for it; will the gentleman? 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The gentleman has answered 
my question in a manner that would have done credit to a part 
of the country north of the place where the gentleman resides. 
He has answered my question by asking another. I asked 


him whether he would support the amendment in this par- 
ticular bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
Dakota has expired. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that I may have five minutes more. 


The time of the gentleman from South 
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| it. 


| ticular legislation that would deprive us, in honor 


| we will destroy the pact; but when this is adopted, if 
| lican Senate will adopt and pass a Democratic bill, 


Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, reserving the | 


= to object, if various amendments to be offered are to be 
ollowed by a discussion of this kind I shall object, if the pur- 
pte Sry mutilate this bill and ultimately to defeat it in that 


Ren) NMA. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. I object. 

‘ Bm. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the question of the gen- 

an from Tennessee (Mr. GakretT] to the gentleman who 


Dd 


has just yielded the floor fully answers all that can be said 
on the subject. The gentleman tries by his amendment to put 
meat on the free list coming from Canada. We have a bill 
prepared and reported to this House to put meat on the free 
list coming from all the world [applause on the Democratic 
side], and the gentleman will not vote for it when it comes up, 
if I am not mistaken., 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
surprised on that score, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope I will be. 
gentleman with open arms. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
that may be due the gentleman. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I want to say this. I 
can say, on the authority of the President of the United States, 
that the only reason that meat is not on the free list in this bill 
is because the commissioners of the Dominion 
to allow it to be placed there. 
offered, you will defeat the bill. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. LENROOT. I would like to have him explain why. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Because it has got to go back, if it is 
changed, to the commissioners for a renegotiation, and that will 
destroy it at the present time and possibly for all time to come. 

Mr. LENROOT, Has the gentleman read the Canadian bill? 
If he has, he will not make that statement. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have read the Canadian bill, and the 
gentleman and I evidently differ in our construction of it. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if he understands that this pact prevents the Govern- 
ment of the United States from declaring free trade in meats 
between Canada and this country? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It does at the present time, as far as 
the agreement goes now. We have a third section added to the 
bill that I hope will ultimately lead to very much freer trade with 
Canada than this bill contains now. But I want to say once for 
all, the purpose of offering amendments to this bill is to defeat 
[Applause on the Demnecratic side.] No man on this side of 
the House need fear that his vote will be misunderstood when 
he votes against amendments to this bill, wl 
form they may come or from what source. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, will 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman did not m 
derstand the purport of the inquiry of the gentleman fr 
Kansas. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. GARRETT. 
ting meats on the 
W 





Well, the gentleman may be 
I shall welcome the 


There are several surprises 


of Canada refused 
If you adopt the amendment 


no matter in 


the gentleman yit 


Possibly not. 
He asked if this treaty would | 
free list from Canada; that is to s 
ould defeat the purpose of the bill that is to come hereafter 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, not at all. I did not 
the gentleman’s proposition. Of course, the second 
passed if it becomes a law after this is sig: 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota, Mr. Chairman, will 
tleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 1 would 
obligation we have with Canada in conne 


ed. 


to know wil 


with 


Like 
tion this | 
and « 


slat 


between nations, from amending this pact or legi ion 
place meat on the free list in this bill, which w uld not be « 
like force if on to-morrow we seek to accomplish the same thi 
by another bill, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Why, it is very simple. This is in tl 
reciprocal free list. If we change it here we force Canada to 
put meat on the free list herself, which she declines to do, ani 
a Rep 
we will } 
[Applause on the 


meat on the free list from all the world. 
Democratic side.] 


Mr. Chairman, I move to close debate on this paragraph 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
debate on this paragraph be now closed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And all amendments thereto 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a qui 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Ala 


bama is not debatable. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama. 
The question was taken; and on a divis 
Lenroor) there were—ayes 125, noes OU. 
So the motion was agreed to. 


ion (demanded by Mr. 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
ment offered by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Mar- 
TIN]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk began the reading of the next paragraph. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment, which I 
desire to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand the gentle- | 
man from Nebraska had an amendment to offer. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend in line 12, | 
page 1, by striking out the word “ pound” and inserting in lieu | 
thereof “100 pounds.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 12, strike out the word “pound” and insert in lieu | 

} 


thereof the words “100 pounds.” 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I moved to close debate 
upon the paragraph and all amendment thereto, but I do not 
wish to cut off the gentleman from Nebraska. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Alabama to move to cut off debate on the pending amendment, | 
but if the Chair is in error debate is closed on all amendments. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask unanimous consent that the | 
gentleman from Nebraska may have five minutes in which to 
discuss his amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the Chairman in stating the mo- 
tion to state that the motion was to close debate upon the para- 
graph, and the Chairman, as I understood it, did not say “all 
amendments thereto.” 

The CHAIRMAN. To be frank with the gentleman, the 
Chair’s impression was that the motion of the gentleman from 
Alabama was to close debate on the amendment, but if the 
action of the House was to close debate on the paragraph and 
all amendments, why—— 

Mr. MANN. But the House votes on the motion as stated by 
the Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Exactly; but the Recorp will show how 


the question was put to the committee, and that controls the 
committee. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
mittee—— 

Mr. KENDALL. It ought not to be done by unanimous con- 
sent, but the gentleman ought to have the time as a matter of 
right. 

Mr. NORRIS. Iam willing, Mr. Chairman, to take the Chair- 
man’s word for it. If he so stated the motion, I did not under- 
stand the motion made or hear it stated that way, but I may be 
mistaken, being so far back in the Hall. If the Chair says that 
he stated the motion to include all amendments thereto, I will 
admit that the Chair has the right—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Recorp itself will disclose the actual 
fact, and in the absence of that the Chair, without objection, 
will recognize the gentleman from Nebraska to discuss the 
amendment he has just offered. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, this amendment, if adopted, 
would in effect put the items included in the paragraph here, 
“Fresh meats: Beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and all other 
fresh or refrigerated meats excepting game” on the free list. 
It will reduce the tariff to such a low amount that it would 
practically be free. I want briefly to reply to what the gentle- 
man from Alabama has said in regard to the proposed amend- 
ments to this bill. I want to say to the gentleman and that 
side of the House that if this bill could be amended in certain 
respects, so as to make it, as I believe it would be then made, 
just and fair to the men and the classes from whom you take 
all the protection they now have, I would be willing to support 
the bill and vote for it. I want to say to the gentleman that 
he certainly must have misunderstood this bill when he says the 
adoption of such an amendment would defeat the so-called 
agreement with Canada. The agreement, or the bill, says we 
shall charge on the meats mentioned in this paragraph a rate 
of duty at 14 cents per pound. Why can Canada object and 
why under heaven should she have any reason to object if, 
instead of charging her 14 cents per pound, we said to Canada, 
“We will not charge you anything; you can bring it in free.” 
There can be no reason given why any item named in the bill 
that is included in the imports coming from Canada should not 
be lowered or made absolutely free. There is no objection and 
there can be none. I know that the gentleman said that he 
is going to follow this bill by another one that will put these 
particular articles on the free list, but in order to make that 
sure and get the relief? that he professes he wants to get by 





I will not take up the time of the com- 
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ance that the bill in which he intends to put that item wil) }; 
come a law [applause on the Republican side]—then he show} 
favor this amendment. You compel the farmer to sel! 
product on a free-trade market, but protect the Beef Trusi 
soon as it gets possession of the farmer’s steers. This an 
ment will put the Beef Trust on the same level, and it ; 


| give the consumer of meats some benefit, a thing he does 


get as the bill stands. 

So, if we run no risk, why not put those items in this | 
that everybody admits and understands is going to be p! ] 
upon the statute books? I offer the amendment in the bes: 
faith. I would be willing, as I said, if the bill were sufficiently 
amended along these lines, to support it and to vote for it 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. MARTIN] said he would, 
But, if you go on the theory that by caucus action you are 
going to control a majority of this House on matters of legis!a- 
tion and give to your fellows the simple promise that you sre 
going to give us relief in a different bill which you do not be- 
lieve yourselves is going to be enacted into law, it seems to me 
that you are not acting wisely, at least. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
has expired. [Cries of “ Vote!”] 'The question is on agr 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norzis 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bacon and hams, not in tins or jars, 13 cents per pound. 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I move t 
amend by striking out the words “13 cents per pound.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota offers 
an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 1, strike out “13 cents per pound.” 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I may 
to the members of this committee that it is not my habi 
take up the time of the House by offering amendments for the 
purpose of delay, and if I am not interrupted in these five 
minutes I can say all I desire to say on this subject. It is to 
my mind so vital if this legislation is to be of any benefit to 
the people that I think one or two minutes should be given to 
this particular phase of the question before we pass to a {i! 
vote. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. If the gentleman wil! as- 
sure me that if I have to have a little more time it wil! not 
be objected to. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Of course I can not give that as 
ance. If the amendment that the gentleman is proposing. to 
put articles on the free list, is adopted, will he vote for this 
bill? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Yes; I will, if the gentlen 
will aid me in putting them on this bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not in this bill, but in the other bi 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Is there any probabilil: 
that bill becoming a law? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. From the complexion of the & 
controlled by the gentleman’s party and the way they 
acted in the past, I will say no. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, this 
loquy has disclosed the real purpose of the Democracy i: 
matter. They are willing to vote to cripple the trusts 
proposition and upon a bill that they themselves know h 
chance of passing, but they are not willing to come for 1 
and do it in a bill that may pass. [Applause on the Repu! 
side.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of this comm 
to a fact that, so far as I have observed, has not been «: 
to the attention of the committee at all. The Canadian tr 
that went into effect in 1854 not only provided that cattle si 1 
go on the free list, but that all meat products should go tl 
not only that wheat should go on the free list, but tha 
flour and products of grain should go on the free list; not 
that hides should go on the free list, but that products 
leather should go on the free list. We are here proposins ' 
give to the trusts of this country an advantage which they ‘cr 
much desire but do not need. We are not striking at a sits 
trust in this legislation, except the Print Paper Trust. W e 
fortifying the powers of the Meat Trust, of the Cereal Trust. 
of the Leather Trust, of the Flour Trust, and of the Barley 
Trust by assuring them of a free-trade market in which to buy 
their products and protecting them by a high-tariff wall agains 
selling their products to the American people. I would like to 
see the gentleman display a loyalty as great as his frankness 
and agree with his colleagues to vote for a measure that is 


say 


to 
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likely to become a law in order that we may give real relief 


What will be the operation of this bill? Let us see. It will 
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| 
j 
| 
} 


probably reduce the price of wheat in this country something | 


10 cents a bushel, from the best 
els are there in a barrel of flour? 
one-half. 

rhe wheat that goes into a 


statistics. How many 
Practically four and 


hoesh 


barrel of flour after this bill 


sses will probably cost the miller about 50 cents less by rea- | 


con of this agreement—44 bushels, at a reduction of 10 cents 
per bushel. And, with remarkable cleverness, exactly 50 cents 
barrel of flour is given to protect the millers of Minne- 
s when they sell it to the American consumer. No reduce 
tion of the price of flour is likely to result, therefore, from 
this legislation. 


per 


It is proposed to put cattle upon the free list, but protect the | 


nacker’s fresh meat at $1.25 per hundred pounds. The packer 
will buy the farmer’s 1,000-pound steer from Canada free of 
tariff duty. 
fresh beef, upon which the packer is at once protected to the 


The steer will make, approximately, 650 pounds of | 


amount of $8.124, which is a larger profit than the American | 
farmer has made on a like steer after three years of care and | 


expenditure. 
is but little less than the present tariff duty on the live steer. 
There is little probability, therefore, that any reduction in the 
price of cattle will filter through to the ultimate consumer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I 
two minutes more. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. COVINGTON. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
nized. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the hypocrisy of gentle- 
men on that side of the House is very apparent. They pretend 
that they wish to protect the American consumer from the 
operations of the Beef Trust, and yet they are now engaged in 
a performance which, even if successful, would bring no relief 
whatever to the American people from the exactions of the 
Beef Trust. Canada refuses to put meats on the free list be- 
cause Canada is afraid that the Canadian consumer would be 
placed at the merey of the Beef Trust of this country if Amer- 
ican beef was allowed to go free of duty into Canada. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
me to interrupt him for a question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Just one moment. The one thing that 
will bring relief to the American people will be to put on the 
free list fresh meat coming from every country of the civilized 
world, so as to permit the importation of meat from Australia, 


ask 


Mr. Chairman—— 
tegular order! 


The gentleman from New York is recog- 


This $8.12} protection to the packer on the meat | 


Will the gentleman allow | 


for | 


| supernatural 
| party to the policy of serving the interests of the people, and 
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measure and attempting to persuade Members of this House 
that in so doing they are seeking to relieve the American people 
from the high prices that are exacted for food products. 

If the gentleman from South Dakota desires to help in reliev- 
ing the people of this country from the exactions of the Beef 
Trust, let him hold his soul in patience and vote for the free-list 
bill that will be offered here, and which will provide for the free 
importation of meat, so that the Beef Trust will no longer be in 


a position to extract money unjustly from the American people. 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I would say to the gentle 
man, Yes, I will vote for that bill; but the tlemun may rest 
assured that it will not pass. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Nebraska ? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Nebraska | Mr. Norris]. 

Mr. JAMES. Why will it not pass? Will the gentleman's 
party defeat it in the Senate? 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gentleman 
from New York, if the proposed bill does not become a law, 


will this other proposition become effective? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not expressing my opinion as to 
whether that measure will become a law in the future, because 
my experience with the party with which the gentleman has so 
long been associated leads to that nothing but 
agency would vert certain gentlemen in 


me believe 


t 
} 
us 

I 


con 


do not look for that in the immediate future. [I 


applause on the Democratic side.] 


aughter and 


Mr. NORRIS. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York, 
Why not permit a vote to be taken on amendments to this 
measure in order to avoid that very contingency, no matter 
from what side it may come, whether from my party or from 
his party? [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, the gentleman’s suggestion is plaus- 
ible, but the applause which he receives comes from those who 
have been opposing this bill during this debate 

Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman not know that th 
already two amendments on this bill as it came originally Troi 
the State Department? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes, I do; and I know that the ad 

| tration of which the gentleman from Pennsylvania has \ 
wheel horse for some years assured this side of the Ho t 
those amendments will not jeopardize the enactment 
proval of this law, either here or in Canada; a! d the i 
of the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Marrin] shou ad 


the South American countries, and from every other great meat- | 


producing country in the world, in order to have effective com- 
petition with the Beef Trust. But, Mr. Chairman, with an in- 
genuity for which gentlemen on that side of the House are 
famous, they pretend to be endeavoring to give relief to the 


American people by demanding that beef be allowed to come | 


into this country from Canada free when all Canada and everyone 
else knows that no beef would come here if Canadian beef were 
put on the free list, but that the Beef Trust would 


” 
go 


into | 


Canada and take charge of that industry there, if it had a free | 


market in Canada, and still hold the American market. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I will ask the gentleman, 
Has Canada any objection to the importation of meat from 
Canada to this country free? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is what I am trying to make very 
clear. Canada knows that no beef will come into this country, 
no matter what the tariff rate from Canada is, and inasmuch as 
this is a reciprocal agreement, the duties and rafes are the same, 
whether articles come from one country or the other. 

The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. MARTIN] and the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] both voted against this 
reciprocity agreement in the last Congress when it was pending 
in the House. It may be that some gentlemen have heard them 
raising their voices in favor of free meats when the Payne- 
reg bill was under consideration here, or under considera- 

on in another body, but my recollection does not bring to 
— the figure of the gentleman from South Dakota discussing 
- = a or urging it upon the Members of this House. 
a attempts to amend this bill are, in my opinion, made for 
ut one purpose, and that is to arouse so much antagonism 
— this agreement in Canada and to create so much distrust 
- Pig 0 there against it that, while it will not be beaten 
a United States, it will fail to receive the approval of the 

ne Parliament. That, in my opinion, is the purpose of the 
sentiemen on that side who are endeavoring to amend this 


been made in the White House and not in the House of It 


sentatives. [Applause on the Democratic 


side. ] 


Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I shall be glad to be recognized, just to ask 
a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. [Cries of “ Regular order!” | 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to oppose the amendment eu 
heard the thunders roar before. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is 1 i 
order. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I move to strike out the last word 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from New York [Mr. F1 
GERALD] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpbERwoop| 
counsel that no amendment shall be offered to this bill, for | 


reason that they say the bill covers the pact or agreement made 
by the President of the United States with the Canadian « 
missioners, and that this is an effort to vitalize that pact 
agreement by legislation, and that it can not be amended with 


out the permission of Canada, that Canada would not consent, 
and that the agreement would fail. Now, I want to ask the 
gentleman what assurance he has that, in section 2 of this bill 


page 23— 

Pulp wood, mechanically ground— 

And so forth, which is not according to the pact or agree- 
ment, but an amendment to that agreement, will be accepted? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield to allow me 
state the assurance we have? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield for a question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. My understanding of the history of that 
amendment is that at the request of the executive department 
of the Government, either directly or indirectly, that particular 


to 








owas 


Eden 
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amendment to section 2 was prepared by the distinguished gen- 
tleman who now heads the minority of this House, and assur- 
ances were received from the Executive, after consultation with 
the representatives of the Canadian Government, that this 


amendment would not jeopardize the pact, but would be accepted | 


by Canada. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


Mr. CANNON. When gentlemen get through applauding I 


will try to take the remainder of my time without interrup- 
tion. By what grapevine telegraph has that assurance been 
given? In what public document does it appear? If you can 
amend the agreement in one respect, why can you not do so in 
auother? It is proposed to amend it in section 2, and if that 


amendment is adopted the pact is broken, unless Canada accepts | 


the amendment. [Laughter.] I will discuss section 2 when we 


come to it. I think I know why you amend section 2. You | 
have not stated the reason. I will ask you to state it later; | 


but I think it is a very thin argument to make in the American 
House of Representatives, which originates revenue bills—ex- 
cept this one [laughter]—that the pending bill can not be 
amended because Canada will not have it. Great heavens! 
Let us bring Canada down here and surrender the Hall of the 
House to her. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma 


amendment of the gentleman from Illinois will be withdrawn. | 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the gentle- | 


man from South Dakota. : 
The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Cannecti meats and canned poultry, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend line 6 by | 


striking out “ twenty” and inserting “ one.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, in line 6, strike out “twenty” and insert “ one.” 


Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, the Democratic majority 
are in desperate straits. [Derisive laughter on the Democratic 
side.}] I say the Democratic majority are in desperate straits 
indeed when the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoopD] 
and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firzcera.p] feel forced 
to resort to the arguments they have made upon the preceding 
amendments. The gentleman from Alabama stated first that 
if this amendment was adopted the bill would have to go back 


to the Canadian Parliament. If the gentleman had examined | 


the Canadian bill carefully, as a lawyer, he would never have 
made that statement, for I have too much confidence in his 
fairness to this House to believe that he would intentionally 
have misled it. 

Day before yesterday I read a portion of the Canadian bill 


into the Recorp. I challenged then any lawyer in this Chamber | 
to rise and say that putting a free list of imports into this | 


country would affect that bill in the slightest degree. I renew 
that challenge now. The gentleman from Alabama next said 
that if we adopted this amendment that this was reciprocal, 


and that we would have to make the Canadian side of the bill | 


the same. I want to say that if the gentleman had read his 
own bill carefully he would not have made that statement, 


because this does not purport to be reciprocal in any degree, for | 


the proviso is as follows: 


Provided, That the duties above enumerated shall take effect when- 
ever the President of the United States shall have satisfactory evidence 


and shall make proclamation that on the articles hereinafter enumerated, | 
the growth, product, or manufacture of the United States, or any of its | 


possessions (except the Philippine Islands and the islands of Guam 
and Tutuila), when imported therefrom into the Dominion of Canada, 
duties not in excess of the following are imposed, namely : 

We do not propose to touch the Canadian side of the agree- 
ment upon these duties. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
Gentlemen of the majority, you are trying to deceive the coun- 
try this afternoon in your action of to-day. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] There is no reason, if your are acting in 
good faith in desiring to lower duties, why you should not vote 
for these amendments, and the reason you are not is because 


you do not want to legislate for the country. You propose a | 


little later to support a bill which you believe will be vetoed 
and not become a law. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. LENROOT. Yes. 

Mr. THAYER. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
the same solicitude for the Canadian people which moved him 
and his associates to offer these amendments is the same solici- 
tude which moves them to vote against this reciprocity treaty 
with Canada? [Applause.] 
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Mr. LENROOT. I want to say to the gentleman that I am eo! 
to vote for the amendments, every one of them, and I am ¢ 
to vote for the free list, although without having any confic, 

| that we shall secure the legislation. But if we would ad 
| 





these amendments, we would have legislation of some }, 
to the consumers of the country, instead of only supposed 
litical issues for you. [Applause on the Republican side. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, just for a moment I wan: 
engage in a little uncovering of motives. I saw the gent); 
from Michigan [Mr. ForpNey] vote for the amendment off 
by the gentleman from South Dakota to put meat on the { 
list. When I saw that I began to think of his record iy ; 
past. I think I have heard him say that he was for the 
admission of nothing into America. He wanted the tarift 
so high that nothing could get over it. What reason ha 
gentieman for wishing to inject into this reciprocity bil! 
free-list measures? It must be along these lines that 
know that every man who conscientiously will support om 
| these amendments putting certain items on the free list i; 
bill will likewise vote for it on the free list introduced |) 

gentleman from Alabama and now pending here, and 

know that every Member who is at heart opposed to this 

| will vote to put these items on the free list in this bill! | 
| then vote to defeat the bill. If they get these items on this 
here, they will kill this bill in the Senate, or else, if there 
enough Members in the House and Senate honestly in fay. 
the free items now urged by them, then our free-list bil! 
go through the Senate. You can not be for the free-list jt. 
in this bill and against them in the other. And Senators 
the other end of the Capitol can not be for free items in | 
bill and against them in the next bill on the calendar. If ¢! 
bill will pass the Senate with the free-list items in it, so 
the free-list bill introduced by the gentleman from Ala!) 
When the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ForpNry] vote 
put meat on the free list in this bill, I looked with sus; 
upon the motives of the whole party back of him. [Apy)! 

| on the Democratic side.] 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LeNRooT] may be honest 
and sincere, but when he sees the company he is moving with 
he ought to know he is blind. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
| last word. I do so for the purpose of stating my reasons for 
opposing the amendment offered by the gentleman from \W 
consin. There seems to be some question as to the exact eff 
of that amendment, together with the amendments ofiered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska and the gentleman from ~: 
Dakota. These gentlemen say that the effect of the adojtion 
of their amendments would be merely to change the dut) 
posed by this bill upon Canadian products and not change t 
duty imposed by Canada upon the American products. % 
if that is true, Mr. Chairman, the effect of the amend: 
offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin is simply that canned 
| meats and poultry coming from Canada into this country would 
be received at a duty of 1 per cent ad valorem, and the meuts 
and poultry going from this country to Canada would be 
charged 20 per cent ad valorem. But the gentleman from \Vis 
| consin says that Canada will not object to this; that Canada 
would be glad to have her canned poultry come in here :' 
less duty than she imposes on our product. Of course, 
would be for the benefit of Canada. Of course, Canada would 
not object; but, Mr. Chairman, how about all the other « 
tries of the world with whom we have the most-favored-n:(iou 
clause in our .treaties? The effect of this amendment wv l 
| be simply this: We would be giving to Canada a prefer 
| of 95 per cent which we accord to no other nation and ¢ 

which Canada gives us no adequate consideration. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield? 
| Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. If it be true that that would be giving Canada 
something for which we get no consideration, then is it not true 
| that the bill unamended would have the same effect that the 
| gentleman is afraid of, because we are giving to Canada sonic 
| thing and getting nothing in return? [Laughter.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. On the contrary; in my view there is 
abundant consideration for this agreement on both sides just 1s 
it stands. Therefore, we must not by amending this bill cive 
Canada much lower duties than she gives us on the,same arti- 
cles, so that some other foreign nation can say that we are (is- 
criminating in favor of Canada in that particular, giving (20- 
ada advantages which we do not accord to them. 

Mr. NORRIS. The duties are not all the same. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I decline to yield further, Mr. Chair- 
man. It is perfectly apparent that it is just as dangerous to 
the success of this bill to put Canadian products on the free list 
where Canada does not reduce her duty against us as to 
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reduce or raise other duties which we have reason to believe 
Canada would not accept. That is one other way of beating 
this bill. There are two ways of defeating the bill. One is to 
make an amendment which Canada will not agree to, and the 
other is to make an amendment which will violate the most- 
fayored-nation clause with other nations. I am speaking, Mr. 
Chairman, as a Republican, and as one who is in favor of this 
pill as it stands, I propose to vote against any amendment 
offered for whatever purpose which may result fatally to this 
pill. I am content in this matter to follow the President of the 
United States. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I shall vote against every amend- 
ment proposed to this bill, including even the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio to strike out the last word, now pending. 
~ Mr. LONGWORTH. I will withdraw that pro forma amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; I am speaking in opposition to it, and 
the gentleman can not withdraw it. I do not take this view 
under the mistaken apprehension that it is not within the 
power of Congress to amend the bill without in any way affect- 
ing the agreement entered into by the two countries. [Ap- 
plause.} I do not disguise from myself the fact that it was 
wholly within the spirit and the letter of the agreement to adopt 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Lennoor], now pending, or any other amendment which reduces 
the rate of duty on articles coming from Canada into the 
United States without in any way affecting the rate of duty 
on articles coming from the United States into Canada. There 
are a number of items in this bill that are not at all reciprocal, 
a number of items in the bill in regard to articles coming from 
Canada into the United States that are not mentioned in the 
list of articles going from the United States into Canada. There 
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are a number of articles mentioned in the list going from the | 


United States to Canada that are not mentioned in the list of 
articles coming from Canada to the United States. For in- 


of “Laugh and the world laughs with you’? 


o4l 


and I may be pardoned for sug- 


ington, Col. John A. Joyce; 


| gesting that our poets are not usually inspired by what is bad, 


but generally by what is good. 
my time. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


I ask the Clerk to read it in 


RECIPROCITY. 
Reciprocity is good 


In the field and farm and wood 
To intertwine our brotherhood. 


Reciprocity is best 
For each honest, loving cuest, 
From the East unto the West. 


Reciprocity is grand 
To tie us to a brother land, 
Equality of heart and hand. 


Reciprocity is wise, 
Without greed or base disguise, 
And no secret, liquid lies. 


Reciprocity is love, 
Gentle as a cooing dove, 
Born from glorious climes above. 


Reciprocity to feel, 


In our woe or in our weal, 
That we get a strong, square deal. 


Reciprocity, fore and aft, 
With all nations, scorning graft, 
Through the voice of big Bill Taft! 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri a question. The gentleman states the verses are 
signed by John A. Joyce. Does that settle the question between 
John A. Joyce and Ella Wheeler Wilcox as to who is the author 
[Laughter and 


| applause. } 


stance, we put a duty of only 10 cents a ton on iron ore coming | snenimanl 
| Ament 1e . 


from Canada into the United States, in consideration of Can- 
ada putting a duty of only one-half a cent a pound on unshelled 
peanuts and 1 cent a pound on shelled peanuts coming from the 


United States into Canada, because neither of those items is | 


found in the corresponding list of the other country. 


It would be quite within our power under the favored-nation | 


clause, in my Judgment, to admit meats free of duty coming 


from Canada into the United States in consideration of Canada | 


admitting meats at a cent and a quarter a pound coming from 
the United States into Canada. It is quite within the province 
of the favored-nation clause and the agreement to do this, but 
it would not be good sense, in my judgment, and I shal! vote 
against that amendment and other amendments. 
the difficulties on the other side of the House in voting down 
these amendments which are in order, which would not invali- 
date the agreement, in my opinion. 

I am in favor of carrying out the agreement and entering into 


I appreciate | 


reciprocal relations with Canada, but I appreciate the fact | 


[applause] that while amendments might be made, they would 
result in defeat of the bill in the end. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a. question? 

Mr. MANN. In just a moment. My distinguished colleague 
from Illinois, distinguished in many ways, has stated that sec- 
tion 2 of the bill relating to pulp and paper was not in accord- 
ance with the agreement. With what little knowledge I have 
been able to gain, after partly, if not at least helping in, pre- 
paring the amendment or the section in the bill and in part the 
provision in the agreement, I am prepared to say that section 
2 of the bill to the letter carries out the agreement entered into 
between the two executives and does not depart in the slightest 
degree from the terms of the agreement. [Applause.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been exhausted; debate is 
now proceeding by unanimous consent and—— [Cries of 
dann es Regular order is demanded. The ques- 

m “ms fro 
Wisconsin e amendment offered by the gentleman from 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Lard and 
met an Tr ent, cottolene and cotton stearine, and ani- 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, having had no time dur- 
4 general debate, I avail myself of the privilege of offering 
pro forma amendment to strike out the last word, for the 
purpose of reading or having read into the Recozp a poem on 
reciprocity composed by the poet laureate of the city of Wash- 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Egg yolk, egg albumen, and blood albumen, 74 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont, 
the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and all other fresh or 
refrigerated meats excepting game; bacon and hams, not in tins or 
jars; meats of all kinds, dried, smoked, salted, in brine, or prepared or 
preserved in any manner; canned meats and canned poultry; extract 
of meat, fluid or not; lard and compounds thereof; cottulene and cotton 
stearine, and animal stearine; tallow; egg yolk, egg albumen and blood 
albumen, the growth, product, or manufacture of the Dominion of Can- 
ada, shall be imported therefrom into the United States free of duty. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of or- 
der that the amendment is obnoxious to paragraph 3 of Rule 
XXI with which, perhaps, the gentleman is not familiar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Vermont de- 
sire to be heard? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. 
upon his point of order. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 

lous amendments. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I ask for a ruling of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. The 
amendment undertakes to put upon the free list certain articles 
being imported from the Dominion of Canada. The paragraph 
just read is part of the section relating to the dutiable list of 
articles imported into the United States from the Dominion of 
Canada, and the amendment is not germane to it. The Chair, 
therefore, sustains the point of order. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Barley malt, 45 cents per 100 pounds. 


Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, there are two distinctive, 
fundamental principles of government, upon the one or the other 
of which all governments are founded and rest rhese princi 
ples are directly the opposites of each other. In one the theory 
of concentration of power and authority prevails, and in the 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 


I do not if the gentleman insists 


We can not waste time on these frivo- 


| other the diffusion of the power and authority of government 


| 


prevails. In the monarchy the sovereignty of government is 
concentrated largely in the hands of a few, while in the de 
mocracy the sovereignty of government is disseminated among 
the masses of the people, who exercise the power and control of 
government. Where power is vested in a few the theory pre- 
yails that the few possess and are entitled to have superior 
privileges and benefits and that the authority of government 
ean rightfully be used to foster and benefit the business and 
the welfare of the favored few. In the democracy the cherished 


idea of equal rights and exact justice to all and special privileges 
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to none pervades and should dominate its institutions of govern- | 
ment and the legislation of the country. 

There are also two theories of taxation and two distinctive | 
lines of public policy along which the taxing power is exer- | 
cised. The Democratic Party teaches and boldly asserts that | 
the taxing power of the Government—that power which the | 


Government has and exercises to take the private property of | 


the individual citizen—can only be exercised rightfully for the 


purpose of raising revenue for governmental purposes to main- | 
tain the Government honestly and properly administered, and 


that when this purpose is accomplished the taxing power of 


the Government ceases; but the Republican Party disputes this | 


limitation of the taxing power and asserts that the Government | 


has the right and should exercise the taxing power for purposes 


other than the governmental purpose of raising an adequate | 


revenue to maintain the Government. In keeping with these 
assertions, for more than 40 years the Republican Party has exer- 
cised the taxing power for purposes other than revenue pur- 
poses. It boldly asserts that the Government has not only the 
authority, but that it should exercise the taxing power for the 
purpose of protection. 

Let us clearly understand and illustrate what the doctrine of 
protection means and how it operates. 

For illustration, we will say that in New York, or New Jer- 
sey, or Ohio, or Tennessee, or elsewhere in the States of the 
Union, certain individuals are engaged in business, and the 
profits realized are not as large as they think they are entitled 
to, and in order to increase their profits it is proposed, under 
the theory of protection, to exercise and use the taxing power of 


is that trusts spring up and prosper in every departm, f 
business which receives this protection, and the great m; f 
the people are continually paying tribute to these trusts i 


combines through the wrongful exercise of the taxing pow 

the Government. The history of tariff legislation in this ' 
try has been that the tariff taxes have continued to grow | - 
and higher, and the stronger and richer the enterprises } 
which receive the benefit of tariff protection, the more ins 
they become that it shall be perpetually continued and 
tained at a higher rate. Right economic laws can not | 
lated continually with impunity, and we have to-day, and 

had for years, many illustrations of wrongs and grievances 

to the American people because of these abuses of the | 
power and using the Government as an agency to take the 

of some of the citizens for the benefit of others. Cond 
became so intolerable and public sentiment became so inc 
that the mass of the people at the last election revolted a¢ 
this policy and in no uncertain terms have demanded a 1 

to a proper and rightful exercise and use of the taxing pov 

the Government, and have commissioned the Democrati: 

to discharge this trust, and the President of the United s 
reilizing the demand of the people that the tariff tax s|! 


| lowered and the wrongs righted, has submitted for tly 


the Government so as to require the purchasers and consumers | 1 
letter is as follows: 


of their goods to pay a larger price and yield a Jarger profit. 
For instance, we will say that an importer of hats can buy them 
abroad at such a price that they can be sold to the consumer at 
a reasonable profit at $1 each. When he arrives at the port of 


entry he is met by a customs officer who informs me that before | 


he can enter the goods into this country he must pay a certain 
duty, and he mquires why and for what purpose. A Demo- 
crat tells him that he is to receive the benefits of the markets 


of our country and that it is just and proper that he should | 
pay a reasonable amount toward raising the revenue necessary | 
| are my warm personal friends. 


to properly maintain the Government; but a Republican says to 
him that independently of the question of revenue for govern- 


mental purposes he must pay a tax for the sake of protecting | 


and fostering the business of the manufacturers of hats in New 
York or Tennessee, and that these manufacturers desire to sell 





sideration of the Congress the Canadian reciprocity treat, | 
it is my purpose to state my position with reference | 
pending legislation. Some of my people have requested mn) 
vote against Canadian reciprocity legislation, and, as | s 
unable to do so, and desire to place before them and this 
some of the reasons why I was unable to do so, I shall us 

part of my remarks my letter in reply to their petition, \ 


“T am in receipt of your letter of the 14th instant in 
a petition bearing 261 names asking me to work and vote a: 
the passage of the pending Canadian reciprocity treaty 
lation. 

“In reply I beg to say that I am always glad to hay 
expression from all of my constituents of their views on pend 
legislation and always give careful and conscientious consi: 
tion to their views and wishes. I fully realize the high . 
acter of the signers to the petition, and that very many of tly 


“1 wish to observe that I am now and have all my lif 
interested in farming and everything I have is invested th: 


|and my son, just starting in life, has chosen farming as 


their hats at a dollar and a half each, and in order to enable | 
them to do so a duty will be levied upon his hats to force him | 
to sell his hats at a dollar and a half each, and thereby enable | 


the home man to exact a larger price and larger profit from his 
customers. This simple illustration brings out forcefully the 
difference in principle between the exercise of the taxing power 
for revenue purposes under the Democratic theory of govern- 


ment and the exercise of the taxing power for the purposes of | 


protection under the Republican theory of government. It will 
be borne in mind that the increased price of the hat made here 
does not inure to the benefit of the revenue of the Treasury, but 
goes wholly into the business of the private manufacturer, and 
when it is further remembered that for every imported article 
upon which the Government receives revenue there are at least 
10 times as many homemade articles, it is easy to understand 
how the taxing power of the Government is used to levy tribute 
under the Republican policy upon the labor and toil and the 
production of the masses of the people for the purpose of build- 
ing up the fortunes of a favored few; and when we enlarge 
this illustration to embrace the vast number of articles used in 
this country, amounting to billions of dollars each year, we 
can have some idea of the enormous tribute paid by the masses 
of the people under this perverted use and exercise of the tax- 
ing power, and which goes as tribute into the coffers of the 
protected classes, and we can get a further insight into the 
methods by which the colossal fortunes have been piled up in 
this country. 

I wish also to call attention to the fact that when one indus- 
try is protected every other industry demands similar protec- 
tion, and the individuals receiving these benefits bind them- 
selves together and cooperate under a community of interest, 
not only for the maintenance of their own favored position, but 
to encourage others to join with them and thereby strengthen 
and insure the continuance of the policy of protection by which 
they fatten and grow rich; and thus it is—the political poison 
spreads, and one artificial condition succeeds another until the 
natural laws of supply and demand as regulators of trade and 
commerce are largely destroyed and supplanted by the agree- 
ment of combinations formed in restraint of trade; and thus it 


ere errr upbengemmamanananie 


life work, and I am sure that you will appreciate that f 
every standpoint I am deeply interested in the welfare and | 
perity of the farmers, and that it is my desire to do all I cu 
promote and advance their interests and success. Howevye 
is my mature judgment, after much consideration, that y: 
they are unnecessarily agitated over the supposed results of 
legislation, and I will give you some of the reasons which | 
me tg pursue the course which I do. And, as it is impos: 
for me to write personally to each of the signers of the pet 
I shall take the liberty of publishing this letter to you as 
reply to each of them. 

“ First. During the last session of Congress the Democ! 
met in caucus and gave full consideration to this legisla‘ 
and by an overwhelming vote adopted it and made it a 1) 
cratic measure. During the present session of the newly e| 
Congress another caucus was held and the matter again « 
sidered, and again, by an overwhelming vote, was made 
declared to be a Democratic measure. I may add that it 
the support and indorsement of all the Democratic leaders 
the country. Now, if I should work and vote against tlic 
I would not in the least change the result of anyone's vote ‘ 
than my own. But I would, by so doing, subject myse!! 
exclusion from the future caucuses of the party and from | 
ticipation in its future councils, and I would be placed i 
position of political alignment with the high protective tu 
wing of the Republican Party. I feel confident that it Is | 
the desire that I should be placed in this position. 

“Second. For time out of mind the Democratic Party | 
declared that the tariff on farm products in this country ws 
of no advantage to the farmers of the country, and did 1 
affect in any way the price of farm products. The Democrat 
Party has uniformly declared that as this country, was 2 large 
exporter of farm products which were sold in open market 
competition of the world that the price of farm products in this 
country was controlled and governed by the price of the sur 
plus sold abroad. This is a fundamental, economic propos 
tion, which, it appears to me, will not be controverted. | c 
more than 25 years throughout my district and in other places 
of the State and in other States I have advocated this politic: 
doctrine and have declared for these political principles and 
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policies of tariff legislation, and, so far as I have been able to 
observe, they have always met the cordial and enthusiastic 
support and indorsement of the Democrats of all voeations of 
life. The Democratic Party has repeatedly declared—and so 
have I—that the tariff on farm products was levied for the 
purpose of attempting to justify what we consider excessively 
high duties upen other articles which are affected in price by 
the tariff. Now, I am asked to reverse this position and, by 
my yote, assert that the tariff on farm products does affect and 
control prices, and thereby to approve and indorse the political 
teachings of the Republican Party. I feel confident that, upon 
reflection, I will not be asked or expected to do this. When I 
eall your attention to the fact that during the last 10 years we 
exported and sold abroad 812,239,651 bushels of wheat and, in 
addition, 144,945,543 barrels of flour, or, if I call your attention 
to the fact that during the same time we exported and sold 
abread $1,975,278,025 worth of breadstuffs, made of farm prod- 
acts, you will at once realize not only the vast magnitude and 
importance of our foreign trade to the farmers, but you will 
realize that the prices of these sales abroad fix absolutely the 
prices of farm products at home. 

“Third. But let us deal especially with Canada. During the 
last five years ending June 30 last, in goods of all kinds— 





We ccld i COREG. ote nn. semen deabenen asendioasannt $886, 417, 376 
Games GOR Gi Ri eee tenes seo om 393, 913, 673 
a 492, 503, 703 


“These figures show that Canada is a good country for us to 
trade with. Any country which buys from us more than it sells 
to us is a good country to trade with. No tariff wall should 
stand between us and such a country. 


Horses : 
Ce rte tenia entire $14, 172, 075 
EE SE 2, 549, 201 


Difference tn our favor 





Cattle : 
WEE Ee 1, 578, 179 
Ca etre nereeemerasares 1, 193, 796 
a ier ctitenest ciara cree ananen mancnabenasescime 384, 383 


Meat and dairy products: 
CR EEE ee A 
EE 904,191 


i ae 


16, 106, 826 
Breadstoffs : 
ttt crrcrensenerrenmeneesenn eee 


Se a tre tren ct es oases i 


31, 596, 556 


6, 679, 884 


a  seremenerennsermnanen 


24, 916, 672 


Corn : 
Cr a ctepriseratitneoencirenananeons 21, 704, 572 
ee eeemeeneeoan 14, 350 
I ; 21, 690, 222 
Wheat: < ee 
EE 4, 442, 307 
re  enbewens 766, 254 


en ewnncnan 3, 676, 053 


“ These official figures of our trade with Canada for the last 
five years show that she is a pretty good customer of the farm- 
ers of the United States, and that she is a country whose trade 
the farmers should cultivate and seek. 

" It has been shown that a mixture of Canadian wheat and 
American wheat makes a higher and better grade of flour which 
commands a better price in the markets of the world than the 
flour made from either alone. Canada ships her surplus wheat 
to Liverpool and other foreign markets the same as we do, and 
the only difference is the question of freight rates, elevator 
facilities, etc. It is claimed by those who are competent to 
judge that if the United States could control through her own 
ports the shipment and export of Canadian wheat that it would 
enable this country to better regulate and control the price of 
wheat and steady its price and prevent corners and excessive 
fluctuations. 

“ Canada raises grass-fed cattle, but is unable to make corn- 
fed beef. The farmers of the United States have a surplus of 
corn and other cattle-feeding products, purchase the grass-fed 
Canadian cattle and corn-feed and sell them to a greater advan- 
tage, thereby utilizing their farm products to a better profit. 

Let me illustrate: The farmers of our section likewise raise 
= and hay. They go into other States and purchase young 
_ - and feed them and ship them, when grown and fattened, 

other States at a nice profit, thereby making their farms 
more profitable and furnishing use and eonsumption for their 
corn and feedstuffs. Would our farmers think it a wise policy 
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to be compelled to pay a tax of $25 or $30 per head on each 
mule which they bring in from other States for feeding purposes 
and then when the mule is ready for shipment to be required to 
pay another $25 or $30 for the privilege of shipping and selling 
in another State? This forcibly ilhastrates the truth and cor- 
rectness of the Democratic theory and policy of government 
which stands for larger trade and commercial peace and facil- 
ities, believing that there is profit both in buying and selling 
and that the prosperity of the country will be best promoted to 
all the people when there are few shackles upon trade and 
artificial conditions are destroyed, and competition and sale 
and purchase shall be afforded to all the people. I wish to say 
again that, in my opinion, which is reenforced and supported by 
the almost unanimous opinion of the Democrats in Congress, 
that the legislation which we propose will be of immense benefit 
to the farmers of the country, and I am confident that it will 
not infure the farmers of our section. 

“In your letter you refer to the fact that there has been 
lately a decline in the price of farm produets, and you charge 
it to the discussion of Canadian reciprocity. It is only neces 
sary to call your attention to the fact that for time out of 
mind prices have risen and fallen. I might call your attention 
to the fact that on June 10, 1909, wheat was $1.51; August 26, 
$1.06; October 14, $1.27;, October 21, $1.21; January 13, 1910, 
$1.33; June 16, $1.033; November 10, 96 cents. I could call 
your attention te the same fluctuations in the prices of corn, 
oats, and other products, showing greater fluctuations, and that 
Canadian reciprocity has nothing whatever to do with it. 

“TIT may add that the caucus adopted and the House proposes 
to pass a companion bill placing on the free list all farm and 
agricultural implements and machinery and vehicles of every 
kind, leather, saddles and harness, boots and shoes, cotton bag- 
ging and ties, and many other articles which enter into the use 
and consumption of the farmers and the price of which is con- 
trolled more or less by the tariff; and I fail to see wherein 
the farmer has any cause of complaint at the program of legis- 
lation proposed by the Democratic Party. 

“The doctrine of protection has been talked so long that its 
political poison has spread much throughout the country and 
artificial conditions of trade have been created, one artificial 
condition demanding the creation of another, and so on, until 
trade conditions have become so artificial and abnormal! that 
trusts and combinations to confrol prices and restrain trade 
have infested the land; and the Democratic Party—true to the 
principles which it has always proclaimed with reference to the 
tariff—pledged itself to reduce the tariff, and should it not do 
so it would be false to its promises and betray the trust which 
the people reposed in it. 

“After many years of difference and dispute and qnarrels 
and defeat the Democrats finally united and won a glorious 
victory in the last congressional election. I believe in Demo- 
cratic harmony and unity and cooperation. I deplore dissen- 
sion and strife and division. Now is the time for unity of ac- 
tion and cooperation of purpose, and, all over the country, 
Democrats everywhere are demanding unity of action and that 
we shall subordinate our local and personal differences and 
stand united as a party. This I indorse, and my 
purpose.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I wish to say that I might 
have gone further into the details of our trade with 
Canada and reasons why I support this legislation, but it oe 
to me that I have said enough to make my position plainly 
understeod. Let the Government return to a rightful and proper 
use and exercise of the taxing power; let normal trade and ¢ 
mercial conditions be restored ; let every man and every in 
have a fair chance and unhampered opportunities In the 
gles of life; let everyone receive and enjoy the full benefit of the 
results of his toil, industry, and capacity. 
try prosper and the blessings and benefits of labor and trade 
will be justly and more equitably distributed among the mass¢ 
of the people and labor will receive and enjoy its reward. PD 
content will largely disappear and will 
people. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Plows, tooth and disk harrows, harvesters, reapers, agricultural drills 
and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators; thrashing . in 
eluding windstackers, baggers, weighers, and self-feeders therefor and 
finished parts thereof imported for repair of the foregoing, 15 1 it 
ad valorem, 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer the fol 
ing substitute. I wish to transfer from page 4 the amendment 
that I have sent to the Clerk’s desk to line 4, on page 16. The 
paragraph that I offer the amendment to has been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the substitute. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Fornpney: 

Pages 4 and 5, strike out the paragraph beginning on line 21, page 4, 
and ending with line 2, page 5, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“ Plows, tooth and disk harrows, headers, harvesters, reapers, agri- 
cultural drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators. thrashing 
machines and cotton gins, farm wagons and farm carts, and all other 
agricultural implements of any kind and description, whether spe- 
cifically mentioned herein or not, whether in whole or in part, including 
repair parts.” 

ae UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of 
order, 

Mr. FORDNEY. I offer this as a substitute for the para- 
graph just read, and on that IT would like to say a few words. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of 
order. I do not know what the amendment is. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I reserve a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Michigan offers a 
substitute—— P 

Mr. FORDNEY. If the gentlemen will permit, I will explain 
to = committee what I mean by the substitute for that para- 
graph, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan will sus- 
pend for a moment. The Chair will undertake to state the 
amendment offered by him. It is in lieu of lines 21, 22, 23, and 
24, on page 4, and lines 1 and 2, on page 5, to insert the amend- 
ment read from the Clerk’s desk as a substitute, and ag to 
which a point of order has been reserved by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. UnDERWoop] and the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Harpwick]. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, in support of the substitute 
I wish to say that I am offering it for the reason that by the 
transfer of that paragraph to page 16, line 4, after the 
word “namely,” it places the farm machinery described in that 
paragraph, or substitute, upon the free list coming from Can- 
ada into the United States, without affecting the duty on that 
class of goods going from his country into Canada. 

Now, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lonewortru] stated a 
while ago that his objection to a certain amendment was be- 
cause it was not reciprocal. I would call his attention to sec- 
tion 2 of the bill and ask him where there is a word in the 
entire section or bill that is reciprocal between this country and 
Canada. Section 2 provides for letting into our market free of 
duty all print paper and pulp without asking anything in re- 
turn for it. On the other hand, the gentleman from Illinois 
{[Mr. MANN] said he would vote against all amendments to 
the bill, and that he would vote for the measure: Now, I want 
to offset that vote by saying that I will vote for any amendment 
that will destroy it. 

The gentleman from Illinois said that he believed that all arti- 
cles were reciprocal, for the reason that we were trading a ton 
of iron ore for peanuts. That is about the size of the measure, 
gentlemen. This bill is just about the size of trading a ton of 
iron ore, representing one of the great industries of this coun- 
try, for peanuts from North Carolina. 

Mr. Chairman, we are taking away from the farmer every 
vestige of protection on every article produced by him. And 
no man on that side of the House or this side of the House will 
contend, if he is fair in his argument, that there is a single 
thing in the substitute which I have offered that will in any 
way jeopardize the success of this measure except, my friends, 
that you are not willing to trade the farmer something for some- 
thing that you are taking away from him. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does not the gentleman’s amendment 
propose to increase the duty found in the bill under considera- 
tion at present? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I say, is not the effect of the gentle- 
man’s amendment to increase the duty found in the pending bill? 

Mr. FORDNEY. If that is the effect, then I do not under- 
stand anything that I am talking about. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side.] But I will say to the gentleman that when 
I want to reach a conclusion in making up my own judgment I 
will not go to the gentleman from Brooklyn, or New York. 
[Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman would be much more 
fortunate if he did, rather than rely on himself and his own 
judgment. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. It is very fortunate for me, perhaps, that 
TI am not a resident of Brooklyn. I have the honor to come 
from a better district—a district where Republicans grow, 
and where the farmers raise the products that feed the mouths 
of the people of Brooklyn. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

A Member. Brooklyn no longer exists. [Laughter.] 


Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; but it is still on the map, 
belongs to the free-trade element. No man can come tv 
gress from the district represented by the gentleman fro) 
York [Mr. FiTzGERALD] who does not express the sen 
expressed by him. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is right. They represent t}). 
of the people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, well, if my friend wants a: 
good to eat he will come to Michigan, and there he wil! . 
[ Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote on the substitute. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. On that, Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
word. The amendment offered by the gentleman from Mj 
shows how sincerely honest he is in trying to defeat this 

Mr. FORDNEY. That is what I said. [Laughter a 
plause on the Repnblican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘The gentleman from Michigan noi 
offers an amendment to change the terms of the bill, : 
defeat it, but he proposes to raise the duty on the article: 
tioned beyond the rates of the reciprocity duty and put | 
articles back at the old Payne-bill rate, because in offering |js 
amendment he strikes out all rate of duty, and necess:ri g 
no rate of duty is mentioned, the articles would fal! a¢ 
under the terms on the Payne bill, which are above the rat f 
duty fixed in this bill, and that would of necessity defeat 5 
bill. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman from Alabama ; 
me to reply to that suggestion? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama , 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. FORDNEY. By transferring this paragraph fr 
protected list to the free list, does the gentleman mean | 
that it will increase the duty on that article? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘The gentleman gives no duty, and 
would follow necessarily therefrom. 

Mr. FORDNEY. If the gentleman will permit me, | 
read the language prior to that. Will the gentleman permit 
I would like to set myself right on this. On page 15, line 
the bill says: 

That the articles mentioned in the following paragraphs, the ¢ { 
product, or manufacture of the Dominion of Canada, when i i 
therefrom into the United States or any of its possessions (cx 
Philippine Islands and the islands of Guam and Tutuila), s 
exempt from duty, namely: 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand that the gentleman t: 
fers it from the free list of this bill to the dutiable list. 

Mr. FORDNEY. No. It is just the reverse. I transf 
from the dutiable list to the free list. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. This is the protected list, and the 
tleman transfers the item from that without naming any ( 
and in consequence the present rate of duty fixed by the I 
law would be effective. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, I beg to differ with the gentlem 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 0! 
by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Laths, 10 cents per 1,000 pieces. 


Mr. MADISON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike oul 
paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 7, line 24, strike out the paragraph. 


Mr. MADISON. Mr. Chairman, no one in this House | 
accuse me of lack of good faith in offering this amend 
No one can accuse me of offering this amendment for the | 
pose of defeating this bill. I voted for the bill before, 
whether my amendment carries or not, I will vote for it as 
{Applause.] I am offering the amendment in the interes 
the people, not alone of my district, but of the entire coun! 
because you have admitted upon the other side that if 
amendment does not prevail now it will not be written into 
law of this country during this session of Congress. ‘Th 
your one opportunity to give our people absolute free !' 
from Canada, and the question is whether or not you will « 
brace it. This bill goes far toward free trade in lumber \ 
Canada, but it ought to go all the way. . ; 

I am one of the few gentlemen on this side who come ! 
the Middle West who have been earnestly insisting upo! 
revision downward of the tariff law of this country who are n 
standing consistently for the same thing in this Congress U 
they stood for in the Sixty-first Congress. ' 

There is a declaration made in the report of the minority ©" 
this bill, filed in the last Congress, signed by the gentleman frvin 
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pennsylvania [Mr. Datzett] and by the gentleman from Michi- 

. (Mr. Forpney], that this bill is an abandonment of the 
DO y of protection. I am not in favor of the abandonment 
of the policy of protection as William McKinley defined it, as 
William H. Taft and other great leaders of my party define it, 


that it is the application of a duty equal to the difference of 
the cost of production at home and abroad, but I am in favor of 
abandoning protection as defined by Mr. Darzeti and Mr. 
Forpney, and I will not join with them in maintaining their 
kind of protection. {Applause on the Democratic side.] I 
am sorry that I must differ with my friends from the Middle 
West, but in my judgment the consistent thing for us to do 
is not to rally round these gentlemen whose brand of protec- 
tion we were so recently repudiating, but that instead we 
should stand with the President of the United States in this 
matter; because he is right and I am sure no Republican Presi- 
dent ever did, and no Republican President ever will propose 
a measure to the Congress of the United States that is an 
abandonment of the policy of protection. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield? 

Mr. MADISON. No; I have only five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. MADISON. Illness prevented me from being here and 
discussing this bill as I wished and showing as best I could that 
this bill would not, as has been represented, be detrimental but 
beneficial to the agricultural classes of the Middle West. I have 
only five minutes now to discuss my amendment, and can not 
yield for interruptions. You gentlemen on the other side admit 
that your so-called “‘ farmers’ free-list” bill is not to become a 
law. You say it will be defeated in the Senate. Why are you 
passing it? In order that it may go to the Senate and be de- 
feated—in order that you may cry that it was defeated by a Re- 
publican Senate? That is playing politics. That is not rising 
to the high standard to which you as a responsible party ought 
to rise, and when you are offered the opportunity to give the 
people of this country free lumber, as you can in this bill, and 





you refuse to do it, and pass through this House a bill including | 


free lumber that you know will not pass the Senate, you are 
absolutely convicting yourselves in the eyes of the American 


people of the fault of inconsistency when you say you want to | 


give them free lumber. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MADISON. I ask unanimous consent for two minutes 
more, 
The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Regular order! 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent | 


that the gentleman may have two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama renews the 
request that the gentleman from Kansas may proceed for two 
minutes, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MADISON. My amendment is only the first of a num- 
ber that I propose to offer. If you are honest in your desire for 
complete free lumber I feel sure you will vote this amendment 
through, and it will be the first one along the line of giving free 
lumber to the American people from Canada, a country that 
ranks third among the countries of the world in the quantity of 
its mature marketable timber. 

Gentlemen, this bill is going to the other end of this Capitol, 
and the Senate of the United States will make the bill. As in 
the historic summer of 1909 this House will hurry through the 
bills it is now considering, send them to the Senate, and abdi- 
cate the responsibilities and duties placed upon it by the Consti- 
tution of the United States. The time will come when the repre- 
sentatives of the people of this country in this House will 


institute a contest to restore to the House the fundamental rights | 


and privileges of the House. And I say, let it begin now and in 
the making of this bill. Let us assert our rights under the 
Constitution to originate bills to raise revenue, and let us make 
the bill as the gentlemen on the other side would make it, at 
least as to lumber, if they expressed their own desires. Why, 
nine out of every ten of you on the other side are in favor of 
free lumber, and yet you say your free-list bill will not go 
through, that this bill will go over to the Senate, and that the 
Senate will do with it as it pleases; and I say to you that, in 
all human probability, when it comes back here no man will 
recognize it. 
‘ Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I have a sincere regard 
ao the gentleman from Kansas who has just taken his seat, 

a through some misapprehension or misconception he has 
made a statement that I must challenge, He states that we 
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propose to pass a bill through this House with the statement 
that we do not recognize that it has a chance to become a law. 
I deny that proposition. I tell you, sir, that the free-list bill 
that we have introduced in this House and propose to pass will 
become a law Lapplause on the Democratic side] or the men 
who sit in the United States Senate on the Republican side 
will vacate many a seat, and the President of the United States, 
if he does not sign it, will never be heard of again in the po- 
litical history of this country. [Applause on the Democratic 


| side}. 





Mr. MADISON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. MADISON. Was the gentleman in the House and did 
he hear the statement of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD] ? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; but I thought the gentleman’s 
statement was facetious. 
Mr. MADISON. Never was the gentleman from New York 


more serious. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But I will say to the gentleman that 
the bill puts on the free list agricultural implements, fencing 
wire, and salt and free lumber for your northern farmers. It 
puts on the free list free cotton bagging and free hides for 
the southern farmer. It puts on the free list free meat, free 
bread, and free salt for the people who live in the cities and 
who are crying for cheaper food products to reduce the cost of 
living. I say to you that when that bill arrives in the United 
States Senate if it is not acted upon, there will be a judgment 
day in the Republican side of the Senate, and if the President 
does not sign it, there will be a judgment day at the White 
House. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. FORDNEY. The gentleman says that the farmers’ free- 
list bill puts salt on the free list for the northern farmer. I 
live in a northern State and I can purchase a ton of salt for 
75 cents in my home city. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. That does not controvert the state- 
ment I made. 
Mr. FORDNEY. A ton of salt will last you 100 years. 


[ Laughter. ] 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
salt mine. 
Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman spoke of a judgment day. 


The gentleman probably lives near a 


I want to ask if that side is not a little more anxious for a 
judgment day than it is for legislation? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at all; if there has been a Con- 


gress that has met in two decades that has shown itself willing 
to pass remedial legislation, not partisan legislation but reme- 
dial legislation in the interest of the people, this Congress has 
done so. [Applause on the Democratic side.}] Mr. Chairman, 
I hope the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The gentleman has just said that 
he is desirous to pass remedial legislation and one of the 
items is free salt. I agree with him that that is proper, but is 


| that other great necessity, sugar, on the free list? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is not. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. If not, why not? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. When we get to the sugar schedule we 
will legislate as to that matter, but it carries $60,000,000 reve 
nue, or thereabouts, and we can not abandon $66,000,000 to 
run the Government until we provide something to take its 
place. [Applause.] 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word of the amendment. Gentlemen of the House, I do not 
desire to unnecessarily weary you. Mr. Chairman, the gentle 
men on that side of the House will not be so tumultuous as 
they are now when they are put up against a proposition of vot- 
ing on the real merits of the questions which are here before 
us to-day. Having occupied no time in general debate and 
being in favor of the amendment which my colleague says he 
intends to offer on the subject of lumber, I want to avail my 
self of a few minutes to express my views on the amendments 
to this bill. 

Gentlemen of the House, I desire to assure you, and I hope you 
will believe me in that much, that I do so with the same good 
faith which has been expressed by my colleague. I believe that 
if you would avail yourself of your constitutional rights to 
write this bill here, you would write a bill which would give 
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justice to every American citizen under the flag, and which 
would give due credit to President Taft and his administration 
for negotiating this pact, which would preserve every jot and 
tittle of it as it was negotiated and would at the same time 
write into the policy of our Nation true reciprocity with our 
neighbor upon the north, and extend northward from the Gulf 
of Mexico to the frozen zones of the Hudson the great zollverein 
of American trade which now exists in the Republic. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. Chairman, you can not mention reciprocity with Canada 
in that part of this country west of the Allegheny Mountains 





unless you bring to mind immediately two things, and they are | 


free lumber and free wheat. Gentlemen on the other side of 
the House, by insisting on this bill without amendment, give 
us free wheat but deny us free lumber. They say to us that 
they propose to put iumber on the free list, but in the same 
breath tell us they do not believe that bill will become a law. 
In other words, gentlemen, you say to us you have the courage 
to assail “the best tariff law ever made ”—I believe I quote 
correctly—in the House of its patron saint and defender and 
expect to succeed. Not only that, but I doubt whether you will 
find Brutuses enough, Democratic Brutuses, who will be will- 
ing to stab their Cesar in the halls of the Senate. These are 
things upon which you will be doubted by the American people, 
and I say to you that if you are in favor now of free lumber 
and giving the western farmer a square deal you will vote for 
the propositions advocated by my colleague from Kansas [Mr. 
MApDISsOoN]. 

We are urged to vote for reciprocal relations with Canada on 
the grounds that our neighbors on the north are of the same 
blood, live under the same system of laws, and have the same 
industrial and commercial customs we have; but, sir, there can 
be but one reciprocity, founded on justice between two sueh 
peoples, and that is the reciprocity of free trade between those 
peoples. I am ready to vote for that. But even then it would 
be necessary to have a readjustment of other rates, tariff rates 
with which Canada has no concern, in order to do justice to 
farmers and others who have built up their businesses under 
the promise of the present tariff duties. 

I am one cf those who believe the danger which will come to 
the farmer under this bill has been greatly exaggerated, but 
this much must be admitted: The new policy, if adopted, means 
a readjustment of prices and investments, and consequent losses 
for the farmer. What do you offer as a compensation for these 
losses? No reduction in the tariff of any consequence from 
the same country on the things he buys, and free competition 
with a farmer living under the preferential tariffs granted by 
England to Canada. 

In order to give you a Canadian view of the concessions made 
by this bill to the farmers on our side of the line, I desire to 
read a paragraph from Albert R. Carmen, a noted writer, of 
Montreal, in the National Review of last month. He says, 
speaking of the Canadian commissioners: 


They were life-long leaders of the “school” which held tenaciously 
that some sort of a reciprocity between Canada and the United States 
ought to be possible and profitable without political menace. One of the 
first doctrines of this “school” has always been that we should strive 
to get free access for our farm products into the American market, and 
a companion for this has always been that we should get “free fish” 
for “free fishing.” For the aforesaid free trade in farm products this 
“school” has usually been willing to grant some concessions on manu- 
factured goods. With these points in their minds our ministers went to 
Washington ; they were offered free trade in farm products without any 


qpeenies to speak of on manufactured goods and “ free fish” without 
“free fishing.” 


We can imagine them—with their eyes solely on the business side of 
the subject—hardly able to believe their own good fortune. 

The duties which these gentlemen insist shall follow the so- 
called Canadian pact give the American farmer only the same 
relief which the Canadian commissioners gave to us; they insist 
that they shall be the same; they amount to nothing to speak of. 

If the Senate amends the bill, as I fully expect it to do, giv- 
ing the West some measure of compensation for what you take 
away by this bill, or if you will write into it Mr. Mapison’s 
amendments and treat the Lumber Trust, the Steel Trust, and 
Harvester Trust as you treat the American farmer, I will vote 
for the bill, but I will not vote to take all away from the farmer 
and to take none of the high protective duties away from the 
trusts. 

Mr. LOBECK. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to elabo- 
rate upon this question. To my mind, Members of this House 
have been so thorough in their investigation and so lucid in their 
expositions that, after having listened with attention to the de- 
bate, I find myself restricted to very narrow limits, lest I annoy 
you with useless repetition. 

Among other things that have impressed me is the non- 
partisan manner of the debate, which demonstrates that the 
gentlemen here present are true to the trust imposed in them 
by their constituents, that they have the promotion of the best 
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interests of the Nation as a whole at heart, and are } 
enact legisiation that wili prove in their judgment the ¢ 


good to the greatest number. However, it is only natur 


some should differ in their conclusions regarding this m, 

as it has a peculiar bearing upon the industries of every 

of the Nation, Therefore, after weighing the merits . 

bill, by which it must necessarily rise or fall, I have, aft, 
study, taken the liberty to anticipate its probable effec: 
the Nation at large and inevitably came to the conclusio 

the enactment of reciprocity with Canada will prove 
| estimable good and benefit. 

An argument advanced by those who are opposed, a) 
upon which they have laid much pressure, may be stated 
in this manner: That the barrier between Canada 
United States withdrawn, the large yield and extensive | 
tion of wheat in western Canada would prove a very 
dable competitor with the production of wheat in the | l 
States. Now, if I understand the arguments of the gen 
from Minnesota correctly, they have maintained that thy 
of grain at Minneapolis is usually higher than the market | 
of the world, transportation charges being considered, 
usually there is a reason, and when we examine this prop 1 
we find there is a very satisfactory explanation underlyi: ; 
condition, 

Ex-Gov. Lind, of Minnesota, while a Member of this 1} 
from that State, who has rendered great service to his : 
and to the Nation by his usefulness and statesmanship, 
ing on tariff revision and Canadian reciprocity, stated o: s 
floor, December 14, 1903, that: 

I speak to my colleagues from the Northwest with full a 
that they will not deny the statement that the one factor 1 
contributed the most to make Minneapolis great is the develo; 
her milling industries—through the development of that mag 
industry, the greatest in the world, and through the energy an 
sight of our earlier business men, Charles Pillsbury and oth 
and dead. 

Minneapolis has become the greatest primary wheat market 
world. It makes 7 bushel of wheat raised in Minnesota : 
Dakotas worth 2 to cents a bushel more than it would b 
section were dependent upon Chicago or any other eastern 
Some of us know what has made Milwaukee famous. [La ] 
All of us know what has made Minneapolis famous—*“ Pillsbury’ : 
To maintain the standard of that magnificent bread and of all 
flour our mills must have a certain proportion of hard wheat; and 
me tell you confidentially, that wheat raised in Iowa and s rn 
Minnesota and South Dakota is deteriorating somewhat from ) 
year, both in quantity and quality. 

. + ae os = a 

What has made Minneapolis flour great? What has given it a 
wide market? Is it not its superior quality and the faithful : 
nance of that quality? But to maintain that standard we must 
the stronger wheat, that wheat rich in gluten, which comes n 
from the prairies of the Dakotas and from the northern part 
State, and in decreasing amount, but which we must obt: 
Manitoba and from the other Canadian Provinces in the futur 

If for possible present cnpees gain you think that our ! 
should be prohibited from maintaining the quality of their 1 


maintaining their world-wide market, where will your farmer ' 
bors and mine land when “ Pillsbury’s Best” has ceased to st 
what it now stands? You know, as I know, that our local whea 
mands the price that it does only because our mills can as yet 
enough of the stronger northern wheat to mix with it. 


From this it may be inferred that the gentlemen from 
nesota who oppose this bill by reading the speech of thi 
son of Minnesota would be enlightened regarding tlhe « 
which produce the above-mentioned effect. In wy own 
Omaha we have been laboring earnestly for several yea! 
have established a great grain market. We have also £0! 
the milling business. Our winter wheat of Nebraska is i 
and splendid in quality, and a large amount is shipped ani 
to Minneapolis to be mixed with the hard wheats of tha 
cinity in order that it may be made into a superior selling + 
of white flour. . 

In the daily press of my city this week an important }ows 
item states that a large railroad project, on account ©! > 
belief that reciprocity with Canada will be enacted, wit) «1! 
capital, has been formed to construct a railway north d 
south through Nebraska, the Dakotas, and into Canada. \\ 
the completion of this proposed railway the farmers 0! 
braska will be enabled to have shipped in from Canada , 
hard wheats, and thus the milling industries of Nebraska «04 
the Middle West will be benefited and save the producer , 
necessity of paying the freight charge to the railroads to car! y 
their wheat to Minneapolis, and instead of our farmers paying 
the freight the Canadians will ship to our mills and pa) 
freight. 7 

It has been stated here that the prices for wheat are fixed in 
Liverpool. This is substantially true. However, to be accurite, 
it must be stated that this rule is subject to the convenience of 
grain gambling kings of the great cities who drive the prices 
up and down to suit their purposes. But it isa fact ne 
price of wheat is fixed by the world’s supply. Every day there 
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is quoted in the grain markets the production or supply of wheat 
in the Argentine Republic, the supply in Europe, and the Black 
Sea ports. Therefore excepting in so far as local milling condi- 
tions in Minneapolis may have an effect locally the export 
supply of every wheat-producing nation is ruled by the demand 
at Liverpool. 

At South Omaha, Nebr., there exists the third largest stock 


praska, and adjoining States come to Omaha to purchase young 


cattle for their pastures and feed lots. With the barriers between | estimated. 


the United States and Canada removed and the anticipated devel 
opment of the railroad facilities, Canada will ship to our markets 
in the United States her stock—cattle and feeders—which will be 
hought by the cattle feeders of the corn-growing States and 
fattened for food purposes. 

Considerable emphasis has been Inid on the importations of 
sheep. The corn-growing States of the Middle West can feed 
and fatten all the sheep Canada can raise without injuring the 
cattle-raising industry of the country. Especially so when we 
know that the total number of sheep imported by Canada in 
1909 was only 103,000, while at the South Omaha market as 
high as 67,000 have been marketed in a single day. ‘This fact 
establishes to a certainty that the importation of sheep from 
Canada will not prove disastrous. 

Some gentlemen have expressed concern over the effect this 
bill will have on flax production. 
and northern Iowa I observed that flax was usually sown on 
virgin soil; that is, on land just broken by the plow. 
because the roots of the flax rotted the soil and made it fit for 
wheat the following year. But after the soil became sufficiently 


adapted no more flax was sown, as it was too severe on the soil. | 


| 





As a young man in central | 


This was | 


For the same reason, in the developed regions of the Dakotas, | 


flax seeding was used to great advantage, and it is now used in 
western Canada for the preparation of similar soils for farm- 
ing purposes. Therefore, reciprocity with Canada will prove 
beneficial on account of the small amount of flax raised and the 
great amount needed in the United States. 

The illustrious gentleman from Illinois pointed out on the 
map of Canada in his inimitable way the direction of the heat 
waves meandering around the southern edges of Hudson Bay 
and Mackenzie Basin. It seems that he evidently forgot to 
men‘ion the cold waves that get busy in the neighborhood of 
Medicine Hat and Swift Current, in the wheat regions of 
Canada. Why, Mr. Chairman, in Nebraska when we look at 
the Government weather reports and see that the cold waves 
commence to do business at Medicine Hat we take it as a signal 
to drive our cattle and sheep to shelter and prepare ourselves 
for the coming ordeal. Medicine Hat is reputed as the most 
likely place from which a cold wave is likely to emanate, and 
when my friends from the Dakotas who oppose this bill hear 


We also have at Omaha one of the greatest butter markets 
in the world. 

These figures show that with reciprocity with Canada and the 
proper railroad facilities there is a strong possibility for still 
greater development of the resources throughout the Middle 
West. It is only right and just that we should send our sur- 


| plus products into Canada and receive in exchange commodities 
market in the world. The cattle feeders of Illinois, lowa, Ne- | 


which we can use to good advantage. Thus the Great West 
will become an empire of richness whose greatness can not be 


The farming lands in my district. with these developments, 
are as fair and as productive as any under the sun. Our schools 
are of the best. My people are intelligent and are fully able 
to understand the value of reciprocal trade with their brethren 
who have gone to Canada to develop that country, and so at 
the close of this great debate, which has so fully covered all 
lines of thought, I do not agree, Mr. Chairman, with the gentle- 
man from Kansas that this is the proper time to place into the 
treaty any amendments, for reasons fully stated by the friends 
of the treaty. I am in favor of reciprocity, and I am in favor 
of this bill, but I am not in favor of defeating it by adding on 
any amendments here to-day. [Applause.] 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer one word that 
strikes particularly at the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. MaApison]. He moves to strike out line 24, 
which is a provision of 10 cents per thousand on lath. Now, 
with that section stricken out the old Payne tariff rate attaches 
of 20 cents a thousand, so the gentleman’s amendment 
worth consideration for even a moment. 

Mr. MADISON, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. I can not yield. If the gentleman had moved 
to put lath on the free list, it might at least have been con- 
sistent, but as he offers to strike it out he accomplishes noth- 
ing and increases the rates from 10 cents, as provided in this 
pact, to 20 cents, as provided in the Payne bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, 


is not 


some gentlemen upon 


| that side of the House seem to get all their consolation to-day 


|a law was not expressed or initiated by myself. 


that Medicine Hat has begun its deadly frost-biting work they | 


hibernate or seek shelter, and often we do not hear from them 
for weeks. 

Another thing that strikes me as being a principle of equity 
and justice is that we should be fair to our friends, our neigh- 


bors, and our relatives who have, with the courage character- | 


istic of our people, crossed over into Canada to develop that 
country. And, Mr. Chairman, why should we not lend a help- 
ing hand to these large numbers of our brothers by means of 
this reciprocity with Canada, which without doubt will prove 
= serviceable in securing their permanent success and pros- 
verity 7 ; 

In conclusion, I wish to state that I have heard considerable 
about the effect the passage of this bill would have on different 
districts. Let me say that I represent one of the greatest 
manufacturing and agricultural districts of the Middle West, 
a district in which the cities of Omaha and South Omaha are 
located, whose census in 1910 totaled 124,096 and 26,000 people, 
respectively. Since coming to Washington I have not received 
a single protest from my district against this bill. Not a manu- 
facturer, jobber, or farmer has requested me to vote against it. 
To show you that my district, which is inhabited by an intelli- 
gent and enterprising people, has sufficient manufacturing, agri- 
culture, and so forth, to be interested, and to protest if they 
so desired, I will quote you a few statistics: 

Pe oe 1910 sold $132,262,000 worth of merchandise. 
aaa aa acturing products of Omaha and South Omaha 
emo $200,968,541. Our bank clearings were $842,000,000 ; 
oi = ae $15,273,455; our live stock receipts were 
an an. ded into 1,223,533 head of cattle, 1,894,314 hogs, 
ae aaah sae por one de and mules. In South Omaha 
1,656,246 noe per : 01 ‘= ive a comprising 798,950 cattle, 


ine grain receipts of Omaha were 43,607,400 bushels, repre- 
senting 9.212.400 bushels of wheat, 23,494,2( aatheul 
and 10,023,600 bushels of cata, t, 23,494,200 bushels of corn, 


from the misinterpretation of a statement made by me. The 
doubt as to whether the free-list bill would eventually become 
The gentle- 
man from North Dakota [Mr. Martin] and the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Norris] and other gentlemen on that side of 
the House offered amendments putting upon the free list cer- 
tain commodities, the products of the Dominion of Canada, 
because, they assured this side of the House, in that way 
alone could such articles be placed upon the free list. In the 
confidence, as they have been in the past and are now, of those 
directing the Republican Party, both in this House and in 
another House, they seem to have positive information that a 
free-list bill can not pass the present Republican Senate. When 
these gentlemen asked me if, in my opinion, the free-list bill 
was likely to pass and become a law, in view of the record of 
the Republican Party and in the face of the statements and 
the assertions made upon that side of the House, I expressed 
a doubt, and I said to them that unless some supernatural 
agency intervened it was very doubtful if the Republican Sen- 
ate would within the very near future act in any way for the 
relief of the people or the country. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. However the gentleman arrived at the opinion, 
whether it comes from this side of the House or not, would not 
the gentleman advise his side of the House to clinch it by put- 
ting it in this bill which is likely to become a law? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not at all; the gentleman and myself 
are in hearty agreement. We know that those who are pro- 
posing such amendments are not friends of the bill, but those 
who desire its defeat. Let me read from the controversy in- 
dulged in between the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
Martin] and myself: 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I would say to the gentleman, Yes, I 
will vote for that bill— 

Referring to the free-list bili— 
but the gentleman may rest assured that it will not pass. 


And in view of the assertion made by the gentleman from 
South Dakota and his well-known and generally expressed 
views in favor of high-tariff rates, I could not withhold an 
expression of opinion that even at this time another branch of 
this Legislature had not awakened to the rising indignation of 
the American people, and that it would perhaps take another 
storm, the cleaning out of some other places, before the relief 
demanded by the people would be obtained from the Con- 
gress. Whatever lack of legislation there may be here in the 
interest of the people will not be due to the Democratic Party 
or to a Democratic House; it will rest upon the Republican 
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Party and that body which is now controlled by a Republican 
majority. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been exhausted upon the pend- 
ing amendment. [Cries of “Regular order!”] The question is 
sane agreeing to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 

ansas. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Upon a division (demanded by Mr. Mapison) there were— 
ayes 48, noes 140. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Shingles, 30 cents per 1,000. 


Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of enunciating this proposition. Frequent 
and unwarranted reference is being made to the position of this 
side of the House. No matter what might be the opinion of the 
gentleman from New York, or any other gentleman on this side, 
except the majority leader, his expression of opinion is only an 
expression for himself individually and does not in itself repre- 


sent the position and attitude of this side. When this side | 


wishes to express an opinion it will do so through the gentleman 
from Alabama, the majority leader, Mr. Unprrwoop. [Laughter 
and applause. ] 

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment 

Mr. MANN. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that the Clerk 
has no right to read so that nobody can hear. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was endeavoring to obtain 
order. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The Clerk should cease reading while the Chair 
is endeavoring to obtain order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Order in the committee depends not so 





much upon the efforts of the Chair as upon the efforts of mem- | 


bers of the committee. The Chair is endeavoring to obtain and 
keep order. 

Mr. MANN. We are not criticizing the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will not read during disorder. 

Mr. MALBY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. MALBY. For the purpose of making an inquiry with 
reference to what the Clerk has just read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MALBY. ‘The gentleman from Alabama has stated that 
we are not to be directed by what the gentleman from New 
York has said, but the gentleman from Alabama—— [Cries of 
“Regular order!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is not in 
order. 

Mr. MALBY. Well, the Chair can not determine whether I 
am in order until I have made my inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman is not in order. 

Mr. MALBY. I move to strike out the last paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves to 
strike out the last paragraph. 

Mr. MANN. I ask to have the amendment reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 7, strike out lime 25. 


Mr. MALBY. Mr. Chairman, I am not so particular how it 
may read here as how it will read to the country. The genile- 
man from Alabama suggests we are not following the lead of 
my colleague from New York, but of his colleague from Ala- 
bama. 

I am not so particular as to whom we are to follow as to 
ascertain exactly what we are to follow. I would like to have 
my friend from Alabama [Mr. UNpERWoop] state—— 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr, Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Matsy] yield to the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Crarx]? 

Mr. MALBY. Not yet. I would like to make an inquiry. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. The gentleman is not discussing the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York will pro- 
ceed in order. 

Mr. MALBY. I always proceed in order if I get a chance to 
proceed. In order that the House may know and that the 
country may know the position of the majority in Congress—— 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
that the gentleman is not proceeding in order. 


Mr. MALBY (continuing). I ask the gentleman fron 
bama {Mr. UNDerwoop] in reference to this particular 
graph and amendments I proposed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida ma} the 
point of order that the gentleman is not discussing the ; d- 
ment. Under the rules pertaining to debate under th 
minute rule debate must be confined to the amendn > 
proposition before the committee. The gentleman will | 1 
in order. 

Mr. MALBY. I understand that. I am trying to a 
but my friend from Fiorida {Mr. CrarK] does not seem \ 
to have me proceed. I was simply trying to ascerts 
the authoritative leader of the Heuse of Representatives 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I must in: 
the gentleman is not proceeding in order. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Yo: 
to the gentieman from New Jersey? 

Mr. MALBY. Not until I have completed my interro: 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Will the gentleiuan pleas 

| his amendment? 

Mr. MALBY. The Clerk will report it again if ther 
question about it. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I as! 
mous consent that the amendment be again reported. 

Mr. MALBY. Mr. Chairman, I would like a little { r 
time. I suppose this is not being taken out of my time v 
that we have the policy of the House of Representatives 
well understood, I would like to inquire specifically 
| gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpbErwoop] whether or 
| Democratic Party is in favor of placing lumber on the fr 
| I would just like an answer to that inquiry. 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman th: 
Democratic Party more than two years ago announced its 
| tion on that question in its platform, and the Members « 
gress representing the Democratic Party are trying to 
out the platform. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
| Mr. MALBY. - Mr. Chairman, that is hardly a specific a 
to my inquiry. I want to know—— 
| Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. It is the best anyone «in do 
| with that kind of inquiry. 
| Mr. MALBY. I want to know specifically, so that we may 
carry the answer home to the people of the United Statics who 
are not—— 

Mr. CLAYTON. Just swear the witness. [Laughter | 

Mr. MALBY (continuing). In favor of free }umber. ! want 
the Democratic Party through their authority, throuc) the 


| 


| gentleman who represents them on the floor of this Hoi to 
state specifically whether they are in favor of free er 
or not. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman, in order 
that I may save time, that we have introduced a bill putting 
lumber on the free list. I am for it, and I am sure this side 
of the House is for it, and we expect to pass it within tly t 
few days or weeks. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
| Mr. MALBY. I think, Mr. Chairman, that fairly a» wers 


| my question. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will present the gentleman with 2 
copy of the bill if he has not seen it. [Applause on the |) :mo- 

cratic side. ] 


Mr. MALBY. Oh, I have seen the bill. Now, Mr. Cha n, 
I am very much pleased, indeed, to receive from such a ri- 
tative source the fact that our friends on the other side «re in 


favor of free lumber. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 


| Mr. MALBY. Mr. Chairman, I trust that the Clerk has not 
been taking out of my time all of this loose talk. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair timed the gentleman, a! the 
| gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MALBY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 


continue for a couple of minutes more. 

Mr. ADAIR. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. MALBY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
continue for two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York «sks 
unanimous consent to proceed for two minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Chairman, my recollection is that the 
Clerk read line 25. Is not that true? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk has read line 25. a 

Mr, MADISON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out line 2. 
I understand the gentleman from New York [Mr. Macey] 
moved to strike out the last word. 
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Mr. HARDWICK. The gentleman from New York just made 
»+ motion to strike out line 25. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understood the motion of 
+he gentleman from New York, it was to strike out the last two 
rords just read. If so, the motion of the gentleman from 
<as [Mr. Maprson]) is in order. 

\‘ir. MADISON. I desire to move to strike out the para- 

raph, but do not desire to discuss it. 
~ The CHAIRMAN. Does anyone desire to be heard in oppo- 
sition to the amendment? 

Mr. RAINEY. I do, Mr. Chairman. I desire to be heard in 
opposition, simply for the purpose of putting these lumber ex- 
perts straight. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

I understand these gentlemen from Kansas are making these 
motions because they stand for free lumber. I understand also 
that the gentleman from New York made his motion because he 
stands for free lumber. 

Mr. MALBY. Oh, no. 

Mr. HARDWICK. He made his motion because he is op- 
posed to it. 


site reasons. 


us 


wo! 
K 


[Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. RAINEY. They make these motions because they do not 
know anything about the tariff on lumber. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side. ] 

I want to explain the matter to them, so that they can square 
themselves with their constituents. 

Under the Payne-Aldrich bill laths are taxed 20 cents per 
thousand pieces. Under this bill laths are taxed only 10 cents 
per thousand pieces. And yet a while ago a gentleman from 
Kausas got up on the floor and moved to strike out line 24, and 
if he had sueceeded in his motion he woukl have doubled the 
tariff on laths and would have restored the 20 per cent rate. 

Mr, NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield for a question there? 

The CHAIRMAN, 
the gentleman from Nebraska? 


Mr. RAINEY. I ean not yield. The pending motion, for 


which the gentleman from Kansas also stands, is to strike out | 


- 
25. 


line Under the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill shingles were 
taxed 50 cents per thousand. Under this paragraph, which the 
gentleman proposes to strike out, they are taxed 30 cents per 
thousand, so that if the motion which the gentleman stands for 
prevails he would put back the Dingley rate, 50 cents per thou- 
sand, which is 20 cents more than they now are. 

Mr. MADISON. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
man from Kansas? 

Mr. RAINEY. Yes. 

Mr. MADISON, Mr. Chairman, it seems the gentleman did 
not do me the kindness to listen to my remarks. Everybody 
else in the House understood what I said distinctly, which was 
that this is but one of a number of motions which I propose to 
make leading to the putting of lumber of every kind on the free 
list, and the Recorp will show it. 

Mr. RAINEY. The gentleman is proceeding in the opposite 
direction, and when he makes these motions he is increasing, if 
his motions prevail, the tariff on lumber. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Nebraska? 

Mr. RAINEY. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the gentleman if he does not 
understand, as I think the House does, that the gentleman from 
Kansas had in view the striking out of this paragraph here, 
and when we came to the free list putting it in there? 


an RAINEY. I do not know what the gentleman had in 
WwW. 


It seems they are making these motions for oppo- | 


Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to | portunity is presented to me 


Does the gentleman yield to the gentle | 
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| 


| and 
| particulars in 


| if articles on the proposed free 


Mr. NORRIS. Let us be consistent. If we want to get free | 


lumber, let us strike out the duty where the duty is prescribed, 
and put it in the free list. 

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Chairman, has the gentleman’s time 
expired? If so, I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. MADISON. I want to say this, that the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Norrrs] understood me clearly, and I want the 
House to understand me. I have this amendment already pre- 
pared and will offer it in due time when it is in order: 


After the word “ wha ” in lime 25 
,» page 17, strike out the period 
and insert a comma and add the words “ shingles, laths, fence aan 


and other lumber, rough or dressed, except 
deals, other lumber of lignum-vite2, lancewood, 
, Tosewood, satinwood, and al! other 


list all the lumber that Canada pro- 
clear to the House. Of course 
get kinds of lumber from Canada 
list it was necessary to strike out those paragraphs 


B 


349 





and then offer the amendment I have just read. I propose to 
offer it, but I shall have nothing further to say on this subject. 
It has been pretty well discussed, and I do not desire to take 
up the time of the House. We all understand the situation. 
The bill as it stands admits rough lumber free and materially 


reduces the duty on manufactured lumber. That is a great 
deal, but I would make it absolutely free. 
Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to suggest this to the 


gentleman, in view of the impossibility of amending this bill, 


which he himself will admit, which I believe be did admit a 
while ago—— 

Mr. MADISON. Oh, I did not. 

Mr. RAINEY. If he should succeed in carrying these amend 


ments and then fail to get his free-list am« nt in when we 


} 
nate 





get to that, what position w the gentleman then occupy? He 
will have increased the tariff 100 per cent over the amount 
which this bill now proposes. 

Mr. MADISON. I did not admit for one moment that this 


bill could not be amended. 

Mr. RAINEY. I thought the gentleman 
this time that it can not be amended. 

Mr. MADISON. I said that this House ought to an 
that in all probability it will be ame 
another body. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield 
the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. MADISON. Yes; if my time has not expired. 

Mr. ADAMSON. If it is improbable that the nate would 
pass the proposed free list, does not the gentleman think it 
would be equally unlikely that the Senate would pass this bill 
list were incorporated in it? 
iow. I know that when the 
to do my duty, I ought 
without regard to what other men may do about it. 

Mr. ADAMSON. That is what we are going to do with the 
free list. 

Mr. HUGHES of New 
to do. 

Mr. MADISON. That Its the privilege of the gentlemen. I 
have no quarrel with them as to what they are about to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. MArsy]. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I move, on page 7, line 25, 
strike out “30 cents” and insert “1 cent.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Puge 7, line 25, strike out “ 
cent.” 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, considerable has been 
back and forth here about what is going to happen to this bill 
and to the so-called free-list bill after they get through this 
House. I do not pretend to know what will happen to either 
one; but every man here knows, from what has been said, that 
there is considerable doubt about the free-list bill becoming a 
law. That doubt has been expressed on both sides. It is gen 
erally conceded that this so-called reciprocity bill will become 
a law. Now, if we do not want to play polities, if we want to 
get results, then let us put onto the bill that everybody knows 
will become a law the legislation that we want. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Nebraska yield 
to the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. NORRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. If we put that on, will the bill become : 
law? 

Mr. NORRIS. 


had found out by 


1d if, 
ided in important 


to 


ms 


Mr. MADISON. I do not ki O} 


to do it 


Jersey. That is what we 


are going 


to 


30 cents" and insert In lieu thereof “1 


said 


The amendment will become a law if the bill 


| becomes a law. 


Mr. ROBINSON. That is the question. 

Mr. NORRIS. 
become a law? 

Mr. CLAYTON. No. 

Mr. NORRIS. Nobody doubts it. 

Mr. GARRETT. I beg the gentleman’s pardon—— 

Mr. NORRIS. Does the gentleman doubt that this bill will 
become a law? 

Mr. GARRETT. I think it will if it is not amended. 

Mr. NORRIS. The gentleman wants free lumber. Let 
give it on this bill. 

Mr. GARRETT. But if we put it into this bill, does the ge»- 
tleman think this bill will become a law? 

Mr. NORRIS. Why, yes. I do not see why it will not be 
come a law if we pass it, for then it will be in the bill, and the 
bill will become a law. 


Will it become a law’? 
Does the gentleman doubt that this bill wil: 


us 





i 
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Mr. GARRETT. The gentleman from Nebraska is one of the 
keenest men in this House. Does he not know that an amend- 
ment to the bill will defeat the bill? 

Mr. NORRIS. On the other hand, I do not believe any such 
proposition. In view of the high intelligence and wisdom of the 
gentlemen who have made that statement here, I can not under- 
stand why they should make a statement of that kind. 

The gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman from Okla- 
homa, speaking against the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Kansas, said that it would increase the rates. I think 
we understand what the parliamentary procedure would have 
been had the gentleman’s motion prevailed, and had it carried 
we would have put lumber on the free list. If we pass this 
amendment I have offered, or in the consideration of it the 
arguments made by these gentlemen against it do not prevail, 
it will reduce the tariff on lumber from the country that we 


want to get it reduced from, practically the only country on | 


earth that would do us any good to get free lumber from. 

Now, then, if reducing duty on shingles from the Payne bill 
to the amount named in this bill—from 50 cents to 30 cents—is 
good, and we want free lumber and free shingles, let us reduce 
it from 30 cents to 1 cent. [Applause.] If you want free 
lumber, for God’s sake vote for it , 
political capital out of the bill. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, I have not taken the time 
of the House during this debate, and therefore I ask your in- 
dulgence for five minutes. The Democratic Party does not pre- 
sent this bill as its ideal of tariff legislation. It is by no means 
all that we desire. We present it, though, on account of the 


with a Republican President. 

If we were playing politics, as some gentlemen have sug- 
gested during the progress of this debate that we were. we 
would present our tariff measure complete and as a whole and 
let the Republican Senate and President turn it down. so as 
to bring upon those branches of the Government the same just 
condemnation of the public that has already been visited upon 
this branch, which has made so many absent seats on the Re- 
publican side of this Chamber. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

We are giving the people of the United States a half loaf, 
which is better than none. We are giving them now, so far as 
we have the power to give them anything, something that can 
pass both branches of this Legislature and be approved by the 
President of the United States. 

We can not shut our eyes to the fact that there is violent 
opposition, not only on this floor but at the opposite end of the 
Capitol, not only in this country but in another country that 
is affected by this reciprocal agreement, to its passage. Some 
gentlemen have raised the question that the President had 
acted beyond his power in this matter. We say in answer to 
that that it is not a question of power, but a question of policy 
that is involved in this matter. No man on this side contends 
that the President of the United States has the power to at- 
tempt to originate tariff legislation, and no man on that side 
or on this side can truthfully say that he has attempted to 
do it in this case. He has simply suggested to the Congress of 
the United States that he has been able to secure an agreement 
with certain executive authorities of the Dominion of Canada 
by which the parties have agreed to recommend to the legisla- 
tive branches of both Governments laws to carry out this 
agreement for reciprocal reduction of tariff duties between the 
two countries. 

If the House passes this bill it will be legislating on its own 
initiative and in accordance with its own will entirely. So 
that when the Democratic majority in this Chamber stands by 
the President in this matter, when we say we will take this 
proposition as it comes to us from him unamended, we will 
take this agreement for lower tariff duties as recommended by 
the executive departments of both countries, we also say we 
will not load it down with amendments, in this Chamber at 
least, where we have both the power and the responsibility. 
We will not give to the Republican Senate an excuse to kill it; 
we will not give to the opposition party in the Dominion of 
Canada a pretext to slay it. Therefore, although this legisla- 
tion is not perfect, although we favor free lumber and many 
more tariff reductions that can not be carried in this bill, which 
is intended to carry out a reciprocal agreement already nego- 
tiated, yet we will give the people of the United States a chance 
to get at least these tariff reductions on Canadian products, if it 
ean be accomplished during the present session of Congress, 
without delay, and we will not play politics with it and load 
it down with amendments that might give its enemies at the 


instead of trying to make | 





| or planed and finished on two sides and tongued and groovy: 








4 | author to ultimately move to place lumber upon the fri 
political situation in the country, the House being Democratic 
and the Senate being of the opposite political complexion, and | 





APRIL 2]. 


other end of this Capitol an opportunity as well as a: 
to kill it. [Applause.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendme: 1 
by the gentleman from Nebraska. 
The question was taken, and on a division (demanded 
Norris) there were—ayes 46, noes 110, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Sawed boards, planks, deals, and other lumber, planed or | 
one side, 50 cents per 1,000 feet t, board measure; planed or | 


one side and tongued and grooved, or planed or finished on + 
75 cents per 1,000 feet, board measure ; planed or finished on t! 





per 1,000 feet, board measure; planed and finished on four s 
per 1,000 feet, board measure; and in estimating board mea: 
this schedule no deduction shall be made on board measure on 
of planing, tonguing, and grooving. 

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out t! 
graph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas off 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 8, strike out lines 1 to 12, inclusive. 

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Chairman, I have no further rey to 
make about the matter. I have no desire to delay the [House 
There has been full expression of opinion in respect to it, 
far as I am concerned I have no further discussion to m 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpos 
posing this amendment, because of the avowed purpos 5 


The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] stated 1! 
want lumber upon the free list. I do not know to whow he 
ferred when he said “ we.” 

Mr. NORRIS. I did not refer to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LANGLEY. I hope not, but I beg to inform the ¢ 
man that there are a great many on this side of the Hous 

Mr. NORRIS. And a great many on the other side, t 

Mr. LANGLEY (continuing). Who are protection I: 
licans, and who do not want lumber on the free list; and | t 
to say that I am reliably informed that there are a good 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House, too, who 
want lumber upon the free list. [Applause.] I believe 
gentlemen yoted untrammeled, voted their real sentimen! 
way they actually feel about it—on that side as well as 
this side of the House, there would not be the ghost of a ch 
of this reciprocity treaty passing the House of Representatives 
I claim the same right to stand for the local interests «of 
district as gentlemen on that side do for the local inter: - 
theirs. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LANGLEY. Not now. The wishes of the people 
ested in the lumber industry in the mountains of Kentu 
peal to me just as much as do the wishes of those interest: 
the mica or peanut industries in North Carolina or the 
dustry in Massachusetts or in any other industry in an) 
section of the country that may be affected by this ni 
I come from what is generally considered a Democratic dis 
Three times I have been elected on a platform favoring |)! 
tion to lumber. I am glad to have the gentleman from A 
{Mr. UNpERWoop] state here to the House and to the « 
that the Democratic Party stands for free lumber now. A + 
many who opposed me for Congress contended that the 1)! 
cratic Party did not and would not. I was elected two 
ago over a gentleman nominated by the Democratic Part) 
announced that he was not only in favor of protection to |v 
but that he was in favor of doubling the Republican rate 0! 
tection upon it, and the rate then was higher than it is » 
the Dingley rate being then in force. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Well, you ought to have defeated 
that kind of a man. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Well, I thought so, too, although he wis 
as bad as some of you are on this tariff question. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield’ 

Mr. LANGLEY (continuing). And if all of the people in ! 
district had believed what the gentleman from Alabama s/t: 
awhile ago, my majority last fall, notwithstanding the Den 
eratic landslide over the country, would have been 4,000 inst: 
of 2,000, as it was. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yiell— — 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman yiel:: 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield to ge nt c- 
men on either side of the House. I do not want to be di 
courteous to anybody, and especially to my friend from Massa- 
chusetts and my friend from New Jersey, but I have not the 
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time. The gentleman from Massachusetts says that he wants to 


help me by asking me a question. [Laughter.] | 
Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. He did not have anything on 


me. [ wanted to do the same thing. [Laughter.] 
~ <r, LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I am exceedingly obliged to | 
my friend from New Jersey, who is always courteous to this 
side ef the House, and also to my friend from Massachusetts, 
who seems to desire to help me, but I do not feel that I need 
any help. [Laughter.] The people of my district have commis- 
aio ed me, Mr. Chairman, to vote against any proposition look- 
ing to the placing of lumber upon the free list, and I pro 
pose to carry out their commission and cast my vote accord- 
“ie Chairman, the prosperity of the lumber industry involves 
a living for many a poor man and his family in my district, and 
I know that it means the same thing in many other States of | 
this Union. It is the second or third greatest industry in the | 
United States, involving millions and millions of dollars and the 
wages of thousands and thousands of men. If free lumber from 
Canada will depress the lumber industry, as I believe it will, 
then I am opposed to it; if it will not have that effect, then it | 
will not help or hurt anybody, and the only result will be the 
presentation to Canada of that much revenue which would other- 
wise go into the Treasury of the United States to help bear the 
expenses of our Government; and all foreigners look alike to | 
me when it comes to injuring our home markets by I 

| 


foreign products in. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Coal, bituminous, round and run of mine, including bituminous coal 
such as will not pass through a three-quarter inch screen, 45 cents | 
per ton. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. 
out the last word. 

secause of the great demand for time on the Republican side 
of the House, I failed to secure an opportunity to discuss this | 
measure during the general debate; and I shall not attempt any | 
general discussion of the measure now under the five-minute 
rule. But I feel that it is due myself and due the farmers of | 
my district that I repudiate the suggestion of the gentleman | 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatxi]. In closing the general de- | 
bate in behalf of those Republicans who favor the measure he 
strongly intimated his belief that the farmers of the country, 
in opposing reciprocity with Canada, were not acting in good 
faith, were not expressing their own convictions, but were being 
made the cat’s-paw by the big interests. I hold no brief for | 
the farmers of the country at large; but I can speak for the 
farmers of my district and for the farmers of Vermont. And 
so far as they are concerned, the insinuation of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts is slanderous in the extreme. The farmers 
of Vermont are opposed to reciprocity because of their convic- 
tion that it is an utterly unfair discrimination against them 
and against the farmers of the country asa class. Let me read 
to you a letter written on the 20th of last January, before the 
details of the provisions of the agreement were generally known. 
The writer is one of the progressive farmers of my district, 
and the letter voices the convictions of the farmers of Vermont: 

St. ALBANS, VT., January 30, WU. 
Hon. D. J. Foster, Washington, D. C. 

My Dean Mr. Foster: I believe that portion of your constituents | 
which is made up of the farmers of Vermont has a genuine cause for | 
alarm in the prospect of the passage of the proposed reciprocity treaty 
with Canada, and I wonld like to give you my reasons for this belief. 

I realize that in the jest settlement of this tariff question there 
should be a patriotic consideration of the greatest good for the greatest 
number, but from the newspaper reports of this treaty we can see no 
just distribution of its burdens or its benefits. The Washington corre 
spondent of the Journal of Commerce says that the plan of the com 
mission has been to select the commodities for reciprocity in such a 
me as to arouse the smallest amount of antagonism on either side of 
t , one I presume that it was in keeping with this policy that the 
S rms which are on the proposed free list are, with the one exception 
th me — up of products of the farm. JI am fully aware that 
een interests have the least effective business organization 

re ta in the country, and for that reason they are the least 

ikon, oar ae can of ee susmstannce to any encroachment upon their 
. ‘ a t ‘ , » Presi 

dent and Congress of the United States. — 


As farmers we would not greatly object to free trade with Canada or 
2 rectprocal agreement which would enable us to benefit by the lower 
= mang things which, as consumers, we could purchase in Can- 
tabeouieeee re realize that we would have little to fear from a free 
and eonmeanhe aa modities with a people having a standard of living 
treaty like the urces similar to our own, but we maintain that a 
culture and one proposed, which throws the whole burden upon acri- 
If the fe elves no benefits in return, is manifestly unfair. 
cumuinitant ers of this country were unduly prosperous and were ac 
but I mainte iat fortunes, we could see some justice in such a course, 
gation into oe such is not the case. We invite the fullest investi- 
most careful an — +5 ¥ a with thet il ik wiedas that the 
profits, after . e fu nowledge tha e 
™ dedueting Inbor, interest, and other fixed charges, would be | 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
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| improved methods. 


| ried on in a foreign country. 
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Dol 
very small in comparison with the profits in the manufacturing Indus- 
tries which you are asked to faver by this treaty. 
isk you to consider the hist« : 
century 
ig 





ry of American agriculture for the past 
The inducements offered by the Federal Government for the 
settlement of the new land the West, the invention of ma 
ry to till these land 




















sand to harvest the crops grown upon them, 
building of railroads to transport these crops to market all 
worked to cause a production of f Ys f in excess of the demand. 
A system of farming based upon sé I ery sulted, and much of the 
* farm products were pré ad at f nd depletion of 
fertility had been ta account Farmers became discour 
aged, boys who could get away left ul f and the business was 
considered a good one to get out « All t tin W 1 the prices of 
yur farm products were determined by the r 3; sold in free-trade 
markets, we were allowed a high protective tariff on istuffs in the 
past few years a change has taken place Do n nereased so 
that consumption has overtaken production and price nave increased 
so that the farmer is able to get a living wage for his w 1 some 
interest on his vestment. We have | ed from th t ‘ stage 
of our agriculture to the higher stage, which re res trained n who 
see the need of maintaining the fertility of the soil 
The past 10 years of higher prices have witnessed the employ: f 
more capital and better methods, and the fart l > re mded 1 1a 


larger and surer production to meet t ! 1 of the in 
tion, but the record so far but points the \ to what the fart 
country may do by the employment of yet more capital and 


I maintain that our experiment stations and good farmers in e 
State have demonstrated that the producing power of our farn 
be made several times what it is now and that we can take care of our 





| population for centuries to come Now, to satisfy the demand of con 


sumers for cheaper food, it is proposed to place upon us the burden of 
competition with millions of acres of cheap virgin soil. Out of every 
dollar that the consumer now pays for food we get but 35 cents, the 
other 65 cents going for transportation and distribution, and : 


this 35 
cents is not now giving us more than a fair compensati Ke 


n for our worl 

We ask you to consider if it is wise to interrupt the development of 
our own agricultural resources, which has now been so well begun, while 
once more the process of soil robbery and profi 


We farmers of Ve 









ss agriculture is car 


mont have everything 


to lose and nothing to gain by this treaty, and we are expecting you to 


protect our interests. 

With kindest regards to you in every way, I am, 

Very truly, yours, BE. L. Bincram 

My colleague Mr. Prumtey has handed me two letters ad- 
dressed to him, one of the 25th and one of the 26th of last 
January, by one of the leading farmers in his district, showing 
that when the news of the reciprocity agreement with Canada 
reached the Vermont farmers they did not wait to hear from 
the “ big interests,” but promptly sent in their protest. Let 
read these letters: 

WATERBURY, VT., January 25, 1911 
Hion. Frank PLUMLEY, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: I inelose clipping from yesterday’s Boston Globe, 
leads me to ask you if you are earnestly looking after the inter 
the farmers of Vermont in connection with reciprocity with 

This man GARDNER, and all other Massachusetts Representat 
Congress and such representatives outside of Con 
Foss, are demanding an open market for Canadian f 
all their own interests must be protected. Not 











, as the notori 
irm products, 
or 25 years, un 





within the last 3 or 4 years, have Vermont farm products returned th 
cost of production. 

No one seems to know what kind of a trade the President has mad 

| with the representatives of Canada, but I suppose we shall know after 

to-morrow, and I hope and ‘lieve that you ill not fail the Vermont 

farmer, for he is going to need your best efforts now and in the next 


Congress as never before J se 
Very respectfully, yours, GrEorGE G. Grad 


WATERBURY, VT., January 26, 1911. 

Hon. Frank PLUMLEY, Washington, D. C 

Dear Sir: These people are more sensitive in their pockets than | 
their stomachs where their own pockets are affected, but they v | 
just as insistent in their demand that they be fed at the expense of tf! 
Vermont farmer as they are In their demand for protection at t! 
expense of all the people. sis 

We do not ask for free fish; we are willing they should have all t 
protection they need. 3ut we do ask for a square deal, and that 
shall not be compelled to feed their mill hands on farm products that 
do not pay the cost of production that they may thereby hi: e 
same mill hands at a lower wage. 

Can you send me a copy of the pres 

Respectfully, yours, 





nt tariff law? 


Grorce G. GRant. 

The farmers of Vermont do their own thinking. They carry 
their own convictions under their own hats. They know by 
reputation the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Mc€ 
They recognize his ability, his scholarship, his high standing i 
Congress and out of Congress. But they could remind him that 
two years ago, when we were attempting to revise the tariff, he 
was one of a small coterie of “elder statesmen” that stood lik: 
a stone wall to prevent such a reasonable downward revision 
of the tariff as the people of the country had reason to expe 
at the hands of the Republican Party. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma ame 
ment is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Live animals: Cattle, horses and mules, 
other live animals. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. 
amendment. 


wine, sheep, lambs, and 


Chairman, I offer the followi: 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5, page 16, strike out the word “ sheep,” and, in line 6, the 
word “ lambs.” 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Chairman, yesterday, you will 
remember, it was contended on the floor of this Chamber that 
this bill put all the products of the farmer on the free list 
except wool. I want to call the attention of the Members of 
this House to the fact that it puts wool to a large extent on 
the free list. There is nothing to prevent sheepmen in Canada 
driving any number of sheep over the line before shearing time 
and after shearing drive them back again into Canada. 
[Laughter on the Democratic side. ] That is all right, gentle- 
men, you laugh, and you simply laugh because you do not 
understand the conditions. 

A Memper. Tell us about them. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I want to say that for 2,000 miles along 
the border sheep are run in bands from 1,000 to 5,000 head. 
There is nothing in the world to hinder the sheepman from 
running the sheep a hundred miles. He can drive down into the 
United States by slow stages to James Hill’s railroad, shear 
them there, and take his time and drive them back again into 
Canada. You fellows laugh at this, but it is simply because 
you do not understand the conditions. That means the market- 
ing of millions of pounds of wool from Canada that loses to the 
Government of the United States from 11 to 12 cents per 
pound duty. I simply wanted to call attention to this. You will 
not pay any attention to it, but the people of the United States 
will pay attention to it. [Laughter and cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Washington. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following | 


amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “cattle” in line 5, page 16, the following: 
“Except cattle fattened for slaughter.” 

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, -I do not desire to consume 
the time of the House in discussing the merits of this amend- 
ment. I want to call attention, however, to this fact, that when 


the convention between the Governments of Canada and France | 


but a few years ago was negotiated by the representatives 
of their respective countries, the Senate of France refused 
to concur in it unless an amendment such as this was first 
incorporated. 


And Canada acceded to it. Here is a precedent that we can 


amend this treaty; here is a precedent, in substance, where | 


Canada has acceded to a similar amendment by another coun- 
try. And while I do not expect this amendment will prevail 
here to-day, in view of the caucus action of the majority of 
this House, I want the Recorp to show, and I want the issue 
to be clearly presented, whether the people of this country, 
through their Representatives in this House or through their 
other responsible officials, are less concerned in the protection 
of the farming interests of this country than was the Govern- 
ment of France for the farming interests of France. I want 
the Recorp to show whether you gentlemen upon that side of 
the Hall are less in sympathy with our farmers than were the 
representatives of the French people in their Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Pickett]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 6, on page 16, after the word “ animals,” insert the following: 





| other nations, the favored-nation clause will make t 
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way—that it is still your hope that that free-list bill that . 
pose will never become a law, and you are opposed 
amendments to this bill because you know if they are 
in this bill they will become a law. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT] a shy 
ago said this would mean the defeat of the bill, but 
reasons for it. How will it mean the defeat of the bil!’ 
will it be defeated? In the Senate? The Senate will | 
opportunity to amend it, striking these out, if they desi; 
so. Will it be vetoed by the President? Remember 1 
President, in his message transmitting this agreement 
cress, stated that in his judgment there was no differ 
ihe cost of production between this country and Canad: 
in agricultural products or manufactured products. W 
statement upon record, is President Taft going to ys 
bill if we place these articles upon the free list, where 
said there is no difference in the cost of production betw: 
country and Canada? No, gentlemen upon the other side 
House, you have got to find some further excuse than y; 
yet given for defeating these amendments. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, right here and right I 
believe that we ought to keep the record straight and to 
it right. It is hard for me to believe that the gentlen 
Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroot], who last addressed the Hou: | 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] and the ger 
from Kansas [Mr. Mapitson] can not see what seems si 
They talk about sincerity, and they insist so earnest], 
their amendments that I must give them credit for thei; 
cerity, but they certainly know if we inject in this bill items of 
free imports in favor of Canada, that under our treati: 


we put on the free list in this bill entitled to the free 
sion from every country, because every other nation wil! insis 
and properly, that under our treaties with them they are « i 
to the same rates accorded freely to Canada. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARDY. Not yet. Knowing, then, that anyone w! 
vote conscientiously and honestly for the admission of 
these items into the free list in this bill will likewise v 


| the same item in our free-list bill, and that those who 


| posed to our general free-list bill will vote against this b 





“Fresh meats: Beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and all other fresh or | 


refrigerated meats; bacon and ham; meats of all kinds, dried, smoked, 
salted, in brine, or pee or preserved in any manner; canned 
meats; extract of meat; lard and compounds thereof; and tallow. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I think the record of this 
afternoon’s proceedings should show that when the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. LonewortH] a short time ago made certain ob- 
jections to placing these articles upon the free list he made 
one which was applauded upon the other side of the House, 
which was that to place these articles upon the free list in this 
bill would conflict with the favored-nation clause in our treaty. 
And yet, although they approved that sentiment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Lonewortu], they say that in three or four 
days they are going to pass a bill through this House placing 
these articles, all of them, upon the free list forthe entire 
world. How do you reconcile that statement? Only in one 


these amendments in it—— 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield now? 

Mr. HARDY. Not yet. I say, Mr. Chairman, they 
know that to load this measure down with these additiona 
making this bill, as I have explained, a free-list bill wit 
the world, under the favored-nation clause of our 
treaties, we will give every man who is at heart opposed | 
measure in the Senate a club with which to put it to dea 
they must know this. Knowing that 

Mr. LENROOT. I would like to ask the gentleman w! 
the Senate will not have an opportunity, if it chooses, to 
out all of these amendments? 

Mr. HARDY. Certainly it will; but, on the other h: 
Senate will also have an opportunity to vote on this meas 
it comes from the House and, by these very amendme! 
gentleman is now insisting on, an excuse to kill it. 

Now, the gentleman knows that if the Senate should 1 
have a majority in favor of these items that he propos 
the free list, they can put them onto this bil! and pass it 
Senate. I believe if they covld ever get them onto tl 
and pass the bill through the Senate we might vote on i! 
and we would vote for it unhesitatingly if you will assu 
that your President will not veto it. We will vote for « 
free item here that comes from the Senate. But we w 
load the bill down here so that the Senate will kill it, and 
will not give a chance to the President for vetoing it by 
ing it down at all. We will give the President his bill just 
he has asked it and we will make the Republican Senate 
low it or repudiate their own President. [Cries of “ \: 
Vote!) 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman from Texas yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Texas yield ' 
the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HARDY. I will. 

Mr. LENROOT. I want to ask the gentleman whether 
thinks he has got a better opportunity to get his free 
through in a separate bill or on this bill, so far as the ac' 
of the President is concerned? : 

Mr. HARDY. I am glad the gentleman asked that questio” 
I feel sure we will get what is in this bill if you do not k 
it by amendments. I feel sure that if we pass this bill just “s 
it is the Senate will pass it; and, as expressed in the Demo 
cratic caucus the other night, I believe if we get this bill 
through and place it on the statute books and then pass oul 
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general free-list bill in the House and put it up to the Senate, 
that neither the Republican Senate nor the Republican Presi- 
dent will have the nerve to veto it. Pass this bill as it is and 
I believe we will get both this bill and our free-list bill. Put 
these amendments on this bill and we will get nothing. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side and cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
nent. 

‘The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Wheat, rye, oats, barley, and buckwheat, dried peas and beans, edible. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Idaho. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all of lines 8 and 9, page 16, providing for 
placing wheat, rye, oats, barley, and buckwheat, dried peas and beans, 
edible, upon the free list. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, in support of that amend- 
ment, I would refer to what I have already said, that we are 
not granting to the consumer a reduction in the cost of living, 
because we maintain an almost similar duty under the terms 
of this bill to that which is placed on the manufactured com- 
modities in the Payne tariff bill. I maintain that it is unjust 
to the producer to remove the duty from his raw material and 
to retain the duties upon the manufactured products, and that 
the argument for cheaper food is delusive to the consumer, be- 
cause he will need to pay the price of the commodity in its 
manufactured state, and not as it is when it comes from the 
farmer. For that reason I offer this amendment. [Cries of 
“Vote!” “Vete!’’) 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Idaho. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Fresh vegetables: Potatoes, sweet potatoes, yams, turnips, onions, 
cabbages, and all other vegetables in their natural state. 

Mr. KOPP. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 16, line 12, strike out the item “ potatoes.” 

Mr. EDWARDS. What kind of potatoes, sweet or otherwise? 

Mr. KOPP. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment for the 
reason that there are various sections in the Northern States 


where the only crop of the farmer is potatoes, and I measure | 


my words when I say this; and because of the further fact 


that northeastern Canada can raise enough potatoes to feed | it is to produce butter and cheese. 


the world. It is a well-known fact to those who have investi- 
gated the subject that we can not compete with the Canadian 
farmers to-day, when they pay 25 cents a bushel on every 
bushel of potatoes that they bring into this country, and so 
how can we hope to compete, with potatoes on the free list? I 
make this motion because I believe that the farmers who are 
engaged in raising potatoes are entitled to have their interests 
protected, at least to the extent of some one offering here an 
amendment in their behalf. [Cries of “Vote!” ‘“ Vote!”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Kopp]. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Fresh fruits: A $ rrape erries, and : other 
edible fruits in the yer ah aaa icceere, ecunete’ linecs, grape 
fruit, shaddocks, pomelos, and pineapples. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


78 28 line 16, strike out the word “except” and strike out lines 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, there are 
several legislative curiosities in this so-called reciprocity agree- 
ment. This is one of them. In the provision regarding the 
admission of fresh fruit from the United States, on page 20, all 
fresh fruits grown in the United States are admitted free of 
duty tito the Dominion of Canada; but when we come to the 
subject of the admission of fresh fruit from the Dominion of 
Canada into the United States, in line 16, page 16, this re- 
markable exception is made: 


stam nen oranges, limes, grapefruit, shaddocks, pomelos, and 
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That was not done by accident, Mr. Chairman. The reci 
procity treaty of 1854 was evidently before these commissioners 
and our so-called agents when this pact was making; yet they 
deliberately added this exception, giving protection against the 
Dominion of Canada for the fruits grown in our Southern 
States. After taking good care of the peanut industry of North 
Carolina, then, for fear that up on the Mackenzie River or 
somewhere along the Pacific coast of Canada there might be 
grown some semitropical fruits like oranges and lemons, they 
put in this provision. They have taken away from the north 
ern fruit grower all protection against the fruits grown imme 
diately across the line in Canada. They deny to the northern 
farmer the benefit of whatever southern fruits might be 
brought in from Canada to insure full protection in the South. 
It is one of the legislative absurdities of the bill which I com- 
mend to our Democratic brethren. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from South Dakota [| Mr. Marrin]. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Dairy products: Butter, cheese, and fresh milk and cream: Provided 
That cans actually used in the transportation of milk or cream ma 
passed back and forth between the two countries free of duty, unde: 
such regulations as the respective Governments may prescribe 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I 
paragraph just read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
amendment, which the Clerk will report, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


move to strike out the 


from Idaho offers an 


Amend by striking out lines 21 to 25, inclusive, 


Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, as the committee knows, 
these lines have special reference to butter, cheese, fresh milk, 
and cream. At the present time we have a duty on butter of 
6 cents a pound. Notwithstanding that protection we imported 
butter from Canada last year to the amount, I believe, of some 
thing like 1,000,000 pounds, and after it had paid this duty of 
6 cents per pound it competed with the butter produced by the 
American farmer on this side of the line. I shall not prolong 
this debate, but in justice again to the American farmer, IL offer 
this amendment and frust it may prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Frencu}. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KOPP. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I had an amendment prepared similar to that 
offered by the gentleman from Idaho taking dairy products 
from the free list. If there is any one branch of the great farm 
ing industry that is affected more than all others by this reci 
procity agreement, it is the dairy industry. If there is any 


on page 16, 


| one thing that the Canadians can do better than anything else, 


Canada 
est producers of cheese in all the world. She has been produc 
ing it for many, many years, while the dairy industry in this 
country as we now know it is of comparatively recent origin 
Twenty years ago there was no dairying as we speak of it to 
day. Of course every farmer made butter and cheese on his 
farm, but there was no modern dairying as we know it to-day 

Since that time, by virtue of dairy instructions in our State 
universities and agricultural schools, and the scientific stud 
of soils and grasses, the farmers in the Northwestern Stat« 
have been able to develop a great industry. 


one of the great 


The great dairy countries of the world, Mr. Chairman, 
Denmark, Belgium, Holland, Norway, and Russia. Many yea 
ago expert cheese makers and butter makers from most of these 
countries settled in Canada, and there they have developed th 
great industry. Only in recent years have we developed it 
this country, and thereby we have added hundreds of millior 
of dollars to our wealth. We have been enabled to take farm 
in the rough country where nothing could be produced and by 
grazing them have developed great dairies. 

Now, this last year there was exported by all countries that 
export cheese a total amount of 485,000,000 pounds, of which 
Canada exported 172,000,000 pounds, over one-third, while the 
United States exported but 10,000,000 pounds. Now, Mr. Chair 
man, the proposition is to throw open our markets to 172,000,000 
pounds of Canadian cheese, to say nothing of the 6,000,000 
pounds of butter which she also yearly exports, as compared to 
9,000,000 pounds exported by us. 

A great deal has been said as to the difference in the cost of 
cheese, or the price of cheese and butter in Canada and here. 

In order to remove all doubt I went to the Library yesterday 
and went through the files of the Toronto Grocer, one of the 
leading dairy papers in Canada, and took the quotations on the 
28th of every month, and took the same prices in Elgin for 
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butter and Chicago for cheese for that day. I will read you the 
results. Take butter 


Average price of creamery butter for the year 1909, in Elgin and Toronto. 





| Elgin. | Toronto. 








Cents. Cents. 
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On cheese the price differed from 2 to 4 cents a pound every 
single month in the year 1909, which is the last year for which 
we have the figures. The following shows the prices in detail: 


Average price of full cream cheese for the year 1909 in Chicago and 
Toronto. 


i | 
Chicago. | Toronto. 





If this agreement is adopted it will destroy these great in- 
dustries. It is said that he is a coward who will not turn 
back when first he discovers that he is wrong. We are likewise 
cowards if we perpetrate this injustice upon a great industry 
of our country, an injustice so great that it will paralyze the 
industry. 

When we throw open our markets to the 170,000,000 pounds 
of cheese and 6,000,000 pounds of butter which Canada annually 
exports we are saying to our dairymen, “ You must make up 
your minds to take from 5 to 7 cents per pound less for your 
butter and 2 to 4 cents per pound less for your cheese than 
heretofore.” This will practically ruin these producers. Is 
this just? Has the Republican Party ceased to be the party of 
protection? When did you, who are classed as Republicans, 
cease to believe in the theory of protection as promulgated in 
our last party platform? We pledged to the American manu- 
facturer and the American farmer a protective tariff equaling 
the difference between the cost of production at home and 
abroad. We, who are classed as progressives, ask no greater 
protection than this, but we insist that we are entitled to that 
amount, Now you propose to throw this doctrine to the winds, 
and without even attempting to ascertain the cost of production 
at home and abroad you say to the farmer, “ You must meet 
your competitor in our home markets whether you can produce 
as cheaply as he or not.” In the preliminary report filed by the 
Tariff Board it is shown conclusively that the American dairy- 
man can not produce a pound of butter or a pound of cheese as 
cheaply as his Canadian brother, but you ignore this. Whether 
it wrongs the farmers or not, you pay no attention to the fact 
that thousands of farms through Wisconsin and Minnesota can 
be made profitable by dairying when they could not be made 
profitable in any other way. 

In the name of the dairymen of this country I protest against 
such action. I realize that the Democratic Party is going to 
put this through, assisted by a few Republicans, and it is folly 
for me to offer any amendments in behalf of these dairymen. 
Be that as it may, I should feel derelict in my duty if I did 
not voice their protests in as positive language as I can com- 
mand. Again, I wish to protest in behalf of the thousands of 
firesides in our dairy States against this injustice. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Eggs of barnyard fowl, in the shell. 


Mr. LANGLEY. On page 17, line 1, I move to strike out the 
paragraph. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 17, line 1, strike out the paragraph. 


Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do this for the purpose 
putting myself on record in opposition to this provision. ‘T), 
egg industry is an important one in my district, as well as 
other agricultural sections of the country. A great many « 
are already imported from Canada under the present tariff ra; 
It will necessarily follow, if they are placed upon the free 
that a much larger number will be imported, and, according : 
the law of supply and demand, this will necessarily reduce 
egg market in this country; and on behalf of the farmers , 
will be injured by this provision I have offered this amendn 
although I know from what has occurred here this after: 
that it is fruitless for me to offer it, because I already hear 
machinery of the steam roller starting up, and the gentk 
in charge of it is becoming impatient to roll it over this am: 
ment as he has over all others of a like character that have | 
offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment off 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Seeds: Flaxseed or linseed, cotton seed, and other oil seeds; 
seed, including timothy and clover seed; garden, field, and other 
mot herein otherwise provided for, when in packages weic! 

1 pound each (not including flower seed). 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendm: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 17, strike out all of lines 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8. 


Mr. HANNA. Mr. Chairman, flaxseed is a product of t! 
Northwest. When ground is broken up in a new country | 
is the first crop that is raised. It isthe poor man’scrop. Thi 
industry has grown in this northwest country and the 
should be left on flaxseed to protect and to help the new sett! 

I hope my motion may prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from North Dakota. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Fish of all kinds, fresh, frozen, packed in ice, salted, or presery 
in any form, except sardines and other fish preserved in oil; 
shellfish of all kinds, including oysters, lobsters, and clams in 
state, fresh or packed, and coverings of the foregoing. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I moy 
strike out the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Beginning on line 9, page 17, strike out the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Seal, herring, whale, and other fish oil, including sod oil: Pro: 
That fish oil, whale oil, seal oil, and fish of all kinds, being the pre 
of fisheries carried on by the fishermen of the United States, shall l 
admitted into Canada as the product of the United States, and, simi 
larly, that fish oil, whale oil, seal oil, and fish of all kinds, being t 

product of fisheries carried on by the fishermen of Canada, shall 
ramitted into the United States as the product of Canada. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 17, line 14, after the word “herring,” strike out the 2 
aa ”; and also, on lines 15 and 19, strike out the words “ 

oll. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, the ships in Canada that «1 
engaged in the whale-oil enterprise are constructed in Norwa) 
and cost $23,000 each. The American ships that compete wit) 
them are manufactured in American shipyards, by American 
workmen receiving American wages, and fly the American flag, 
and cost $80,000 each. 

Mr. SISSON. Then buy them in Norway. 

Mr. KAHN. The men who man the Canadian ships are 
Chinese and Japanese. The men who man the American sh!) 
are white men. The Chinese and Japanese get $40 a mon! 
and feed themselves. The white men on the American ten 

get $75 a month and are fed by the companies that manufac- 
oth the whale oil. If you allow the product of Canada to 
come in free, as contemplated by the pending measure, you wipe 
out an American industry and you again drive American ships 
off the seas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Timber, hewn, sided or squared otherwise than by sawing, and round 
timber used for spars or in building wharves. 
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Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 17, strike out lines 24 and 25. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, let me explain here that I 
am also going to move to strike out the four succeeding para- 
graphs on page 18 of this bill. All five of these paragraphs, 
you will observe, propose to put lumber, in some form or other, 
upon the free list. I am opposed to all of it. I think we have 
little enough protection to lumber now. I have already indi- 
cated, as fully as I could in five minutes, my views upon this 
question, and I thought I would explain now that it is my pur- 
pose in offering all five of these amendments to take lumber in 
any form off the free list embodied in this treaty, so that when 
I offer these four amendments I can do so without explana- 
tion. Moreover, it is evident that it is perfectly useless to 
make an argument in support of all of these amendments, as 
those favoring the treaty have already demonstrated that they 
do not proposed to permit an amendment to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ wharves,” in line 25, page 17, strike out the period 
and insert a comma, and add the words “ shingles, laths, fencing posts, 
sawed boards, planks, deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed, except 
boards, planks, deals, and other lumber of lignum-vit#, lancewood, 
ebony, box, grandilla, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all other 
cabinet woods.” 

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Chairman, I have nothing further to 
say upon this matter. It is simply one of a series of amend- 
ments that I stated that I would offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sawed boards, planks, deals, and other lumber, not further marufac- 
tured than sawed. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out lines 
1 and 2 on page 18. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 18, lines 1 and 2, strike out the words “not further manufac- 
tured than sawed.” 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, this in effect is the same propo- 
sition again, and if adopted will give free lumber. I am not go- 
ing to take up the time to discuss it [applause] except to say— 
well, Mr. Chairman, since there seems to be such a unanimous 
expression of delight that I am talking I think I will discuss 
it. I am in hopes you brethren over there will have by this 
time been able to solve the proposition properly and have given 
sufficient consideration to the reasoning that has been poured 
out here for your benefit that if you really and truly are in 
favor of free lumber you will adopt this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sawed boards, planks, deals, and other lumber, not further manu- 
factured than sawed. 


Mr. LANGLEY. 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 1 and 2, on page 18. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I see the steam roller is operating—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order. The 


amendment was properly put and acted upon by the committee. 
The Clerk will read. iy 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Paving posts, railroad ties, and telephone, trolley, electric-light, and 
telegraph poles of cedar or other woods. , " a 


Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 3 and 4 on page 18. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, as I said a while ago it is 


v Ww urther debate—— 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
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Mr. LANGLEY. I started to say, I see that the steam roller 
is oiled and ready to roll over all these amendments, and I do 
not desire to detain the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Wooden staves of all kinds, not further manufactured than listed or 
jointed, and stave bolts. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 5 and 6 on page 18. 


Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to discuss 
the amendment for the reasons already stated. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the item the gentleman 
is trying to strike out has been passed. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I understood the Clerk had 
read down to “stave bolts,’ in line 6, and I moved to strike 
out the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman’s amend- 
ment is in time. If there is any confusion it was due to the 
Chair’s fault. The question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman, which is to strike out lines 5 and 6 on page 1S. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pickets and palings. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I move to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from 
Kentucky ought to give his reasons—— [Cries of “Oh, no!”’] 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I think there ought to be 
some display of the intelligence that lies behind such a motion. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I am sure the gentleman 
from Tennessee, who is always courteous and amiable, does not 
mean quite what his language might imply. He will recall 
that I said to the committee a little while ago that I would 
offer a motion to stri/xe out all these paragraphs to place any 
lumber in any form on the free list, because I did not think that 
we have any too much protection on lumber now. Moreover, 
out of consideration for gentlemen on that side who have been 
protesting against debate on all these amendments to the treaty, 


| I have refrained from debating these other motions to strike 


out the free lumber provision. I could debate them and give 
an intelligent reason, I think, why the motions should be 
adopted. But I know the gentleman from Tennessee and the 
other gentlemen on both sides have made up their minds to vote 
down all of these amendments, and there is no need of my 
wasting any more breath upon the subject. I merely wanted 
to put myself and the majority of the House on record. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [|Mr. LANGLEY]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Plaster rock, or gypsum, crude, not ground. 


Mr. MORGAN, 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in line 8, page 18, the following words, to wit: “ Plaster 
rock, or gypsum, crude, not ground.” 

{Cries of “‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask the indulgence of the 
Members of this House for only a few moments in order to say 
a few words which I think I am in duty bound to say in defe 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 


of what I think is justice to my congressional district. Under 
this paragraph of the treaty crude gypsum is placed on the free 
list. As some of you know, doubtless, gypsum is the substance 


from which, at the present day, common wall plasters for our 
houses are made. It exists in abundant quantities in many of 
the States of this Union. When, at the last session of Con- 
gress, the Ways and Means Committee had under consideration 
what is known as the Payne-Aldrich bill, there were extended 
hearings on the question of how much duty should be levied 
upon gypsum. Under the Dingley bill the tariff on crude 
gypsum was 50 cents per ton. ‘The bill, as it passed the House, 
reduced it from 50 cents to 40 cents a ton. I thought there was 
no demand for that, but the bill went to the Senate, and there 
the duty was reduced to 30 cents a ton. Under this trade 
agreement crude gypsum is placed on the free list. 

I want to say that the State which I have the honor in part 
to represent is great in many respects. Great in agriculture, 
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because there is no State in the Union that grows so abund- 
antly such a vast variety of agricultural products. I am op- 
posed to this bill because I believe it does an injustice to the 
great agricultural interests of my State. But Oklahoma is a 
great State from the standpoint of its wealth in minerals—coal, 
oil, gas, iron, asphalt, glass sand, gypsum, and many other 





minerals. In my congressional district Providence has de- 
posited absolutely unlimited deposits of gypsum. My congres- 
sional district has the crude gypsum sufficient to supply not 


only the United States, but the entire world with gypsum. 

Now, then, in 1910, the little tariff of 30 cents per ton upon 
crude gypsum brought into the Treasury of the United States 
over $100,000. You gentlemen who believe in a tariff for 
revenue only ought to support the little tariff of 30 cents per 
ton upon crude gypsum. The effect of this bill will be to take 
$100,000 out of the Treasury of the United States and put it 
in the hands of a few manufacturers of gypsum in the north- 
eastern portion of the United States. People who build houses 
will not get plaster for their houses any cheaper. This is a 
discrimination against the gypsum of the West. It appears to 
me that the men who prepared this so-called treaty, or pact, 
could net look down into the Southwest a thousand miles away 
and see the gypsum in the second congressional district of 
Oklahoma. They did, however, look up north and see the 
gypsum beds of Nova Scotia, New Breton, and Newfoundland, 
and placed gypsum on the free list for the benefit of the owners 
of Canadian gypsum deposits, and the owners of gypsum mills 
in the northeastern portion of the United States. I enter my 
solemn protest against this injustice. I believe in the policy 
of protection. I love my great new State, where I have lived 
ever since its birth, We have magnificent opportunities for 
agriculture, and we have magnificent opportunities to become a 
great manufacturing State. No measure shall have my support 
that I believe will retard the growth and development of my 
State or that discriminates against the industries of my people. 
[Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. Morcan]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Fiuorspar, crude, not ground. 


Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, on page 18, line 13, I move 
to strike out the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 18, strike out line 13. 


Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the Payne tariff law placed 
a protective duty upon fluorspar. Prior to that time this in- 
dustry was not protected. The question was fully considered 
at the last session, and it was found that there are fluorspar 
mines in Kentucky, Illinois, and a number of other States, but 
that the ruinous competition of the foreign mineral prevented 
these mines from being successfully operated. This protective 
duty was accordingly imposed, justly, I think, and the wisdom 
of it has been demonstrated by the profitable operation of these 
mines since then. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Are the gaugers interested in 
this? 

Mr. LANGLEY. The gaugers are probably interested, I will 
say to the gentleman; they are good Kentuckians and naturally 
want to see all of Kentucky’s industries prosper. This is an 
important industry in Kentucky. I am satisfied that you are 
going to vote this amendment down, of course; but I have the 
right, I think, to offer it and be heard a moment on it, if I de- 
sire to be heard. [Cries of “Vote!” “ Vote!”] 

It has been only two years since this question was consid- 
ered by Comgress and this duty fixed as a result. I for one am 
opposed to nullifying by a treaty action so recently taken by 
Congress, after due deliberation, and therefore I move to strike 
this paragraph out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Kentucky {Mr. Lanetry]. 

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rolled round wire rods in the coil, of iren or steel, not over three- 
eighths of an inch in diameter, and not smaller than No. 6 wire gauge. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the follow- 
ing amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Len- 
root] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Add after line 14, page 19, the following: 

“ Plows, tooth and disk harrows, headers, harvesters, reapers, a 
cultural drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, thr 
machines and cotton gins, farm wagons and farm carts and al! 
agricultural implements of any kind and description, whether specific 
mentioned herein or not, whether in whole or in parts, including r 
parts. 

“Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar fabrics, mate: 
or coverings, suitable for covering and baling cotton, compos 
whole or in part of jute, jute butts, hemp, flax, seg, Russian seg, > 
Zealand tow, Norwegian tow, aloe, mill waste, cotton tares, or any 
materials or fibers suitable for covering cotton; and burlaps and 
or sacks composed wholly or in part of jute or burlaps or other 
terial suitable for bagging or sacking agricultural products. 

“Hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths, pu: 
or not punched, or wholly or partly manufactured into hoops or : 
coated or not coated with paint or any other preparation, with or wit 
buckles or fastenings, for baling cotton or any other commodity ; 
wire for baling hay, straw, and other agricultural products. 

“Grain, buff, split, rough and sole leather, band, bend, or } 
leather, boots and shoes made wholly or in chief value of leather : 
from cattle hides and cattle skins of whatever weight,”’—— 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order | 
enough has been read already to show that the amendme: 
not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut m 
the point of order that the amendment is not in order. ‘| 
Chair will examine the amendment. The gentleman from ‘ 
necticut will state his point of order. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, the point is that the amendm 
is in violation of the rule, in that it is not germane to the ques 
tion or paragraph—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. Or to the subject matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman f; 
Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor], if he desires to be heard on the q 
tion. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, if there is any point as to 
being in violation of that portion of the rule which proy 
that no amendment shall be in order which is not germane to 
the subject matter in the bill, or which does not directly re 
to the item to which the amendment is proposed, then, 
Chairman, I ask leave to change the amendment I have offered 
by offering it as a new paragraph. 

Mr. MANN. That is what the gentleman did. 

Mr. LENROOT. It is substantially that; and as to that, i! 
the point of order is still made, I would like to be heard won 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, reserving a point 
order, as I understand the proposition, the gentleman offers 
amendment relating to duties between this country and Canaidn, 
not the world. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. ' 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin is one 
enumerating numerous articles that shall be free of duty wh 
imported from the Dominion of Canada into the United States 
The bill before the committee is one arranging reciprocal tr 
relations between the Dominion of Canada and the United 
States. Had the amendment been one to put the articles 
enumerated on the free list, no matter from what country im 
ported, it would have been clearly out of order. But in t! 
opinion of the Chair, it being confined to articles imported fro: 
the Dominion of Canada, the amendment is in order, and | 
point of order is therefore overruled. The Clerk will proc 
with the reading of the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“ Of cattle of the bovine species, uiating calfskins ; and harness, 
dies, and saddiery, in sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, comp 
wholly or in chief value of leather; and leather cut into shoe uppe: 
¥ s or other forms suitable for conversion into manufactured arti 
“Barbed fence wire, wire rods, wire strands or wire rope, wire w: 
or manufactured for wire fencing, and other kinds of wire suitable | 
fencing, including wire staples. is 
“ Beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and meats of all kinds, fresh, salted 
pickled, dried, smoked, dr or undressed, prepared or preserv« 
any manner; bacon, hams, shoulders, lard, lard compounds and 
substitutes ; and sausage and sausage meats. 
“ Buckwheat flour, corn meal, wheat flour and semolina, rye, flour, bt 
middlings, and other offals of grain, oatmeal and rolled oats, and 
prepared cereal foods; and biscuits, bread, wafers, and similar arti 


48 


« Pimber, hewn, 8 or squared, round timber used for spars or in 
building wharves, shingles, laths, ———e posts, sawed boards, planks, 
deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed, except boards, planks, deals, 
and other lumber, of eee, lancew ebony, box, granadilia 
mahogany, rosew satinwood, and all other cabinet woods. 

“Sewing machines, and all parts thereof. a 

“ Salt, whether in bulk or in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages. 

[Cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote!”] i 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, this bill is the free-list bil! 
proposed by that side of the House, which it is now proposed to 
apply to imports from Canada. -_ 

I am well aware of the fact that there is no attempt beins 
made this afternoon to legislate upon this very important bill. 
Every Member on that side of the House, from the hustings all 
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over this country, has charged that this House has ceased to be | 
. deliberative body. But, gentlemen, with your majority here 
this afternoon, I say that this House never was less delibera- 
tive since I have been here than it is at this moment. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] Your mafority does not dare 
to consider these amendments upon their merits. You are 
hound and shackled by a party caucus, and if it was not for 
hat. some of these amendments would be incorporated in this | 
vill. 

Now, gentlemen of the majority, if your free-list bill that 
you propose shall fail of passage, upon you will fall the respon- | 
sibility before the country of refusing to seeure some relief to 
the eonsumers of this country in reduction of duties. [Ap- | 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I have only a few words | 
to say. It is apparent that the free-list bill that we intend to | 
pring before the House next week means in many of its items 
a reduction of the cost of living to the people of the United 
States, because we put the articles on the free list as coming | 
from all the world; but, so far as Canada is concerned, it is 
absurd to claim that agricultural implements or meats or many 
of the other products named in that bill would ever come from 
Canada in any considerable quantities if those articles were | 
included in this bill. If the gentleman really desires to enact 
this free list into law, I hope after this bill has passed the | 
House he will use his influence with the Senators of the United | 
States who agree with him to enable us to send the bill to the 
President. [Applause.] 

Mr. SABATH. The Senators from his State. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor]. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the articles above enumerated, the growth, product, or 
manufacture of the Dominion of Canada, shall be exempt from duty 
when the President of the United States shall have satisfactory evi- 
dence and shall make proclamation that the following articles, the 
growth, product, or manufacture of the United States or any of its 
possessions (except the Philippine Islands and the islands of Guam and 
Toeaeede are admitted into the Dominion of Canada free of duty, 
namely: 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Chairman, after the word “Provided,” 
in live 15, on page 19, I move to insert the words “ That this act 
shall not become operative before January 1, 1912,” and after 
the word “ duty,” in line 17, I move to insert the word “ only.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “Provided,” in line 15, on page 19, insert the words: 
“That this act shall not become operative before January 1, 1912,’ and 
after the word “ duty,” in line 17, on said page, insert the word “ only.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of or- 
der on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama reserves a 
point of order. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Chairman, my reason for offering 
this amendment is that this act affects principally the products 
of the farmer, and that there is now in the hands of the farmer 
a considerable part of the crops that were grown and produced 
with no suggestion that there would be any legislation that 
would materially affect the prices of these commodities, and 
that under those circumstances, if this bill should become a law, 
which I hope it will not, unless it is so amended as to equalize 
its provisions to all industries alike, it is only fair that its 
operation should not take effect upon the products that were 
grown while the present law existed, for, even in the prospects 
of the passage of this bill, there has been a lowering of the 
prices of the farm products, and the farming industry of this 
country has been injured to a very appreciable extent without 
any corresponding advantage to that industry. 

it there was a general adjustment of the tariff so as to dis- 
tribute the genera] effect, it would be quite a different proposi- 
tion than that which here confronts us. 

If this bill is to be enacted into law, let it be so amended that 
its provisions do not apply to the products of the last season, 
but to those only to be produced which have been planted with 
a knowledge that this bill is likely to become a law. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I withdraw the point of order, Mr. | 
Chairman, and hope the amendment will be voted down. 
tw ee enna The question is on the amendment offered | 

i gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LrxpeercH]. 

bt e aco being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

r. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. | 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend line 18, page 19, by inserting, after the word “ 
following: 

“That the Dominion of Canada has so revised its patent laws as to 
give to inventors of the United States holding Canadian patents the 
same privileges as are now given by the United States to inventors of 
Canada holding United States patents, and shall have satisfactory 
evidence.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I make the point of order that that 
amendment is not germane to this bill. It relates to the patent 
laws, and this is a treaty relating to tariff duties between the 
two countries. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the ger 
point of order. 

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, as pointed out two or three 
days ago, the patent laws of Canada are such that they re- 


quire an American holding a patent from Canada either to sell 


evidence,” the 


itleman on the 


his patent or to come to Canada for the purpose of manufactur- 
ing the article. Therefore, so long as these laws obtnin, the 
concessions granted under this agreement are absolutely inef 


fective. It is an idle ceremony for this House to pass an agree 
ment under which Canada proposes to give us concessions 
far as access to her markets are concerned when she still re- 
tains within her internal legal system the power to render 
those provisions prohibitive and ineffective. Therefore, it seems 
to me, it is not only germane but necessary to adopt this amend- 
ment if we desire to make this agreement effective so far 
Canadian markets are concerned. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard briefly on 
the point of order. While I shall not vote for the amendment 
if it be placed before the House, it seems to me that it is not 
subject to a point of order. As I understand the amendment, it 
is proposed to amend the proviso so that it will read that when 
the President of the United States shall have satisfactory evi- 
dence that—relating to the patent laws—he shall make procia- 
mation that the following articles, and so forth. In other 


as 


| words, to make the dutiable and free list provided in the bill 


dependent in part upon the duties fixed by Canada and in part 
upon the revision of her patent laws. Clearly, it seems to me 
germane, in order to provide that our duties shall be reciprocal, 
and that we would have 4 right under this bill to add any pro- 
vision as a condition precedent to our granting a lower rate of 
duty or the free list. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I did not quite get the 
reading of the amendment in full, but I withdraw the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn, and the 
question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2. Pulp of wood mechanically ground; pulp of wood, chemical, 
bleached, or unbleached; news print paper, and other paper, and paper 
board, manufactured from mechanical wood pulp or from chemical wood 
pulp, or of which such pulp is the component material of chief value, 
colored in the pulp, or not colored, and valued at not more than 4 
cents per pound, not inciuding printed or decorated wall paper, being 
the products of Canada, when imported therefrom directly into the 
United States, shall be admitted free of duty, on the condition prec: 
dent that no export duty, export license fee, or other export cha 
any kind whatsoever (whether in the form of additional 
license fee, or otherwise), or any prohibition or restriction In ar 
of the exportation (whether by law, order, regulation, contractual 
lation, or otherwise, directly or indirectly), shall have been imp 
upon such paper, board, or wood pulp, or the wood used in the manu 
facture of such paper, board, or wood pulp, or the wood pulp used in 
the manufacture of such paper or board. 


Mr. FORDNEY. 
tute for section 2. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 2. Pulp of wood mechanically ground; pulp of wood, chemical, 
bleached, or unbleached; news-print paper, and other paper, and paper 
board, manufactured from mechanical wood pulp or from chemical wood 
pulp, or of which such pulp is the component materia! of chief val 
colored in the pulp, or not colored, and valued at not more than 4 


rge of 


or 





Mr. Chairman, I offer the following substi- 





per pound, not including printed or decorated wall paper, i the 
roducts of the Dominion of Canada, when imported thx m < 

nto the United States, shall be admitted free of duty, on tl 

tion precedent that no export duty, export license fee, or ot ‘ rt 
charge of any kind whatsoever (whether in the form of a I 
charge or license fee or otherwise), or any prohibition or restri mn 


n any way of the exportation (whether by law, order, regulati: 
tractual relation, or otherwise, directly or indirectly), shall h 


imposed upon paper, board, or wood pulp, or the wood used in the 
manufacture of paper, board, or wood pulp by the Government of t! 
Dominion of Canada, or any Province or other subdivision of gz 
ment thereof, wiere the same was in whole or in part produced 


| in the form of wood or pulp or otherwise) or manufactured: 7? led, 
however, That the rates of duty as now collected upon the arti in 


this section mentioned shall in no case be increased 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, the only difference between 
the substitute I have offered and section 2 of the bill as now 
written is that before Canada can enjoy our markets free of 
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duty on print paper she must remove from each and seit! (By unanimous consent leave was granted Mr. Mann | 
Province in Canada her embargo on pulp wood. I believe that | ceed for five minutes.) 

it is only fair that, if we are to take the finished product from Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I was not able to be « 
Canada or any other country in the world, that country should | that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Mi 
let free raw material come into our market unrestricted. This | was the other provision which I had prepared. I thou 
section is not as the bill was originally introduced at all. | was as it was read, but the gentleman misstated or erron 
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Therefore it is subject to amendment without affecting the bill. 
Section 2 as now in the bill was prepared by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] and presented to the committee and 
adopted as a substitute for the section that was in the bill 
when it was first introduced by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. McCati], because that section was not properly | 
worded. The only difference between the sections in the bill 
and the one I offer is that Canada is required to remove her 
restrictions on pulp wood. | 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the situation in regard to pulp | 
and paper is a little different in the bill from the situation as | 
to any other article named. There is no prohibition of ex- | 
portation on the other articles named in the bill. There is no 
export duty on pulp and paper coming from Canada into the | 
United States. The Dominion of Canada has levied no charge, | 
made no restrictions, fixed no export duty on pulp or paper | 
coming from Canada into the United States. Most of the pulp 
paper probably will be made in the future at least from pulp 
wood cut on the public lands known as the Crown lands. 

Those Crown lands are not owned by the Dominion of Can- 
ada; they are owned by the individual Provinces. Some of 
those Provinces are very much opposed to permitting any pulp 
wood to be exported from the Dominion into the United States. 
The Province of Ontario, for instance, whenever it sells pulp 
wood upon the Crown lands, puts into the contract the specific 
provision that that wood shall not be sent out of the Dominion 
of Canada for manufacture. The result of the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpney], if he 
states it correctly, would be that any one Province of Canada 
could absolutely prohibit the taking effect of the provision in 
the bill and render entirely nugatory all of the legislation in 
reference to pulp and paper. It would no longer be the action 
of the Dominion of Canada, but any one Province by putting 
into a contract for the sale of its pulp wood the provision that 
that pulp wood should be manufactured in the Dominion of 
Canada would entirely prevent the operation of the law, if 
this be enacted into law, and the Province of Ontario or 
some other Province would take advantage of that power and 
entirely prohibit all benefits to come from this provision of the 
law. 

In my judgment, it is to the interest not only of the paper 
consumers in the United States, but of the paper-manufactur- 
ing industry in the United States, that the great forests of 
black spruce in Canada may be utilized by exporting from 
Canada for the benefit of our paper mills that pulp wood con- 
trolled by these Provinces. If the amendment of the gentleman 
from Michigan should prevail, so far as paper and pulp are 
eoncerned, the bill might just as well be thrown into the waste 
basket, because it would never have any effect. 

The proposition contained in section 2 is identically the lan- 
guage of the agreement. The first bill that was presented did 
not follow out the agreement. Somebody made an error in 
drawing the bill. While this section 2 has been called the 
Mann amendment, all I did was to take the language of the 
agreement, write it out, and present it to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and the only thing left out of the agreement 
in the section as presented with reference to pulp and paper 
were these words, which were supernumerary : 

Provided, That such paper and board, valued at 4 cents per pound or 
less, and wood pulp. 

That was a repetition of language already in the agreement, 
so in drawing the section that language was left out. In other 
respects it is in the identical language of the agreement, and 
earries out not only the intent of the agreement, but makes a 
law which will be of benefit, in my opinion, both to the con- 
sumer and manufacturer. 


Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 


stated its effect. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Not intentionally. 

Mr. MANN. Ob, no; not intentionally. The provi 
the bill will admit, if this becomes a law, at once, free of 
paper or wood pulp made from pulp wood cut on | 
lands in Canada, on which there is no restriction of expo: 

The amendment offered by the gentleman from M 
would admit paper and pulp from Provinces only as each |; 
ince removed all restrictions on the exportation of pulp \ 
and would not treat the entire Dominion of Canada as 
tity, but treats each Province by itself. There may ha\ 
doubt as to which was the better provision. While I 
under the terms of the agreement and under the terms « 
bill, it is quite competent for the House, without dist 
the arrangement between the two Executives, to adopt ei! 
those provisions, still, in my judgment, it is better, no 


the provision which is in the bill is in the agreement, to { 


low the language of the agreement and admit the paper 
from private-lands pulp wood free of duty without leavi 
Provinces the power to control it. If I felt that it was 


| sary, and if it were not for the lateness of the hour, | 


be glad to discuss the matter more at length, but I do | 
at this time at liberty to detain the House further in 
to the proposition. [Cries of “ Vote!”] 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman wi 
me, I ask unanimous consent for one minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks 
mous consent to proceed for one minute. Is there ol 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Thank you, gentlemen; I will not tak: 
than a minute. Instead of the gentleman’s [Mr. Mann 
ment being correct that the language in the bill is ex: 
agreed upon by our representatives and the representa! 
Canada, he is mistaken. I think the gentleman makes 
take, an honest mistake, of course, because Mr. Fielding, « 
floor of the House of Parliament in Canada, stated th 
Government of the United States demanded this very 
thing, but they were unable to agree to it because the, 
not bind the Provinces, showing conclusively that the | 
had been discussed and that our representatives had a 
get the very thing that I am asking for, but the Canad 
resentatives were unable to bind the Provinces. That 
statement and the substance of his (Fielding’s) letter | 
Secretary of State. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the a 
ment in the nature of a substitute offered by the gen! 
from Michigan. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was reject: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 3. That for the purpose of further readjusting the dut 
importations into the Unit States of article or articles the ¢ 
product, or manufacture of the Dominion of Canada, and of the « 
tion into the Dominion of Canada of article or articles the + 

roduct, or manufacture of the United States, the President 
Jnited States is authorized and requested to negotiate trade agre 


with the Dominion of Canada wherein mutual concessions are | 


—— 


toward freer trade relations and the further reciprocal « 
sion 0 


trade and commerce: Provided, however, That said trade 
ments before becoming operative shall be submitted to the Cong 
the United States for ratification or rejection. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following an 
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, to be added as an 8 
tional section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendmen! 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 4. Nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent the U: 
States from amending or ss the same at any time without! 
to the Dominion of Canada, nor shall the Dominion of Cans 


required to give to the United States any notice before amendin- 


repealing any law responsive to this act. 


Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Chairman, the amendment that I ! 
just offered authorizes either this country or Canada to \ 
draw from the reciprocal trade arrangement now propose: 
any time without notice to the other. The‘pending so! 
Canadian reciprocity bill occupies a peculiar position. It is! 
a treaty, as some Members have seemed to suppose it is. I! 
merely a bill, which, if passed, will become a law of the Uni! 
States. Then, if Canada passes a similar law, as specified 
this act, the President is to issue a proclamation putting © 
law into effect. We authorize him to do so in the bill. But! 

! one word is said in the bill as to how it is ever to be repeal, 


Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. FORDNEY. The gentleman will admit that he pre- 
pared the amendment that I have offered? It was prepared by 
the gentleman, and I give him credit for preparing an exceed- 
ingly intelligent amendment to that bill. He brought the two 
amendments to the committee, and the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. Hix] offered the one that is now in the bill, and 
I offer this one. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 
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‘¢ nerchance we should be dissatisfied with it after a few years’ 
trial. Neither is any method provided for its amendment. 
\anifestly, Canada has some interest in what we shall do in 


the way of amending or repealing this bill in the future. Our 


hill admits the products of Canada into this country upon cer- | 


tein terms, provided Canada shall pass a law admitting certain 
of our products into that country upon certain terms that we 
have specified. 


Now, when the bill we are passing to-day becomes a law, and | 
Canada has passed an act containing exactly the schedules | 


upon our imports into that country that we have stipulated in 
our bill that she shall pass, it seems to me that a sort of a 


eontract will have been entered into between the two countries. 


Neither country should arbitrarily withdraw from the agree- 
ment after it is entered into without giving some notice to the 
other, unless it is provided in the bill at the time we pass it 
that such a thing can be done. 
by the amendment I have offered. 

Reject this amendment and you may have a hard time getting 
out of the agreement you are now entering into, if you should 
eyer want out. This country will at least desire to change the 
schedules of this trade arrangement, or some of them, from 


time to time, and unless this additional section be added no | 


express power will be reserved to do so. Adopt the amendment, 


and either this country or Canada will be at liberty, without | 
any specified notice to the other, to amend or repeal these re- | 
It would certainly be the part | 


ciprocal trade laws at any time. 
of wisdom to do so. 
This afternoon I heard the distinguished gentleman from 


Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop], the leader of the Democratic ma- | 
jority in this House, request his party followers to vote against | 


all amendments that shall be proposed to this bill. Therefore, 


I can have no hopes that the amendment I have proposed will | 


be accepted. But it is something that has been overlooked, and 
I feel it is my duty to the country to offer it. Maybe if it is 
voted down here it will be added to the bill when it reaches the 
Senate, 
to what may be a bad bargain. 

If the Democrats had not held a caucus in advance of the con- 





This is exactly what I propose 





so that we will not tie our hands for all time to come | 


sideration of this bill and decided on a set program, Members | 
offering amendments at this time could have them fairly con- | 


sidered. 


nnalterably opposed to caucuses. I believe in leaving Members 


For that reason I want to say in passing, that I am | 


free to exercise their best judgment at all times, otherwise | 


we are reduced from a deliberative body to a mere set of par- | 


rots repeating the votes of our so-called leaders. 

I am friendly to the Canadian reciprocity bill, and am going 
to vote for it on the roll call. The amendment is not offered to 
embarrass those in charge of the bill on the other side of the 
House; it ts offered to cover what appears to be a palpable 
omission. True, I believe the United States will have the right 
to repeal or amend this law at any time without having it so 


expressed in the bill, but it does appear that it would be much | 
better to have that matter made clear and certain by having it | 


stipulated in the bill. That is the sole object of the amendment 
I have offered in the form of an additional section to the bill. 
[Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Larrenty]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise and report the bill to the House without 
amendment, with a recommendation that the bill do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHertey, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of Union, reported that the com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 4412, the 
Canadian reciprocity bill, and had instructed him to report the 
Same to the House without amendment and with the recom- 
mendation that the bill do pass. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move the previous question on the bill 
to its final passage. 


The previous question was ordered, 

The SPEAKER. The ; 
third reading of the bill. hehe ees, 

The bill was engrossed and read a third time 
eo a NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bill to 
ea mmittee on Ways and Means, with instructions to report 
Taha’, back forthwith amended by placing on the free list 
eee er of all kinds, whether rough, dressed, planed, or grooved; 
shingles and lath, the product of the Dominion of Canada, when 


ported from Canada into : 
demand the previous oa United States; and on that I 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion of the gen 

tleman from Nebraska. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To recommit the bill to the Committee on Ways and Means with in 

ructions to report the same back forthwith amended by placing on the 
ist lumber of all kinds, whether rough, dressed, planed, or grooved ; 

les and lath, the product of the Dominion of Canada, when im- 

ported from Canada into the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska for the previous question. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. The gentleman is not entitled 
to make that motion. There is no debate permitted on a motion 
to recommit. 

Mr. NORRIS. The previous question, I think, 
order to prevent amendment. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. 





free 
} 


shi 


is proper in 


No amendment can be offered. 

The SPEAKER. Without the previous question amendments 
will be in order. The point of order is overruled. The ques 
tion is on the previous question on the gentleman’s motion to 


recommit. 


The previous question was ordered. 
On the motion to recommit I demand the y: 


Mr. NORRIS. 


and nays. 


The SPEAKER. 


The question is on the motion of the 


as 


tleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] to recommit, and on that 
motion the gentleman demands the yeas and nays. All th 
who are in favor of ordering the yeas and nays will rise and 


stand until counted. 


arisen—a sufficient number. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
SPEAKER. 


The 


[After counting.] 


The Chair will 


count. 


Fifty gentlemen have 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the other side. 
[After counting. ] 


Two hundred and thirty gentlemen have arisen, and the yeas 
and nays are refused. 
The question is on the motion to recommit the bill. 

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected. 


The SPEAKER. 


The question is on the passage of the b 


ill. 


The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. DALZELL, and several other Mem- 
bers demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The SPEAKER. 


bill, 


“yea”; those opposed “ nay.” 


The question was taken; and there were 
answered “ present” 3, not voting 29, as follows: 


YEAS—268. 


Adair Covington Gould Lewis 
Adamson Cox, Ind. Graham Linthicum 
Aiken, 8. C. Cox, Ohio Greene Littlepage 
Alexander Crago Gregg, Va. Lloyd 

Allen Cravens Gregg, Tex. Li c 

Ames Crumpacker Griest Longworth 
Anderson, Ohio Cullop Hamill Loud 
Ansberry Curley Hamilton, W. Va. Met'all 
Anthony Danforth Hamlin Met‘oy 
Ashbrook Daugherty Hardwick McCreary 
Austin Davenport Hardy McDermott 
Ayer Davis, W. Va. Harris McGillicuddy 
Barchfeld Denver Harrison, Miss, MelHlenry 
Barnhart Dickinson Harrison, N. Y. McKinney 
Bartholdt Dies Hay Macon 
Bartlett Difenderfer Heald Madden 
Beall, Tex. Dixon, Ind. Heflin Madison 
sell, Ga. Donohoe Helm Macuire, Nebr. 
Berger Doremus Higgins Maher 
Bingham Driscoll, D. A. Hill Mann 
Blackmon Dupre Hobson Maurtin, Colo 
Boehne Dyer Holland Matthews 
Booher Edwards Houston Miller 
sorland Ellerbe Howard Mitchell 
Bowman Estopinal Howland Moon, V’a 
Brown Evans Hubbard Moon, Tenn. 
Suchanan Faison Hughes, N. J. Moore, Tex, 
Bulkley Farr Hull Morrison 
surke, Pa. Ferris Humphreys, Miss. Moss, Ind. 
Burke, Wis. Fields Jacowany Murdock 
Burleson Finley Jame Murray 
Burnett Fitzgerald Johnson, Ky. N 

Botler Flood, Va. Johnson, 8. C. 

Byrnes, 8. C, Floyd, Ark. Jones 0 ld 
Byrns, Tenn. Fornes Kent 0 ted 
Calder Foss Kindred 0 ! 
Callaway Foster, Ill. Kinkead, N. J. Padgett 
Candler Francis Kitchin I 

Cantrill Fuller Knowland Pal 

Carlin Gallagher Konig Parran 
Carter Garner Konop Patten, N. ¥ 
Cary jarrett Korbly re r 
Catlin George Lafferty Pp 

Clark, Fla. Gillett Lamb I 

Clayton Glass Lawrence Post 

Cline Godwin, N. C. Lee, Ga. Pou 

Collier Goeke Lee, Pa. Rainey 
Connell Goldfogle Legare Raker 

Conry Goodwin, Ark. Lever Randell, Tex. 
Cooper Gordon Levy Ransdell, La. 


The question now is on the passage of the 
Those in favor of the passage of the bill will answer 
The Clerk will call the roll. 
yeas 268, nays 


sv 


’ 
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Rauch 

Reilly 
Richardson 
Roberts, Mass, 
Roberts, Nev. 
Robinson 
Roddenbery. 
Rothermel 
Rouse 

Rubey 
Rucker, Mo. 
Russell 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Scully 
Shackleford 
Sharp 


Akin, N. Y. 


Anderson, Minn. 


Bathrick 
Bradley 
Burke, 8. Dak, 
Campbell 
Cannon 
Claypool 
Copley 
Currier 
Dalzell 
Davis, Minn. 
De Forest 
Dodds 
Doughton 
Driscoll, M. E, 
Dwight 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Focht 
Fordney 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler 


Kahn 


Andrus 
Bates 
Brantley 
Broussard 
Burgess 
Davidson 


Dent 
Dickson, Miss. 


Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 

Sisson 
Slayden 
Slemp 

Small 

Smith, N. Y, 
Smith, Tex, 
Sparkman 
Speer 

Stack 

Stanley 
Stedman 
Stephens, Cal. 
Stephens, Miss. 
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Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stone 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 

Sweet 

Switzer 
Talbott, Md. 
Talcott, N. Y. 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Colo, 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thayer 
Thomas 
Tilson 
Townsend 
Tribble 


NAYS—89. 


French 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Good 

Gudger 
Guernsey 
Hamilton, Mich, 
Hammond 
Hanna 
Hartman 
Haugen 
Hawley 

Hayes 
Helgesen 
Hinds 

Howell 


La Follette 
Langley 
Lenroot 
Lindbergh 


McGuire, Okla, 


McKinley 
McLaughlin 
McMorran 
Malb 


y 
Martin, S. Dak. 


Mondell 
Moore, Pa, 
Morgan 
Mott 
Nelson 
Norris 


Humphrey, Wash. Patton, Pa. 


Jackson 
Kendall 
Kennedy 
Kinkaid, Nebr. 
Kopp 

Lafean 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—3. 


Langham 


Pickett 
Plumley 
Powers 
Pray 
Prince 
Prouty 


Riordan 


NOT VOTING—29. 


Draper 

Gray 

Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hensley 
Hughes, Ga. 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Kipp 


Latta 
Lindsay 
Littleton 
Loudenslager 
McKenzie 
Mays 

Morse, Wis. 
Payne 


Turnbull 
Tuttle 
Underhill 
Underwood 
Utter 
Watkins 
Weeks 
White 
Wickliffe 
Wilder 
Wilson, Il. 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Witherspoon 
Young, Mich. 
Young, Tex. 
The Speaker. 


Pujo 

Rees 
Rodenberg 
Rucker, Colo. 
Simmons 
Sloan 

Smith, J. M. C. 
Smith, Saml. W. 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Thistlewood 
Towner 
Volstead 
Warburton 
Webb 
Wedemeyer 
Whitacre 
Willis 

Woods, Iowa 
Young, Kans. 


Redfield 
Sells 
Smith, Cal. 
Vreeland 
Wood, N. J. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 
The Clerk called the name of Mr. Crark of Missouri, and he 
voted in the affirmative. 

So the bill was passed. 
The following pairs were announced: 
For this session: 
Mr. Rrorpan with Mr. ANDRUS. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Huecnues of Georgia with Mr. Woop of New Jersey. 
Mr. Henry of Texas with Mr. VREELAND. 


For to-day: 


Mr. BrRantTLrey with Mr. Bares. 

For to-day and ending in three weeks: 
Mr. Latta with Mr. Hucues of West Virginia. 
On the reciprocity bill: 
Mr. Henry of Connecticut (in favor of) with Mr. Kann | 


(against). 


Mr. Krep (in favor of) with Mr. LANGHAM (against). 
Mr. Serts (in favor of) with Mr. Davipson (against). 
Mr. Lirtieton (in favor of) with Mr. Loupenstacer (against). | the bequest of Gertrude M. Hubbard; to the Committee on 


Mr. Payne (in favor of) with Mr. 


‘(against). 


Mr. LANGHAM. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. LANGHAM. 


Morse of Wisconsin 


Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded? 
In the negative. 
I am paired, Mr. Speaker, with Mr. Krpp, 


and I wish to withdraw my vote and answer “ present.” 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. LANGHAM, and he answered 
“ Present.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The announcement of the result was received with applause. 

On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, a motion to reconsider the vote 
just taken was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Roserts of Massachusetts, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave of absence until April 26, on account of death in 
his family. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. ; 

Mr. Youne of Kansas, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Anna F. Shepherd, Sixty-first Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


APRIL ° 


ADJOURNMENT OVER UNTIL MONDAY. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that wl 
House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday ney 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. | 
woop] moves that when the House adjourns to-day it ad 
to meet on Monday next. The question is on agreeing i 

motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the I 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 7 o’clock ; 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet on Monday, » 
24, 1911, at 12 o’clock meridian. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communic: 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol|0\ 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting w 
letter from the Chief of Engineers report of examinati: 
Great Pedee River at Gibson Dam, S, C. (H. Doc. No. 23) : ¢. 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, | 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Auditor of the Tre». 
Department relating to the destruction of certain papers 
needed for public business (H. Doc. No. 24); to the Joint s 
Committee on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers and «) 
dered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting wit! 
letter from the Chief of Engineers report of examinatio; 
harbor at Knife River, Minn. (H. Doc. No. 25); to the « 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting wi: 
letter from the Chief of Engineers report of examination 
survey of New Haven Harbor, Conn. (H. Doc. No. 26): to : 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be pr 
with illustrations. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and ni 


rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 672s) 


| granting pensions to teamsters of the War of the Rebe 


from 1861 to 1865, inclusive; to the Committee on Invalid |’+ 
sions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 6729) to provide for | 
selection and purchase of a site for and erection of a monun 
or memorial to the memory of Gen. George Rogers Clark 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 6730) to authorize the leasing 
the Batan Island Military Reservation for coal-mining | 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 6731) to provide for | 
sale of the surface and mineral deposits of the segregated | 
and asphalt lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, : 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 6732) providing | 
the erection of a public building in the city of Centralia, \! 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 6733) to accept and f 


Library. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 6734) to res 
the practice of pharmacy and the sale of poisons in the ~ 
sular districts of the United States in China; to the Commit’ 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 6735) to authorize the ~ 
change with the Coconino Cattle Co. of lands within the | 
nino National Forest; to the Committee on the Public Lands 

By Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 6756) [© 
provide for holding terms of United States courts at Hat! 
burg, Miss.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6737) granting per 
sions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who sery'! 
in the Civil War and the War with Mexico; to the Commit'\’ 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6738) to author 
the St. Louis-Kansas City Electric Railway Co. to construc! 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near the town of *' 
Charles, Mo.; to the Committee on Interstate and Fore's' 
Commerce. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 6739) to grant medals to sur 
vivors and heirs of volunteers of the Port Hudson forlorn-hope 
storming party; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Ry Mr. HOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 6740) to provide for a sur- 





‘of the lake front at Fairport, Lake County, Ohio; to the | 
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( nittee on Rivers and Harbors. | 


ny Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 6741) to provide for the erec- | 
t of a monument to the signers of the Declaration of Inde- 
ence: to the Committee on the Library. | 
Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6742) providing for the dis- | 
nuance of the grade of post noncommissioned staff officer | 
end creating the grade of warrant officer in lieu thereof; to the | 
( nittee on Military Affairs. | 
By Mr. COVINGTON: A bill (H. R. 6748) to provide Ameri- 
‘yegistry for the steamer Minnesota upon certain conditions; | 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
Ry Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 6744) granting 
pensions to widows and minor children of deceased soldiers and | 
ys of the War with Spain and the Philippine insurrection; | 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Ry Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6745) to 
remit the duty on pictorial windows to be imported by the Gate 
of Heaven Church, South Boston, Mass.; to the Committee ou 
Ways and Means. 
itv Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 6746) to give 
to the fifth article of the treaty between the United 
tes and Canada, signed January 11, 1909; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 
ty Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 6747) to 
authorize the Wisconsin Central Railway Co. to construct a 
across the St. Croix River between Wisconsin and 


ti 


effect 
SI 


bridge 
Minn 
merce 


By Mr. LEVER: Resolution (H. Res. 119) asking for certain 


esota; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- | 


information of the President; to the Committee on Foreign | 


rs. 


Affai 
By Mr. McCOY: Resolution (H. Res. 120) directing the Sec- 


retary of War to furnish information in regard to a water 
supply for Staten Island, N. Y.; to the Committee on Military | 
Affairs. 


\Iso, resolution (H. Res. 121) directing the Department of 
Justice to furnish information in regard to a water supply for 


Staten Island, N. Y¥.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. CRAVENS: Resolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing 


the appointment of an assistant clerk to the Committee on En- | 


rolled Bills; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
73) providing for the termination of the treaty between the 
United States of America and Russia, concluded at St. Peters- 
burg December 18, 1832; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 5) authorizing the Secretary of Commerce and Labor and 
the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics to collect and compile 
statistics relating to wars, etc.; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 6748) granting an increase of 
pension to David K. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (AH. R. 6749) granting an increase of pension to 
Morgan M, Mills; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6750) granting an 
increase of pension to Harrison Barber; to the Committee 


abl 


HOUSE. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6760) granting an increase of pension to 
John Florkowski; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6761) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Grundy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6762) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6763) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Homan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. Ry 6764) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron B. Hoffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6765) granting an increase of pension to 
John Henry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6766) granting an increase of pe 
Joseph Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6767) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi B. Leedy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6768) granting an of pension to 
Absalom Mowery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6769) granting an increase of pension to 
John Z. Macon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6770) granting an increase of pension to 
James McNary; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6771) granting an increase of pension to 
Tillman McLaughlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6772) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel S. Moses; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6775) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Overmyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6774) granting an increase of pension to 
William Poorman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6775) granting an increase of pension to 
Nicholas B. Querrin; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 


ision to 


increase 


isions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6776) granting an increase of pension to 
Burton S. Rathbun; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6777) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Reineck; to the Committee Invalid Pensi« 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6778) granting an incr 


on ns. 


ase of 


pension to 


Orrell P. Rarick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6779) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Smith: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6780) granting an increase of peusion to 


John A. Shively ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6781) granting an increase of pension to 
| Jacob R. Sprout: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (CH. 
Maria A. Sinclair; 


R. 


to 


GTS.) 


granting an incr of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ise pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6783) granting an increase of pension to 
Erasmus D. Turner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6784) granting an increase of pension to 
Markus Wolf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6785) granting an increase of pension to 
Christina Younkman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6786) granting an increase of pension to 


Henry Zender; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6787) | 
Petty; to the Committee on Invalid Pen: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6788) granting a pension to George Flor 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 6789) granting a pension 
to Juan Bautisto Duran; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
ty Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 6790) for the 


granting a pension to 


ions, 


Charles I. Dague; to the Committee on Claims. 


on 
Invalid Pensions. | 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6751) granting a pension to Barbara A. 
Bauman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 6752) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias Babione; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6753) granting an increase of pension to | 
Melanchton Binkley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6754) granting an increase of pension to | 


Romanes Binkley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6755) granting an increase of pension 

James W. Beckwith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6756) granting an increase of pension 


to 


to 
Samuel Cloud; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 6757) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Cushman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6758) granting a pension to James A. 
Dickinson; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6759) granting an increase of pension to 


Joseph Diedler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6791) for the relief of James W. Morgan: 
to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6792) 

Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 67938) for the relief of Charles 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6794) for the 
the Committee on Claims. 


for the relief of Phil Sours; to the 


A. 


Bess; to 


relief of Lottie 


R pp; to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6795) for the relief of Katherine R h 
ford; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a-bill (H. R. 6796) for the relief of Drs. Lang iy & 
Langworthy and others; to the Committee on Clain 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6797) to correct the military record of 
Judson N. Pollard; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6798) granting an increase of pension to 
George S. Hampton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6799) granting an increase of pe n to 
Francis Berry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6800) granting an increase of | ) 
Henry D. Sally; to the Committee on Invalid Pens ou 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6801) granting an increase of pensi to 


Andrew T. Kyle; to the Committee ou Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6802) granting an inerease of pension to 
William Copeland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6808) granting an inerease of pension to 
Frank B. Honza; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6804) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Keeler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6805) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Ree; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6806) granting a pension to Franklin Bar- 
bour; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6807) granting a pension to Rebecca J. 
Billingslea; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6808) granting a pension to Alice Davis; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6809) granting a pension to Alexander R. 
Banks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATHRICK: A bill (H. R. 6810) for the relief of 
Charles J. Callahan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 6811) for the relief of John 
Moynihan; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 6812) granting an increase 
of pension to Ambrose Langley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6813) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Conklin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6814) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6815) granting an increase of pension ta 
Mary A. Fox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 6816) granting an in- 
erease of pension to William Bennett; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6817) granting a pension to John W. 
Bolt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6818) granting a pension to Alice A. D. 
Hughes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6819) granting a pension to William F. 
"atten; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6820) for the relief of James I. Fountain; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 6821) to correct 
the date of discharge of Jerome L. Brown; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 6822) to carry into effect 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of William F. 
McKimmy, administrator of the estate of John McKimmy, de- 
ceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 6823) for the relief of 
Pedro Fuentes, administrator of the estate of Guadalupe Lujan 
de Fuentes, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6824) for the relief of 
John Carr; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 6825) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles M. Burt; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6826) granting an 
increase of pension to John Crew; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6827) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Carr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6828) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Tungate; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Hf. R. 6829) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6830) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachel A. Chadwick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6831) granting an imerease of pension to 
Thomas Hicks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6832) granting an increase of pension to 
Anton Ohnesorg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6833) granting an increase of pension to 
Meredith T. Moore; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6834) granting an increase of pension to 
J. F. Williamson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6835) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Hines; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6836) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorenzo D. Hays; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 68387) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Jefferries; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6838) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Rule; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6839) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. McGary; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6840) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Farishon; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6841) granting a pension to Jerr; 
patrick; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6842) granting a pension to Fran 
Gibbs ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6843) granting a pension to Ch 
Kraft; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HE. R. 6844) granting a pension to John Ww 
Willbrandt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6845) granting a pension to J. 1 


Cornman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6846) granting a pension to Rachel Pe: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6847) for the relief of George P. T) 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6848) for the relief of Henry Mer: 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 6849) for the relief of George W. Mo) 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6850) for the relief of Eli Parks: 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6851) for the relief of John Blac! 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6852) for the relief of Levant C. Din. 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6853) for the relief of John Ziezk 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6854) for the relief of Joseph Rutt: 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 68565) for the relief of the trustees 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Warrenton, Mo.: 
Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6856) for the relief of the treasur:y o 


State Hospital No. 1, at Fulton, Mo.; to the Committee o; 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6857) for the relief of the legal repr. 
tives of Alexander Andrae, deceased; to the Committee « 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6858) to reimburse Marion Willia: 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6859) referring to the Court of « 
the claim of John H. Frick; to the Committee on War ¢ 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6860) to correct the military recor 


Philip Sappington ; te the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 6861) granting a pen 
George P. Cross; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. COVINGTON: A bill (H. R. 6862) granting a p 
to Mary P. Haddaway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 


Also; a bill (H. R. 6863) for the relief of the estate of « 


Thomas EB. Boone, deceased ; to the Committee on War Cla 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6864) to equalize the persion of Edy 
Bates from March, 1883, up to the time of the speci 
granting him $24 per month; to the Committee on Inyali: 
sions. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6865) granting 
crease of pension to Lucien E. Payne; te the Commit! 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6866) for the relief of John A. Trowb 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6867) for the relief of the estate of ! 
H. Penny, deceased; to the Committee on Military Affai: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6868) for the relief of Heary C. Em 
te the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 6869) granting an incre: 
pension to John Bonhome; to the Committee on Invali: 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6870) granting am increase of pens 
Riley Liston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6871) granting a pension to Le 
Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6872) granting an increase of pens 
David E. Garey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 6873) gr: 
an increase of pension to Charlies H. Webster; to the Cou 
on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. BR. 6874) for the relief of Everett H. Cors 


to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6875) granting an inerease of pensi 


James Skelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


APRIL 2. 





1) 


By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 6876) for the relief of Uc 


estate of John Pemberton, deceased; to the Committee on \S 


Claims. 


ar 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6877) for the relief of the estate of Philip 


Felix Herwig, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 














Ry Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 6878) granting an increase of Also, a bill (H. R. 6916) for the relief of the estate of Harris 
nsion to Edward P. Rice; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | Barnes, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 


sions. By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 6917) for the relief of Frederick 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6879) granting a pension to Henry Briggs; | Hughson; to the Committee on War Claims. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. &. 6918) for the relief of 

Ry Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 6880) granting an in- | Thomas Cassidy; to the Committee on Claims, 
crease of pension to James A. Darrin; to the Committee on By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 6919) granting an increase of 
] id Pensions. pension to Sherwood C. Bowers; to the Committee on Invalid 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6881) granting an increase of pension to | Pensions. 

Dustin W. Whitney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also. a bill (H. R. 6920) for the relief of Thomas Johnson or 
Also, a bill CH. R. 6882) granting an increase of pension to his legal representatives: to the Committee on War Claims. 
Lyman J. Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also. a bill (H. R. 6921) for the relief of David KR. Mister; to 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6883) granting an increase of pension to | the Committee on War Claims, 

William Borst, alias William Pierce; to the Committee on In- Also, a bill (H. R. 6922) for the relief of the heirs of Lemmis 
valid Pensions. J. Spence, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill CHL R. 6884) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 6923) for the relief of Edward 
James H. Parks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. S. Salomon; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6885) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 6924) authorizing the President to appoint 
Edward G. Waring; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Alexander Shiras Gassaway a second assistant engineer in 

\Iiso, a bill CH. R. 6886) granting an increase of pension to} the Revenue-Cutter Service; to the Committee on Interstate 
William C. Oakley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6887) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 6925) grant 
Charles N. Merrill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ing an increase of pension to Jacob Coleman; to the Committee 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 6888) granting an increase of pension to | cn Invalid Pensions. 

Harrison Van Horne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. &R. 6926) granting an increase of pension to 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6889) granting an increase of pension to | William McClain; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Charles Holmes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 6927) granting an increase of pension to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6890) granting an increase of pension to | Theodore T. Sperling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Andrew J. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 6928) granting an increase of pension to 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6891) granting an increase of pension to | George Mudgett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

John Pogne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 6929) granting an increase of pension to 

Also, a bill (HL R. 6892) granting an increase of pension to | William L. Hands; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
John J. De Groff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 6930) granting an increase of pension to 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6893) granting an increase of pension to | Stalnaker Marteney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Lot Smalley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, Also, a bill (H. R. 6931) granting a pension to William W. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6894) granting an increase of pension to | Maroney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ainer Munson: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. MAHER: A bill (H. R. 6982) granting an increase 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6895) granting an increase of pension to | of pension to William P. Mayles; to the Committee on Pensions 
Delos Sitts: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 6933) grant 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6896) granting an increase of pension to | ing an increase of pension to Charles Wibert; to the Committee 
Manfield Seott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6897) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 6934) granting an increase of pension to 
David Parris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, Allen O. Underhill: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 6898) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. NYE: A bill (Hf. R. 6935) granting an increase of 
Richmond White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. pension to Eleanor Stahler; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 6899) granting an increase of pension to | sions. 

J. Delos Proyn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 6936) granting an increase of pension to 
Also, a bill CH. R. 6900) granting an increase of pension to senjamin F. Graham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
William H, Maxfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 6937) to remove the charge of desertior 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6901) granting an increase of pension to | from the military record of Roswell W. Gould; to the Com 

John C. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6902) granting an increase of pension to $y Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. BR. 6938) for the relief 
George C. Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | of Nathan P. Randall; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6903) to correct the military record of Also, a bill (H. R. 6939) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus York; to the Committee on Military Affairs. Martin Larvin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FAISON: A bill (H. R. 6904) for the relief of the By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 6940) granting an increase 
estate of Benjamin C. Smith, deceased, W. W. Smith, adminis- | of pension to Jacob Staples; to the Committee on Invalid P 
trator; to the Committee on War Claims. | sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6905) for the relief of the estate of Seth 





W iters; to the Committee on War Claims. 
—_ a bill (H. R. 6906) for the relief of Samuel J. White; 
© the Committee on War Claims sr ' . ‘ . 
. “sg 3y Mr. POS $4 . R. 6942) gra ga increase of 
Also, @ ilE (EE, EEN) tae tie dalle? of the catate of Thomas | oe, TOUT: A bil (HB. G42) granting an increase of 


By Mr. PATTEN of New York (by request): A bill (HL. R 
6941) for the relief of the heirs at law of Addison C. Fletc! 
deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 


S. Howard, deceased: to the Committee on War Claims eo James M. Newland; to the Committee on Invalid 
. snsions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6908) for the relief of W. T. Hawkins; to] “\y. yy es 
the Committee on War Claims Also, a bill (TI. R. 6942) granting an increase of pension to 
ty Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 6909) granting an increase of | 5#™muel A. Knoop; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
pension to Levi H. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- Also, a bill (H, R. 6944) granting a pension to George I 
sions. Pensyl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6910) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. PROUTY: A bill (H. R. 6945) granting an incrense 
Alonzo F. Stalker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. of pension to David W. Dalrymple; to the Committee on In 


By Mr. GREGG of Pennsylvania : A bill (H. R. 6911) granting | V#!id Pensions. 
an increase of pension to Joseph A. Miller; to the Committee on| By Mr. PUJO: A bill (HH. It. 6946) for the correction of the 
Invalid Pensions. - military record of Zephaniah Squires; to the Committee on 
By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 6912) for the relief of | Military Affairs. 
Lewis Myshrall; to the Committee on Military Affairs. By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H, R. 6947) to authorize the Presi 
By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6913) | dent of the United States to appoint Robert H. Peck a captain 
sranting an increase of pension to Alexander Morrow; to the | in the Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. R. 6948) to restore to the 


ant Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 6914) for | active list of the Marine Corps the name of Albert Hamilton; 
e relief of the estate of J. M. Fortinberry, deceased; to the | to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 6949) granting an increase of 
(H. R. 6915) for the relief of the estate of Capt. | pension to James R. Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid 
n Bolino; to the Committee on War Claims. Pensions, 


Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill 
Joh 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6950) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 6992) granting a pension to Cha: ‘ 
Aaron M. MeCown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Bible; to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 6951) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 6993) for the relief of James B. 1. 
William R. MeNew; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6952) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 6994) for the relief of Willis M. K 
Jobn Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 6953) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 6995) for the relief of William V ; 
James I. Kelly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6954) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 6996) to correct the military r 
Alexander R. Blazer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Thomas Earls; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6955) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 6997) to correct the military 
Joseph Laughters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. William B. Jenkins; to the Committee on Military A ffai 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6955) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 6998) to correct the military rec 
James White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. W. G. McKinzie; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 6957) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 6999) to correct the military reeord of 
Reuben Sellers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Thomas Ownby ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bMl CH. R. 6958) granting an increase of pension to| Also, a bill (H. R. 7000) to correct the military re 4 
P. A. Cobb; to the Committee on Pensions. | Isaac G. Osborn; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6959) granting an increase of pension to | Also, a bill (H. R. 7001) to correct the military re . 
John Dunn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. George Bragg; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6960) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 7002) to remove the charge of des: 
W. H. Fitzgerald; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. against T. N. McKinnis; to the Committee on Military A 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6961) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 7003) to remove the charge of deseriion 
Creed Owens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. against Andrew Potter; to the Committee on Military \ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6962) granting an inerease of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 7004) for relief of the heirs of Wj) 
W. B..C. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. M. Piper; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6963) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 7005) to carry into effect the findings . 

J. F. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Court of Claims in the case of William Raines; to the Com 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6964) granting an increase of pension to | on War Claims. 

Joseph Riee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 7006) granting a pension to certain est 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6965) granting an increase of pension to Tennesseeans engaged in the Secret Service of the United States 

Sarah McQueen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. during the War of the Rebellion; to the Commiitee on Invalid 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6966) granting an increase of pension to Pensions. 

William J. Ingle; to the Committee on Pensions. By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 7007) for the relief of Mrs 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6967) granting an increase of pension to | James M. Jett; to the Committee on War Claims. 

John J. Proffitt; to the Committee on Pensions. By Mr. SPEER: A bill (H.R. 7008) making an appropriation 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6968) granting an increase of pension to | for defraying losses sustained by lunibermen on the A}! 

Edgar H. Cooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. River, Allegheny County, Pa., caused by the erection of » dam 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6969) granting an increase of pension to | on said river in said county; to the Committee on Claini< 

Henry Watson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. TALCOTT of New York: A bill (H. R. 7009) erant- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6970) granting an inerease of pension to | ing an increase of pension to Charles HE. Benson; to the (om- 


Reuben Cornett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6971) granting a pension to Ed. G. Beal; to| By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7010) granting an in- 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. crease of pension to Richard S. Higgins; to the Committee on 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6972) granting a pension to Bascom M. | Invalid Pensions. 

Meyers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 7011) granting an inerease of pension to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6973) granting a pension to Elizabeth | John W. Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 7012) granting an increase of pension to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6974) granting a pension to Richard Craw- | Perry Morey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 7013) granting an increase of pension to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6975) granting a pension to Nancy West; | Austin P. Thayer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 7014) granting an increase of pension t 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6976) granting a pension to James K. | Henry A. Collier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Bowman; to the Committee on Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 7015) granting an increase of pension to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6977) granting a pension to Tide Owens; to | Henry S. Byers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

the Committee on Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 7016) for the relief of James B. Jewett; 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6978) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. | to the Committee on War Claims. 
Bayless; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. } By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 7017) for the relief of James 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6979) granting a pension to Daniel P. R. Evans; to the Committee on War Claims. 





Hensley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 7018) granting an increase of 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6980) granting a pension to Manley W. |} pension to Edward A. Bushnell; to the Committee on Invalid 
Capps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6981) granting a pension to William H.| By Mr. WICKERSHAMN: A bill (H. R. 7019) granting a pen- 
Hart; to the Committee on Pensions. sion to Laura Boysen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6982) granting a pension to John Ward: By.Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7020) granting an 
to the Committee on Pensions. increase of pension to James Henderson; to the Commitice on 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6983) granting a pension to Monroe Trent; | Pensions. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7021) granting an in- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6984) granting a pension to Thomas R- | crease of pension to Jesse Woodruff; to the Committee on In- 
Trent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. valid Pensions. 7 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6985) granting a pension to John R. P.' Aliso; a bill (H. R. 7022) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas; to the Committee on Pensions. | Baward Prentice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
P Also, a ae = 6986) granting a pension to Absalom L.; Also, a bill (H. R. 7023) granting an increase of pension to 
Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i § . > on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6987) granting a pension to Lemiel A. See eT eo a, ores 
Ragan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 7 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6988) granting a pension to Isaac A. | PETITIONS, ETC. 
Wampler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6989) granting a pension to Aaron W. | on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
Dixon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. ASHBROOK: Resolutions of Palmer Local Union, 
Also, a bill CH. R. 6990) granting a pension to Ada Hurst; to | Palmer Falls, N. Y., and Thomson Local Union, No. 158, [nter- 
the Committee on Pensions. national Paper Makers, of Schuylerville, N. Y., in opposition to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6991) granting a pension to Joseph Case; | the proposed Canadian reciprocity agreement; to the Committec 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. on Ways and Means. . 
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i Mr. BERGER: Petition of 63,285 individuals, and by 
« ef organizations comprising 24,315 members (the indi- 
signatures are of citizens of every State and Territory, 


except Alaska and Delaware), requesting the recall of the 
\merican Army from the Mexican border; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


ry Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: Papers accompanying bill to 
~eoet the record of the discharge of Jerome L. Brown; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. vat 

Ry Mr. BURLESON: Resolutions, petitions, letters, etc., from 
various organizations throughout the country, protesting against 
the 10-cent tax on colored oleomargarine and asking Congress 
to repeal it; also asking Congress to investigate and endeavor 
to check spread of disease carried through dairy products, 
especially to prevent tuberculosis: Painters, Decorators, and | 
Paperhangers of America, Local Union No. 126, Joplin, Mo.; 
Richmond Typographical Union, No. 90, Charles J. Hughes, sr., 
secretary-treasurer, 614 Spring Street, Richmond, Va.; Branch | 
No. 14, Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association of the United States 
and Canada, F. W. W. Brennan, secretary, 38 Penn Street, 
Woodbury, N. J.; Federation of Women’s Clubs, Mrs. C. D. G. 
Granger, chairman of Industrial Conditions of Women and 
Children, Atlanta, Ga; Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen 
and Enginemen, Mayflower Lodge, No. 547, Des Moines, Iowa; | 
District of Columbia Federation of Women’s Clubs, Miss 
Frances Graham French, the Cumberland Apartment, Wash- 
incton, D. C.; The Woman’s Club of Sykeston, N. Dak.; Divi- | 
sion No. 154, Order of Railway Conductors, F. E. Tewksbury, 
secretary and treasurer, Binghampton, N. Y.; Switchmen’s 
Union of North America, Lodge No. 38, M. A. Gooley, 212 Hol- 
land Street, Erie, Pa.; Fortnightly Club, Oconomowoc, Wis., | 
Mrs. Celestia L. Edwards, president, Mrs. Charles Cottrell, 
secretary; Carpenters’ District Council, T. F. Kearney, sec- 
retary-agent, Room 23, 96 Mathewson Street, Providence, R. I.; | 
Woman's Club, Mrs. Mary J. Ward, corresponding secretary, 
Charlotte, Mich.; Building Trades’ Department, American Fed- 
eration of Labor, William J. Spencer, secretary-treasurer, Wash- 
ington, D. C.; Branch 106, Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association of 
the United States and Canada, Columbus, Ohio; Ouakesup Club, 
Mrs. Hattie A. French, president, and Mrs. Gertrude Sanders, 
secretary, Hot Springs, Ark.; National Expeller Cotton Seed | 
Crushers’ Association, D. G. Dumas, secretary, Fort Worth, 
Tex.: Journeymen Stonecutters’ Association of North America, 
John Rankin, secretary, 2175 East Thirty-ninth Street, Cleve- 
land, Ohio; International Union of Steam Engineers, Local No. 
66, E. B. Schenck, recording secretary, 911 Clarissa Street, Pitts- | 
burg, Pa.; Cigarmakers’ International Union of America, Local 
No. 457, Amos D. Hill, secretary, 808 Michigan Avenue, St. 
Joseph, Mich.; Musicians’ Protective Union, Local No. 161, C. P. 
Huestis, recording secretary, 421 B Street NE., Washington, | 
D. C.; Menominee-Marinette Shingle Weavers’ Union, Local 
No. 1, Marinette, Wis., James J. Williams, secretary; Woman’s 
Club of Monroe, Wis., Mrs. Jessie Weirich, president, Mrs. Mary | 
L. Lucksinger, acting secretary; Kansas Equal Suffrage Asso- 
ciation, Mrs. Catherine Hoffman, president, Enterprise, Kans. ; 
Travel Class of Albert Lea, Mrs. George H. Mueller, correspond- 
ing secretary, Albert Lea, Minn.; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

_By Mr. CALDER: Resolutions of Local No. 158, Schuyler- 
ville, N. Y., and Local No. 7, Palmer, N. Y., International Broth- 
erhood of Paper Makers, against Canadian reciprocity; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of St. Louis Stereotypers Union, No. 
8, city of St. Louis, Mo., favoring Canadian reciprocity ; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

_By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of Local No. 158, Schuylerville, 
N. Y., and Local No. 7, Palmer, N. Y., International Brother- 
hood of Paper Makers, against Canadian reciprocity; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

sy Mr. FORNES : Resolution of New Orleans Cotton Ex- 
change, against present tariff rates on steel cotton ties and 
bagging; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Chamber of Commerce and Manufactur- | 
ers’ Club of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring Canadian reciprocity: to | 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 
the ann FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of the employees of 
Geant as ae Co., operating in the State of Vermont, against 

by Mr Fo fo to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Levi H. Brown: ¢ ao to accompany bill for the relief of | 

Ales, petition’ - e ear ie on Invalid Pensions. | 
favoring the Soca . ‘ “g-- S Bridgeport, Conn., | 
Ways and Means. procity ; the Committee on | 


Also, petitions of 
Cleveland; master 








N. J. Batchelder, master of National Grange, 


New York, agaiust Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
Also, papers to 


all o* 
OikeT Ss 


accompany bill for the relief of 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Pratts Patent (Ltd.), in opposition to House 
bill 4413, relative to feods for domestic animals; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of 125 resi- 
dents of Haverhill and Bradford, Mass., favoring a national 
department of health; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Interior Department. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: Resolution of Aroostook County Pomona 
Grange, against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of F. W. Heidel, of Fargo, N. Dak., 
against parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Oflice. and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Grafton, N. Dak., against Canadian 
reciprocity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of residents of Niagara, N. Dak., favoring the 
increase in salary to rural free-delivery carriers; to the Com 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of citizens of Naugatuck, Conn.., 
against arbitration treaty with Great Britain; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: Papers to accompany bill authorizing the 
President to appoint Alexander Shiras Gassaway a second assist 
ant engineer in the United States Revenue-Cutter Service; to 
the Committee on Interstate ard Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of South Branch Grange, South 
Branch, Mich., protesting against Canadian reciprocity; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Rev. Charles E. Marvin and 30 other residents 
of Bay City, Mich., favoring the passage of House bill 383; to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

$y Mr. NYE: Resolutions of Minnesota Millers’ Club, Min- 
neapolis, Minn., favoring Canadian reciprocity; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: Petition of Robert P. Brown, of 
Providence, R. I., favoring EH. R. 26541, relative to trusts and 
combinations; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, resolutions of Grand Army of the Repubilc, Providence, 
R. I., favoring building additional battleships; to the Committee 


Alonzo F. 
St 


| on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. POST: Resolutions of Irish-American and German 
American societies of New York, against closer relations with 


| Great Britain; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. RAKER: Joint resolution 16 of California Legisla- 
ture, relating to Deadmans Island; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 


Also, petition of William P. McHaffie, of San Francisco, Cal., 


| against the Canadian reciprocity treaty; to the Committee on 


Ways and Means. 
Also, resolution of Legislature of State of California, favorins 
parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


| Roads. 


Also, petition of Knight & Lyle and others, of Dunsmuir, Cal., 
against parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the L, B. Tibbetts Chapter of American 
Women’s League, composed of 60 members, against suppressing 
magazines; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of William Simpson and others, of California, 
against parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Mrs. A. I. Strawn, of Corning, Ca] 
raising the postal rates; to the Committee on the 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: Petition of citizens of 
the seventh district of Massachusetts, protesting against the 
establishment of a national board of health; to the Committee 


», against 
Post Office 


on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 


Also, resolutions of New England Shoe Wholesalers’ Associa 
tion, of Boston, in opposition to the proposal to place leathe 
and boots and shoes on the free list; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolutions of New Orleans Cotton Exchange, asking 
that all bagging and ties used in the baling of cotton be placed 
upon the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petitions of Loca] No. 158, Thomsons, 
N. Y., and of Local No. 7, International Brotherhood of Paper 
Makers, of Palmer, N. Y., against Canadian reciprocity; to the 


of Union Grange; and Clift & Goodrich, of | Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of tea importers of the city of New York, rela- 
tive to the duty on tea; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Merchants’ Association of New York 
favoring Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and | 
Means. 

By Mr. UTTER: Petition of sundry citizens of Rhode Island, | 
favoring the establishment of a department of public health; | 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

Also, resolutions of the Carpenters’ District Council of Provi- | 
dence, R. I., and vicinity, favoring repeal of the tax on oleo- 
margarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 





SENATE. 
Monpay, April 24, 1911. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 


NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The Assistant Secretary read the following: 
OFFICE OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
UNITED STATES SENATE, 
April 24, 1911. 


Being temporarily absent from the Senate, I appoint Hon. WILLIAM 
ALDEN SMiru, Senator from Michigan, to perform the duties of the | 


Chair. 
Wa. P. Fryre, 
President pro Tempore. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan thereupon took the chair as Presid- 
ing Officer, and directed that the Journal of the last legislative 
day should be read. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read 
and approved. 


SENATORS FROM IOWA AND FLORIDA. 


Mr. CUMMINS. I present the certificate of election of Wit- 
LIAM S. Kenyon as Senator from Iowa for the unexpired term 
of my late colleague, Jonathan P. Dolliver, and ask that it be 
read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
credentials. 

The credentials of Wirt1am S. Kenyon, chosen by the Legis- | 
lature of the State of Iowa a Senator from that State to fill 
the vacancy in the term ending March 4, 1913, caused by the 
death of Jonathan P. Dolliver, were read and ordered to be 
filed. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I present the certificate of election of my 
colleague, Mr. NATHAN P. Bryan, and ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the | 
credentials. 

The credentials of NATHAN P. Bryan, chosen by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Florida a Senator from that State for 
the term beginning March 4, 1911, were read and ordered to be 
filed. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. Kenyon is present, and I ask that the 
oath of his office be now administered to him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator elect from Iowa 
will present himself at the Vice President's desk and the oath 
will be administered to him. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I make the same statement with refer- 
ence to my colleague [Mr. Bryan]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator elect from Flor- 
ida will present himself at the Vice President’s desk. 

Mr. Kenyon and Mr. Bryan were escorted to the Vice 
President’s desk by Mr. CumMmINs and Mr. FLercHer, respec- 
tively, and the oath prescribed by law was administered to them 
by the Presiding Officer. 





DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting a letter from the Auditor of the Treasury Depart- 
ment relative to the destruction of certain papers on the files 
of the department which are not needed in the transaction of 
public business and have no permanent value or historical 
interest. (H. Doc. No. 24.) 

The communication and accompanying papers will be referred 
to the Joint Select Committee on the Disposition of Useless 
Papers in the Executive Departments. The Chair appoints as 
the committee on the part of the Senate the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. CiarKe] and the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER]. The Secretary will notify the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the appointment ef the committee on the part 
of the Senate. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| (H. R. 4412) to promote reciprocal trade relations \ the 


| Jin and Berlin, in the State of New Hampshire, remons' 





APRI 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had pass: ' y 


Dominion of Canada, and for other purposes, in whi 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER presented a resolution tod 
by the Chamber of Commerce of Philadelphia, Pa., fay. : 
enactment of legislation placing appointments and pr 


in the Consular Service upon a merit basis, which was ; red 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
He also presented resolutions adopted at a mass m: r of 


citizens of the northwest section of Chicago, Ill., remon- 
against any further action being taken in the case of 
tion of a Senator from Illinois, which were referred 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Robert 
Memorial Association, of Buffalo, N. Y., remonstratin: 
the ratification of the proposed treaty of arbitration 
the United States and Great Britain, which were ref, 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the congregatic: 
Church of the Brethren of Pasadena, Cal., and a petiti: 
Union Sunday School, of Neutral, Kans., praying for 1! 
ment of legislation for the suppression of the opium e\ 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations 

He also presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 2s), P 
trons of Husbandry, of Hillsdale County, Mich., and a in 
of sundry citizens of Brace, Tenn., remonstrating ag 
ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement 
the United States and Canada, which were referred to thu « 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of Local Union > 19 
Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative Union, of Villa li: 
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed r 
trade agreement between the United States and Canad: 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented memorials of 98 citizens of | 


against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade 
ment between the United States and Canada, which 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Takoma Park « ens 
Association of the District of Columbia, praying for tl. 
tion of a universal transfer system for the District of ( 
which was referred to the Committee on the District Ci 
lumbia. 

Mr. LODGE. I present a letter in the nature of a 
signed by the president of the Boot and Shoe Workers’ | f 
Boston, Mass. The letter is short. I ask that it be p 
the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the letter was referred to thie ‘ 
mittee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the k 
follows: 


INTERNATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 
Boot AND SHOE Workers’ UN! 
Boston, Mass., April 
Hon. Henry Canor Lopacr, 
765 Massachusetts Avenue, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: Speaking for the shoe workers who are emp) 
principal industry of New England, I venture to solicit you 
influence against any tariff legislation which would put finished 
and shoes on the free list. 

The greater efficiency of labor in the shoe industry in t! 
States, as against any foreign country, is not sufficient to « 
lower standard of living in all foreign countries, as compared 
United States, notwithstanding the cheaper labor prices whi 
in foreign countries. To put shoes and finished leather on t! 
or to in any way reduce the present tariff would compel Amer! 
manufacturers to meet foreign competition through the on!|) 
open to them, namely, to attack the wages of the shoe wo! 
thereby bring about a standard of wages lower than at presen! 
which would result in industrial warfare and no doubt « 
establish the lower standard of wages, consequently the lower s 
of ving. 

We therefore trust that your vote and influence will be ' 
against any legislation which will reduce the tariff on shoes. ‘| 
workers who would be directly and adversely affected by a redu 
the tariff on shoes number at a very conservative estimate 
who, with those dependent upon them, would make at least 
quarters of a million ple who are directly concerned. 

We will be glad to have your views upon this question. 

Respectfully, yours, 


Joun F. Toptn, General Pres 


Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of Gaspee 1): 
Daughters of the American Revolution, of Providence, |i 
praying for the ratification of the treaty of arbitration bet L 
the United States and Great Britain, which was referred tv ° 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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Mr. GUGGENHEIM. I present a joint resolution passed by 
the Legislature of the State of Colorado, which I ask may be 
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Senate joint resolution 28. 


heres ngress has provided in the Post Office appropriation bill 
f an ressitionsl railway mail service division headquarters; and 
“Whereas at present railway mail service division headquarters are 
jocated at St. Paul, Chicago, St. Louis, Fort Worth, San Francisco, and 
Seattle, leaving Denver with railroads radiating in every direction, 


Imos he very center of the vast territory surrounded by these 
atti ‘ o-* — it the logical place from a geographical standpoint and 
als from the standpoint of railway mail service, being the only avail- 
able important railroad terminal covering service over the following- 
named roads: Union Pacific, Kansas City, Julesburg, and Cheyenne di- 
visions; Rock Island; Burlington; Rio Grande ; Missouri Pacific; Santa 


Fe: Colorado & Southern ; Northern, Southern, Clear Creek, and South 
Park divisions; Colorado Midland; Denver, Northwestern & Pacific; and 
Denver, Laramie & Northwestern. Denver is already the division head- 
quarters for the post-office inspection bureau, and when the new build- 
ing is completed will be the distributing headquarters for supplies, 
stamped paper, etc., making it the only logical place for the location of 
the additional railway mail service division headquarters: Therefore 
. Resolved, That the Legislature of Colorado, now in session, urgently 
requests our Senators and Representatives in Congress to use all honor- 
able means to secure from the honorable Postmaster General the loca- 
tion of the additional division headquarters in the city of Denver. 
STEPHEN R. FITZGARRALD, 
President of the Senate. 
GEORGE MCLACHLAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Approved, April 14, 1911. 
JoHN F. SHAFROTH, 
Governor of the State of Colorado. 


Filed in the office of the secretary of state of the State of Colorado 
on the 14th day of April, A. D. 1911, at 10.30 o’clock a. m. Recorded 


in book —, page —. ; 
James B. Prarce, Secretary of State. 
By Tuomas F. DILuLon, Jr., Deputy. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented a memorial of the Lebanon 
Farmers’ Club, of St. Johns, Mich., and a memorial of the Cen- 
tral Paper Co., of Muskegon, Mich., remonstrating against 
the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement be- 
tween the United States and Canada, which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presenter a petition of Local Union No. 457, Cigar- 
makers’ Union, of St. Joseph, Mich., praying for the repeal of 
the present oleomargarine law, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the Grant Creamery Co., of 
Grant, Mich., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion to regulate the sale and transportation of articles of food 
held in cold storage, which was referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures. 

Mr. BRISTOW presented the petition of J. W. Hitchcock and 
84 other citizens of Kansas, praying for the passage of the so- 
called Sulloway old-age pension bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Centralia, 
Valley Falls, Denison, Nortonville, Woodstock, Stockton, Wood- 
ston, Seneca, Sabethe, Oskalooke, McLorth, Oskaloosa, Effing- 
ham, and Morrison, all in the State of Kansas, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called cold-storage bill, which 
were referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of Lehigh Division, No, 376, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Lehighton, Pa., and 
a petition of Local Union No. 370, International Molders’ Union 
of North America, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the repeal of 
the present oleomargarine law, which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of East Lynn Grange, No. 1263, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Chester County, Pa., remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agree- 
ment between the United States and Canada, which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented memorials of George W. Russell, 
of Atkinson; of 62 citizens of Berlin; and of 35 citizens of 
Franklin, all in the State of New Hampshire; of Felts Mills 
Local Union, No. 6, of Felts Mills; of Marble City Local Union, 
No. 67, of Natural Dam; of Local Union No. 7, of Palmer; and 
of Thomson Local Union, No. 158, of Schuylerville, all of the 
International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, in the State of 

ew York; and of District Assembly No. 30, Knights of Labor, 
of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the ratification of the 
Proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the United States 
"oe ees re saeured te the Committee on Finance. 

on of Typographical Union No. 90, 
of Richmond, Va., praying for the repeal of the present oleo- 












margarine law, which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented petitions of Local Grange of 
Columbia ; Wangumbaug Grange, of Coventry; Local Grange of 
Suffield; Good Will Grange, of Glastonbury; and of Local 
Grange of Somers, all of the Patrons of Husbandry, in the State 
of Connecticut, praying for the passage of the so-called parcels- 
post bill, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Union Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Southington, Conn., remonstrating against the 
ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between 
the United States and Canada, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Danbury, 
Conn., remonstrating against the ratification of the treaty of 
arbitration between the United States and Great Britain, which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Connecticut Peace Society, 
praying for the ratification of the treaty of arbitration between 
the United States and Great Britain, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. NELSON presented a resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Minnesota, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

Whereas the citizens of the State are interested in the cause of peace 
and arbitration, now under consideration ; 

Whereas we are convinced that treaties between nations submitting 
all questions to a court of arbitration are the most effective agents 
for the advancement of universal peace and the limitation of arma- 
ments; and 


Whereas President Taft has already suggested that England and the 
United States ratify such a treaty; and 

Whereas this suggestion has been so favorably received by Earl Grey 
and the English a generally: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the house (the senate concurring), That we formally 
express our deep interest in the cause of peace and arbitration; and 
furthermore be it 

Resolved, That we especially approve of the President 
in suggesting the unrestricted arbitration treaty with Great Britain, 
and that we heartily favor its ratification; and finally be it 

Resolved, That these resolutions be sent by the chief clerk to the Hon. 
Mr. Taft, to Senators NELSON and CLAPP. 

Adopted April 19, 1911. 


nction of our 






Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry railway postal 
clerks in the State of Minnesota, praying for the enactment of 
legislation granting relief to employees of the post-office sery- 
ice from certain arbitrary orders issued from time to time, 
which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
toads. 

He also presented the petition of Foley Bros. & Kelly, of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying for a more equitable settlement be- 
tween the United States and Canada regarding the duty on 
tea, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McLEAN presented memorials of the Connecticut Peace 
Society, of Hartford; of the Patrick Sarsfield Club, of Water- 
bury; and of sundry citizens of Danbury and Naugatuck, all 
in the State of Connecticut, remonstrating against the ratifiea- 
tion of the proposed treaty of arbitration between the United 
States and Great Britain, which were referred to the Commit 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented memorials of Local Grange of Hillstown, 
of Local Grange of Farmington, and of Eureka Grange, of 
New Hartford, all of the Patrons of Husbandry, in the State 
of Connecticut, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the United States 
and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of 300 citizens of Hartford, Kast 
Hartford, and Bridgeport, all in the State of Connecticut, pray- 
ing for the establishment of a national department of public 
health, which were referred to the Committee on Public Health 
and National Quarantine. 

Mr. WARREN. I present a resolution adopted by the Wy: 


ming Stock Growers’ Association, which I ask may be printed 
in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Fir ; 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 


as follows: 


Resolution 1—Protesting against advance in rates and urging Congre 
to declare the rates in effect January 1, 1910, to be reasonable 
mum rates. 


Whereas the Wyoming Stock Growers’ Association stands f t, 
fair, and reasonable treatment of railroad corpor 0 th tock 


holders and employees, and at the same tim; 4 ids fair and 
reasonable rates to the shippers and the public i 
Whereas the railway companies of thé United Stat y rted 
action, are attempting to make a general advance in their rates; and 
Whereas this association believes that, with the increased population 


and traffic and with the present basis of net carnings, the 


railroads of 
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the United States are in a prosperous condition and receiving on an 


average as much net profit on their investment as farmers, stock 
raisers, and producers generally are making upon their investment: 
Now, therefore be it 

Resolved, 1, That we protest against the general advance in rates by 
the railroads of the United States. 

2. That we protest against and oppose advances in rates in particular 
cases, except where the railroads, after full and fair investigation by 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, can show that they do not re- 
ceive reasonable compensation for the service performed. 

3. That we indorse the action taken by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission in suspending the general advances in rates that have been 
proposed by the railroads. 

4. That we favor the amendment of the present interstate-commerce 
law which now places the burden of proof on the railroads to justif 
advances in rates made after January 1, 1910, so that the rates which 
were in effect on January 1, 1910, shall be declared by law to be rea- 
sonable maximum rates, and which shall not be exceeded by the rail- 
roads except where the railroads, upon complaint and after hearing, 
shall show to the Interstate Commerce Commission that it is just and 
reasonable that they be permitted to advance any of the said rates in 
effect on January 1, 1910, 





Resolution 2—Urging valuation of railroads. 


Whereas the railways of the United States are demanding an in- 
crease of freight rates in order to raise their earnings to a higher stand- 
ard of return than the average of the past; and 

Whereas the basis of the claim is that their properties have largely 
increased in value; and 

Whereas the question of the value of railway property is made an 
important factor in all rate litigation; and 

Vhereas the shippers and the public have no means of showing, and 
the commission has at present no adequate means of ascertaining, the 
value of such property: Now, therefore be it 

Resolved by the Wyoming Stock Growers’ Association, That we urge 
upon Congress the enactment of a law providing for the immediate valu- 
ation of railway properties and the ascertainment of all details of cost 
and investment, 


——_ 


Resolution 3—Relative to furnishing cars to transport live stock and 
other perishable freight, and to give prompt and efficient service. 


Resolved by the Wyoming Stock Growers’ Association in convention 
assembled April 4, 1911, at Cheyenne, Wyo., That we respectfully urge 
the Congress of the United States to enact suitable legislation com- 
pelling the railroads to provide sufficient facilities to perform with 
dispatch their duties as common carriers in furnishing cars and trans- 
porting all freight, including live stock, and to promptly transport same, 
and to exchange loaded and empty cars, and otherwise to provide suffi- 
cient facilities, fixing penalties for failure of such duties, and giving to 
the shipper the right to recover, in any court of any State or Terri- 
tory having jurisdiction, his damages and attorney's fees; and also em- 
powering the Interstate Commerce Commission to enforce penalties for 
violation of the act, and to make rules and regulations with respect to 
the time and manner of giving notice for cars, furnishing cars, exchange 
and interchange of cars, and all needful rules and regulations in the 
administration of such law, and providing rules applicable to the differ- 
ent classes and kind of freight and the varying circumstances and con- 
ditions of shipment. 





Resolution 4—Speed limit on live-stock trains. 


Resolved by the Wyoming Stock Growers’ Association in convention 
assembled April 4. 1911, at Cheyenne, Wyo., That in order to secure 
better service from railroads in the transportation of live stock we 
recommend to Congress the enactment of a law giving the Interstate 
Commerce Commission the power to prescribe a minimum speed limit for 
stock trains to suit the conditions in different localities. 





Resolution 11—Urging Federal control of the unappropriated semiarid 
grazing lands. 


The Wyoming Stock Growers’ Association in convention assembled at 
Cheyenne, Wyo., April 4, 1911, hereby declares that— 

We believe that the prosperity and development of the stock-raising 
industry on the public grazing lands of the arid and semiarid West 
is seriously threatened by the present indiscriminate methods of grazing, 
and we strongly recommend the early passage by Congress of a bill 

roviding for Federal control of these unappropriated public grazing 
ands and a just and reasonable method of leasing such lands. 

We favor a bill to operate either under the jurisdiction of the De- 
partment of the Interior or of Agriculture and along the general lines 
definitely recommended by this organization at its annual convention 
in Denver in 1908, and approved at all its conventions since that date. 
This measure would be of great practical advantage to the stockmen of 
the West, gives full protection and encouragement to the actual settler 
and home maker, and, through the distribution of the net revenues 
received in the construction of schools and good roads in the districts 
from which the funds are obtained, would be of great public benefit. 





Resolution 12—Urging classification of public lands. 


To better facilitate the leasing and control of the grazing lands, as 
outlined in the bill approved by this association. we vigorously urge 
Congress to provide without delay for the classification of the unap- 

— unreserved public lands into grazing and agricultural dis- 
ricts, 





Resolution 8. 


Whereas there was introduced in the Sixty-first Congress, and to be 
further legislated upon at the special session now convened, a reciprocal 
trade agreement between the United States and Canada; and 

Whereas this agreement proposes to import into the United States 
from Canada all the products of the farm, such as grains and vegetables 
and all classes of live stock, free of duty; and 

Whereas all the products of the manufacturer, including those articles 
manufactured from the hides of cattle, sheep, and from wool, are re- 
tained on the tax list at their present rates; and 

Whereas we believe that if agricultural implements, harness, saddles, 
boots, shees, wool, and woolen goods are to remain protected for the 
benefit of the manufacturer and the skilled laborer, the Government of 
the United States is asking the farmer and stock raiser to submit to a 
very unfair agreement by putting our products on the free list to com- 
pete with the same products produced at a better advantage in Canada 





APRIL 


in order that we may induce the Canadians to buy more free}, 
protected manufactured articles: Therefore be it . 

Resolved, That the Wyoming Stock Growers’ Association, this 4 
of April, 1911, does hereby protest against a policy that is no; 
drawn. We claim an equal protection with manufactured ar: 
that all be placed on the free list, especially those manufact,) 
our products: Be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be immediately sent . 
ators and Representative in Congress. 





Mr. WARREN presented memorials of Local Union 
of Thomson; of Local Union No. 67, of Natural Dam: of |, 
Union No. 6, of Felts Mills; and of Local Union No. 7 
Palmer Falls, all of the International Brotherhood of Poyy>. 
Makers, in the State of New York, remonstrating agai) the 7 
ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement | ' 
the United States and Canada, which were referred 1) ;). 
Committee on Finance. : 

Mr. GAMBLE presented the memorial of H. H. He ff 
and 21 other citizens of Day County, S. Dak., remonst; 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade 
ment between the United States and Canada, which 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented a petition of sundm 
zens of Maine, praying for the establishment of a na 
department of public health, which was referred to the ( 
mittee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of G: 
and Burlingham, in the State of Maine, praying for the | 
of the so-called old-age pension bill, which were referred { 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of Pomona Grange, of § 
Paris; Perham Grange, of Perham; Cushnoe Grange, No. 204. 
of Riverside; Belgrade Grange, No. 292, of Belgrade: Chelsea 
Grange, No. 215, of Chelsea; Amity Grange, of Amity; Pomona 
Grange, of Excelsior; and Pomona Grange, of Aroostook County. 
of the Patrons of Husbandry; of the Rumford Light and \\ 
Co., of Rumford, and of sundry citizens of Orono, Weisicr 
Bradley, Livermore Falls, Chisholm, Oldtown, and Bangor 
in the State of Maine, remonstrating against the ratification of 
the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the lV iited 
States and Canada, which were referred to the Committ 
Finance. 

Mr. RAYNER presented a memorial of Taneytown Gr 
No. 184, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maryland, remonst: 
against the passage of the proposed reciprocal trade 
ment between the United States and Canada, which was rm 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BROWN presented sundry papers to accompany tlv 
(S. 1368) granting an increase of pension to J. W. Barnes, 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 4s) 
granting an increase of pension to L. D. Forhand, which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWN: 

A bill (S. 15387) granting an increase of pension to Charles [. 
Krickbaum ; 

A bill (S. 1538) granting an increase of pension to Jose: \W. 
Frank; and 

A bill (S. 1539) granting an increase of pension to W: 
Caswell (with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on |" 
sions. 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 1540) granting an increase of pension to Os!» 
Dillard (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1541) granting a pension to James M. Williams 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (8S. 1542) providing for the purchase of land for (! 
of the Reform School for Girls of the District of Colu 
(with accompanying paper); and 

(By request.) A bill (S. 15438) to incorporate the Nai 
Christian Congress Association of America; to the Con) 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: 

(By request.) A bill (S. 1544) for the relief,of the est:' 
Mary H. 8. Robertson, deceased ; to the Committee on Cla 

A bill (S. 1545) granting a pension to Ellen Kirkpatrick: 

A bill (S. 1546) granting an increase of pension to Jol ‘. 
Carpenter ; al 

A bill (S. 1547) granting an increase of pension to William 
Turner ; : 

A bill (S. 1548) g-euting an increase of pension to I. 
Keith ; 


M. 
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A bill (S. 1549) granting an increase of pension to Thomas D. 
Dick; and 
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sy Mr. GRONNA: 
A bill (S. 1583) to provide for the disposal of coal and coal 


A bill (S. 1550) granting an increase of pension to William | lands; 


Stringer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. POMERENE: : 

A bill (S. 1551) providing for the deposit of the funds of 
the United States; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. KERN: 

A bill (S. 1552) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
W. Sweet (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1553) granting an increase of pension to Christina 
Murrell (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1554) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
V. Mitchell (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1555) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
M. Gregory (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1556) granting an increase of pension to Allen H. 
Benton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1557) granting an increase of pension to Simon 
Ridenour (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1558) granting a pension to Hattie Pearson (with 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1559) granting an increase of pension to John Me- 
Douald (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1560) granting a pension to Isabella J. Loser (with 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 1561) providing for the erection of a monument to 
Maj. Francis L. Dade and others in Sumter County, State of 
Florida; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (S. 1562) for the relief of William Walters, alias Joshua 
Brown (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A bill (S. 1563) to apply a part of the proceeds from the 
sale of public lands to the support and maintenance of farm- 
life schools for the benefit of agriculture and to increase the 
knowledge of farming; to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

A bill (S. 1564) for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a vublic building thereon at Rockingham, N. C.; 

A bill (S. 1565) to provide for the erection of a public bui!d- 
ing at Burlington, N. C.; 

A bill (S. 1566) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Rocky Mount, N. C.; 

A bill (S. 1567) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Shelby, N. C.; and 

A bill (S. 1568) fixing the limit of cost for the erection and 
completion of the United States post office and customhouse 
building at Wilmington, N. C.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1569) to establish a fish-cultural station in the 
State of North Carolina; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 1570) for the relief of J. E. Bruce (with accom- 
panying paper); to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (8S. 1571) construing the provisions of section 2 of the 
pension act of June 27, 1890, and section 1 of the act of Feb- 
ruary 6, 1907; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WETMORE: 

A bill (8. 1572) granting an increase of pension to Sarah FE. 
McCann; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 1573) for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of an electrical power plant for irrigation purposes in Deming, 
N. Mex., or vicinity; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

A bill (S. 1574) granting a pension to Joseph Frick; 

A bill (8. 1573) granting a pension to Emma A. Poland: 


A bill (S. 1576) granting an increase of pension to James J. 
Hasson: 


A bill (S. 1 
Algard; and 

: A bill (S. 1578) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Patterson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1579) to grant an honorable discharge to James 
Rodgers; and 

A bill (S..1580) to grant an honorable discharge to George 


W. Hahn (with accompanyin . ,¢ ea 
Military Affaira, panying paper); to the Committee on 


By Mr. McLEAN: 


A bill (S. 1581 anti so ‘roy T 
Hilis: ang ) granting an increase of pension to Leroy T. 


A bill (S$. 1582) granting an increase of i stephen * 
: pension to Stephen T. 
Gray; to the Committee on Pensions. 


577) granting an increase of pension to Fenton 


A bill (S. 1584) to provide for the classification of the public 
lands of the United States; 

A bill (S. 1585) relating to the use and occupation of lands 
of the United States for the development of water power and 
other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1586). to provide for the sale of timber and timber 
lands; and 

A bill (S. 1587) to authorize the disposal of phosphate, oil, 
asphaltum, or natural gas; to the Committee on Public Lands, 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 1588) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Torrey; to the Committee on Pensions, 

ty Mr. WARREN. 

A bill (S. 1589) to authorize the exchange of conveyances be- 
tween the Florida East Coast Railway Co. and the United 
States; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ty Mr. THORNTON (for Mr. Foster) : 

A bill (S. 1590) providing for an increase of salary for the 
United States district attorney for the eastern district of 
Louisiana; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1591) for the relief of John R. Bisland;: 

A bill (S. 1592) for the relief of the heirs of Marcelin 
Tauzin ; 

A bill (S. 1593) for the relief of Katherine Smith; 

A bill (S, 1594) for the relief of the estate of Thomas W. 
Abney, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1595) for the relief of the estate of Leandre Campo 
& Co.; 


A bill (S. 1596) for the relief of the heirs of Felix Dejean;: 

A bill (S. 1597) for the relief of heirs of J. Casimir Le Blanc; 

A bill (S. 1598) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph D. 
Guidry; 

A bill (S. 1599) for the relief of the estate of Eleanor B. 


Vinson, deceased: 
A bill (S. 1600) for the relief of the Stone, Sand & Gravel Co., 
of New Orleans, La.; 


A bill (S. 1601) for the relief of the heirs of Frazine (or 
Josephine) Delharte ; 
A bill (S. 1602) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas John- 


ston, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1603) for the relief of Leonise Gonzales, adminis- 
tratrix of the estate of Lawrence Montero, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1604) for the relief of the heirs of 
Chachere ; 

A bill (S. 1605) for the relief of the estate of BE. W. 
deceased ; 

A bill ( 1606) for the relief of Octave Simoneaux;: 

A bill ( 1607) for the relief of Louisa Dornier: 

A bill (S. 1608) for the relief of the estates of Gustav May- 
ronne, Alfred Mayronne, and Fergus Mayronne; 

A bill (S. 1609) for the relief of the heirs of Dr. T. 
dox, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1610) for the relief of John M. Kelly; 

A bill (S. 1611) for the relief of the heirs or legal representa- 
tives of Eugene Senette, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 1612) for the relief of Thomas Kennedy, executor 
of the estate of Margaret Kennedy, deceased; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1618) authorizing the President to appoint Fran 


Rudolphe 
Sew ell, 


S 
S. 


H. Mad- 


Asberry Awl, late a first lieutenant of the Ninth Regiment 
United States Infantry, as a first lieutenant of Infantry; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1614) granting a pension to Florinda Butler Evans: 
and 

A bill (S. 1615) granting a pension to Clementine Chapman; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRANE: 

A bill (S. 1616) for the relief of the contributors to the I i 
M. Stone ransom fund; to the Committee on Foreign Relatious. 

A bill (S. 1617) to pay Maj. Horace P. Williams amount 
found due him by Court of Claims; and 

A bill (S. 1618) for the relief of the Norcross Bros. Co.: to 


the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1619) to improve the navigation in the Connect 
River between Hartford and Holyoke; 
merce. 

A bill (S. 1620) granting an increase of pen 
Dolloff; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 1621) granting an increase of pension to John A, 


to the Committee on ¢ 


ion to Jobn FE. 


Wills (with accompanying papers) ; and 
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A bill (S. 1622) granting an increase of pension to Marquis 
D. Usher (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: 

A bill (S. 1628) authorizing the purchase of additional lands 
for the Fort Meade Military Reservation, in the State of South 
Dakota, and making appropriation therefor; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1624) to authorize the sale and disposition of the 
surplus and unallotted lands in the Crow Creek Indian Reserva- 
tien, in the State of South Daketa, and making appropriation to 
carry the same into effect; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 1625) to extend the benefits of the act of June 27, 
1890, to the members of the company of Indian scouts under 
command of Brig. Gen. Alfred Sully, in 1864 and 1865; and 

A bill (8. 1626) extending the provisions of existing pension 
laws to the officers and privates, their widows, children, and 
dependent parents, of the “ Dakota militia ef 1862 and 1863”; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. GORE: 

A bill (8. 1627) to autherize the construction, maintenance, 
and operation ef a bridge across and over the Arkansas River, 
and for other punpeses; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 

A bill (8. 1628) granting an increase of pension to Mary R. 
Robbins; 

A bill (S. 2629) granting an inerease of pension to Frances A. 
Hall; 

A bill (8S. 1630) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Gaffney ; 

A bill (8S. 1631) granting an increase of pension to Sophronia 
BE. Sawyer; and 

A bill (8. 1622) granting an increase of pension to Reuben R. 
Wilkinson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (8. 1633) granting a pension to Patrick L. Owens; 

A bill (8S. 1634) granting an increase of pension to Anderson 
Wright (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (8. 1635) granting an increase of pension te George 8. 
Pauer (with aceompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BOURNE: 

A bill (S. 1636) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Adams (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RAYNER: 

A bill (S. 1637) to provide for the purchase and distribution 
of the reports of the court of appeals of the District of Co- 
lumbia; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (8. 1688) for the relief of the heirs of Charles N. 
Gregory, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (8. 1639) granting an imcrease of pension to Junius 


Thomas Turner (with aceompanying paper); to the Committee 
on Pensions. 





ALASKA COAL-LAND CASES. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. President, a few days ago the Senate or- 
dered printed as a document the decision rendered by Judge 
Hanford, of the United States district court for the western 
district of Washington, in reference to the coal-land laws of 
Alaska. A few days after that the United States judge for 
the eastern district of Washington rendered a decision in a 
ease involving the same state of facts, but taking just the oppo- 
site view from that of Judge Hanford. I present a copy of 
that decision with a view to having it printed as a document. 
I will not ask unanimous consent of the Senate to have the 
decision printed at this time, but that it be referred to the 
Committee on Printing for action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the decision 
will be referred to the Committee on Printing for recommenda- 
tion. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill) (H. R. 4412) te promote reciproeal trade relations 
with the Dominion of Canada, and fer other purposes, was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in answer to inquiries 
from varieus Senators concerning the matter of the committees 
of the Senate, I desire to say that the probabilities are that the 
committee on committees will be able to report to the Senate on 
Thursday next. ‘There is a bare possibility that it may go 
beyond that a day or two, but I feel pretty safe in making the 
suggestion I have made. 

In view of the fact that a good deal of work is yet to be done 
by the committee on commiittees, I move that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 
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APRIL 24, 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like to ask the Senator if he means 
work or pacification? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, both. [Laughter 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I can not believe that the Senator 
means pacification. I do not think he would waste any time 
in that way. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, before the motion is 
put I simply desire to say that, so far as the committee assign- 
ments of the minority are concerned, the list has been practi- 
cally completed and is ready for submission to the Senate at any 
time wher it is the pleasure of the majority party to present 
a list for the consideration of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 13 minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 12 o'clock 
and 38 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Thursday, 
April 27, 1911, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 24, 1911. 


Envors PxTRAoRPINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Henry S. Boutell, of Illinois, now envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary to Portugal, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States of America to 
Switzerland, vice Laurits 8. Swenson, nominated to be envoy 
extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Norway. 

Edwin V. Morgan, of New York, now envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary to Paraguay and Uruguay, to be 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United 
States of America to Portugal, vice Henry 8. Boutell, nomi- 
nated to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to 
Switzerland, 

Laurits 8. Swenson, of Minnesota, now envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary to Switzerland, to be envoy ex- 
traordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States 

| of America to Norway, vice Herbert H. D. Peirce, resigned. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
MEPICAL RESERVE CORPS. 
To be first lieutenants with rank from April 21, 1911. 

John Dallas Blake, of Maryland. 

Jobn Samuel Fulton, of Maryland. 

Nathan Winslow, of Maryland. 

St. Clair Spruill, of Maryland, 

Roger Sylvester Morris, of Maryland. 

Fenton Benedict Turck, of Tllinois. 

Hewitt Leonard Ballowe, of Louisiana. 

Amos Walker Barber, of Wyoming. 

John Fletcher Denton, of Georgia. 

BHéward Dowdle, of New York. 

Brayton Earl Failing, of New Jersey. 

Louis William Falkner, of New York. 

Marlow Grosvenor Farmer, of New York, 

Alfred ‘William Haskell, of Maine. 

Harris Ayres Houghton, of New York, 

Joseph Howard Langworthy, of Kansas. 

Frank Rutledge Maura, of Florida. 

Joseph Yates Porter, jr., of Florida. 

George Douglas Ramsay, of Rhode Island. 

William Henry Seemann, of Louisiana. 

William Edward Shea, of Montana. 

Herbert Alexander Smith, of New York. 

Andrew Victor Stephenson, of Nebraska. i. : 

Frederick Caesar Augustus Kellam, jr., of the District ©: 
Columbia. 

Harry Hoagland Blodgett, of Nebraska. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Adolphus EB. Watson to be a lieutenant gommander 1) 
the Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

The following-named machinists to be chief machinists in th ’ 
Navy from the 29th day of December, 1910, upon the completion 
of six years’ service as machinists: 

Herbert E. Fish, and 

Barnett B. Bowie. ; 

Machinist Bernhard Christensen to be a chief machinist 10 
the Navy from the ist day of January, 1911, upon the comple- 
tion of six years’ service as a machinist. 








1911. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—SEN ATE. oi 





The following-named carpenters to be chief carpenters in the 
Navy from the 7th day of March, 1911, upon the completion of 
six years’ service as carpenters: 

Charles J. Kerr, and 

Ernest L. Bass. 


Maj. Cyrus S. Radford, assistant quartermaster, United States 


Marine Corps, to be an assistant quartermaster in the Marine 
Corps with the rank of lieutenant colonel from the 11th day of 
February, 1911, to correct his rank and title as confirmed on 
March 2, 1911. 

POSTMASTERS, 

CALIFORNIA. 


William R. South to be postmaster at Baypoint, Cal. 
became presidential April 1, 1911. 
FLORIDA. 
A. B. Tull to be postmaster at Titusville, Fla., in place of 
Fred M. Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, 
1911. 


Office 


IOWA. 


H. E. Deater to be postmaster at Shenandoah, Iowa, in place 
of H. E. Deater. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
16, 1909. 

O. C. Hill to be postmaster at Clearfield, Iowa, in place of 
Henry T. Swope, resigned. 

Almon C. Steele to be postmaster at Coon Rapids, Iowa, in 
place of Samuel D. Henry. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 7, 1910. 

LOUISIANA. 


B. F. Edwards to be postmaster at Marksville, La., in place | 


of Henry C. Edwands, deceased. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 


Chestina B. Robbins to be postmaster at East Templeton, 
Mass. Office became presidential January 1, 1911. 


MICHIGAN, 


Frank Friedrich to be postmaster at Traverse City, Mich., in | 


place of Oscar P. Carver. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 6, 1910. 


MINNESOTA, 


Cornelius Berghuis to be postmaster at Clara City, Minn. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1911. 

Sarah Dahl to be postmaster at Cottonwood, Minn., in place 
of Sarah Dahl. Incumbent’s commission expired January 31, 
1911, 

MISSOURI. 

Charles H. Grissom to be postmaster at Dexter, Mo., in place 
of Thomas J. Ulen, deceased. 

George W. Reed to be postmaster at Albany, Mo., in place of 
George W. Reed. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
1910. 


on 
ms 


NORTH CAROLINA. 
John B. Powell to be postmaster at Warrenton, N. C., in 
place of Benjamin C. Green, deceased. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


Frank Merle Altland to be postmaster at Dillsburg, 


Pa., in 
place of George W. Mullen, deceased. 


Horace S. Carpenter to be postmaster at East Downington, | 


Pa., in place of Joseph H. Downing, resigned. 
Samuel J. Gundry to be postmaster at Lattimer Mines, Pa. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1911. 


Charles Seger to be postmaster at Emporium, Pa., in place | 


of Charles Seger. 
1910. 


W. A. Terrill to be postmaster at Clairton, Pa., in place of 
Roscoe ©. Keefer, resigned. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


Incumbent’s commission expired March 27, 


tobert S. Burlingame to be postmaster at Newport, R. I., in 


place of Albert C. Landers, deceased. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Ernest B. Yule to be postmaster at Alexandria, S. Dak., in 
place of John H. Dobson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 18, 1911. 


TEN NESSEE. 


Allen D. Keller to be postmaster at Union City, Tenn., in place 
= George T. Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expired June 28, 


. 


WISCONSIN. 


to be postmaster at Colfax, Wis., in place of 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 


Nicholas A. Lee 
Nicholas A, Lee, 
1911, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
| Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 24, 1911. 
AMBASSADORS, 
William Woodville Rockhill to be ambassador to Turkey. 
Curtis Guild to be ambassador to Russia. 
MINISTER, 
Henry 8S. Boutell to be minister to Switzerland. 


| ‘ 
| CALIFORNIA DEBRIS COMMISSIONER. 

Maj. Sherwood A. Cheney to be a member of the California 
Débris Commission. 





APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS, 
To be first lieutenants, 
Edward Sinnet Bowman, 
Marion Sunsari Lombard, 
Ralph Charles Matson, 
Warren Pearl Morrill, 
Lewis Beers Porter, 
Thomas Houston Dow Griffitts, 
Charles Loftus Grant Anderson, 
Joseph Milton Heller, 
John Adam Metzger, 
John George Ingold, 
Douglas Wiltz McEnery, 
William Patrick Joseph Ruddy, 
Samuel Jay Turnbull, 
Alfred Parker Upshur, 
Anton Robert Schier, 
Charles John Boehs, 
William Culbert Lyon, 
Charles Spencer Williamson, 
Maurice Rubel, 
Albert Hurlbut Roler, 
Frank Worthington Lynch, 
Philip Pietersen Schuyler Doane, 
James Alexander Harvey, 
Junius Clarkson Hoag, 
Jacob Frank, 
Carey Culbertson, 
Carl Wagner, 
William Cuthbertson, 
Rufus Winfield Bishop, 
William Louis Baum, 
Joseph Grindon, 
William Paul Glennon, 
Frederick Charles Esselbruegge, 
Edward Lee Dorsett, 
William Sidney Deutsch, 
Russell Daniel Carman, 
Holdsworth Wheeler Bond, 
Charles Wyche, 
Frederick Eno Woodruff, 
William Otto Winter, 
Carroll Smith, 
Nathaniel Meacon Semple, 
Henry Joseph Scherck, 
Francis Le Sirelle Reder, 
Amand Nicholas Ravold, 
larry Morgan Moore, 
George Elmer Lyon, 
William Henry Luedde, 
Clarence Loeb, 
Abram Chittenden Leggat, 
Frederick Carl Emil Kuhlmann, 
Arthur Campbell Kimball, 
Walter Charles George Kirchner, 
Downey Lamar Harris, 
William Augustus Hardaway, 
Henry Skillman Atkins, 
Frederick Bagby Hall, 
Conrad Weil, 
Alanson Weeks, 
Stanley Stillman, 
William Parsons Read, 
William Evelyn Hopkins, 
Samuel Johns Hunkin, 
George Herbert Evans, 
James Alexander Black, 
John Henry Barbat, 
Charles Andrew Powers, 
Henry Richardson McGraw, 
Clarence Bancroft Ingraham, 
Thomas Edward Carmody, 





jr., 
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Alpha John Campbell, 
Frederic Wolcott Bancroft, 
John William Amesse, 
John Edgar Welch, 

Prince Albert Morrow, 
James Ewing, 

John Augustus Hartwell, 
Julius Carl Bierwirth, 
Edward Quintard, 

George Norton Miller, 
Max Ballin, 

Guy Leartus Connor, 
Arthur David Holmes, 
Louis Jacob Hirschman, 
William Edward Keane, 
George Edwin McKean, 
William Albert Spitzley, 
Henry Rockwell Varney, 
John Walter Vaughan, 
William Stevenson Baer, 
Julius Friedenwald, 

Cary Breckinridge Gamble, jr., 
Duncan MacCalman, 
Rupert Norton, 

Isaac Rosenbaum Pels, 
Arthur Marriott Shipley, 
Martillus Louis Todd, 
Walter Dent Wise, 
Randolph Winslow, 
Hubert Clement Knapp, 
Frank Martin, 

Charles Edmund Simon, 
Louis Hamman, 

Marshall Langton Price, 
John Almy Tompkins, jr., 
Joseph Albert Chatard, 
Thomas Rodney Chambers, 
Charles French Blake, 
Harvey Grant Beck, 
Standish McCleary, 
Charles Woodward Riley, 
Alexius McGlannan, 
Edgar Bar Friedenwald, 
Charles Alfred Dukes, 
Arnold Schwyzer, 

Anton Shimonek, 

Edward Avery Newton, 
Joseph Cushman Breitling, 
Charles Frye Sanborn, 
Walter Franz von Zelinski, 
William Holland Wilmer, and 
John Edwin Rhodes. 


MEDICAL CORPS. 


To be first lieutenants. 
John 8. Coulter, 
Frederick H. Foucar, 
Paul W. Gibson, 
George B. Lake, 
Frank N. Chilton, 
Horace M. Roberson, 
Leo C. Mudd, 
Leonard S. Hughes, 
Jay D. Whitham, 
Henry P. Carter, 
James L. Robinson, 
Francis X. Strong. 
Robert C. McDonald, 
Howard Clarke, 
Alleyne von Schrader, 
Clemens W. McMillan, 
Harry G. Ford, 
Raymond W., Mills, 
James F, Johnston, 
Henry C. Maddux, 
Samuel 8S. Creighton, 
Bert R. Huntington, 
Henry C. Michie, jr., 
Lauren 8. Eckels, 
Albert P. Clark, 
Charles BE. McBrayer, 
Eugene G. Northington, 
Harley J. Hallett, 
Josiah H. Holland, 
Sanford W. French, 
Thomas J, Flynn, 





George E. Pariseau, 

Robert H, Gantt, 

Daniel F. Maguire, 

Edward C. Register, 

John M. Willis, 

Joseph L. Siner, 

William Denton, 

Joseph O. Walkup, 

Fred R. Burnside, 

John J. Reddy, 

Herbert H. Sharpe, 

Lloyd A. Kefauver, 

William T. Cade, jr., 

John R. McKnight, and 

George G. Divins, 
INFANTRY ARM. 

William Allison Reed to be second lieutenant. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

MEDICAL CORPS. 


Capt. Clement C. Whitcomb to be major. 
Capt. George H. Crabtree to be major. 
QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 

Lieut. Col. Isaac W. Littell to be assistant quartermaster gen- 
eral with the rank of colonel. 

Lieut. Col. Gonzalez S. Bingham to be assistant quartermaster 
general with the rank of colonel. 

Maj. Winthrop S. Wood to be deputy quartermaster genera] 
with the rank of lieutenant colonel. 

Maj. Chauncey B. Baker to be deputy quartermaster genera! 
with the rank of lieutenant colonel. 

Maj. George McK. Williamson to be deputy quartermaster 
general with the rank of lieutenant colonel. 

Maj. Thomas H. Slavens to be deputy quartermaster general 
with the rank of lieutenant colonel. 

Maj. David S. Stanley to be deputy quartermaster general 
with the rank of lieutenant colonel. 

Capt. Harry B. Chamberlin to be quartermaster with the 
rank of major. 

Capt. Louis F. Garrard, jr., to be quartermaster with the 
rank of major. 

Capt. Bertram T. Clayton to be quartermaster with the rank 
of major. 

Capt. Ira L. Fredendall to be quartermaster with the rank of 
major. 

Capt. Harry L. Pettus to be quartermaster with the rank of 
major. 

Capt. Frank A. Grant to be quartermaster with the rank of 
major. 

Capt. Archibald W. Butt to be quartermaster with the rank 
of major. 

Capt. Kensey J. Hampton to be quartermaster with the rank 
of major. 

ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 
Maj. Colden L’H. Ruggles to be lieutenant colonel, 
INFANTRY ARM. 
Second Lieut. Hornsby Evans to be first lieutenant. 
PORTO RICO REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 


First Lieut. William H. Armstrong to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Daniel Rodriguez to be first lieutenant. 
FIELD ARTILLERY ARM, 


Second Lieut. John Magruder to be second lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. E. Francis Riggs to be second lieutenant. 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 


Col. Erasmus M. Weaver to be chief of Coast Artillery with 

the rank of brigadier general. 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 
First Lieut. Clarence H. Knight, to be captain. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
LIEUTENANTS TO BE LIEUTENANT COMMANDERS. 

Harry L. Brinser, 

Farmer Morrison, 

Claude C. Bloch, ; 

Cyrus W. Cole, 

John W. Greenslade, 

Victor A. Kimberly, 

William R. Sayles, jr., and 

James H. Tomb. 

Carpenter James J. Murphy to be a chief carpenter. 

Maj. Oyrus 8S. Radford, assistant quartermaster, Marine 
Corps. 
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PoSTMASTERS. 
COLORADO. 


William H. Bloom, Limon. 
k EB. Griffith, Blanca. 


“ 


IOWA. 
J nh H. Luse, Mystic. 
Harry Williams, Sheffield. 
MINNESOTA. 
Oscar E. Linquist, Dassel. 


NEBRASKA, 


A. Needham, Bloomfield. 
it E. Thomas, Osmond. 


NEW YORK. 


Ceorce H. BE. Aring, Long Beach. 
John G. Cole, Waterford. 


William L. Connor, New Dorp. 
James K. Cowan, White Plains. 
Joseph A. Crane, Rochester. 
Harrold R. Every, Athens. 
Bruce F. Martin, Watertown. 
Owen B. Mulholland, Dunkirk. 
Jetur R. Rogers, Southampton. 
John H. Scofield, Scottsville. 
John EB. Stevens, Spencerport. 
Edith Wallace, Lisbon. 

Seneca D. Zek, Hillsdale. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 


Menzo M. Burt, Roulette. 

W. Z Clay, Emlenton. 

William A. McMahan, West Pittsburg. 
Henry M. Stetler, Wyomissing. 

James H. Wells, Wilcox. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


R. S. Burlingame, Newport. 
Frederick Webley, Greystone. 


TEXAS. 


Malvina M. Anderson, Roby. 
Clara A. Boynton, Anson. 

E. N. Browning, Center. 

E. G. Crabbe, Corpus Christi. 

R. E. Dorsey, McLean. 

J. F. Henry, Stratford. 

A. D. Hollingshead, Ganado. 
Leander Hopkins, Ferris. 
Florence F. Kellogg, Carizzo Springs. 
Wilson I. Lawler, Deport. 

Frank E. Osborn, McAllen. 
Benjamin F. Robey, Coleman. 
George W. L. Smith, Henderson. 
George W. Walker, Blessing. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, April 24, 1911. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 


le The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
wing prayer: 

ean Father in heaven, we thank Thee for that broad, gen 
the f ae spirit which is gradually coming into the world, 
aan Ta s of which are righteousness, truth, justice, mercy, 
ee alee a Will toward men, and which tend to solidify the 
ae aoe creeds and of all races into one great family, and 
catty einen Goes a the answer to that prayer which fall: 
be aaa ps of thousands: “ Thy kingdom come, Thy will 
” = in earth as it fs in heaven.” ee ete ae wl 
reaatileiae tl © God our Father, in whom are centered all our 
of this Hone and aspirations, be very near to the Member 
walked kk a who has been bereft of the companion who has 
oun ahah ngly and sympathetically by his side through many 
of the ae his joys and sorrows. Comfort him and the rest 
ay on family by the blessed hope of the gospel, that 
aun Gier Borie th at realm where neither death nor 
Christ our Lord. Amen. ne be the praise, through Jesus 


The Journal of th i ; 
read and approved. © proceedings of Friday, April 21, 1911, was 


died 


CLERK AND MESSENGER TO COMMITTEE ON DISPOSITION OF USEL! 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


EXECUTIVE PAI 
Mr 





LLOYD Mr Sp iker, I offer ft fol ivi ed 
resolution (H. Res. 117). 
“Tr 7. ry “y £ 
SPEAKER The gentleman from M offer 
Intion, which will be reported by the Cler! 
l Clerk read f 
R Il, That th h I « 
House compensation, at the s 1 360 
per nth, for the services of ! 0 t 
m Di sition of Useless Ex t I er the der of th 
‘ t session s 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I I 
st this resolution ar . } , t 
| that this resolution a 1d all lil > | ‘ out 
|} Of the contingent fund of the Ho ru be 
| considered in Committee of Wl i f hie r 
pose of establishing a precedent which ] ithe been estab 
lished ir Democratic r } * 4 » 
}iSiie In emocratic Houses | Ii tollowed rae can 
| Houses. 
} Now, if the Chair will hear me a moment, I « itiention to 
| Rule XXIII, section 3, of the new 1 lopted by this House, 
which reads as follows: 
> All motior r propositions involy 2» tax « upon the % 
people; all proceedings touch I 
making appropriations of ey or pi iring ) 
| priations to be made, or authoriz ‘ payments < fa priation 
| already made, or releasing any liability to the Unii States for money 
| or property, or referring any claim to the Court of Cla ull rst 
| considered in a Committee of the Whole, and a point of order under th 
rule shall be good at any time before the consideration of a Dill b 
commenced. 
| Referring to the construction that has been placed on this 
| rule of the House by Democratic Speakers, I call the Chair’s 


attention to a line of decisions in volume 4 of Hinds’ Parlia 
mentary Precedents, page 1058, beginning with section 4862: 
Mr. Hinds says: 
Resolutions from the Committee on - 
from the contingent fund do not, acco 
| consideration in Committee of the Who! 





anthorizing expenditures 


, require 






wz to the later ruth 


Now, to sustain the point I make, I quote: 





On December 19, 1888, Mr. Walter I. Hayes, of Iowa, from the Com 
| mittee om Accounts, presented a bill providing clerks for Member ry 
| nent of the same to be made out of the utingent fu » Fl 
| Mr. William 8S. Holman, of Indiana, made the point of order t! t 
bE should be considered in Committee of the Whole 

The Speaker [Mr. Carlisle] sustained the point of o1 
| On July 29, 1892, Mr. W. W. Dickerson. of Kentucky, from the 
| Committee on Accounts, submitted as a privileced t a report on 
| the following resolution, and asked its present consideration: 

* Whereas Fred Riee bas served .s special messenger to the Committee 

on Agriculture without pay since February 1: Therefore be ft 


“Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be instruct 
the laborers’ roti, and that the same Fred Rice be paid 
ingent fund for services rendered from February 1 to 

re, at the rate of $2 per day.” 

William S. Holman, of Indiana, made the pofr 


* his name upon 


out of the on- 
April 1, inclu 


i ta eal 
i to np 


it of order tl the 





ition requiring an expenditure out of an appropriation already 
must receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole 
| The Speaker [Mr. Charles Ff’. Crisp, of Georgia] tained the point 
ef order, holding that propositions reported from f! Committees on 
Printing and on Accounts for the payment of mone out ef funds al 
reacy appropriated were, according to the practice, imediately y 
sidered in the House. But if the point were d * first consid 
eration should be tn Committee of the Whole ‘ ey are in the 
express terms of clause 3, Rule XXIII, being proposition ‘“ auth zing 
payment out of appropriations already made.’’ 
ihe SPEAKER. The House will be in order. cent eT 


wishing to converse will retire to the cloak room 
Mr. TURNBULL. Mr. Speaker. I ask to have 
| again reported. 


the resolntiot 








Without objection the resolution was again reported. 

Mr. BARTLETT. On March 2, 1893, Mr. Harry W. ! ! 
from Maryland, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted a 
privileged report on the following resolntion : 

Resetred, Thiet the Clerk of the Ifouse of Req 
to pay out of the contingent fund liou to J WA 
the father of Ernest Almarade, deceased, late an ployee of 
of resentatives, a sum equal to si l f the 
to him at the time of his deat! 

And so forth. 

Mr. William S. Holman, of Indiana, made the | 
that the resolution should be considered in C 
Whole. 

The Speaker, Mr. Crisp, sustained t f < 

Now, it is true, Mr. Speaker, that during the } er.fie ( 
gress and at the beginning of the Fifty-fourth Congres 
are two instances in which the point of order wa: t 
by Speaker Reed. I raise the point of order | 
to me that it is IN strict compliance with t ! 
vides that a proposition for the payment o 
tion already made shall first be cousicdered in ¢ 
Whole, and if the Chair follows the precedent 
made by Speakers Carlisle 1 i b 


and Cri 
‘ Speaker i 


tandall, he will su n the point « 








4 


I care not particularly about the proposition now before the 
House, and I am content if the Speaker sustains the point of | 
order and follows the precedents that have been laid down by | 
the different Speakers when presiding in Democratic Houses | 
with reference to this rule, and I will be content as to this kind 
of a resolution if the House considers it in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

However, we have a rule here which provides that appro- 
priations of money out of the Treasury shall first be consid- 
ered in the Committee of the Whole House. That rule is a 
salutary one, and I invoke the decisions I have read to the 
Chair in reference to it in order that as we begin this session, | 
and as resolutions may be offered from time to time for the 
payment of money out of the contingent fund, or the payment | 
of any of the money of the people out of the Treasury, they | 


oe 





shall first be considered in Committee of the Whole, where it | 
has been the practice and the policy of at least the Democratic 
Houses, time out of mind, to first consider them. This is done 
to protect the Treasury of the United States, to protect it so 
that the House may have an oppertunity in the Committee of 
the Whole to consider the matter and to amend it, and not be 
confined to the strict parliamentary rules that apply to the 
consideration of questions in the House. 

This particular matter may be immaterial. It is not insig- | 
nificant, it is true, but the amount appropriated is not large, | 
and, so far as I am concerned, I have at present no suggestions 
to make why it should not pass, but I have objection to con- 
sidering propositions to pay out of the contingent fund of the 
House amounts of money, small or large, until they shall 
have been first considered, if it is so desired to be considered 
by any Member, in the Committee of the Whole House, and as 
sustaining that proposition I have read to the Chair a number 
of decisions made upon this point by the Speakers whose deci- 
sions and whose names I have called to the attention of the 
Chair. It is in direct conformity with the rule, which has been 
the rule in every House and is the rule in this House, that, al- 
though appropriations have already been made, as in this case, 
for the contingent fund, yet resolutions of this character shall, 
under the rule, not be paid out of appropriations already made 
until they are first considered in the Committee of the Whole. 

I happen to know that the contingent fund had to be in- 
creased a large amount at the last session. I do not think 
that the appropriation for this was anticipated; it could not be | 
anticipated, because at the time that the deficiency -bill was 
passed there was no certainty—although there might be some 
expectancy of it—that an extra session of Congress would be 
called or would be in session now. So that it is likely that all | 
appropriations made out of the contingent fund at this session 
must necessarily be appropriated for by a deficiency bill to be | 
passed by this Congress. That is all I desire to say at this 
point. It occurs to me if the Speaker is to follow the precedents | 
I have read of Mr. Carlisle and Mr. Crisp upon the identical | 
proposition of payment out of the contingent fund, the point of | 
order should be sustained. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, the point of order made by the | 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Barrierr] would in time past 
have been decided as well taken. Recent decisions, however, | 
have been to the effect that it was not necessary to go into the 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of such resolu- 
tions as that which is now pending before the House. The 
money that we seek to provide for in this resolution has already | 
been provided for in an appropriation bill. The contingent 
fund has been provided for for the current year and also for | 
the year which begins on the 1st day of July, 1911, and all that 
is sought to be done here is to direct the expenditure of that 
money which has already been appropriated by this House. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman to ask him 
a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? ‘ 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, this is to be a payment out | 
of the appropriations already made. 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The rule which I read to the Chair as / 
part of Rule XXIII contains the clause: 

Or authorizing payments out of appropriations already made. 

As I understand, the gentleman says the rule does not apply, 
because this resolution provides for payment out of appropria- 
tions already made, although the real rule says: 

Or authorizing payments out of appropriations already made. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, this is not a new question. The 


gentleman from Georgia very properly stated, in closing his 
remarks, that he must rely upon decisions that have been made 
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overthrow the point of order which he has raised. 


| this instance the appropriation has been made. 





APRIL, 








in years gone by. Recent decisions made by Mr. Spea! 
and by Mr. Speaker CaNNoN have been to the effect tha 
not necessary to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman cite decisions », 
Mr. Speaker CANNON? 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker Cannon has followed the d 
of Mr. Speaker Reed. Mr. Speaker Reed’s decisions are 
in number. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes; I stated that. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I read from Hinds’ Pr 
on page 1060, section 4867, volume 4: 

On December 18, 1896, Mr. Benjamin B. Odell, jr., of N: 
from the Committee on Accounts, reported resolutions authori 


employment of additional folders at stated compensation, to tx 
of the contingent fund of the House, and also authorizing ot 


| ments out of the same fund. 


Mr. Nelson Dingley, of Maine, made the point of order that t 
lutions should be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The Speaker said: 

“The Chair thinks recent rulings have been the other way. 
out of the contingent fund of the House, is a part of its expe: 
and does not affect the United States beyond that.” 


That has been the decision by which this House has | 


| governed for a number of years past. I have nothing { 
| to say. 


It is true that there was a time, a number of yea: 
when an adverse decision was made. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, does the Chair desire t 


| further? I desire simply to state that as far as I am conce) 


construing for myself the rule, which in plain language provides 
for both instances where appropriations have not been e 
for payment out of appropriations already made, I prefer | 
follow the precedents set by John G. Carlisle and by ‘ 

F. Crisp in determining parliamentary questions and de 

the construction of rules than to follow that of even so 
trious a Republican as Thomas B. Reed. 


Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Speaker, the amount involved 


| pending matter is small but that fact has no sort of re! 


to the merits of the proposition of order. I have not heard 
yet anyone cite in the course of this discussion advance r 
in support of the later ruling that can be relied upon to « 
throw the precedents cited by the gentleman from Georgia 

I do n 
Mr, Speaker, that anything can be clearer than the lang 
of the rule in regard to a proposition authorizing a payn: 
out of an appropriation already made. It is conceded that 
The propos 
of the gentleman from Missouri is a proposition to aut! 
payment out of this appropriation. Upon what conc 
view can it be held that this proposition, which clearly « 
within the rule requiring that payment out of an approp 
already made, should be first considered in the Committee 
Whole should not follow the plain requirements of the | 
and be considered in that committee? Sound reason and | 
common sense support the former rulings, and no reaso: 
been offered to support the later rulings which are relied 
to overrule the antecedent precedents. When reason su 
parliamentary precedents those precedents should be fo 
as against later precedents not so well supported, or not 
ported at all, in reason. When a proposition is presented w 
challenges the later ruling and that proposition is in confo! 
with the plain language of the rules of this House, that )s 
sition should be sustained, and the erroneous precedent re\: 


The language of the rule is so clear that there can be no di! 


ence of opinion as to its meaning. Here is the rule: Al! ™ 
sitions authorizing payments out of appropriations al: 
made, shall. be first considered in Committee of the Whole. 
Rule 23, subsection 8. As I have said, the amount involved 
here is small, but we may have propositions hereafter invol\ 
amounts of such magnitude, that we would appropriate]) 
sire to consider the questions relating to them in the Comm 

of the Whole. Therefore at this time, and in this conne | 
the ruling of the Chair on this point of order is a matter 
some interest to the House, and I submit anew as I have s 
mitted heretofore, that whatever may be said as to the ex 
ence of later rulings by recent Speakers, every considers! 
of sound reason is with those Speakers who ruled theretof 
that such a proposition as has been submitted to-day, shoul 
conformity with the rules, be referred to the Committee of tle 
Whole for consideration, and disposition. ' 

The SPEAKER. This is one of the happy situations in whic) 
the Chair can cite great names on both sides of the propositio 
If it were an original question, the present occupant of the 
chair would hold that the point of order made by the gentle 
man from Georgia was well taken, but for the last 10 or 15 
years resolutions similar to this one have been considered ‘1 








i911. 


the House with the universal acquiescence of Members on both | i 


<ides, Therefore, the point of order is overruled. 

‘Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, the resolution now before the 
House is similar to that which has been presented at the be- 
ginning of every session of Congress for several years. It pro- 
vides simply for a clerk to the Committee on Useless Papers at 
. calary of $6 per day during the session, and also provides a 
. easenzer for that committee at a salary of $60 per month. 
This committee is an exceedingly inmportant committee, and a 
clerk is a very necessary adjunct to that committee. 
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The committee is charged with the responsible duty of going 


to the departments and ascertaining what papers are useless, 
and the determination of this committee is final as to whether 
papers are useless or not. The elerk of the committee must 
necessarily be charged very largely with the work of that com- 
mittee, because it will devolve upon him to investigate care- 
fully the papers that are presented and to report to the com- 
mittee whether the papers shall be destroyed or not. In my 
judgment it requires a very high-class man to perform prop- 
erly the duties of the clerk of this committee. s 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. LLOYD. It is a $6 day place, and it seems to me that 
« day is not an unreasonable compensation for an expert— 


$6 


| They were the Committee on Manufacturers 


| the Disposition of Useless Executive Papers—for which it is now 


and it ought to be an expert—-who passes upon the question as | 
to whether papers in the departments shall be destroyed or not. | 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Lroyp] yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firzcer- 
ALD}? t 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PITZGERALD. This committee heretofore has been al- 
lotted a elerk out of the nine clerks provided in the legislative 
bill. 

Mr. LLOYD. I beg your pardon. The gentleman from New 
York is mistaken, There are nine places beside this. There are 
10 session clerks. 7 , . 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from New York is not 
mistaken. 

Mr. MANN. Not at all. 
Lioyp} is mistaken. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have the record here, and it contains a 


The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 


| form in the Civil Service. 
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in the House until we have really given them consideration in 
committee. 


The gentleman stated a moment ago that this resolution was 


the usual one. On that he is mistaken. ‘There never has been 
such a resolution passed before. It ts true that the Committee 
on the Disposition of Useless Papers has had a clerk, and that 
for the last few years it has had a janitor and messenger. 


Formerly it had a janitor in connection with another committee, 
but when it was moved out of this building to the other build- 
ing the chairman of the committee finally got a janitor pro- 
vided for that committee. And there was a resolution at the 
last Congress to give a janitor or messenger to this committee, 


and I do not doubt that the committee ueeds one. jsut as to 
the clerk, what was the situation? The legislative bill for 
years has carried the provision for nine session committee 


clerks, and at the beginning of each session the Committee on 
Accounts has brought in a resolution distributing those session 
clerks to the nine different committees. What 


were the com- 
mittees that had these the 


last Congress? 
which has been 
. and the Committee on 


session clerks in 


abolished—the Committee on Edueation 


proposed to provide an additional clerk—ithe Committee on the 
Election of President, Vice President, and Representatives in 
Congress, the Committee on the Militia—which has been abol- 
ished—and the Committee on Mines and Mining 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. MANN. The Committee on Levees and Improvements of 
the Mississippi River, which has been abolished, an@d—— 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will wait for a moment: the 
Committee on Railways and Canals, and the Committee on Re- 
Of the nine committees which have 








| these nine legislative clerks heretofore, three have been abol- 


resolution from the Committee on Accounts distributing the | 


clerks for the session, carried in the legislative bill. I simply 
wish te say this: If the Committee on Accounts proposes to 
take care of these committees out of the contingent fund, there 
will be no reason for the Committee on Appropriations to re 
tain in a bill which will be called up in a little while the nine 
clerks similar to the nine carried in the legislative bill, and 
there should be some understanding of what the Committee on 
Accounts proposes to do. 

Mr. LLOYD. If it be true that it is included in your bill, 
there is no disposition on the part of the Committee on Ac- 


gentleman privately, we would consider it a personal favor if | 


it were carried in the appropriation bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It was not carried as a personal favor 
I will say to the gentleman from Missouri. It was carried there 
because it had been carried there for 34 years, and was be- 
lieved by both the gentleman from Missouri, myself, and the 
Committee on Appropriations to be required for the efficient con- 
duct of the public business. 

Mr. LLOYD. 
you to do anything as a personal favor to me. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand that, but the statement of 
the gentleman might be misunderstood. The practice has been 
for these clerks to be carried in an appropriation bill and to be 
allotted to the various committees under resolution from the 
Committee on Accounts, and it seems to me that until the House 
determines whether it will provide for these nine clerks for the 
balance of this fiscal year, it would be wise for the gentleman 
from Missouri to await the action of the House. 

Mr. LLOYD. If the gentleman from New York (Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD] intends to follow at once with the appropriation bill, I 
rtd hye at = a time to asking to withhold con- 
Sidceratl 0 S resolutio - rinti [ 

han haei:tenaiel n until after the appropriation bill 

Mr. MANN. Before you do that, I would lik x gen- 
tleman to yield me five minutes of time. negates 


Mr. LLOYD. I yield to the g inois fiv 
mie y o the gentleman from Illinois five 


Mr. MANN. Mr. § 
Liorp] has already 
tion of the pending 
been disposed of. 
that we postpone 


peaker, the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
Suggested that we postpone the considera- 
resolution until after another matter has 
I would suggest to my friend from Missouri 
the consideration of all of these propositions 


I do not wish to be understood that I asked | 


| clerk out of the nine carried in the legislative bill. 
counts to press this resolution, because, as I stated to the | 


ished, and the joint resolution would provide an additional 
clerk outside of the nine, although this committee has formerly 
had one. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker- 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. LLOYD. The geatleman certainly has not read 
resolution. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, but the gentleman has read it. 

Mr. LLOYD. There is no attempt whatever, Mr. Speaker, to 
increase the force of the Committee on the Disposition of Use- 
less Papers. Heretofore they have had a clerk and they have 
had a janitor. We ask that they now have a clerk and a 
janitor. We are asking nothing new. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, but the point is this: Formerly they had a 


this 


These nine 
are still carried in the legislative bill. They are carried in the 
bill reported by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD] from the Committee on Appropriations. Now it is 
proposed to provide for an additional clerk, in addition to the 
nine carried in the legislative bill, in the bill reported by the 
gentleman from New York, so as to provide for am additional 
clerk, although three of the committees which had these clerks 
before have been abolished. That is economy for you! 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker- 

Mr. MANN. Now, I read in the resolution 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. MANN. Yes; certainly, certainly. 






Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I am sure that the gentleman 
from Illinois wants to be accurate. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is accurate. 

Mr. LLOYD. I call attention to the resolution which was 
formerly introduced : 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the I 
compensation at the rate, respectively, of $6 per day and $60 
month for the services of a clerk and messenger to the Seleet Com: 
on the Disposition of Useless Executive Papers from the ftir : 
clerk and messenger entered upon the disc » of their dut whieh 
shall be ascertained and evidenced by the certificate of t chairman of 
said committee. 

Mr. MANN. My friend from Missouri suggests that I should 
be accurate. I am accurate. I am not reading from a pnb 
lished book; I am examining the records themselves. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman five 
minutes more if he desires it. 

Mr. MANN. I want only a minute. The resolution which 


was passed before expressly and only referred to the janitors, 
and the resolution passed with reference to the clerks was for 
the assignment of the nine clerks carried in the legislative bill, 


~ 
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payable out of the contingent fund. This is an additional clerk, 
payable out of the contingent fund. Now, when you have 
abolished three committees out of those that had the nine clerks, 
what on earth do you want to provide an additional clerk for 
in addition to the nine you had before? [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I read a moment ago the resolu- 
tion that was offered at the beginning of the Sixty-first Congress, 
which is a resolution framed almost in the exact words of the 
resolution offered now. The gentleman is certainly not fair to 
this House when he undertakes to convey the idea here that 
never before had such a resolution been offered to this body. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that this resolution be temporarily 
set aside. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that his resolution be temporarily set aside. 

Mr. GARNER. ‘The gentleman has the right te withdraw it. 

Mr. LLOYD. I will withdraw it, Mr. Speaker. That is 
practicaily the same thing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri withdraws 
the resolution which he offered. 


CORRECTION OF 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the consideration of House joint resolution 
No. 1. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Firz- 
GERALD] moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of House joint resolution No. 1. The Clerk will report the 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ERRORS IN ENROLLMENT. 


House joint resolution 1, to correct errors in the enrollment of cer- 
tain appropriation acts approved March 4, 1911. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman 

The SPEAKER. 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do. 


Mr. MANN. Why does not the gentleman move to go into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and 
call up all four of his resolutions in that committee without 
going through a separate procedure to go into Committee of the 
Whole on each one of them? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I will ask to modify the 
motion, so as to go into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering bills and joint 


resolutions on the Union Calendar reported by the Committee 
on Appropriations. 


The question being taken, the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering bills and joint resolutions on the Union Calendar, re- 


ported by the Committee on Appropriations, with Mr. TA.zort 
of Maryland in the chair. 


eae TALBOTT of Maryland took the chair amid general ap- 
piause, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I call up House joint 
resolution 1, to correct errors in the enrollment of certain ap- 
propriation acts approved March 4, 1911. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the joint resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the sundry civil appropriation act 
March 4, 1911, is amended as follows: aot 2 gh 

So much of said act as appropriates $30,000 for an electric lighting 
plant, including the enlargement of the power house and one new boiler 
at the Battle Mountain Sanitarium, Hot Springs, 8. Dak., is repealed. 

The appropriation made in said act for analyzing and testing of the 
coals, lignites, ores, and other mineral fuel substances belonging to or 
for the use of the United States is reduced from $135,000 to $100,000. 

The appropriation made in said act for protection and improvement 
f secens Rainier National Park, Wash., is reduced from $5,400 to 

,000,. 

So much of the general deficiency Speer act approved March 
4, 1911, as appropriates the sum of $500 to reimburse the State board 
of regents of the University of Idaho for the premium paid on an in- 
demnity bond is repealed. 

a Post Office appropriation act, approved March 4, 1911, is amended 
as follows: 

So much of said act as appropriates the sum of $50,000 for expenses 
of or authorizes the appointment of a commission to inquire and report 
touching the cost to the Government of the transportation of all classes 
of second-class mail matter is repealed. 

The appropriation made in said act for travel allowance to railway 
postal clerks is reduced from $1,750,000 to $769,000. 

So much of said act as authorizes the Postmaster General to allow 
railway postal clerks and the employees of the mail-lock and mail-bag 
repair shops an annual vacation of 30 days with pay is repealed. 





Does the gentleman from New York yield | 
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The naval appropriation act approved March 4, 1911, fs amer 
follows : 


So much of the paragraph appropriating for “‘ Contingent, N 
said act as reads as follows: 

“And provided further, That the Secretary of the Navy he, 
hereby is, authorized, in his discretion, to make partial payment 
time to time during the progress of the work under existing « 
and all contracts hereafter made under the Navy Department fo 
purposes, but not in excess of 90 per cent of the value of work 
done ; and the contracts hereafter made shal! provide for such in 
as the Secretary of the Navy may deem sufficient, and for a 
favor of the Government, which lien is hereby made paramonn' 
other liens, upon the articles or thing contracted for on ac« 
payments so made, provided that partial payments shall not 
under such contracts except where stipulated for, and then 
cordance with contract provisions,” is repealed, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, during the closing 
of the last session of Congress a condition existed in 
actment of legislation which had been unprecedented in ; 
years. Some of the appropriation bills were not presen! 
both houses for final enactment until the morning of | 
of March. As a result of the conditions which existed 
impossible to compare some of the appropriation bills, 
other instances the comparison was made so hastily tha 
were made, as a result of which items were enrolled to 
the two Houses had ngt given their assent. 

The importance of having the proceedings of the two II 
of Congress beyond any suspicion and the integrity of o 
ceedings beyond question resulted in the introduction 
joint resolution. 

Three errors were made in the sundry civil bill, on 
deficiency bill, three in the Post Office bill, and one in the 
appropriation bill. 

Of all the departments affected by this legislation, 
retary of the Navy alone sent to the Commitee on A) 
tions a request that the last item in the bill, which affe 
ticularly the Navy Department, be considered either 
ing received the assent of both Houses of Congress and 
been enacted into law or else be considered upon its 
and amended in certain ways outlined in his commu 
It seemed to the committee, however, that it was of so 
greater importance that the proceedings of the Congress s 
be beyond any question and that the integrity of the | 
ings be preserved that the most imperative thing for 1! 
gress to do was to repeal these various items which, 
error, were enrolled in the appropriation acts. 

Unquestionably, these errors were made through 
ence. It might be at some time, however, that erro 
similar character might be made by design, and in ord 
vent any such occurrence at any time it seemed wisest 
these errors as we have treated them and ask for their 1 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield for a qu 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New ) 
to the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield to the gentleman from Kk 

Mr. MURDOCK. What is the history of the ite 
bottom of page 2 for travel allowance to railway posta 
As shown in the bill, the amount is $1,750,000, and the | 
reduces it to $769,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The item to which the gentlema: 
Kansas refers was a Senate amendment. In confer 
Senate receded from its amendment. 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is, the amount, $1,750,000, wasas 
amendment, and there was a recession by the Senate f 
amount? Then, how did it become law? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Through an error in the enrolli! 
Under a misapprehension that that amendment had bee 
to by the two Houses the enrolling clerks included that 
bill. The gentleman from Kansas may recall that the fi 
second conference report on the Post Office appropriati: 
was presented to the House between 3 and 4 o'clock « 
morning of the 4th of March. The final conference repo 
I recall, was presented to the House about half past 10 « 
o’clock on the morning of the 4th of March. In the en! 
room—the bill had been set up—the paragraphs which 
not agreed to were taken out so as to expedite the enro 
Through an oversight this particular item and others 
inadvertently left in the bill. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Has the committee made inquiry to find 
whether a change in the item at this time in amount wil! 
any ruling or regulation made by the department since the 
journment of Congress? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I sent a copy of this resolution, w' 
was introduced on the first day of the session, to the heals 
the various departments which might be affected by it. I ha) 
letter from the Postmaster General, in which he states: 


Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of the 6th instant, inclo 
copy of House joint resolution ‘No. 1 of the present session of Cong 
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edgy Mee RA 


wr 





1911. 





h proposes to correct certain errors in the enrollment of appropria- 
cts approved March 4, 1911. The errors were apparent to this 
ment, and I beg to assure you that no action will be taken tending 
feat the purpose of the resolution. 


Very truly, yours, FRANK HITCHCOCK, 


Postmaster General. 

The same is true of every other department affected except 
the Navy Department. The Secretary of the N»vy requested 
hat the provision in the naval bill be considered on its merits. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Washington? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington.- I have not had an oppor- 
tunity of looking at the report. Will the gentleman explain the 
circumstances in regard to the appropriation in reference to 
Mount Rainier, page 2, line 6? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It was an appropriation made by the 
House, as I recall it, of a little over $3,000. The Senate in- 
creased it to $8,000 and the conferees agreed to $5,000. Through 
an error the amount was fixed at $5,400 in the enrolled bill. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will yield. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I want to call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to the paragraph relating to the appropriation in regard to 
second-class mail matter. If I remember correctly, when the 
conference report was agreed upon it carried an appropriation 
of $25,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. My recollection is that a joint resolution 
was introduced and passed creating a commission for this pur- 
pose and carrying $25,000, and that the item in the Post Office 
appropriation bill was eliminated by agreement. This item in 
this bill merely repeals the provision in the Post Office appro- 
priation act and does not affect the commission created by the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I did not recollect whether the Post 
Office bill carried this item or not. The statement of the gen- 
tleman from New York is that it does not affect the commis- 
sion or the amount appropriated. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It does not affect the $25,000 carried in 
the joint resolution authorizing the joint commission which is 
now in operation. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. But it only affects the appropriation in 
the Post Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; under the law at present there are 
two commissions, for one of which there is appropriated $50,000 
and for the other $25,000. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD, I will yield to the gentleman from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. FINLEY. I wish to state my recollection as to the 
history of this legislation. In the Senate the language such as 
is carried in the Post Office appropriation bill was inserted by 
way of amendment. It went to conference and the conferees 
did not agree, and it came back to the House and we thrashed 
it out and instructed the conferees, so to speak, to insist on a 
disagreement. It was stricken out and an independent resolu- 
tion carrying $25,000 was put through. So that this is clearly 
duplicate legislation, and I am sure that the department does 
not wish it. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. 
York yield? 


The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Ne fork 
yield to the gentleman from IMlincis? a oe 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I would like to inquire about the 
paragraph on the top of page 2, with reference to lignites, and 
so forth. , 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The House appropriated $100,000 for 
this purpose and the Senate increased it to $135,000, and in the 
conference the Senate receded from its amendment, so the 
amount agreed to by the two Houses was $100,000. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Has the gentleman any opinion 
as to whether or not the $100,000 is sufficient to do the work? 

, Mr. FITZGERALD. That is immaterial at this time. I 
eo to be a member of the committee which reported the 
vill, and I think the appropriation is ample. Even if it were 
saiea a much more importance that the integrity of the 
seh - oe nae — beyond question and that the provision 


Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. 
amendment? The Senate receded from its 





Will the gentleman from New 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gentleman 
from New York the reasons for the repeal of the provision at 
the top of page 3 of this resolution, regarding the annual vaca- 
tion with pay of the postal clerks. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is for the same reason that all of 
the others are proposed to be repealed. Congress never assented 
to that provision. It became a part of the law through the 
error of a clerk in the enrolling room, and however merito- 
rious any of these propositions may be, it is of more impor- 
tance that legislation be enacted by Congress than by clerks. 

Mr. SULZER. Then, I understand it was never agreed to in 
conference? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It was never agreed to at all. 

Mr. SULZER. And it got into the bill through an error? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Through an error due to the conditions 
that existed in the closing days of the last session. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say, after listening 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firzeerarp], that I 
cordially agree with all that he has said in respect to this 
resolution, and this, too, without regard to the merit or the 
demerit to these various propositions. Gentlemen, understand 
that in the closing days of a short session of Congress which 
makes, in the aggregate, appropriations of many, many hundreds 
of millions of dollars, with the great confusion that exists, it is 
wonderful that more mistakes are not made in the enrolling 
room than are made, as referred to in this joint resolution. The 
enrolling room of the House, and perhaps of the Senate also, 
has been wonderfully efficient. From time to time a mistake 
has been made. Of course, this is the law, but it is the law 
through a mistake made by a clerk, and, so far as I recollect, 
invariably under conditions such mistakes have been corrected 
by legislation like unto this. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 

Mr. FRENCH. The report of the committee does not show 
why the paragraph referring to the amount appropriated for 
the University of Idaho is repealed, on page 2 of the resolution. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It was Senate amendment No. 9 to the 
general deficiency bill, and the Senate receded from its amend- 
ment; it was not agreed to by the House. It was included in 
the general deficiency appropriation bill through an error. 
There is no reason why it should be paid under such circum- 
stances. 

Mr. FRENCH. Of course, I would say that the claim itself 
is meritorious, but I am willing to let it rest upon its merits, 
and not try to take advantage of any technicality. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is not taking advantage 
of any technicality. Those who endeavor to get the benefit of 
this legislation would be trying to take advantage of a techni- 
cality. None of these items has ever received the assent of 
Congress, and are simply in the statutes as the result of errors. 

Mr. FRENCH. That is what I say. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I misunderstood the gentleman, 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, we tried to hear over here, 
but we could not, what the gentleman’s explanation was of the 
postal commission to investigate second-class matter. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the general Post Office 
appropriation act contained a provision providing for the ap- 
pointment of a commission and an appropriation of $50,000 to 
pay its expenses. The conferees on the Post Office appropria- 
tion bill reported about 3 or 4 o’clock of the morning of the 4th 
of March, and an arrangement was made by which it was 
agreed that that item should go out of the bill or it would have 
been impossible to pass the bill. 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is the $50,000 item? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. Latera joint resolution was passed 
providing for the creation of a commission and appropriat- 
ing $25,000 for its expenses. That commission is not affected 
by this bill, but the provision which was erroneously included 
in the Post Office appropriation act is repealed. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Then, as a matter of fact, the commission 
was twice created, with two appropriations? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Two appropriations. 

Mr. MURDOCK. And this repeals one of them 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understood that the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. SMALL] was to be recognized. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to be recognized 
at this time, in view of the explanation which has just been 
made. 


the iarger? 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, then I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, at the last session the enrolling 
clerk, Mr. McKenney—and there never was a better enrolling 
clerk, in my judgment—came to me and other Members of the 
House on a number of occasions in the closing days of the 
session and said to us that if we did not hurry along the 
appropriation bills and the other important bills it would be 
simply impossible for the enrolling clerks to take the responsi- 
bility of properly enrolling the bills. It is not possible for any 
men, however gifted they may be, to examine everything at 
once in the course of a few hours’ time. It was not anybody’s 
fault, in my judgment, in the House or outside. The instance 
in reference to the postal commission is a very good instance. 
It was about half past 1 or 2 o’clock in the morning, as I recol- 
lect, and not 2 or 3, as stated by the gentleman from New York, 
when we persuaded the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon] 
not to make a point of no quorum if we would vote down the 
motion to coneur in the conference report. 
and everybody supposed, everybody possibly except the gentleman 
from Tennessee, that when it came back to the House it would 
come back precisely in the same condition it was, and it would 
come back when there was a quorum present. If the point of 


We voted that down | 


no quorum had been insisted upon at that time, none of the | 
appropriation bills then not passed could have been passed. | 


The enrolling clerks do this. 
based upon conference reports, and there is no other way of 


They enroll bills in advance | 


doing it, relying upon striking out the item that is not agreed | 


to in conference, and they have to be reprinted in the Printing 
Office hastily, without delay, and in this instance the postal bill 
was enrolled as’the conferees had once agreed to it and in the 
haste, the final conference report not being agreed to until 
within an hour or so of the final adjournment of Congress, 
that item then reported in the final agreement not agreed to 
was not stricken out by the enrolling clerks in the haste of 
examining a number of bills. 

Mr. MURDOCK. 
was not agreed to? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes; the conference report shows it was not 
agreed to. The conference report shows that all of these items 
in this joint resolution were not agreed to. While they stand 
upon the law books as the laws and can not be attacked col- 
laterally, I am inclined myself to the opinion that an adequate 
attack could be made to impeach the law as not according to 
the Journals of the House and the Senate, because these laws 
are not according to the Journals of the House and Senate. 
The Journal of the House will show that this item was not 
agreed to in conference, never agreed to by the House, and has 
no place in the law. Now, whether these items are just or not 
is not a question in controversy. The integrity of the pro- 
ceedings of Congress ought to be beyond all question, and when 
we have made a mistake by certifying that something was 
passed that was not passed we ought to remedy it at once in 
some way, and the simplest way here is to repeal the apparent 
laws. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to print in the Recorp the letters received from the heads of 
the various departments in referente to the communication 
which I sent them calling attention to the resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to print in the Recorp certain letters. Is 
there objection? 
it is so ordered. 

The letters are as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


Washington, April 6, 1911. 
Hon. Jomn J. FITZGERALD, 


House of Representatives. 


Deak Sir: I am in receipt of your communication of the 5th instant, 
transmitting copy of “ Joint resolution to correct errors in the enroll- 
ment of certain appropriation acts approved March 4, 1911,” and re- 
questing suspension of action by this department as to any of the appro- 
priations affected by the resolution until Congress may have fad 
S| for the consideration and disposition of the matter. 

n reply I have the honor to state that this department will suspend 


Will the ConcressionaL Recorp show it | 
| of the 


[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and | 


4 
at, 


APRIL 


States and for the protection and improvement of Mount Rain{er > 
tional Park, Wash., and request that no action be taken with refi 
to the apparent increases in the appropriations for these objects + 
$100,000 to $135,000 and from $5,000 to $5,400, respectively 
Congress shall have had reasonable opportunity to consider i 
the resolution. 

In response thereto I have to state that proper instructions ha 
given to comply with pout wishes in the premises. 

Very respectfully, 


and 


FRANK PIERCE, Acting 8: 


NATIONAL HOME ror DISABLED VOLUNTEER SoLpiEg 
846 Broadway, New York, N. Y., April 1 
Hon. Joun J. FiTzGERawp, 
Chairman Committce on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. © 
Dear Str: Upon my return to the office I find your letter of | 
instant, relating to the proposed repeal of the appropriation of s 
made by the last Congress for an electric-light plant at the Battlo ° 
tain Sanitarium, and confirming the information contained in th 
of the general treasurer of the 8th instant, have the honor to 
you that no action in relation to the appropriation will be taken 
House joint resolution No. 1 has been disposed of. 
Very truly, yours, 


1, 1 


J. W. Wapsworrn 
President Board of Mana 


OFFICE OF THB POSTMASTER GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., April 7, 1 
Hon. Joun J. FiTzGErap, 
Chairman Committee on ~~ =e 
Touse of Representatives. 

Duar Sir: Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of the 6th ir 
inclosing a copy of House joint resolution No. 1 of the present 
of Congress, which proposes to correct certain errors in the ent 
of appropriations acts approved March 4, 1911. 

The errors were —— to this department, and I beg to 
you that no action will be taken tending to defeat the purposes « 
resolution. 

Very truly, yours, Frank H. Hircucock, 
Postmaster Gen: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 

Washington, April 10, 1911. 
My Drar ConGRESSMAN: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt 
our letter of the 6th instant, inclosing a copy of House joint r 
Yo. 1 of the present session of Congress, which provides for the : 
rovision in the naval appropriation act of March 4 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to make partial payments 
public contracts up to 90 per cent of the value of the work 
done, and requesting that, so far as possible, no action be t 
this department under said provision in the naval act until 
shall have had reasonable time to consider and enact the 
resolution. 

It is noted that the purpose of said joint resolution, as stated 
preamble, is to correct errors made in the enrollment of certai: 
priation acts approved March 4, 1911, as evidenced by the cor 
reports submitted to and adopted by the Senate and House of | 
sentatives, and it is realized that at the time of the passage 
naval bill it was intended to omit all provision relating to partia 
ments wnder Navy Department contracts. 

Owing to the lack of time for deliberation during the closing « 
the session it is believed that this matter did not receive the 
eration it deserves, and on account of its importance to the publ 
terests the department requests that the provision as it stands 
bill be retained and considered upon its merits as a needful pi 
legislation requiring perfection by amendment instead of elimina 
because of its inadvertent enrollment as part of the act. — 

In connection with this matter the following is submitted fo 
information : 

Section 3648 of the Revised Statutes, which is taken almost ver 
from the act of January 31, 1823 (Stat. 3, p. 723), reads: 

“No advance of public money shail be made in any case wha 
And in all cases of contracts for the performance of any s 
the delivery of articles of any description for the use of the | 
States, payment shall not exceed the value of the service rende 
of the articles delivered previously to such payment. * * * 

It has, however, been the practice to provide in the contra 
building naval vessels or the machinery therefor that the price s 


a 
pro 


| be paid in installments during the progress of the work, but under 


contract provisions delivery to the Government of the work don 
not effected as the partial payments were made. This practice is s 


by the department's records to have been followed since an early 
| and is suppesed to have prevailed from the beginning, but a state! 
| of the principle upon which it was based and the relation ther: 


i 1 i ad 
action upon the appropriation measures involved and await legislation | necessary for the Government's protection and added an expense to 


by the Congress upon the pending resolution. 
Respectfully, 


FRANKLIN MacVEAGH, Sccretary. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, April 7, 1911. 
Hon. Joun J. F1rzGeratp, 


Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives. 

Sin: Your letter of April 6, 1911, has been received, inclosing copy of 
House joint resolution No. 1, to correct errors in the enrollment o 
tain appropriation acts approved March 4, 1911. You direct attention 
to the portions thereof providing appropriations for analyzing and test- 
ing of the coals, lignites, ores, and other mineral fuels of the United 


| as 


} 


cer- | 


section 3648 can not now be found, 

Originally a reservation of 10 per cent or more was made from f 
installment and the last installment in entirety was held back 
preliminary acceptance and delivery as a protection for the Ge v 
ment against the contingency of having to pay for any minor de 
or deficiencies in the vessels or their ae. Recently, how 
owing to the great Increase in the cost of the larger vessels, run’ 
up above $3,000,000, it was found that the customary reservation | 
the installments as earned provided a greater sum than was consid 


financing of the work that had to be paid by the Government indire 
part of the price bid. Therefore the method was adopted for 
vessels of dividing the contract price into a larger number of inst 
ments to be paid without reservations and securing the necessary | 
tection against defects and deficiencies by withholding the last tw » 
three installments, as the case required, until preliminary acceptan 
and delivery. Payments are restricted to, though in fact they rar 
equal, the value of the work already done, and further ae again 
failure of the contractor or loss by fire or other accident has been © 
cured by bond with satisfactory surety, insurance, and provision for 
lien in favor of the Government on the vessel so far as completed | 
materials on hand, and by giving the Government the right to ae 
the contract and take possession of the work and the contractor's p!ant. 
Inclosed herewith, for your convenient reference, is a typical a 
contract for naval vessels—that for battle ship No. 35, authorized by the 








1911. 


set of June 24, 1910—which has been marked so as to point out par- 
larly: 

First. The eighth clause providing for insurance. 

second. The ninth clause providing for the Government's lien. 

Third. The twelfth clause providing for reservations to insure com- 
pletion in all respects, and the return of all payments made in case of 
rejection of vessel. 

Fourth. The fourteenth, fifteenth, and sixteenth clauses providing 
that in ease the contractors fail the Government may finish the vessel 
and charge them with any additional expense incurred. 

Fifth. The twentieth clause providing for certificate or affidavit from 

contractors that the Government's lien is paramount, which certifi- 
cate or affidavit is, in practice, required with the contractors’ applica- 
tion for each and every installment. 

The accounting officers of the Treasury have uniformly acquiesced 
in the making of — payments under said contracts, and that ar- 
rangement has had the support of the Department of Justice, as evi- 
denced by opinions of Attorneys General, wherein it has been at the 
least indirectly approved. The department had, consequently, enter- 
tained no doubts as to the legality of the contract provisions mentioned, 
but recently the accounting officers of the Treasury decided that, under 
a contract entered into by the War Department for powder, the making 
of partial payments before delivery was contrary to the provisions of 
section 3648 and therefore illegal. | 

Apprehending that this rule would be applied to the contracts for | 
naval vessels, the department, under date of the 3d of February last, 
addressed letters to the chairmen of the Committees on Naval Affairs 
of the Senate and House of Representatives requesting, with a brief | 
statement of the reasons therefor, that the department be given ex- | 

| 
| 


press authority, by a provision as follows, for making partial payments | 
under its contracts, viz: | 

“That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby is, authorized, in | 
his diseretion, to make partial payments from time to time during the | 
progress of the work under existing contracts and all contracts here- 
after made under the Navy Department for public purposes, but not in 
excess of the value of work already done; and the contracts hereafter | 
made shall provide for such insurance as the Secretary of the Navy may 
deem sufficient and for a lien in favor of the Government, which lien is | 
hereby made paramount to all other liens, upon the articles or thing | 
contracted for on account of all payments so made: Provided, That | 
partial payments shall not be made under such contracts except where | 
stipulated for, and then only in accordance with contract provisions.” 

This paragraph is identical with the provision proposed to be re- 
pealed by said joint resolution, except the words “90 per cent of,” 
occurring in the twelfth line, page 3, of the resolution. 

It is not known by the department why, or at whose suggestion, a | 
restriction of payments to a fixed r cent of the value of the work 
already done was incorporated in the Se epee by it, and 
after learning that such limitation was contemplat it again requested | 
that payments be authorized not in excess of the value of the work done. 

If such limitation be now repealed, the accounting officers would, it 
is assumed, disallow the ee already stipulated for in existing 
contracts and inhibit provision for such payments in future contracts. 

Should such a situation arise, the Government would be exposed to 
suits for damages, whether the claims were valid or not, on account of | 
nonpayment, as stipulated in the existing contracts, and it would be 
obligea to pay under future contracts the cost of financing the under- 
taking in each case. For the vessels last authorized this item, made up 
of sums ranging from $3,000 for each $500,000 submarine boat to | 
$50,000 for a $6,000,000 battleship, would amount to approximately a 
hundred thousand dollars in excess of their cost under the previous 
plan of making partial payments. For these burdens no compensating 
advantage would be derived by the Government from the proposed re- 
peal of the provision under discussion. 

The department feels warranted in saying that the Government's in- 
terests have not been disadvantaged or jeoparded in any respect by 
making partial payments under the contracts for naval vessels or by 
withholding a reservation from each of such payments: that the cost 
of every vessel paid for in installments has been actually less than it 
would have been otherwise; that competition for the contracts has been 
enlarged and additional pecuniary advantages thereby gained; and that 
no useful purpose can be served from other considerations by limiting, 
as said act does, payment to a sum less than the value of the work 
already done. 

In view of the foregoing it is urgently recommended that the provi- 
sion in question be not repealed, but that it be retained and amended 
by striking out the words “90 per centum of,” occurring in the 12th 
line, page 3 of the joint resolution. 

Faithfully, yours, 


G. v. L. MEYER. 

Hon. Jonn J. FitzGEratp, M. C., 

Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 

House of Representatives. 
The bill was read under the five-minute rule. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be 
laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Accordingly the bill was laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


EXPENSES INCIDENT TO FIRST SESSION SIXTY-SECOND CONGRESS. 


Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. Chairman, I call up House joint | 
resolution 2. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the resolution. | 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 2) making appropriations for the payment 


Coe expenses incident to the first session of the Sixty-second 


Resolved, ete., 
of any money in 
lowing purposes : 


That the following sums are hereby appropriated, out 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the fol- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


For stationery for Members and Del , 
egates and Resident Commis- 
venere, at $125 each, for the first session of the Sixty-second Congress, 


For the mg 


employees during the first session of the Sixty- | 


namely orem but not longer than until and including June 30, 1911, | 
For 46 pages, including 2 riding pages, 4 telephone pages, 1 press- 


gallery page, and 10 pages for duty at the entrances to the Hall of the 
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House, at $2.50 per day each; 7 messengers in the post office, at the 
rate of $100-per month each; 3 telephone operators, at the rate of $75 
per month each; and 9 clerks to committees, at $6 each per day; in all, 

(004.20, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 2, after line 14, insert: 

For folding speeches and pamphlets, at a rate not exceeding $1 

per thousand, to continue available during the fiscal year 1911, $2,000.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, this resolution provides 
stationery for Members, Delegates, and Resident Commissioners 
in accordance with the law for the present session of Congress. 
It also provides for certain session employees. They are the 
Same employees as are provided in the legislative appropria- 
tion act which was enacted in the session of Congress just 
closed for the next regular session. There nothing further 
to add, unless some gentleman desires information as to some 
of the items. 

Mr. MANN. 


is 


I would like a little time. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. How much time? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, five minutes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I notice, if I may have the at- 


tention of the gentleman, that the bill carries an item for 
nine clerks to committees at $6 per day each, which is the 
same number of clerks carried in the legislative bill for the 
regular session of Congress. As I recall it, this is the first 
time that there has been a bill carrying these committee clerks 
at a special tariff session of Congress. There was no such 
resolution or bill passed two years ago, and there was no 
such resolution passed at the time the Dingley tariff bill was 
passed, as I recall it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is it not a fact that in neither of those 
two sessions of Congress the committees of the House were 
appointed until just before adjournment? 

Mr. MANN. It is a fact that the committees were not ap- 
pointed at that Congress, and it is a fact that at this Congress 
the caucus of the gentleman’s party determined that the com- 
mittees should not work—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no; the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, let us find out whether I am mistaken or 
not. ‘Time will tell. They have decided, in effect, that these 
committees shall not work. There is no intention that they 
shall work. Now, what is the fact? These nine clerks hereto- 
fore were apportioned to the Committee on Manufactures, the 
Committee on Education, the Committee on Disposition of Use- 
less Executive Documents, the Committee on Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice President, and Representatives in Congress, the Com- 
mittee on the Militia, the Committee on Mines and Mining, the 
Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi 
River, the Committee on Railways and Canals, and the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. Three of those com- 
mittees have been abolished and the other six will make no 
report at this session of Congress, unless it be that the gentle- 
man now happily occupying the chair, who is chairman of 
the Committee on Disposition of Useless Executive Documents 
and it is proposed to give him another extra clerk, not out of 
this fund at all 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. I will. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is there anything in this resolution which 
says that these clerks shali be assigned to the committees the 
gentleman has named? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly not. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Why does the gentleman state they are going 
to be so assigned? 

Mr. MANN. I did not say they were going to be. They could 
not be so assigned, because three of the committees have been 





| abolished. 


Mr. SHERLEY. But the gentleman draws the inference that 


we are appointing new clerks for six committees. 


Mr. MANN. 
fact. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I say to the gentleman that he is absolutely 
mistaken. 

Mr. MANN. Iam not mistaken as to the fact. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. MANN. Three committees to which clerks in the past 
have been assigned have been abolished. 

Mr. SHERLEY. As to the future he is quite wrong. 

Mr. MANN. What do they propose to do? Do the y propose to 


I did not draw any inference at all. I stated a 


| assign these $6-a-day clerks to committees that have not had 


these clerks in the past? That is economy for you. I am per- 
fectly willing for that side of the House to have all the clerks 
it wants. I believe in the committees having clerks and mes- 


sengers, but I have very little regard for the hurrah about 
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economy and the abolition of committees to save expenses, and 
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then provide the same employees for some other purpose. 
The last Democratic caucus adopted a resolution providing 
for the abolition of these six committees, and if I am not cor- 


rect in this statement—I was not present at the caucus—I 
would be glad to have some gentleman on that side of the 
House correct me. But I have what purports to be a resolu- 
tion which, as I am informed, passed the Democratic caucus, and 
I think I shall insert it in the Recorp as a resolution of 
economy. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I hope the gentleman will insert 
it, because it is a good resolution. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. | 


Mr. MANN. I say I will insert it in the Recorp as a resolu- 


tion of economy, so that hereafter I may be able to call the 
attention of Members on that side of the House to the fact 
that they are not living up to the terms of the resolution. 
Here is one instance: They say they propose to save $12,000 
by the abolition of these six committees. The only expenses 


these six committees had were these three clerks and the clerks 
of these committees and the two janitors. Now, they have not 
reduced any of the clerks. They propose to appropriate for the 
sanie number of clerks that were appropriated for before. They 
may assign them to some other committees. 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. MANN. -Yes. 

Mr. GARNER. Is not the gentleman presuming that the Com- 
mittee on Accounts will report sufficient bills to take up the 
nine positions? 

Mr. MANN. I am. 

Mr. GARNER. Is the gentleman justified in drawing that 
presumption? 

Mr. MANN. I think I am justified in drawing that inference 
when the Committee on Accounts has reported a resolution this 
morning to provide an extra clerk in addition to the nine. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. MANN. In just a moment. If it is not intended to as- 
sign these nine clerks to committees, why do you want to 
appropriate for them? 

Mr. GARNER. I will say to the gentleman that when an 
opportune time comes I propose to offer an amendment to this 


bill, not only cutting down the number of clerks but placing | 


their salaries at $125 a month instead of $6 a day. 

Mr. MANN. I am with the gentleman as to that. I hope 
that side of the House will be with him. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. MANN. I do. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman from Ili- 
nois will not further misrepresent me on the floor of this House 
as before. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly not. I do not think I did misrepresent 
the gentleman, and I certainly do not wish to misrepresent him. 

Mr. LLOYD. I said before, Mr. Chairman, and I say now, 
that we do not want to provide two places for the gentleman 


who at the present time occupies the position of chairman of 
that committee. 


Mr. MANN. I understand that. I would like a little more 
time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes more 
to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from 
Missouri is here, I want to say that a few moments ago he 
said this was the same resolution that had heretofore passed, 
and—— 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I said it was a resolution passed 
in 1909, and I read the resolution. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for order. 
from Missouri will have time enough of his own. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, all that I ask is that the gentle- 
man will read the resolution which I read. 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that I will read it 


The gentleman 
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Congress, when no committees were appointed, but when ¢! 
was a standing committee created by law for the dispositio, 
useless documents, there was a resolution passed giving to : 
committee a clerk and a janitor for that session. But as 
as the other session came, when the nine committee clerks \ 
appropriated for, one of them was assigned to this comm 
The gentleman proposes to have the nine clerks created 
assign another clerk to this committee. If I am not correct 
will be glad to have the gentleman correct me. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I have repeatedly said ; 
there was no purpose on the part of anybody to provide | 
clerks for the Committee on Disposition of Useless Execu: 
Papers. 

Mr. MANN. Everybody knows the gentleman from Mis: 
too well to believe that he would want to provide two « 
for one committee unless there was need of it. I am not : 
cizing the gentleman for endeavoring to provide a clerk for | 
committee. I think the Committee on Disposition of Us 
Executive Papers ought to have a good clerk and a messe 
It has a good chairman. It ought to have the accompanim 
that go with the chairman. [Applause.] 

Mr. LLOYD. Then there is no difference between us. 

Mr. MANN. Not in the slightest degree about that; but y 
I object to is the cry of economy on the one hand, and then 
appropriation for all that has been appropriated for before, and 
then some in addition, on the other hand. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from I\/i- 
nois assumes, because in the past Republican Congresses | 
maintained useless committees and provided clerks for t! 
that that is the purpose of this Democratic House. Of co 
in that he is very greatly mistaken. 

In the legislative appropriation act passed in the last si 
of Congress, when the Republicans were in control, provision \ 
made for nine session clerks for committees. These nine 
sion clerks have been carried since 1877 for various commiit 
of the House. They have not always been allotted to the su 
committees in every Congress, but provision has been made for 
them in the appropriation acts, and the Committee on Accounts 
have submitted their resolutions distributing the clerks among 
the committees to whom, after investigation, it was deemed ad- 
visable to allot clerks. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Wyoming? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. At the beginning of this session it was an- 
nounced that the majority proposed to save about $180,000 from 
the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. PITZGERALD. Oh, no; it did not make any such state- 
ment. 

Mr. MONDELL. In a reduction of the employees of the 
House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. I assume that there was included in this 
sum of $180,000 the compensation of the clerks to the co! 
mittees that were abolished. Now, is it not rather early in tl 
session to begin to restore the clerks that were stricken out, 
or who were not to be provided for, who were included in the 
reduction of $180,000? 

Mr. FIFZGERALD. Is that the gentleman’s question, or 
bth gentleman simply getting rid of something that was tr 


ds) 


j 





bling him, as to what the Democratic House was going to do: 
| Mr. MONDELL. I simply ask that question. It was an- 
| nounced that the majority reduced the expenses of the House 
about $180,000 by dispensing with the services of certain em- 
ployees. Now, I assume that included in that $180,000 were the 
employees of the committees that were abolished. Am I Lt 
correct in that? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is quite true. 

Mr. MONDELL. Now, the gentleman in his resolution 
| poses to provide for the clerks whose services were suppos! 
| to have been dispensed with in that economy program. I sim 


| ply ask if it is not rather early in the session to begin to i- 


crease the employees? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman has not read the resolu- 


and give the gentleman some information about it, which I do | tion or he would not have made such an absurd statemen( 


not blame him for not having. 
side. ] 

What was the fact? The gentleman read a resolution passed 
at the last extra session, two years ago, when the committees 
were not appointed, when there was no appropriation for these 
nine committee clerks, when there was no provision for the 
nine clerks such as is carried in this bill, which has been pend- 
ing in the House since the first day and was reported before the 
gentleman’s resolution came in; and at that extra session of 


{Laughter on the Republican 


Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois. [Mr. M ANN] 
stated that these committees were not intended to do any work, 


and he asserted that a Democratic caucus had decided that the 


committees should do no work. The gentleman is very muc! 
mistaken. If he had read the resolution adopted by the cau- 
cus, he would have known that no such resolution was adopted 
and that no such inference could be drawn. 

In order to concentrate the attention of the country upon 
this Congress and to place the responsibility for the failure to 

















1 


t the legislation that the country 
aucus determined not that the committees of the House 
do no work, but that they uld not report legislation 

use until after the important legislation upon which 

the country wes concentrated had been dis- 
until further action by the Democratic caucus; 
was not supposed that these committees would be or- 
ve bills referred to them, receive communications 


demands, the Demo- 








ttention of 


arious departments of the Government, have reso] 
inquiry sent to them requiring attention, and then sit 





ing nothing, instead of preparing their legi: 

ted to the House at the earliest moment when it was 

‘ “1 advisable to present the legislation to the House. So 
Committee on Appropriations provided for 

imittees. It will be time enough for the gentle- 

Illinois to criticize these clerks and their assiguments 


ttempt is made to assign them to the respective com- 





nine session 


ill provides for these clerks until the 30th day of June 

he resolution was under consideration a conference wis 
th the chairman of the Committee on Accounts. I have 
ation in stating all the facts in with these 
Prior to this time variot imittees on expenditures in 

ifferent departments have been useless and idle committ 


that 





connection 


IS Co! 


not recall any very effective work has been done by 
ice the Belknap impeachment back in 1876; 


but they 








earried along in this House and session clerks 
npointed at $125 a month. They have done no usefu 
for the benefit of the House or useful service to the couii- 


It was stated by the chairman of the Committee on Ac- 
ts that in view of the resolution adopted by the Democratic 
ind the determination of the Democratic House to make a 


rough and searching investigation of all the departments of 
the Government it would be necessary to supply competent help 


these committees, and it was stated that if the clerks were 
arried in this resolution the Committee on Accounts would 
probably allot them to the committees which would undertike 
the work of investigating the various departments of the G: 


ernment, 


So far as I am concerned, I desire these committees to be 
thoroughly and properly equipped for the important work 
devolved upon them. Not in great many years have these 
departments been overhauled as they should be. I have already 


supplied some of the committees with information which has 
come to me in connection with my work on the Committee on 
Appropriations, and which leads me to believe that valuable 
results will come from the investigations to be made by these 
committees. , 

If these clerks are not to be allotted to these committees, or 
some other committee requiring them, they should be eliminated 
from this resolution; but if these committees are to do efficient 
work, if they are to make the searching investigations that it is 
proposed they should make, they should be equipped with clerks 
who will be competent to render the 
mittees will require. 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman from 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

; Mr. GARNER. If I understood the : the object in 
including the nine clerks was to give each of the committees on 
expenditures in the departments a clerk? 





assistance that the com- 
New York yield? 


wn 





Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; the chain if the Committee on 
Accounts stated that they could be u din that way, and 





+} 


that they desired to give these committees clerks at 
sation of $6 a day. 

Mr. GARNER. In order that the gentleman from New York 
may understand the situation in reference to the Committee on 
Accounts I will say that they provided in the yongress a 
session clerk for each committee on expenditures at a 
of $125 a month. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand that. 

Mr. GARNER. There were session clerks for 
mittees at $6 a dav. 


a compen- 





salary 


nine other com- 
: / If the gentleman is undertaking to pro- 
vide committee clerks for expenditures in the departments, he 
Is giving them $6 a day in this Congress when they onlv re 
ceived $125 a month in the last Congress. i 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But they did not have any work to do 
at the last Congress. It is proposed to make the committees 
how important and useful, and the chairman of the Committee 
on Accounts stated that if these nine clerks were carried they 
would be allowed to the committees which were to . 
important and useful work. 

a ae I did not understand it that way. 
came ‘ZGERALD. I understood it that way, because I par- 
eoumaare inquired of the chairman of the Committee on Ac- | 
rounts as to the advisability and propriety of carrying the nine | 


do this 
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Cle Ss, and ca d his at { t { fact 
] fore which hae l ‘ 

; : 
abolished, and the chairmen of ! 
that these clerks would not be ne ) { itlees 
during the present s 


GARNER. Will the gentler 4 ! 


St) 
that the House may understand the 
tion of the Committee on Appropriation F the 
1 ey for the use of the different u ‘ 
in the departments—10 in number 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Nine 

Mr. MANN. Nine departments and the I ll 
Buildings and Ground We have only had 9 her ore, but 
we will have 10 hereafter. 

Mr. GARNER. I say, was th te t ( it 
on Appropriations th the Comn é \ | ! 
give, for instance, the Com: ‘ ieducat ( 
on Disposition of Useless [x ents, the Ce on \ 
and Mining, the Committee Ra vs and ¢ tl 
mittee on Reform in the ¢ Se he Committ ( \ 
holic Liquor Traffic any sessio1 rks at this time ! 
this question so that the House might understand the 
so that the Committee on Accounts will not be } 1 t it 
tude of refusing to assign these committe § 1 cle but 
let it be settled to-day as to whether or not t ‘ ! tle 
al to have session lerks. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Will the gentleman from N¢ York yield’ 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAHAM. ‘The information I want is fi tl ‘ 
man from Texas as to the comparative cost of a sion it 
$6 a day and a regular clerk at $125 a month As I und cd 





it se who got the $125 a month are on the pay roll the 
yund., 

Mr. BARTLETT. Oh, no. 

Mr. FITZGZERALD. No. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, the entle ! 1 erro 
They were session clerks at $125 a mol! ich, and I ‘ s 
at the opportune time to offer an amendment to pay thes rks 
at the rate of $125 a month, rather than S6 ad 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, I wish to direct the atte 
tion of the gentleman from New York to the fact that o t 
Thursday this Hi e by a unanimor vote ins ected ea 
of ti nine committees inaucurate ; ficient and 
plete investigation of each of the nine executive de} 
of the Government, and that if those committees carry 
instructions of the House they will have t hi: 
clerical help of the kind suggested by the 
haps, even additional help, 

Mr. GARNER. There i quest 

Mr. FITZGERALD. On of the j I l 
chairman of the Committee on Account ‘ 

Missouri [Mr. Lioyp], this morning to def of 
which he offered was for the reason I have ready 
{ l After these nine committee er) ] ( oa { 
if ‘ are authorized by the H nad ‘ decid to 
give clerk to some of the comn ( I had 
sion clerks at $6 a day, and they were not | tl 
lution allotting the nine carried in this resolution, it 
more easily have been possible for the ¢ lev fro. j 
souri to have explained the action of his re 
isfy the House about it; but I repeat, now g 
is here, that in a conference with him the 
that if these clerks be rried. in view of 
by these Committees on Expenditure he ¢ { 
counts would allot the clerks to those mmit 
clerks heretofore allotted, and if there were « 
committees which needed clerks at this part 
would then be authorized in add m by the 
Accounts. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I ful acre 
ment that has been made by the g 
about the conference which we had | { 
tion of this side of the House, and, as fi I 
the disposition of the other side of t! H 
these various departments, and if if done, it ery 
to have assistance in doing it. I ha heard 
any source to providing the necessary hel t] 
work. I believe that every man on this ff 
ure vote for a proposition that provides 
for the chairman of any committee on ex 
tleman from Texas |Mr. GARNER] and myse!l 
economy, agree to that, and e ne ( Ol 
Accounts is in sympathy with vie ‘ ide 
these expenditure committe: h evel ‘ 
sary, and if one clerk is not enough, we h ce e to 





582 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





APRIL 24. 





come on this floor and ask for more clerks to assist in investi- 


gation. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I have only one addi- 


tional statement to make. In 1877 there were 21 session clerks 
to committees at $6 a day. Five of the committees of the House 
had annual clerks. Since that time as committees have been 
created or as their usefulness has departed the number of 
session clerks has either increased or diminished; and, in addi- 
tion, annual clerks have been substituted for session clerks for 
a great many of the committees of the House. In the fiscal year 
1909 the number of session clirks was reduced from 11 to 10, 
and 2 additional annual clerks were provided for committees. 
In 1910, while there were 10 session clerks, they were reduced in 
the legislative bill for the next fiscal year to 9, and an annual 
clerk was provided for another committee. So far as the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is concerned, it has no desire to pro- 
vide these clerks if they be not needed for committees. They 
were included in this resolution upon my statement to the 
committee of what was clearly and distinctly stated by the 
chairman of the Committee on Accounts to be the intention of 
that committee in allotting these clerks. No provision is made 
for these clerks now until the regular session, which commences 
the first Monday of December next. This resolution provides 
the money which can be utilized until the end of this fiscal year, 
June 30. If the clerks be not allotted, then the money will not 
be utilized. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I would like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations if he has any other resolution that 
carries an appropriation to provide for this expenditure for 
clerks specifically. ; 

Mr. FITZGERALD. None whatever. Unless it is provided 
for here, it would have to be provided for out of the contingent 
fund of the House. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I understand the gentleman's idea was that 
these nine clerks that the gentleman does provide for here will 
be assigned to these expenditure committees. Is that the gentle- 
man’s idea? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That was the statement of the chairman 
of the Committee on Accounts. If some of these other commit- 
tees which had these session clerks require them at this session 
of Congress, provision could be made for them out of the con- 
tingent fund. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I would like to say, if the gentleman will 
yield me about two or three minutes, right in this connection, 
perhaps a couple of minutes 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield three minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I simply want to say,as chairman of one of 
these committees, I am more concerned about the time the clerk 
will be emp'oyed than about what the clerk is paid. Now, it is 
the intention under the direction of the caucus that these com- 
mittees shall get busy. They have never been busy heretofore, 
and it seems to me it illy becomes the other side of the House to 
criticize the employment of the clerks, because I have been a 
member of one of these committees for four years, and that 
committee has had only three meetings in the four years, and 
yet they have had a session clerk at $125 per month. Now, I 
am chairman of the committee to which I refer, and we pro- 
pose to get busy and to stay busy until we have completed our 
work. This House only a few days ago adopted unanimously a 
resolution providing for this very thing and giving these ex- 
penditure committees the right to sit during the recess of Con- 
gress. Now, it seems to me that there ought to be some pro- 
vision made at some time, so that, in case this work is not 
completed by the 30th of June, this work can go on and these 
committees may not be without a clerk; because, of course, his 
services will be indispensable when these committees are at 
work. I am not specially concerned whether the compensation 
is $125 per month or $6 per day. It seems to me these clerks 
will be the busiest of all the session clerks and ought to be 
placed on an equality with all the other clerks and their com- 
pensation either raised to $6 a day or the others brought to 
$125 per month. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentieman yield for a question? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes; I will yield. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman aware that these clerks for the 
expenditure committees have been entirely provided for since 
the gentleman’s services in Congress commenced? 

Mr. HAMLIN. When I was first placed on the Committee 
on Expenditures in the State Department they had a clerk. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman is mistaken. They had a 
clerk at that session of Congress, provided after the gentleman 
was placed on that committee. These provisions for clerks for 
these expenditure committees have been only in the last three or 
four years. 





Mr. HAMLIN. I said four years; I have been a mem! 
the Committee on Expenditures in the State Departme 
four years, 

Mr. MANN. For three or four years, or some such n 
It was done on a statement following an investigation 
by Mr. Littlefield of Maine, chairman of the Committ: 
Expenditures in the Agricultural Department. The sta} 
was made here by nearly every chairman of one of the « 
diture committees that they were going to do, oh, a 
work in that Congress, and we finally gave them a 
clerk. Now, I suppose it will be an annual clerk. 

Mr. HAMLIN. No; not the gentleman who now ha 
floor. We do not want an annual clerk, because I do not 
we need one, 

Mr. MANN. I am glad the gentleman says that, be 
apprehended they might want annual clerks for thos 
mittees, 

Mr. HAMLIN. In reply to what the gentleman hb: 
said I will relate a little instance which occurred when [ 
first put on the Committee on Expenditures in the State Dp 
partment. I went in search of the committee room. I { 
it on the gallery floor in the center of this building. W I 
was seeking to meet the chairman, whom I had never ; 
was greeted by a gentleman who said that he was the cl 
that committee, and I told him I had been assigned to 
committee and I wanted to know when the committee \ 
meet. 

He looked at me commiseratingly, and laughed and 
“This committee is a dead committee and never has any 
ings;” and he further vouchsafed the information that 
not had a meeting for 30 years. But he informed me t! 
was clerk of the committee, and I have in nry possessio 
the records that contain the minutes of three meetings. I 
I have attended all of the meetings of that committee, but 
only attended three meetings in four years. 

This committee has made preparations to get busy now, 1 
is going to be busy, if I can keep it busy, during this s 
of Congress, or until we complete our work. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Miss 
has expired. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield to the gentleman from \ 
ginia |Mr. SAUNDERS]. 
Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Chairman, all the criticism which has 


been directed against the action of the Committee on Appro) 
ations is much ado about nothing. There is no purpose o1 
part of the Appropriations Committee to provide two clerks f 
any one committee, and such will not be the effect of th 
sage of the pending resolution. The criticism of the gentle: 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] might be well taken, should we | 
the resolution offered by the gentleman from Missouri, and then 
enact the pending bill. In that even there might be du; 
tion. But there is no purpose to pass both of these meas 
Had we adopted the resolution offered this morning by 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Lioyp] such action on our | 
would merely have rendered it necessary for us to amend 
present proposition by striking out “ nine” and inserting “ cig 
This amendment would have put both the Lloyd resolution 
the pending one in perfect harmony. Asa matter of fact, the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Lioyp] is no 
fore this body, and if we enact the pending proposition it ‘is 
not likely that it will be returned to us. So I say this « 
cism is a matter of moonshine. 

Mr. MANN. If it had not been for the criticism, they woul 
have been both before the House and both have been pass 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Not at all. If we had acted upon ani 
adopted the resolution of the gentleman from Missouri, then 
when this bill came up in order, it would be simply necessary 
for us to reduce the number of clerks provided for, from | 
to eight, and then both propositions would be complete!) 
cordant. 

Mr. Chairman, it is the purpose of the Democratic Party, °s 
it has illustrated already, to abolish whatever positions are ul- 
necessary. It is also its purpose to provide whatever posi! 
may be necessary, for the effective conduct of our work. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Certainly. ‘ 

Mr. MANN. If I am correctly informed—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia [\'r. 
Saunpers] yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann | : 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Certainly, I yield. 


Mr. MANN. The Democratic caucus provided for the ab: 
tion of a large number of policemen—34 privates. Can the gvu- 
tleman inform us whether they have been abolished or not? 
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str SAUNDERS. I am informed that this abolition is de- | unanimous consent. There was no objection r t 
nt on the concurrence of the Senate. th ice So far as I am ‘ I do n re how uc 
MANN. Oh, well, but is it not a fact that the official of | in e the I ot 1 1 
louse who has the power to appoint these officers can dis | some good. 
s them? Mr. GARNER. The gentleman from Pen state hat 
Mr. SAUNDERS. I am not apprised as to that. | the resolution provides for th I 
Mr. MANN. I ean apprise the gentleman that it is wholly | provided for when the Repub ( n ‘ 
hin his power to dismiss them, in which case they could not | Congress. 
their salary. Mr. OLMSTED. That is what I lel 
Mr. SAUNDERS. I will say to the gentleman that if this | Mr. GARNER. I want tos to the xx t he is in 
nthorityv exists, it will be exercised. There is too much of the | error as to that. The last C cress mrric npropriation 
rk of your party for us to undo, to expect it all to be undone | for 12 session clerks at $6 a « nd 
t onee. In due season it will be overhauled, and the gentleman | This provision provides for only 9 
i not be exercised in mind. It will be done, and effectively | vides for 3 clerks les t SB 4 19 10> ; 
you may be assured on that point. Mr. OLMSTED. If there A. a 
But I simply wish to conclude what I have to say in respect | change from $125 a month to &6 lav. ] ; 
: action of the Appropriations Committee. We reported | arithmetic to find it. I tl increns 
; resolution, because it was suggested to us, and I will say Mr. GA ER wit » 
s connection that our report was the unanimous action of | and a reduction of th 6 d j 
Appropriations Committee, that the work ¢ f the investigat- | at the last Coner: we 
ymmittees for the different departments would be a matter, | tee on Manufactures. 1 
only requiring time, but requiring on the part of those | mittee on Education at $6 
‘rod with the work, something in the way of skill, and in | the Committee on the D » i; 
the way of technical knowledge. For that reason we desired | a day. There was a sessior rk to 1 ( nM 
id these committees by providing them with clerks that | at $6 a day. T! 
would be of service to them in the progress of these inquiries. | Mines and Mining at : dav. There w < ' 
Therefore, we agreed on the salaries that are included in the | the Committee « Lev 1 | rox : of t} M 
recommendation of the committee, in the pending proposition. | River at $6 2 day. There wa ( on clerk to the C 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman | on Railways and Canals at $6 2 day Ther 
from Wyoming? {to the Committee on Refor the ¢ 
Mr. SAUNDERS. Certainly. There was a session clerk to t ( ( R 
Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield to | at $6 a day. There w a sessic : 
me for a question? Private Land Claims at $6 a day. There to 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield | the Committee on the Alcoholic Li \ + ¢ d ad 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? there was a session clerk to « 
Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes. expenditures in the different d 
Mr. OLMSTED. I will say to the gentleman from Virginia | addition to those I have mentioned 
that I understand we have abolished three committees that Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. One hundred 
had these session clerks and janitors and messengers, and that | Jars a month each. 
the Democratic caucus the Democratic Members took credit Mr. GARNER. Yes. Ni this at 
to themselves for reducing the expenses of the House $12,000 | ¢5. ony 9 clerks at $6 a day. in lieu of 
by that action. Now, if you simply assign these clerks to other | png tne 9 clesks ol $195 ‘anamiiie iat pro ‘dod 
committees—and this resolution provides for the same number | ~ aaa ere see tare eee 


o Mr. OLMSTED. This appropriation bill prov 
same humber of session clerks as were provided f 
priation bill the enrollment of which it striy 


out any change in that r 


of clerks—-how will the 
House be reduced? 
Mr. SAUNDERS. Has the gentleman concluded? 
Vir OTe Tas The ig 1a ieEsti 
~ = =D. ‘ Yes. Chat is the que tion. ee RE ea 
r. SAUNDERS. That is a proposition that the gentleman |. —", vega sae sr Bex ae fo 
may offer in the way of an amendment to the pending resolu- tor in the MERROUVG BE; OU, 28 A wn 
tion if he thinks it is a workable proposition. were carried on the roll, whet! ° lid unde approp! 
Mr. OLMSTED. That is the question. bill o1 out of the contingent fund, he numb clerks that I 
Mr. SAUNDERS. It seems to me it is a proposition in the | 2@4¥¢ mentioned—-21 instead of 9, as here provi 


demnition total” of expenses of this 


way of an amendment. I do not understand, I will say in Mr. SAT NDERS. Mr. Chairman, may [ say ‘e for all, in 
answer to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that the situation | TeSponse to all that has been said on that side, that every con 
is at all such as he says it is. mittee that has been abolished will remain abolished, and th: 


Mr. OLMSTED. The situation is this: That this pending | very clerk heretofore carried for one of those abolished 


resolution provides for just the same number of session clerks mittees, will be abolished. The appropriation for tl 

‘ : L . . hye > egrlc ‘ ~hatoewar t} ? , 

as were provided in the last Republican Congress. thi ; bill has no relation WwW hatever to tl cler! t 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I will say to the gentleman, yes; but it | Mittees that have been wiped out. I hope I m a 


will obviate the employment of the same number of session | ciently clear in that connection. This appropriation, as | 





clerks payable out of the contingent fund. pointed out, is simply to enable us to give the committ 

: ~— larka far tha nENnge e ahilin« . ‘ 7 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have no doubt there will be plenty of | Pert clerks, for the p ee of en: bl ; them to do the w 
room found for a whole lot of extra clerks before you get | the character that is to be done. That is the v purpose « 


+} 


hrough this session. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. | the resolution. 
Luorp] has already indicated that by his resolutions. Mr. OLMSTED. I should like to ask the 
Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman—— Virginia—— 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman| The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield 
from Tennessee? to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes. Mr. SAUNDERS. Y: 
_ Mr. GARRETT. Does not the gentleman from Virginia think Mr. OLMSTED. Whether it is not a fact that the ¢ 
it would be an appropriate question to ask of gentlemen on that | Session of Congress which passed the Ding! 
le, why they object so strenuously to the departments being | the extra session of Congress whicl 
nvestigated and the committees being equipped with the proper | bill, there were no session clerks ap} 
ieip to investigate them? Mr. FITZGERALD. That is: 
Mr. MANN. Nobody has objected. there were no committees appc 
Mr. OLMSTED. No; nobody has objected. What we object the adjournment of each of th: 
to is the insincerity of the cry of reducing expenses. Nobody | which the gentleman from Pennsylv: 
has objected. looked. 
Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield? Mr. OLMSTED. I am quite aware « 
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield Mr. FITZGERALD. They were d 
to the gentleman from Texas? far as the country was concerned t! 
Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes. to pass two infamous tariff bills, and 
Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the | passage of the last one that the country )- 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garretr] to the fact that the | cratic majority to this House. [Applause on the Democratic 
resolution to investigate the departments went through by | side.] 
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Mr. OLMSTED. The country has prospered under those two 
bills as it never prospered before. [Applause on the Republican 
side. | 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The country did not seem to have that 
opinion last fall. In this Congress all of the committees have 
been appointed, and they are all going to do effective and 
useful work. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. OLMSTED. They are not, not one of them, permitted by 
the Democratic caucus to make a report. 

Mr. JAMES. It would have been a heap better if your com- 
mittees had been under the same rule. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman can not even state ac- 
curately what the Democratic caucus has determined, although 
it has been twice stated by myself on the floor. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Whether, in the gentleman’s opinion, it is ex- 
pected that these nine clerks are necessary to be assigned to 
the Expenditure Committees at this session? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is the information which has been 
given to me. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose, then, there will be no other assign- 
ments out of the contingent fund? 

Mr, FITZGERALD. I have no authority to make any such 
statement as that. 

Mr. MANN. I understand the gentleman has;no authority to 
speak for the contingent fund, and yet the gentieman is, in the 
main, in charge of matters of appropriation. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will state again, so there will be no 
misunderstanding: The chairman of the Committee on Ac- 
counts [Mr. Lioyp] made this statement, that if these nine 
clerks were carried in this bill and the money was made avail- 
able until the 30th of June, the Committee on Accounts would 
allot these clerks to the nine Committees on Expenditures in 
the Departments, and if any of the committees which heretofore 
had had clerks of this character could show the necessity for 
having clerks during this session they would be taken care of 
out of the contingent fund. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that the 
Committee on Accounts, as I understand it, has ordered reported 
a resolution to provide committee clerks for the expenditure 
committees, payable out of the contingent fund? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not know what the committee has 
authorized unless it has actually made a report. 

Mr. LLOYD. The misfortune in connection with all this 
matter is the fact that there has been very great confusion in 
the minds of all of us about the salaries of these various session 
clerks. I confess at the time I had the conference with the 
gentleman from New York that I had the impression that the 
clerks on the Committees on Expenditures had previously been 
receiving $6 a day. I find on investigation that heretofore they 
have received $125 a month, and, just like the gentleman from 
New York, I believe they received $125 a month too much, be- 
cause I do not believe that they rendered any service. 

Now, this bill proposes that there shall be nine session clerks, 
and that they shall receive $6 a day. I do not suppose that 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations had in mind 
just what committees these clerks were to be assigned to, and 
I do not suppose that this side of the House to-day cares what 
committees shall receive the benefit of this appropriation, as 
long as the committee that receives a session clerk does the 
service which will be of benefit to this House and to the country. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading 
of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the following employees during the first session of the Sixty- 
second Congress, but not longer than until and including June 30, 
1911, namely: 

For 46 pages, including 2 riding pages, 4 telephone pases, 1 press 
allery page, and 10 pages for duty at the entrances to the Hall of the 
Foust at $2.50 per day each; 7 messengers in the post office, at the 
rate of $100 per month each; 3 telephone operators, at the rate of $75 
per month each; and 9 clerks to committees, at $6 each per day; in 
all, $17,554.20, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment: On page 2, line 11, strike out the words “9 clerks to 
committees at $6 per day” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “15 clerks to committees at $125 per month.” 

Mr. MANN. Let us have the amendment reported. 

The Clerks read as follows: 


Page 2, lines 11 and 12, strike out the words “9 clerks to committees 
at $6 each per day ” and insert in lieu thereof the words “15 clerks to 
committees at $125 each per month.” 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman's amendment is not complete. 


General debate is closed, and the Clerk 
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Mr. GARNER. The total is a matter of very easy ca) 
tion. Now, Mr. Chairman, under the present statute | 
to call the attention of the committee to the committees , 
House under the last Congress that had session clerks. I ; 
say in this connection that nearly every chairman of ; 
committees have already called the attention of the Com; 
on Accounts to the fact that they need a session clerk. | 
say that I violate no confidence when I say that the com: 
on organization of this House has taken into considerativ 
fact that they will have session clerks. 

Now, then, if we are: going to give these other commi 
session clerks in addition to giving the expenditures co; 
tees session clerks, the appropriation ought to be made in 
bill. If the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, of whicl 
distinguished friend from Mississippi [Mr. CANDLER] is | 
man, is to have a session clerk, then it ought to be included 
this bill. If the Committee on Education, of which th: 
tinguished gentleman on my left [Mr. Lever] is chairman, 
have a clerk, it ought to be included in this bill. If the 
mittee on the Disposition of Useless Documents in the Exe: 
Departments, of which the distinguished Chairman of the 
mittee of the Whole at present is chairman, and for whi 
considered a resolution this morning, is to have.a clerk for his 
committee, it ought to be included in this bill. If the Conit 
tee on Mines and Mining, of which the distinguished gent\ 
from Illinois is chairman, is to have a sessison clerk, it « 
to be included in this bill. If the Committees on Railways 
Canals and Reform in the Civil Service are to have sessiv 
clerks, they ought to be included in this bill. If the Commit: 
on Election of President and Vice President and Represent: | 
in Congress is to have a session clerk, it ought to be in 
in this bill. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
an annual clerk. 

Mr. GARNER. That will have to be considered later. | 
admit that the gentleman from Missouri and his commitice 
have brought in sufficient legislation to justify him in ha 
an annual clerk. [Applause.] I want to call the attention « 
the committee and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [\ir. 
OLMSTED] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann} 
what my amendment will do in the way of a saving. My amend 
ment, if adopted, will give each of these committees the cle1 
they ask for, and will save in this Congress fourteen hundred 
and ten dollars a month from what it was in the last Congress. 
In other words, if you give these clerks I propose to these « 
mittees at $125 a month, you will save each month the sum of 
$1,410. At the last session of Congress there were 12 session 
clerks at $180 a month, amounting to $2,160 per month. T 
were 9 session clerks at $125 each a month, making $1,125 
month, making a total of each month’s expenditure for sess 
clerks of $3,285. My amendment would provide for 15 « 
at $125 each, which makes a total of $1,875 per month. I n 
this statement so that our Republican friends may see that we 
are keeping good faith in our proposition to cut down tl 
expenses of the Government. 

We do not propose to have a sesssion clerk for the Committ: 
on Manufactures, which has been discontinued; we do not pro 
pose to have a committee clerk for the Committee on Militia 
which has been abolished, or the Committee on Levees a 
Improvements of the Mississippi River, which has been a! 
ished, or the Committee on Pacific Railroads, or the Comn 
tee on Private Land Claims, which have also been abolished 
These committees each had a clerk at the last session of ( 
gress at $6 per day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, the proposition presented by | 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner], if it were adopted, wou! 
have the effect of making the salaries uniform, but I doubt ¢! 

propriety at this time of undertaking to amend this bill in t! 
way. The Appropriations Committee has pursued the cour» 
that has usually been pursued in these matters. It has }! 

vided for these session clerks, and I am perfectly willing t 

the resolution shall remain as it now stands, providing ! 
the clerks at $6 per day. Then whatever other session cl 

are necessary can be provided for in the usual way by resolu! 
from the Committee on Accounts, providing that the sum s 

be taken out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. What does the gentleman say as | 
this proposition: Will the amendment offered by the gentlen 
from Texas cripple the service of the House in any way? 

Mr. LLOYD. I do not know whether there is any differen « 
in the effectiveness of a clerk that may be employed at $!-» 
a month and one that may be paid $6 a day. 


It ought to have a regular clerk, 
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Mr. COX of Indiana. If there is not any difference in effi- 
aney of a Clerk employed at $6 a day and a clerk at $125 a 

th, then, in the interest of economy, does not the gentleman 
oe| that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas 
ught to be adopted? 

Mr. LLOYD. I have not said it will secure the same degree 
of etticiency. It may be that you coukl secure a very much 
petter clerk at $6 a day than at $125 a month. I do not know, 
but there is this one thing about it that I am interested in, and 
that is we shall have effective service. I am not concerned as 
to whether the clerk shall receive $6 a day or $125 a month for 
this short session. What I do want is that these committees, 
when they shall receive their clerks, shall use them and make 
them effective and useful to this House and to the country. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate is exhausted on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Then I move to strike out the last 
word. Briefly, I want to support the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas. I have listened to this debate care- 
fully and attentively for the last hour and a half, and it strikes 
me the gentleman from Texas has solved the problem. I have 
no doubt, nor do I have any question in my mind, but that all 
of these small committees can get good and efficient clerks at 
the rate of $125 per month. There seems to be some question 
on both sides of the House as to whether or not these small 
committees—and I designate them as such for lack of a better 
word—will do their duty. That is up to the committee, and if 
we ean save fourteen hundred dollars per month, as the gen- 
tleman from Texas figures out, without crippling the efficiency, 
without crippling the service of any of these various commit- 
tees, it is in line with the policy our party has started out to 
pursue, and I am at a loss to understand how any tangible, 
sound argument can be made against the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas. I believe it ought to become a 
law, and right now is the time to do it. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I think the situation in the 
House illustrates a couplet of poety, which, if I remember 
rightly, runs something like this: 

Oh, what a tangled web we weave 
When first we practice to deceive. 

Now, the gentlemen on the other side find themselves all 
tangled up and at cross purposes in the consideration of a very 
simple resolution relative to some clerks to certain committees 
of the House. 

There is not a gentleman on either side who is at all disposed 
to deny to any committee of the House all the clerks that it 
needs for the transaction of its business; and, therefore, ordi- 
narily there would not have been a word of discussion on this 
resolution, but it so happened that on the opening day of the 
session the triumphant majority temporarily occupying the 


omu 


other side announced that they were going to begin in the exer- | 
cise of their new-found temporary authority to give the country 
a splendid example of economy, and by reducing the expendi- | 


tures of the House $180,000. Now, I do not know who the 
bookkeeper of the economy book of the gentlemen on the other 
side is, but whoever he is, when this resolution passes, he 
should strike $12,000 off the $180,000, as that is the amount of 
this first item against the credit of the proposed saving of 
$180,000. The truth is the gentlemen understood that the an- 
nouncement of the saving of $180,000 per annum would go broad- 
cast over the country, and they would be applauded for 
beginning their administration of affairs by such a splendid 


example of economy, and they did not think that when they | 


came in with these resolutions one after another to restore all 
of the places they had proposed to abolish that anybody would 
pay any attention to them, and so in the course of time, while 
having the credit for economy, they would have not only all the 
places that we had when we controlled the House, but a few 
more. Strange as it may seem, the gentleman from Missouri 
this early in the session has not only proposed to restore several 
places which were to have been abolished, but he brought in a 
a to provide for a brand new place that we never had 
efore. 
Mr. LLOYD. Will the gentleman from Wyoming permit? 
Mr. MONDELL. I will be glad to yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. LLOYD. The gentleman from Wyoming has heard that 
statement contradicted often enough, and there is no excuse for 
him here making the statement that he has just made because I 


have offered one simple resolution which provided that the clerk | 


who has charge of the Committee on the Disposition of Useless 
Executive Papers shall receive a salary of $6 a day. Now—— 


Mr. MONDELL. But the gentleman is making a speech in 
my limited time. 


| 
| 
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Mr. LLOYD (continuing). And now he charges that the gen 
tleman from Missouri not only wipes out the whole $180,000, 
but in addition to that he is asking that there shall be a new 
clerk who never has been provided for by law. 

Mr. MONDELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, the trouble is the gen- 
tleman from Missouri is trying to differentiate between the in- 
tent and the fact. We have all heard the old saw about the 
road to a certain locality we all hope to escape baving been 
paved with good intentions. The gentleman’s intentions were all 
right. I do not think that he intended to provide for a second 
clerk for the Committee on the Disposition of Useless Executive 
Papers, but the fact is that had the gentleman’s resolution 
passed, and had the resolution of the gentleman from New 
York passed, there would have been two clerks instead of one 
for that committee. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Why? 
Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman did not intend to do it. 


They will create enough places, heaven knows, by intent, but 
this is one created through inadvertence. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, in order to be fair, the gentle- 
man must correct that statement, because if the resolution passes 
which the gentleman presents it does not necessarily follow that 
one of these committee clerks will be for the committee presided 
over by the present Chairman of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will be glad to do so. 

Mr. GARNER. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to 
the fact we reported to the country and, as he says, we pro- 
posed to save $12,000 by abolishing five committees 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GARNER. I ask that his time be extended five minutes, 


| Mr. Chairman, if he desires it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman’s time be extended five min- 


utes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 





}; hone. 

Mr. GARNER. That we intended to save the expense of 
$12,000 a year by abolishing those committees. Now we pro- 
pose 

Mr. MONDELL. Now, if the gentleman will allow me, I 


| 





| tleman from Texas [Mr. 


did not say that, that perhaps was part of the widely adver 
tised cut of $180,000 to which I referred. I did not refer to 
the saving with regard to those particular committees. 

Mr. GARNER. If I may be permitted, then, I will suggest 
that one item in that was $12,000, which was saved by virtue 
of the discontinuance of these six committees. 

Now, I want to call the gentleman’s attention to 
ures 

Mr. MONDBELI. 


the fig- 





The gentleman was very kind about secur- 
ing me five minutes. Does the gentleman intend to use it all? 

Mr. GARNER. Under my amendment you will save $1,410 a 
month instead of $12,000 a year. 

Mr. MONDELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, the question of 
whether the gentleman’s amendment saves a penny or not de- 
pends upon how long the gentlemen on the other side propose 
to keep us here. If Congress is in session eight months out of 
the year, there is no difference between a clerk at $6 a day 


| and an annual clerk at $125 a month; and Congress has been 


in session for years on an average of about seven months in 
the year. So, as a matter of fact, on the record we have been 
making for years past the saving in the proposition of the gen 
GARNER], instead of being $1,400 a 
month, would amount to, for 15 places, to about $3,000 a year 
Of course, it is well to economize, gentlemen, but we will not 
reduce the billion-dollar appropriations of Congress very fast 
at the rate of $3,000 per annum. 

Now, I am in favor of the amendment offered by the gentle 
man from Texas, if I understand it aright, because [ think 
you get better work and more efficient work out of a clerk who 
is paid the same sum by the month for the year than you do 
out of a clerk who is paid by the day and who feels under no 
obligation to do any work for the committee during the vaca- 
tion. But the proposition that the gentleman’s amendment is 
going to save any amount of money worth considering I do not 
think is borne out by the facts. And if the gentlemen on the 
other side propose to amend the tariff to the extent that they 
say they are going to amend it, we will not only be in sessio 


n 
| § months this year, but we will be in session the entire 12 


months. In that event the pay of an annual clerk at $125 
per month would be considerably less than a session clerk at $6 
per day. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
SAUNDERS] complains because he suggested that some one was 
criticizing the provision for these clerks. Why, there is no one 


in the House criticizing a resolution for the necessary clerks for 
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the committees. No one has any disposition to do that, and ried in the legislative bill for the next regular session. 


has done it. The gentleman said that his party pro- 
posed to reduce the expenditures of the House, and were now 
giving an illustration of it. They are, but it is this sort of an 
illustration, namely, that whereas they have abolished three 
committees, they do not propose to reduce any of the expendi- 
tures of the House in abolishing those three committees—— 

Mr. SAUNDERS. If the gentleman will pardon me 

Mr. MONDELL (continuing). Because the proposition of 
both the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firzcerarp] and the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner] is to provide just as many 
clerks as you had before the committees were abolished. Now, 
how there is going to be any saving by simply abolishing com- 
mittees and striking them from the Recorp, except the saving 
in printer’s ink necessary to print the committee list, I can 
not see. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. 


no one 





Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will be giad to do so. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I made no complaint or criticism of that. 
What I said was this: That you were misapprehending the 
situation, and taking advantage of that misapprehension to 
create a false impression. 

Mr. MONDELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, we are not misappre- 
hending the situation at all. The situation is just this: The 
gentlemen on the other side, in order to give the country the 
impression that they were going to be economical, that they 
were going to save a lot of money, gave it out that in the ex- 
penditures in the House itself there was to be a saving of 
$180,000. Now, we know that no such saving can be effected 
and efficient work performed, and so we are well aware of the 
fact that as the days pass we will have one resolution in here 
after another, so that at the close of the present Congress the 
expenditures made by the gentlemen on that side will at least 
equal the expenditures which were made in the last Congress, 
when the control was on this side. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, perhaps the gentleman 
from Wyoming is a prophet, but if he is no more accurate as 
a prophet than he is in giving his reasons in support of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner] his 
prophecy will not be realized. He stated he would support 
the amendment of the gentleman from Texas because a session 
clerk at $125 a month will do more work than a session clerk 
receiving $6 a day, because the per diem clerk will not do any 
work during the vacation. I do not expect that a $125 session 
clerk will do any work during a vacation, either; so that if all 
the gentleman’s predictions are as accurate as that statement, 
they will not give him much satisfaction when he has finished. 

Mr. MONDELL. I understood the gentleman to say—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Just one moment. The gentleman has 
unintentionally misstated some matters in connection with this 
resolution. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpstr] 
stated that if the resolution reported by the gentleman from 
New York were to pass and if the resolution reported by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Lioyp] were to pass, then the 
Committee on Useless Documents in the Executive Departments 
would thereby have two clerks. I called his attention to the 
fact that such was not the fact, and it is not a fact. 

The resolution reported by myself and now under considera- 
tion does not allot to any particular committee any clerk what- 
ever. Gentlemen should inform themselves of the contents otf 
resolutions before they attempt to criticize Members in the 
House or say what the resolutions purport to do. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Wyoming? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Did not the gentleman from New York 
expect that, if his resolution passed, the Committee on the Dis- 
position of Useless Papers would be one of the committees pro- 
vided for, as it has heretofore been provided for? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have stated three or four times 
already during the discussion that these nine clerks were pro- 
vided in this resolution because of the statement of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Accounts that that committee desired 
to allot these nine clerks to the respective Commitees on Ex- 
penditures in the various departments, and I stated these mat- 
ters in such a manner that there could not be much misunder- 
standing about what I said. Now, if that is not the purpose of 
the Committee on Accounts, not only should the amendment of 
the gentleman from Texas be defeated, but these nine clerks 
should be stricken from this resolution. There should be no 
misunderstanding whatever as to what is proposed here. This 
resolution provides, up to the close of this present fiscal year, 
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much as the Committee on Accounts, since the confere: Fs 
tween its chairman and myself, has decided that these © 5 
tees on Hxpenditures shall not have clerks at $6 a day, t! 
clerks should be eliminated from this resolution, and the 
mittee on Accounts should bring in resolutions providing { 
sion clerks to the various committees in the manner th: 
always been provided. This House can then judge f 
whether this side of the House proposes to make impro; 
unnecessary and wasteful expenditures. 

The gentleman speaks as though these 9 clerks 
necessarily be allotted to the same committees as wer 
plied with clerks in the last Republican House. I hav 
the time and endeavored to point out that it was not th: 
tion in reporting this resolution to provide clerks at $6 
for any of the committees that had them heretofore unde: 
ments made by the House, and I wish to say to the Hau 
that whether the amendment of the gentleman from T: 
adopted or not I shall move to strike out either the 9 
provided for in the resolution or the 15 clerks at $125 ; 
if the amendment be adopted. The adoption of that am 
would have the effect of permanently increasing the nu: 
session clerks.from 9 to 15. Before that be done, I be! 
the Committee on Accounts should be compelled to just 
authorization of clerks to any additional committees 
proposes to authorize. If the gentleman from Texa 
GARNER] presses his amendment, I am indifferent whet 
be adopted; but whether it be inserted, or whether 
clerks remain, so long as the Committee on Accounts has 
mined that these expenditure committees will not require 
at $6 a day for the balance of this fiscal year I shall as! 
they be stricken out. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman 
an amendment substituting $125 a month for $6 a day, : 
providing for 15? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; I think they should all 
This resolution provides the same number of clerks p: 
in the legislative bill for the next session of Congress 
the Committee on Accounts does not propose to allot the 
clerks for the balance of this fiscal year they should 
appropriated for at this time. Clerks can very readily | 
vided out of the contingent fund as they are needed 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The gentleman « 
did not understand my question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I did understand it. 
asked to provide nine clerks at $125 a month. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Instead of the nine 

at $6 a day; in other words, a simple change of compens 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think it would be much bette 
all the circumstances to have them all go out and be | 
in the regular way. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ney 
(Mr. FrrzcrrRaLtp] seems to misunderstand ‘me. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; I do not misunderstand i! 
tleman. 

Mr. LLOYD. I had the conversation that he says I ha 
him, but I find upon investigation that I was mistaker 
the amount that these Expenditures Committee clerks 1 
I thought they received $6 a day. It turns out, on investi 
that heretofore they have received $125 per month. N 
order to avoid this tangle I would be very glad if the gent 
from New York [Mr. Frrzcrratp], who now understands | 
was mistaken, would accept an amendment making this $1! 
month for these nine clerks, and then there would be no! 
derstanding about it anywhere. It is no reflection on th: 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to suggest to the gentleman 
this session of Congress will probably run beyond the 50 
June, and no provision will be made during the period fr 
ist of July until the first Monday in December, and if it is 
posed to give these clerks $125 a month it would be much ! 
to do so out of the contingent fund. It would be much | 
for the gentleman and his committee to bring in their 1 
tion apportioning the various clerks to the committees \ 
provision is made for their payment, so that they can be 
jected to whatever criticism it may be the desire of the I! 
to indulge in. 

Mr. LLOYD. May I call the gentleman’s attention to a1 
fact which is exceedingly embarrassing at this time? The « 
tingent fund of the House is very low. There is not enou: 
that fund to meet the current expenses, even without add 
any expenses to it. There is at this time less than $10,0(% 
that fund, and the demands on it, according to the staten 
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the 30th of this coming June, for the nine session clerks car- | made by the disbursing clerk, will amount to about $18,000, 
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joaving somewhere near $8,000 of a deficiency, and I am very | 
anxious that this contingent fund shall be protected in every | 
way possible to protect it. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. It is not unusual during an extra ses- | 
sion of Congress, not contemplated when the appropriation was 

made, to provide a deficiency appropriation for the contingent 
fund; and all that would be necessary would be to provide 
whatever money would be necessary to carry this fund until the 
end of the fiscal year, but if these nine clerks are not to be 
allotted in the manner in which it was understood they would 

be when this resolution was reported by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, then in justice to the committee they should be 
eliminated from this resolution. Regardless of what happens 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GaRNer], 
I shall offer such a motion. If the gentleman’s amendment be 
adopted, I shall move to strike out the 15, so that all these 
matters can be determined in the proper way. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand the gentleman also that he 
proposes now to strike out the 9? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I shall make a motion to strike out the | 
9 clerks, or the 15, if the 15 be adopted as an amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. You propose to strike out the 9 whether 
the 15 are adopted or not? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman has moved to amend by 
inserting 15, at $125 a month, instead of 9, at $6 a day; and 
whichever proposition is adopted I shall move to strike out. 
If the amendment is not adopted, I shall move to strike out the 
9: and if the amendment is adopted, I shall move to strike 
out the 15. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. Under what parliamentary procedure will the 
gentleman from New York move to strike out an amendment 
after it is adopted? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Under the procedure of Jefferson's 
Manual, section 464, When a motion is made to amend by strik- 
ing out certain words and inserting others in their place, a 
motion to strike out the words is in order. 


Mr. MANN. Not at all. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I believe it is, although I may be mis- 
taken. 

Mr. MANN. The motion is not in order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, we will discuss that when the 


time comes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am personally inclined at pres- 
ent to vote for the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Texas, although I suggest to the gentleman from Texas that his 
amendment only provides for 15 clerks where, under my count, 
it should be 17 clerks. I do not know what committees the gen- 
tleman means to discriminate against. 

Mr. GARNER. I do not intend to discriminate against any 
committee. I will say to the gentleman that the chairman of 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice 
has suggested to the Committee on Accounts that he believes 
that when his committee in the course of time has had an oppor- 
tunity to investigate the situation it might be advisable to get | 
the services of a good lawyer. | 

Mr, MANN. I think it is very certain that the House will | 
never give the gentleman from Missouri a lump sum to expend 
for clerk hire. 

Mr. GARNER. I want to say that it was not the intention 
of the chairman to appropriate a lump sum, but to provide for a 
clerk at a better salary than $125 a month, but for a less num- 
ber of months, not to exceed the amount that might be required 
for the session clerk, and that he would get more efficient service. 

Mr. MANN. Of course the gentleman knows that that is im- 
practicable. Now, let us be square about the clerks for these 
committees, 

Mr. SABATH. We always are. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Illinois, who says “ We | 
always are,” knows nothing about it. He never has been the 
chairman of a committee. 
oleae CHAIRMAN. All debate on this amendment has ex- 
ired, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. I have been chairman of a committee of this House | 
for a number of years. The last two years I was chairman of 
& committee and we had three or four clerks busily engaged 
all the time. Before that I was chairman of Committee on | 





Elections No. 1 for four years. Probably the committee did a 
few days’ work during that four years; yes, it did more than a 
few days’ work, but the committee had a clerk at $2,000 a year 
and a messenger at $1,000. It was well worth the Government’s 
while to give us those officials. When gentlemen have served 
here for long years and acquired knowledge and information 
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| committees have much 


| House more than half a century ago. 


| chairman of the Committee on Mines and Mining. 


| word “ nine. 


OST 


and influence in the House it is well worth the while for the 
Government to give them some additional help. The only way 
it can be done is by making them chairmen of committees and 
giving the committee a clerk. It would be a wise provision if 
the Government could give to the Committee on Appropriations 
more clerk hire than the average Member has. Some of these 
gentlemen who have acquired through experience positions as 
chairmen of these committees are entitled to some additional help, 
not because the committees will use the clerks, not because the 
work to do, but because the Members 
have the work outside of committee work which is of value to 
the House and to the country. The Committee on Education is 
a great committee. 

Formerly, at one time since I have been here, it was presided 
over by Galusha A. Grow, of Pennsylvania, Speaker of this 
I do not think it has had 
a meeting in that half century; and yet I would be glad to give 
to the distinguished gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Lever], chairman of that committee, a clerk for the committee, 
knowing that it would be profitable to the House and to the 
Government for him to have that extra help, not for committee 
work, but for work which comes to him as a Member of the 
House. 

There are other Members in the same condition. Here is the 
They meet 
occasionally, and it is a valuable committee, but regardless of 
that I would give to the chairman of that committee a com- 
mittee clerk. The Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic never 
had a clerk until out of the fullness of our hearts we gave to 
that committee a clerk because Mr. Sperry, the oldest Member 
of the House, over 80 years of age, was its chairman. 

It was not because the committee had any use for the clerk, 
but because we thought we could profitably give to Mr. Sperry 
an additional clerk, and we gave it in the form of a committee 
clerk. The expenditure committees propose to work. I hope 
they will. I have heard that song ever since I have been here, 
but whether they work or not, I am glad to give to the distin- 
guished gentleman from Missouri a committee clerk, which I 
know will be of value to the country. If I had my way about 
it, I would have kept the six committees that you have abol 
ished and give to the chairman of each of them a committee 
clerk, to work, not for the committee, but in the interest of the 
country. Why, gentlemen here who receive a salary and allow 
ance of fifteen hundred dollars a year for clerk hire, each one of 
them on the same basis, know that various Members of the 
House require more assistance than the average Member does, 
and this is the only way that assistance can be given. In the 
body at the other end of the Capitol nearly every Member of it 
is the chairman of a committee, including the members of the 
minority, and why? Because it is a method of providing help 
that is needed and is of value. When you gentlemen take 
eredit for having abolished six committees you do not exhibit a 
great knowledge of economy, but a lack of legislative wisdom. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the sub- 
stitute by striking out the word “ fifteen” and substituting the 
” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by striking out the word “ fifteen” 
serting the word “ nine.” 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do that for the purpose of 
enabling the committee to properly express its wishes. Thi 
substitute, being a substitute, would not be divisible, and ye 
it presents two affirmative propositions, one being the chang: 
from $6 per day as compensation to the clerk to $125 per month, 
and the other being an increase from the number 9 to the nu: 
ber 15. By the amendment that I have offered the committ: 
will be able to pass upon both of these questions. Believin 
that the questions are such that each member of the committee 
ean for himself determine, I will not waste the time of the 
committee in discussing the merit of the amendments them 
selves, 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, just one word before the vote 
is taken. I want to call the attention of the committee to the 
effect of this amendment, at least upon one member of the Com 
mittee on Accounts. If the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky is adopted, I will take it as the voice of this com 
mittee that it does not belleve that these various committees 
ought to have session clerks, and I for one member of the Com 
mittee on Accounts shall oppose any resolution to give these 
various committees a session clerk. Now, I do believe—in 
fact, I know—that there are some of these committees that 
ought to have session clerks. The Committee on Disposition 
of Executive Papers ought to have a session clerk, but if you 


Kentucky offers an 


and 
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adopt the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky 
{Mr. Suertey], taking into consideration the statement made 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firzcrravp], the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, it must be convinc- 
« that it is the judgment of this committee that only nine 
comunittee clerkships should be provided, and that those should 

» to the committees on expenditure in the departments. Let 
us not misunderstand each other, but let us know exactly what 
the effect of the adoption of this amendment is. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, there have been a 
number of committees provided with session clerks never Ccar- 
ried in one of these resolutions, but always paid from the con- 
tingent fund. 

Mr. GARNER. Just so, Mr. Chairman, and there can be no 
reason why the appropriation should not be carried here, if you 
should have these clerks. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. They should not be carried here unless 
it is the intention of the Committee on Accounts to allot the 
clerks already provided, and which have been provided for a 
number of years, in this session of Congress to some other com- 
mittee, 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, in that connection I want 
to call attention to the fact that I called attention to a moment 
ago. It is no secret, as I understand, that the committee on or 
ganization of this House has taken into consideration the fact 
that these committees that have session clerks now will be 
provided with session clerks at this session of Congress. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARNER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I heard the gentleman use the term 
on organization.” 

Mr. GARNER. I did. 
Mr. MANN. I read the rules carefully, and I did not catch 

What is that committee? 

Mr. GARNER. That is a committee the gentleman had no 
part in creating. 
Mr. MANN. 

what is it? 

Mr. GARNER. And I imagine the gentleman from Illinois 
will have no occasion to interview that committee or bring 
anything before it; but, if he will note, I was addressing myself 
particularly to this side of the House, that they may know 
the effect of failing to provide these committees with their 
proper session clerks; and let us not be misunderstood in regard 
to the effect of this amendment. Now, it does seem to me, 
gentlemen, that we ought to give these various committees ses- 
sion clerks. If they are so insignificant and have no work to 
do, it would be our duty to do in this instance like we did in 
the others and discontinue the entire committee. What is the 
object of having a committee of this House if it has no power 
to do work? If it has no work to do, then it ought to be abol- 
ished. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARNER. Certainly. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Why can not we appropriate for these 
session clerks out of the contingent fund of the House just as 
we have been doing? 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, we can do that. 
can strike out this entire section and come in and appropriate 
for them; but the chairman of the committee——_ 

Mr. HARDWICK. I used the word “appropriate”: I meant 
provide for them. 

Mr. GARNER. 
ate for them. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GARNER. Certainly, 

Mr. MANN. Can we pay them out of the contingent fund? 

Mr. GARNER. I was just going to remark, Mr. Chairman. 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Luoyp] has already advised 
this committee that the contingent fund of the House is at its 
lowest ebb. It is something like the Treasury of the United 
States, it is barely able to go from day to day, and there is no 
telling when they will have to come to this House and ask for 
an additional amount. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Very likely. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Kentucky to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Texas. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes 
appeared to have it, 

On a division (demanded by Mr. Suertey) there were were— 
nyes 87, noes 11. 

So the amendment was adopted. 


* committee 


it. 


I had no part in creating any of them; but 


Yes; and in providing for them we appropri- 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to stri 
commencing in line 11, page 2, from the word “and” q 
and including the word “day,” in line 12, and strike . 
lines 12 and 13, the words “ seventeen thousand five bh 
and fifty-four dollars and twenty cents” and insert 
thereof the words “ twelve thousand eight hundred and { 
dollars and twenty cents.” 

Mr. MANN. I would like to have that amendment r 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the (! 
the substitute as amended is the order of the committé 

Mr. MANN. We do not know what it is, 

The CHAIRMAN. The vote will be taken on the sul 
as amended. The question is on agreeing to the amend: 
amended. 

Mr. OLMSTED. 
ported? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from New York offered an 
ment which we are entitled to have reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. But it is not before the House yet 
vote will be taken on the amendment of the gentlem: 
Texas as amended by the committee by the amendment « ] 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. The Clerk will again 
the amendment. 

The amendment as amended was again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The qvestion is on the 
amended. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced t! 
appeared to have it. 


Mr. Chairman, may we have it ag 


amend) 


On a division (demanded by Mr. FiTzGeraALp) there \ 
ayes 33, noes 36. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I move to amend, page 2, line 11 


ning with the word “and,” down to the word “ day,” in li 
included. Also, in lines 12 and 13, strike out the words “ 
teen thousand five hundred and fifty-four dollars and 
cents” and insert “ $12,856.20.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendm: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, lines 11 and 12, strike out the words 
committees at $6 each per day,.”’ and in 
$17,554.20” and insert “‘ $12,856.20.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FirzGeratp}. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced tl 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LLOYD. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided. and there were—ayes 80, noes 0) 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LITTLEPAGE. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virgini: 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 14, after the word “ necessary,” insert “ That t! 
women be paid out of said contingent fund the sum of : 
day each in addition to the amount they are at } n 
during this session only, for the extra services they are 
render.” 


Mr. FITZGERALD. 


“and nine « 
lines 12 and 13 st 


+ 


to of 


Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 


| that the amendment is not germane to the paragraph. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from West Vi 


| wish to be heard on the point of order? 


Mr. LITTLEPAGE. Mr. Chairman, I simply wish to s 
word to my brother Congressmen in reference to this me 

A few days ago I came out of my office in the House 
Building late in the evening. There were a number of v 
there going around on their hands and knees, scrubbi 
floor. I asked them what they received, and they said 
received 75 cents a day. They informed me that they w: 
quired to clean up eight rooms each, and nine, if they 
each day. In addition to that they were required to d 
scrubbing, for all of which they only received 75 cents ea 
day. 

Mr. Chairman, I am a Democrat and in favor of ret 
ment, but I am not willing to go upon record in this Congr 
elsewhere as doing such an injustice to that class of peo 
they are not, in my judgment, receiving fair and just com] 
tion in proportion to work faithfully done, and I hop: 
committee will adopt the amendment which I have off 
Let us help the poor, needy, and deserving and go afte 
bad trusts which are playing havoc with our country and peo! 
[Appla use. ] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 


Mr. Chairman, the charwomen i 


House Office Building receive $20 a month. A large num) 
them are also employed as charwomen in the Congress 








i9tl. 





Library. It is am unfortunate thing that women are compelled 
to work in order to earn money im such a manner in order to 
eypport themselves, but this compensation is very gladly ac- 
~ented by them and, unfortunately, there are great numbers of 
the who are only toe glad to get this employment. In the 
a of these charwomen we might substitute political janitors, 
who would not keep the building clean and who could not be 
jocated when they were wanted. It seems that the eompensation 
for this service was fixed after investigation as to what would 
be sidered reasonable and proper compensation for the class 
of work done; and, as a member of the House Office Building 
Commission, I have never heard complaint from anybody en- 
gaz d in this work because of the compensation. I do know 
that a number of women in the District are very anxious and 
clad to obtaim the employment at the compensation offered. I 
insist upon the peint of order that the amendment is not in 
order, as it provides for payments out of the contingent fund 
and is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill and committee 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
mittee amendment. 

rhe question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be 


laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 
The motion was agreed to. 
MILEAGE. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I call up House joint 


reso'ution 3. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York calls up 
Hovse joint resolution 3, which the clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ho joint resolution 3—making immediately available the appropria- 
tions for mileage of Senators and of Members of the House of Rep- 
ntatives. 
ilved, ete.. That the appropriations for mileage of Senators, Mem- | 
bers of the House of Representatives, and Delegates from the Terri- 


tories. and expenses of Resident Commissioners, made in the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation act for the fiseal year 1912, ap- 
proved March 4, 1911, be, and the same are hereby, made immediately 
available and authorized to be paid to Senators, Members of the House 
of Representatives, Delegates from the Territories, and Resident Com- 
missioners for attendance om the first session of the Sixty-second Con- 
eres 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the mileage of the Sixty- 
second Congress is earried in the legislative appropriation bill. 
Under a decision of the Comptroller of the Treasury, made July 
2°, 1893, mileage is not available at an extra session of Con- 
gress convened before the first regular session unless specific 
authority is made for its payment by Congress. This resolution 
is in conformity with resolutions heretofore adopted by Congress 
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| plies to general appropriation bills. 


| by the gentleman from Indiana would be fair and just. 
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Mr. COX of Indiana. 
the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then I make the point 
Chairman, that this is not germane. 

_ The CHAIRMAN. I would like to hear the gentleman from 
New York on the point of order. 

_Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, this joint resolution pro- 
vides that the appropriation made for a specific purpose shall 
be made available for payment at the present time. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox] proposes as a substitute for 
that resolution a provision which attempts to fix rate or 
amount of compensation for mileage to be Senators, 
Representatives in Congress, Delegates, and Resident Commis- 
sioners in place of the one making the appropriation available. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from South Carolina? 


I would prefer that the gentleman make 


of order, Mr. 


paid to 


the gentlemun permit a 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman. not this amendment in 
order under the rules that we recently adopted? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no 


The so-called Holman rule ap- 
This is not a general ap- 
propriation bill. And besides that, I do not know whether the 
amount of compensation provided by the amendment proposed 
This 
money has already been appropriated. 

On a previous occasion I advocated an amendment to the law 


| allowing mileage which would change the rate of mileage. I 


in extra session, and makes available the money already appro- | 


priated, so that it may be paid to the Members who have been 
called here to an extra session prior to the regular session of 
Congress. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 


| Members reside from the Capital, the 


can speak frankly on this question, Mr. Chairman, because I am 
less interested, perhaps, than most other Members of the House. 
The amount of money paid to me as mileage at each session of 
Congress is not as much as $100, so that the amount that [ shall 
personally receive is not sufficiently large to justify anybody in 
harboring the belief that I favor the expenditure of $145,000 


| in order to be personally benefited to the extent of my mileage. 


The question of mileage was well thrashed out in the early 
sessions of Congress at the very beginning of the Government, 
and mileage was paid to Members, and the rate of mileage was 
fixed so that Members would be given different amounts, in 
the belief that the compenration of Members of Congress should 
be the same, and that they should also be paid the expenses 
they incurred in coming and going between their homes and the 
seat of Government. Eight cents a mile, as I recall, is the 
compensation or amount allowed to officers of the Army and 
Navy as mileage when traveling on official business. The 
amount allowed to Members of Congress is supposed not merely 
to cover the personal expenses of the Members in traveling to 
and from the seat of Government, but it is supposed to cover 
all the expenses incident to the Members bringing their families 
to Washington for the session of Congress. Where, in 
instances, because of the very great distance at which some 
amount allotted to them 
may be somewhat in excess of their actual expenditures, yet 
so far as I have been able to ascertain, a Member of Congress 


some 


| with an average family who moves from his residence to Wash- 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will not be in order until | 


the debate is closed. 


~; FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the bill be 
read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, ete., That the appropriations for mileage of Senators, Mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives, and Delegates from the Territories, 
and expenses of Resident Commissioners, made in the legislative, execu- 


tive, and judicial appropriation act for the fiscal year 1912, approved 
March 4, fot: he, ont the sume ane hereby, made immediately available 
and authorized to be 


J aid to Senators, Members of the House of Repre- 
Sentatives, Delegates from the Territories, and Resident Commissioners 
for attendance on the first session of the Sixty-second Congress. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, 

Mr. BARTLETT. The amendment is not in order yet. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk wili report: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting after the word “Congress,” line 3. e 2° the 
icllewing 1 provided: That. hereafter Senatere. : rs 0 the House 
resentatives, and Delegates from the Territories, and [tesident 


ts from Hawaii, Porto Rico, and the Philippine Islands 


shall receive mil o ing 
thelr ensue de 7s at the rate of 10 cents per mile im going from 


“a homes, to be computed by the usual route of travel. 
r. FITZGERALD. I reserve a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York reserves 
& point of order on the amendment. 


Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman 7 
Mr. 4 re reserve the point of order? 


ington for the session of Congress and brings his family and 
such household utensils, as many of them are required to bring, 
is not compensated more, or very little more, than his actual 
expenses. Until some committee of the House shall make an 


| investigation to ascertain by proper inquiry whether the amount 


now paid is excessive, or what would be a proper allowance 
under existing conditions, it seems to me that what should now 
be done is to make available for Members who are assembled 
here the mileage already appropriated. If at the next session 
of Congress it is determined that the amount should be changed, 
then when the appropriation is to be made the amount can 


| very readily be fixed at such sum as may be proper under all 


the circumstances, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point 
This only makes available money already appropriated. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard on 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I recognize that it ts 
a very difficult matter to change the opinion of a court when he 
has once made up his mind, and that it is much harder to con- 


of order. 


| vince the court, when he has once made a ruling, that his ruling 


ington City and 5 cents per mile for returning to | 


is erroneous. 

With all due deference to the ruling of the Chairman, I do 
not believe that the amendment which I have offered to this 
resolution applies to the appropriation that to be 
made available for the present session of Congress. 

The resolution which I have offered, and which has been read 
by the Clerk, provides that hereafter Members of Congress 


ought 
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shall be allowed mileage at the rate of 5 cents per mile in 
going to and returning from their homes. I can not understand 
how that can possibly apply to the appropriation made at the 
last session of Congress, which appropriation the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FirzGera.p] 
undertakes to make immediately available. The word used 
in the amendment is “ hereafter.” It is not for the present at 
all, but it is something to occur hereafter. It does not apply 
to the appropriation made at the last session of Congress, but 
for the mileage to be paid to Members of Congress at the next 
session. Therefore, I do not believe that the ruling is correct. 

The gentleman from New York spoke about the mileage al- 
lowed to Army officers and to Naval officers at the rate of 8 
cents per mile while traveling on official business. I think the 
gentleman from New York and every Member upon the floor 
of this House will agree with me that that mileage is too much, 
and if I am not mistaken in the membership of the Committees 
on Expenditures in the War Department and Expenditures in 
the Navy Department we will have a chance, before the ad- 
journment of Congress next spring, to vote on a proposition to 
cut down that mileage. It was not my purpose to speak to the 
merits of this resolution, but to confine myself to the point of 
order. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. One of my colleagues from 
the State of Washington pays about $500 a year more to bring 
his family down here than he receives in mileage. Does the 
gentleman think he is getting too much? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The family of the gentleman’s col- 
league are not Members of Congress. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Does the gentleman think, 
then, because a man resides far from Washington City he ought 
to be punished by having a portion of his salary taken from 
him every year in that way? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. It may be unfortunate that the gentle- 
man lives in the State of Washington. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Does the gentleman advocate leaving Mem- 
bers’ families at home? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Does the gentleman think 
a Member of Congress living in the State of Washington should 
leave his family at home? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. No; I do not. 
ought to bring his family here. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
me to pay that out of my salary? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I do; absolutely. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Then if the gentleman is 
so patriotic and wants to cut down the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, why does not the gentleman be fair about it and 
offer an amendment or a bill to reduce the salary, so as to put 
himself on an equality with the other Members of the House? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I do not know that I am getting any- 
thing extra over the gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I think the gentleman’s 
patriotism is measured very largely by his distance from Wash- 
ington City. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, on the question as to 
whether or not this amendment which I have offered is in order, 
I want to call the attention of the Chairman to clause 2 of 
Rule XXI, which provides as follows: 


2. No appropriation shall be reported in one general appropriation 
bill, or be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not 
reviously authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations 
or such public works and objects as are already in progress. Nor 
shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing 
existing law be in order, except such as being germane to the subject 
matter of the bill shall retrench ae by the reduction of the 
number and salary of the officers of the United States, by the reduc- 
tion of the compensation of any person paid out of the Treasury of the 
United States, or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by 
the bill. 


And so forth. 

I contend, Mr. Chairman, that under this rule, recently 
adopted by this House, this amendment which I have offered is 
germane, and is not subject to a point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Thai rule relates to general appropriation 
bills. This is not a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. In effect it is. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This is not a general appropriation bill; 
the rules specifically define general appropriation bills. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The point is made, Mr. Chairman, that 
this is not an appropriation bill. In effect it is because it car- 
ries forward an appropriation made at the last session of Con- 
gress and proposes to make that appropriation immediately 
available. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But it is not a general appropriation bill. 


I think the gentleman 


Does the gentleman want 
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Mr. COX of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, as to if< 
germane to the subject matter of the bill, the question ; 
whether the amendment I have offered is germane to the 
tion. If it is germane, it is in order under this rule. . 

Mr. LANGLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I will. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Will the gentleman tell us whet}, 
mileage question was brought up and considered in the | 
cratic caucus, and whether it was passed upon there ; 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Well, Mr. Chairman, I can 
away the secrets of the caucus. [Laughter.] I will say ; 
gentleman, however, and I am justified in saying, that 
not. Now, on the question of whether it is germane, whe 
not it can come under this rule, I call the Chairman’s aii, 
to section 17 of the United States Statutes at Large, 
ninth Congress, volume 14, which provides that the compe 
of Senators and Members of the House shall be $5,000 
and that they shall be allowed 20 cents a mile going and . 


| ing home. What does that rule mean? If it means anyt! 


means that anything is in order that will save expense. 
germane, it is in order, and it is germane because it « 
reduce the expenditures of this House and to reduce ; 
penditures of the National Treasury. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT. As I understand, the only effect 
resolution before the House is to make available now { 
propriation for mileage which would be available next |) 
ber if no special session was held. Is that the gent) 
understanding ? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. That is my understanding. 

Mr. GARRETT. Is not the gentleman willing that » 
go on and have it now when we need it [laughter] and | 
take up the question and deal with it when it comes t: 
propriated for next December, when we do not need it’ 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The difference between the g¢« 
construction and the resolution is that I do not belie. 
amendment I have offered will in any way touch the 
tion of the gentleman from New York so far as mak 
appropriation immediately available is concerned. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I arise to a point of 
or, rather, to two points of order. First, the Chair s 
would hear the gentleman from Indiana briefly, which |. 
already more than done, and, secondly, the gentleman 
addressing himself to the point of order made by the « 
man from New York [Mr. FirzcGeratp], but he is addr 
the people of the third Indiana district. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of the gentleman froin 
tucky is well taken that the gentleman from Indiana 
talking to the point of order. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Then I will speak to the point 
der. To sum the matter up, Mr. Chairman, the res 
offered by the gentleman from New York seeks to make 
diately available an appropriation made at the last sessi 
Congress. I contend that the amendment I have offered | 
not in any way affect that resolution. 

In other words, if the resolution offered by the gent' 
from New York, together with my amendment, both be 
law, the amount appropriated at the last session of Con: 
to pay the mileage for the next session would be imme: 
available. But after that the rate of mileage will be « 
cents a mile. I realize, Mr. Chairman, the difficulty a » 
laboring under when he is trying to convince the Chai 
he has already ruled. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I was unable to hear all that the gent! 
has said. Do I understand that the gentleman from Ini 
claims that his amendment is in order because of the ado) 
of the Holman amendment to the rule? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Yes; I think so; that is my cons! 
tion of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
argument of the gentleman from Indiana, and he sustains | 
point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the co! 
tee do now rise and report the various resolutions to the I! 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee determined to rise; and the Sp« 
having resumed the chair, Mr. Tatzotr of Maryland, Chairn 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Un 
reported that that committee had had under consideration 11: 


resolutions Nos. 1, 2, and 3, and had directed him to report resu- 





The Chair has not been convinced by ‘li 
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ens Nos. 1 and 3 back without amendment, and No. 2 with 
iment, with the recommendation that the amendment be 
ed to, and that the resolutions do pass. 
CORRECTING ERRORS IN ENROLLMENT. 
. SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first resolution. 
Clerk read as follows: 


se joint resolution Ne. 1, to correct errors in the enrollment of 
appropriation acts approved March 4, 1911, without amendment. 


SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 


third reading of House joint resolution. 
e House joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


NDRY EXPENSES, FIRST SESSION SIXTY-SECOND CONGRESS. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


I » joint resolution No. 2, making appropriations for the payment 
of certain expenses incident to the first session of the Sixty-second Con- | 
eress, with sundry amendments thereto. 


rhe SPEAKER. Isa separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ment? [After a pause.] If not, the vote will be taken on the 
amemiments en grosse. 


rhe question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. | 


rhe resolution aS amended was ordered to be engrossed and 
ia third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
MILEAGE. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ilouse joint resolution No. 3, making immediately available the appro- 
priations for mileage of Senators and of Members of the House of 
Re} 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 


ntat 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the House joint resolution. 


The question was taken, and the House joint resolution was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and was read 
the third time. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the 


resolution to the Committee on Appropriations, to report forth- | 


with with the following amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Indiana opposed to 
the joint resolution? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I am as it is now. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Recommit the joint resolution to the Committee on Appropriations, 
with instructions to report the same forthwith with the following 
amendment : 

“Provided, That hereafter Senators and Members of the House of 


Representatives and Delegates from the Territories and the Resident | 
Porto Rico, and the Philippine Islands | 
shall receive mileage at the rate of 10 cents per mile in going from | 


Commissioners from Hawaii, 


their homes to Washington City and 5 cents per mile for returning to 
their homes, to be computed by the usual routes of travel.” 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order | 


that the motion to recommit as submitted by the gentleman 
from Indiana is not in order. It is not germane to the resolu- 


tion and would not be in order if offered as an amendment, and 


under the well-settled practice of the House it is not in order 
as a motion to recommit if not in order as an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained. The ques- 
tion is on the passage of the House joint resolution. 

The House joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Firzcrrarp, motions to reconsider the votes 


by which the last three several resolutions were passed were 
laid on the table. 


AMERICAN RED CROSS. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I call up House joint reso- | 
tution 38, to grant authority to the American Red Cross to erect | 


temporary structures in Potomac Park, Washington, D. C., 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House joint resolution 38. 


Be it enacted, etc., 'That authority be, and is hereb 
Chief of 3 " ; , y, given to the 
pl Engineers, United States Army, to grant permission, under 
tir h conditions and restrictions as he may necessary, to the execu- 


committee of the American Red Cross to erect for exhibition pur- 


poses at the meeting of the Internationa! Red Cross in 1912 temporary | 


~~. aa = _ once e Perk or pee publie 
] : e to a ¥ 
That the United States eal =e © 
thereby and that the 

American 


in the city of Wash- 

f of Engineers: Provided, 
en be te = extra expense of any kind 
etures sha romptly removed by the 
ae Bed Crees at the close of the meoution: and the site cleared of 
atresia pat im as good condition as before the erection of the 


Mr. MANN. 


Mr. Speaker, rie ‘ 
question? peaker, will the gentleman yield for a 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman able to say 
pected that these buildings will be placed? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The statement is made by the secretary 
of the Red Cross that they will probably be placed in the vicin- 
ity of the Daughters of the American Rey Building, 
where, I believe, the convention is to be held. Miss Boardman, 
the secretary of the Red Cross, after a conference with Col. 
Cosby, indicated that the buildings would be erected at a point 
probably in the vicinity of the place where the convention is 
to be held, or if that were not suitable, or, if it were deemed to 
be advisable to have it and the Army hospital exhibit building 
together, it might be necessary to put the buil in some 
part of Potomac Park. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will remember that a 
ago we passed a resolution giving to the Railway 
Association, ur whatever the title was, authority to construct 


where it is ex- 


olution 






ings 


few years 
Supplies 


| exhibition buildings on the park down by the Washington 
Monument. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I made an error; it is in the vicinity of 


the Pan American Building. 


;} Mr. MANN. It is about the same place; the Daughters of 
the American Revolution and Pan American Buildings are to- 
gether. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I made the statement the convention 
was to be held in the Daughters of the American Revolution 


} Building; 
for a vote. 

The House joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and 
| read a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion by Mr. Firzcrravp to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was agreed to was, on his motion, laid on the 
table. 

SETS OF CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
| Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, 
ask immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolu- 
| tion which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Heuse resolution 126. 

Resolved, That the superintendent of documents, Government Print 
ing Office, be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to issue to the 
library of the House, for use in said library, 10 complete s of the 
CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorpD, including indices, of the Fifty-third Congress, 
first and third sessions. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
| would like to ask the purpose of the resolution. 

Mr. FINLEY. The purpose of the resolution is this, that the 
supply of Recorps of that Congress in the House library is very 
small, and during the present session there is great demand for 
them; in fact, the demand is greater than can be filled. 

Mr. MANN. And has the Public Printer got them in bound 
| form? 

Mr. FINLEY. He has over 50 sets of each. If the gentleman 

will recall, the resolution only says for the first and third ses- 
| sions. Of course we would like to have those of the second ses 

sion, which was the tariff session, but he has none of them to 
furnish, but he has over 50 sets of the first and third sessions. 
| It will cost nothing, and there can be no objection that I can 
see to it. 
| 


it is the Pan American Building. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


FIFTY-THIRD 
I have a resolution for which I 


CONGRESS. 





sot 
se 


The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

PRINTING AND BINDING, COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask immediate consideration of 
the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolu- 
| tion, which the Clerk will report. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 

Hlouse resolution 1 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be authorized to sit dur- 
ing the sessions of the House and to have such printing and binding 
done as shall be necessary in the transaction of its business during t 

| Sixty-second Congress. 


| The SPEAKER. 
| Chair hears none. 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
LEAVES OL 
By unanimous consent, the following leaves of absence were 
granted : 
To Mr. Taytor of Alabama, indefinitely, on account of im- 
portant business. 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


25. 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


ABSENCE. 
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To Mr. Epwarps, indefinitely, on account of illness of father. 
To Mr. Craco, indefinitely, on account of sickness in family. 
To Mr. Tuayer, for eight days, on account of important 
business. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. GALLAGHER was granted leave 
to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of William H. Mayo, Sixty-first Congress, 
no adverse report having been made thereon. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. Norris was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers submitted in support of H. R. 16298, Sixty-first Congress, 
no adverse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. CANNON, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of J. T. Kirkman (H. R. 25844), Sixty-first 
Congress, second session, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 

PRINTING INVESTIGATION 


The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following appoint- 
ments to the Printing Investigation Commission. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. FINLEY, Mr. BARNHART, and Mr. Focur. 


COMMISSION. 


TARIFF. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I intended to call up the 
bill H. R, 4413 for debate to-day, but on account of the lateness | 
of the hour I do not intend to ask the House to go into debate 
to-day. However, I desire to arrange the disposition of time 
and dispense with the first reading of the bill this evening be- 
fore we adjourn, so we can go promptly into debate to-morrow. 
For that reason I now move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the bill H. R. 4413, a bill to place on the 
free list agricultural implements and other articles. 

Pending that motion, I desire to ask unanimous consent that 
the debate on this bill be divided equally between the two sides 
of the House, and that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] be allowed to control the time in opposition to the 
bill and that I be allowed to control the time in favor of the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UnNpEr- 
woop] moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 4413, and pending that he asks unanimous | 
consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLzeLx] 
control the time against the bill, and that he, the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop], control the time in favor of 
the bill, and that the time be equally divided. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield fo | 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 

Mr. CANNON. Is there any disposition at this time to limit 
general debate? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is not, on my part. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to know if the gentleman can 
tell at this time whether he has any idea as to the length of 
time ihat will be consumed in general debate on the bill? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can only state that from the requests 
I have had on this side of the House, and assuming that there 
will be as much time consumed on the other side of the House, 
it is likely to take four or five days. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the gentleman this question, 
further: Will there be any disposition to confine general debate 
to the bill itself? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is a matter of the ruling of the 
Chair. Any gentleman—— 

Mr. NORRIS, Heretofore the ruling has always been that 
you did not have to talk about the bill. 

Mr. MANN. You do not have to do so. 

Mr. MURDOCK. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It will be determined by the Chairman 
when we get to it, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Rule XXXYV gives the Speaker control over 
the official reporters of debates. Now, in the printing of speeches 
in the Recorp, speeches printed separately are annotated in two 
different ways by the editors of the Recorp. I call the Speaker's 
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attention to page 448. 
this annotation: 


The House being in Committee of the Whole House on the stat 
Union and having under consideration the bill (H. R. 4412) to 
reciprocal trade relations with the Dominion of Canada, and {f 
purposes— 

Mr. So-and-so said: 


In that case a speech is printed 


Now, I call the Speaker’s attention to page 450, w! 
speech is printed with this editorial annotation, a brief 
than the former: 

On the bill (H. R. 4412) to promote reciprocal trade relati: 


the Dominion of Canada, and for other purposes— 
Mr. So-and-so said: 


Now, I desire to ask the Speaker if it is the practice 
official reporters of debates to use the longer annota‘ 
speeches actually delivered on the floor of the House a4 
shorter annotation on those which are printed under ¢ 
leave to print and are not delivered on the floor of the | 
at all? 

Mr. MANN. It is not. 

The SPEAKER. In the first place, the Chair hardl; 
it is a parliamentary inquiry, but will answer it. Th: 
informs the Chair that the headings on these speeches 
put on at the Government Printing Office and the report: 
nothing to do with them. And the Chair is absolutely 
that the Chair is not going into the business of writi: 
notes for other people’s speeches. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MURDOCK. We have no other source of inquiry 
the Speaker in this matter. Then the House is to unc 
that this difference in annotation does not really denote w 
the speech was delivered in fact or merely printed? 

The SPEAKER. It does not, and the Chair unde: 
from the uniform practice of the last 18 years, and to 1 
tain knowledge of the present occupant of the chair, 
no sort of way of finding out from reading the Recorp 
whether a speech is delivered here or not, except wher 
cut up with debate. That is generally the test. 

Mr, MURDOCK. ‘Then parenthetical applause or |: 
does not denote it? 

Mr. MANN. I saw a speech printed during the last s 
of Congress, where permission was obtained to insert it 
I was in the chair, prepared so as to read that the “\ 
read so-and-so” and the gentleman’s time “was exten: 
and-so” and filled with applause. Not a word of it had 
uttered on the floor of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request : 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop]? [Af\: 
pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is on the 1 
of the gentleman from Alabama that the House resolve 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | 
for the consideration of the bill H. R. 4413. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee 


| Whole House on the state of the Union for the consider 


the bill (H. R. 4413) to place on the free list agricul! 
plements, cotton bagging, cotton ties, leather, boots and 
fence wire, meats, cereals, flour, bread, timber, lumber, : 
machines, salt, and other articles, with Mr. ALEXANDER 
chair. 

Mr. ALEXANDER took the chair amid general app!s 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consid 


| of the bill H. R. 4413. The Clerk will report the bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


H. R. 4413. A bill to place on the free list agricultural im; 
cotton bagging, cotton ties, leather, boots and shoes, fence wit: 
cereals, flour, bread, timber, lumber, sewing machines, salt, and 
articles. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous | 
to dispense with the first reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. | 
woop] asks unanimous consent to dispense with the first 
of the bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that th: 
mittee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker havi! 
sumed the chair, Mr. ALEXANDER, Chairman of the Committ: 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that | 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 4! 
to place on the free list agricultural implements, etc., and 
come to no resolution thereon, 
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ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. : 

rhe motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 56 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow, Tues- 
day, April 25, 1911, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 


acts of Congress approved June 27, 1906, and June 17, 1902, to 
assign the same or any part thereof in tracts of not less than 


} #9 acres; to the Committee on the Public Lands, 


| 


By Mr. GOEKE: A bill (H. R. 7039) providing for the de- 
posit of the funds of the United States; to the Committee on 


| Ways and Means. 


| 
| 


| 
| 


Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, 


ty which was referred the bill (H. R. 4413) to place upon the 
free list agricultural implements, cotton bagging, cotton ties, 
leather, boots and shoes, fence wire, meats, cereals, flour, bread 
timber, lumber, sewing machines, salt, and other articles, sub- 
mitted a minority report (No. 4, pt. 2), which said views 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union and ordered to be printed. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on War Claims 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6823) 
for the relief of Pedro Fuentes, administrator of the estate 
of Guadalupe Lujan de Fuentes, deceased, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 7024) granting pensions to 





By Mr. AIKEN of South Carolina: A bill (HI. R. 7040) to in- 
crease the compensation of rural free-delivery 
mail routes; to the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7041) to limit the effect of the regulation 
of commerce between the several States and Territories as to 
certain commodities; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7042) to provide for refunding to lawful 


carriers on 
Committee on the 


| Claimants the proceeds of the cotton ‘ax unlawfully collected; 


| Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” 


to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7043) to amend 
section 15 of an act entitled “An act temporarily to provide for 
the administration of the affairs of civil government in the 
approved July 1, 
1902; to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

ty Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (1H. R. 7044) to repeal the several 
acts authorizing an internal tax on cotton and relating to the 
same and providing for the payment to the treasurers of the 


| respective States wherein said tax was levied and collected the 


| amounts so collected for 


widows and minors of soldiers and sailors of the Civil War; to | 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7025) granting pensions to certain enlisted 


men, soldiers and officers, who served in the Civil War and 
the War with Mexico; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 7026) for a public building 
at Two Harbors, Minn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 


| Printing; to the Committee on Public 


ty Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 7027) granting the pub- | 


lic lands belonging to the United States and situated in the 
State of Arkansas to the State of Arkansas for the use and 


benefit of the common schools of that State; to the Committee | 


on the Public Lands. 
By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 7028) authorizing the 


President of the United States to appoint certain persons in the | 


Regular Army and place them upon the retired list; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

sy Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 7029) for the erection at 
Fort Leavenworth, Kans., of a monument to the memory of 


the use and benefit of the common- 
school fund of said respective States and for purposes of gen- 
eral education; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7045) providing 
for the adjustment of the claims of the Wisconsin band of 
Pottawatomie Indians for annuities and other moneys under 
treaty stipulations, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution (H. 123) directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to furnish information relative to 
the new building authorized for the Bureau of Engraving and 
suildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CARTER: Resolution (H, Res. 124) authorizing the 
Committee on Indian Affairs to investigate the administra- 
tion of the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes by the different 
departments of the Federal Government; to the Committee on 
Rules. 


Pac 
LCS. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7046) granting 
an increase of pension to James West; to the Committee on 


| Pensions. 


Col. Alexander William Doniphan; to the Committee on the | 


Library. 
_ By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 7030) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 


throughout the United States”; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7047) granting an increase of pension to 
David Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7048) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Williamson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7049) granting an increase of pension to 


| Darwin Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. WARBURTON: A bill (H. R. 7031) to place on the | 
free list sugar, other than maple sugar, rice, lemons, oranges, | 


pineapples, almonds (unshelled), filberts (unshelled), walnuts 
(unshelled), and peanuts or ground beans (unshelled) ; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

sy Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 7032) to authorize the exchange 
of conveyances between the Florida East Coast Railway Co. 
and the United States to adjust the boundary line between Key 
West Barracks Reservation and the land filled by said railway 
company in front of same; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORNES: A bill (H. R. 7033) providing for the 
establishment of the United States National Bank of America, 


in the city of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. ; 


By Mr. TRIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 7034) to check the ravages | 


of the cotton-boll weevil; to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 7035) increasing the 


Also, a bill (CH. R. 7050) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Steible; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7051) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7052) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Roeder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7053) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Ross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7054) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph T. Marshall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7055) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Marka; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7056) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred A. Magill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7057) granting an increase of pens 
Hosea H. Meek; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7058S) granting an increase of pension to 


hn to 


| Henry Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


cost of erecting a public building at Hinton, W. Va.; to the 


Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


_By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7036) to estab- | 
lish a fish-cultural station at Mobile, in the State of Alabama ; | 


to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


sy Mr. ELLERBE: A bill (H. R. 7087) to provide for the | 


erection of a monument 
Committee on the Library. 


By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R, 7038) authorizing desert- 
and en 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7059) granting an increase of 
Isane Kobel: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7060) granting an increase of pensior 
Henry Jacobs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7061) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha E. Higgins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7062) granting an increase of pensio! 


pension to 


1 tO 


to Brig. Gen. Francis Marion; to the | William Frederick Howard; to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7063) granting an increase of pension to 


trymen who have complied with the provisions of the ' Fred Groch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7064) granting an increase of pension to 
Romeo W. Foster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7065) granting an increase of pension 
Isanc Furman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7066) granting an increase of pension 
William L. Frisbey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7067) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas W. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7068) granting an increase of pension 
Joshua B. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7069) granting an increase of pension 
Albert B. Cavalier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7070) granting an increase of pension 
Daniel T. Cockerill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 7071) granting an increase of pension 
Jacob Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7072) granting an increase of pension 
Sherman A. Cole; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7073) granting an increase of pension 
Arthur L. Bird; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7074) granting a pension to Daniel 
Burkey ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7075) granting a pension to Emogene 
Marshall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7076) granting a pension to Margaret 
Metzgar ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7077 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7078) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Heimlich, alias Charles H. Henderson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 7079) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Simon Fockle; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BATHRICK: A bill (H. R. 7080) granting an increase 
of pension to Guy Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7081) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Wesley Appleton, alias Nelson Myers; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7082) granting 


CONGRESSIONAL 


to 


to 


an increase of pension to George A. Whalen; to the Committee | 


on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 7083) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the naval record of Herbert W. George; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7084) to reimburse Matthew J. Munster; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 7085) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth J. Gordon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7086) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Marshall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7087) granting a pension to James Saul- 
paugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7088) granting an increase of pension to 
Asa Wells; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 7089) for the relief of 
Margaret Tucker; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 7090) for the relief of Sallie E. Barnes, 
administratrix of the estate of Joseph Barnes, deceased; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7091) for the relief of Joseph B. Tucker; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7092) granting an 
increase of pension to Philip Shay; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7093) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorenzo D. Hays: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 7094) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Hines; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7095) granting an increase of pension to 
James K, Shaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7096) granting an increase of pension to 
Edgar J. Kempinsky ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7097) granting a pension to Thomas Pal- 
mer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 7098) retiring Thomas Harri- 
son, a clerk in the Naval Observatory, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7099) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James H. Colvill; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7100) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Ohr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


) granting a pension to Rollin King; | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7101) granting an increase of pensi 
| Hiram 8. Kenyon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 7102) granting an increase of pensic 
William J. Wotring; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7103) granting an increase of pensi 
Edward Cottingham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7104) granting an increase of pensiv) 
Louis A. Kellar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7105) granting an increase of pensi 
Joseph Gigantet; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7106) granting an increase of pensi 
Enoch Conner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7107) granting an increase of pensio 
Alfred 8S, Oxley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7108) granting an increase of pension 5 
Alpheus D. Coulson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7109) granting an increase of pension | 
William S, May; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7110) granting an increase of pensiv) 
Martin L. Sims; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7111) granting an increase of pensi 
| Selleck K. Tylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7112) granting an increase of pensio: 
Wesley B. Hedding; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7118) granting an increase of pension to 
| David Shank; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7114) granting an increase of pensio 
John G. Price; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to Charles J 
Keesee ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7116) granting a pension to James 
Martin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7117) granting a pension to Alice V. Lut: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7118) granting a pension to George Brant 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 7119) granting a: 
crease of pension to Benjamin Baer; to the Committee « 

valid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 7120) to correct the military re 
Francis M. Helm; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 7121) granting an increase of 
pension to Frederick L. Killion; to the Committee on Inyali 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7122) granting a pension to Pernetta 
Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 7123) for the relief of 
Elia M. Wheeler; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 7124) granting an i 
crease of pension to Samuel T. Edwards; to the Committee 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 7125) referring to the C 
of Claims for adjudication and determination the claims of | 
widow and family of Marcus P. Norton and the heirs at | 
of others; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: A bill (H. R. 7126) for the relicf 
Antonio Hook; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7127) for the relief of Alice R. Ander: 
administratrix of the estate of Albert Bell, deceased; to 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FAISON: A bill (H. R. 7128) to carry into effect 
findings of the Court of Claims in case of Methodist Epis 
Church South, of Beaufort, N. C.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 7129) granting a peusi 
Frederick Kahler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7130) granting a pension to Sy! 
Fobar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7131) granting a pension to Thomas Jo! 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7182) granting a pension to John Le 
ston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7133) granting a pension to John Mip| 
dan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7134) granting a pension to John Ra; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7135) granting a pension to Willian 
Ross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7136) granting a pension to Job Utley; | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7137) granting a pension to Edmond 
Dunahoo; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7138) granting a pension to Martin l. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ord of 











Also, a bill (H. R. 7139) granting a pension to Frederick 
Skinner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7140) granting a pension to Lewis S. 
&kiles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7141) granting a pension to William M. 
Smith: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 7142) authorizing the President 
, nominated and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
enate, appoint Lloyd L. R. Krebs, late a captain in the Med- 
al Corps of the United States Army, a major in the Medical 
orps on the retired list, and increasing the retired list by one 
the purposes of this act; to the Committee on Military Af- 
irs, 

Ry Mr. GREGG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7143) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Peter Grimes; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7144) 
cranting an increase of pension to George W. Weekley; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 7145) granting an increase of 
pension to Richard Dearborn; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 7146) granting an increase 
of pension to James F. Vernon; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7147) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen C. Basil; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 7148) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob R. Doughty; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7149) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Bachman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensfons. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 7150) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elijah Hemings; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7151) for the relief of the estate of John 
B. Johnson; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 7152) granting a pension to 
Joshua B. Hartzog; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 7153) granting a 
pension to Charles H. H. French; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7154) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Edward Kelly; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHER: A bill (H. R. 7155) granting a pension to 
May Phillips Rogers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 7156) granting an increase 
of pension of Edmond S. Norris; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7157) granting an increase of pension to 
Rufus Buxton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7158) granting a pension to John F. 
Woods; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7159) granting a pension to Margaret D. 
Brewer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 7160) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Maj. Robert G. Smither, United States Army, 
retired; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 7161) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Kinnison; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7162) granting an increase of pension to 
George Ditzel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 7163) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Catharine Rowley; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7164) granting an increase of pension to 
Clara Boyce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7165) granting an increase of pension to 
Flora A. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7166) granting an increase of pension to 
William Keirnan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 7167) granting an increase 


of pension to James Bowman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. 
of pension 
Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7169) granting a pension to Frank EB. 
Lyman, jr.; to the Committee on a 
By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 7170) granting an increase of 


pension to John Gilley, with accompanyin apers; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 


te 
Ss 
i 
( 

fi 
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PROUTY: A bill (H. R. 7168) granting an increase 
to John A. Vermeulen; to the Committee on Invalid 
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By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 7171) for the relief of Harlow 
L. Street; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 7172) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel Reams; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7173) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram W. Shroyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7174) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas S. Truitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7175) granting an increase of pension to 
Norman Stygles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7176) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Personett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7177) 
granting a pension to Edward Thompson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 7178) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Muehlbach; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7179) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Fields; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7180) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. McClellan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7181) granting an increase of pension to 
Landon Sherrill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7182) granting a pension to Henrietta M. 
Majors; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7188) granting a 
Boone; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7184) granting a pension to John Barker; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. SAUNDERS: A bill (H. R. 7185) for the relief of 
M. R. Flynn; to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. SLOAN: A bill (H. R. 7186) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel Arbuckle; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7187) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Forbes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7188) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Tally; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7189) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Grimes; tu the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7190) granting an increase of pension to 
Celesten Deleat; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7191) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Faith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7192) granting an increase of pension to 
W. E. Warthen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7193) granting a pension to Joseph Erit; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7194) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7195) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles I. Krickbaum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7196) granting an increase of pension to 


pension to Sarah J. 


| James Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7197) granting an increase of pension to 


| William P. Metealfe: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 
Francis Westerfield ; 
Also, a bill (H. R. 
James V. Morrill; to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 


7198) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
7199) granting an increase of pension to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

7200) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Coop; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7201) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Dorance; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7202) granting an increase of pension io 
Philander G. Woodworth; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7203) granting a pension to Ruth Walst: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7204) granting a pension to William Kral; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7205) to correct the military record of 
Joseph Gannon, alias Joseph Post; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 7206) granting an increase of 
pension to John Southard; to the Committee on Invalid l’en- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7207) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7208) granting an increase of pension to 
William McCoy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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jy Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. 7209) grant-| By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7246) granting : 
ing an increase of pension to James C. Haskins; to the Com | cr » of pension te Williston W. Goodrich: to the Comm 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. | on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL BR. 7210) granting an increase of pension to A! a bill (H. R. 7247) granting an increase of pensio 
Jacob Strassheim; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. esse P. Boone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Alse, a bill (—. R. 7211) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 7248) for the relief ; 
Walter J. Hardin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. estate of John Carr, deceased; to the Committee on \ 
Also, a bill ({H. R. 7212) granting an increase of pension to | Claims. . 
Samuel McFadden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. \ise, a bill (BH. R. 7249) for the relief of Louisa Dornier 
Alse, a bill (H. R. 7213) granting an increase of pension to | minisrratrix of the estate of Jules Dornier, deceased : to 
Irvin Metcalf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Conimittee on War Claims. 
$y Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (HB. R. 7214) granting an incre: Also, a bill (H. R. 7250) for the relief of Mrs. Joh: 
of pension to George W. Weeks; to the Committee on Inva! lid Austin; to the Committee on War Claims. = 


Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. BR. 7215) granting an increase of pension to 
Curtice C. Whittier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7216) granting an increase of pension to 


Levi W. Sargent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7217) granting an increase of pension to 


Wiliam H. Richmond; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7218) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar J. Piper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 7219) granting an increase of pension to | 
Orville C. Gordon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 7220) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Colcord; to the Committee on Imvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7221) granting an 
increase of pension to Peter Bower; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7222) granting a pension to Mary J. Bedell ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 7223) granting 
land; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ‘TILSON: A bill (H. R. 7224) for the relief of Rose 
B. Armour; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7225) granting an increase of pension to 
Louise A. Coe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARBURTON: A biii (H. R. 7226) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thompson Mcl.. Chambers; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7227) granting an increase of pension to 
George Harris; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7228) granting an increase of pension to 


a pension to Mary High- 


| Coshe »cton, 





Andrew J. Laws; te the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7229) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Bracken; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7230) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse B. Haptenstall; te the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITACRE: A bill (H. R. 7231) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Shepherd M. Knapp; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7232) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse W. Shaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7233) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Wildasinn ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 7234) granting an increase of pension to 
James Ormsby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7235) granting an increase of pension to 
Orlando Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7236) granting a pension to Joseph P. 
Dawes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7237) granting a pension to Hzriah Evans; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7238) granting a pension to John Mechan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKLIFFE: A bill (H. R. 7239) granting an increase 
of pension to Julia Weber; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7240) for the relief of Mrs. Antonie Pfister, 
administratrix of the estate of Antonio Pfister; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7241) for the reiief of the heirs of the 
estate of Charles and Palmyra Barre, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7242) for the relief of Leonise Gonzales, 
administratrix of the estate of Lawrence Montero, deceased ; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 7243) granting an increase of 
pension to Show Hinebaugh; to the Committee en Invalid 
Pensions. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 7244) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson S. Maize: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 7245) granting 
a pension to Albert V. Lawson; to the Committee on Pensions. 





on the Clerk’s desk 


James B. 
han, 


| and Mrs, Ella Tinker, secretary, Mason City, Iowa; Menomi: 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers wer 
and referred as follows: 

ALEXANDER: Petitions of Colmore H. W: 
Gersuch, Thomas R. Shaw, T. B. Yates, W. C. G 
and 35 others, veterans ef the Civil War, residing at Ga 
tin, Mo.; William Overton, James R. Brown, William Collier. 
and 20 other veterans of the Civil War, of Mercer, Mo.: i 
Elisworth Pest, Ne. 12, Grand Army of the Republic, of G: 
City, Mo., favoring the Sulloway pension bill; to the Comm 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: Papers of Hewson L. 
supporting H. R. 6128; te the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: Petition of Mark Compton and other 
Potter, Kans., against limiting the cold storage of butter, eg 
etc., to a period less than one year; to the Committee on Ax 
culture. 

By Mr. 


By Mr. 


Peeke, 


eccs 


ASHBROOK: Resolutions of Oak Grove Gr: 
Ohio, against the Canadian reciprocity agreen 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of Joseph Mce- 
Curdy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLESON: Letters, petitions, resolutions, etc., fro: 
various organizations throughout the country, protesting agai: 
the 10-cent tax on colored oleomargarine and asking Congres 
to repeal it: Child Study Club, Mrs. Eva Downing, presidm 
Woman’s Club, Mrs. J. D. Crawford, president, 1530 State 
Street, Menominee, Mich.; Metal Polishers’ Union, Local N 


George H. Herris, president, and A. L. Bernard, secretary, De- 


troit, Mich.; Cigar Makers’ Union, Local No. 314, Frank Barthe! 
secretary, Jackson, Mich.; United Association of Journeymen 


Plumbers, Gas Fitters, ete., Local Union No. 161, Karl Luthi 
recording secretary, Quincy, [ll.; Cigar Makers’ Union No. 129, 
Charles Hornburg, president, and J. W. Sanford, secretary, 
Railroad Building, Denver, Colo.; International Molders’ | 
of North America, Local No. 270, Valentine Barie, corres) 
ing representative, Pittsburg, Pa.; Cleveland Conference B 
of International Molders’ Union, Pred L. Baumgartner, sec! 
tary, 226 Columbia Building, Cleveland, Ohio; Brotherho: ] 
Locomotive Engineers, Division 421, F. W. Stone, secreta! 
1801 Bailey Avenue, Buffalo, N. Y.; Hyperion Club, Mrs. Ju 
Fischer, corresponding secretary, Nelsonville, Ohio; Amer 
Federation of Labor, Lodge No. 12868, Frank Williams, 
sponding secretary, Bedford, Ind.; Brotherhood of Locon\ 
Engineers, Division No. 376, Granville F. Rehrig, chief 
neer, Box 530, Lehighton, Carbon County, Pa.; to the ¢ 
mittee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. CALDER: Resolution of Marble City Local, No. % 
International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, Natural DD 


N. Y., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on \\ 
and Means. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of State Pilots’ Ass 
tion of the State of FPierida, opposing antipilotage; to 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of Chamber of Comm 
and Manufacturers’ Club of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring recipr 
agreement with Canada ; to the Committee on Ways and M: 

Also, resolutions of Felts Mills Local, No. 6, of Felts Mi! 
Thomsons Local No. 158, of Schuylerville ; and Palmer I. 
No. 7, of Palmer Falls, all in the State of New York, li 
rational Brotherhood of Paper Makers, against Canadian ™ 

: vecity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of North Dak: 
against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways 4) 
Means. 

Also, petition of E. Ellison & Sons, Minot, Dak., again 
parcels post; to the Committee on the Post "Omics and Post 


Roads. 


‘ 








ne mn of citizens of North Dakota, favoring House t 
oe-o1. known as the Hanna bill, providing for additional com 
- to the rural free-delivery carriers; to the Committ 

Of d rx Roads 


ice an i 3. 
Wr. KENDALL: Petition of Local No. 158, International 
or of Paper Makers, Schuylerville, N. Y., again 
ity; n Ways and Mean 
; Felt Mills, N. Y., and Ls 
N. Y., International Brother! 


high (Pa.) Division, No. 


I Mr. I ; lutic e 
7 f the Brotherhood >f Locomotive Engineers, favoring 
it to the oleomargal law by reducing tax th 
idi for its sale in original packages; to the Commit 
Agriculture. 

Mr. LOUD: Petition of citizens of State of Michigan, 
favoring parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
] Roads. 


Also, petition of Guy L. Tromble and 7 other residents of 
Aloha. Mich., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of 
Omaha. Nebr., asking that lemons be placed on the free list; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: Petition of Mrs. Florida Theri 

iit and 56 others, favoring a national department of health; 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of citizens of the second congres 
sional district, State of Oklahoma, protesting against the 
mobilization of United States troops on the Mexican border; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of the San Francisco Labor 
Council, San Franciseo, Cal., protesting against the imprison- 
ment of 500 Armenians in Russia; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of San Francisco, Cal. againsi 
Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PALMER: Resolutions of Lehigh Division, No. 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Lehighton, Pa., favor 
ing the repeal of the 10-cent tax on oleomargarine; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PUJO: Petition of Sonia Cotton Oil Co. (Ltd.), 
that camels hair or woolen press cloth, and the material from 
which it is made, be placed on the free list; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers in the case of John Gilly, for increase of pension ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: Resolutions of Central 
Council, Irish Clubs, of Boston, Mass., against arbitration with 
Great Britain; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Spratts Patent, America (Ltd.), against re 
moving the tariff from dog biscuits: to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. . 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Resolutions of Vicksburg 
Post, No. 61, Department of California and Nevada, Gran 
Army of the Republic, indorsing the Sulloway bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Resolutions of Orient Council, of New 
ton; Gilman Marston Council, of Atkinson; Prospect Council, 
of Plymouth; Franklin Pierce Council, of Concord: North River 
Council, of Northwood; John P. Hale Council, of Barrington: 
a Revere Council, of Epping: Washington Council, of 

head 
American Mechanics, all in the State of New Hampshire, favor 
ing restriction of immigration; to the Committee on Immigra 
tion and Naturalization. 

_By Mr. TILSON: Petition of John Adams, of New Haven. 
Conn., and 2,500 others, in favor of a department of public 
health; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department. 


Also, resolutions of the citizens of Naugatuck, Conn., against 


376, 


1 


Salem 


Interior 


the enactment of a new arbitration treaty; to the Committee | 


on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Nathan Dustin and 25 other 


citizens, of Galena, Ohio, against the Canadian reciprocity | 


agreement; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

=a WILSON of New York: Petitions of Thomson Local, 
No. 158, International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, against 
Canadian reciprocity, and of George W. Lane Co. and others, 


of New York, against duty on tea; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


; and Bunker Hill Council, of Stratham, Junior Order of 
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I Journal of the pr of yesterday was t ! d 
ippr ved. 
I NTING O I I D. 
I MURDOCK. Mr. 8; ke I u iin consent to 
few remarks about a matter ing to pi g¢ of 
} tECORD Phis is the only ti in the proceedings of the 
liouse when a Member is in order in saying anything regarding 
tl RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani 


mous consent to make a few remarks about the printing of the 
Ricorp. Is there objection 
Mr. FITZGERALD. How long will it take? 


Mr. MURDOCK. 
The SPEAKER. 


Not over five minutes 
The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 


mous consent for five minutes to make some remarks about 
the printing of the Rrecorp. Is there object 
Mr. JAMES. I regret to have to object 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. MURDOCK. If Member of this House desires to 
reach a matter relatiig to the manner of t rinting of the 
Recorp, is there any other time when lhe ler, wl he 
can obtain reeognition for the purpose 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman i hn orde he 1 for 
the purpose of correcting the Recorp 

Mr. MURDOCK. I must conf that I do not rise for the 
purpose of correcting the Recorp spec ling 


The 


SPEAKER. Then the objection of the gentlem: 


All m 
Kentucky |Mr. James] shuts the utlen from Kat f. 
Mr. JAMES. If the gentle wants to rect the R LD, 
| I do not object. 
The SPEAKER. He says he does not iu Oo corre the 
RECORD. 
Mr. MURDOCK. No spe thing, but j of 
printing certain things in the Rrecorp. 
Mr. JAMES. I will wit lraw my objec } Let the 
tleman go ahead. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, yesterday I | L« 
Speaker that there were two ways of heading 
printed in the Recorp ion 
the speech of an editori ta nh one instanc 
t tl ws: 66 | } TT cn ] e 
Lor se on the st ite of the | n il if - 
such and such a bill,” and in the s nd in 
editorial annotation, which reads a " ) 
1412, to promote reciprocal trade ré i 
Now, I asked the Speaker yesterday i! vere 
when the longer annotation appeared at t 
speech it did not indicate that tha | h 
on the floor of the Ho , and if, on 
shorter annotation appeared, it 
that the speech was not made « ! 
printed under leave to ! tl 
opinion it did not der 1c] ; 
I want to say that I | arned t d 
such distinction, that the Style Book he Governme 
Office sets forth that whet speec] printed d 
eral leave to print it carries the shor 
actually delivered on the floor of the Ho » ti 
longer annotation. So, if the printers in the G 
ing Office carry out the regulations in their style |! 
as binding on them as the rules are upon the H e, the n 
try and the House should understand that wl the s ter 


vered in the House, 


annotation appears the speech was never deli 
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Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Kansas yield to 
the gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I do. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan, Does the gentleman think that 
the country would be so well informed as to the proper annota- 
tion as to make the proper discrimination so as to know whether 
the speech was delivered on the floor of the House or not? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Undoubtedly the Concressionat Recorp is 
under general impeachment as to veracity all over the country. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. It is not a question of 
veracity. 

Mr. MURDOCK. It is absolutely a question of veracity, and 
I want to say to the gentleman that the average constituent 
in his district will very clearly see the distinction between one 
annotation and the other, and will be able to tell, if the style 
book is followed, whether a speech is actually made or is put 
in under leave to print. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. My constituents will never 
have occasion to ascertain the distinction, because I think I 
never printed a speech in the Recorp that was not delivered on 
the floor of the House. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I have no doubt the gentleman has in his 
district quite a number who read the ConerEessIoNAL Recorp. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. They all read it. 

Mr. MURDOCK. And they want to know the distinction be- 
tween the speech that is not delivered and one that is delivered 
on the floor of the House. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield to 
the gentleman from Colorado? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I want to call the gentleman's 
attention to a speech which appears on page 447 of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL Recorp, April 21, with the shorter annotation which 
he says shows that the speech was not actually delivered. I 
want to say that I believe that was actually delivered, which 
would indicate that the gentleman from Kansas has not been 
correctly informed. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Does the gentleman from Colorado know 
it from his own knowledge? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. 
knowledge. 

Mr. KENDALL. It must have been delivered on the floor, 
because it has “Applause” in it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MURDOCK. I think the whole matter rests with the 
Speaker. He has control over the official reporters and he has 
control, with the Senate, over the Style Book of the Government 
Printing Office. 





I do not know it from my own 
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The SPEAKER. What does the gentleman from Kansas | 


want the Speaker to do? 
Mr. MURDOCK. 


I would like the Speaker to acknowledge | 


his error in saying yesterday that the two different annotations | 


did not indicate whether the speech was made on the floor of 
the House or not or whether it was printed under leave to 
print. 
indicate a difference, and the style book says that it does. 

The SPEAKER. 
draws that remark and states that he has since examined the 
Style Book of the Government Printing Office, and the gentle- 
man from Kansas was correct. [Applause.] 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. 
gestion to the gentleman from Kansas. His whole argument is 
that the Recorp does not state the facts. It is within the 
power of any Member on the floor, immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal, to call attention to an error in the Recorp. 


Why does not the gentleman, as a Member, avail himself of his | 


power to call attention to the fact that where the Recorp says 
that a gentleman said certain things when, as a matter of 
fact, he did not, that the Recorp is in error and should read 
that under leave to print the gentleman printed certain things? 

Mr. MURDOCK, Why does not the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky do the same thing? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Because I propose to reach it in what I 
consider a more regular way; but if the gentleman from Kansas, 
instead of criticizing the Speaker for the nonexercise—— 

Mr. MURDOCK. Oh, I want to say to the gentleman that I 
do not criticize the Speaker. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman is peculiarly sensitive about 
the word “ criticize,” but the gentleman from Kansas made com- 
ment on the Speaker’s nonperformance of what he considered to 
be a duty. The same power rests with the gentleman from 
Kansas. Let the gentleman exercise it if he choose. 


The Speaker is in the Recorp as saying that it does not 


If the Speaker said that, the Speaker with- | 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a sug- | 
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Mr. MURDOCK. Or any other Member of the House. 
would like to say is this, that as the matter now stands. | 
the style book rule governing it, this House and the e 
should understand that wherever the shorter annotation is 
it is an indication, at least within the lights of the Gover 
Printing Office, that that speech was printed and not deli 
in the House, and when the longer annotation appears it 
indication to the country that the speech was actually n 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask a quest 
information. Who gave the authority to the Printing 01 
make any rules about the heading of a speech at all? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I am or have been 
past a practical printer, and the rules made in the average 
ing office in the United States were handed down from an 
somewhere in Germany along about 400 years ago, and 
are not susceptible to change by courts or legislature; I 
they are susceptible, however, to a suggestion from the §; 
of the House. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I knew ¢) 
press was very powerful, but I never knew it was so p 
as that. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, is it not true that this rule 
style book to which the gentleman refers is a new rule, 
not one of the old rules of the Printing Office? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I am frank to confess that I do not 
what the origin of the rule is, but evidently it is a ve 
rule. 

Mr. MANN. I would say to the gentleman that I | 
serted remarks in the Recorp under leave to print severs! 
and always with a long caption. The rule is a new one, 
enforced at all. These speeches under leave to print d 
need to go through the Official Reporter’s hands at [ 
would like to ask the gentleman how the Government I) r 
Office can tell if a man rises here and the Recorp shows 
the gentleman from so-and-so addressed the House : 
his remarks are held for revision, and then he puts 
long speech, how the Government Printing Office 
whether the remarks were delivered on the floor of the II 
or not. 

Mr. MURDOCK. As a practical printer, I would say | 
gentleman from Illinois that I believe the printers judge | 
the copy they receive. Of course I do not know how 
decide. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
man yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas y 
the gentleman from South Dakota? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, the gen 
from Kansas has had several years’ service here—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, this is a very int: 
discussion, but it leads to nothing, and I am compelled | 
for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kansas | 
expired. 


Mr. Speaker, will the 


ADDITIONAL OFFICERS, UNITED STATES ARMY. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committ: 
Military Affairs I call up privileged House resolution 9s, w 
I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Virginia calls v| 
| following privileged report, which the Clerk will read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 98.. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, direc! 
inform the House of Representatives of the United States how 
officers have been or will be added to the Army by virtue of the 
sion for the adjustment of rank contained in the act of March 3, | 
and under which clause of said provision the number of officers 4 
to the Army has been or will be determined. 

Mr. HAY. 
| lution. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I shall not make a point of or 

against the resolution, though I do not think it is privileged 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the point of order, 
and unless the gentleman asks unanimous consent I sh: 
make it. 

Mr. HAY. Well, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent. — 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks una''- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution. 
Is there a report accompanying the resolution? 
Mr. HAY. Yes, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 


Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the © 
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it do pass. 





i911. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Hiouse report Ne. 10. 
“fr Hay, from the Committee on Military Affairs, s ibmitted the fol- 






nort: The Committee on Military Affairs, to bom was re- 
, He ise resolution No. 98, ealling r formation to the nun 
f rs added to the Army under the act of March 3, 1911, hav 


ensidered the same, reports thereon with a recomm ndation that 








‘ir. Hay. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the r solution. 
Mr. GILLETY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the centle- 
question. Sis, 
. SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield to 
e gentleman from Massachusetts? 
r, HAY. I do. 
Mr. GILLETT. I would like to ask the gentleman if he has 
made any other attempt to gei this information before asking 
the Hou to adept this resolution? 
Mr. HAY. No; I have not. 
Mr. GILLETT. I would like to ask the gentleman why it 
i not be simpler and save the time of the House if the 
on. as chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
id write a letter to the Secretary of War requesting this in- 
ation? He certainly would get the information desired. 
Mr. HAY. Because I thought, Mr. Speaker, this is informa- 
m for the House itself, and is not information that should be 
nfined to myself. 
Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman could give it whatever pub- 
licity he desired. 
Mr. HARDWICK. A point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HARDWICK. Is this proceeding by unanimous consent; 
has unanimous consent been granted ? 
Mr. HAY. It has. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
A motion by Mr. Hay to reconsider the vote by which the 
olution was agreed to was, on his motion, laid on the table. 


r 
TARIFF. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
$413. a bill to place on the free list agricultural implements 
and other articles. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Comuittee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4413) to place on the free list agri 
eultural implements and other articles, with Mr. ALEXANDER in 
the ( hair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 4413, and the Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the bill has already been 
reported to the House and its first reading dispensed with yes- 
terday evening. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The bill was simply reported by title. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Ways 
and Means have reported this free-list bill to the House for its con- 
sideration for two purposes. One is that the committee recognize 
that the great underlying industry on which rests the prosperity 
of the entire country is that of agriculture. A bill passed the 
House several days ago that places on the free list, if it becomes 
a law, practically all the agricultural products of this country 

at were not already there outside of the citrus and semi- 
tropical fruits grown in California and Florida. It has always 
been maintained on this side of the House—and I believe it 
to be true—that the tariff on wheat and other farm products no 
nore affects the prices of such products than a tariff levied on 
short-staple cotton would affect its price. It is not by way of 
compensation to the farmers that we have offered this bill, 

cause we believe that the great cereal producers of this coun- 
try are compelled to go to the markets of the werld to dispose 
of their surplus. products, and that such surplus products fix 
their prices in the world markets. We believe fully that the 
passage of the reciprocity treaty with Canada will net work a 
Serious injury to any of the farming classes of the United States, 
but we also recognize, too, that, asa large number of the agricul- 
tural products of the country to-day are on the free list, if the 
reciprocity treaty passes this session of Congress practically 
all of them will be on the free list this year, and that it is not 
Just to levy taxes on the tools of trade and the necessities of 
ae the farming classes must use and are dependent upon 

ten they must go to the great world markets to dispose of 
their surplus products. 


Now, one of the two principal objects of this bill is to re- 






move from the protected list those implements of trade that the ' 
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farmer must use in producing his croy rhe other 
te. lin tl ( r sx f } \ meri 
pie putting the food I 
i yatting « hese ag l fre 
wil times of short ‘ops prey ) tie fron rner- 
ng the feod market of the country, bh e fi for- 
eign countries will come in \{merica ad bre corners. 
The bill is not a long or Che rovid r 
placing on the free list the agricultu ‘ s that are 
necessary for the farmer's us¢ Now, ! a 
euss this question from the standpoir f “tio e 
enuse I am not a protectionist, and é part l 
nosed of protectionists. We do not believe in prohibitive 


taxes at the customhous 

Mr. HTL! Will the gentleman eld 

The CHAIRMAN Will the ema ‘ ) eld 
to the gentleman from C 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I as! re gentleman not to 

















me at this time. We do not! ve in leyving 
tomhouse for the benefit of : Inun or th enefit f any 
industry. Our positior hat t taxe evied the « 
house are for fl le pose of producing » t rt 
the Govern! t es rt 
justified in levying taxes for any other pur] AD] on 
the Democratic side. ] heret I when we ap] h tl Tt 
tion of putting articles on the free list le ] 
volved, so far as we are coneerned, is whether the Go 
of the United States ean dispense with the revenue « 
from these articles 

This bill, if taken by itself, will probably re » the 
by about $10,000,000. The estimates i he report I d 
iu the House amount to a little over $10,000,000, but T h ‘en 
denvored to make full estimates, and | el a ire 
reduction of revenue will mount to ites 
contained in the report. On the other hand ther ion 
in the revenue of shout $5,000,000 by the recipre f 4] nt 
with Car la. These two bills largely « er me articles: 
those ij “l in the reciprocity agreement and also in 
effect : remission of duties >» the amount of S1.6G55 31! nd 
henee the actual amount of the reductis I 
this bill will, in my jvdgment, be less than $8,500,000 t I 
$10.000, 06 0. 

It may be asked where we expect to get 
the G menf., I oil t j in 
and cut off the revenue from that source. I § » tl 
that when we put these artic son the free 
necessity make up the revenue from custo i 
sume articles. This bill and the reciprocity 
duce the revenue about $12,000,000 or $13,000,000. No 
ask how we are to make up that revenue, [ state yo we 
do not expect to make it up We believe and re fick 
in managing the expenditures of the Government and i 
the appropriations for the fiscal years to follo ! 
the expense of this Government more than t 13,000,000 of 
revenue that we have cut off in these | [A use 
Democratic side.} I do not think there is any doubt ab 
and we feel assured that we can confidently assert to the « 
that our reductions in the expenditures of the Go 
amount to far more than the reductions in t) 
sideration. 

The reciprocity-agreement bill and free 
the only revenue bills we intend to bring before ft! H 
has been stated before r f 
ule by schedule We ) I f i 
sehedules of the tariff | f 
sider them and present them to the H : 
one schedu at a ti W ‘ 
telligent way for the Hi » to consider a revi 1 of 

If we presented to the Honse at time ‘ ‘e 
there is not 2 Member here who ser ir ’ ( 
does not know that it is impossible for 
body to fairly and full; der so 
when it is presented as 2 whole. But if 
considering only one at a time 
the House will fully and fairly under d 
and at the same time have a fu i fair oF t 
upon it. 

Now, as to the question of reve 
the Democratic Party, as [ hav 
the wiping out of the cu iho 
necessary revenue t in this Ge 
but we contend th: im lan! I 


items in the tariff law now on 
prohibitory and prevent the importat 
as well as a fair and reasonable comp 








And it is not necessary to say that when you build your tariff 
wall so high that foreign goods can not enter the country you 
can not raise revenue on them. But if you will lower your rates 
of duty to a point where reasonable and fair competition is 
arrived at, more goods will come into the country, and conse- 
quently more revenue will be collected at the customhouses. 

In presenting these schedules of the tariff bill to the House 
for its consideration, we believe that by reason of a fair reduc- 
tion in the tariff rates in the present schedules we will, instead 
of reducing, actually increase the revenue at the customhouses, 
Under the Dingley bill—and the Payne bill is equally as pro- 
hibitive in all essential features—the importations of cotton 
goods as covered by Schedule I amounted to only about 2.8 per 
cent of the consumption of these goods in this country; the 
imports of woolen to only about 6.3 per cent of the consumption 
of woolen goods. On some of the other schedules the quantity 
of importations compared with the American consumption did 
not amount to 1 per cent. Of course, in all of these schedules 
there were some articles that were highly competitive. There 
were a large number of articles on which the duties were clearly 
prohibitive, and on which revenue could not be raised. Now, 
our clear duty is to reduce the tariff on articles on which the 
present rates are prohibitive, and to increase the quantity of 
imports to a reasonable extent, and thereby increase the amount 
of revenue from the customs. 

Now, you may say, and the stand-pat, prohibitive tariff ad- 
vocates always do say, that the American market belongs to the 
American producer and the American manufacturer, and if you 
are letting in goods from abroad you are shutting down fac- 
tories at home. I believe that the American manufacturer and 
the American producer are entitled to a large percentage of 
the American market, but they are not entitled to a monopoly. 
They are entitled to a fair opportunity to dispose of their goods 
at home, but they are not entitled to have the tariff wall built so 
high that it prohibits competition and gives them a chance, by 
combinations at home, to exploit the American people for the 
benefit of themselves. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Either an individual or any great industry having 90 per cent 
of a business of the American people, or 90 per cent of the 
American market, in his control has a monopoly. There is not 
a man in this country who, if he controlled absolutely 90 per 
cent of the market, would not say that he had a monopoly. 
And yet among the great industries of this country, such as iron, 
and steel, and wool, and cotton, and glass, and lumber, there is 
not a single industry that is not to-day controlling more than 
90 per cent of the American market; most of them more than 95 
per cent of the American market. So I say a reasonable re- 
duction of the tariff to a competitive basis, where there is a 
chance for fair competition to regulate prices, will not only be 
beneficial to the American people, but will increase the revenue 
at the customhouses; so that, instead of having a deficit in the 
Treasury of the United States, as we have to-day, we can in- 
crease the revenues to such an extent that the Government will 
have all the money required for governmental expenditures. 

Now, as to this particular bill, very little revenue is obtained 
from most of the items. As I said, we are not looking at the 
question from the standpoint of protection, the standpoint from 
which the gentlemen on the other side of the House will look 
at it. But even from their viewpoint, most of these items 
should go on the free list. You gentlemen are not opposed to a 
free list. You have a free list in the laws you have written on 
the statute books. The difference between a free list made by 
you and one made by us is that you have always been in favor 
of making such a list either on articles that were noncompetitive 
in the American market and did not interfere with any manufac- 
turing enterprise in the United States, or by putting articles on 
the free list to favor the American manufacturer. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Two years ago the articles that you put on the free list were 
not in the interest of the American people, but were in the in- 
terest of American monopoly. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. } 

The first articles we place on the free list are agricultural 
implements. Now, I desire to call your attention to this fact, 
that the census of 1905 shows that the domestic production of 
agricuitural implements amounted to $111,345,000, that the im- 
portations coming into this country were less than $14,000, 
and that the duties paid at the customhouses from this mag- 
nificent tax levied on agricultural implements amounted to 
$2,775. 

You levied a tax at the customhouse on the agricultural im- 
plements used by the farmers of this country, which only raised 
the pitiful sum of $2,775, and we propose to deprive the Treas- 
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ury of the United States of $2,775, and in lieu thereof to gi 
the American farmer absolute freedom in the purchase of 
agricultural implements he needs for working his farm. 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

I want to call your attention also to the fact that in 
same year, when the production of agricultural imple 
amounted to $111,345,000, we exported $20,722,000 worth to 
markets of the world, and during the last fiscal year o 
ports of these implements amounted to over $28,000,000. 

Twenty-eight million dollars of agricultural implements 
into all the markets of the world, in free competition wit 
manufacturers of other countries! After paying the freig 
sometimes adverse tariff rates to get into those countri: 
manufacturers of these farming implements were able tv 
pete with manufacturers there and sell a very large per 
of their total product; not their surplus consigned to a d) 
ground, but a very large percentage, more than 20 per « 
their total product, in free competition with the markets . 
world. And yet when you wrote the Payne tariff | 
brought it before this House, with all your solicitude f 
American farmer, you levied a tax, ranging from 20 to 33 
cent, and in some cases 40 per cent, on what he had t 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, as to leather products. The census of 1905 show: 
the total production of leather products in this 
amounted to $525,000,000 for the calendar year 1904. | 
increased materially since that time. The imports for co: 
tion in 1905 amounted to $437,000, and the duties paid 
customhouses were only $146,000, on a great indust: 
produces in this country over half a billion dollars’ 
products; $146,000, not enough revenue to support some 
commissions that you have created, on that side of the 1! 
in recent years. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

On the other hand, our exports of boots, shoes, and 
products amounted to $11,500,000 for the year 1905, 
amount has increased since that time. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think the gentle 
using the figures for 1890. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman is correct, and | 
him. My eye caught the wrong line of figures in the 
The correct amount is $33,000,000; $33,000,000 worth 
products of the leather industry of this country in 1905 \ 
the markets of the world, paying freight and adverse 
rates and competing in those markets. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts rose. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say that I do not care 
interrupted at present. When you came to write the 
tariff bill you levied a practically prohibitive duty o 
articles; not a revenue duty. Can any man in this Ho 
when the duty levied on leather products could produ 
$146,000 revenue in a great industry that produces |! 
billion dollars worth of goods, that it was not pro! 
You built a wall for the benefit of the manufacturer and 
the interests of the American people. [Applause on the ! 
cratic side.]}. Why, let me call your attention to your 
tion on that subject. Take boots and shoes. The year 
the Payne tariff bill was enacted into law the produ 
boots and shoes in this country amounted to somethil 
$320,000,000. 

The total importations of boots and shoes into the | 
States amounted to $129,240 in 1908. The rate of duty wv 
per cent. The great boot and shoe interests came bei 
Ways and Means Committee and clamored for free hides 
said that they must have free hides in order that their ind 
might prosper, an industry that was exporting large 
tities to every European market. More than that, the I 
men in the boot and shoe industry came before the Wa) 
Means Committee and stated that if we would put hides 0! 
free list, we could wipe out every particle of tariff on 
product; that they would go out into the markets of the w 
in free competition with all the world, and that nothing bu! 
broad dome of heaven would control the expansion of 
trade. Yet when they found that they could get free hides | 
came back before the Ways and Means Committee and 
back their statement, and instead of taking off the duty 
putting boots and shoes on the free list, when you had 
sented them with a free gift from the Treasury‘of the Un 
States of between $2,000,000 and $3,000,000, you put a tay 
10 per cent ad valorem on boots and shoes, and that is Pp! 
tically as prohibitive to-day as the tax of 25 per cent was uly 
the Dingley Act. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 1 
importations before amounted to only about $129,000, and 


total importations last year, 1910, only amounted to $175,00 
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Only a difference of $46,000 in the importations of boots and | the southern farmer on his cotton crop in the interest of our 
oming into this country after you reduce the tax from 25 | northern monopoly”? If you are not going to do that, then why 
nt ad valorem to 10 per cent ad valorem. Can any man | did you put it in the Dingley bill, and why did you keep it in 
that it is as prohibitive a tax to-day as it was before? the Payne bill, and why are you not willing to vote it off in this 





< es ( 


‘ir. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I deny it. bill? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. More than that, I want to call your | Practically all of the articles on this free-list bill have a 
m to the fact that a considerable proportion of the boots | prohibitive tax upon them. With the exception of one arti- 


shoes that come into this country are not competitive | cle cotton bagging and burlaps—they produce but a few mil 
s with American boots and shoes. They are fancy styles | lions of revenue. I am free to admit that the duty on burlaps 


| fancy makes that are not manufactured in this country, | is not prohibitive, that it is a revenue article to-day, but I say 


i there is practically no competition from abroad with the | we are justified in dispensing with the revenue on cotton bag 
boots and shoes that you and I and the people of this country | ging and burlaps and giving it to the American people, because 
wear | of the conditions that exist in this country. The great cotton 


Now, that being the case, where was your justification in | crop of the United States brings back to the people of this 
iving this great industry out of the Public Treasury between | country more money than any other crop or article that we send 


two and three million dollars as a free gift and yet retaining a | abroad. It does more to maintain your balance of trade with 
prohibitive tax on boots and shoes, when the leaders of that | the nations of the earth than any other commodity. It does 
indnstry came before the Committee on Ways and Means and | more to advance your trade and commerce with other nations 
fold you in the beginning that you need not do it? Can there be | than any other commodity ; and the cotton bagging that is made 

vy other reason for doing it than that you wanted to protect | in the United States to-day is of such inferior quality, made of 
i] poly at the expense of the American people? [Applause | such poor material, that a serious loss is sustained by the pro 
on the Democratic side. ] ducers of cotton in shipping abroad. There is not a great 


As to sewing machines, the total production, as shown by | agricultural product in the world that is so poorly prepared 
the census of 1905, amounted to over $13,000,000 in this country, | for market as our cotton crop, due largely to your attempt 
and the importations amounted to nothing. The exports for | put a tax on these people and thereby prevent them from pur 
1005 amounted to over $6,000,000 and to more than seven and | chasing suitable baling cloth at a fair and reasonable price. 
one-half million dollars in 1910. Why do you retain this pro- | This country loses every year in our export of cotton tho 


hibitive tax on sewing machines? A machine sells in this coun- | sands and thousands of dollars by reason of the fact that the 
try to the poor workingman who earns his daily bread by daily | crop is so badly baled and poorly wrapped in American b 





{ at $20 to $30. ging and is so injured in transportation that its grade and 

I am informed by men who have been in the oriental trade | value are reduced in the ultimate market 
that the same machine is laid down in the Orient at $8.25, whole- | Under these circumstances, notwithstanding tl pa r 
sale price, including freight. If that tax is not in the interest | jtem of the bill does produce revenue, yet s r 
of protected monopoly, why did you keep it in the Payne bill? bagging industry has not been able to produ , ! ds 
You get no revenue from it; not a dollar. You levy a tax with- | pie covering for cotton which must go to the markets of 
( i. dollar of revenue, and keep it there in order that you may | world, we feel justified in giving up this re 
have a tariff wall behind which a monopolistic combination may Mr. Chairman, this practically covers the proposed 
thrive and flourish. [Applause on the Democratic side.] We | we have offered. except food and food prod 
propose to put sewing machines on the free list. You may say Mr. LONGWORTH. Will my colleague yield for a quest 
this will not destroy the monopoly. It may be that you are | at that point for informatio 1? 
right, but at any rate the law we make will not justify the Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will vield for a au on. but I 
monopoly. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] not to be interrupted. ‘ 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr, Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- Mr. LONGWORTH. I simply want to inquire from the 
tleman a question for information. I find in your tables tleman as to wire. There are two provisions in this bill 
sewing machines are not reported separately for the years wire, one in lines 15 and 16, on page 2, and the otl l ~ 
1890, 1900, 1905, and 1909, but are for 1910. Have they and 3. on page 3. and I w: y ask the gentleman what kind of 
been segregated before? wire he refers to, and where that schedule is to b md 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I suppose at the customhouse the cus- the existing tariff bill coverit that part e | 
toms figures have always kept an estimate of the sewing ma- Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not refer the 
chines. The figures I give are taken from the Census Bureau. paragraph. 

I think the classification of articles in the present census has Mr. LONGWORTH. I do not | t] 
been broadened over former censuses; that is, it is given more | sjbly base any 
in detail than in the census of 1905 or 1890. Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yielded to the 

Now, as to cotton ties—hoop and binding ties for cotton. The | tion. I do not care to entet yan ar f ! 
production in 1905 was $12,760,000. The total imports only | I will try to answer the question, but | 
amounted to $7,136. The total revenue was $2,576. On the rupted. The wire that is put on the fre 
other hand, we exported $127,000 worth of cotton ties. Con-| tended to cover the class of wire that is used by { 
sidering the fact that this is the chief ecotton-producing country, | bale hay and straw and commoditie f t | lL We 
it shows that cotton ties made in America are able to compete | follow your example. You left | ling t } 
in the free and open markets of the world. back the tax on cotton ties, but when we 

It further shows that the Government is deriving practically | 0" the free list we are also wil co | 
oe aor ti ne But I go further than that. When pene Birra your northern farmer uses to ‘ 

ue Wilson as enacted into law the Democratic Party put | Other products. 
binding twine on the free list for the northern farmer and cot- Mr. LONGWORTH. Does the gentleman ! 
mane on = free list for the southern farmer. Each of them | wire that can by ag ; os a ~ oe : 7 ee 
world ‘meseais RE mteaine,mateet; cach competes in the| tural Predict, or, on the other bend, for, fences 
thought it a ”~ oe een and the Democratic Party sae = Pr On ti 7 : ee ae ‘ 
cabana pesieaie a — and fair that when these great agri- Mr. o vibe, : C BEAL PUES 
open competition Pr hea a into the markets of the world in fence W re. hietns Sl aia a A 
should be furnic 1a baling and binding twine and cotton ties e Mr. T NDERY ‘ood. ertainl; | ’ 

uc de furnished to them on the same free basis of their com- | The intention of the committee in pre < 
DOLCOES. limit the wire that comes in to that used for | 

We gave it to the northern farmer, we gave it to the south- | one paragraph and in the other paragraph to ed 
left es ee ne you came to write the Dingley bill, you | wire and wire used for —_ e perpen | 
but, in thet e' ne on the free list for the northern farnier, Mr. LONGWOR' H. . ultable for f rate 

» in the interest of the northern steel mills, you put back the | Mr. UNDERWOOD. Wire table for g | 


a aa cotton ties with which the southern farmer has to bale| course the gentleman knows we are very 
oe crop; you put back a prohibitive tariff that raises | barbed wire. ‘There can be I » doubt ab 
prise teat hee ae in the interest of a manufacturing enter- | of barbed wire, as it is used for fencing pul 
Over Justify ee competition. Can your side of the House} Mr. LONGWORTH. This is “other” 
a oo y that proposition? Can you go back to your friends Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well. wire used 1 

» horthern farms and say, “Yes; we will give you and | wire suitable for fencing purpos N 


cree the statute books free binding twine for your benefit | wire, suitable for fencing, is mesh wi! et \ ; é 
“cause you go to the markets of the world, while we will tax! and nobody can doubt or mistake it, for such wire is not used 
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for any other purpose, and the bill distinctly says, in a later 
clause, “suitable for fencing.” I am free to say to the gentle- 
man that it is not the intention of the committee to have the 
bill admit wire for other purposes than fer fencing. I have no 
doubt when we reach the iron and steel schedule we will take 
up other wire, and in all probability there will be a reduction on 
other wire. There may be other things in the iron and steel 
sehedule that will be placed on the free list, but this bill was 
not intended to cover a very comprehensive list and make every- 
thing duty free that ought to be, nor was it intended to cover 
all instanees where duties ought to be redueed. 

It is merely, as I said in the beginning, an endeavor to give 
to the American farmer certain things which are necessary for 
his prosperity in the raising of the great crops of the country, 
and on the other hand to remove the tariff tax from all food 
products which the masses of the people must buy for their 
everyday needs. When we take up the tariff bill, schedule by 
schedule, we will try to adjust rates according to our theory 
and belief as to what the tariff should be. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. If the gentleman will yield further, I 
do not ask these questions in a spirit of controversy at all, but 
it seems to me that the Treasury officials will have serious 
difficulty in construing the provisions of a law that is so broad, 
because at present wire comes in under our Treasury specifica- 
tions, and I would like to know how the gentleman bases his 
estimate of loss of revenue on wire when there is no such pro 
vision as this in the existing tariff. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is difficult to make such estimates, 
but as I said in the beginning, we have overestimated the loss of 
revenue, because in estimating we have included barbed wire, 
wire rods, wire strands, or wire rope, and the duty on all of 
these articles in 1905 only amounted to $294,000. Of course, if 
the figures related to fence wire only, the duty would be very 
much less than the amount shewn in this report. The entire 
clause indicates only a revenue loss for the year of less than 
$300,000, which is not very serious. 

But I am surprised that the gentleman should call attention 
to the manner in which the Treasury Departinent is going to 
construe this bill when the Treasury decisions are full, page 
by page, of constructions of the Dingley bill, and it has really 
been necessary for that side of the House to establish a special 
court at a large expense to the American people to enable them 
to determine what the Payne tariff means as written by my) 
friend from Ohio. [Applause on the Democratic side.| Now, 
the other important article of this bill is lumber. I am not-go- 
ing into a full discussion of the lumber tariff or the provisions 
of this bill in relation thereto. To some extent this bill in- 
creases the amount of free importations into this country above 
these contained in the reciprecity bill and in the negoti:itions 
which the President has perfected with the Dominion of Can- 
ada. The Democratic platform has declared in favor of free 
lumber. The importation-of lumber under the Dingley bill and 
under’ the Payne bill amounts to a little over 1 per cent of our 
consumption. 

To a large extent the lumber tariff has been prohibitive all 
the time. We have put lumber on the free list because we be- 
lieve we are justified in dispensing with the amount of revenue 
involved, and we give an opportunity to the American citizen to 
have cheaper lumber with which to build his home. [Applause 
on the Democratie side.] 

As to food products, I am not willing to say that placing food 
products on the free list will in all eases materially affect the 
price. It will, as I said in the beginning, prevent monopoly. 
If this bill passes, it will allow free competition between the 
meats of Argentina and those sold by the Beef Trust. There is 
no question but that to-day the price of meat affects the price 
of cattle, and the price of cattle is fixed by the great combina- 
tions which control the meat products of this country. These 
combinations fix the price of meat according to the demands of 
the market and the necessities of the case. This is the only 
way that we can secure any competition in meat producis. It 
opens the market, especially along the eastern seaboard, to com- 
petition in meat products from Argentina. I believe this will 
reduce the cost of meat products and hence the cost ef living. 
I am sure that the future will demonstrate that putting these 
articles on the free list will prevent the markets frem being 
monopolized in flour and in meat for the benefit of certain 
special interests which control the markets. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dar- 
zELL]. I will say to the gentleman from Massachusetts, if he 
has any comments to make, I am perfectly willing for the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to yield to him. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I want to know—— 

Mr. JAMES. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, E do not care to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. The gentleman fron 
sylvania [Mr. DarzeLr] has the time. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to ¢! 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. [Applause on the 
liean side.} May I ask how much time the gentlema 
Alabama used? 

The CHAIRMAN. Exactly one hour 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the other day in the op 
the debate on the tariff question at this tariff session of ( 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircurn] fe 
himself and his party upon the wonderful work whi 
already been performed by that party at this session 
gress, and stated, amid wild and clamorous applause 
side of the House, that the bills already passed by the |] 
at this session of Congress exceeded in importance a] 
legislation which had been enacted during the last 16 
that the Republicans had had control of this House 
4 years they had had control of the country. Duri 
time probably the most important legislation which h 
enacted in a century had been enacted by a Republican H 
a Republican Senate, and signed by a Republican Pr: 
When we came into control 14 years ago we found a de 
and bleeding country, with industries closed, with peo; 
fering. Our people had almost lost faith in their abi 
prosper. We reminded them by our legislation that th: 
blood coursed through their veins which had coursed th: 

generations, that the same sun shone upon the same 
fields, that the same mines were ready to be worked, that 
was as bountiful now as ever, and that with renewed « 
and proper legislation presperity might again come to t 
And fulfilling our promises, prosperity again did come 
land as it never had been exceeded before. We took wu; 
matters of legislation after the passage of the tariff 
years ago and the settlement of the question as to the 
standard of the country; we freed Cuba; we acquired H: 
we developed the agricultural resources of our count 
the Agricuiture Department as the greatest educator 
land; we established the principle of the irrigation of « 
lands through Government support; we adopted legi 
providing for control of the railways of the country an 
ing the powers new found in the Interstate Commer 
mission; we passed a law for pure foods and drugs; we 
laws for safety appliances on the railroads; we provi 
proper quarantine regulations; we established a De; 
of Commerce and Labor; we created a Bureau of Si 
and a Bureau of Mines and Mining; we passed the whit 
law, now working so efficiently. In many other direct 
enacted legislation which no one would repeal. And 
all of these that side of the House applauded the st 
hat already at this session of Congress the Democ 
ed through this House, at least, more efficien 

han we had in the 14 years preceding. 

And what have they done at this session of Congres 
leads the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircu 
that side of the House to say that they have already 
greater benefit to the country than the 14 years of 
under Republican control? 

They passed a resolution providing for the election ot 
tors by direct vote, which was previously passed f 
publican Houses during the time the Republicans wet 
trol, and the only change in it was one which would 
strike down the power of the General Government to | 
itself in case of necessity. 

They passed a bill providing for the publication of « 
expenses before elections instead of after, and that w 
that was already passed at the last session by a Re] 
House. 

They have now added the Canadian reciprocity bill, 
they did not prepare. 

I shall not take time to dwell upon the great achi 
which the gentleman refers to in connection with the r 
of expenses in the House by cutting off what he calls 
employees. ‘Those expenses have been reduced 
caucus, not on the pay rolls. [Applause on the 
side. ] 

I call their attention only, in passing, to the fact 
one of the officers to be dispensed with was the «ssi: 
nal clerk of the House,.and the gentleman who former! 
pied that position has been discharged, the place ! 
by another man, drawing the salary but not perform 
duties. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

I wish, Mr. Chairman, now that my friends on the oth 
of the House have presented a measure which they the! 

| have prepared, to consider that. They did not prepare 22) 


) 


as be 
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» three which they have already passe a. They now pre- I held in 1 v hand the advertisement of Peter Henderson & 
‘ measure which they have prepared. Let us consider | Co., New York City, one of the great w sale and retail seed 
» statesmanship from the point of view of their work, not | houses and n arket-gard n su] ply ‘ho Ses of the world. Are 
the point of view of their following our work. |} market gardens a part of agric ture’ \re 1! rl t len i 2 
: : — . i at , cn A 7s it ile Lc < ru¢ II 
. bill now under consideration proposes to put a number | plements agricultural implements? W yd sOmne 
= : “wd ; - | mil il shal ALLE MOCUICULS i a) SOIC Let { 
( gs on the free list, and the first of these are agricultural | man on that side of the House who knows | about the tariff 
ents. | give me the information? 
rhis paragraph in the bill is as follows: Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Lenroor will t ' 
| tooth amd Gia barrows, head rs, harvesters, reapers, agricul- | Mr. MANN. I am not asking the gent em: n fr Wisconsin 
ills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, threshing Mr. LEN p » is not iz e eonfi 
s and cotton gins, farm wagons and farm carts, and all other | } ee ep : He is! m 7 2 the confide ms 
g iral implements of any kind and description, whether specifically who made up this bill. Can the gentleman from 4 see t 
d herein or not, whether in whole or in parts, meluding repair | ™€* [Applause on the Republican side. | 
| I have heard many gentlemen on that side of the House de 
\s to a large share of these implements named in the bill, scribe themselves as farmers’ friends, “ because,” « s 
y are already on the free list, coming from any country [am a farmer myself;” and yet not one of th it 
which does not discriminate against us in reference to the same | *” agricultural implement is. [Applause and “ 1 th 
J “ . >a ins i ft 1 
ireoms. The Payne law provides that, as to a large share of the Republican side.] And, after all, their information 
‘ems described in the bill, they shall come in free when coming | Side the court, probably, because wh they often qualify 
from any country which admits the same products free going themselves in this House as experts in reference to agricu 
from our land to their land. I reckon usually it does not go any further than the floor o 
Paragraph 476 of the Payne tariff law provides that— oy House. Now, I am an agriculturist myself. [Laught 
: Oo me axes are agricultural implements en 1O "1 
Plows, tooth and disk harrows, harvesters, reapers, agricultural | far itl — : oe ty . cam Bes I : 
drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, threshing machines, arm wit out an ax. Can you? Are axes agricu ral 
and cotton gins, 15 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That any of the | ents? Are they to come in free? 
egoing, when imported from any country, dependency, province, or Mr. STANLEY. Can the gentleman run his farm without a 
é y which imposes no tax or duty on like articles imported from the | hyt? ac 
United States, shall be imported free of duty. in ‘ 
ae a ; ; his ; Mr. MANN. I go bareheaded—not quite so much bareheaded 
Now, the proposition in this pending bill is not for reciprocity, | as the gentleman from Kentucky, however. [Laughter.] Are 
but to give to the other countries which discriminate against us | forks agricultural implements? Are they to come in fre 
our markets without restriction. Mr. GARRETT. Pitchforks? ; 
It is true, as suggested by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Mr. MANN. Pitchforks or potato forks, whichever the gen 
Unperwoop], that the imports of agricultural implements are! tleman prefers. 
not large. Agricultural implements sell cheaper in the United Mr. GARRETT. Table forks? 
States than in any other country in the world, and probably Mr. MANN. Are garden lines agricultural implements t 
will continue to do so, whatever tariff regulations are made, ex- am reading from a catalogue of garden toois ued by the 
cept that with absolute free trade there will come times when | great house of Peter Henderson & Co rhe same thing will be 
other countries will dump their surplus upon us, to the demorali- | found in every seed-house cataloguc Ss necessary : eles for 
sation of our industries. The International Harvester Co.,| market gardening. If market gardening is not a part o 
which is usually referred to as the Agricultural Implement | culture, what is? Are bay knives ag ural impleme 
Trust, if I remember correctly, not only has a manufacturing Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman 
plant in Canada, but one in France, in Germany, in Russia, and, Mr. MANN I will yield to the gentleman for infor 
I think, in Sweden. It is not unlikely that times may come Mr. STANLEY. I am not surprised that the agricultiw 
from time to time when that great corporation will, in its dis- | from Chicago is pining to know what an agricultural 
position of its surplus products manufactured in these other | ment is. 
countries, ship that surplus to be sold here, not at lower prices, Mr. MANN. I am. 
but at the same price, and yet the result would be that they Mr. STANLEY. I do not think it is a matter of satire. I 
would be made by foreign labor and not by domestic labor at | think it is a demonstration of candid iz e 
home, ! 7” | Mr. MANN. That is right. Why does 1 he 
We accept the proposition made by the gentleman from Ala- | give me the information? 
bama (Mr. T NDERWOOD ] that on this side of the House we are Mr. STANLEY. An agricultural implement, cene 
in favor of producing at home as much of the articles consumed | speaking, is an implement used in the ti r of the soil, \ 
- we | roperly can and of purchasing abre ad as few as we can, | you are raising a potato or rais an ear of corn 
We prefer to consume the articles which in their manufacture | on the Democratic side.] 
have given labor to our own fellow citizens, rather than to give Mr. MANN. The gentleman, then, includes all m 
preference to the citizens of another country. [Applause on the | dening tools? 
Republican side. ] | Mr. STANLEY. Why, certainly. I would not cut t r 
But, Mr. Chairman, I am led to make an inquiry of some | deners out. You would. 
gentleman on that side of the House who is well informed in| Mr. MANN. All right. Are knives agricultural implen 
reference to this bill, as to what it means. The gentleman from Mr. STANLEY. Not table knives. 
Ohio [Mr. Lonawortu] a few moments ago asked the gentleman Mr. MANN. That is not the question. Are budding |} 
from Alabama as to the meaning of some provisions in this bill. | agricultural implements? ‘hey are used in every nurse 
The gentleman from Alabama wisely, as it seemed to me, did | the country. 
hot undertake to answer very definitely. The gentleman from | Mr. STANLEY. If they are used in tilling the s 
Ohio, however, asked the gentleman from Alabama what he | Would be. 
meant by a provision in the bill, It makes no difference what | _Mr. MANN. They are used in connection with the tilling of 
the gentleman from Alabama means by a provision in the bill. | the soil. The gentleman from Iowa here, who is a nurser; 
The question is, What does a law say? The gentleman from | knows that you can hot run a hursery w ithout them. 
Alabama, or the gentleman from Ohio, or myself, will not be Mr. LOBECK. Is a budding knife kept for sale in an agri 
called upon in the courts to construe this law. Every day the | cultural implement store? You never saw one there. [ would 


customs court is now deciding questions of great importance 
with reference to the meaning of a law which endeavors to be 
Very technical and very particular, but under the provisions of 
this bill, if it becomes a law, there will be an army of lawyers 
and importers and agents endeavoring to ascertain what it 
means. What are agricultural implements? I await the an- 
Swer of any of the distinguished gentlemen in this House who 
claim to be the farmers’ friends. What are agricultural im- 
a [Applause on the Republican side.] The bill says: 
Ail other agricultural implements of any kind and description, 
parte, Maen seen eee herein or ast, whether in whole ‘et in 
rt 
cn are agricultural implements? Do they include horti- 
aul implements? Do they include market-garden imple- 
a 8? I suppose everyone believes that a mowing machine is 
Q agricultural implement; but is a wheelbarrow? 





like to ask the gentleman if he ever saw a budding knife in an 
agricultural store? 

Mr. MANN. Not only have I seen them sold there, but I 
have purchased them there. I expect gentleman 
know what a budding knife is. 

Mr. LOBECK. The gentleman 
knife is. 

Mr. MANN. I have known one ever since I was so high, and 
I know how to use them, too. 

Mr. LOBECK. They are kept in the hardware stores. 

Mr. MANN. Of course garden rakes are agricultural im- 
plements; are saws? You can not run a nursery without a 
saw; you can not prune trees without a saw; and you can not 
run a horticultural orchard without a saw. Are they agricul- 
tural implements? 

Mr. STANLEY. 


the does 


knows what budding 


a 


Will the gentleman yieid? 
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, that a farmer migh 
ry of cloth 
efo going to culti 
that the court would fin 
the gentleman from Illin 
itucky where they have orc 
re essential to the proper main- 
tenance of the nursery. You can not maintain an apple orchard 
without the use of a saw. I do not think you could do that in 
Kentucky, for I know that when Kentucky does things it d: 
them well. All over the country they have great orcha 
in every orchard there must be different kinds of saws. 
that agriculture; dees not agriculture include horticulture? 
Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Does the gentleman think 
a saw farming implement or a carpenter’s implement 
what is his opinion? 
Mr. MANN. I say without hesitation that it will require the 
construction of the court, and the construction is doubtful when 
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Mr. LONGWORTH. 


mohile s 
] Dii¢ 


Would the gentlem: n 
agricultural implement? Farmers 
administrations. 
he gentleman means those 
iem. [Laughter on the Democratic : 
MANN. Now, the bill provides agricultural 
le or in part, of every 
lu ng of all kinds? 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, 
tlema 
Mr. 
Mr. 


as dil 


luring Republican 
Mr. JAMES. T 


rs nse 


Mr 


who fa 
tl sid 


=< ? y } 3 +4 , 

kind and description. 
} +% 

» shaft 


may I int 
n? 

MANN. Certainly. 

BARTLETT. The gentleman just now asked 
ssion “agricultural implements” meant. Does tl 
know of any decision of the customs authorities | 
erence in section 476 of the Payne bill, the | 
“agricultural drills, planters, mowers, horserakes, cul 
thrashing machi confined to those used on th 
or whether it would apply to such as are used by Peter |] 


man 


to whether, 


299 6 
is is 


| son in raising feed or garden truck? 


| he will not ask the question. 
that | 


Mr. MANN. I think if the gentleman reads the sectio 

The section that the 

refers to does not cover all agricultural implements. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I did not say that it did. I 


| gentleman a plain question—whether or not the language 


you say that agricultural implements of all kinds and descrip- | 


tions shall be brought in. 


before with such general language. 


There was never a tariff bill passed | 
It has always been the | 


custom to provide, for instance, in regard to agricultural im- | 
plements “ not herein otherwise provided for,” or “not specially | 


provided for.” There has been no difficulty in the tariff laws, 


as a rule, because of other things that are particularly speci- | 
fied, but when you leave out that provision and undertake by | 


general provision to cover everything of the kind it repeals | 1 I : 1 
| Other agricultural implements are brought in under 


everything in the existing law. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The gentleman speaks about specifica- 
tions in the former tariff bill. If I recollect, paragraph 476 
of the 
implements. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 

Mr. MANN. I have. 
say? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Paragraph 476. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I will tell the gentleman what that covers. 
That covers plows, tooth and disk harrows, harvesters, reapers, 


recollect it 
Has the gentleman a copy of the 
What paragraph did the gentleman 


agricultural tools, planters, mowers, horserakes, thrashing ma- | 


chines, and cotton gins, with a provision that they shall be ad- 
mitted free from any country which admits the same products 
from here there. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 
man’s attention. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman need not be afraid of that. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I want to get some information. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman and I are in the same pursuit. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I wish the gentleman would inform 
the House how many countries give us reciprocal free trade on 
farm implements. 

Mr. MANN. I can not tell the gentleman. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 
except England? 

Mr. MANN. I can not give the gentleman the information. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I have heard the statement made on 
the floor. 

Mr. MANN. Practically all the European countries have a 
tariff on farm implements going there. 

Now, let us take another thing. 
“farm wagons and farm carts” 


I do not want to divert the gentie- 


What does the expression 
mean? Does that mean a 


wagon that has to be used on the farm, or a kind of a wagon | 


that can be purchased and used in town? Is the Treasury 
Department to follow up the wagon and see whether Mr. 
Smith puts it on his farm or uses it in town? [Applause and 
langhter on the Republican side.}] Can a man who runs a 
cart here in Washington buy it as a farm cart, if he takes it 
to his farm, without duty, and ean he bring it into town and 
use it here, or must he pay duty on it then? [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side.}] Can anyone tell me on 
the Democratic side of this House—this wise bunch of states- 
men who have finally drawn a bill of their own after passing 
three which we have prepared? 


’ayne-Aldrich bill does not specify anything except farm | 





} 





Ghinnetin | brought in is agricultural or not. 
‘ cl « | 


bill? | 


| question. 


| pounded the inquiry as to whether or not under the 


cultural drills, planters, mowers, horserakes, and cu! 

and so forth, would be construed to apply to a drill, a 
a mower, a horserake, or a cultivator used by such 

gaged in such business as Peter Henderson, whom the 
man cited? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. The kind of implements s 
described includes all of them, whoever they are used by. 
is no doubt or uncertainty about that. 

Now, probably gentlemen on the other side of the Hous: 
not discovered the fact that “other agricultural impl 
are not brought in under paragraph 476 of the Pay 


visions with reference to manufactured articles paying 
according to the chief value, as to whether the chief 
metal or wood. There are only certain implements bi: 
under paragraph 476, and they are specifically menti 
this bill throws wide open the door without mentio 
defining in any way that anyone can tell whether t! 
Let us take shafting 
can not run a thrashing machine without shafting. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Why, they have to u 
ing on grinding machines on the farm. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the ge 
Would not the Treasury officials, in co 
Democratic law extending the free list, construe it lil 
as to cover just as many articles as the language wor 
sibly include? 

Mr. MANN. Does the 
cover all kinds of shafting? 

Mr. SIMS. I would want it to cover everything that 
that reasonable construction of language would give. 

Mr. MANN. But that is the question, What will it 
Does it include all kinds of shafting? 

Mr. SIMS. Solve the doubt in favor of free trade. 
what I mean. 

Mr. MANN. 


gentleman himself think 


Oh, the gentleman will not be called u 


| construe the language, nor would he solve it either. 


Mr. COX of Indiana, Will the gentleman permit me 


| him a question? 
Can the gentleman name any country | 


Mr. MANN, Yes. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The gentleman has read f: 
body’s advertising list here of a great many articles a! 
they would be admitted free as agricultural impleme! 
want to call his attention to this part of the bill under 
eration, with a view of seeing whether or not the la! 
contained in the bill is not broad enough to admit t! 
things he has enumerated free of duty. It reads: 

And on all other agricultural implements of any kind and des 
whether specifically mentioned herein or not, whether in wh 
parts, including repair parts. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman thinks it would admit it. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I believe it would. 

Mr. MANN. How about saws? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. If it is an agricultural impl 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] I have not any doubt. 

Mr. MANN. All saws would be imported as agricultur 
plements, all shafting would be imported as parts of az 
tural implements, all bolts would be imported as parts of : 
cultural implements, and knives would be imported as par 
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itural implements. Agricultural implements would be 
oe daped out to include much; then what would you have left? 
‘te OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. MANN. I do. 
str OLMSTED. If the term “agricultural implements” be 
ast rued into the broad free-trade one suggested by the gentle- 
aiid from, Tennessee and intimated by the gentleman from In- 
-» would it not vastly reduce the revenues of the Govern- 
ment far beyond the amount estimated in the report of the 
~emmittee in favor of this bill? 
Mr. M 





Now, Mr. Chair- 
n. I do not intend to spend too much time on agricultural 


It is very interesting; go 
ahead. 

MANN (continuing). Because I have much more inter- 
esting matter. [Laughter on the Republican side] I have 
come tables and letters here, Mr. Chairman, which I think I 
will not take the time to read, and I would ask leave now to 
insert them in my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks leave to 
insert the matter indicated in his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANN. I call to the attention of the House the fol- 
lowing: 

Comparative statement of. the retail prices of binders, mowers, reapers, 
~"and rakes in the United States and the principal European countries 


as shown by the reports of Bureau of Manufactures, United States 
Department of Commerce and Labor. 








| Mowers. | Rakes. 


\ 


Binders. | Reapers. 





United States... .owcssccoccccccocs sce ces $75.00 $50. 00 $22.00 
Great Britain... 81.22 55.80 26.7 

France. .....-- 105.18 63. 69 29. 91 
Germany...... 113.00 67.50 27.00 
Denmarx....... 91.12 60. 30 30.82 
a 80. 04 60. 30 24.12 
HONEY «.« oon conccoscasqeseceeccuccescece 121.80 81.20 36. 54 
EEL Ne oO 96.82 66.95 27.29 
North Russia. . 25 91.70 06.95 29.05 
West SRG. cassicciehnthalvin ins teewns 5 187.98 | 101.97 72.10 30.90 








Nore.—The foreign prices are taken from the official reports pub- 
lished in the Daily Consular and Trade Reports: 

French prices, issue of Feb. 23, 1909 (No. 3413). 

Prices for Germany, Denmark, Sweden, Hungary, Russia, and west 
Siberia, issue of Mar. 3, 1909 (No. 3420). ss 

Prices in Great Britain, issue of Apr. 8, 1909 (No. 3450). 


And here is a letter from the general manager of the Interna- 
tional Harvester Co.: 


INTERNATIONAL Harvester Co., 


Chicago, April 18, 1911. 
Hon. James R. MANN, M. C. 


Washington. D. C. 


Dear Sm: Answering you favor of April 14, I beg to say: 

First. This company would not be seriously affected by placing agri- 
cultural implements on the free list. Its only objection is to accom- 
plishing that purpose by a general law instead of by a reciprocity 
agreement under which this country would obtain some compensating 
benefit from the abolition of the duty. We have long been in favor of 
reciprocal trade agreements with other nations, because only through 
them can American foreign trade be built up or maintained. High 
foreign tariffs and the lack of reciprocity treaties have made it neces- 
sary for this —— to establish manufacturing plants in Canada, 
France, Germany, Russia, and Sweden. 

Second. The placing of agricultural implements upon the free list 

would not, we think, materially reduce their price in this country or 
cause any large importation of them, because of the low prices at which 
such implements are now sold. But if the prices are thereby reduced 
and foreign importations are largely increased, the hundreds of Amer- 
ican manufacturers of agricultural implements who have not plants in 
loreign countries would certainly have good reason to object. 
_ third. The goods manufactured by this company—and we believe it 
is true generally of American spree implements—are sold in 
foreign countries, Canada included, at prices very considerably higher 
‘han are paid for the same implements in the United States. This sub- 
Ject was fully investigated by the Bureau of Manufactures more than 
eo years ago. The Daily Consular and Trade Reports of February, 
Search, and April, 1909, show that the American farmer buys nis 
larvesting machinery for lower prices than they can be bought for 
cngubese ee Se the world. 

n our opinion a reciprecal trade agreement is a better plan for ac- 
complishing the desi results than a general law under which we 
obtain no compensating benefits. 


Very truly, yours, C. S. Fun«, General Manager. 


Now, I ask for information as to what the provision of the bill 
in reference to burlaps and sacking covers? It says: 


And burlaps and bags or sacks composed wholly or in part of jute 
po or other materials suitable for bagsine or eactieg agricul- 


What is an agricultural product? Is flour? Does this pro- 
a to admit free of duty cotton flour sacking? Can any- 
ody tell? Does anybody know? Is it proposed to admit free 





| the amount of the value of the bale of cotton, or the b: 
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of duty the class of cotton now so largely made in the South, 


the cheaper cloth, much of which is used for sacking? Is it, or 
is it not? Does anyone know? Is not it just as well in pass- 
ing a great tariff measure to find out in advance a few things 
that it means? Does anyone know what 4 burlap is? I have 
heard of burlaps for covering cotton. I have hung them on my 
walls for decoration. They are a very popular style now to 


decorate the walls in place of wall paper, a little more expen- 
sive, perhaps, than the burlap for baling cotton, but the burlap 
that is composed wholly or in part of jute under this will be 


admitted free. If you look at the dictionary you will find that 


burlap means a material made from hemp or jute. This 
changes the ordinary definition, and properly enough—burlaps 
made from anything, naming a lot of articles. Oileloth is a 


burlap—it may be a very good thing to admit it free—burlap 
with a little paint crushed into it, or something of that sort. 
Is it to be admitted free or not? Gentlemen will notice in the 
bill in reference to wire quite a discrimination in two parts of 
the bill. I assume that when gentlemen preparing language to 
place in the same law relating to the same subject make 
discrimination that they mean a discrimination. 

In lines 15 and 16 it provides for admitting free wire for 
baling hay, straw, and other agricultural products. It must be 
assumed that such wire is for the purpose of baling. Wire 
under that provision can only be admitted which is for the 
purpose of baling, and that is fairly definite, though in all pre- 
vious tariff laws it has been considered proper, I believe, to 
describe definitely the size of wires by gauge, the gauge of 
wires being standard and well known, so that anyone familiar 
would know what it meant. But when it comes to the top of 
page 3 it is proposed to admit all kinds of “ wire suitable for 
fencing.” ‘Telegraph wire is suitable for fencing. Is it to 
come in free? I understood the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD] to say that wire for fencing was only barbed wire 
or made-up wire. Why, not at all. There are many methods 
now of clasping together two lines of wire so as to make a fence 
on the farm, not made up anywhere else. I have put them 
together myself within the last year—good-sized wire, fastened 
together by yourself on the farm, and that wire is certainly 
suitable for fencing. It is about the size of telegraph wire. 
Is it to come in free? Is telephone wire to come in free, too? 
Does anybody know? Wha is the size of wire suitable for 
fencing? I dare say that many a farmer uses baled-hay wire 
for repairing fences—that would come in free—but does wire 
suitable for fencing include every size between that and the 
large size that is used sometimes for fencing and which is very 
heavy? 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Why should it not? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Does the gentleman think this includes 
copper wire, as well as steel wire? 

Mr. MANN. I made up my own mind on the subject that 
the only thing it would exclude, practically, would be copper 
wire, because not even our fanciest farmers could use copper 
wire for fencing. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. But it would be suitable for fencing. 

Mr. MANN. It woukd, except for the price. But it would 
include practically all kinds of steel wire. Is that the inten- 
tion? The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoopD] said no, 
but the bill says yes. Which will you take? Which do you 
think the court will look at—what some man says on the floor 
of the House in a speech or what the law reads which is laid 
before him? 

I shall not discuss at length the cotton-tie proposition. I have 
heard it said, though I do not vouch for the accuracy of the 
statement, that cotton ties are put in bundles of 30 ties, which 
weigh 45 pounds. Is that correct? That makes a pound and 
a half to a tie, and I am informed that they sell for about 2 
cents a pound anywhere in the country; that it takes 6 ties 
to bale a bale of cotton, which ties would weigh 9 pounds and 
cost the farmer 18 cents; that in selling cotton in the market 
the purchaser pays for the tie in the baling up to 
22 pounds. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I can state to the gentleman that | 
formation on that subject is absolute misinformation. 
make a statement? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. In the contracts for export cotton agree- 
ments are always made where a deduction of 6 per cent from 
iles of 
cotton, is deducted for tare, and in the domestic contracts the 
contract is made for a deduction of from 4 to 5 per cent for 
tare. And some time during this debate I hope to present to 
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the House facts that will absolutely refute the information 
which the gentleman said he has obtained. 

Mr. MANN. I think it would be well to refute it, because I 
understand that on those exchanges which deal in cotton—and 
I do not vouch for the information—as a matter of fact, they 
do allow the tare to the extent of 20 pounds. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Twenty-two to 26 pounds. 

Mr. MANN. Twenty-two pounds. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Twenty-two to 26 pounds. 

Mr. MANN. And that, as a result, the farmer who pays 18 
cents for the cotton ties that bale his cotton receives 14 cents a 
pound for them. 


Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman is absolutely misinformed 
on that subject. 


Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman himself to admit 


that on the exchanges they did allow tare to the extent of 22 
pounds. 


Mr. BARTLETT. I did not say on the exchanges. I said in 
making the sale and fixing the price; when you sell cotton for 
export a deduction of 6 per cent is made, and in making sales 


in the domestic market a deduction of from 4 to 5 per cent is 
made. 


Mr. MANN. Very well. 


On this subject I call attention to 
the following letter: 


UNITED STATES STEEL CORPORATION, 
New York, April 18, 1911. 
Hon. James R. MAnn, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Sir: Referring further to your letter of the 14th instant 
with reference to the above bill, which proposes to place on the free 
list agricultural implements, cotton bagging, cotton ties, leather, boots, 
shoes, fence wire, meats, cereals, flour, bread, timber, lumber, sewing 
machines, salt, and other articles. 

mM me to call your attention te various steel products covered by 
ep : 

Cotton ties.—The present duty, under paragraph 125 of the Payne 
tariff law, is three-tenths cent per pound, while the corresponding para- 
graph in the Dingley law provided a rate of five-tenths cent per ae. 

Cotton ties are put up in bundles, each bundle containing 30 ties 
weighing 45 pounds, or an average of 14 pounds per tie. According to 
the rules adopted by all the cotton exehanges in the United States and 
the leading commercial association of cotton buyers 6 ties weighing 
9 pounds are ordinarily used to each bale of cotton. These ties are 
retailed, delivered at the railroad stations throughout the cotton belt, 
at about 2 cents a ound, making the cost to the farmer 18 cents per 
bale of cotton. ne le of cotton weighing 500 pounds gross, valued 
at 14 cents per pound, is worth $70. he farmer at present pays 18 
cents for the cotton ties and sells them, included in the weight of his 
bale of cotton, for $1.26. Based on the present market price of a bale 
of cotton, the cost of the cotton ties is equivalent to about one-fourth 
of 1 per cent of the total value of the bale. The duty on 9 pounds of 
cotton ties required for a bale of cotton at three-tenths cent per pound 
is 2.7 cents, equivalent to about one-twenty-fifth of 1 per cent of the 
total value of the bale. 

According to the rules and practice of the New York Cotton Exchange, 
cotton has always been sold at the gross weight, which includes the 
weight of the cotton ties and the bagging. This same rule and practice 
prevail in all the cotton exchanges throughout the United States. The 


standard practice, ores s contracts for the purchase or sale of 


cotton, provides a limit o ounds per bale for the weight of the 
bagging and the cotton ties. All tare (that is, weight of bagging and 
cotton ties) in excess of 22 pounds is not paid for. 

Wire rods.—Paragraph No. 134 of the Payne tariff bill provides a 
duty of three-tenths cent per pound, equivalent to $6.72 per gross ton. 

The average manufacturing cost of this commodity in the United 
States is about $27 per gross ton, f. o. b. works at Pittsburg, Birming- 
ham, or Chicago. he foreign manufacturers’ selling price, f. o. b. 
New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Savannah, Mobile, Pensacola, New 
Orleans, or Galveston, is $27 per gross ton. The duty of $6.72 per 
gross ton provided in the present tariff is barely sufficient to cover the 
difference between the cost of manufacture in the United States and the 
principal manufacturing countries of Europe. 

Barbed fence wire, wire strands, wire woven or manufactured for wire 
fencing, and wire staples.—All of these materials are galvanized steel 

roducts manufactured from wire rods. The cost of converting the rods 
nto these finished commodities is much higher in the United States 
than it is in any of the principal manufacturing countries of Europe, 
owing to the higher labor cost es in this country. 

The present duty of three-fourths of a cent per pound on barbed 
wire is believed to be hardly equivalent to the lower cost of production 
ef Buropean manufacturers, as compared with the manufacturing cost 
in the United States. 

Wire rope.—This commodity is manufactured from either plain or 
galvanized wire. The process of manufacture requires large and ex- 

nsive plants, equipped with special machinery and employing skilled 
abor at high wages. 

The rates of duty provided in the present tariff range from 2 to 2.70 
cents per pound. The placing of wire rope on the free list would have 
a most serious, if not strous, effect on the industry in this country. 

The average daily wage earnings at wire mills in this country are as 
follows: 


Average daily wage earnings at wire mills. 


Annealers 

Nail-machine operators__ 

Inspectors 

Galvanizers 

Barb wire and fence machine operators 
Stationary engineers 

Machinists 
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| in saying that this was not a protective measure. 


APRI L 


The above scale of wages is about two and one-fifth tim: 
than that prevailing in the same industry in Great Britain, « 
France, and Belgium; in other words, the wages paid in the 
steel industry in European eountries are about 55 per cent | 
those paid for the same labor in this country. 

Under these circumstances, it is quite evident that the placi: 
foregoing articles on the free list will have a disastrous effect 
manufacturing industries of this country, entailing great hard 
loss of employment to a vast number of American workmen. 

The only way in which American manufacturers could hohe ; 
pete with European manufacturers in this market would be : 
the American wage scale to the level of that paid Europe 
men. Owing to the high standards of living enjoyed by ou: 
people, sueh a readjustment could not be accomplished with 
suffering and a possible paralysis of business. 

Yours, very truly, 


E. H. Gary, Cha 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the co) 
to the provision in reference to leather and boots a: 
It is one of the curiosities of legislation, and I would 
mit the statement that I propose to make without ha, 
submitted it to a Treasury expert for opinion, to see \ 
I was an infernal fool or not. [Laughter.] The pari: 
this free-list bill reads as follows: 

Grain, buff, split, rough, and sole leather, band, bend, 
leather, boots and shoes made wholly or in chief value of lea 
from cattle hides and cattle skins of whatever weight, of cat 
bovine species, including calfskins; and harness, saddles, and 
in sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, composed wholly o 


value of leather; and leather cut into shoe uppers or vamps 
forms suitable for conversion into manufactured articles. 


Hides of cattle are free, and under the bill it is pr 


make leather and boots and shoes made from cattle hides fre 


That is all right. That is euphonious. But we import 
quantity of leather which is not made from hides of « 
ealfskin, and this does not admit, as I understand it, | 
japanned, varnished, or enameled leather free made fr 
or goat skins. The law puts quite a tariff on that char 
leather. This would admit boots and shoes made 
farmer free, but not boots and shoes made for his wif 
because her shoes are not made from cattle hides. B 


does it do? Having kept a tariff on enameled and japan: ed 


patent leather, it admits them free if they’ are partly 

factured. The manufacturer in this country who is : 
boots and shoes is compelled to pay a tariff on his pat: 
enameled or varnished leather or any kid or goat skin | 
but if he will have it cut into uppers in the other cou 
comes in free of duty. How philosophical that is! [L 

on the Republican side.] 


The raw material can not be admitted free, but if 


manufactured partly abroad, then it can be brought in fre 


Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 
labor—nit! [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. 
leather, kid leather, and goat leather of all kinds, it th: 
mits free of duty leather of all sorts cut into shoe up 
vamps or other forms suitable for conversion into manut: 
articles. Keeping the tariff on all kinds of leather « 
cattle leather, it admits free of duty all other kinds of 
if partly manufactured, which would admit gloves free ii 
manufactured. You keep a tariff on the kid and goat 
but if they cut them up ready to be sewed into gloves, tl 
are to be admitted free. If they cut them up into sho 
or vamps, then they are to be admitted free. If the; 
leather to be made into belts, then it is to be admitted f: 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoOD] wis 
sut 
supposed that even on that side of the House it was | 
sired to legislate against equality of American manuf: 
And yet here is a premium put directly in the bill upo 
manufacture abroad instead of at home. If the manuf 
here wants to keep on making shoes and not pay the ti! 
the leather and bring in the shoe uppers and vamps m: 
tured abroad, he can bring them in free. What wo 
statesmanship that is! [Laughter and applause on | 
publican side.] 

The total importations of leather and tanned skins and 
factures of the same in the last fiscal year were ya! 
sixteen million and odd dollars, on which the duties we! 
million and odd dollars, equivalent to 32.01 per cent. 

In the report of the Committee on Ways and Mea! 


Thereby helping A! 


value of the importations for last year under the leathe: 


boot and shoe paragraph was given at $1,319,622. But, 


matter of fact, apparently nearly all of the $16,000,000 \ 


could and probably would be brought in free if partly | 


factured or cut into forms suitable for conversion into 1 
factured articles, and the estimate in the report of the « 


What does it do? Leaving the tariff on |! 


mittee as to the tariff collected is therefore wholly mislead |< 
Mr. Chairman, I have had not a great deal of persona! s 
pathy with those gentlemen engaged in the boot and shoe | 


Millwrights 
Ordinary labor, 14 to 22 cents per hour Ba 
Approximate average for all labor employed around wire mills... 
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who were vigorously insisting upon having free hides and 
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a want a tariff on shoes, especially since many of them stated 
‘when they were urging the removal of the tariff on hides that 
they would be satisfied at the same time to have the tariff 
taken off shoes. 

If they were the only ones involved, it would not matter | 
much to me; but after all it is to the interest ef our country to 
have as much as possible of the business in the way of manu- 


facturing done at home, and I protest against a bill which 
gives not equality but preference to the manufacturer abroad. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] Having provided first in 
the bill that leather partly manufactured shall come in free, 
while the same leather if uot manufactured at all pays a duty, 
it then proposes to put the product of the shoemaker upon the 
free list, but leave him still to pay a tariff on the things which 

uses. 
a JAMES. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. JAMES. In 1909 our exports of leather, shoes, and 
harness were $41,000,000. Since free hides have been given to 
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applause ef the new Members was intended to say to them that 
they were too ignorant te know the subject matter under dis- 
cussion ? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if I were compelled to answer 
that question I might answer it one way as applied to the 
gentieman now addressing me and another way as applied to 
the other members of the committee. For that reason I prefer 
not to answer it. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I prefer to proceed for a moment. The 
question submitted by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
JamMuEs] shows what seems to me a very creditable record on the 
part of the shoe manufacturers of the country, and while he 
assumes that because they have done a great business, therefore 
they ought to be swatted in the face, I think because they do a 


great business they are entitled to a fair consideration and a 


these gentlemen they exported in 1910 $51,127,000 worth of boots | 


and shoes, harness, and leather goods. Does the gentleman seri- 
eusiy contend that these gentlemen who are able to export 
$51,000,000 worth of goods, and sell them in competition with 
what the gentleman calls the poorly paid labor of foreign coun- 
tries, need that protection when it comes to selling at home, 
when the freight rates are in their favor? [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have often observed that any- 
body on the Democratic side of the House can get up and ask a 


question amid wild applause by some of the new Members on | 


that side. 


Mr. SHACKLEFORD. If the applause is offensive to the 


gentleman, I ask the gentlemen who indulged in it to with- | 


draw it. 

Mr. MANN. The applause is not offensive to the gentleman 
at all. I admire both the spirit and the ignorance from which 
it proceeds. {Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I am sure—— 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman-——— 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Illi- 
nois yield? 

Mr. MANN. I yield to both gentlemen at once. 

Mr. CARTER. Does the gentleman from Illinois think that 
a new Member has not even the right to applaud? 

Mr. MANN. I think he has a right, and I love to see him 
exercise it, as the gentleman from Oklahoma often did when he 
first came here. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I am sure the gentleman loves to 
hear that applause, because this is not the first time that he 
has alluded to applause that has come from this side of the 
House when somebody on this side has landed on him; and be- 
cause he has so frequently alluded to the applause over here, I 
am sure that he must love it. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I am not objecting, even to the gentleman 
from Missouri, who often submits remarks, but seldom infor- 
mation. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. That is not argument, and I will 
make no reply to it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Because of the confusion that existed, 
I was unable to catch the gentleman’s reply to the question of 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. James]. Will the gentle- 
man from Illinois repeat it? 

Mr. MANN. At the proper time I propose to answer the 
gentleman from Kentucky. I should like te make this re- 
mark—— 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
his colleague? 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
if, in alluding to the applause of new Members, he meant there- 
by to say that the new Members on this side of the House would 
not have made the applause if such new Members were properly 
informed as to the subject matter under discussion ? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman’s question is so 
involved that I will undertake to read it in the Recoxp later, 
and at some time in the future, ff I have time, will reply to it. 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois again 
yield to his colleague? 

Mr. MANN. 

Mr. FOWLER. 
the gentleman from Illinoi 


s to the new Members and to the 


| ported goods abroad. 


I desire to know if the reference made by | 


hearing before adverse legislation by Congress. 
the Republican side. 

Mr. JAMES. The point to which I referred 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit me to complete my 
answer to his question—— 

Mr. JAMES. I thought the gentleman was through; his side 
seemed to think so. 


{Applause on 





Mr. WILSON of Illinois. No; that was only one volley. 
[Laughter.] 
Mr. MANN. What is proposed by the bill? The American 


shoe manufacturer to-day is at least on even terms with his for- 
eign competitor. You say that he has the advantage of a tariff 
of 5 or 10 per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman suf- 
ficient time to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. MANN. It will be claimed by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that the American manufacturer now has an advantage in 
his favor by reason of the tariff. That is true. What does the 
gentleman propose to do? Under this tariff which we have had 
in our favor we have built up a great industry, which has ex- 
These gentlemen by this bill propose to 
strike down that industry and take away not the advantage only 
which the American manufacturer has, but to give his foreign 
competitor the advantage. Take the leather of the tanner. 
You propose to admit leather made from cattle hides free of 
duty, but you propose to leave the tariff on tanning extract. 
Is that fair? 

We imported last year 98,000,000 pounds of tanning extract 
and paid a tariff on it. We imported 90,000,000 pounds of 
quebracho extract, upon which there was collected a tariff of 
three-quarters of a cent a pound. Do you think it is placing 
the tanner on an equal footing with his foreign competitor to 
give him free hides and give them free hides, and make the 
American tanner pay for his tanning extract and give them 
their tanning extract free of duty? 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. I will. 

Mr. JAMES. Does the gentleman seriously contend that 
these boot and shoe manufacturers, who went before the Ways 
and Means Committee and said, “If you will give us free hides, 
you can take off the tariff on boots and shoes,” are it ; 
danger when they are now exporting $13,000,000 worth of b 
and shoes to every part of the civilized world and selling the: 


The time of the gentleman from Illinois 


i 
in competition with foreign competitors, where they have to 
pay the freight before they can get on the ground? Doe f 
the gentleman think they are f y safe when they have the 
freight rate on their side and free hides given to them? 

Mr. MANN. In the first place, they do not have the freight 


rate on their side. If the gentleman from Kentucky was : 
familiar with the freight question as he is with many others, 
he would know that it is often possible to ship geods from hers 
or from a much more distant point in the country to Europe f 
less money than it costs to ship them from here to New Y: 
City. 

Mr. JAMES. 

Mr, MANN. 
rates is nil. 

Mr. JAMES. My experience with the American manufac 
iurer is that he is as cool, clear-headed, and long sighted a 
any manufacturer in foreign countries when it comes to obtain 
ing freight rates. 

Mr. MANN. I expect the gentleman’s experience with th 
foreign manufacturer is not very great. 

Mr. JAMES. That may be true. 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt that it is as great as mine, and 
I do not profess to have any great experience on the subject. 
Now, what does this bill propose to do here? To levy a pen- 
alty on the American manufacturer. How has the American 


rk 
My experience 
The gentleman's experience with foreign freight 
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manufacturer achieved his success in the foreign market in 
making his shoes? We developed the shoe machinery for the 
making of cheap shoes. We put our ingenuity to work to pro- 
vide machinery which has driven out the shoemaker in the 
country everywhere, nearly, and shoes are now made cheaply 
by machinery. But does the gentleman from Kentucky or any- 
body else think that a monopoly of brains or ingenuity remains 
in America? Germans have their men over here now studying 
our manufacture of shoes and our machinery. 

Our shoe manufacturers are within the control of a patent 
monopoly on shoe machines. 
within the control of a patent monopoly on shoe machinery, be- 
cause in Germany and in France and other countries there is 
competition in this shoe machinery, all in the main modeled 
after our shoe machinery, but over there not controlled by the 
patents which control it here, They are able to produce in many 
instances now, and their trade is growing, the same kind of 
shoes, made with the same machinery, with cheaper labor, than 
our manufacturers can do. But you propose to keep a tariff 
on rubber cement which goes into shoes of 20 per cent, of 25 
per cent on cotton drill or duck which goes into shoes, of 45 
per cent on eyelets, or more if they are celluloid, of 44 cents 
per pound and 50 per cent on felt of wool that goes into shoes, 
or 45 per cent if it is felt of cotton. There are other articles 
that go into the making of shoes that have a tariff upon them. 
You propose to leave the tariff on all of these things that go 
into shoes, the cost of which amounts to considerable, and take 
off the tariff from the finished product, and then say to the 
manufacturer, you are on even terms with the foreign manu- 
facturer, although the foreign manufacturer does not have to 
pay this tariff. 

I shall insert in the Recorp some letters I have received in 
regard to boots and shoes and leather in relation to the free 
list: 


RESOLUTION PASSED BY THE SHOE AND LEATHER ASSOCIATION OF CHICAGO 
APRIL 17, 1911. 


Whereas a bill is pending before Congress which seeks to place leather, 
shoes, and harness on the free list; and 

Whereas our industries could not compete successfully with the prod- 
ucts of foreign countries made under lower wage conditions without 
such measure of protection as may be necessary to offset the difference 
in the low cost of labor in foreign countries and the cost of labor of 
American mechanics; and ; 

Whereas the production of shoes, leather, and harness are independent 
competitive industries to a greater extent than almost any other; and 

Whereas the complication and ramifications are so many that tariff 
changes, if any, should be made only after a most thorough study of 
conditions and jabor costs at home and abroad, and also the considera- 
tion of the duties now imposed on component parts and articles enter- 
ing into the cost of leather, shoes, and barness which now are admitted 
free in competitive foreign countries; and 

Whereas this measure was drawn without hearings or opportunity 
being given anyone to submit evidence as to its effect upon the many 
——— of establishments and workpeople scattered over every State; 
an 

Whereas the placing of leather, shoes, and harness on the free list 
also coniroverts alike the protective and revenue principles of tariff 
legislation ; and 

Whereas the placing of these articles upon the free list would be 
unwarranted, revolutionary, and a radical departure from all previous 
legislation : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we poctent against the Underwood bill in so far as it 
attempts to place leather, shoes, and harness on the free list, and de- 
mand that our industries be granted hearings before being subjected to 
drastic, injurious, and unjust legislation. 


Similar resolutions were passed by the National Association 
of Tanners: 


AMERICAN OAK LEATHER Co., 
Cincinnati, Ohio, April 18, 1911. . 

Dear Str: Replying to yours of the 14th, referred to us from our 
Chicago house, we believe it would be a serious mistake in the present 
condition of the leather industry to put leather on the free list. 

European tanners now have several advantages in the production of 
leather, and to put it on the free list would enable them to produce and 
market their product in this country at prices to meet which would 
show a loss to our home industry. 

We now have to import large quantities of hides, some from Europe, 
others from countries which can deliver in Europe to better advantage 
than to our country. 

Most of our tanneries are far inland, necessitating heavy railroad- 
freight charges on hides imported. Also freight rates on leather from 
these inland tanneries to New England States are much greater than 
the freight from ee to Boston, New York, Philadelphia, or Baltimore. 

We have to import large quantities of tanning extract; quebracho 
alone amounted to 147,109,443 pounds in 1909, which is taxed three- 
fourths cent per pound. English tanners get this free of duty. 

The price of cod oil is increased by the import duty of 15 cents per 
gallon. The same applies to linseed oil, of which we use large quan- 
tities, taxed at 15 cents per gallon. These only as part of the mate- 
rials used carrying a tax. 

All these items being free of oy in England, and with their cheaper 
labor and low ocean rate of freight, if not prevented by an import tax, 
the English tanner will be able to put his leather into the large east- 
ern shoe manufacturing cities at a less price than at which it can pos- 
~— be produced in our home tanneries. 

eavy leathers now have only a protective dut 
our markets are at any time subject to being invade 


of ra cent, and 
d by 
ners to our serious embarrassment. 


uropean tan- 


The foreign manufacturer is not | 
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We earnestly pretest against any further reduction of imp 
on any grades of leather. 
Yours, truly, THE AMERICAN OAK LeaTH: 
By J. F. Tayuor, Treasurer. 
Hon. JAMES R. MANN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


APRIL 18, | 
Hon. O. W. UNDERWOOD, 


Chairman Ways and Means Committee, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 

Dear Sir: I have before me House bill 4413, which was in 
by you April 12. 

Keferring to lines 15 to 22, inclusive, which refer to boots 
leathers, and kindred articles, will try and explain our positi 
appeals to me, with a view of attempting to get you to a! 
| views as regards the boot and shoe trade. 

As the bill reads, you have made all shoes free, except thos 
| from goatskin and patent leather, shoes made from sides or ¢ 
| as well as any shoes made from fabrics, and all shoes made « 

leathers not of the bovine species. 

Your bill reads so that only leathers of the bovine species 
mitted free. Finished kid skins and all kinds of varnished or 

} leather, which, if leather is to be put on the free list, should 
included. 

If shoes and leather are to be free, why these exceptions? 

If boots and shoes and all finished leathers are to be on 
list, can you expect shoe manufacturers to meet competiti) 
tions unless all the materials which are used in making a 
shoes are also on the free list? This applies with equal for: 
and all the ingredients which may be used in tanning leathe: 

For your information I want to give you a few of the mar 
that are used in making a pair of shoes: Rubber cement, cot 
| and duck, various dressings, eyelets (brass, steel, enameled, a 
loid), buttons, felt, flannel, flour, rubber goring, glue, laces, 
different sizes and kinds, needles, oilcloth, paste, pitch, rivets 
silk thread, silk for top facing, stays of cloth, linen thread 
thread, twine, velvet, tacks, wax, wire (brass and steel). 

Surely it is not expected that shoe manufacturers in Am: 
compete with Europeans and have any of the materials w! 
use dutiable and have the finished product—boots and sh 
Furthermore, it is a well-known fact that we have in the United 
about 1,300 shoe manufacturers and about 2,500 jobbers, all « 
and striving for business. Naturally, with such intense inter 
petition it is but right to assume, and justly so, that shoes ar 
a very small margin of profit; in fact, so small that, althou: 
making is one of the largest industries, it is one of the m: 
munerative. 

Take, for instance, shoe machinery; it is to-day absolute! 
control of one company, and whatever price it may put on 
machinery or the conditions it may make must be complied 
the shoe manufacturer. Certainly, if shoes are admitted f: 
machinery should also be free of a as Europeans not only ! 
same machines which we use, made by the same company, but 
dition, have independent companies competing, 
decided advantage. 

During the last tariff readjustment, if you will remember, hi 
made free, boots and shoes were reduced to a 10 per cent ad 
basis, sole leather was cut to a 5 per cent ad valorem basis 
skins were reduced to 15 per cent ad valorem, and we do n 
that any further reduction on any of these commodities woul: 
the general good of the industry; in fact, we know from tl: 
have at our command that a further reduction would vers 
cripple the industry mentioned. 

Take; for instance, a welt shoe such as is manufactured in ¢ 
which retails at $3.50 to $6 per pair; the actual labor cost on | 
varies in different localities and according to the quality of 
from 40 to 70 cents per pair. We have a duty of 10 pe: 
this time on these shoes, while the labor cost of Europe is | 
to 60 per cent less. Unless we have some protection, I am 
will be a very sad day for the shoe manufacturer, and this i 
tion that I do not believe you want to bring about. 

We do not feel that the Democratic Party would 
singling out an industry which has developed as the boot 
manufacturing industry, free of any trust agreement or arra 
and leaving many of the other large industries closely allied, 
protected, intrenched as they now are. 

I believe you ought to be fair and meet the issue squar: 
industry to-day is not overprotected in any sense, and a 10) 
duty is no more than we have a right to expect under the pr 
dition in this country. 

I hope you will reconsider this matter, and for the present 
see your way clear to eliminate boots and shoes from the fre 

If you persist in putting boots and shoes on the free | 
all other manufactured articles dutiable, the shoe manuf 
necessity must reduce wages to the European basis in order | 
pete, and will be at a serious disadvantage, as skilled labor \ 
the other fields and work in those industries that have a | 
wage. , 

Hoping you will pardon the length of this letter, but being \ 
interested I wanted to give you all the facts as best I could 
to remain, 

Very respectfully, yours, 


which give | 


be ju 


THe FLORSHEIM SHOP CO., 
By Miuton 8. FLORSHEIM, Pr« 
CuicaGo, April 1s 
Hon. James R. MANN, 
Chairman Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerc: 
House of Representatives, Washington, |) 
Dear Str: Acknowledging receipt of your letter of the 14th 
inclosing copy of bill 4413 for our consideration and answer: 
inquiry as to our objection to and the effect of the passage 0! 
bill, would state if this bill becomes a law it will result in inca 
harm to the shoe manufacturing industry of this country; it w 
increase importations from abroad, especially on the chea| 
medium grades of boots and shoes, and in our opinion it will ulti 
tend toward a reduction in the prices paid for labor by boot a! 
manufacturers in this country in competition with the cheaper ! 
Europe, especially of Germany, France, and Austria, where W 
the shoe manufacturing industry are far below those paid in 
country. 
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voy may or not be aware of the fact that European countries, espe- 
Germany, are importing our lasts, patterns, and shoe machinery 


; it is superior to their own and sending their young men over 
; to learn the American system of shoe manufacturing: It is only 
¢ +o assume that with their splendid industrial equipment they will 


nvade this market. : ; 
Wwe therefore respectfully protest against the passage gf this bill, 
es lly without a proper hearing of the shoe interests, whose very 
] vuld be jeopardized if this bill were to become a law. We are 
da that an attempt should be made to effect the passage of this 





| thout granting the shoe interests involved the courtesy of pre- 


<.nting evidence of the evil effects of this bill on so great an industry 
»« the shoe industry of this country. 
we thank you for calling our attention to the bill, and hope we may 


‘ t upon your assistance in securing an immediate hearing for the 
= nterests by the Ways and Means Committee before the bill leaves | 
¢ mmittee. 

’ Yours, respectfully, Seitz, Scuwas & Co., 


J. Harry Sez, 
Second Vice President. 


J. P. SmitH SHor Co., 
Chicago, April 17, 1911. 
Hon. JAMES R. MANN, : 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. MANN: I have your letter of April 14 regarding the 
new free-list bill in reference to boots and shoes. My brother, Edward 
Smith, has also referred your letter to him to me to reply to. 

I am inclosing you a circular letter to the members of the National 
Boot and Shoe Manufacturers’ Association, under date of April 13, from 
the National Boot and Shoe Manufacturers’ Association, and I believe 
this letter will give you more information than you could reach from 

y other source. 

Or ve manufacturing of shoes in this country that are sold to the con- 
sumers up to $4 per pair is done on very close margins, and with the 
exception of the manufacturers who do an exceedingly large volume of 
business the manufacturing of shoes has not been a very prosperous 
business, for the reason of the close margins, 

Now, I am going to give you some facts regarding our own manu- 
facturing business: We are one among the largest manufacturers in 
this country in our particular grades, and outside of a line of shoes 
that we make under a patent the net margins average about 3 per cent, 





and as the line of shoes above referred to, made under a patent that | 


we control, is only 20 per cent of our volume, you readily see the neces- 
sity of us making a very large number of pairs per annum in order to 
make the business profitab'e. 

The large volume of shoes that are consumed in this country are 
shoes that are sold to the consumers at $4 and under. Taking into 
consideration the difference in the wages paid to the shoemakers in this 
country and in foreign countries, I can not help but think if the duty 
was taken off of shoes that within a short time either the volume of 
shoes made in the United States would be largely decreased or the 

s va have to be reduced to meet the low wage scale of the for- 
eign countries. 

rhe improved shoe machinery that is being used to-day does not re- 
quire a manufacturer to employ the skilled labor that was employed 15 
or 20 years ago, and there is no reason why this machinery could not 
be introduced by foret manufacturers, enabling them to make shoes 
that would meet the demands of our country, and with the duty off 
would place them in a position to undersell manufacturers of this coun- 
try. unless we reduced the wages of our help to meet the foreign wage 
scale, plus the cost of transportation. 

In former years it required several years for a shoemaker to learn 
the trade. With the improved machinery that has been introduced since 
that time a shoe passes through the hands of about 100 different people 
in a factory before it is completed, so you can see that each workman 
does a very small part toward completing the shoe, and good shoe labor 
now can be made from green help within three or four months where 
formerly it took several years. 

The average pay to the male help in our factory is about $22 per 
week, and with the exception of the young girls, who do a minor part 
- the — average pay to the female help in our factory is about 
aie per week, 

I am satisfied that there is no wearing apparel that is sold to the 
consumers that nets so close a margin both to the manufacturers and 
retailers as shoes. There are about 1,500 shoe manufacturers in this 
country, and those that have accumulated any great amount of money 
; a cm count on your fingers, and they have been almost a lifetime 
going . 

(he individuality that each manufacturer introduces into his product 
in the way of patterns and lasts makes it almost impossible to combine 
the shoe business into few hands, as has been done on many articles of 
more staple lines, and the result is that the competition in this country 
is exceedingly sharp. 

rrust you will excuse this lengthy letter, but knowing you per- 
Sonally, as I do, I am giving you the facts along the lines of my 40 
years’ experience in shoe manufacturing. 

Yours, truly, J. P. Suirn, 
President J. P. Smith Shoe Co. 

WATSON-PLUMMER SHOB Co., 
Chicago, April 19, 1911. 








Hon. JAMES R. MANN, 
Member of Congress, Washington, D. CO. 


? Deak Sim: In reply to your letter of April 14: The removal of tariff 
n eather and shoes would work a great hardship on the American 
Fncltie. By actual figures at hand the shoe mechanic in Germany, 
cng and, and Switzerland receives a maximum of 65 per cent of the 
pr ice paid to the American shoemaker on a pair of shoes, and the 
i wuation of the tariff as a protective measure for American shoe- 
—— would increase the importation of shoes, which is now reaching 
Pan» considerable number, brought about by the reduction in the 
(ea ray With free leather in England, Germany, and Switzerland 
With no tee very large producing country) and lower cost of labor, and 
with ua Guty to be paid by those competitors on the component parts 
tae ann and leather, it would give the foreign manufacturer an advan- 
men's Sane American to the extent of 30 cents per pair on a pair of 


Due consideration should be given In the readjustment of the tariff 


to the duties paid on tanning materials b 
y the manufacturer of leather 
&n(| on items entering into the construction of shoes other than leather, 
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such as thread, findings, etc., which aggregate in tariff on a shoe that 
sells at practically $3.50, 15 cents per pair. The tariff on tanning 
materials entering into the cost of tanning leather in this country 
amounts to a sum equal to the former tariff on hides. 

The amount paid to a shoemaker in England, Germany, and Switzer- 
land on a pair of men’s fine shoes averages 30 cents. The same work- 
man in New England and the Middle West receives 56 cents. 

_ American shoes have been exporied in the past, due to their attrac- 
tive features in style and finish. The foreign manufacturer has now 
adopted these American features, and a very large and growing per- 
centage of advertised American shoes abroad are now made in Ger- 
many. Canada kEeeps our shoes out with a 30 per cent tariff and does 
not propose to remove it. They are making shoes that will sell readily 
in this country. 

The introduction of American machinery, lasts, forms, and models 
in foreign factories has developed a very dangerous competitor, and 
the abrogation of the tariff would most assuredly result disastrously to 
the American mechanic. We have no machinery advantage over the for- 
eigner at this time, and it is superfluous for me to call either your or 
your committee’s attention to the fact that they have a great advan- 
tage over us in the cost of labor. 

Yours, very truly, WATSON-PLUMMER SHOP Co., 
KF. A. WATSON, President. 


EISENDRATH, Scuwas & Co., 


Chicago, April 19, 1911. 
Hon. JAMES R. MANN, 


Chairman Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

My Very Dear Sir: Wish to acknowledge receipt of your very kind 
favor of the 15th, inclosing a copy of the new free-list bill, and rela- 
tive to that portion relating to leather and leather products believe that 
if leather is admitted to this country free of duty it would work irre- 
parable injury to the tanning industry. 

In the production or manufacture of leather the three most im- 
portant items are raw material, labor, and tanning materials. With 
hides on the free list it enables us to purchase our raw material in any 
part of the world, and in this respect we are on an equal basis with our 
oreign competitors. Regarding tanning materials, quite a few of them 
are imported, so that our foreign competitors here have a slight ad- 
vantage. 

Now, then, it resolves itself down to a question of labor. It is unde- 
niably true that our foreign, or, more strictly speaking, European, tan- 
ners actually secure labor for considerably less than we do, and by 
removing duty on leather or leather products, in order to compete we 
would be compelled to reduce the price paid our workmen, which would 
cause considerable trouble, and probably could not be accomplished 
without possibly strikes or a long-protracted struggle, incurring great 
loss to the working class as well as the tanners, and pending the solu- 
tion of this problem our foreign competitors would invade our terri- 
tory and distribute their goods freely, thereby greatly endangering the 
future and permanency of our industry. 

The tanning industry is not fostered or controlled by any trust or 
combination, and probably enjoys freer competition than almost any 
other line of business, gives steady employment to thousands of people 
during the entire year, it being a pretty well-known fact that there is 
practically no line of manufacturing that operates as steady as the 
tanners. 

The tanning industry to-day is conducted along extremely close lines, 
and the profit, if any, for the last several years has been extremely 
small, and it is absolutely incumbent, if the industry survives, that the 
tanners must secure more for their finished product. We have no lee- 
way, and if the duty on leather is removed, which will compel us to 
sell our product for still less money than we are now receiving, we will 
be compelled to make up this deficiency by securing our labor for consid- 
erably less money, whith we naturally should feel very loath to do, 
and, as stated above, do not believe same could be accomplished without 
a great deal of hardship and suffering to both sides. 

History has taught us that price is the best salesman, and with the 
different advantages that our foreign competitors possess in the way of 
cheaper materials and very much reduced cost of labor, it would be an 
easy matter for them to find a ready market for their product in this 
country, which would inure to the detriment of our industry, and the 
burden eventually would fall where we all dislike to have it, namely, on 
the American workingmen. 

Very truly, yours, EISENDRATH, Scuwas & Co, 
Per A. C. ScuHwaBs, Vice President 

Mr. Chairman, I come now to the discussion of the provision 
of the bill in reference to meat products. The following is the 
language of the pending bill: 

Beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and meats of all kinds, fresh, salted, 
pickled, dried, smoked, dressed or undressed, prepared or preserved in 
any manner; bacon, hams, shoulders, lard, lard compounds and lard 
substitutes ; and sausage and sausage meats. 

The Canadian reciprocity bill which passed the House the 
other day put live animals on the free list and left a tariff on 
meat. This bill proposes to leave the tariff on live animals and 
take the tariff off meat. There has always been a controverted 
question as to whether raw materials ought to be admitted 
free of duty as against the finished product, but it has re- 
mained for-this bill to raise the question as to whether the 
finished product ought to be admitted free of duty, retaining 
the tariff on the raw material. Gentlemen on that side of the 
House probably assume that if the tariff on live animals com- 
ing from Canada is removed, that is a sufficient reason for 
taking the tariff off meat, without taking the tariff off live ani- 
mals coming from elsewhere. We import but few live animals 
from Canada. We imported over 100,000 cattle last year from 
Mexico, I believe, and under the strange provisions of this bill 
if those cattle should be killed upon the other side of the line, 
in Mexico by Mexican labor, the meat would come in free of 
duty, but if they drive the cattle across the line and have 
American labor slaughter them, they must pay a duty of $2 
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head on the cattle. That is philosophy for you. One might | 
assume that the only competition we have in reference to meats | 
is Canadian. 
There is a great country to the south of us engaged in agri- | 
culture, the raising of grains and meats, which I think we do | 
not fully comprehend. Under the terms of this bill preference 
is given not to the raw material, but to the manufactured prod- | 
ucts coming from Argentina or elsewhere. We do not import 
great quantities of meats coming from Argentina, but Argentina | 
is a great exporter of meats and grains. Last year that Rte- | 
publie exported 89,000 head of cattle, 77,000 head of sheep, as | 
live animals, not a great number, but she exported over 
540,000,000 pounds of frozen beef, over 160,000,000 pounds of 
frozen mutton, over 20,000,000 pounds of jerked beef, over 
24,000,000 pounds of chilled meats, over 26,000,000 pounds of 
preserved meat, and about 7,000,000 pounds of pulverized 
meats. We exported for the fiscal year 1910 75,000,000 pounds 
of fresh beef as against Argentina’s 559,000,000 pounds, besides 
20,000,000 pounds of jerked beef. We exported last year 
1,989,472 pounds of mutton as against Argentina with 165,000,- 
000 pounds of mutton. We exported during the same period 
139,000 head of eattle and Argentina 89,000. We exported dur- 
ing 1900 fresh beef valued at a little over $7,000,000, Argentina 
over $12,000,000, and during the same time New Zealand ex- 
ported $18,000,000 worth of frozen meats. We propose now to 
admit free of duty, in competition with our farmers, all of 
these meats which are exported from Argentina and New Zea- 
land, but if they should be sent here in the form of live ani- 
mals, to be killed and cured here, there is a duty on each head. 
Do gentlemen on that side of the aisle think, when they talk 
about a farmers’ free-list bill, that the farmers will look kindly 
upon a bill which offers a premium to Argentina meats in New 
York or other seaports where it probably costs less to bring 
the meat from Argentina, in the way of freight, than it does 
from the plains of Lowa, and still retain the tariff on raw 
material? We bave a tariff, I think, of 4 or 5 cents a pound on 


hams. That is to be taken off, but the tariff on hogs remains, | 


and while Argentina does not raise great quantities of hogs 
she imported last year over 100,000,000 bushels of corn, which 
can as well be turned into hogs in Argentina as it could be in 
the United States. What is the philosophy of taking the tariff 
off meats and leaving the tariff on animals from which they are 
made? What is the point to it? It has not been explained. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 


Mr. MONDELL. Perhaps the gentleman has not considered | 


the fact that our principal competitor, other than Canada. in 
the matter of live animals is Mexico, and that Mexico joins 
Texas. Perhaps there is something in that. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.] Texas has a majority on the other side. 

Mr. MANN. Yes; we imported last year 198,000 head of 
oe cattle, of which over 100,000 came through the port of 
ol Paso. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a | 


question? 
Mr. MANN. Certainly. 
Mr. BARTLETT. The retention of the tariff upon cattle 


would increase the price to those who slaughter it, would it | 
not—those who are engaged in slaughtering cattle and furnish- | 


ing beef to the markets? 
Mr, MANN. It would probably have that tendency. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Then the admission of fresh meat—beef, | 
pork, or mutton—would tend to bring these products in competi- | 
tion with those who are engaged in the slaughtering and sale | 


of slaughtered cattle, would it not? 
Mr. MANN. Do not ask me a question with “ would it not,” 


because I do not always catch the point. Elucidate it. I yield 


to the gentleman te elucidate his point. 
Mr. BARTLETT. The point is this: You take off the amount 
& man pays on an ordinary steer dressing 800 pounds, $11 a 


head; it would take that off. That requires those who are en- | 
gaged in the slaughter of cattle, the Beef Trust, to pay that | 
additional duty when they import cattle. When you admit the | 
products of fresh meat, beef, and mutton, and those things | 
free, you admit them into competition with the Beef Trust. | 


That is the point I make, 

Mr. MANN. I understand the peint of the gentleman now, 
I think. Let us see. The point is, if you keep the tariff on 
cattle coming into this country and the Beef Trust buys these 
cattle, that they are at a disadvantage as against other people 
who import the meat? 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is it. 

Mr, MANN. Ah, but the gentleman forgets that the great 
meat packers have already established packing establishments 
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in Argentina and are already engaged in slaughtering : 
there to supply the world, and they would just as k 

them here as they would anywhere else. No little pa 

bring in live animals, but the great packers that ha 

plants in Argentina can slaughter their animals there a: 
in the fresh meat here and have an absolute contro] 
market. 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman square that arcum 
made with the argument previously made, that to admi 
meat here would hurt the farmers when you say the By 
in Argentina controls the markets of the world? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, it does net require squaring. 

Mr. JAMES. Round it, then. 

Mr. MANN. The Beef Trust to-day with a tariff 
animals is compelled to pay a reasonable price to the A 
farmer, but the gentleman proposes to let those men 1 
bill have control of the American market to the detr 
ihe American farmer. [Applause on the Republican side. 

Under the existing law the packer who kills his : 
Argentina exports the meat to Europe, and the A: 
farmer supplies the American market. Under this 

| packer who kills or packs his meats in Argentina will sl 
to New York and the American farmer, in meats, will lar 
out of business. 

This proposes to admit meats of all kinds free. Do 
know what “meats of all kinds” includes? Does it 
chickens? Does it include poultry? Does “ meats of all 
include poultry? Is it the intention of the bill to keep 
3 cents a pound on each hen alive and admit it free v 
killed? 

Mr. GARRETT. Can the gentleman tell us how s 
of the Payne bill, which says “ meats of all kinds, pr 
preserved,” has been construed? 

Mr. MANN. As to poultry? 

Mr. GARRETT. As to meats of all kinds. How i 
pression construed as it is found there? The expres: 
the gentleman has used is “ meats of all kinds,” and | 
how it has been construed heretofore, because it may h 
construe this act after it is passed. 

Mr. MANN. Paragraph 285 of the Payne law pro 
fresh beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, venison, and ot! 

| birds, 14 eents a pound. 

You propose now to include meats of all kinds. D 
include birds and poultry? 

Mr. GARRETT. The gentleman just—— 

Mr. MANN. I understand the gentleman asks me a 
but I have the floor and I am asking him a question n 
Mr. GARRETT. I directed the attention of the ger 

section 286. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman and I do not get on ver 
gether about it, and if he will not answer my question : 
he will have to wait. Does the gentleman think th 
cludes dressed chickens? 

Mr. GARRETT. The gentleman used the expressi 
of all kinds,” and asked what it meant. I merely 
| what it meant in the Payne bill; that is all. 
| Mr. MANN. It is so simple that I have been leadi 
| it, so that everybody would understand that the gent 
forcing the question. What is the paragraph to whic! 
reference? He dwells upon “ meats of all kinds, pre] 
preserved,” and then stops. It is always a wise thing 
a sentence through before you ask about it. It says: 

Meats of all kinds, prepared or preserved, not specially p! 
in this section. 

Poultry is specially provided for, game is specially | 
| for, and other things are specially provided for. If the 
man had read the paragraph through, he would not h 
| the question. 
| Mr. GARRETT. Does not the gentleman know tha 
| bill passes it will be construed in connection with exist! 
| Mr. MANN. Why, certainly; it will repeal existing 
so far as it is in conflict with it. 

Mr. GARRETT. And be construed in connection w! 
is left unrepealed? 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman did not ask me thi 
purpose of getting information on the subject, for the ge 
| himself knows that all laws are construed in connect 

each other. That could not be information to the ge! 
from Tennessee, who is not only an able legislator but : 
lawyer, and is now endeavoring to bolster up a very bad 
When this bill provides that meats of all kinds shai! | 
mitted free, that repeals any provision in the Payne bill 
erence to a tariff upon meats of any kind, does it not? 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield for 2 ‘' 


tion? 








1911. 





Mr. MANN. In just a second. Now, I would like to ask the 
entieman from Tennessee a question, inasmuch as I have an- 
wered his. 

; Mr. GARRETT. I do not know whether I can answer the 
genticman’s question or not, but I will try. 

Mr. MANN. Section 285 provides that fresh beef, veal, mut- 
ton, lamb, pork, and venison and other game, except birds, 14 
ts per pound; section 286 provides that meats of all kinds, 


prepared or preserved, not specially provided for in this sec- 
tion, 25 per cent ad valorem ; section 289 provides, poultry, live, 


2 cents per pound; dead, 5 cents per pound. Now, is dead 


voultry admitted free under this bill? 

Mr. GARRETT. Well, I do not know. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from [Illinois yield to 
permit me to ask the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT] 
if he will yield to a motion to recommit this bill to a Demo- 
cratic caucus? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. They could not make a worse one. 

Mr. GARRETT. I am trying to meet the question of the 
gentleman with candor. 
~ Mr. MANN. I understand that. 

Mr. GARRETT. This bill which is before the body now is 
an amendment to existing law. 


woul 


Mr. MANN. Why, not at all. It is not an amendment to 
anything. It is a bill on its face. 
Mr. GARRETT. It will be construed in connection with 


other laws. 

Mr. MANN. All laws are construed in connection with all 
other laws on the statute books. 

Mr. GARRETT. I do not remember about how poultry has 
been construed, but I remember that somewhere frogs’ legs have 
been construed as poultry. [Laughter.] Whether or not poul- 
try has been construed as frogs’ legs I do not know. What is 
the gentleman’s recollection as to that? 

Mr. MANN. Poultry does not require any construction. 
is paragraph 289, under the Payne law, which says: 

Poultry, live, 3 cents per pound; dead, 5 cents per pound. 


It is under the meat items, and the other meat item expressly 
excepts it. 

Mr. GARRETT. It does not seem as if it should need con- 
struction, and yet how has it been construed in the custom- 
house? 

Mr. MANN. It has been construed to levy a duty of 3 cents 
a pound on live poultry and 5 cents a pound on dead poultry. 

3ut if your bill passes it will be construed to levy a tariff of 
3 cents a pound on live chickens; but if they kill them in Can- 
ada they can bring them across the line free of duty. That is 
philosophy for you again! 

Mr. GARRETT. Then they would bring them over alive, I 
suppose. 

Mr. MANN. No; they would come in free if they are dead. 

Mr. GARRETT. 
free if alive. 

Mr. MANN. No; I said they would come in free if dead. I 
hope the gentleman will read the bill before he again inter- 
rupts me. 

There is another discrimination in this bill which I ought 
not to refer to, perhaps, but I am going to do it in a moment. 
This bill admits sausage and sausage meat free of duty, but it 
keeps the tariff on dogs. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JAMES. We have got enough of them in this country 
how. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. It admits sausage and sausage meat free of 
duty, but it keeps the duty on dogs. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX of Indiana, That is a good thing. 
Sausage. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. Well, I do not know whether it is included in 
the sausage meat or not. 

Mr. MADISON. Nobody else does. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN, But it seems to me that is putting a tax on raw 
Lae = admitting the finished product free of duty. 

aAughter. 

Mr. Chairman, the provision in the bill in reference to flour, 
and so forth, is that it admits free of duty— 

Buckwheat flour, corn meal, wheat flour and semolina, rye flour, bran, 
middiings, and other offals of grain, oatmeal and rolled oats, and ali 
eeepares cereal foods, and biscuits, bread, wafers, and similar arti- 

S hot sweetened. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from [Illinois yield 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims] ? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMS. Under existing law can not the American meat 
packer import hogs and cattle and other live animals by paying 


Here 


That is good 
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the tariff on the animals, and if he exports the meat produced 
therefrom he draws back all but 1 per cent of the duty? 

Mr. MANN. I do not know. 

Mr. SIMS. And that will not be repealed, so that the manu- 
facturer can sell his products abroad? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, not necessarily. A man from Argentina 
would be a very brilliant man in mind if he shipped cattle to 
New York to be cut up there and exported when he could ship 
the finished product abroad. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlem: 
Illinois yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
from Illinois? 

Mr. MANN. Yes; I yield to my colleague. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman stated that the bill re- 
tained the tariff on dogs. In his opinion, will that protect the 
dog industry in this country? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that I am not in the 
dog industry, and if the gentleman does not know any more 
about it than I do, I will refer it to him. The question was not 
very bright. I do not know. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman has stated before that 
new Members here are ignorant. Now, he says the gentleman 
was not bright. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I did not say the gentleman was not bright. 
I beg the gentleman’s pardon; he is very bright. 1 can see him 
shining everywhere he goes. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, this bill proposes to take the tariff off the 
finished product of the grain, but leaves it on the grain. It 
proposes to take the tariff off flour, but to leave it on wheat. 
Argentina exported last year 69,000,000 bushels of wheat, which 
if brought into this country would pay a tariff of 25 cents a 
bushel, but if manufactured into flour or biscuit in Argentina 
under the bill would come in free of duty. How does that 
benefit the American farmer? What is the value of that pro- 
vision? 

Mr. 
yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does the gentleman believe that would 
drive down the price of flour in this country? 

Mr. MANN. Why, it is perfectly certain that there have 
been a good many times in recent years when the price of grain 
was higher in this country in proportion than it was abroad, 
and at those times, under this bill, flour would be made in 
Argentina from wheat raised there and the flour exported to 
the United States. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Then the gentleman contends, if I get 
the force of his statement, that it would reduce the price of 
flour in this country. Now, let me ask the gentleman another 
question, please, What does the gentleman contend, if the 
Canadian trade agreement is enacted into law, as to whethér or 
not that will reduce the price of wheat in this country? 

Mr. MANN. I heard gentlemen discuss in this House for a 
week or 10 days the controverted question as to whether it 
would or not. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 
nois discuss it. 

Mr. MANN. No; the gentleman did not; and he never will. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does the gentleman refuse to express 
an opinion? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. I am not going into that question 
We have left that behind. I want to answer the gentleman's 
question. The gentleman wants to know if this will reduce the 
price of flour in the United States. It will cause Argentine 
wheat to be made into flour in Argentina and exported to the 
United States in the form of flour, instead of being brought here 





in from 


Does the gentleman yield to his c 


league 


COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 


I never heard the gentleman from Illi- 


|as wheat and being manufactured into flour in this country, 


and the labor will be in Argentina instead of the United States 


| Whether it is cheaper or not will depend upon the market. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. 
question? . 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. COX of Indiana, If I remember correctly, the gentleman 
heartily supported the Canadian trade agreement. 

Mr. JAMES. Cut out the “ heartily.” 

Mr. COX of Indiana. No; I think he supported it heartily. 
If he has any fear 

Mr. MANN. I neither desire commendation nor care for 
verse comment from that side of the House. | Laughter.] 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Now, if the gentieman entertains any 
fear about this paragraph under consideration reducing the 
price of flour in this country and thereby reducing the price of 
the farmer’s wheat in this country, how does the gentleman 


Will the gentleman yield for another 
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explain the fact that he heartily supported the Canadian trade 
agreement the other day, when it was so violently contended on 
his side of the House that if it was enacted into law it would 
reduce the price of wheat? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Indiana is seeking to con- 
fuse me—— 

Mr. COX of Indiana. No; I am simply trying to get the 
gentleman to explain. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is seeking to confuse me, because 
I supported the Canadian reciprocity bill. I did it without any 
fear. The gentleman from Indiana did it, shaking in his boots. 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I did 
not shake. I openly supported it. gut will the gentleman 
explain his position—— 

Mr. MANN. I will not discuss the Canadian reciprocity bill 
at this time. If I had chosen to discuss it, I would have dis- 
cussed it before. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The gentleman evidently then was 
afraid to discuss it. 

Mr. MANN. No one who knows me believes that I am afraid 
of anything, much less the gentleman from Indiana. [Laughter.] 
I am not at all surprised that my friend from Indiana, who 


trembled when he cast his vote on the reciprocity bill, is seek- | 


ing now to divert the attention of the House from this bill. 


The Canadian reciprocity bill was not ideal, even in my judg- | 
ment, but it was as a rose compared with a worm, when you | 


compare it to this bill. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. If the gentleman will yield for a state- | 


ment, my only purpose in interrupting the gentleman from 
Illinois is simply to get him to square himself before the 
House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. We understand the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Indiana is very desirous of 
upholding my standing in the House. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I am not sure but that it needs it. 

Mr. MANN. Some time I may call on the gentleman, but I 
am afraid not. I think, Mr. Chairman, I could easily differenti- 


ate between this bill and the Canadian reciprocity bill; but if | stuff as that. 


I can not, the Canadian reciprocity bill was not extremely bad, 


and this bill certainly is. The reciprocity bill at least en- | ye is not familia 
deavored to admit the raw material free and levied a tariff on | 

the finished product. You propose to put a tariff on the raw | piceuits and wafe 
material and admit the finished product free. Where will you | minions of pounds, if the balance or the cost of trad 


find the philosophy of that in any utterance of the great men 


of your party? I have heard that side of the House discuss | 
the question that the raw material was entitled to the same | 
protection as the finished product. I am going to wait through | 


this debate and watch the gentlemen squirm and wriggle on 


admitting the finished product free, in the interest of the labor 
of the country. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
Argentina exported- 2,555,000 bushels of oats last year. If 


that had been made into oatmeal, it would have come in free | 


of duty, if manufactured in Argentina, but if brought in as oats, 


it would pay 10 cents a bushel duty. Do you believe in that? | 


Argentina exported 104,000,000 bushels of corn. If ground in 
any way in Argentina and the labor performed there, it would 
come in free of duty, but if brought in as corn, it pays a duty, 
I believe, of 10 cents a bushel. 

You propose to admit free of duty all prepared cereal foods. 
I will give a bright new dollar to the man who can tell me 
what prepared cereal foods are. There is a chance for you to 


add to your salary. [Laughter.] What is prepared cereal | 


food? Does anyone know? We know that shredded-wheat 
biseuit is prepared cereal food, or at least we believe it. We 
believe that Grape Nuts is a prepared cereal food, and so is 
Egg-o-See; but is macaroni a prepared cereal food? 

it is made very much in the same way and out of the same 
material as shredded-wheat biscuit, and yet we collected duties 


last year of over a million dollars on macaroni and vermicelli. 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Alabama, Are they pre- | 


pared cereal foods? What is this “ prepared cereal food”? Is 
it a cereal prepared in some way, and if so, does not it include 
bread, specifically mentioned, and every other thing of that 
kind? What is bread but prepared cereal food? 

You propose to admit all prepared cereal foods free of duty 
and leave the tariff on material from which they are manufac- 
tured. 


Mr. MANN. I will. 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. APRIL 25. 


Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. In the opinion of 
tleman from Illinois, is distilled rye and distilled com 
pared cereal food? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman had ; 


whether the prod 


ucts that go with the articles which | 


tioned were cereal foods I should have referred him 
distinguished gentleman from Kentucky [laughter], 


to be, and probal 


ly is, well posted on prepared cer 


coming from the State he does. 


Mr. JAMES. I 


will say to the gentleman that no Ki 


who is familiar with Kentucky whisky ever called it ; 
food.” [Laughter.] 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, with regard to that | 


agree with my fri 
Kentuckians who 


Mr. JAMES. But not a “ cereal food.” 


Mr. STANLEY. 


end from Kentucky, because I have se 
called it both food and drink. [Lau 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to make 


servation that those individuals labored under that 


| who went to Peo 


ria, Ill., for supplies and did net 


about anything after it. [Laughter.] 


Mr. MANN. I 


will admit that the Kentucky bever 


some advantages over doctored neutral spirits as they a1 


| in Peoria. Now, 


cuit, wafers, and 


Mr. Chairman, the bill proposes to ad 
similar articles not sweetened. 


What does this cover? Does it cover those artick 
have raisins added to them or nuts added to them? 


Mr. COX of Inc 


liana. That is sweetening. 


Mr. MANN. Raisins are not sweetening. Does 


articles if they h 


ave nuts added to them? There is : 


tariff, I think, now upon these articles that have fa 


tions. Does this 


kind of a wafer a 


tion? Can anyon 


provision propose to admit free of dut: 
and biscuit which is not sweetened, no 


| what else is added? That is what it says. Is that the 


e tell? Does anybody know? Did th: 


cratic caucus pass a resolution covering the question? 


Mr. STANLEY. 
ever see any kind 


Mr. Chairman, did the gentleman s 
of wafer or biscuit or other food of th 


with raisins and nuts in it that was not sweetened? 


Mr. WILSON « 
Mr. STANLEY. 


of Tilinois. Mother made them. [L: 
Mother never made the gentleman a) 


Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman is clear out of the 


bill there will be 


this, as it may; 
anyone tell? 
Mr. Chairman, 


r with the trade. Under this provisi 
brought into the country, if it becom 
rs with nuts and other articles in then 


but does anyone know what it covers 


just a word more, because I have 


longer than I had intended to. [Cries of ‘Go ahead!” 


I hope will want 
myself and my c 


that side of the House seeking to square themselves with their | it i8 partly out of regard to the gentlemen who hear | 


consciences, proposing to put a tariff on the raw material and | 


to hear me again, and partly out of r 
mscience. 


Mr. KENDALL. You are making us very dissatisfied \ 


bill, but go on. 


Mr. MANN. One amusing thing in the bill is this 


pose it is hypere 
poses to make fer 


ritical on my part to notice it: The | 
icing posts free of duty. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. That is all right. 


Mr. MANN. N 


0; fence posts are now free of duty. I 


that when a provision is put in a bill it is put there t 


do they intend t 
kind of a post? 
ting it in this bi 


| something. Fence posts of wood are now free of duty. 


© cover by fencing posts? Is that tl 
If it is a fence post, what is the object « 
ll, for it is already in the law? Fen 


of wood are now free of duty under the Payne law. 


for the purpose 


of admitting iron fencing posts, or 


swords, or something of that sort? 


Mr. CANNON. 


Or cement. 


Mr. MANN. Or cement or concrete? What is the « 
tion between fence posts and fencing posts on the Dei 
side? So much for that. 

The bill proposes to admit all kinds of lumber free « 
I voted for the amendment known as the free-lumber : 


ment. I do not 
was before the H 


remember exactly what it covered v 
ouse on the passage of the Payne Dill. 


| no great fear of the effect of free lumber; but this is pé 


patent: The proposition to admit free from Canada al 


of lumber, rough 
inces the right to 


and dressed, leaving to the Canadia 
retain their restrictions en the export 


Crown-land timber will, in effect, transfer to Canad 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman yield? | manufacture of all lumber which comes from there in 


dressed material. 


The Canadian Provinces, under the 





7 





1911. 


of this bill, have the power to write into every license which 
they grant the provision that the lumber cut on that public 
fond shall be manufactured into dressed lumber in Canada. 
They now have the provision that it shall be manufactured in 
Cal ada. The Province of Ontario, the Province of Quebec, 
an the Dominion for the Northwest Provinces have the pro- 
vision now that that lumber shall be manufactured in Can- 
ada. 

if manufactured into rough lumber of any kind, it complies 
with the requirements of the license, but under this bill, if it 
hecomes a law, we admit without restrictions all dressed lumber 
coming from Canada, and the Canadian Provinces, if they are 
wise, and they are not lacking in wisdom over the line, will 
provide that all the timber cut upon the Crown lands shall be 
fully manufactured in Canada. We could obtain the pro- 
vision of free dressed lumber and do away with this require- 
ment of the license if we put into this bill a provision in refer- 
ence to lumber similar to the one included in the reciprocity 
pill relating to print paper and pulp. There it is provided that 
the Canadian people shall not enjoy the benefits of freedom of 
trade on Crown land products unless they remove all their re- 
strictions on the exportation of the raw material. When our 
Democratic friends took the bill which was prepared on this 
side, they included some provision to guard the agreement; 
when they prepared a bill themselves, they forgot all that and 
absolutely turned over to the Canadian Prsvinces the control 
of the dressed lumber coming from there. 

Mr, Chairman, but a word more. I have been schooled in 
that philosophy whieh believes it were better to give employ- 
ment to labor at home than abroad; which believes it is better 
to do a favor for your neighbor than for a distant stranger; 
which believes that whenever we manufacture an article in this 
country and the labor is employed here that that labor in the 
circuit which moves around gives employment to some one else 
by consuming the article which labor produces. I believe it 
were wiser to continue the policy which has built up our 
country instead of now proposing to increase the revenues by 
lowering the rate of duty and increasing the importations. I 
believe it better to manufacture the articles here which we 
can make and consume here rather than to send our money 
abroad in distant lands in order to employ their labor which 
consumes their agricultural products. [Loud and continued 
applause. ] 

Exports from Argentina of commodities specified during the calendar 
year 1910 





In United States equiva- 
| Original figures. Soni eq 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


7 Mr. Chairman, I desire to yield 30 
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Aparr}. 
Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that I have 


only 30 minutes for the discussion of the pending bill I will ask 
that I be permitted to continue for that length of time without 
interruption. This House has recently passed a bill rrying 
into effect the reciprocal trade agreement entered inte between 


the United States and the Dominion of Canada. Now, we 
are going to consider and pass a bill placing a large number of 
items of everyday use on the free list, in order Ut nay 
do justice to the consumer and remove the objections of the 
farmer to the reciprocity treaty. 

There are none more worthy of our careful « : tion 
than that great body of agriculturists, who not e 
the wealth of the country, but who at all times hay he 
Nation’s surest protection in time of peril. We « | 
ford to pass any legislation that even in the slight d “Oo 
would work an injury to the farming interests. I represent 
a large agricultural district, whose farmers are intelligent, 
dustrious, progressive, and successful, and we in our district 
have long since learned that the success of the farmer means 
the success of the merchant, the success of the manufacturer 
the banker, the laborer, and the mechanie. 

Mr. Chairman, the reciprocity agreement entered into be- 
tween the United States and Canada did not entirely meet t) 
wishes of the President, nor, in fact, the wishes of a single 


Member of the House. We must remember, however, that in 
the negotiation of reciprocity treaties there are always two 
countries to the agreement, and that it is impossible for either 
country to secure from the other all the conces 
If it could have been done without defeating the treaty I 
would have been glad to have seen it amended in several par- 
ticulars, but we had to accept it as it was or not at all. 

This acceptance, however, does not prevent us from passing 
other legislation which will remove some of the objections, so 


sions it desires. 


far as the interest of our people are concerned, and to that end 
a Democratic caucus of the House has agreed to pass the bill 
now under consideration, which will remove many of the ob- 
jections and, in my judgment, will do justice to and com- 
pletely satisfy the farming interests of the country. 

Mr. Chairman, I never believed at any time, nor do I believe 
now, that the passage of the reciprocity treaty will lower the 
price of a single farm product; neither do I believe it will re- 
duce the cost of living to any noticeable extent. After five 
days’ debate on the bill I doubt if there is a single Member of 
the House who will now stand on the floor and contend for a 
moment that a tariff on wheat, corn, oats, barley, and all other 
farm products we produce in greater quantities than we con- 























sume will in any way affect the price. It has been conclu- 
| j : : . “ 
sively shown that prices of farm products are fixed by the 
U ' Ini » “peta . ; : . ; 
| emmie. Quantity. — | Quantity. | price our surplus brings in the open markets of the world, and 
: | that a tariff on all such products is a delusion and a snare. 
‘ | | If our farmers did not produce as much as we consume, then 
— | a tariff would add to the price, but statistics show that we. ex- 
Seat ellie codices ke Sumber .. 89,733 | Number....... ig9,733 | Port annually millions of dollars worth of all kinds of farm 
GRAD. «.c<esnuscccennuennene oo” ee A ae Mb inoseae 177,189 | products, and it is further shown that our production is rap- 
" ' idly increasing. 
ANIMAL PRODUCTS 7 ae . : 
Mr. Chairman, it is well known that a tariff was placed on 
Bee farm products for the purpose of misleading and deceiving the 
Ci a Eies....-[05, 200, 88 SOURED. .-----[1 G00 718, 208 farmer; for the purpose of making him believe he is getting 
Mutton, frozem................|--.€0..-.-..| 75,101,661 |... Go... 108, $60, 128 some benefit from protection, while at the same time he is be- 
oo ‘ ao te aaa ing robbed annually by the protected industries of millions of 
Pah... 7 ress proses ioi0 peceelveren a 0 a dollars on the things he must buy. I stand here to-day repre 
Preserved tongues ete 947,842 |..... do........| 22,089,612 | Senting a large number of farmers, and protest against the 
ined best ereesacccnnnsoseses = me 9, 442, 449 |..... do......... | ? 20,816,823 | continuance of a system that gives to him no benefit whatever, 
Chiled tien, various Glases:|-<“do....-.-| 1,401,800 |-----do.-------.| 224,428,088 | DUt compels him to pay tribute to the vicious villainy of com 
someved meat, ---do.......| 12,081,960 |..... do.........| 2 26,635,683 | Mercial vampires whose hearts are as hard as stone and whose 
Peleeenstanaes ptm ar wenn : 78,372 |..... dO... .0-- oie 779 | mill of human kindness is more bitter than gall. [Applause.] 
ie ae wanes es) wee G0.-.---.| *6,988, 308 Mr. Chairman, I do not at this time want to discuss reci 
veGO.e00e--} 16,171 }..... nites 35, 651 aa , ; oo a 
procity; but, as the bill under consideration is a companion 
bill, I want to make a few observations in relation to our 
Bushels (32) 12.555. 999 trade with Canada. Statistics gathered by the Bureau of 
Bushels ( 1 918° 163 | Commerce and Labor, which can not be denied, show that dur- 
235 — 56)...| 136, 482 | ing the past five years wheat in Canada has sold for a little 
Bethan anes one do.......| 1,883,502 | Bashels (60)...| 1.69’ 2005 | Bigher price, on an average, than it has in the United States, 
vom of fine bran... wnenrd 135,323 | Pounds....... 2998 3393 | and during the years mentioned we have exported into Canada 
Wheat flour.....~” -40.....-- wo —— (196). . 23 oem 4,365,988 bushels of wheat, for which they paid us $4,442,307 
Groats Lesoecpiailiian evshapeing lanied "930 | Pounds... art It is also shown that practically all farm products are higher 
Cones Geis ~secveccceeseeweeee| DONS. ..... 250,770 | Tons (2,240) 204,907 | in Canada than the same products are in the United States. In 
Corn waste ar anne os a *1,643 | the five years mentioned we sold to Canada 36,499,370 bushels 
a ——eitiisnisntiiaieiM tea me] -) Sek imagem *1,376 | of corn, valued at $21,704,373. In the same years we sold them 
1 Dutiab! P —— | 2,086,001 bushels of oats and 234,814 bushels of rye. We sold 
- Bree. them, during the same period, corn meal and wheat flour 


Cc ° 
’vet 806,000,000 pounds (403,000 tons) of meats, amounting to $1,776,761. We sold them, during the past five 
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years, horses for which they paid us $14,172,075; cattle, 
$1.578,179; meat and dairy products, $17,011,017; hay, $667,432. 
We are shipping large quantities of butter, eggs, and cheese 
and all kinds of farm products into Canada each year, where 
the price is higher than it is in the United States. During the 
past five years we have sold to Canada our products amounting 
to the enormous sum of $886,417,376, while we have bought of 
Canada only $393,913,673, leaving a balance of trade in our 
favor of nearly $500,000,000. 

In view of these facts, is not Canada a good country for us 
to trade with, and what fear should the American farmer have 
from such competition? It is not contended that the Canadian 
farmer can produce any product in competition with the Ameri- 
can farmer except wheat, and that contention fades away in 
the light of the facts. It is argued that Canadian land is 
cheaper than American land and that the yield of wheat per 
acre is greater. I will admit that Canadian land is cheaper 
and always will be, and that the yield of wheat the first three 
years is a little greater per acre than it is in the United States, 
but it must be remembered that after the third or fourth crop 
the yield is less per acre in Canada than it is in the States, 
due to the fact that three or four crops is all you can raise 
until the land is impoverished to such an extent that it is no 
longer productive. 

On account of the extreme cold weather and the long winters 
the Canadian farmer can not rotate his crops as we do in the 
States, He can not grow clover and turn it under and by so 
doing build up his land and prepare it for another crop of 
wheat. On account of the climate he is unable to raise corn 
with which to fatten cattle and hogs, and therefore has no way 
of keeping up his land to a high degree of productiveness. The 
fact is, the Canadian farmer buys a piece of land and farms it 
for about five years and then sells it to some one who does not 
understand the conditions, and he goes out in new territory and 
buys land that has never been broken. Finally Canadian land 
will all be under cultivation, and then for the reasons I have 
stated none of it will produce as much wheat as land in the 
United States. 

Mr. Chairman, the present tariff on wheat is supposed to be 
25 cents a bushel, but the fact is it is less than 1 cent a bushel. 
For 14 years under the Dingley law and now under the Payne 
law the American miller can buy all the Canadian wheat he 
wants and grind it into flour for export trade and then draw 
back from the Government 99 per cent of the duty paid. Under 
the present law he pays a duty of 25 cents a bushel on every 
bushel of wheat imported from Canada, but when he grinds it 
into flour for export trade he draws back 99 per cent of the 25 
cents on each bushel, leaving only one-quarter of 1 cent a bushel 
tariff on Canadian wheat. Therefore as the law now stands 
the American farmer has a protection of only one-fourth of 1 
cent a bushel on wheat. 

Mr. Chairman, in view of these facts, I contend, sir, that the 
American farmer has no fear of Canadian competition or the 
competition of any other country on the face of the earth, so 
far as the production of his products are concerned, but he 
does object, and he has the right to object to the fact that he 
has always sold his product on a free-trade market in open com- 
petition with the world, and at the same time had to buy his 
farm implements, wire fencing, lumber to build his house and 
barn, harness, boots and shoes, clothing, and, in fact, every- 
thing he had to have on a protected market, and has been 
forced to pay exorbitant and unreasonable prices. 

I agree with the farmer that it will do no good, that it will 
not reduce the cost of living to put wheat on the free list and 
then continue a duty on flour for the benefit of the Milling 
Trust. The people do not eat wheat, they eat flour, and if you 
want to reduce the cost of living put flour on the free list, and 
that is what is done in the bill now under consideration. I 
agree with the farmer that it will do no good to put live stock 
on the free list and then continue a duty on meats for the 
benefit of the Meat Trust. The people do not eat live stock, they 
eat “dead stock,” and if you want to reduce the cost of living 
put meats on the free list, and that is what is done in the bill 
now under consideration. I agree with the farmer that it is 
unfair to compel him to pay more for his agricultural imple- 
ments and farm machinery than his competitors in foreign 
countries pay. You go over in the wheat fields of Japan to-day 
and there you will see the self-binder winding its way through 
the golden fields of grain, and on examination and inquiry you 
will find that it is an American-made self-binder, and that it is 
sold to the farmer in Japan for less money than an American 
farmer can buy it at the factory where it is made. It is an 
undisputed fact that you can go in any country in the world 
and buy agricultural implements, binders, reapers, mowers, 
plows, harrows, and so forth, for less money than they are sold 
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here in the United States where they are made. And 
thing is true of practically everything the farmer hb, 
Mr. Chairman, we on this side of the House have . 
for years that a high protective tariff was the wors: 
special privilege, but when we have done so you ge 
that side of the House have charged us with trying 
labor against capital, with destroying the motive pow 
the wheels of industry, and removing the foundati 
American progress. You have held a majority in 
for 16 years, and have allowed this system to cont; 
under the McKinley bill, then under the Dingley bi! 
under the Payne bill, until it has distorted the fun 
free Government into tools of greed and vehicles of « 
{[Applause.] What has been the result of your syste 
as a result, the wealth of the country has been concent 
the hands of a few people. It is enough to alarm us \ 
know that less than 4,000 men now own over 85 per 
the wealth of the United States, while each one of t} 
of our 91,000,000 of people own on an average of less | 
in property. It is not denied that 51 men now own « 
fifth of all our wealth, and these 51 men have had pnp 
with the legislation of the country during the past 


As a result of your system we see the Woolen Trust ox; 


from the American people over $100,000,000 each yea: 
of what would be a fair profit on woolen goods, and a 
of this comes out of the pockets of the farmers 4 
larger part out of the pockets of the laboring people 
in the mills and the factories of the country. As a 
your system we see the Cotton Trust charging the | 
$90,000,000 each year more for their manufactured 
than should be charged, and a large part of this rob! 
out of the pockets of the poor working girls and won 
the counters and in the sweat shops and factories of | 
States. As a result of your system we see the Si 
wrongfully taking from the people over $150,000.00 « 
more than they should take on steel products and 
their stockholders large dividends on their watered stv 
these are the people who are now trying to make tly 


believe that he is going to be ruined if he refuses to st 


a continuance of protection—that kind of protection 
made millions for the Steel Trust, the Woolen Trust, 
Cotton Trust, but never added one dollar to the price of 
farm product. 

Ah, Mr. Chairman, the present system of protecti 
worst form of special privilege, and enables its benet 
build up colossal fortunes wrongfully taken from tli 


It is nothing short of an outrage, and in the name of 


justice, and fair dealing I protest against it. So fa: 
tariff is concerned, I contend that the farmer has ne\ 
had a square deal; but this Democratic House is dete: 
forever put to an end the discrimination against hi! 


to all the people some relief from the burdens heape 


them by the Payne-Aldrich bill by passing the bill ! 
consideration, which places many items of everyday Us 
free list. I will insert a copy of the bill in the R 
part of my remarks on the subject: 


A bill (H. R. 4413) to place on the free list agricultural | 
cotton bagging, cotton ties, leather, boots and shoes, 
meats, cereals, flour, bread, timber, lumber, sewing ma 
and other articles. 

Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the day following t!} 
of this act the following articles shall be exempt from duty 
ported into the United States: 

Plows, tooth and disk harrows, headers, harvesters, r 
cultural drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators 
machines and cotton gins, farm wagons and farm carts ani 
agricultural implements of any kind and description, whet! 
cally mentioned herein or not, whether in whole or in parts 
repair parts. 

Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar fabrics, 0 
coverings, suitable for covering and baling cotton, composed 


or in part of jute, jute butts, hemp, flax, seg, Russian seg, \ 


land tow, Norwegian tow, aloe, mill waste, cotton tares, or 
materials or fibers suitable for covering cotton; and burlaps 
or sacks composed wholly or in part of jute or burlaps or « 
rial suitable for bagging or sacking agricultural products. 
Hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths. | 
not punched, or wholly or partly manufactured into hoo} 
coated or not coated with paint or any other preparation, wit! 
out buckles or fastenings, for baling cotton or any other « 
and wire for baling hay, straw, and other agricultural produc! 
Grain, buff, split, rough and sole leather, band, bend, « 
leather, boots and shoes made a or in chief value of l¢ 
from cattle hides and cattle skins o 
bovine species, including calfskins; and harness, saddles, and 


in sets or in_ parts, finished or unfinished, composed wholly or 


value of leather; and leather cut into shoe uppers or valp> 
forms suitable for conversion into manufactured articles. 

Barbed fence wire, wire | 
or manufactured for wire fencing, and other kinds of wire su 
fencing, including wire staples. 


Beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and meats of all kinds, fres! 
or undressed, prepared or pres 
any manner; bacon, hams, shoulders, lard, lard compounds <¢ 


pickled, dried, smoked, dressed 


substitutes ; and sausage and sausage meats. 


APRIL 


whatever weight, of catt 


rods, wire strands or wire rope, W! 


25, 








l. 
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rockwheat flour, corn meal, wheat flour and semolina, rye flour, bran, 

ys vines, and other offais of grain, oatmeal and rolled oats, and all 

4 cereal foods; and biscuits, bread, wafers, and similar articles 
ened. 

- hewn, sided, or squared, round timber used for spars or in 

- wharves, shingles, laths, fencing posts, sawed boards, planks, 

‘nd other lumber, rough or dressed, except boards, planks, deals, 

ther lumber, of lignum-vite, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, 
‘ny, rosewood, satinwood, and all other cabinet woods. 

Sowing machines, and all parts thereof. 

Sait, whether in bulk or in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages. 


Mr. Chairman, this bill when enacted into law will not only 
do justice to the farmer, but will bring no small amount of 
ralief to those living in the towns and cities of the country. 
By taking the tariff off of flour, meats, oatmeal, rolled oats, 


not SW 


aa 


eareg] foods, salt, boots, shoes, and sewing machines will most | 


rtainly reduce the cost of living in the towns and cities to 

. extent, while placing on the free list all kinds of farm- 
ing implements, binders, mowers, reapers, harrows, hedders, 
harvesters horserakes, planters, cultivators, threshing ma- 
Hines, farm wagons, plows, wire fencing, wire ropes, staples, 
belting leather, harness, saddles, saddlery, boots, shoes, sewing 


som 
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last Friday, when another bill was open for amendment. You 
will remember how the enemies of that bill tried to kill it by 
offering amendments, and the same thing will occur when this 
bill is read under the five-minute rule. The gentlemen on that 
side of the House will offer all kinds of amendments proposing 
to put other items on the free list for the benefit of the people, 
when their real purpose will be to defeat the b Yeu will see 
them shedding tears in their anxiety to procure 


eater relief 


for the farmer, the laborer, and the down-trodden people in 
general. But, my friends, we must remember that their real 
purpose is to kill the bill and that it is the duty of every Mem- 
ber of the House who wants to see this bill b ! n law to 
| vote down every amendment offered. How much f ould 
you have in the sincerity of the gentleman from P nia 
{Mr. Dauzett] if he should offer an amendment m ¢ to 
| put some additional item on the free list? How much faith 
would you have in the sincerity of the centleman 


machines, salt, and all kinds of lumber, both rough and dressed, | 


will without question save the farmers of the country millions 
of dollars annually. 


“One of the most important items of this bill is lumber. Every | 


citizen, and especially the farmers, know the effect the tariff on 
lumber and the organization of the Lumber Trust has had on 
prices they are compelled to pay. All grades of lumber have 
advanced with leaps and bounds, until the man of limited means 
it impossible to build for himself a home. It has been 
charged and nowhere denied that the Lumber Trust, operating 
under a gentleman’s agreement, is yielding a profit of over 200 
per cent. A glance at the summer and winter homes of the 
“lumber kings” in the aristocratic resorts of the country will 
yerify this statement. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not only in favor of taking the tariff off 


fy 





of lumber, but I am also in favor of an antitrust law that will | 


vipe out of existence the Lumber Trust, to the end that we 
may have a few less palaces on the hill and more humble homes 
in the valley. [Applause.] I was not surprised at my friend 
from Michigan [Mr. ForpNry], the apostle of high protection, 
defending the Lumber Trust and opposing tariff revision. His 
defense, however, of a protective tariff was just about as satis- 
factory as the explanation of a colored gentleman who met a 
bear in the woods. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


DIFENDERFER] tells a story of a negro whose name was Rastus | 


and who was out in the woods picking huckleberries, and when 
his bucket was filled he turned around to start for home, when 
he saw in front of him a big bear on his hind legs, growling 
and walking toward him. 
only way to save his life was to get out of there, so he sat his 
bucket down and ran as fast as he could, and after he had 


| 





Rastus said that he thought the | 


| my shoulders. 


gan [Mr. ForpNey] if he should offer an amendment 


to add something else to the free list? How much faith would 


you have in the sincerity of the gentleman from Illinvis { Mr. 
CANNON] if he should propose an amendment placing an add 
tional item on the free list? Ah, my friends, when the t 
comes you will see these gentlemen offering amendments for 
| the purpose of defeating the bill, but not for the purpose of 
| giving the people relief. We know it w pass the House, and 
we have reason to believe, and do believe, that if left in it 
present form it will pass the Senate and be med by the 


President. Therefore it is the duty of every friend of this bill 
to vote down all amendments offered. 

Mr. Chairman, we on this side of the House have been cx 
missioned by the pegple to revise the tariff, and we al 
to revise it downward. We are going to revise it in our own 
way and in our own time, so far as the House is concerned, and 
if the people of this country do not get the relief they voted 
for at the ballot box last November it will not be the fault of 
the House, but the responsibility will rest on the Senate and 
the President. [Applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the g 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON]. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I shall endeavor not to 
abuse the confidence of my friend, the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, nor the patience of the committee. I am not a member 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, nor do I feel that the 
weight of responsibility for maintaining the Democratic faith 
and the spread of the Democratic propaganda rests entirely on 
However, aS an old-fasl straight Demo- 
erat, without any prefixes, suffixes, frills, flounces, fur- 


vila 


e going 


y. 


Lioned, 


affixes, 


belows, conditions, or qualifications [laughter], I desire to 
| declare my allegiance to the plan mapped out by the great 
Democrats who are in charge of affairs in this House at this 


gotten away a short distance he looked back and saw the bear | 


eating the huckleberries and concluded while he had lost his 
berries he at least had saved his life, but later, as he ran on, he 
looked back again and saw the bear coming after him. He ran 
faster and faster, but finally saw the bear was going to over- 
take him. He then discovered in front of him a large pond of 
ice, and he concluded he could run better on the ice than the 
bear could, so he started in that direction. “Yes,” said one 
of his listeners, “ but who ever heard tell of ice in huckleberry 
time?” Rastus answered by saying, “ Great Heavens; he run 
me till after Christmas.” [Laughter and applause.] So the 
argument of my friend from Michigan was just about as con- 
vineing, just about as plausible as the story told by Rastus. 

Mr. Chairman, we are not only going to pass this bill putting 
lun ber on the free list and the other items enumerated in the 
bill, but we are going to take up other schedules and revise 
them downward. We are going to take up the woolen schedule 
and revise it downward and save the people the $100,000,000 
that is now being wrongfully taken from them on manufactured 
Woolen goods. 

; ae SAMUEL W. SMITH. Will the gentleman yield for a 
uestion? 

Mr. ADAIR. I decline to yield at this time. We are going to 
take up the cotton schedule and revise it downward and save 
the people over $90,000,000 each year on cotton goods. We are 
going to take up other schedules and revise them downward in 
( onformity with Democratic ideas and in accordance with Demo- 
‘rae promises made during the last campaign. My friends, 
the last election was fought out on the tariff issue, and the 
people spoke at the ballot box in no uncertain tones. They 
pe us to revise the tariff, and we are going to dis- 
é> tae that duty by keeping every promise and pledge made 
0 them in the campaign of 1910. 
vane Chairman, when this bill comes up under the five-minute 
© we will see the same performance we saw in this House 


hi 
i 









; 


time and briefly state the reasons for my faith and course of 
action. 

It would seem as though it was intended when I prepared my 
brief speech, as a little observation of the order of the speak- 
ers as we are introduced in alphabetical order will 
ADAIR, ADAMSON, AITKEN of South Carolina, and so forth, on the 
roll—that each Democrat in turn would address the House, not 
for the purpose of making votes in this House, but for the pur 
pose of stating our position in correcting abuses under Repub- 
lican domination, what the Democratic doctrine is, 
acter of Democratic rule when it shall come 
trol of the Government. I 
receive 


XN eont 
W suggest 


’ 
and the char 


into complet 


pe that we wot a 


e cf 


of course, did not hx 





any votes on that side or convert anybody. It is 
impossible. 

Ephraim is joined to his idols. Let him alone, t ven 
over to hardness of heart and reprobacy of nd, t nd 
be damned. 

What we are concerned about is securing some votes at the 
other end of the Capito! and securing the approval of Presi 
dent who has slighted and ignored one opportunity | Lt 
admonitions of the people. We want to see if he will heed t! 
last thundering admonition which they gave him la 
ber, or wait for the eternal and final downfall of hi f and 
his party at the next election. [Applause on Del I de. | 


But I had not heard nor had the advantage of the la 


liant performance of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
when this program was mapped out. That versatile gentle 
man has given us an additional treat, new and im I 
stunts, sarcastic punctures, a great variety of criticisms, that 
would fill with dismay less stalwart hearts than those which 
animate the Democratic majority in this House. I conf [ 


trembled in my boots and was a little rattled when I saw | 

by punch after punch, make imaginary holes in the armor of 
Democracy, and innocently I went and asked Mr. Chairman 
UNpDERWoop if he would not better call a caucus and call this 
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thing off. [Laughter.] But he showed wondrous coolness, 
He did not appear alarmed at all, nor agitated about it, and he 
advised that we just go ahead and make the speeches, and if 
the Democratic caucus called it off afterwards I would not be 
responsible, because I did not know what the gentleman from 
Illinois was going to say; that is, I did not know he was going 
to say all of it at this time in this way. 

But I want to advise you Democrats who have been so 
severely pounded, whose doctrines have been so severely riddled 
and punctured, that the gentleman from [llinois [Mr. Mann] 
is the most skillful special pleader who has been in this House 
within my knowledge, and no doubt would make the most suc- 
cessful defender of criminals that the criminal annals of our 
courts have ever known. Watch the success with which he 
parries all attacks upon the Republican Party. [Laughter on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, we do not expect the distinguished gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] to approve our work or praise our 
bill. In fact, he relieved my alarm to a considerable extent 
when he said he did not desire either praise or censure from 
this side of the House. He wears the seven bull hides of Ajax. 
He is invulnerable to either criticism or praise when it comes 
from the right side of the House. All he wants is the servile 
following of the gentlemen on the other side, and I am firmly 
convinced that if the Democratic caucus should approve a bill 
that should come in here specifically approving that which their 
conduct has always approved, the Ten Commandments and the 
Sermon on the Mount, the gentleman could pick flaws in them, 
and gentiemen on the other side would vote with him and 
against the bill. [Applause and laughter on the Democratic 
side. ] é 

There is one fundamental error or willful misstatement con- 
stantly repeated and urged in the utterances of all Republicans 
of whatever brand, and that is that an honest Democratic revision 
downward of the tariff would cause a reduction of revenue, 
which they say we can not afford to make. 

One distinguished Republican reformer, a_ self-proclaimed 
“ progressive,” lately made the elaborate argument that it was 
not proper to attempt a revision of the tariff until after the 
adoption of the income-tax amendment, in order that a hundred 
miliions of revenue should first be provided by the income tax 
before it would be possible to spare the revenue lost by a down- 
ward revision of the tariff. I am constrained to believe that 
that man knows better; that he would really like to revise the 
tariff downward on the things he wants to buy and leave the 
prohibitive duties barring competition from all articles that he 
and his people wish to sell. That is the same disease that 
afflicts all protectionists. They do not wish to use the taxing 
power for the legitimate purposes intended by the Constitu- 
tion—the raising of revenue. They wish to convert it into an 
instrument for personal profit, a weapon by which they can pre- 
vent competition while they hold up and exploit their fellow 
countrymen ad libitum, diverting legitimate revenue from the 
Treasury to flow in enlarged volume and everlasting current 
of graft into their own pockets. 
tax myself, but I am not willing to postpone tariff legislation 
to wait for that. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

In that interview the distinguished Senator, for he was such, 
selected sugar to illustrate his argument. Of course sugar is a 
recognized revenue producer and doubtless always will be, but 
the schedule is so viciously arranged as to make the people pay 
the Sugar Trust many times more than they pay into the 
Treasury. If the differential on refined sugar, which benefits 
nobody but the Sugar Trust, were removed or reduced 75 per 
cent and the duty on raw sugar reduced 25 or 50 per cent, the 
reduced price would enable the people to use more sugar. In- 
creased consumption would prevent diminution of the revenue, 
though the graft of the Sugar Trust would be largely curtailed, 
to the joy and benefit of the people. 

That Senator’s proposition is as bad as the President’s sub- 
terfuge to secure delay or defeat of tariff revision by waiting 
for information from a protective-tariff board which was not 
charged or expected to learn or report a scintilla of informa- 
tion to aid in an honest revision of the tariff, but, on the con- 
trary, was designed for the purpose of delay and to report 
heresies to frustrate such revision. The Democrats know how 
to revise the tariff. What they need is power to pass their 
bills through the Senate and run the gauntlet of Executive dis- 
approval. If the prohibitive duties in the main schedules— 
woolen, cotton, chemical, and metal—were reduced only to the 
point of competition without going down even as low as the 
best revenue-raising rates, imports would rapidly increase, ex- 
change of business between our people and the people of other 
countries would swell both imports and exports, and the Treas- 
ury would overflow with revenue. 





I earnestly favor the income | 





APRIL 


Everyone who knows anything knows that prohibitive 
exclude imports, and, of course, exclude receipts fr 
Treasury, and from such protected articles no money 
into the Treasury, and that these prohibitive duties = 
barriers to prevent the incoming of competitive artic), 
foreign lands, thereby compelling our home people to pay 
ever prices domestic manufacturers see proper to charge f. 
articles produced at home. Of course the price chare, 
approximate the aggregate of the cost of production 
duty. 

An abundant revenue having been supplied by reduci 
hibitive rates to the competitive point, the Governmen: 
afford to dispense with the duty on a few articles of ; 
use and prime necessity or place the duty so low as 
“ grind the face of the poor.” A large free list, however. 
a cardinal Democratic doctrine. It is a favorite of pro 
ists, and is not only a valuable handmaiden of protect 
is the inseparable concomitant of protection. In other 
protection robbery does not reach its highest altit; 
monstrosity and obliquity until it can widen the range 
profits by selling its products at the highest possible pr 
securing its raw materials as cheaply as possible or als 
free. The doctrine actuates all protectionists, in what: 
tion of the country, of whatever brand or type. The De: 
doctrines and policy as to taxation are not to be gauged 01 
by this bill alone. I shall heartily support the pending 
only a piece or part of the Democratic scheme, other | 
which are to follow in due order. 

The existing Payne-Aldrich-Reed Smoot tariff bil! 
Canadian reciprocity pact which has already passed th: 
and is now happy on its smooth and peaceful way th: 
other branch of Congress, make ample provision for a 
facturers, not only to extend their markets for the sale of 
products into Canada, but also to secure either free o: 
duced rates from Canada all raw materials which thx 
in their business. Now, as a companion piece and | 
wheel to that legislation it is proposed to place upon t 
list a few things the transfer of which to the free lisi 
ported by two arguments. One is they are articles of ¢ 
use and prime necessity, the comparatively inconsideral 
nue from which the Treasury will be able to dispense y 
raising a corresponding amount of revenue in some othe! 
The second is they are the raw materials which the 
needs to produce and prepare his crops for market. © 
claimed, farm implements and bagging and ties, and s 
are not raw materials. They are the material essent 
indispensable elements which the farmer must have and 
the manufacture of crops and their preparation for sale. 


} are just as raw to him as thousands of other things ar 


are the finished products of other producers, but are clai! 
manufacturers to be raw materials to them. Everythi 
the manufacturers use, no matter from what source deri' 
how much labor and expense are involved in producti: 
consider as raw material to use in their manufacturi: 
ness, except cotton-mill machinery, on which eastern n 
a prohibitive duty to discourage and hinder the bu 
competing mills in the South. Likewise everything 1 
farmer uses—guano, plows, wagons, horses, mules, | 
ties, clothing, shoes, the wages he pays for labor—ail 
material to him. He uses them all, and as the finished | 
of them he offers his crops for sale on the market, and 
is any rational line of distinction between the finished | 
and raw materials, the farmer is as much entitled to ha 
line located in the right place as the manufacturer ha: 
the truth is there is not in law, politics, reason, rectitud 
religion any such line. 

If there is to be any doctrine based upon an imaginar: 
between finished product and raw material it should | 
whenever the finished product is on the free list or bears 
rate of duty the raw materials entering into it should 
on the free list or also bear a low rate of duty. T! 
rational doctrine on the subject consonant with the C 
tion and consonant with honesty and fairness is that 
should be fairly and honestly laid for governmental } 
enly, sufficient to raise revenue to support the Gove! 
honestly and economically administered, bearing most 
upon luxuries, more lightly upon necessaries, ,and not 
upon those few articles of general use and prime ne 
with the revenues from which the Treasury may be 3! 
dispense. 

The argument for a line of demarcation between raw 
terial and finished product always offered by protectic 
and, strangely enough, often concurred in by people who ©! 
protection, is that if the manufacturers can buy their 
material cheaply they can sell the finished product 
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ny. 
po Have they ever done so? The truth is, they take all 
th t trade conditions will bear, and conscience does not hurt 
+hom because conditions are artificial and produced by unjust 
ii partisan laws. Buying cheaply does not prevent them 
m selling for as high a price as their wares will command. 
simply broadens the zone of their profits. It enables them 
vraft in both directions, to rob those to whom they sell and 
<e from whom they buy, and they never fail to do what the 
\w permits them to do for their own profit. 


chea] 


a> o> et mh 8S 
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his doctrine received its most signal if not its initial empha- | 


«ic from an effort to convert to the Democratic Party the pro- 
te tionists of the East by changing the creed of the Democratic 
Party to suit the interests of these protectionists and tempting 
th r cupidity when appeals to their principles appeared to be 
yuavailing. The experiment failed, but forcibly reminded me 
of the words of the Blessed Master about proselyting: 

Ye compass sea and land to make one proselyte ; and when he is made, 
ve make him twofold more the child of hell than yourselves. 

It is safer for Democrats to avoid trying to be doctrinaires 
drawing artificial, unorthodox lines of distinction and stick to 
the good old doctrine that all things are subject to taxation 
for the support of the government, and for nothing else; but 
that government should discriminate in arranging rates below 
the best revenue-raising point, so as to treat luxuries and neces- 
saries properly and wisely, sparingly using the free list for 
the beneficial purpose of helping the people to articles of general 
use and prime necessity. 

The fundamental doctrine seems to be ignored, or never 
tioned, to wit: That the proper or best revenue-raising rate 
should be the maximum rate ever to be considered. No duty 
laid above the best revenue-producing rate is levied for any con- 
stitutional purpose, but is levied for the bald, bare purpose of 
prohibiting competition and protecting domestic favorites in 
robbing their fellow men. A Democratic tariff system, con- 
structed upon proper Democratic principles, would contain no 
rate higher than was adjudged to be the best revenue-producing 
rate, and the range would be from that down to nothing. 

It would be Utopian, however, to hope to adopt such a sys- 
tem during the present Congress, and the people ought not to 
be deluded into anticipating any such result. Statesmen and 
newspapers have not been careful to advise the public of the 
rue situation, that the Democrats control only one House of 
Congress. The Republicans have.the Senate, and all the Repub- 
licans in that body, though differing in detail as tothe items they 
want protected and what they want on the free list, are every 
one protectionists and every one of them would vote against an 
ice 


al Democratic tariff bill. It should also be remembered 
that the President is Republican, and that he is pledged to 
sign no bill that interferes with protection. So it is idle for 


the people to hope for a Democratic measure during the pres- 
ent Congress. We may succeed in having some things put on 
the free list. We may succeed in reducing some of the greatest 
enormities in the rates of the existing law. If we fail to do 
anything, the country will understand, by following the pro- 
ceedings of this House, that the fault shall not lie with us, A 
great many in high places, and a great many in this House 
lately in high places, have already suffered bitter disappoint- 
ment from the discovery that this House can do business. Stil! 
greater surprises await them. “ Those who came to scoff may 
yet remain to pray.” While we must proceed with prudence, 
endeavoring in moderation to select those lines of action which 
give promise of some success, we expect that our record will 


men- | 


make it clear to the country that if relief does not come | 


through the present Congress its failure will be due to two 
obstacles to that relief, one at the other end of the Capitol 
and the other at the other end of the Avenue. Both of these 
obstacles can be removed by the people at the next election, 
and if a complete political revolution is necessary in order to 


secure relief, the people can and will complete the work so well | 


done in part last November and come into their own after the 


next election by choosing a majority of Democrats in the Sen- | 


ate and a Democratic President. 


' [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 


“ CLarK and reform” is a slogan which has placed the Demo- | 


crats in control of this House, and the same gonfalon may lead 
the hosts of Democracy to such a signal and glorious victory 
that the people, for the first time in many years, realizing the 
blessings of old-fashioned honesty and Democracy in control, 
may remain awake to perpetuate their own rule, their own 
power, prosperity, and happiness. . 

Let not our defeated and demoralized adversaries “ mourn as 
those who have no hope.” [Laughter.] There are compensat- 
ing considerations in almost every event or situation. This bill 
will afford my distinguished friends from Michigan and Penn- 


Of course that is axiomatic, but will they, and do] sylvania, those two eminent freetraders, Messrs. ForpNey and 


DALZELL and others, consolation for their failure to graft this 
free list on to the reciprocity bill, which they so fondly hoped 
and earnestly tried to do. Yea more, it will reach farther than 
Canada, and give them a world-wide field from which to 
gather all these articles free of duty. 

1 admonish them also not to indulge in pessimistic predictions 
about the imaginary wreck and ruin to follow Democratie leg- 
islation. The real friends of the people are at the helm in this 
Hlouse, the legitimate successors of those who founded this Gov- 
ernment, and for 60 years conducted it to great 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] If after the next election 
they also control the other House and occupy the White House, 
no legitimate business will suffer thereby, no honest industry 
will be injured. [Applause on the Democratie side.] 

Graft has no vested right. Inequality 
immortality, although tolerated for a 
justice or even fostered by unjust 
take away what men have ac 


hess and glory. 


has no just claim to 
long time, able to evade 
law. We do not purpose to 
umulated, nor make distribution 
thereof, nor declare a popular dividend from their overgrown 
fortunes. That to favorite stock-in-trade slander. 
It has now become a stale joke, and the people will yet make 
of it “a hiss and a byword.” We do, however, believe that 
fair and honest conditions may be to some extent restored so 


used be a 


that honesty and industry and merit may have a fair show. 
Instead of fattening a few favorites we may encourage gen- 
eral prosperity, but present favorites will not be ruined nor 
starved. Compelled by competition, they will sell to their 
neighbors as cheaply as to foreigners and strangers, which, 
under protection, they never do; but they will still enjoy 
handsome profits and at the same time control a permanent and 
more agreeable patronage, for neighbors who trade because 


they are pleased and not because under compulsion will prove 


far more valuable customers. Then both the favorites and 
their customers, being able to bring home goods from other 


countries, by reason of reduced import duties, can alike sell all 


their surplus throughout all the world. No longer will business 


stagnate, with factories idle and warehouses bursting with 
goods waiting for impoverished domestic customers to earn 
money enough to buy a few more goods at exorbitant prices 


Their goods can then go out by every sail, with every breeze, 
and on every steamer to the remotest parts of the earth, to be 
profitably exchanged for the products of every people and 
every clime, thereby loading returning argosies with a wealth 
of valuable commodities, to mingle again with the products of 
our own people, effecting other profitable exchanges, to the com- 


mon prosperity of all. What we need commercially is to trade 
with all the world. We are able to challenge the whole world 
to competition in all things. We can not, however, trade with 
people who have nothing to sell. They can not buy what we 
have unless they can sell what they produce. “ We can not 
always sell to people from whom we buy nothing,” was the last 
and wisest remark President McKinley ever made about the 
tariff. It has been far-reaching in its effect It is equally true 


that we can not buy from other people unless our rates of duty 


are reasonable enough to enable us to bring the goods home 
after we buy them. Our prosperity and glory are in our own 
hands. We Democrats of this House propose to do our duty, 


challenging the other House and the President to do theirs, and 
confidently leaving the result to the people. 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Russe..] 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, I have felt reluctance 
in asking time to participate in this debate, as there are ma 
others of longer service and more experience who are better 


[Applause on 
15 


minutes to 


some 


able to shed light upon this important question, but I justify 
my action in asking the indulgence of the House for a few 1 
utes by the fact that the constituency that I represent, whic! 
one of the largest represented upon this floor, is deeply interested 
in the proposed legislation. 

This House has recently passed what is known as the 


Canadian reciprocity bill, and the pending bill is now by 
called its companion, but is generally known the 
free-list bill. 

The course of the reciprocity bill has probably been the most 
unique in the history of congressional legislation. It orig ted 
in the White House with a Republican Chief Executive, and 
this extra session of Congress has been called by the President 
for the express and lone purpose of having it passed by Con 
gress. It was here opposed by many of the past and | 
leaders of his party upon the floor of the House, and a majority 
of them recorded their votes against it: but it had the indorse 
ment of a Democratic caucus of this House and its passage was 
strongly urged by the leaders and supported by the of 


some 


farmers’ 


resent 


votes 
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almost the entire membership of the Democratic majority. One 
of the questions that to-day agitates the public mind is whether 
the Republican President has gone Democratic or whether the 
Democratic House of Representatives has gone Republican. 

The debate upon the reciprocity bill was interesting and in- 
structive, sometimes surprising, if not amusing. One of its 
surprises was to observe many of the old-time and unregen- 
erated “stand-pat” protectionists of eastern manufacturing 
centers, with no farmers in their districts, pleading for its 
defeat, for fear that it may hurt the farmers, while many of the 
ablest and most faithful Representatives in this House from the 
agricultural districts of the South and West, who represent 
farmers and who are more familiar with their conditions, their 
crops, and their markets, have strongly advocated the bill as a 
good thing for their constituents, 

The two chief arguments of the opponents of reciprocity in 


this House and in the press have been, first, that it will lower | 


the price of farm products, which I hope is a mistake. The 
other is, that it is an abandonment of the protective policy and 
will destroy the Republican Party. 

Some apprehension has been felt and expressed by 
farmers of our country as to the probable effect of the proposed 
law upon prices of farm products, which, in my opinion, found 
its origin among the designing alarmists of other callings and 
other interests who are beneficiaries of the present high tariff 
laws, the repeal of which they fear that bill may be the fore- 
runner. It was shown in the discussion of that bill in this 
House that the Lumber Trust, of which Mr. Edward Hines, of 
Chicago, is the president, has been very active in its efforts to 
arouse the farmers in opposition to that bill. Thecircular letter 
sent out contains the following clause: 

Will you and your connections kindly wire the following Congress- 
men at Washington ~~ urging them to vote against the Canadian 
reciprocity agreement 

It would be hard for me to understand or to believe that his 
activity in this was inspired by unselfish motives or by his 
love for the farmers rather than by a selfish regard for his 
own interests as the head of a great trust that has been a 
curse to every farmer and every home builder in the land. 

I live in an agricultural district in which the majority of 
the people are engaged or directly interested in agricultural 
pursuits, and all others of our citizenship are indirectly inter- 
ested in their success, as they recognize the fact that the pros- 
perity of all other callings depends upon the success and pros- 
perity of the farmers. As their Representative in this House, 
I would not of my own volition cast any vote that I thought 
would do them the slightest injury or injustice. I have myself 
for 30 years had raised upon my farm corn and wheat and sold 
them in the markets. 

Some of my constituents have expressed opposition and 
others have expressed their approval of the reciprocity bill, and 
the responsibility was left upon me to determine what action I 
should take. I voted for the bill for the following reasons: 

First. I believed a majority of my constituents were in favor 
of it, and I thought it was my duty as their Representative 
upon this, as upon all questions upon which they are advised 
and express their opinion, to reflect their wishes by my vote. 

Second. The Democratic caucus of this House had indorsed 
it and instructed me to vote for it, and, as a Democrat, I felt 
bound by that action, notwithstanding the fact that it origi- 
nated with and was advocated by a Republican President. 

Third. I gave the bill as careful consideration as I could, 
and was convinced that it will prove to be a benefit to the 
people of the district that I have the honor to represent and 
to the country at large, and will moreover prove to be the 
entering wedge that will open the way to other necessary and 
highly beneficial tariff reforms that will bring relief to the long- 
suffering and tax-ridden laborers and farmers of our country. 

One of the chief grounds of alarm has been because of the 
proposed removal of the 25 cents per bushel tariff upon wheat 
and the 15 cents per bushel upon corn, and the prediction that it 
will reduce the priee of these products to our farmers. 

As wheat and corn are the chief products of the farmers of 
my district, I desire to say a word in answer to this prediction. 
When I was in law school I remember one of the professors said 
in his lecture to the class, “The reason of the law is the life 
of the law.” It made a profound impression upon me at the 
time, and I have often thought since that this fundamental 
principle might be applied to other subjects. This proposed law 
will not cheapen the price of wheat, corn, or other farm products 
unless there is a reason for it, and as I read and understand the 
statistics and the facts there is absolutely no good reason to 
believe that the price of these commodities will be affected to 
any perceptible extent except at local points near the Canadian 
border. A high tariff law never raises the price of any article 
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| different markets in the United States. 
| cents higher per bushel in Minneapolis than it is in Chi 
the | 
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in this country that would not be imported here without 
imposition of such tariff, and all well-informed men, and « 
cially farmers, know that this is the largest wheat and 

growing Nation on earth, and no country under the sun 
produce either wheat or corn, pay the freight upon them. 

under free trade, and sell them here in competition wit}, 
American farmers. We do not need Canadian wheat or 

we have annually a large surplus of our own, but Canada 

need our corn, as that country produces but little of that art 
The United States shipped to Canada in the last fisca! 

6,178,896 bushels of corn. 

We must not lose sight of the fact that in giving Canada 
trade upon the several articles mentioned in the proposed : 
ment the Canadian Government must give us free trade u| 
same articles into that country. 

It has been argued by the opponents of that bill that w! 
cheaper in Canada than it is in the United States. 1T 
sometimes true in some places, and the same may be said . 
May wheat is 


2 cents higher in Chicago than it is in St. Louis; and 2} 
higher in St. Louis than it is in Kansas City. There is u 
2 or 3 cents difference in the price of wheat at different d 
ing points in the county in which I live. These differe: 
prices are caused by the difference in freight rates, or p 


; at times by the manipulations of the markets by speculat: 


3ut a sufficient answer to this argument is that Chi 
the principal grain market of the United States, and al! 
markets in the country are largely controlled by it. Win 
is the principal wheat market of Canada, and on last Satu 
the day after the reciprocity bill was passed in this Hous 
markets, as shown by the Chicago Tribune, at Winnipeg, Chi- 
cago, and St. Louis were as follows: 

JULY WHEAT. 

Winnipeg 
Chicago 
St. Louis 

As the farmers in my district usually market their w) 
July at a price below the St. Louis market they will r 
see that the Canadian price can not injuriously affect the | 
of their wheat, as the price as now indicated there will | 
cents per bushe! higher than the price indicated in the St. L 
market, in which we must sell, or that governs our prices 

I have made an investigation of the statistics affecti 
trade with Canada during recent years prepared by the 
thorities of the Governments of the United States and Ca 
from which I have ascertained the following facts: 

In the five years ending June 30, 1910, in goods of all ki: 


We sold in Canada 
Canada sold to us 


Difference in our favor 492, 5 


These figures show that it has been beneficial to us to | 
with Canada even over obstructive tariff walls that hay: 
isted, and, in my opinion, our commercial relations would be 
greatly improved by the removal of that unnatural and obs! 
tive barrier. 

Permit me to call attention to the statistics of the same 
thorities upon some specific articles in which the farmers of 
country are greatiy interested. 

In the five years ending June 30, 1910, it appears the exc 
between the two countries of certain farm products w: 
follows: 


Wheat : 
RP ME S00 MO niivcsitisens nik dateetinneintannsisiuainennniaimiasen $4, 44 
es CD isi sic ccccpaepcenecb a abdsEtngidnincteniatinioioe if 


Difference in our favor 
Horses : 
We exported to Canada 
Canada sold to us 
Difference in our favor 
Cattle: 
We exported to Canada 
Canada sold to us 
Difference in our favor 
Meat and dairy: 


We exported to Canada 
Canada sold to us 


17, 011, ' 


904 


Difference in our favor 


Breadstuffs : ———— 
We exported to Caenada.................-+...--.-~---- 81, 596, 5 
Canada sold to us 6, 679, 


Difference in our favor "24, 916, 672 
But, Mr. Chairman, there is another unanswerable reas a 
against this agitation for lower prices of corn and wheat. This 
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country exports to Liverpool or other foreign markets large 
quantities of both these staple farm products annually. In the 
fiseal year ending June 30, 1909, which is the last year for which 

{ have been able to obtain statistics, we exported 35,855,412 
pushels of corn and 66,923,244 bushels of wheat. Canada ships 
her surplus of wheat to the same markets, and in view of these 
facts I am unable to see how free trade with our neighbor across 
the Canadian border will lower the price of wheat to our Amer- 
ican farmers who know that the price in the United States rises 
and falls with the Liverpool! market. On January 18, 184, in a 
speech delivered in this House by our present distinguished 
Member, the ex-Speaker of this House, Mr. CANNON, in answer 
to questions of Mr. Simpson, of Kansas, he said: 

Does the gentleman not admit that we are now com- 


Mr. SIMPSON. 
different countries of the Old World for the 


peting in Europe with the 
sale of our wheat? . i 

Mr. Cannon. Certainly; with Roumania, Russia, and India. 

Mr. Simpson. Then the gentleman will admit that the price we re- 
ceive there fixes the price of our articles not only in the United States 
but in the foreign markets? 

Mr. Cannon. Certainly; all prices are regulated by 
market, wherever it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield 10 minutes more time to the 
centleman from Missouri [Mr. Russe]. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The present able Secretary of Agriculture, 
Hon. James Wilson, of the agricultural State of lowa, who in 
his present position has done so much for the farmers, and to 
whom many of them have learned to look for advice in things 
pertaining to agriculture, in a letter to the National Grange, 
written on February 9, 1911, among other things, said: 

There is a difference of 10 or more cents a bushel on wheat and 
other cereals between the markets of Winnipeg and Minneapolis, but 
this difference is fully explained by the lack of transportation and 
elevator facilities and by the greater difficulty that the Canadian 
farmer now has in point of economic carriage from the Northwest to 
Liverpool, where by the sale of the world’s surplus the price of wheat 
is fixed for the world. To let the wheat of the Northwest come down 
to Minneapolis and Chicago will steady the price of wheat, will pre- 


the prevailing 


vent its fluctuations, will make much more difficult speculation, and 
will furnish us greater insurance against the short crops and high 


prices. But that it will in the end, or substantially, reduce the price 
of wheat, which is fixed for the world in Liverpool, no one familiar 
with the conditions can assert. 

From the investigations that I have made, I believe that the 
proposed Canadian reciprocity law, if it goes into effect, rather 
than to prove injurious to my constituents, will prove to be a 
benefit to them and to the whole country. Canada produces 
some things that we need better than we can produce them; 
we produce some things that her people need better than they 
can produce them; and for the mutual benefit of both countries 
there should be, in my opinion, a freer exchange of commodities 
between them. Canada should be our natural ally in sym- 
pathy and in commerce, and in every laudable aspiration that 
will tend to promote human progress and human happiness. 

But we do not propose to stop with the passage of the reci 
procity bill. This House offers to you to-day this bill known as 
the farmers’ free-list bill, which proposes to place upon the 
free list agricultural implements, leather, harness, boots and 
shoes, fencing wire, sewing machines, salt, and other articles of 
general use among the farmers, which is intended and which 
unquestionably will if it becomes a law give them great relief 
in the prices of these articles. 

Many of our friends upon the other side of the House in this 
debate have professed great sympathy and friendship for the 
farmers, and I do not—I never do—question the sincerity or 
the veracity of any man, not even a Republican, but I confess 
that my faith in the sincerity of their professions will be 
greatly strengthened when they vote for this bill, which is of- 
fered for the purpose of giving the farmers of our country relief 
against the exorbitant prices which they have been compelled 
to pay under high protective tariff laws for many of the most 
important farm implements and other commodities necessary 
to them and their families. Many of these articles of prime 
necessity have in the past and are now being shipped abroad 
and sold in foreign lands cheaper than to our farmers at home. 

The Democratic Party in presenting and supporting this bill 
is not only right but is consistent. It has for a half century 
favored a low tariff for revenue, while the Republican Party 
has stood for a high tariff for protection by prohibiting or dis- 
couraging importations from other countries, thereby building 
up and fostering monopolies and trusts by unnecessary taxation 
of all the people. The Democratic Party to-day favors either 


a low revenue tariff or free trade upon the necessaries of life, 
such as farm implements, clothing, and other articles that enter | 
into the home of the humble citizen to sustain life or to make 
its inmates comfortable and happy. 

Permit me to say to our friends on the other side of this | 
House who so eloquently plead for the farmers’ welfare a | 
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few days ago, when there seemed to be some doubt about the 
effect upen them by the then proposed legislation, we invite you 
now, we entreat you to-day, to stand by the farmers in your 
support of this bill, under which there is no doubt about the 
beneficial effects to the farmers. 

The gentleman from Wiscousin |Mr. Lenroor] in his address 
last week, which I am pleased to say was one of the best I 
have ever heard in this House, said his party promised the peo- 
ple in its last national platform that if successful it would re- 
vise the tariff and lower the duties, but that after the election, 
in the enactment of the Payne-Aldrich law, the party violated 
its promise to the people, and the broken party pledge led to 
party disaster and party defeat and gave us a majority on this 
side of the House. This was a frank and an honest confession 
from an able and an honest man, and to him and his political 
associates we offer to-day a chance to correct some of the de- 
fects of that law and remedy some of the omissions of 
the Republican Party in its disregard of its own promises and 
its failure to heed the just demands of the people. 

We are warned by some of our doubting friends upon the 
Republican side of this House that this bill will never become 
a law, but I do not know whether this is a friendly prediction 
or an unfriendly threat, but I do know that it should not deter 
us, as the representatives of the people, in the discharge of 
our duty to them. “ Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

I am not a prophet, but it requires none to foresee that this 
bill will pass this Democratie House, and if it is defeated in the 
Republican Senate or vetoed by a Republican Chief Executive 
the responsibility will rest with the Republican Party and the 
condemnation of the American people will follow. [Loud ap 


to 


| plause on the Democratic side. } 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I vield one hour to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts |Mr. GARDNER}. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I am a 
peaceful man and I come from a peaceful State. Arguments 
in Massachusetts are seldom driven home by honied eloquence 
or by the persuasiveness of a shotgun. In neither ean 
I adjust myself to that school of oratory which much 
admired in the great metropolis of Scotland Neck in the second 
district of North Carolina, [Laughter on the Republican side.] 
When I am smitten upon the right cheek I turn the other also, 
but in turning it I endeavor to propitiate the good genius of 
Scotland Neck with a few well-chosen compliments. If I 


respect 


is sO 


were 


to be tried for my life I should seek as my counsel the gentle 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Kircuin]; that is to say, I 
should seek him as my counsel if I were guilty. [Laughter 


and applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman would do wisely, for I have 
kept many a Republican from off the [Applause on 
the Democratic side. | 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
address the Chair? [Laughter.] 


gallows. 


Will the gentleman please 
I know of no man who better 


than he can invert the true appearance of facts. I have ob 
served in the gentleman—or I think that I have observed, 
though I may be in error—that quality so valuable to jury 
lawyers, or at all events to jury lawyers in criminal cases and 
to jury lawyers who act for the plaintiff in tort cases, that 
quality—and how shall Il express my meaning, Mr. Chairn 
in parliamentary terms? Let us see, that tendency wm 
sciously—and observe the word “ unconsciously "—to blu 
line of demarkation which marks the division where fact ends 
and imagination begins. Mr. Chairman, I am informed t! 
that is parliamentary language. You who were here last yeur 
remember how the Member from North Carolina delivered 
magnificent oration after my poor effort on the tariff i] 
“answered ” my arguments, as he euphemistically expr 
the other day; but there are all sorts of answers—sound 
swers, unsound answers, and evasive answers. 

I have never known anyone so brave as to deny that the 
ments of the gentleman from North Carolina are full of 
and it would be impolite if I were to say that they ‘ 
eyasive. Do you remember last year how the cold perspiration 
bespangled your brows when he described to you, with that 
benignant smile for which he is so famous, hoy ‘dear little 
children "—and he said “littie children in such a tend 
motherly sort’of way [laughter]|—-how dear little childre 
consequence of our protective system, at that very 
in the great cities of New York and Chicago were en; J 
searching through dung heaps to find morsels of food whe thi 
to make soup? And yet, Mr. Chairman, neither the health 
thorities nor the charitable organizations of those two grent 
| cities have ever been able to discover those “dear little 
| dren.” I am forced to the conclusion that really they were 
dear little Democrats in embryo practicing for future efficiency 


in the art of muckraking. [Laughter and applause. | 
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Oh, how warmly the gentleman shook hands with himself, and | to predict that you will drastically and conscientiously destro, 
you remember how he washed his hands with invisible soap in | 


imperceptible water when he congratulated the people of his 


political faith that they had just sworn an oath to abstain | 


from the consumption of meat as a device for lowering its 
price. You remember how the pans of joy arose from the Dem- 
ocratic side because at last Democrats had been found to follow 
the example of those great New Englanders who refused to 
drink the tea that George the Third had taxed. Alas, for your 


pans of joy, alas for that melodious war whoop which rises in | 
the beautiful valley between the forks of the Pedee River in | 
South Carolina and echoes here from time to time to punctuate | 


your peans! Alas, for all those expressions of joy! New Eng- 
land in the days of George the Third remained on the wagon 
of abstinence, while New England’s imitators, a very few days 
after they had made their eternal vow, ignominiously fell off. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, this Scotland Neck Peter the Her- 
mit, after courageously leading a crusade so short a time ago 
to prove to the American people that farm produce is cheaper 
in Canada than it is at home, to-day is countermarching his 
magnificent army to prove that it is not. “Codlin’s your 
friend, not Short,” his seductive voice whispers to the American 
farmer, but the American farmer replies in Kemble’s famous 
words: 


When late I attempted your pity to move, 
Why seemed you so deaf to my prayers? 

Perhaps it was right to dissemble your love, 
But why did you kick me down stairs? 


A SOP TO CERBERUS. 


No one could accuse me of overstatement if I were to assert 
that the American farmer had successfully restrained himself 
from giving any exhibition of undue enthusiasm over Canadian 
reciprocity. To salve his wounded feelings your privy council 
has brought forward a “ farmers’ free-trade bill,” very much 
as some repentant darkey who had robbed my henroost might 
endeavor to propitiate my wrath by returning to me the feath- 
ers of the purloined fowl. So you are going to throw a sop to 
Cerberus. Whether or no that sop will ever reach Cerberus is 
a subject which I assign for debate to the accredited walking 
delegate of your party from Alabama [Mr. UNnprerwoop] and 
his bo’sun’s mate {[Mr. Hopson] in the affirmative, and to the 
representative of the unterrified Democracy of Brooklyn, N. Y. 
[Mr. FrrzcrraLp], in the negative. 





the protective system, as it has heretofore been known. I pre 
dict that you will enact into law some reforms which will pr: 
beneficial and that you will enact into law even more of th, 
unwholesome innovations of whose success the smattering so 
ologist is characteristically so certain. 

In fact, I do not see how it can well be otherwise. The doy 
has gone by when tariffs of “perfidy and dishonor” can 
passed. The day has gone by when legislators can neglect. 
even desire to neglect, the issues upon which they have b 
elected. Iam glad that it is so. If you come into power, I } 
and believe that you will prove that it is so, for in that way 
alone can the specter which to-day is haunting representatiy 
government be laid at rest. 

For the most part, I abhor your principles. For the n 
part, I predict their ultimate failure in practice. But if | 
people give you complete control, with all your errors, with 
your crudities, you can perform a prodigious service to | 
country. Carry out your promises, absurd as we may thi 
them; change the laws to conform with the views which 
have expressed; do those things and you will perform a ser 
to the Nation and to the whole world, even if each and ey 
act which you put upon the statute book shall demonstra: 
nothing but the folly of the parent idea in which it was con- 
ceived, 

Yet, of itself, a strict adherence to your promises will not 
tain you in power. Your theories and your beliefs, when gi 
the form of law, must entail success and prosperity or « 
again the people will turn to the men whose theories and | 
liefs are opposed to your own. If the future shall show t! 
the price of that which labor produces can be lowered wit! 
interference with the remuneration of that labor itself, then 
your tenure of power will be long in the land. But if the 
future shall show, as I firmly believe will be the case, that the 
fiscal reforms which you are sowing can result in nothing | 
a crop of disasters, thence once again the country will turn to 
the Republican Party, purged of the abuses incident to long 
untrammeled power. 


AN UNEQUAL PROPOSITION, 
Now, in regard to this measure itself, until I heard | 


revenue explanation which was given by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Unprerwoop], I had it in mind to ask him why 


But suppose, Mr. Chairman, that ultimately this sop does | ,ouisiana sugar should be omitted from this free-trade bill. | 


reach Cerberus. Do you suppose that he is going to be satis- 
fied with the core when you have just abstracted his whole 
apple? I doubt if so primitive a device will serve to assuage 
his grief. Far rather am I of the opinion that with one of his 
three mouths Cerberus will swallow that core, while with the 
other two mouths he will bark aloud for the sweet blood of 
revenge. I own, to my sorrow be it said, that I am not as yet 
quite certain as to just whose lifeblood Cerberus is going to 
demand, for I am pained to acknowledge that the theft of his 
apple will not be consummated without Republican accomplices. 
THD FUTURE OF THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY. 


The political future of the Democratic Party does not rest 
upon the question as to whom you may offend or whom you 
may please by any particular measure. You have come into 
power in this House because you have persuaded the people of 
this country that the cost of living can be lowered without 
entailing reductions of wages or widespread disaster. 

. Whether’ or not your view of the situation is correct is a 
question which will not be settled within the next two years, 
for it is idle to suppose that a Republican Senate and a Repub- 
lican President will give you full sway in carrying out a doc- 
trine which is at complete variance with the beliefs of the 
Republican Party. But if in 1912 the people of this country 
remain of the same views which they expressed in 1910 they 
will give you control of all three branches of this Government. 
We Republicans can not evade that result by any timid, stern 
chase in the path which you so long have followed. That is as 
it should be. I no more blame the voter for turning ont men 
whose doctrines no longer meet his views than I blame you 
Democrats for pointing out that clear duty to the voter. What 
I blame you for is this: You have been telling the American 
people that the conservative action of the Republican Party is 
owing to the corrupt influences of the trusts. Last year you 
scouted the idea that any conservative could be acting from 
conscientious motives. 

Now, I know very well that political misrepresentation is not 
confined to any one side of this Chamber; but of late years 
political misrepresentation arising from your side has been 
fraught with more consequence, owing to the conspicuously un- 
fair attitude of that part of the public press which most vocifer- 
ously proclaims its impartiality. Should the people of this 
country give you complete control of the Government, I venture 


concede that the reason he gave was satisfactory, to me at 
least; yet I can not divest my mind of the belief that there are 
sectional features to this bill. I turn to my Yearbook and 
there I find that Virginia produces iron, coal, and tobacco. 
Surely, those articles are much used by farmers; yet I find no 
mention of them in this bill. Next come the Carolinas, famous 
for tobacco and rice. Obviously, rice should have met the fate 
of other cereals. Georgia is a rice State, too. Florida is f 
mous all over the world for its oranges and other semitropical 
fruits; yet not one paragraph of this bill touches her chief 
products. Why did those articles escape your tariff pruning? 
Alabama is rich in coal and iron, but coal and iron have es- 
caped the deluge. Louisiana and Texas both produce sugar 
and rice, and Kentucky and Tennessee have coal, iron, and 
tobacco. Yet, in spite of those obvious omissions of articles 
which farmers use and which, if consistency is sought, should 
be included in a “ farmer’s free-trade bill” 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
an interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. STANLEY. Does the gentleman know that any amount 
of duty on coal would not affect the value of coal in Kentucky, 
and does he know that there is not a pound of tobacco in the 
world if admitted free that would come in competition with the 
tobacco of Kentucky? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
know those things. 

Mr. STANLEY. That is a fact. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I am sorry that the Ways 
and Means Committee did not take the time to have hearings, 
so that those facts could be brought forward. I presume tha! 
in many instances such an answer as that made by the gentle 
man from Kentucky would be the true answer. I presume that 
there must be reasons for all these omissions, and I am speak- 
ing to-day with the hope that we may discover the meaning of 
all these unusual coincidences. ; 

Mr. STANLEY. The only tobacco grown in Kentucky is 
Burley tobaceo and Pryor t~bacco; and Burley tobacco is not 
raised anywhere outside of the United States, and the dark, or 
Pryor, tobacco, 85 or 90 per cent of it, is exported to Europe. 
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Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, pending 

he presentation of the other side of the question by the te- 
ican Members from Kentucky, I omit tobacco from my in- 
ment so far as Kentucky is concerned. 

Mr. STANLEY. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Now, in spite of all these 
»hvious omissions from a “ farmers’ free-trade bill,” I am not 
epared to say that this measure was conceived in a spirit of 

‘onal unfairness, but I do believe that observations taken 

, one part of this country alone can not insure the justice 

the course of the ship of state. 

Can anyone tell me why binding twine is omitted from this 
hill? 

Mr. JAMES. Because it is already on the free list. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Binding twine is not al 

iv on the free list, except in the same sense that such agri 

ral implements as plows, harrows, harvesters, and so forth, 

on the free list. Under paragraph 507 binding twine is 

on the free list when coming from countries which charge 

mport duty on binding twine. On the product of countries 

hich charge an import duty on binding twine a duty of one 

half cent a pound is imposed. There is just as much reason 

including binding twine in the free list in this bill as for 
Including plows, tooth and disk harrows, and so forth. 

Mr. STANLEY. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
mean to admit that that character of a free list is a delusion 
and a snare? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Oh, the gentleman knows 
how bills are made up. Amendments are introduced and pro- 
vises are inserted on the floor of the House. The mere fact 
that binding twine appears under the free list, while certain 
agricultural implements are included under the dutiable list, 
makes no difference after the two provisos have been read, ex 
cept to prove that the Ways and Means Committee did not 
know this fact. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. It is always a pleasure, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. JAMES. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts say to 
the House that a tariff is now charged upon binding twine? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. One-half cent a pound, 
under paragraph 507. 

Mr. JAMES. Is it not true that it is admitted free now? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. did not know that it 
was ever imported. I supposed that it was made entirely in 
the United States, though I know nothing about it, because I 
have not looked up the facts. Does the gentleman contend that 
it pays a duty? 

Mr. JAMES. The gentleman’s Republican campaign book 
has bragged for a number of years that you put binding twine 
on the free list. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. With the approval of 
your campaign book, I presume. 

Mr. JAMES. Oh, no; the gentleman himself admits that he 
is making a statement here that he does not know anything 
about—that he really does not know whether it is free or not. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Oh, I can read the 
guage of paragraph 507, but I shall not do so. Any gentleman 
who thinks that the Ways and Means Committee were not 
ignorant of the facts can read it for himself. The whole de 
bate this morning showed that the gentleman from Alabama 
was not aware that binding twine is dutiable. 

Mr. JAMES. I wanted to find out whether or not we could 
get a repudiation from the gentleman of the prior claims of 
the Republican campaign book. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I do not repudiate any 
thing; but I refer the gentleman to Imports and Duties, 1894 
to 1907, during the period of the continuance of the Di gley 
law. See page 369: 

“ Binding twine from countries which impose a duty on like 
articles imported from the United States”: one-half cent per 
pound; 1898, pounds imported, 275; value in dollars, $18: dut 
collected, the munificent sum of $1.38. 

Mr. JAMES. That was under the Dingley law. We are 
now living under the Payne law. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Yes; but does not the 
gentleman from Kentucky know that when a paragraph in one 
law is maintained word for word in another law there is neither 
a repeal nor a change in existing law? 

Mr. JAMES. I do not know that. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. No; we never know those 
things until the court decides them. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have 
been talking about a great many things which the gentleman 
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because, as you all know, those figures you get from the Treas- 
ury Department are calculated for the fiscal year. Therefore 
the fiscal year which ended on June 30, 1909, is the true stand- 
ard of comparison, and it is that standard of comparison which 
I shall use. Then the gentleman from Alabama, in order to 
prove that there had been no increase in imports under the 
Payne law, took the Treasury figures for 1910. Remember that 
the Treasury year of 1910 began June 30, 1909, that the 10 
per cent rate on boots and shoes did not go into force until 
October 1, 1909, and that these foreign competitors had to buy 
American lasts and patterns before they attacked our market. 
You will readily understand that it is impossible to judge the 
effect of the new tariff on the importation of shoes by examining 
figures for a period terminating on June 30, 1910, only nine 
months after the reductions were in full force. Accordingly, 
as a basis of comparison, I ask you to take the figures of the 
imports of the first six months of the current fiscal year, to wit, 
the figures from June 30, 1910, to January 1, 1911. During 
the year 1909, which was the last year of the operation of the 
Dingley law, the importation of boots and shoes amounted to 
$104,000. Soon after that law was passed the Boot and Shoe 
Trade Record of London took the matter up, saying that under 
the lower tariff British shoe manufacturers should be able to 
sell their shoes in every city from the Atlantic to the Pacific. 
Meetings of shoe manufacturers in England were held, and 
American lasts and American patterns were secured. Soon the 
result began to be felt. 

The Ellet-Kendall Co., of Kansas City, one of the largest shoe 
jobbers in the country and, I think, the largest in the Southwest, 
placed an order with an English house. This example is being 
followed more and more every day, so much so that in the 
first six months of the current fiscal year—to wit, from June 
80, 1910, to January 1, 1911—the imports of shoes into the 
United States were no less than $377,000. This amount, cover- 
ing a period of only six months, is a great deal more than three 
times as much as the entire value of boots and shoes imported 
into this country during the last 12 months of the operation of 
the Dingley law. In other words, at the very inception of the 
foreign attack on our shoe market the importation of shoes has 
leaped up about 600 per cent, and yet the tide is but just be- 
ginning. In my belief, as soon as Switzerland and Germany be- 
gin to manufacture for our markets a deluge will be upon us. 

I call your attention to the Daily Consular Reports of Feb- 
ruary 28, 1911, less than two months ago. I read from the 
report of our consul at Nottingham, England, 8S. M. Taylor. 
This is what Mr. Taylor says: 

Prior to August 5, 1909, when the present United States tariff went 
into effect— 

He is mistaken so far as the 10 per cent duty on boots and 
shoes is concerned. That did not go into effect until October 1— 
the annual export of boots and shoes from this district, the center of 
the British industry, to the United States did not exceed $500 per year, 
but following that date, and up to the end of the year, the exports 
amounted to $3,800, while for the year 1910 they amounted to $85,000. 
These are invoiced as “high-class walking boots and shoes.” They are 
made on wooden lasts, made here, and in shapes and styles to suit the 
American demand. The machinery is of the American type, but having 
regard to recent legislation on patent matters, “American” machinery 
must now be built in England. The firm that builds this machinery 
works in connection with a machinery company in the United States. 
In general, it can be said that the products of these English-built ma- 
chines, when placed on view in windows with American-made boots and 
shoes, are hardly distinguishable one from the other. Shipments of 
these goods have been made to Cincinnati, Boston (two firms), New 
York (five different firms), Philadelphia (two firms), San Francisco, 
Pittsburg, Columbus, Ohio (four firms), Chicago, Cleveland, Kansas 
City (six firms), and Portland, Oreg. 

Now, let us look at the other side of the question. 

Of course our exportation of shoes to foreign markets con- 
tinues large. As a matter of fact, though it was not pointed out 
by the gentleman from Alabama, our exportation of shoes to 
foreign markets has slightly increased, although the increase, 
which is by no means proportional, relates principally to Cuba 
and Mexico. Those countries take from us nearly one-half of 
the shoes which we export. The other half, which mostly is 
exported to Europe, goes to those shops where you see signs of 
“American shoes.” Such exports are largely intended for the 
consumption of American travelers journeying abroad. An 
American in Europe naturally prefers to buy a pair of shoes 
of the size, style, and fit to which he has been accustomed at 
home. But, are we holding our own in those countries where 
our chief competitors live? Let us see. I have taken from the 
Weekly Bulletin of April 8, 1911, the only figures I could find, 
figures comparing our exports for the last seven months of 1910 
with our exports for the last seven months of 1909. In the 
last seven months of 1910 our export of shoes to England had 
fallen off $99,000 from the figures of 1909. During the same 
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periods our export of shoes to Germany has fallen off $71 
all in consequence of improved foreign shoemaking met! 
In the meantime in Belgium—and Belgium is a very gov! 
ample of a neutral competitive market—Great Britain is s 
seven times as many shoes as we do, France is selling 
times aS many shoes, and Germany is selling twice as 
shoes. Any man who says that the industry of shoe mz 
turing is not endangered by free trade in its product is . 
willfully blind or else he predicates his opinion on the « 
ence of some particular man who makes an export spe 
Now, a word to my associates on the Republican side—— 

Mr. STERLING. Will the gentleman yield for a questi 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I do. 

Mr. STERLING. Do I understand the gentleman to s:) 
bill will only make free the coarse, heavy shoes? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. No; it also makes f 
fine shoes, such as the gentleman has on at this moment. | 
shoe whose material in chief value is derived from cat 
the bovine species, and this includes calfskin, is mude f; 
this bill. As a matter of fact, the situation is as follows: 1 
and shoes consist of a sole, a vamp, a quarter, and a top. "| 
vamp and quarter taken together are known as the 
Now, the material which goes into the upper and the | 
ceeds in value the material which goes into the sole, an¢ 
fore if the upper and top should be made of goats 
sheepskin the shoe comes in at 15 per cent, whether th 
passes or not. The point is that the chief value of the n 
in a shoe of this type does not come from cattle of the 
species. 

Mr. STERLING. One more question. Does the gent 
know, how much it would reduce the price of shoes, ass 
that the consumer paid all the tariff? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Assuming that the | 
10 per cent, and assuming that a pair of shoes is worth Ss. 
assuming that the consumer pays the whole tax—w! 
deny—10 per cent of $2 would, of course, be 20 cents 
matter of fact we all know that it is the middlemen 
responsible for the enormous difference between the }j)1 
which articles are imperted and the price at which the) 
sold to the customer. As a matter of fact, out of $377,000 \ 
of shoes which were imported in the first six months « 
fiscal year, I think just about two-thirds came in under 
per cent duty. I think, to be exact, about $250,000 wort! 
in under the 15 per cent duty. 

In other words, $250,000 worth of shoes would have | 
per cent duty, even if the pending bill had been law it 
time. 

Mr. OLMSTED. May I ask the gentleman if he ca 
whether or not that reduction in the duty has been of 11: 


| fit to the farmers in the way of securing for them i 


prices on shoes? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Will the gentlem: 
me whether the taking off of the duty on hides and the « 
quent rise in the price of hides for over 14 months, or \ 
ever the length of the period was, does not present an « 
paradox? I am utterly unable to answer the gentlem 
confess that when I look into the figures the mid) 
profits seem to be so enormous that I can not help feeling f 
time to time that all these tariff discussions proceed on i ! 
basis. 

Mr. STERLING. If the gentleman will pardon me, I | 
he is mistaken about the price of hides going up. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. For 14 months, nea: 
thought. Very likely I am mistaken as to the length of ti: 

Mr. STERLING: They went up for a short time after | 
passage of the Payne tariff bill, but I think hides are off | 
between 30 and 40 per cent. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. The hides of native s! 
or Texas steers, in Chicago to-day—that is, packer hides 
from 12} to 134 cents. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman just stated that ©! 
two-thirds of the importations of the last six months would 
have been affected in case this bill passed. ; 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. On the supposition | 
during that time this bill had been the law. ’ 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Could he state, approximately, ©! 
what proportion of the total manufacture of shoes—that 
shoes manufactured on machines in this country—would 
affected? 

Mr, GARDNER of Massachusetts. No: I can not. Asa't 
ter of fact, the exact figures are these: Shoes imported durii's 
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nce six months, under the 10 per cent duty, such shoes as 

id hereafter come in free if this bill should be passed, 

mted in yalue to $123,052. Shoes imported under the 15 
per cent duty amounted in value to $254,452. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to ask the gentleman, since 
hides were put on the free list and the duties on shoes reduced, 
has there been any reduction in the retail price of shoes? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Not in the retail price. 
I am very glad that the gentleman brought that question up. 
It is almost impossible for any purchaser to tell whether shoes 

retail have gone up or have gone down merely because he 
nays a higher or a less price in a retail store for that which 
he thinks is the same article which he has been in the habit 
urchasing. Unless he is expert enough to dissect the shoe 
rder to see whether the materials of which it consists are 
the same as the materials of which his former purchases con- 
d, his opinion is valueless. 

Here is the best evidence which I have been able to find: I 
have here the Government contract prices for the United States 
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Army shoes. The specifications have remained the same. 
Therefore we have a very good comparison. Now, on black 


dress shoes, which are calfskin, by the way, and which would 
» in free, the average contract price for the Army for the 
ending June 30, 1909, was $2.80 and the average price for 
the year ending June 30, 1910, was $2.79. Between June and 
November, 1910, the price was $2.68}, and between November 
and December, 1910, the contract price had fallen to $2.49.9. 
Russet garrison shoes, which are also calfskin, averaged for 
the fiseal year 1909, $2.85; for the fiscal year 1910—that is, up 
io June 30—$2.84; dropped between June and November, 1910, 
to $2.814; and dropped again, in November and December, to 
$9623. The russet marching shoe, which is veal kip—a kip is 


2}. 
the skin of an undersized cow or the skin of a calf—would be 


year 


affected. These shoes have fallen greatly, from $2.80 to $2.584. 
Gymnasium shoes have fallen from $1.92 to $1.69. That is the 


best evidence which I can give any of these gentlemen, because 
the figures are accurate for the purchase of shoes on the same 
specifications. 
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Mr. DIFENDERFER. I believe the gentleman made 
statement that he was open to all comers, and therefore I | 


would like to ask him from whom he quotes those figures? 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 


A. F. Schenkelberger, who has been an advocate of freer trade 
in hides and leather goods for many, many years and is a 
strenuous tariff revisionist. His figures were prepared and 


sent to me to disprove a statement made by the gentleman from 

Michigan [Mr. Forpnry] in the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. Schenkelberger is an expert, who used to be, I think, 

of the publishers of the Shoe and Leather Reporter or else the 

Boot and Shoe Recorder. 
Mr. DIFENDERFER. Is it not a fact that Hermann & C 


I quote those figures from | 


one | 


absolutely control, after freezing out every other competitor in | 
the United States, the manufacture of shoes for the Army and | 


Navy of the United States? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I have never heard of 
Hermann & Co. in my life, and I am probably somewhat fa- 
mniliar with the boot and shoe trade. 

Mr. DIFENDERFER. Why, they are gentlemen engaged in 
the business in the city of Boston, Mass. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I say to the 
that I have never heard of such a manufacturer or 
my life, in Boston or elsewhere. I do not, 
he does not exist, but—— 

Mr. DIFENDERFER. I shall be at liberty, in 
near future, to show to the gentleman that they have had abso- 
‘ute control of the shoes manufactured in this country for the 
Army and Navy, and that they have frozen out competitors 
that I know of, who have lost out, and to-day are bankrupt 
owing to the fact that this firm of Hermann & Co. have used 
their influence with the Government representatives of the 

| 


gentleman 
dealer in 
*. Say that 


of cours 


} ? 
then, 


the 


a 


United States, or those in control of the Government « 
United States have used their influence to freeze out competi- 
‘ors and have placed them on the blacklist, so to speak, and 
have even gone so far as to give mioney so that other firms 
nay not be competitors after freezing them out. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Is that a question ?—be- 
cause it may take me some time to discover the question mark. 
the gentleman’s statement is an impeachment of the Govern- 
ment authorities. 

‘Mr. DALZELL. It is a matter that has to do with the 
executive departments. 
thon i ae of Massachusetts. The gentleman's sugges- 
eta clearly an indictment of the Secretary of War and the 

etary of the Navy, and his remedy is a bill of impeachment. 
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Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the 
gentieman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I do. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I understand the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts has stated heretofore that simultaneously the United 
Shoe Co. equipped a factory in Norway ar Haverhill, 
Mass., with the same kind of machinery? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. That is pract 


id one 


cally what 





I said, but it is not exact. They equipped Helsingfors, in 
Finland, a factory with every machine which was then in cur- 
rent use in Haverhill, and—— 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes; in Haverhill. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. And they stand 


ready to- 
day to equip any factory in any part of the world with any 
shoemaking devices without any preference of or priority for 
this country. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
sire? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I just want to 
little peroration for the benefit of my constituents 


The time of the 
How much time 


gentleman has expired. 
would the gentleman 


make a 


{ Laughter. | 


Mr. DALZELL. Then I yield to the gentleman whatever ad- 
ditional time he requires. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Before the gentlen makes his pero 
ration, I would like to ask him another question 


Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. This is not 
of my constituents. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. If that the factory 
would have absolutely no advantage over the fa 
land, either as to machinery or pr 


for the benefit 


is so, at Haverhill 
ctory in Fin- 


esses of manufacture? 


Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Not if the manufacturer 
in Finland keeps his establishment up to dat I fancy if you 
take Nuremberg as an example instead of Helsingfors you 
would have a parallel case. I have no doubt that Nuremberg 
gets modern machinery just as quickly as Haverhill 

Mr. LONGWORTH. ‘Then the vuniy advantage possible in the 
manufacture of shoes would be solely as to the wages of lab« 


in the shoe factory? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Yes; that and su 
as the cost of shoe thread and leathet e i 
supplies that go into the making of shoes 











Mr. LONGWORTH. That is the pr pal diffe ‘ is i 
not—the cost of labor? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Yes: the cost of 1 in 
| the factory and the cost of putting t ther e bricks to build 
what we call a factory. Our factories cost a vast amou of 
money to build, and the manufacturers are obliged to carry an 
immense amount of debt covering the cost of tl ld I 
else they must pay a very high rental. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That also involves the f labo 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Yes; that t! t of 


labor, in one form or another. 
Mr. OLMSTED. May I interrupt the gentlema 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I do. 
Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to ask the gentleman | 


tion. The figures which the gentleman gave are th 
the Government pays on Government contracts for shoes fi 
Army. I would like to ask the gentleman whether it is 1 
fact that since the reduction in the rate of duty on es | 
Payne tariff bill somebody, either the retailer or midd 
somebody else, has absorbed the amount of that l 
that the purchaser pays just as much 1 Di 
two years ago? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I think tl 
main, but it is hard to say anything | tive 
you see your shoe dissected. You know th 
usually demands a $2.50 or $3 shoe, such as he 
Of course, when the cost of findings goes d 
forces the manufacturer to put in a little bett ( QO 
the other hand, when the cost of findir I 
skimped. Unless you are an expert you can not very vw 
whether you are buying a better shoe or a 
same price. 

Mr. OLMSTED. So far as I am concerned, I 
they are apparently the same kind of shoe, and I paid: 
them this year than I paid in 1900. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Certainly, in u 
stances retail prices have gone up a good deal i grade of 
footwear. 
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Mr. DIFENDERFER. 
yield further? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DIFrENDERFER] ? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I do. 

Mr. DIFENDERFER. I am prepared to verify what the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ox_mstTep] has already 
stated. I myself have been wearing a certain grade of shoes 
for a number of years. It had been my custom for a long while 
to go to the same store, and last October I went into the store 
and laid down a $5 bill for a pair of the same shoes that I had 
been wearing previously, and I was informed that they were 
50 cents a pair higher. I presume the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. OLmMsTeD] has had the same experience. 

But in connection with what the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. GarpNer] has said, I would like to ask this question: 
Whether it is not a fact that when specifications are issued fora 
certain grade of Army shoes Shrewsbury leather is indicated 
in the specifications? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
knowledge of that. 

Mr. DIFENDERFER. _I will say to the gentleman that that 
is the case, and in a case like that they can certainly make 
their price, because they control the Shrewsbury output of 
leather. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I have 
been here a great many years, and I have had a great many 
complaints from individual constituents accusing the various 
departments of this Government of drawing specifications in 
order to favor particular persons, Upon investigation, with- 
out exception, I have found that my constituents were mistaken 
in the premises. I have no doubt that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, if he will go to the War Department and discuss 
the matter with the Secretary of War, will find that there is an 
adequate explanation. 

Mr. DIFENDERFER. That adequate explanation would only 
consist in this, that under a test of other leather, known as 
Calumet leather, by the department, they found that it was 
better than the Shrewsbury leather that had been corraled by 
the company making Army shoes. Now, if that is true—and I 
think I stand in a position to prove that that is correct—then 
these premises are not well taken. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Well, Mr. Chairman, it is 
nearly 6 o’clock. I am getting hungry and I am not going to 
have my peroration cut out or have it printed in the Recorp 
with the words “ Not delivered on the floor of the House” on 
the face of it. 


TO REPUBLICANS—THE CORN LAWS OF GREAT BRITAIN. 


Mr. Chairman, will-the gentleman 


I have not the slightest 


To you, my associates of the Republican Party who intend 
to vote for this bill, I have a few words to say. In my heart 
IT do not blame you. Your farmers have been deprived of their 
protection and they refuse to buy in a protected market. If 
this were a “fisherman’s free-trade bill” it might be I who 
would be voting for it and you who would be upholding the 
protective doctrine. 1 can not refrain from inviting your qtten- 
tion to a great historic parallel. : 

In 1841 Sir Robert Peel became premier of Great Britain, 
at the head of the conservative party, which was then avowedly 
the party of protection, as it is to-day in a less degree. Sir 
Robert and the conservative party had come into power on the 
issue of maintaining the protective system. 

Bad harvests ensued; Great Britain rang with complaints of 
the “high cost of living.’ Whether protection was at fault, 
whether the situation was but temporary, Sir Robert must needs 
yield those doctrines which he had preached so long. By a 
coalition between the Whig Party and the Peel wing of the 
Conservative or Protection Party the repeal of the corn laws 
of Great Britain was brought about. At once the whole pro- 
tective edifice began to crumble. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] The British farmer had been deprived of his protection, 
and he would no longer tolerate the system. But how about Sir 
Robert and the Conservative Party? Within one month he was 
driven from power and for many and many a year his party 
was involved in his ruin. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I can not be further in- 
terrupted. I have yielded as much as I am going to. 

Mr. STANLEY. I appreciate the gentleman’s courtesy, and 
I do not wish to interrupt him. I simply wish to inquire 
whether this is a peroration or a prophecy. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Let us hope that present- 
day events may deviate from that memorable historic parallel. 
It may be, as the gentleman froin Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop] 
has so solemnly said, that resistauce to this bill will empty 
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many a seat in the Senate of the United States. It may ly 
it will empty the presidential chair. It may well be that 
whole course on protection may empty my seat. If so. 
We must yield to the will of the people. It is right ti 
should be superseded if our doctrines no longer meet 
views; but I pray to heaven that Sir Robert Peel’s exs 
may be repudiated. I pray to heaven that no lust for the { 
continuance of a show of power may ever induce the Repu! 
Party to abandon the principles which it has maintained { 
years. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, I move that the . 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker hay 
sumed the chair, Mr, ALEXANDER, Chairman of the Commit:, 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported | 


R 


that committee had had under consideration the bill (1 
4413) to place on the free list agricultural implements, ; 

bagging, cotton ties, leather, boots and shoes, fence wire, iy 
cereals, flour, bread, timber, lumber, sewing machines, salt 

other articles, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Cary, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on Military Affairs was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (If. R. 
6730) to authorize the leasing of the Batan Island Mi 
Reservation for coal-mining purposes, and the same wa 
ferred to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 


APPORTIONMENT. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on the Census, re} 
the bill (H. R. 2983) for the apportionment of Repres: 
in Congress among the several States under the Thirteenth 
Census, which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report (H. Rept. No, 12), ordered to tx 
printed. 

Mr. MANN. I will ask the gentleman from Tenn 
whether he expects to call this bill up to-morrow or to 
until after the end of this tariff debate? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will state to the gentleman from [llinvis 
that I do not expect to call it up to-morrow, but I want to 
it up as soon as I can. 

Mr. DALZELL. Unless by a two-thirds vote, Calendar Wed. 
day can not be dispensed with. 

Mr. MANN. Undoubtedly there will be no opposition to d 
pensing with Calendar Wednesday to-morrow. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman says there will be none?’ 

Mr. MANN. I think there will be none. 

The SPEAKER. There is no business on that calendar 

Mr. DALZELL. Unless Calendar Wednesday is dispensed 
with by a two-thirds vote that bill would be the regular « , 

Mr. MANN. I take it there will be no objection whatevye 
dispensing with Calendar Wednesday. 

The SPEAKER. This being a privileged bill, it would not | 
in order on Calendar Wednesday. 

Mr. MANN. I am not sure it is a privileged bill; but 1 
not make that point of order. 

The SPEAKER. It is a question of the highest privilege 

Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose there would be nothing in tl 
way of this bill, but I do not expect to call it up to-morrow. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o’clock and - 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Wed 
day, April 26, 1911, at 12 o’clock noon. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications \ 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, wi! 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examinati» 
Long Beach Harbor, Cal. (H. Doc. No. 27) ; to the Committvce 0! 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting. 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examinatio! 
Lewis River, Wash. (H. Doc. No. 28); to the Committee « 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. ae 

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, wit) * 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of S'. 
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Louis River, Wis. and Minn. (H. Doc. No. 29) ; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

1, A joint letter from the Secretary of the Treasury and Post- 
master General in regard to a Federal building being erected at 
Oneida, N. Y. CH. Doe. No. 30); to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds and ordered to be printed. 





ADVERSE REPORT. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Expenditures in the 
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State Department, to which was referred the resolution of the | 


House (H. Res. 13) for investigation of expenditures in the 
State Department, reported the same adversely, accompanied 
by a report (No. 11), which said resolution and report were laid 
ou the table. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


2 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill CH. R. 8404) granting a pension to Andrew M. Jor- 
dan: Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill CH. R. 3588) for the relief of Timothy Donahoe; Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill CH. R. 5288) for the relief of the estate of Isaac 
Winston, deceased; Committee on Military Affairs discharged, 
and referred to Committee on War Claims, 

A bill (Hi R. 5452) for the relief of Elizabeth Lynch; Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to Commit- 
tee on Claims, 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 


rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 7251) to confer title in 


625 


Calhoun, in said counties; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7264) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at McMinnville, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public 
Suildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7265) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Athens, Tenn.; to the Committee on Pubile 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7266) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Sparta, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7267) to provide for the erection of a public 





| building at Madisonville, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public 





fee and to atithorize the disposition of certain lots now situate | 


on the Hot Springs Reservation, in the State of Arkansas, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
By Mr. LANGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7252) to provide for the 


erection of a public building at Kittanning, Pa.; to the Com- | 


mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H, R. 7253) providing for the 
arising under the eight-hour law; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7254) to amend 


| county of San Francisco, in the State of California, 


adjustment and payment of accounts of laborers and mechanics | 


an act entitled “An act relating to the sale of gas in the District | 


of Columbia”; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7255) to determine powers of United 
States judges as to instructions to juries; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7256) to amend sections 4924 and 4927 of 


= Revised Statutes, relating to patents; to the Committee on 
atents, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7257) authorizing juries to fix punishment | 


of defendants convicted in United States courts in certain cases; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7258) recognizing the military service of 
and giving pensionable status under all pension laws of the 
United States to persons serving under United States officers 
as home guards, militia, or other provisional troops during the 
Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7259) granting right of way for road 
through Government reservation north of National Cemetery, 
Chattanooga, Tenn.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7260) to appropriate $20,000 for the ex- 


tension and completion of Hooker Road “from St. Elmo up | 


Lookout Mountain, in Hamilton County, Tenn., to United 


States reservation, Point Park, and battle field on Lookout | 


Mountain and acceptance by cession of said roads by United 
States; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7261) to add 31,000 acres of land, by pur- 
chase or condemnation, to the Chattanooga and Chickamauga 
National Military Park, and appropriating $761,000 for that pur- 
Pose; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7262)%%o provide for the erection of a 
Public building at Madisonville, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7263) to authorize the counties of Bradley 
and McMinn, Tenn., by authority of their county courts, to con- 


struct a bridge across the Hiwassee River at Charleston and | mittee on Rules. 
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Buildings and Grounds. 

3y Mr. AIKEN of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7268) to 
better regulate the traffic in intoxicating liquors in the District 
of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 7269) providing for the mark- 
ing and protection of the battle field known as Fort Sanders, in 
Knox County, Tenn., and for the erection of a monument 
thereon; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 7270) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Whitewater, Walworth County, Wis.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 7271) to provide for the 
payment of tolls and transit charges on public vessels of the 
United States and merchant vessels of the United States passing 
through the Panama Canal, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 7272) granting pensions to 
teamsters of the War of the Rebellion and the Indian wars 
from 1861 to 1865, inclusive; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. COVINGTON: A bill (H. R. 7273) providing for the 
establishment of a life-saving station between Ocean City and 
North Beach on the coast of Worcester County, in the 
State of Maryland; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 7274) authorizing the 
County of Rio Arriba,-in the Territory of New Mexico, to 
bonds for the construction of a courthouse in the said county; 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 7275) to allow the city 
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and 
to construct 
storage reservoirs and other waterworks and accessory struc 
tures and to exchange land for reservoir sites in Lake Eleanor 
and Hetch Hetchy Valleys, in Yosemite National Park, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 7276) authorizing the 
Director of the Census to collect and publish additional sta- 


tistics: to the Committee on the Census, 
By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7277) authorizing the 
construction of an addition to the Federal building at El Paso, 


Tex., and making appropriation therefor; 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

$y Mr. HAUGEN: A Dill (H. R. 7278) to provide for the 
labeling of cans, pots, tins, and other receptacles contain 
meat or meat-food products when hermetically sealed and pr: 


to the Committee on 


pared for foreign or interstate commerce; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

AJso, a bill (H. R. 7279) authorizing the issue of equipment 
of arms, ammunition, and such accouterment as accompany same 


for target practice to the Memorial University, Mason City, 
Iowa; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7280) to authorize the acquisition of a 
site and the erection of a Federal building at Oelwein, Iowa; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7281) to authorize the erection of a Fed 
eral building at Charles City, Iowa; to the Committee on Tul 
suildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: A resolution (H. 127) relating 
to the printing of speeches or statements of Members in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RecorpD; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 74) expressing the sense of the Congress that the 
Government should pay that part of the public debt of the C 
monwealth of Virginia existing at the time of the separation 
the State of West Virginia therefrom which, under the r 
of equity, may be chargeable to the territory composing the 
said State of West Virginia; to the Committee on the Judiciar, 

By Mr. BERGER: A concurrent resolution (TH. Con. Res. 6) for 
the appointment of a committee of investigation; to the Com- 


tes. 








PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7282) granting 
an increase of pension to Frank BE. Schoener; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7283) granting an increase of pension to 
John I’. Stallsmith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7284) granting an increase of pension to 
Titus Goodell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensicns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7285) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Bear; to the Commitvee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7286) granting an increase of pension 
Alexander Aungst; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7287) granting an increase of pension 
Gabriel G. Andrews; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7288) granting an increase of pension 
Jerome Ashley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7289) granting an increase of pension 
Jacob M. Beecher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7290) granting an increase of pension 
Eugene A. Burrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 7291) granting an increase of pension 
William A. Barrett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7292) granting an increase of pension 
Alonzo Bennett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7293) granting an increase of pension 
Frank Bleser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7294) granting an increase of pension 
Marshall B. Beach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7295) granting an increase of pension 
Charles D. Beman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7296) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Bell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7297) granting a pension to Lawrence 
Byrne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7298) granting an increase of pension 
George Bame; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7299) granting an increase of pension 
Perrin H. Calkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7300) granting an increase of pension 
Harris W. Conner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7301) granting an increase of pension 
Charles C. Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7362) granting an increase of pension 
Edward Cassiday; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7303) granting an increase of pension 
Alexander M. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7304) granting an increase of pension 
Sebastian Deibar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7305) granting an increase of pension 
David D. Donahue; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7306) granting an increase of pension 
Patrick Driscoll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7307) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel H. Delay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7309) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Enos; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7310) granting an increase of pensiog to 
Granville H. Ellis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 73811) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis B. Emmons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7312) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles 8. Ely; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 7313) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry D. Fordyce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7314) granting an increase of pension to 
William §S. Foster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 7815) granting an increase of pension to 
Warren Gleason; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7316) granting an increase of pension to 
Julius L. Goff: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7317) granting an increase of pension to 
George E. Gleason; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (1H. R. 7318) granting an increase of pension to 
William Gilbert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7319) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Stallsmith;: to the Gommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7820) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Stork: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7321) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas B. Shaner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7322) granting an increase of pens 
Charles Stokes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7323) granting an increase of pen 
Charles Schmidt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7324) granting an increase of py 
Frank Tozzer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7325) granting an increase of peu 
Edwin I’. Thompson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pens: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7826) granting an increase of pen 
Hugh Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7327) granting an increase of pe: 
John Tyrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7328) granting an increase of pel 
Charles W. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensj 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7329) granting an increase of pen 
John Frank Uhl; to the Committee on Invalid Peusions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7330) granting an increase of per 
Alex Van Gorder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7331) granting an increase of pensi 


| Harry L. Vance; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7332) granting an increase of pen: 
Victor Wiess; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7333) granting an increase of pens 
Joseph W. Watt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7334) granting an increase of pe: 
William H. Waters; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7335) granting an increase of pen 


George H. Weeks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7336) granting an increase of per 


| William Held; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7537) granting an increase of per 
James Hackett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7338) granting an increase of pen 
Hiram M. Holton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7839) granting an increase of pen 
George H. Howell; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7340) granting an increase of pens 
George Helt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7341) granting an increase of pens 


| John W. Hughes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (CH. R. 7342) granting an increase of pe: 
Abiah Richards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7343) granting an increase of pec! 
Matthew Pork; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7344) granting an increase of pen 


| David Preston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7345) granting an increase of per 


| Napoleon B. Peterman; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7346) granting an increase of pen 
James Jardine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7347) granting an increase of p 


| Peter Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7348) granting an increase of pen 
Thomas C. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7349) granting an increase of pe! 


| John C. Sheridan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7308) granting a pension to Wilson H. | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7350) granting an increase of pen 
Albert A. Root; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7351) granting an increase of pen 
John Ryan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7352) granting an increase of pensi 
David R. Routson; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7353) granting an increase of pen: 
John Redd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7354) granting an increase of pens 
William Schaeffer; to the Committee on Invalid Pension: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7355) granting an increase of pen: 
Henry Seymour; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7356) granting an increase of p 
John J. Kraft; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7357) granting an increase of pen 
George Kross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7358) granting an increase of pens 
Thomas Laux; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7359) granting an increase of pens 
Miles C. Judson; to the Committee on Invalid Pepsions. — 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7360) granting an increase of pens 
Roswell Jackson ; to the Committé on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. BR. 7361) granting an increase of pens 
Thomas B. Holt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7362) granting an increase of pension | 


Daniel Hogan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. a 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7363) granting an increase of pensio! 
Jennie Harding; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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sico, a bill (H. R. 7364) granting an increase of pension 
sey L. Lindsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to | 


l¢ 
7 \)co, a bill CH. R. 7365) granting an increase of pension to 
Wi m K. Long; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\jso, a Dill CH. R. 7366) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

». a bill (H. R. 7367) granting an increase of pension to | 

S , A. Marvin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
' \lso, a bill CH. R. 7368) granting an increase of pension to 
VW m T. Marrell; to the Committee on InvaHd Pensions. 

\iso, a bill CH. R. 7369) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton MeKinniss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
~ Also, a bill CH. R. 7370) granting an increase of pension to 
Homer S. Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (CH, R. 7371) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley B. Sultzer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7372) granting an increase of pension to | 


Christopher C. Surruner; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions 

A 
Wesley Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
taker Woodruff: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also. a bill (H. R. 7375) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7376) granting an increase of pension to 
Curtis L. Bamber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7377) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
Mullin: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7378) granting a pension to Liberty Gary; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 7379) for the relief of 
the estate of William Le Blanc, deceased; to the Committee 
on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7380) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa A. Pound; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H,. R. 7381) granting an increase of pension to 
Margarita B. Ryan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 7382) granting an increase of 
pension to James F. Bierly ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7383) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7384) for the relief of Daniel W. Bout- 
well: to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 7385) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Simon Fockler; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 7386) granting a pension to 
Mary Keith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7387) granting a pension to Addie Car- 
michael; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7388) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher C. Popejoy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 7389) for the relief of the 
administrator or heirs of John G, Campbell, to permit the 
prosecution of an Indian depredation claim; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. COVINGTON: A bill (H. R. 7390) granting an in- 
a of pension to Eli Strimel; to the Committee on Invalid 

’ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7391) for the relief of William E, Brad- 
shaw; to the Committee on War Claims. . 

By Mr. DAUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 7392) granting an in- 
one of pension to Daniel E. Alexander; to the Committee on 
ensions, 

by Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7393) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William H. Dorsey; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7394) to carry out 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Ernest ©. 
North; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7395) for the relief of Willard W. Howe; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DODDS: A bill (H. R. 7396) granting an increase of 
pension to John Q. Walling; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7397) granting an increase of pension to 
Ira Timmons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘y Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 7398) granting an increase of 
— to John Dickerson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7399) granting an increase of pension to 
John 8. Copens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7400) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph J. Voorhies; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


so. a bill (H. R. 7373) granting an increase of pension to | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7401) for the relief of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Louisa, Ky.; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 7402) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward M. Leonard; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 7403) granting an increase of 
pension to Elias D. Keoppel; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. GREGG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. 
ing an increase of pension to Lewis Keefer; 
on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: A bill (17. R. 
ing an inerease of pension to Harry J. Eveland; 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 7406) granting an increase 
of pension to Herman Brumley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7407) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Rapp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7408) granting an increase of pension to 


R. 7404) grant- 
to the Committee 


7405) 
to the 


grant- 
Cow- 


Also, a bill CH. R. 7374) granting an increase of pension to | Martin Wise; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7409) granting an increase of pension to 


| Alvin S. Dean; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7410) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Crow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7411) granting an increase of pension to 


| Benjamin F. Ayres; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 7412) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. McLavey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7413) granting a pension to William Flem 
ing; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7414) granting a pension to Abigail A. 
Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7415) granting a pension to Jane E. 


Myrick; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7416) granting a pension to Matilda R. 
Kellogg; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7417) granting a pension to Frank Smidt: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7418) for the relief of 
terson; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7419) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7420) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvin H. Holeum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7421) granting an increase of pension to 
John Lang; to the Committee on Invalid Penstons. 

3y Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 7422) for the 
Orville T. Perkins; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 7423) for the relief of Robert 


William Hl. Pat 


relief of 


| B. Howard, heir of James B. Howard; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (HI. R. 7424) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James O. Rich; to the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7425) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry EB. Deberry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7426) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Womble; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7427) granting an increase of pension to 
Bryon ©. Knapp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7428) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7429) granting an increase of pension t 
Charles M. Adcock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7480) granting an increase 
J. L. Adams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7431) for the relief of the estate of David 
Wise; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7432) 
for the relief of S. Ellen Boyd, administratrix of the estate of 
Mary Dean, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7433) for the 
relief of Thomas Reilly ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7434) for the relief of Patrick Howe; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7435) granting an increase 
of pension to James F. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7436) granting a pension to Emma 
Heines; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: A bill (H. R. 7437) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James C. Drake; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 


of pension to 


M. 
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y Mr 
on to Kate A. 


LINDB 
j OBE -f 


inn Mott; to 
fr. McGI 


A bill (H. R. 7440) granting a pension 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
sLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 7441) granting 
Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 7442) granting an increase of pension 
t O. Virgin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr 
nto Wi 
ill (H. R. 7444) granting an increase of pension 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7445) granting an | 
on | 


u to John J. Jackson; to the Committee 

a bill (H. R. 7446) granting an increase of pension 

; McVey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

, a bill (H. R. 7447) granting an increase of pension 
am J. Walsh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 7448) granting an increase of pension 
Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 7449) granting an increase of pension 
Martha Bean; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 7450) granting an increase of pension 
Elijah W. Fowler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7451) granting an increase of pension 
Emmor H. Price; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7452) granting an increase of pension 
Mary L. Wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Al 
Wil 
4 


John F. 


LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 7438) granting a | 
McMichael; to the Committee on Invalid | 


ERGH: A bill (H. R. 7439) granting an in- | 
n to Stephen C. Kemp; to the Committee on In- | 


to | 


an 


» of pension to John Aldrich; to the Committee on In- 


to 


McHENRY: A bill (H. R. 7443) granting an increase 
liam Raup; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


to | 


to 
to 


to 


to | 


to 
to 


to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7453) granting an increase of pension 
to Robert B. Weathers; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7454) granting an increase of pension 
Nancy Jane Fisher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7455) granting an increase of pension 
3urnett M. Trew; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7456) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Teague; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7457) granting an increase of pension 
James A, Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7458) granting an increase of pension 
John W. Roy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7459) granting an increase of pension 
Matison M. Kilgore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7460) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Holland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7461) granting an increase of pension 
Benedict Ellis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7462) granting an increase of pension 
Frederick Dauchy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7468) granting an increase of pension 
Gideon T. Denton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7464) granting an increase of pension 
Rebecca A. Cole; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7465) granting an increase of pension 
Emma A. Ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7466) granting an increase of pension 
Milton J. Beebe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7467) granting an increase of pension 
Lillie Frazier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7468) granting an increase of pension 
Solomon A. Rymer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7469) granting an increase of pension | 


to 
to 
to 
to 
to 
to 
to 
to 
to 


to 


to | 


to 
to 
to 


to 


to Samuel H. Humberd; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7470) granting a pension to Ella Neff; 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7471) granting a pension to Andrew 
Mullins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 


J. 


| to the Committee on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7477) granting a pension to Ma) 
Ferguson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7478) granting a pension to H 
Aiken; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7479) granting a pension 
Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7480) granting a pension to M 
| Axmacher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7481) granting an increas 
James Simpson; to the Committee on Invalid I: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7482) for the relief of the « 
Doss, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7483) for the relief of the estat 


| Y. B. Williams; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7484) for the relief of James Bb: 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7485) for the relief of truste 
Boiling Fork Baptist Church, of Cowan, Tenn.; to | 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7486) for the relief of Mrs. | 
lespie; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7487) for the relief of Samuel 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7488) for the relief of John ¢ 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7489) for the relief of Mrs. E. L 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7490) for the relief of Chark 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7491) for the relief of James B. | 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7492) for the relief of Jasper N. 1 
ilton; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7493) for the relief of Ruth H 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7494) for the relief of John M. H 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7495) for the relief of James M 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7496) for the relief of James Nj) 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7497) for the relief of Edward D. P 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7498) for the relief of James B. 
the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 7499) for the relief of W. P. Qu 
| the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7500) for the relief of Isom M. © 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7501) for the relief of Joseph 
son, administrator, etc.; to the Committee on War ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7502) for the relief of D. J. Rox 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7503) for the relief of Wi! 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7504) for the relief of Abner § 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7505) for the relief of R. 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7506) for the relief of the wir 
late Capt. Daniel C. Trewhitt; to the Committ 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7507) for the relief of P. H. Sch 
| the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7508) for the relief of Ruth Ann 1 
| the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 7509) for the relief of Jesse A. \ 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 7510) for the relief of William M. | 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7511) for the relief of Jesse Wa! 

the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7512) for the relief of G. R. W: 
| Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7513) for the relief of Sarah J. St: 





G. R 


oo © 





Also, a bill (H. R. 7472) granting a pension to Mary J. Pear- ! to the Committee on War Claims. 


son: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7514) for the relief of A. Shelton, ‘ 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7473) granting a pension to Seborn J. | istrator of estate of Elizabeth W. Carper; to the Commit 


Mullins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill CH. R. 7474) granting a pension to J. L. McDowell, 


alias Leander Dickey; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7475) granting a pension to Sarah J. Wat- | 


son, or Hunter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| War Claims. 
| Also, a bill CH. R. 7515) for the relief of Mary EB. Cop) 
to the Committee on War Claims. se 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7516) for the relief of Rachael ©. * 
vater, as reimbursement for the use and destruction of pr 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7476) granting a pension to Andrew J. | by the United States Army in 1864; to the Committee on )) 


Hollaway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Claims. 








rs of Thomas Penney, deceased; to the Committee 


i H. R. 7518) for the relief of the estate of Louisa 
deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Se bill (HL R. 7519) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
rthington; to the Committee on War Claims. 
veo, a Dil CH. R. 7520) for the relief of the heirs of Chris- 
hor Wood. deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 
ven. a Dill (HM. R. 7521) for the relief of the heirs of Mar- 
wot Sivley, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 
“"\Jso, a bill (H. R. 7522) for the relief of Julia Blount 


| er, Amanda Catherine Johnson, John Clark Rowden, and 

compel Echols Rowden, the only heirs at law of Isaac Curry 

R wden and Sarah E. Rowden; to the Committee on War 

( ms. 

“siso, a bill CH. R. 7523) for the relief of the trustees of the 

thodist Episcopal Church South, of McMinn County, Tenn. ; 
e Committee on War Claims. 






Also, a bill CH. R. 7524) for the relief of the trustees of 
Hennegans Chapel, Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Dun- | 
Sequatchie County, Tenn.; to the Committee on War 


Prox 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7525) for the relief of the estate of George 
M. Carroll, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 7526) for the relief of che estate of Bur- 
rell L, Bennett, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7527) for the relief of the estate of George 
Carmichael, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7528) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 


Also, a bill CH. R. 7529) for the relief of the estate of Austin 
Hackworth, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7530) for the relief of the estate of W. G. 
Hoge, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7581) for the relief of the estate of J. K. 
Johnson; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 75382) for the relief of the estate of P. W. 
Key; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7533) for the relief of the estate of Aaron 
Murdock, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7534) for the relief of the estate of John 
A. Pickett, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7535) for the relief of the estate of Wash- 
ington Pryor, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7536) for the relief of the estate of N. T. 
Power, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill 
Alexander Smith, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 7538) for the relief of the estate of Wash- 
ington Turner, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill 
Patrick Henry Watkins, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Cl 3 








Also, a bill (H. R. 7540) granting a pension of $30 per month 
to United S 

on Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (HL. R. 7541) to appropriate for and pay claim of 
r. F. Vann, administrator of Leroy P. Campbell, deceased; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

\lso, a bill CH, R. 7542) to correct the military records of 

l nite d States so as to muster James Kirkland in and out 
yoga in United States Army; to the Committee on Military 
ADAaIrs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7543) granting an honorable discharge to 
Marion Hixson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

‘so, a bill (H. R. 7544) to remove the charge of desertion 
agait st the name of Thomas J. Schrimpsher; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7545) to remove the charge of desertion 
against the name of Samuel J. Rayl; to the Committee on Mili- 


tary fF 


fairs. 


aa So, a bill (H. R. 7546) to remove the charge of desertion 

a i an of Gabriel P. Keith; to the Committee on Mili- 

Giy £ airs, 

__\iso, a bill (Hl. R. 7547) to remove the charge of desertion 

ag inst the name of Thomas J. Schrimpsher; to the Committee 

on Military Affairs. 

ven; & bill CH. R. 7548) to remove the charge of desertion 

é' go Henry H. Walker; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

“ enti bill (H. R. 7549) to carry into effect the findings of the 

er, oe in the matter of the claim of the estate of W. W. 

“a DP, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Court. a bill (H. R. 7550) to carry out the findings of the 
urt of Claims in the case of Laura B. Raulston, administra- 





(H. R. 7537) for the relief of the estate of | 


(H. R. 7539) for the relief of the estate of | 


tates soldiers, War with Mexico; to the Committee | 
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1] (H. R. 7517) for the relief of George W. Penney | trix of James W. Raulston, deceas 


| 


| 


| 








“Ml; to the C 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7551) irry out 
Court of Claims in the case of James E. Meacham; to the 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7552) to carry into effect the findings of 


to ¢ 


the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
John Henson, deceased; to the Committee on War ( ms 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7553) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of C. H. Corn, administrator of 
John Chitwood, deceased; to the Committee on War ¢ S. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7554) to carry into effect the findings of 


the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
John Chitwood, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7555) to carry into effect the finding 
the Court of Claims in the case of Robert A. Dickson; to 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7556) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of C, H. Corn, administrator of 
estate of W. W. Sharp, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7557) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Josiah J. Bryan, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7558) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of W. R. Henson, administrator 
of John Henson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7559) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of William H. Dawson; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7560) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Cleveland, Tenn.; to the C 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7561) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the trustees 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, Chattanooga, Tenn.; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 7562) for the relief of the estate of Daniel 
Cc. Yarnell, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 7563) granting a pension to 
Benjamin M. Curtis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7564) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Gilbert Acklen ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 7565) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles W. Bullard; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 


the 


ymmittee 


7566) granting a pension to Cornelius Med- 


' ler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7567) granting a pension to Seymour Mc- 
Donough; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7568) granting a pension to Milo D. 


Heath; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7569) granting a pension to William C, 
Benz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7570) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of John Dupray; to the Committee on Military 


| Affairs. 


By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 7571) granting a pen- 


sion to John Nelson West; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7572) granting an increase of pension to 
George L. Nye; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 7578) for the relief of 
William B. Fowler; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7574) for the relief of Stephen Lb. Fowler; 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 7575) gra 


+iy ‘ Sy . 
Ling an increase 
on 


of pension to James Cox; to the Committee Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7576) for the relief of George R. Curtis; 


to the Committee-on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A Dill (H. R. 7577) for the relief 
of L. OC. Chisholm; to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 7578) granting an increase 
pension to John A, Fry; to the Committee on Invalid 1] i 

By Mr. J. M. ©. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 7579) granting an 
increase of pension to Alfred Sargent; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7580) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Holmes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7581) granting an increase of pension to 
Royal S. Dunham; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7582) for the relief of J. EL. Mintline 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


> ow 
( 


; to 
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By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 7583) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Rufus B. Tucker; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 7584) granting a pension to 
George E, Boyer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7585) granting a pension to Lewis W. | 
Pattison; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TALCOTT of New York: A bill (H. R. 7586) for the | 
relief of the legal representatives of Nathaniel Post, deceased ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7587) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Quackenbush; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ty Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 7588) for the relief of | 
James Devore; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TUTTLE: A bill (H. R. 7589) for the relief of Sarah | 
Eastmond; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEDEMEYER: A bill (H. R. 7590) granting an in- 
crease of pension to M. S. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 7591) granting an increase of | 
pension to Eli Sherrett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7592) for the relief of | 
Daniel Lane; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 75983) for the relief of Thomas J. Shrop- | 
shire; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of certain veterans, seeking gen- 
eral pension legislation; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Resolutions of the Trades and Labor 
Council of Coshocton, Ohio, opposing intervention by the United 
States in Mexico; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of 46 Democrats and 15 Republicans of Johns- 
town, Ohio, against any reduction in the tariff on raw wool; and 
Brownsville Banner Grange, No. 1738, against Canadian reci- 
procity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of the Marble City 
Lodge, No. 67, International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, 
Natural Dam, N. Y., protesting against the reciprocity bill; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of James W. Shearer, of West 
Point, Nebr., and D. 8. Crawford Post, No. 197, Grand Army 
of the Republic, favoring the Sulloway bill; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill for the relief of Victor M. 
Wheeler (H. R. 6227); to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: Petitions of Watervliet 
Paper Co., of Watervliet, Mich., and B. Desenberg, of Lawton, 
Mich., against Canadian reciprocity; te the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of North Dakota, 
against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of citizens who live along the rural routes in the 
State of North Dakota, favoring the increase to rural free de- 
livery carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of M. G. Strauss, of North Dakota, against 
parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Petition of citizens of Ollie, Martins- 
burg, and Fremont, Iowa, against parcels post; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany Dill 
granting an increase of pension to Lillie Frazier, widow of 
John Frazier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Solomon A. Rymer, of Polk County, Tenn.; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Mary 
Emma Axmacher, widow of Robert Axmacher; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of James 
Simpson, of Hamilton County, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Samuel H. 
Humbard, of Bradley County, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in the case of John B. Evans, Rafter, Monroe 
County, Tenn.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOTT: Aflidavit to accompany bill for relief of John 
Dupray; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolutions of the Pomor 
Sonoma County, Cal., against Canadian reciprocit 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: Petitions of Potter & | 
Providence, R. L., and S. & B. Lederer Co., Provid 
favoring the passage of House bill 32260; to the ¢ 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PALMER: Resolutions of Washington Ca: 
and Local Camp No. 435, Patriotic Order Sons of A: 
ing passage of the illiteracy test; to the Committe 
eration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: Papers to accompany Hons: 
to repeal the several acts authorizing an internal tax 
and to refund the same; to the Committee on War ( 

$y Mr. SIMS: Papers to accompany bill for t! 
John A. Fry, of McNairy County, Tenn.; to the C 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. M. C. SMITH: Petition of Alfred Sarg 
water, Mich., for increase of pension; to the 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of J. E. Mintline, of Coldwater, M 
ing an honorable discharge; to the Committee 


| Affairs. 


By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: Petition of the twenty-t 
congressional district against parcels post; to the | 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TUTTLE: Resolutions of Washington Cai 


| Patriotic Order Sons of America, located at Succas 


of New Jersey, urging the passage of the illiteracy t 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

ty Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petition of Rivers 
No. 125, Patrons of Husbandry, of Three Bridges, N. J 
Canadian reciprocity ; to the Committee on Ways and Mi 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wepnespay, April 26, 1911. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. 
following prayer: 

O Thou Great Father, soul from whom all blessing 
us with the bread of Heaven, that we may be strong 
pure of heart, fearless of action, ever ready to fol! 
ever Thou dost lead in the spirit of Him who di 
might live. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday w 
approved, 


D., 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I understand 
are no bills on the calendar to be considered 
Wednesday. I therefore move that the House susj\ 
tions under the rule that brings up bills on Calendar \\ 
to-day. 

The SPEAKER. It was held by Speaker CANNON 
the circumstances in which we find ourselves, it did 
any motion to dispense with Calendar Wednesday. 
thinks it was a good ruling and a matter of commu! 
that rule should be considered like any other. 


THE TARIFF. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, if that is th: 
the Chair, I withdraw my motion, and move that 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House « 
of the Union for the further consideration of the ! 
4413) to place on the free list agricultural imp! 
other articles, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Comm 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. - 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Commi 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the fur' 
eration of the bill H. R. 4413, of which the Clerk w! 
title. 

The Clerk reac as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4413) to place on the free list agricultural ** 
cotton bagging, cotton ties, leather, boots and shoes, fence % 


cereals, flour, bread, timber, lumber, sewing machines, sa'', 
articles. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the 
from Kentucky [Mr. James] such time as he desires 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I listened yesterday ( 
tinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], the 
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the minority, in his assault upon the farmers’ free-list bill. The | great Republic—I say I might urge that you have given to the 
contieman is always entertaining, quite as often technical, gen- | northern farmers all these years free binding twine, but have 
erally critical, most generally hypercritical, and he did not | denied free bagging and ties to the southern farmers who pro- 
deviate from those usual tendencies. [Laughter.] duce cotton. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Ile asked the mighty question with the triumphant air of the | Mr. WARBURTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
nyzzier, “ What is an agricultural implement?” Mr. Chairman, | now? . 
it only shows the decadence of the once great Republican Party Mr. JAMES. I yield to the gentleman. 
that they would elevate to the lofty station of minority leader Mr. WARBURTON. I will say to the gentleman that I ex- 
one who admitted without shame that he did not know what an | pect to vote for this free-list bill. [Applause on Democratic 
ericultural implement was. {Laughter.] Why, he says, “ What | side.] I am not inimical to the bill, but there is one thing 
are meats?” I will tell you what meats are and what meats | that I hope to see the gentleman himself or some gentleman on 
were placed on the free list for. Meats are necessary articles | that side add to the bill, and that is free rice. 
of food and were placed on the free list in order to dissolve Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, let me say to the gentleman 
those nonmeat-eating Republican clubs that were organized all that all of the articles which we intend to place upon the free 
over the United States in 1907 under the benign reign of Repub- | list are not included in this bill. There will be others. The 
jicanism. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Go ask the | gentleman can not go any further upon free articles than I can. 
hungry people of your own city of Chicago, where they had to Mr. WARBURTON. How about free sugar? 
organize these nonmeat-eating clubs under the prosperity of Mr. JAMES. So far as I am concerned, I am in favor of 
the grand old Republican Party and its 1907 panic. They can | free sugar. 
tell you what meats are. Mr. WARBURTON. Free rice and free sugar? 

And the purpose of this bill, Mr. Chairman, is that whenever Mr. JAMES. I am in favor of free rice and free sugar, and 
the Beef Trust takes control of the American market and forces | if the time comes when we can get an income tax on the for- 
the price of meat up so that the people of this country are | tunes of the rich to produce revenue enough to run the Govern- 
forced to combine themselves into clubs resolving that they will | ment, I am willing and will be happy to give to the people free 
not eat meat because the price is so high they can not buy it. | Sugar. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

This bill lets in meat from every part of the civilized world to Mr. WARBURTON. Well, I have introduced a bill placing 
compete with one of the products of Republicanism, the Beef | Sugar on the free list and rice on the free list. Will the gentle- 
Trust, that is organized and in control of the markets in this | Man vote for it at this session? 

country. [Applause on the Democratie side] My friend’s Mr. JAMES, If the gentleman will point out to me how we 
speech got so dry that he was forced to undertake to prove | Cam secure enough revenue to run the Government of the people 
that cereal foods consisted of Kentucky whisky. [Laughter.] | without creating a deficit which will wreck it, I will gladly vote 
I want to say to my friend from Illinois that no man that has for it. 

ever eaten these dry eatables ever once suggested that they were| Mr. WARBURTON. I would suggest a few other things, for 
in any way comparable with Kentucky whisky. [Laughter.] instance, diamonds, to raise them from 10 per cent— 

But our friend from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] under- Mr. JAMES. I am with the gentleman. I am delighted to 
took to tell us that this bill was sectional. I want to say to | See the gentleman come to our side. The gentleman is an 
you gentlemen on that side of the House that you have played | i2surgent, is he not? 
that old sectionalism gag out and it will not work. Your plea| Mr. WARBURTON, Yes, [Applause and laughter.] 
of sectionalism in the past has borne fruit, and under this ap- _Mr. JAMES. I want to say to the gentleman that I welcome 
peal to hate and prejudice you have succeeded in placing a him to our side, because there is more joy on this side over the 
trust on every article that the people consume. You have kept “tear-wet face of one repentant sinner than over the snowy 
your party in power for all of these years by your plea of robes of a hundred who are just.” [Applause and laughter.] 
sectionalism, but no longer will the American people listen to Mr. WARBURTON. I would like to suggest to the gentle- 
this plea when it comes to dealing with things that affect every | ™@n that I want to go right down the line on that proposition 
article which they consume. [Applause on the Democratic | 2t this session. 
side.] Mr. JAMES. Oh, the gentleman ought to come into the 

Our friend from Massachusetts [Mr. GarpNER] was not quite | Democratic Party; he ought to tear off his mask and bare his 
fair—and he usually is—when he undertook to deal with bind- | face full and fair to the breeze. [Laughter and applause.] 
ing twine, for he tried to create the impression upon the north- Mr. WARBURTON. I suggest to the gentleman 
ern farmer, resorting to quibbling—— Mr. JAMES. Oh, I can not let the gentleman take up all of 

Mr. WARBURTON. Mr. Chairmen, will the gentleman yield? my time. Come over on this side and I will give you my seat. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I will yield presently, if the | [Laughter.] 
gentleman will keep that thought that he has in mind. I am I made a speech in 1909 in favor of placing sugar on the free 
discussing the question of binding twine. The gentleman said | list. There is no defense at all for the differential that exists 
that it was not upon the free list—trying to create the impres- | UPON sugar, and it benefits only the Sugar Trust, and I sin 
sion upon the northern farmer that this old, wicked Democratic | cerely trust that we will be able, by proper economy in thie 
Party had come here and placed upon the free list cotton ties | expenditure of the people’s money, to give to the people sugar 
and cotton bagging, but had denied to the northern farmer free free of any duty at all. It is used by all the people, goes into 
binding twine. What are the facts? Here they are. Binding every home, and is almost a necessity of life. And I am grati 
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twine is upon the free list. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] fied to know that 30 States in this Union have ratified the in 
Here is the record: Shipped into this country in 1909 there | Come-tax amendment to the Federal Constitution, needing but 
were 13,558,323 pounds of binding twine, of the value of $984,914, | 5 more to make it a part of our organic law, a law that will 
and it did not pay one penny of tariff. Yet this argument igs | do away with the technical construction of the validity of this 
thr wn in here, and why? Because you can not meet this bill | law by the courts. An income-tax law will afford us a hundred 
upon its merits. Be fair in discussing these things for the con- 
side ration of the American people, 50 years removed from the 
Struggle of heat and passion to which you would appeal, to 
longer bend their backs with taxation and pile upon them trusts 


million dollars of revenue upon the fortunes of those most able 
to pay to sustain the Government that most favors and prospers 
them. It is a law so just that for a hundred years of our his 
tory it met the approval of courts and Congresses; it is a a1 


W 


and monopolies. [Applause on the Democratic side.] just that the Master gave it to us when he announced that 
In 1910 the imports of binding twine were 9,130,409 pounds, | tithe should be given to keep up the churches, to succor t 

of the value of $681,033, which paid not one cent of tariff. And | widow and the orphan. And with this righteous tax we will be 

yet the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Garpner] said, in | able to relieve the people of many burdens of a protective ta1 


his argument, that there was no binding twine imported, though | for it will supply revenue to a great degree. 

the record I have shown conclusively proves that nearly Mr. Chairman, our friend from Massachusetts [Mr. GarpNer] 
14,000,000 pounds of binding twine were imported in 1909, of a | went further, but he is always entertaining. He generally has 
value of almost a million dollars. Most of the binding twine | fish on his mind, and yesterday he had suckers on his mind 
comes from Canada, some of it comes from England, but none of | [Iaughter], and he tells us that we are legislating in favor of 
it pays any duty at all. And you gentlemen think sectionalism | the northerners against the southerners. Let me call the g 

is to be considered. I am an American that refuses at this | man’s attention to the fact that in the bill he voted for 

late day to predicate the hope or the argument of Democracy | Payne-Aldrich bill—and here it is—his party in that bill p 
=a = a withered proposition as sectionalism. [Applause | 4 provision to do what? Let me read it: 

uree sean an ae oheie a point out, if I desired to Imported salt, * * * shall, u yon satisfactory proof, 

: or the passage of this bill, if I | regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall preser that i 
had no better argument upon which to base it, if I desired to meats have been cured with imported salt, have refunded to them 1 

| 


appe the Treasury the duties paid on the salt so used in curing surt 
ppeal to prejudice between the different parts of a common | exported meats, in amounts not less than $100. : 
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Your party wrote into this Payne-Aldrich bill a provision 
that taxes the farmers of my country for the salt that goes 
into their bread and that cures their meats, but gives to the fish 
industry, which the gentleman from Massachusetts represents, 
and to the Beef Trust, which exists in this country, the right 
to go to the Treasury and get back from the Treasury the 
money they paid to import salt here if they used it to the 
extent of more than $100. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

And yet the farmers of this country who do not buy a hundred 
dollars worth of salt a year for use upon their meat and upon 
their table have no such favoritism shown to them, but the taxes 
they pay into the Treasury upon salt remain there, except when 
they are taken out by the Beef Trust or by the fish industry of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. That looks to me like sec- 
tionalism if we are to conside: this bill upon that line and along 
that path. But our distinguished friend from Iowa made his 
speech upen the Canadian reciprocity bill and I want to con- 
trast it with the speech of my friend from Illinois. You gentle- 
men are awfully hard to please. Our friend from Iowa argued 
with eloquence when the Canadian reciprocity bill was under 
consideration. He said, “ You put cattle on the free list; peo- 
ple do not eat cattle, they eat meat.” My friend, Mr. MANN, 
comes right along and says, “ Why, you put meat on the free list 
and leave cattle off the free list.” The criticism of the gentle- 
man from Iowa to this side was that we let cattle in free, we 
let hogs in free, we let sheep in free, but we do not let in free 
the beef and pork. The criticism of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. Mann] is that we let in free the beef and pork, but 
do not let cattle in free. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
That is merely an evidence of the general tendency of the Re- 
publican Party to criticize without foundation, and I want to 
ask you gentlemen this thing: You have written a platform. 
I do not think you will ever do it again [laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side], especially not this one, but here it is: 

The Republican Party declares unequivocally for a revision of the 
tariff by a special session of Congress immediately following the inau- 
guration of the next President— 

Of course, I am too kind to comment upon that. I never 
believed in striking a man when he was down or hitting some- 
thing that was dead, and I shall not refer to your violation of 
this promise. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Your Republican platform of 1908 continues: 

And commends the steps already taken to this end in the work as- 
signed to the appropriate committees of Congress, which are now 
investigating the operation and effect of those schedules. In all tariff 
legislation ‘the true principle of protection is best maintained by the 
imposition of such duties as will equal the difference between cost of 


production at home and abroad, together with a reasonable profit to 
American industries. 


You wrote that, did you not? I know most of you are 


ashamed of it, but your party wrote that into your platform. | 


What does that mean? That you will place upon the bending 
backs of the farmers of this country who feed this world the 
burden of giving to the manufacturers of this country a profit. 
A profit—you say a reasonable profit, but who decides what is 
a reasonable profit? Are we to conclude that a reasonable 
profit in this country creates millionaires with fortunes so big 
they can not give them away? But you place upon these toilers, 
these tillers of the soil, the burden of giving to these men a 
profit. I come in their name and ask you not to guarantee to 
them a profit but to take the brutal hand of oppressive taxa- 
tion off the tools with which they toil. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Will you do that? Will you place yourselves in the position 
of saying: I will place upon the farmers of this country the 
burden of paying a profit by tariff taxation to the manufac- 
turers, and I will not even take the tariff tax, the burden of 
monopoly, off of the plow, the harrow, and those things that he 
uses to produce the food without which the people would 
starve? ‘The drought may come and wither, the frost may come 
and kill, storms may come and destroy the farmer’s growing 
crop, he who toils from dawn till dark, but no Republican plat- 
form yet has ever offered to him a reasonable profit or any profit 
or any aid in his business. If the farmer's business does not pay, 
no taxing law is at his command, advocated by republicanism, to 
take from others enough to give him a profit or even to give 
him a living. The taxgatherer comes just the same to his door, 
the mortgage holder demands payment; and I say it is un- 
American under our system or any other system in existence 
among free peopie to tax one class to make the other rich or 
to tax one class to give another class profit. e 

I expect to see you northern Republicans, Republicans from 
New York, Massachusetts, from Ohio, and other States, when 
you vote, cast that vote to tax the things with which the 
farmer labors, and then attempt to write, and stand for its 
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enforcement, an iniquitous provision in law that wrinz 
his pocket a profit to pour into the laps of the manuf 
trusts, and monopolies. That is the position you gent\ 
in upon this tariff bill. [Applause on the Democratic < 

My distinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. Mann 
the farmers’ free-list bill and criticized it. He said t} 
this provision allowing fencing wire to come in free. ¢: 
and telephone wire could be imported under the sa: 
sion, coming in as fencing wire. I want to examine : 
see whether it is true or not. Here is the language: 


Barbed fence wire; wire rods; wire strands; wire rope; 
or manufactured, for fencing; and other kinds of wire 


| fencing, including wire staples. 


Now, would the gentleman from Illinois, if he h 
strue that as a lawyer, put a cat’s eye in his head ; 
looking around for small insects in the construction 
vision of that sort? Would the gentleman from I!!i 
his reputation as a lawyer—and he is a good one—v 
technical and far-fetched construction of a passage 

as that? The gentleman from Illinois knows that telez; 
and telephone wire is much larger wire than fencing 
gentleman from Illinois knows that it is much more cos 
fencing wire, and under the glorious Republican pros 
farmers have not reached that position yet when the) 
money enough to fence their farms with telephone 
graph wire. [Applause on the Democratic side.} But 
no doubt, Mr. Chairman, that the Republican Part; 
accustomed to™~construing everything in favor of 
might, in looking for some place to assist some of their | 
concerns, distort, contort, and twist an honorable, | 
construction of it in favor of the farmer away from | 
to aid some of the monopolies engaged in telegraph 
phone pursuits. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

But you will have to base your objection upon s 
more tenable than that in order to meet the appro 
American people. 

The gentleman made another argument in regard ¢ 
cultural implements.” That very language is included 
own tariff bill, namely, the words “ agricultural in 
Why did you not make objection then? Why, the gent\ 
one of the wheel horses upon the Republican side | 
the Republican tariff bill, but I never heard any tec! 
struction about what an “ agricultural implement” is. s 
your side complain because we are too broad, and 0 
cause we are not broad enough; but I will tell you : 
there will be no trouble in the construction of this | 
comes up for the consideration of those gentleme: 
pay high salaries to for the purpose of saying wv 
guage of this bill means. 

Now, let us go to your free list. You have a f: 
Payne bill, and I want to call your attention to s 
items. I want to contrast what the Democratic Par 
for as a free-list bill and what the Republican Party s 
as a free-list bill. 

On the Republican free list you have acorns. Now, | 
surprised at that, because the “ policy of the Republic 
has created so many hogs in this country that yo 
import acorns in order to feed them here. [Laughter. 

But we, instead of giving acorns to the hogs, turn 
flour and meal to the people who need them to eat. \ 
“broken bells” to the consumers of this country. T! 
ring false notes, but no more false than the notes 
rung on that side. [Applause on the Democratic s 
we offer the farmer, instead of broken bells, fencing \ 
which to fence his farm, 

Another thing you give on the Republican free list 
Aldrich bill—to the people, and they are grateful for 
you are entitled to lasting credit for this item which ) 
upon the free list, namely: 

Dried blood, not specially provided for. 

[Laughter.] 

But the Democratic party in this bill says: “We ' 
force you to eat dried blood, but we will give you | 
yeal, and pork, and something that a man can eat, upon 
list. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Your free list provides for the admission without an 
of catgut and wormgut, but we offer upon our free lis! 
people cereal food without any taxation at all. ‘[AD! 
the Democratic side. ] 

The next article I find here on the Republican free 
fossils. I thought if there was anything in the world 
had an overabundance of in this country it was f 
thought that if there was anything in this country that @ 
the Republican Party it was fossils, and I thought sun 
would not invite any importation of them by placing the 
the free list. [Laughter and applause on the Democrat 
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You gentlemen do not seem to learn, as you go along, the 
p-essities of the people. But the Democratic Party, instead of 
¢<eils. offers to the wives and mothers of the Republic sewing 
- nines upon the free list. You placed needles upon the free 
You were willing that they might tear their fingers and 


ane out their eyes using needles, which you did not have the. 


heart to tax. We place sewing machines upon the free list, 
You placed fish skins upon the free list, and I do not believe 
that would have been done if my friend from Massachusetts 


‘Mr. GarpNeR] had been here. We give them agricultural drills. 
You placed old junk upon the free list. We give them bagging 
for cotton; boots and shoes, You placed leeches upon the free 
list, [Laughter.] I could excuse the Republican Party for 
niacing even fossils on the free list, but how on earth you can 
find any satisfaction in placing leeches on the free list when we 
have already too many bloodsuckers in this country, is a 
strange thing to me. [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

"No ees Why, what a pleasant impression my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] would have made if he had inquired, 
“What is a leech?” instead of “ What are farming imple- 
ments?” and if, instead of “ What are meats?” he had asked 
the question, “ What is junk?” [Laughter.] 

The gentleman in discussing the question of shoes was right 
sharply amused by that proposition. He used a remarkable ex- 
pression when I asked him the question, “Why are the shoe 
manufacturers selling abroad $13,000,000 worth of boots and 
When I asked the gentleman from Illinois what ex- 
planation he had to make of that, “ Why,” he said, “ I congratu- 
late our manufacturers. They are doing well. But because 
they are doing well your party ought not to turn and swat 
them.” But what does the Republican Party do? 

Instead of swatting them you turn and allow them to swat 
the American consumer. The shoe people who went before the 
Wavs and Means Committee said, “Give us free hides.” I 
have no doubt that if they had known of the coming avalanche 
upon Republicanism and the number of hides that were to be 
hung up at the last election they would not have asked for free 
hides. [Laughter.] But they asked for hides to be placed on 
the free list. They said, “If you give us free hides, then we 
will sell boots and shoes in competition with the world and 
without any tariff at all.’ What did your party do? You put 
hides on the free list, and when you did it you discarded the 
advice, the acknowledgment, and the desire of these shoe manu- 
-facturers when they said you could place their products upon 
the tree list. 

And what do we find? In 1909 these gentlemen—the shoe 
manufacturers in this country—that you are protecting with a 
tariff tax sold abroad sole leather to the extent of $6,887,000; 
kid, $5,873,000; patent leather, $169,000; splits, $17,624,000; and 
other leather, $2,159,000; total, $30,304,000. They sold abroad 
boots and shoes, $10,305,000; harness, $650,600 worth; total, 
$41,367,600 worth of goods that these leather manufacturers and 
boot and shoe manufacturers are sending abroad and selling in 
competition with all the world; $41,000,000 worth of leather in 
1909, including $10,000,000 worth of boots and shoes. And yet 
you gentlemen turn upon the American consumer who needs the 
boots and shoes, the farmer who needs the harness, who needs 
the leather, and say, “ Notwithstanding they are able to sell 
$41,000,000 worth of these articles abroad in competition with 
the world, we will lay upon you the heavy hand of tariff taxa- 
tion and make that much more flow into their pockets from the 
pockets of the mass of our people. 

And I want to say here that these men did not understate 
the facts when they said: “If you will give us free hides we 
will compete with the world.” I voted to give them free hides, 
and let us see how much they have increased their business. 
In not quite one year how much have they increased it? In 
1910 instead of selling $6,887,000 worth of sole leather in foreign 
countries they sold $8,419,473 worth of sole leather. Instead 
of selling $3,673,000 worth of kid, glazed, they sold $16,675,000 
worth. They sold a total of $51,123,000 worth of leather goods, 
as compared with $41,000,000, or an increase of $10,000,000 in 
foreign trade in one year under free hides. Why, the sale of 
these articles abroad is much greater than the entire sale of 
the United States in the early days of the Republic when the 
Republican Party was fighting for a protective tariff to protect 
our infant industries. The boot and shoe makers of this 
country sent abroad boots and shoes to the extent of $13,216,000, 
or an increase of $3,500,000 in the sale of boots and shoes as 
compared with last year. Why can they not sell them to the 
American consumer as cheaply as they can ship them across 
the ocean and sell them in competition with the world? Where 
did they sell them? ‘They sold to Great Britain $4,400,000 
worth of sole leather. They sold to Great Britain of other 


pang $10,900,000, while all the other countries took $6,000,000 


shoes? 


Now, the question I want answered, and you must answer it 
to justify your system that you are pursuing here, is this: If 
these men can ship this amount of goods, and they gladly do 
it, into foreign countries, and sell $51,000,000 in competition 
with the world, why can they not sell here to the American con- 
sumer without any protective tariff at all? [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

It will not do to undertake to answer this argument by say- 
ing that they are sold as cheaply here as abroad. That state- 
ment is untrue; that you have fought and are now fighting for 
a protective tariff shows it to be untrue. If they were sold as 
cheaply here as they are abroad, why would you ask for a pro- 
tective tariff? If our manufacturers of shoes and harness aud 
leather can pay the freight rates across the mighty deep and 
go into far-away Japan and China and Germany and England 
and France and Russia and lay down our leather goods in com- 
petition with the world, what have they to fear from competi- 
tion from those countries upon their own soil? The very fact 
that they are fighting for this tariff shows that they are ex- 
torting higher prices from the American consumer than they 
get from the foreigner. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
Yet your party after giving free hides for the benefit of these 
people turned and kept the tariff upon the finished article, and 
the tariff to-day is laid against every consumer in this country 
who purchases anything made out of leather. 

Some of the gentlemen upon the Republican side have taken 
the position that the tariff upon farm products helps the 
farmer. Gentlemen, my word for it—and I can sustain this by 
the record—there can be no price for the American farmer 
for his home product better than that which he for the 
surplus in the foreign markets. When the American farmer 
is forced to send abroad 100,000,000 bushels of wheat or corn he 
does it because he can not sell it here, and he can not sell it 
here because our people can not consume it. Then the price 
of the surplus product is fixed in the foreign market, and no 
man will send a bushel of wheat or a bushel of corn or a sin- 
gle ounce of produce from this country and sell it to the for- 
eigner for less than he can sell it for to the American con- 
sumer. Why does he ship it abroad? Because of the fact that 
he gets a better price for it abroad, or because he gets as good 
a price for it abroad after deducting the freight from the ship- 
ment? Let us see if that statement can be sustained. ‘The 
price of wheat in England every year absolutely squares with 
the price of wheat in this country when you deduct from the 
English price the cost of shipment. The very fact that we 
ship more than 100,000,000 bushels of wheat to England every 
year is conclusive proof of the fact that it brings a better 
price there or it would not be shipped. What farmer would 
ship hogs to the city market when he could sell them upon his 
own farm aft a better price? What farmer would ship his 
wheat to the city market if he could sell it in his home county 
for a better price? I know the Republican Party has tried to 
fool the farmer for years upon this question of a protective 
tariff upon his wheat and corn. The record shows completely 
that that is a fraud and a delusion upon the American farmer. 
Under this system of deception you have undertaken to keep 
the American farmer quiet while his pockets were picked by 
the manufacturers, to whom you guarantee a profit. You have 
kept this fraudulent policy up for the benefit of those giant 
monopolies that have grown so great they send their product 
into the foreign markets of the world and 
with all the world there, and then organize trusts 
lies and annihilate absolutely every semblance of competition 
here. As a further proof of the fact that the farmer receive 
no benefit from a protective tariff upon his grain and other 
products, I give here the domestic and foreign prices of whe 
oats, cattle, and horses for the years 1905 to 1909, inclusive, 


gets 


sell in competition 


and monorm 


Domestic and foreign prices 
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teaching of the forerunning footsteps of aggressive Dem: 
demanding for the people of this country free lumber o 
which they can build their homes. [Applause.] 

How the Republican side can fail to advocate free jun 
a mystery to me. James G. Blaine said that he was a fri, 
He said that the hand of taxation should » 
rest on that article out of which people build the hon, 
which they live, out of which they build the churches jy | 
they worship, out of which they make the cradles in , 
they rock their first born, and out of which they make the « 
in which they bury their dead. 

But Blaine is gone, and Republicanism for which he 
has decayed, and the party now is clothing themselves ; 
habiliments and going forth with his distinguished name 
claiming that they represent the Republicanism of Blaine 
they advocate the levy of a tax on all of the people fo: 
benefit of the Lumber Trust. [Applause on the Democ; 
side. } 

And why is it that our Republican friends will not ¢ 
old friends, the farmers, the benefit of these articles uy; 
free list? The farmer has borne your burden for a long ; 
he has paid the tariff tax a long time, and he has hear) 
arguments you have made; and as you argued that the ty) 


| wheat raised the price of wheat the good old Republican 


‘+ | applauded; as you argued that the tariff on flour lesser 
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I desire to call a witness out of President Taft’s Cabinet, Sec- 
retary Wilson himself, who, in a letter to the National Grange 
of February 9, 1911, relative to the prices the farmer receives, 
uses this language: 


The United States produces surplus wheat above domestic require- 
ments. This surplus production is sold in foreign countries. The 
rice of our exported surplus is governed by the world’s requirements, 
line regulated by the law of supply and demand, and the price of 
wheat in the United States, while we are exporting, is governed by the 
price at which the surplus is sold, as a general proposition. Occa- 
sionally wheat corners may interfere with the law of supply and de- 
mand and temporarily affect the price. 


Wheat is never cornered until it is out of the farmer’s hands 
and in the hands of some Chicago trust king. The price he 
forces up on wheat does not aid the farmer—his wheat is all 
sold—but the effect is that the laborer who buys his bread is 
held up and robbed by the millionaire who corners wheat. So 
this tariff on wheat of 25 cents per bushel never benefits any 
one except the grain gambler, who with his corner upon 
wheat drives up the price of the poor man’s bread. 

But it is unnecessary to pursue this question as to whether a 
protective tariff benefits the farmer. 

My friend from Illinois [Mr. Mann] has been a great advo- 
cate of free lumber. This bill does give us free lumber, and I 
will tell you why I am for free lumber, notwithstanding our 
friends on that side have told us so often of the glory of Re- 
publican prosperity. I am not of that class of Americans that 
would seek to dispute the prosperity of my people if I could do 
otherwise. I am only too glad when our people prosper and to 
cheer them on in their prosperity. But when you tell me the 
people of this country are prospering under Republican control 
I want to call your attention to the fact that, according to the 
census of 1900, the total dwellings in this country were 14,474,771. 
The total number of tenants, those who had to rent their homes, 
were 8,246,747. That shows that practically 42,000,000 Ameri- 
can people occupy this very day and will sleep this very night 
in homes they can not call their own, in homes upon which they 
have to pay a rent. 

I want to make men patriotic, and I want to give to the 
laboring man an opportunity to build his home. Whenever you 
give an opportunity to 42,000,000 Americans who do not own 
their homes—notwithstanding your boasted Republican pros- 
perity—whenever you give them a chance to build their home, 
which we are offering them by giving them free lumber, you 
make a patriot out of each one and give to each man a home, 
and then he has got something he can call his own and some- 
thing he is willing to defend. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Free lumber! I would call attention of the Republican side 
to the fact that free lumber is a Democratic doctrine. Free 
lumber was placed in the Democratic platform of 1908, and it is 
there today, and the Republican side is again following the 


price of flour he applauded. And so now he only comes and ; 
for these things with which he works to be untaxed. Of eo) 
the gentleman from Illinois, from the great city of Chi 
which has no waving fields of wheat or corn, which has no »); 
ucts of the farm, can well ask, “ What are farming ;) 
ments?” But you gentlemen on the other side who clim) 
the fence and go into the furrow with the good old farme 
beg him for his vote as you follow along behind him in {! 
row, he may turn long enough to ask you why you did n 

off the tariff on this plow that he was using, off of the ! 
and his farming machinery. What will your answer be? T! 
is likely to cause you a heap of trouble. I like my friends 
the Republican side, and I would rather see them back 
than any other Republicans I know, but the only chance y 
have of coming back is to vote for this free-list bill that we lh: 
written and propose here for the benefit of the American fa: 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Plows, tooth and disk harrows, headers, harvesters, reapers, 
tural drills, planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, thrashing 
chines, and cotton gins; farm wagons and farm carts. 

All in our free-list bill. 

My friend from Illinois [Mr. MANN] asks what is a f 
wagon. Why, of course I did not expect him to know w! 
farm wagon was. My friend from Ohio [Mr. Lonewortm], « 
lightful as-he always is in debate, suggested that maybe i 
cluded automobiles. That is just in keeping with the Re 
lican construction. [Applause and laughter on the Dem 
side.] I have no doubt that if this passes and a trust It 
lican comes to construe it, of course it is a farm wagon f 
benefit of the old farmer, but that some shrewd Repub 
who has been growing fat on the profits that your plat! 
“guaranteed them,” will point out with the adroitness of 
friend LoneawortnH that it means automobiles. [Laughter 
applause.] I have no doubt of that, but no one on our sid 
now riding in automobiles. CHamp CrLarkK even does not 
in an automobile. [Laughter and applause.] He has refus 
to take advantage of Uncle Joe’s machine, because that t 
operated so swiftly and so recklessly that even a man 
CHAMP CLARK’s daring was afraid to take the automobile t! 
had been used by Uncle Jor Cannon. [Laughter and ap] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Could my friend tell us what has |! 
come of those mules that we heard so much about last wint 
[Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. JAMES. Oh, the mule is always a friend of the D 
cratic Party and the people. The mule is never like 
emblem that belongs to your party, the elephant, which 
always on dress parade. The mule is always plowing 
doing work, trying to feed somebody, aiding some one. 
plause on the Democratic side.] The elephant that speaks ! 
your party is like your party, always parading and never de 
anything, always claiming and never performing. [Lug 
and applause on the Democratic side.] 

I was amused at one of the most distinguished Republi 
in the House, and I believe he knows as much about the (2 
as anybody else, but his mind has been in a groove along a “ 
tain channel of taxing somebody else and getting profits ' 
somebody else, always for his own folks, of course—I W 
amused at his saying that this bill in using the words— 


And all other agricultural implements of any kind and descript! I 
whether specifically mentioned herein or not, whetker in whole or in 
parts, including repair parts— 


would be so construed that the monopolies would mold iron ore 
and pig iron into parts like repair parts for plows and machines 








1911. 


and bring them in here free of duty. Mr. Chaftrman, that is 
ether strained construction of our Republican friends. Why 
‘4 vou not meet this bill on its merits? 
it? It is because you can not attack it on its merits that you 
e drifting to that argument. 
Hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths, punched 
er not punched, or wholly or partly manufactured into hoops or ties, 
eoated or not coated with paint or any other preparation, with or 
without buckles or fastenings, for baling cotton or any other com- 
modity ; and wire for baling hay, straw, and other agricultural products. 

I do not see anything sectional about that. The farmer of 
the North grows hay. He grows other agricultural products. 
Mr. Chairman, these articles on which wire is used in baling 
can be produced in the North as well as in the South. 

When it comes to the question of leather some one told me—I 
i not have the pleasure of hearing all of the speech—that our 
send from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] argued that this did 
et let in all sorts of shoes. Well, that is true, I expect. The 
er class of shoes and that character of shoe that the farmer’s 
mily never see and are not able to buy. I do not suppose this 

does include them. This is a farmer’s free-list bill. We 
are going to get to these other schedules as we go along. You 
gentleman will have enough of free-list articles, and they will 
all be those articles that are needed by the families of the 
ITnited States. This is the character of articles that we are 
going to put on the free list. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.}] We are not going to put on the free list your dried 
blood and your leeches and junk. We are going to put on some- 
thing that a man can use and that a family can use. That is 
the Democratic policy. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. JAMES. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to ask, for information, whether the Democratic Party proposes 
to do all this revising this summer? 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman can possess his 
soul in patience. We will do it in our own time and in our 
own way if it takes all summer. We are not afraid of the 
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Will the gentleman yield? 
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which the American farmer tills the American soil. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] I want to appeal to my Republican 
friends upon that side of the House to help. 

I believe that Thomas Jefferson uttered the truth when he 
spoke of the farmer better than anyone ever has, or, perhaps, 
than anyone ever will, when he said of these millions of Amer- 
ican farmers: 





The cultivators of the earth are the most valuable citizens; they are 
the most vigorous, the most independent, the most virtuous; they are 
tied to their country and wedded to its liberty and interests by the 


most lasting bonds. 

I want to appeal to both sides of this House for the passage of 
this bill. I appeal irrespective of politics in behalf of the Amer- 
ican farmer, and I beg this House to pass this bill giving to the 
farmers of our Republic free farming implements of 
trade, implements to till the earth free from any tariff taxat!on. 
In the name of millions of honest hearts which beat in the 
bosoms of these Americans behind the plow, upon the harrow, 
at the drill, those who make the harvesters sing in fields of 
golden grain, I beg you in their name to take the heavy hand of 
taxation off of the tools with which they woo from the earth 
the food which feeds the millions of this world. The farmer 
asks no guaranty of a reasonable profit which the Republican 
Party gives the manufacturer from the pockets of the farmers 
themselves. The farmer only asks that you let him have un- 
taxed by tariffs and unmonopolized by trusts the tools of his 
trade. Give the farmers this relief. They are the future hope 
of this Republic, as they have been its past reliance. For these 
men I appeal for the passage of this bill. The farmer stands 
under your Republican policies bowed by the weight of your 
oppressive tariff, even upon the implements with which he farms. 
He leans upon his hoe and gazes upon the ground, 
The emptiness of ages in his face and on his back the burden of 

world. 

Can you, will you, deny him this relief? God grant that you 
will pass this bill. [Loud and continued applause. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would ask 


tools 


the 


the gentle- 


| man from Pennsylvania if he desires to yield now? 


heat, because the people have been suffering long under the | 


burdens that your party has placed upon them. 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, I want to appeal to the Republican side and 
ask them to aid us to pass this bill. I heard a peculiar argu- 
ment made here the other day by one class of Republicans. I 
regret to see you divided into warring sides. It makes my 
heart bleed [laughter] to see a once militant Republican Party, 


[Applause on 


| a tendency in the business world toward combination. 


80 aggressive, so united, always the party of constructive leg- | 
islation, always the bearer of prosperity, now divided and at | 


each other’s throats, 
differing doctrines. 

I tell you it makes me grieve overmuch. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side.] I want to say to the gentlemen upon the 
other side who argued, when the reciprocity bill was under con- 
sideration, and said, “Oh, we must attach this free-list sched- 
ule to the reciprocity bill,” my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Lenroot], the second in command of the insurgent forces, be- 
cause I believe the first in command is in another body, intro- 
duced here the free-list schedule to go on the reciprocity bill. 
And what was their argument? My friend Norris indulged in 
that argument, too. They argued that if we put both of these 
bills together, the reciprocity bill being a bad bill and the free- 
list bill being a good bill, that the Senate would pass both of 
them together, which the Senate would refuse to pass sepa- 
rately, and they maintained the man you elected would, if we 
passed them separately, veto the good bill and sign the bad 
one; but if we passed them both together he would affix his 
signature to both, the good and the bad. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.} I am unwilling to indulge in that argument 
against even a Republican President. I fought him in many 
of the States of this Union; I did not believe he ought to have 
been elected; but I am not willing to stand upon the floor of 
this House and say that our President—for he is our President 
now—if we passed these two measures separately, would sign 
the bad one and veto the good one. Aye, as strong a Democrat 
as I am, I am willing to concede to a Republican President too 
much patriotism to sign one bill because it is bad and veto 
aaet one because it is good. [Applause on the Democratic 

And if your President has an opportunity at this free-list 
schedule, as I believe he will have, because in another end of 
this Capitol your party has but 9 majority, if you count both 
contending factions in it, and I believe enough on your side will 
come to us to pass this bill, never on earth will enough courage 
be mustered in the big frame of your big President to veto this 
bill which takes the hand of taxation off the implements with 


taking separate roads and announcing 


| 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris]. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, for several years there has been 
There is 
no doubt but what economy in production and manufacture can 
be brought about by the combining of energy and of capital. But 
history has shown that men do not go into these combinations 
from any ideas of philanthropy, and that when any combination 
has succeeded in monopolizing and controlling the production 
or distribution of any given article the price to the ulti 


mate 


consumer is increased and the unfair and unreasonable profits 
are pocketed by the men or corporations in control. 
When competition has been throttled monopoly has taken 


possession, and if unrestrained and uncontrolled the result has 
always been an unfair and an unequal distribution of the 
products of labor and of wealth. The favored few have unduly 
profited at the expense of the unorganized thousands. From 
the dawn of history there have been laws against monopoly 


and unreasonable restraint of trade, but great combinations, 
on account of their wealth and influence, have been al to 
employ the brightest and keenest minds of the age to in- 
vent and put into operation plans and methods whereby thes 
laws can be circumvented and avoided and the combination 
allowed to continue to levy their unholy and unrighteous 
tribute. 

The combinations that have attracted the most attention and 
have first drawn the fire of the courts have usually been those 
which have affected a comparatively few people, but in such a 
large degree as to make it an object for every individual affected 
to go into court for redress. But I shall speak of a combination 
that levies its tribute in pennies, but counts its contributors by 
the million. Other monopolies levy their tribute but once, but 


this monster is a daily uninvited guest at every breakfast table 
in the land. Other combinations confine their energies to the 
country of their origin, but this one makes its daily visits to 
every humble home in the civilized world. Most of the trusts 
and combinations to which our attention has been attracted in 
the past have been composed of men and subsidiary corpora- 
tions, but this gigantic institution numbers among its stocl 
holders a sovereign State and one of the independent nations of 
the world. 

In 1906 Sao Paulo, one of the States of the Brazilian Govern 
ment, undertook to control the world’s supply of coffee. About 
85 per cent of the world’s supply of coffee is raised in Brazil, 


and of the Brazilian coffee a very large proportion of it is 
raised in the State of Sao Paulo. The method employed for 
the purpose of cornering the world’s supply of coffee was for 


this State to buy all the coffee produced within its borders and 
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to issue bonds thereon and hold the coffee until the price went 
up and then sell at the advanced figure. It was supposed that 
the proportion of the world’s supply of coffee raised in this 
State would be sufficient, if held out of the market, to control 
the price all over tne civilized world. 

The undertaking, however, was too great for the State of 
» Paulo to successfully control the situation, and after two 
years of trial had shown that the plan would in the end fail, 
a new and more gigantic scheme was devised. In 1908 this 
new plan was consummated and put into active operation. The 
history of the civilized world will not show another as gigantic 
an undertaking as was this. In order to carry out its purpose, 
the assistance of the Brazilian Government was procured and 
some of the largest financial concerns in the civilized world 
became interested partners in the colossal scheme. This plan 
to corner the coffee of the world provided that bonds to the 
amount of $75,000,000 should be issued by the State of Sao 
Pauio and that the payment of both principal and interest of 
these bonds should be guaranteed by the Brazilian Government. 
Out of the proceeds of the sale of these bonds it was agreed that 
the coffee produced in the State of Sao Paulo and all of 
the adjoining States should be purchased and held out of the 
market until the price could be artificially controlled. These 
bonds were handled by English, German, French, Dutch, and 
American bankers. Rothschild & Sons and J. Henry Schroder & 
Co., of London, took $25,000,000 of them. The Societe General 
and the Banque de Paris, of France, took $25,000,000. S. Blei- 
schroder, of Berlin, took $10,000,000 of the bonds. The National 
Bank of Belgium took $5,000,000, The other $10,000,000 were 
taken by J. P. Morgan & Co., the National City Bank, and the 
First National Bank, all of New York City. 

It was also agreed that a committee of seven men should be 
selected to supervise and control the sale of the coffee purchased 
with the proceeds of these bonds. Six members of this com- 
mittee were to be selected by these financial firms whose names 
I have given, who furnished the money to finance the scheme, 
and the other member of the committee was to be selected by 
the Government of Brazil. The coffee purchased was to be 
shipped to representatives of these financial concerns and the 
possession thereof held as a further security for the bonds. 
Such coffee was to be stored in warehouses in America, England, 
Germany, Holland, and France and sold in such quantities and 
at such prices as should be agreed upon by this committee of 
supervision. As a further guaranty for the payment of the 
bonds and interest, the Brazilian Government agreed to levy 
an export or surtax on coffee shipped out of that country and 
to remit the proceeds of this tax weekly to these financial back- 
ers, the same to be applied in payment of the necessary ex- 
penses in looking after the details of the agreement and in the 
interest on the bonds as it should mature. It was likewise 
agreed that the Brazilian Government should enact a law that 
would prohibit the planting of any additional coffee trees and 
to prevent as far as possible an increase in the supply. This 
agreement has been in successful operation since the latter 
part of the year 1908. In accordance with its terms, the Bra- 
zilian Government enacted a law preventing the planting of ad- 
ditional coffee trees and provided for severe penalties for any 
offense against this provision of the statute. Inspectors were 
appointed who went through the country and destroyed any 
new trees that had been planted and administered severe pun- 
ishment against those who were guilty of an infraction of the law. 

The bonds were duly issued and, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the agreement, Brazilian coffee was purchased and 
shipped to different parts of the world, where it was held in 
storage until the price advanced sufficiently to make the scheme 
profitable, when it was sold, but in such quantities as would 
not break down this artificial market. 

It takes three or four years after a coffee tree is planted 
before it comes in bearing, and the tree does not reach its fuil 
bearing capacity for six or seven years, but after the tree has 
ence reached maturity it does not lose its vitality or decline in 
its productivity until it is 40 or 50 years old. At the time of 
this agreement, in 1908, there were a great many thousands 
of coffee trees planted in Brazil that had not reached the bear- 
ing stage, so that it was quite evident to the promoters of this 
plan that, even though no additional trees be planted, there 
would be quite a large increase in the production of coffee as 
fast as the trees then planted should reach the stage of produc- 
tion. The bonds were not to mature until 1919, and ample pro- 
vision was made for the control of the coffee market up to that 
time, even though the production should for several years in- 
crease beyond consumption. It was no doubt understood by 
these promoters that their scheme of valorization would have a 
tendency to increase the planting of coffee trees by other coffee- 
producing countries of the world, but they knew that by the 
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practical ownership and control of from 80 to 85 per cent of 
coffee of the world, even though other coffee-producing 
iries would increase their supply, they would be able to co 
the coffee market. 

On account of the new trees that came into bearing after ; 
agreement was made, and which trees had been planted | 
to the making of the agreement, the production of coffee 
Brazil increased for several years at a greater rate than 
consumption of coffee, but so firm was the hold of this gic 
combination upon the coffee markets of the world that ¢] 
have been able to absolutely control the supply and the s; 
coffee throughout the civilized world. The coffee as it 
purchased was sent to the different ports of Europe 
America, where it was held until the price of coffee went 
and was then sold only in such quantities as would not pb: 
the market. The price of coffee has steadily advanced f 
month to month since the time this agreement went into eff, 
until on the ist day of January of this year it had mor t! 
doubled in price. The wholesale price of No. 7 Rio coffee 
New York in December, 1908, was 64 cents a pound. F: 
that time on the price, with practically no variation what 
slowly but steadily advanced from month to month, and on | 
ist day of January, 1911, the same coffee in the same market 
was selling at 134 cents a pound. 

The Government of Brazil did everything in its power to 
carry out its portion of the agreement. It sometimes increased 
the export tax, which had a twofold effect—it had a tend 
to decrease the exportation of coffee from Brazil, and thus 
decrease the world’s supply, and it increased the money : 
ceived as an export tax to be applied upon the expenses of i 
scheme and the payment of interest on the bonds. 

In order that there might be no doubt as to the ability of 1! 
combination to hold up the price of coffee, it was at one ti 
seriously proposed that the law providing for a surtax on coffee 
exported from Brazil should be changed, and instead of taking 
a tax payable in money the Government should take one-tenth 
of the coffee exported, and that this coffee so taken in tithe 
should be loaded into barges, carried out into the ocean, and 
sunk in the sea. 

At another time the proposition was seriously considered 
taking one-tenth of the coffee produced in Brazil and burni 
it. This proposition was at one time approved by this « 
mittee of seven, who, as I have said, had charge of the dispo- 
sition of the valorized coffee, and had it not been for a ir 
that this wanton destruction of coffee would arouse a senti 
ment of criticism throughout the world and call particular 
tention to the methods that were being devised to contro! 1! 
market price of coffee there is no doubt but what this part 
lar plan would have been executed. 

Of this committee of seven, Baron Schroder, of London, is the 
chairman and Herman Sielcken, of New York City, the 
American member. ea 

On the 27th day of April, 1909, there was a meeting of this 
committee in London. They had under consideration, among 
other things, this particular method of curtailing the supply 
of coffee, and at that time they issued a circular letter to 1! 
coffee trade, from which I copy the following: 

A meeting of the committee charged with the management of t! 
State of Sao Paulo government coffee was held to-day under the chair- 
manship of Baron Bruno Schroder, and the following members were 
resent: 

. Dr. Francisco Ferreira Ramos. 

M. le Vicomte des Touches. 

The Societe Generale. 

Mr. Herman Sielcken. 

The firm of Theodor Wille. 

Mr. Edouard Bunge. 

7. The firm of J. Henry Schroder & Co. 
The following statement was approved: 

1. With reference to clause 2 of the circular dated 5th Jan 
1909, the committee states that no sales of coffee have been made, | 
the contemplated sale of 500,000 bags will not be undertaken until | 
trade is ready to pay the price stipulated therein, or its equivalent 
any of the markets, and that in no case shall the sales during 
current year exceed 500,000 are 

2. The Government has lately had under its consideration the ad 
visability of replacing the existing law limiting the export of coffee !) 
a new law creating an extra duty of 10 per cent on all exports 
coffee, payable in kind, such coffee to be destroyed under the contro! \ 
the committee. This law would, in the opinion of the Governm: 
bring about the same result as the existing law, but_in a more sat: 
factory manner. ‘The change would appear to the Government to 
most desirable, as it would obviate the rush to market the crop, W 
would undoubtedly take place under the existing law; the plan 
would thereby be given time to co, Secpers his coffee; the « 
ports would then, as in former years, spread over the whole 
months, and the quality of the coffee exported would be improved by 
the destruction of the lowest grades. Such alteration of the law would 
also be desirable in the interests of the coffee trade, of labor, and o 
the railway and shipping companies, and would at the same time as 
sure the stability of the exchange. tie 

The Government has now approached the committee officially on th 
subject, having set forth its reasons, as above, for desiring an alte re 
tion of the law, and the committee, after careful consideration of 
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be well to note, in passing, that these bonds wer 
the financiers, whose names I have given, at So cents 
lar. They drew 6 per cent interest, a higher rate 
nds of any nation on the face of the earth. 

der that Members may get a definite idea as to the 
advance in the price of coffee that has taken pla 
‘ ne beginning of this valorization plan, and in order that 
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steadily the market has 
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will incorporate in the Recorp a table showing 
ale weekly price at New York of Rio Standard 
No. 7 coffee from December 5, 1908, to the 7th day of January, 
1] 
1908. Cents. 1910 Cents 
i . - 6) Jan. 1 J 8g 
; de as Aa at i erie - & 
: a th en a a. ide SS 
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These prices are the closing wholesale prices on every Satur- 
day from December 5, 1908, to January 7, 1911. 

Mr. Chairman, right here I desire to incorporate in my re- 
marks not only this table but several others, and I would ask 
pern ission at this time to incorporate such tables as I have 
Without taking up the time to read them. 

(he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman froni Nebraska asks unani- 
‘us consent to incorporate the tables referred to. Is there 
objection? {After a pause.}] The Chair hears none. 
Mr. NC RRIS. It must be remembered that the attempt to 
vw the coffee market of the world really began in 1906, 
although, as I have explained, the first two years of the valori- 
tion scheme, the combination did not include all of the Ameri- 
can and European financiers I have mentioned and did not have 
behind it all of the stringent laws in its behalf afterwards 
passed by the Brazilian Government. The price of coffee at 
— beginning of the valorization plan in 1906 was considerably 

wer than at the date of the beginning of the table which I 

have inserted. 


a SHARP. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 
Mr. NORRIS. 
Mr. SHARP. 

statements he is 


m 


I will yield. 
I desire to ask the gentleman in regard to the 
to incorporate in the Recorp, May I ask if 
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Un 1 SI a 
NORRIS . I 
M SHARP. I : ‘ 
{ Pay \ j 
Da 1 DIS l 
i l, ed to \ 
ir til 1 he 
frankly stated that the ¢ ’ had 
be bothered by that fact and { 
for it. 

I spent some little time in stig 1 I 
found that at that time, alth t] b 
the importers in Great Britain for the coffee of r | 
and qualities, yet it sold universally el 60 
per cent of the price at which it | the | - | 
the same was true of tea 

Mr. NORRIS. Now, I w s to the gentk Mr. ¢ ! 
man, that I will take up that question a little further I 
is probably explained in the fact that the different States i 
Brazil, as I shall explain in deta have spent a great deal ¢ 
money and a great deal of effort in trying to increase t use 
of coffee in Great Britain. I will take it up later, and if I do 
not cover the point the gentleman wants, if he will ask m 
and I have the information, I will be glad to give it to him 

There is no doubt but what this attempt I have been speal 
ing about would have failed had it not been for the combination 
entered into in 1908 by the Brazilian Government d the finat 
ciers of Europe and America. That the increase in the price 


of coffee during the period of this valorization was not due to 

natural causes, but was purely artificial, is easily demonstrated 
Mr. COOPER. I hope the gentleman will permit one question 

right there. 

Mr. NORRIS, 

Mr. COOPER. 


the 


I yield. 


The gentleman refers to a table which shows 


increase in price. Will he state approximately the increase? 
Mr. NORRIS. The price doubled from 1908 to the Ist of 
January of this year. 
Mr. COOPER. One hundred per cent in three years? 


Mr. NORRIS. 
of January. 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. NORRIS. 


Yes; a little more than doubled up to the Ist 
That is, the coffee as it is imported? 
Yes, sir. That is, the wholesale price at 
York City. I was about to say, Mr. Chairman, in my opinion, 
it would not be difficult to demonstrate that this wonderful 
increase in the price did not come about naturally. 


! ‘ 
i New 


The world’s consumption of coffee has averaged for the last 
four years about 17,900,000 bags. The world’s production of 
coffee for the same period has averaged over 18,600,000 bags 
So. in the face of a continual and yearly overproduction of 


coffee, the price has steadily and regularly advanced. During 
this time the annual production of coffee by Brazil has exceeded 
14,000,000 bags. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. How much in a bag? 

Mr. NORRIS. A bag is 133 pounds. During this same period 
of four years there was imported from Prazil into the United 
States about 23,000,000 bags of coffee: and from all othe 
countries there were imported into the United States during th 
same period a little over 5,000,000 bags of coffee. Thi 
how easy it is to control the market price of coffee if the 
bination is able to control absolutely the output of Brazi 

As bearing upon this question of the control of price regard 
of natural conditions, it interesting to note a rece! 
report that was made by Dr. Olavo Egeidio, secretary of finan 
of Sao Paulo, to the president of that Stat At the b 
of the present year Dr. Egeidio made a full report of 
actions connected with the valorization of coffee. I quote f 
this report: 


S Sli 


less is 


There is no foundation whatsoever to th uggestion wl ! 
times been made that the benefits which followed t Gove 
action were due simply to natural caus l were not ! 
influenced by such action What happened was just tl t 
it may be easily verified by examining the figures for t rol 
years preceding and four years succeeding the intervent 


Dr. Egeidio then proceeds to show from stati ; that 
world’s production of coffee for the four year 1 which 
market price has been under control |! exceeded by a } 


amount the world’s production of coffee for th 
ing such intervention. He shows that for the four years p1 
the so-called yalorization the average yearly productior 
world’s coffee was 15,574,000 bags, and that for the fou 
following the commencement of the valorizat 


‘four years pr 


| average world’s production of coffee was 18,418,000 bag [In 
addition to this, it appears that for one of the years since the 

valorization plan has been in force the world’s production of 
| coffee reached the stupendous amount of over 25,000,000 bags; 
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and yet, notwithstanding this enormous overproduction of cof- | 
He shows that during all this | 


fee, the price steadily advanced. 
time there has been an overproduction of coffee and that the 
combination has had such complete control as to continually 
increase the price. He concludes his report with the following 
language: 


All honor therefore to Dr. Jorge Tibirica and his able secretaries, 


coffee by direct intervention. 

Notwithstanding the immense profits that have already come 
to the promoters of this scheme, the day of largest reward and 
financial gain for this gigantic combination is still in the future. 
If they are able to increase the price of coffee when the pro- 
duction is greater than the consumption, then what will the 
result be when the law of supply and demand, instead of work- 
ing against them, will be working in their favor? What will 
be their harvest during the later years of this combination, 
when the yearly increase in the consumption of coffee shall 
have surpassed the yearly production? For the last 15 years 
the annual increase in the consumption of coffee has averaged 
400,000 bags. The annual production, as far as Brazil is con- 
cerned, has about reached its maximum. As long as no addi- 
tional coffee trees are planted in Brazil it will not be long un- 
til the world’s demand for coffee will exceed the supply. If 
the yearly consumption of coffee continues to increase at the 
same rate that it has increased in the past, the world will 
demand about 22,000,000 bags of coffee yearly by the time that 
this combination ends according to its own terms. But this is 
not all, The different States of Brazil as well as the Brazilian 
Government itself are engaged in a world-wide campaign to 
increase the per capita consumption of coffee. 

And now I am coming to the point where the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. SHarp] interrupted me in regard to the efforts they 
are making to increase the consumption of coffee in different 
countries, and I have no doubt but that it has some effect upon 
the price in England. 

In the development of this scheme the Brazilian Government 
has appropriated $150,000 gold to be expended in the propa- 
ganda for the increased use of coffee abroad. The condition of 
the appropriation, however, being that the coffee-producing 
States of Brazil should each appropriate a similar amount for 
the same purpose. 

In the recent budget of the State of Sao Paulo there was in- 
cluded an appropriation of $300,000 for this purpose, and I 
understand that the State of Minas Geraes and the State of Rio 
de Janeiro have made appropriations of $150,000 each, to be 
added to this fund. Altogether there is, in round numbers, an 
appropriation of about $750,000, which is to be expended in one 
year in behalf of a more extended use of coffee. 

And I want to say right here that I am not making these 
observations about the attempt of the Brazilian States and 


Brazil to increase the consumption of coffee in a spirit of criti- | 


cism. 

It is, perhaps, commendable. I mention it only to show, and 
I think it has the tendency to show, that the yearly increase in 
the consumption of coffee will not decrease, but in all prob- 
ability increase at a greater rate than it has in the past on 
account of this effort being made. It is perhaps not in- 
tended that this campaign is to include the United States, 
because the consumption of coffee per capita in the United 
States is now greater than in most any other country of the 
civilized world. The per capita consumption of coffee in Great 
Britain is less than 1 pound, in France it is 5 pounds, in Ger- 
many it is 7 pounds, and in the United States 12 pounds, and 
the per capita consumption in Russia is very small. This 
money will undoubtedly be used to increase the consumption of 
coffee in those countries where the per capita consumption is 
the lowest. 

A year or so ago, in carrying out this plan for the increased 
use of coffee, arrangements were made with a firm in London 
by which it was agreed that this firm should be paid $243,325 
to superintend and manage the campaign in England for five 
years for that purpose. The arrangement made with this firm 
provided for the preparation of coffee under the supervision of 
a representative of the State of Sao Paulo, and all the details 
of the plan have been agreed upon. Advertising matter has 
been furnished and the finest grades of coffee have been sup- 
plied in order to create an appetite for coffee among the people 
of England. The coffee is specially selected and prepared under 
Government inspection, and, in addition to the money paid to 
the firm for superintending the management of the business, 
large allowances are made for expenses and commissions on 
the part of the jobber, and a commission of 23 per cent on the 
product is allowed to the retailer. Similar methods are contem- 
plated for other Governments, so that if the plan is successfully 
carried out the per capita consumption of coffee in all these 
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countries will be greatly increased and the profits of thj 
mous combination be increased manyfold. 

The question might naturally arise in the mind of any 
ing person that since the world’s productton of coffee } 
exceeding the world’s consumption, this combination w 


| accumulating an enormous supply of coffee, and that un 


| ditions change they would eventually be compelled to 
your excellency among them, for conceiving the idea of valorization of 


of this surplus in the markets of the world. As I have ; 
pointed out, the production of coffee has by this com! 

been limited and the maximum production must soon be re 
While the consumption of coffee is naturally increasing 

rate of 400,000 bags per year, it is safe also to . 

that the efforts which I have mentioned toward the ji: 

use of coffee will have its effect and, therefore, that the wor 
demand will increase at a much greater annual rate than it hos 
in the past. When the demand for coffee exceeds the s)nn) 
then it will be easy to put upon the market this stored enffoo i. 
such quantities and in such places as not to break the marke 
It is estimated that by the year 1915, at least, the world’s de. 
mand for coffee will equal the world’s production, and from that 
time on the demand will exceed the production, and long before 
1919 the visible supply of coffee will have entirely disappeareg 
and the coffee drinkers of the world will be completely at ¢} 
mercy of this gigantic combination. This was taken into cop 
sideration at the time this scheme was devised, and was care. 
fully investigated and thought out. In a report which appeared 
in a Rio de Janeiro publication about the time this combination 
was formed, there was a very careful review of the entire sity. 
ation. In that report it was estimated that by 1915, four years 
before the expiration of this trust, the world’s consumption of 
coffee would be 20,000,000 bags, and that the world’s produe- 
tion of coffee would be considerably less. So that the promoter 
of this trust would have more than five years to dispose of the 
surplus at the enormous artificial prices which their comb 
tion has brought about. 

As I have said, the steady advance of the price of coffe 
would have a tendency to increase the planting of coffee tr 
in the countries not controlled by this combination. ‘Thy 
been and will continue to be some increase in the prod 
coffee in these other countries, but yet there is no dou) 
what this increase will be much smaller than might «| 
be warranted at first blush. We must remember t! his 
gigantic combination expires by its own terms at the close of 
the year 1919. It is apparent, therefore, that any man w! 
thinking of adding to his coffee plantation, or any Go 
that desires to increase its coffee production, will take 
sideration the fact that this artificial method of counte: 
the law of supply and demand and holding up the | 
coffee will cease in 1919, which would be just about tl 
that the new trees planted on account of the high | 
coffee would come into bearing. Men would therefore hesitat 
to put their money into coffee plantations with the un 
of the future staring them in the face. Unless s 
scheme is invented or some new and different combinati 
tered into, the year 1920 will find these bonds paid off « 
millions of profit divided up among the members of this 
national combination, and the law of supply and dem: 
again be permitted to hold sway. 

In the face of these conditions it is doubtful whether t 
will be any abnormal increase in the production of coffce 
part of the other coffee-producing countries of the world. I pre 
sume when 1919 is reached the members of this great i 
tional Coffee Trust will look over the situation and wi! 
according to the conditions that exist then, whether it \ 
profitable to continue the combination and renew the 
ment by which they are now exacting, and will until that | 
tinue to exact, contributions from the coffee-consuming \ 

As interesting and as instructive as all these facts ire, tle 
question naturally recurs, “ What are we going to do about i: 
There is no doubt but what the laws of the United States | 
not be directly applied either to a foreign State or a fureisu 
nation. Neither can we bring into the courts of the Unite 
States the citizens and corporations of Europe. The men! 
of this combination who are residents and citizens of our 
country are subject to our laws, and if they have violate: | 
can be punished, even though their coconspirators can | 
directly reached. There is no doubt in my mind but wha! we 
can, indirectly at least, reach the Government of Brazil and its 
States by the proper change in our tariff laws. It is \ 
question of reaching Brazil and her States and the Amcr 
members of this combination that I now desire to address 
myself. 

Tirst, let us take the several American corporations that «'° 
parties to this international agreement. If the facts as I b\« 
narrated them are true, there can be no possible doubt but wis 
these institutions have violated the Sherman Antitrust Act, aud 


ie 


} 








fore subject to its penalties. Section 1 of that act is | 
ract. combination in the form of trust or otherwise, mm 
a restraint of trade or commerce among the several 
with foreign nations, is hereby declared to be illegal. E 








11] make any such contract or engage in any such com- | 
nspiracy shall be « med guilty of a misdemean and, 
: thereof, shall be punished by fine not exceeding $5,000 

ment not exceeding one year, or by both said punishments, 


n of the court. 
has been in force over 20 years and has been con- 


numerous occasions by the Supreme Court. 


he time to follow these decisions, but will conte 
h the statement that any student who will follow the 


n that has at various times been given to this section 
“1 to the inevitable conclusion that conduct such as 
parrated, when once established, has always and wit! 
; been held by this court to be a violation of this 
The court has often held that the “restraint” men- 
7 


this section applies not o1 
of a combination, but 
t that the combination 
not members of the combination. 
an be no doubt but what one of the very objects 
nation is a monopoly in the trade of coffee. Section 
» of the Sherman Act applies particularly to monopolies 
ttempts to monopolize or to 


ly to a restraint amo! 
it i i to al 


imposes partie 


applies likewise 


upon 


I outside 


‘ombinations and conspiracie 


yolize. This section reads as follows: 

person who shall monopolize, or attempt to monopolize, or 
or conspire with any other person or persons to monopolize 
of e trade or commerce among the several Sta or with 





ng I te 
, shall be deemed of a misdemeanor, an 


of shall be punished by a fine not 
not exceeding one yet 
n of the court. 
‘ that I have correctly stated the facts in regard to 
nbination, the inevitable result must follow that every 
rporation connected with this combination has vio 
d this section; and if they are within the jurisdiction of the 
courts of the United States, they can be convicted and punished 


; e= 4 fT 
i exceeding $5,000 or by 
° » tne } } 7 sniehr n+ ‘ 

ar, or by bot! 1 punishments, in 


re 


tion of section 2 of this act. This section, like s¢ n 
been often construed by the Supreme Court, and its 


‘in no respect is left in doubt. Any person who shal! 
lize” or “attempt to monopolize” or “ combine or co 
monopolize “any part” of trade or commerce 
of a violation of the act. In addition to these tw 
section 4 of the same act gives the courts of the Uni 


ited 


r 
+) 
i 


§ ower to restrain and to prohibit such violations by the 
of injunction. It would seem, therefore, as far as individ- 

s or corporations in our own country are concerned, that the 
re sufficient, and that these persons, parties, or corporations 

be proceeded against in a civil action by injunction that 
would break up the combination, and can likewise be prosecuted 


criminal suit for a violation of both sections 1 and 2. 
connect with the enforcement the Sherman anti- 
law as against this combination, and also, in general, 


on of 


















inst all violators of the law, I desire to call attention to 
6 of that famous statute. It reads as follows: 
roperty owned under any contract e i any coml 
any conspiracy (and being the ject tl 
l ‘tion 1 of this act, and being in the « se of 
m one State to another, or to a foreign count l 
1 to the United States, and may |! eized and cor 
igs as those provided by law for th rfeiture 
ation of property imported into the United States c 
» doubt often occurred that great « binati« ( 
ut of the profits of their unlawful business to | 
» fines and penalties charged against them for the vi 
[ the statute and still have a snug surplus on tl! rh 
. of the ledger as a result of their unlawful operati A 
fe pplications of the remedy provided in section 6 
ake the violation of this statute unprofitable as well a: 
gi In the famous Addyston Pipe case (85 Fed. Rep., 271) 


the United States circuit court of appeals for 
- t held that an action under this particular section could u 
be Jjolmed in an equity suit under section 4, to enjoin the de 
lants from continuing their unlawful conduct. It w 
re, however, and it seems to be a plain provision of t! 

hat the property of such a combination being i he 
Se of transportation from one State to another, or to 

reign country, may be seized and condemned in the 
pr vided by law for the condemnation of property that is im 
ported into the United States contrary to our tariff lawse These 
custom laws have been enacted and changed from time to 
there have always been and still are in force provisions of 
for the seizure and condemnation of such property which | 
are both summary and severe. Such proceedings are prosecuted | 
according to the custom laws of our country, and the same 
~ strict attorneys who are charged by section 4 with the en- 
forcement of this antitrust statute are likewise charged with 
the duty of instituting proceedings under section 6. 


the 
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It is an open 











yple than any other nation on the globe. 
Trade and commerce between the different civilized natl 
of the world are practically necessary and imperative, and 


. 


| secret that it has cost and is still costing a 
large amount of money to enforce the different provisions of t! 
antitrust statute against combinations and monopolies. If Cc 
tion 6 were enforced in all cases of the violation of section 1 of 
t! t and the property that is the subj of the illegal m 
bination was seized and forfeited to the United States *SC 
4 onil ms,to a gre extent at st, would be con ed 
t y the gove 11 costs of the prosecution their t- 
tl if the law. 

In this conne 0 eall e 73 of 
the act of Au the s } y \ h 
Statutes at Lat ion reads as f 

73. Tl ' 
t is her d 
} } ; . 
-f i zz ! a 
4 t t lt ] n, 
tr I m4 n 
f la i 1 lawt trad ‘ 
t it I fs Ur l te 
th o1 d to b vorted t 
Unite Stat é f f ] 1 sucl por i 
en is tended } i sh } 
engaged in l n col iodity fr ny 
{ untr { or W l 
Hi ! ' l n vu ft { d 
mt i i } t than $100 4 
. peu,! ) nd i | i 
t the cou f -_ yr 
( 12 months 

The provisions of tl section apply only w there mn 
spiracy between two or more persons or cor} iS in h 
any one of them is engaged in importing an l e fi \ 
foreign country into the United Stat It tl he 
can be no doubt but what some of the persons or cor] s 
interested in this valorization scheme are so ¢ 1 and it 
their contract without doubt oj tes in restrail if trad d 
free competition, and that they ble to the 1 ! Ss 

ided in this section. The very « ind foundation « f 
ntire scheme was to se the pi of coffe Wi he 
financiers who furnished the money f his plan I 
personally and dir l the mpo! of 
coffee would not, in my judgn ; f l In <¢ to 
carry out their plan the coffee had to be orted. § dy 
must import it, and therefo f oO part the 
( tra must, either thi l elf e@ ¢ I or 
corporation, be enga 1 t 

I come now to the q tion to wl r the i ] 
tical way for the United & tes G nt to legal ad ] 
with a foreign nation or St where tion or State | 
entered into a combinatio { effect f nich | i nono} 
t1 and artificially 
merce to the Ame! 

In the discussion of question, I | eve d 
mitted, to begin with t is no d ' y l he 
' ed “i ‘ n ’ ‘ 
j tl enactment I i ‘ l »p ! ! 

1d regulations S$ il iy 
sé » such laws, rule ‘ = 1 
conme!l of the United St a 
t I may have upon tl ! { 

n dities ed ( 
we Ly md the S d 
! dopted in ] suan of ch 
lication or ¢ l l ny otl | 
f any particular } ( 

u ( geograp! 1 co i 

be ised ! duced « n 
( v i the 1 t toy “d 

» the exm r tion of s ] 
hibit entirely the exportation o h 
law for any conditions or rez may 
which such a les can b “l 
of trade and commerce among the i dn 
ern world is such that no nat 
If a country produces 

! 18 it must i the 
her countries of th lk In { ‘ 

} o-day but what desi { G ‘ ‘ 
some of the produ of ot! countrie wien 
produce. In this respect tf is perhaps no 
world so well situated as vn 1 if inter ) 
and commerce amo} the nat of the work 
suspended and prohibited, we would perhaps | ! 
the then existing conditions with I d to d 
with less interference with the comfo1 nd hap r 
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therefore becomes a matter of no extreme difficulty for the 
Congress of the United States to pass such laws as will make 
it to the advantage of any foreign nation to deal with us and 
with our produce in a fair and honest manner. It would be 
easy for us to pass the necessary laws under which Brazil would 
find it very unprofitable for her to continue her attempt at 
monopolizing and thereby increasing the price that American 
consumers must pay for her products which we use. 

Section 2 of the present tariff act has for its object the pre- 
veiution by any foreign power of any discrimination against the 
products of the United States, This section, however, did not 
contemplate the prevention of the conditions which have been 
brought about on the part of the Brazilian Government in her 
attempt to valorize coffee, and it is undoubtedly true that this 
section as it now stands would not enable us to meet the 
emergency. This is the section that provides for the maximum 
and minimum tariff. In substance it provides that where any 
foreign country makes any discrimination against the United 
States or the products thereof imported into such country, then 
and in such case all articles imported from such foreign coun- 
try shall, in addition to the duty provided for in section 1 of 
the act, pay an additional duty of 25 per centum ad valorem. 

This section, among other things, provides that all foreign 
nations shall be exempt from the payment of this additional 
or maximum rate if such foreign country “imposes no terms 
or restrictions, either in the way of tariff rates or provisions, 
trade or other regulations, charges, exactions, or in any other 
manner, directly or indirectly, upon the importation into or the 
sale in such foreign country of any agricultural, manufactured, 
or other product of the United States which unduly discrimi- 
nate against the United States or the products thereof.” It 
will be noted that this statute in effect provides that the maxi- 


mum rate of duty can not be imposed unless the laws, rules, or | 


regulations of the foreign country “unduly discriminate” 
against the products of the United States. In the case of 


Brazil it would undoubtedly be held that her action that I 
have described was not a “ discrimination ” 


States, because all of these laws, rules, and regulations apply 


to the balance of thé world as well as to our own country, and | 


there would therefore be no discrimination. In other words, all 
the nations of the earth are treated the same. If this great 
combination to which she is a party applied only to us, the 
penalty provided in section 2 of our tariff act could be applied 
to her, but since she not only conspires against America but 
does the same with everybody else she is able to avoid the 
penalties of the act. 

By a slight amendment to this section we could possibly 
meet the contingency. If we provided by an amendment to this 
act that to entitle any foreign country to our minimum tariff 
rates it would not only be necessary that such country should 
not discriminate against our products, but that such country 
should not by law, rule, or regulation, or otherwise, become a 
party to any combination or conspiracy the effect of which was 
to monopolize trade between the United States and foreign 
nations, and by virtue of such monopoly to increase the price 
of commodities to our consumers, then she would be compelled 
to cease such unfair treatment and withdraw from such con- 
spiracy or subject all of her products imported into the United | 
States to the penalties provided in this section. Brazil can not 
afford to engage in a tariff controversy with the United States. 
We are one of her best customers. We have provided by law 
for the admission of a large proportion of her exports into our 
country free of duty. I will insert in the Recorp a table show- 
ing the amount and value of her exports for the year 1909. 


—_—- 

















Articles. Quantity. Value. 

CN ob Bind dhbdincbnd edabackse ed edseesesé 16,880,696 bags........... $161, $22, 682 
SERS SAS i Se GA Ae a = 027 metric tons....... 91, 578, 388 
oe ee ie ot mee 784 metric toms....... 8, 812, 660 
ED nnbtbhsees uabbunhvcnsdetonnes i 58 017 metric tons. ...... 8, 025, 333 
GOOUE cccitinbtn cas tdabasanendaquinssciocorss | 33,818 metric tons....... 7, 739, 870 
TOD. 1 decnnictiegpanbieteasinnmeaenttiba 29,782 metric tons....... 6, 443, 681 
es daxctbbanthece Mébhbedenine benbesbons 3,897 metric toms........ 4, 709, 492 
DORE 0s ecbabdddatcs creconcaccdacobacdn ces 68, 483 metric tons....... 3, 247, 504 
COSTIOR  ccce cu ceeekieeswactnciadetnnbsesans 9,969 metric tons........ 2, 861, 662 | 
PO MIL. . tak cca aniabties Gadus 90sec a a 2, 252, 898 
END 1. c0nc4s5stnovanetanieenaaninnn 241,000 metric tons...... 1, 730, 311 
CRMosséunwecedebecesé Cpabebustaegh ehiteSscenbessvcoccce 1, 493, 712 
SER We oi. 0sacabeneteccticsdhasbad 3,042 metric tons........ 1, 230, 638 
Pl: sanudshditsaoumectiiacheanedéusacintel 38, 158 metric tons... .... 1, 210, 572 
Es oe coeuuilibenuan | 33,615 metric tons....... 711, 401 
NBEO ans bvcscdanntscnocddtusy | 6,462 metric tons........ 708, 092 
OUR betas ndndbustnnbdas aiehibuskinncceedtbésoescoes 288, 212 

Total of 17 articles 304, 967, 108 
I I os sone ain sda Reese likncs décesdectasesec< 3, 364, 721 

We GGA nnicntia tn cchntuntdedbicaenubbenecins connssoncness 308, 331, 829 





against the United | 
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It will be seen from this that the total value of the «. 
from Brazil for the year 1909 was $308,331,829. Of this 
the United States took by far the major portion. Th, 
other country that took more than one-third of the a; 
exports that were taken by the United States. We 
these exports $123,817,298. The nearest other competi 
the United Kingdom, which took a little over $49,000,(« 

It is conceded that if we amend section 2 of the ¢ 
so as to deprive Brazil of our minimum tariff rates 
amendment would not affect the importations fro 
which are on the free list, and since coffee is on the fr: 
could still be imported free from Brazil, even though 
mum rates applied, because such maximum rates wo 
apply to such articles as are on the dutiable list. In o 
we may understand just exactly what articles from B: 
be affected by such action, I append a table showing 
tions from Brazil during the fiscal year 1910 which 
the dutiable list, giving the quantities imported, tle 
duty, and the duty collected. 
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Dutiable imports from Brazil to the United States, fiscal 
[General imports with estimated duties collected th 


| 
} 





a Amount. — 
| Per cent 

Feathers and downs, crude...........--. J-eencconse. $21,178 | 
EROGOS OF GREED. 2... oe cnccsccces pounds. 211,098 | 135,704 

| Plants, orchids, palms, bulbs, ete........ ROG 3, 293 | 
Other plants, not specified.............. PAY 4, 787 | 
Seeds, castor beans............. bushels. | 158,351 | 192,397 | 

| Other seeds not specified................ Linosncewa’ 21, 836 | 
Sugar: Cane not above No. 16 Dutch | 

| _ standard in color............. pounds. .| 6,860,735 | 151,637 | 

py US eee do “| 84, 898 | 7,460 
Monozite sand.................... do....| 1,322,760 | 113,293 
All other articles dutiable ...............]--..---+-+- | 3,751 |. 

ED SED MENON 4 co cénecocchoccsecceces 555, 336 


1 Hides of cattle free on and after Aug. 6, 1909; 
July 1 to Aug. 5, 1909, inclusive. 

2 Estimated. 

= Cents. 

Mr. STERLING. Will the gentleman yield for a 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Neb 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 

Mr. STERLING. Do I understand the gentleman's 
that we should put coffee on the protected list? 

Mr. NORRIS. No. If the gentleman will permit 
ceed just a little further, I will reach that question : 
}up, and show just exactly what we might do and « 
regard to it. 

Mr. STERLING. If we should put a tariff on coff 
the importers would have to do would be to add t! 
| the cost of the coffee, I presume? 
| Mr. NORRIS. Yes. I am going to discuss that qu 
| I am not going to advocate the placing of a tariff on 

' though if we are going to go into it, it could easily 
that we are practically the only country in the world | 
| mits coffee free. They have duties in the other co 
shall say more about it later on. We pay more for 
anybody else. 

If this amendment suggested would not bring t! 
relief, it would be a very easy matter to further a 
tariff Jaw as it applies to Brazil so as to put all, or 
parts, of her importations upon the dutiable list until s! 
cease giving her support to the valorization scheme. | 
it will be said that if we undertook to place a duty 
it would injure the American consumer rather than ! 
but I do not believe it is necessary for us to put coffee 
dutiable list. If we should pass an amendment to 0 
law that would provide that the coffee produced in : 
countries except Brazil should come in free, and then !!! 
free coffee from Brazil to such an amount which, t 
with the coffee imported from other countries, shou 
and perhaps somewhat exceed the consumption in our 
and then provide for a high duty upon the balance of I: 
coffee, I think we would meet the situation and com) 
to comé to terms. 

I think that, Mr. Chairman, is an answer to the 4 
suggested by my friend from Illinois [Mr. STerLine]. 

Let us see how this kind of a law would work. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Will the gentleman yield for a ques' 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes, 


figui 


gures 


} 
i 
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\r. NEEDHAM. Would not the original proposition that | 

. presented by the Ways and Means Committee last Con- 

ss, providing that a tariff equal to whatever export tax is 
. n by any other country—would not that be more effective 
: an the method proposed by the gentleman? 
” Me NORRIS. I do not believe it would be. Of course it 
might work absolutely right; I would not say. I have some | 
doubt about it. But I do not see how this plan that I have 
eng sted could be in any way objectionable. Let us see, I say, | 


bow this kind of a law would work. 

[ think it would be conceded, to begin with, that if there wasa 
duty on Brazilian coffee, and coffee from all other countries 
should be admitted free from duty, it would result in the coffee 
from all other coffee-producing countries being imported into the 
United States. It would bring to our ports practically all the 
coffee produced anywhere outside of Brazil, because practically 
all the coffee-consuming countries of the world levy a heavy duty 
upon the importation of coffee into their respective countries. 
If coffee produced everywhere except in Brazil had free en- 
trance into the United States, while it had to pay a duty in 
other countries, the result would certainly be that it would 
practically all come to us. I will print in the Recorp a table 
showing the rate of duty charged by the principal countries of 
the world upon importations of coffee. 


Statement of duty charged by various countries on coffee. 


Austria-Hungary (per 100 kilos) : 
Raw, 95 crowns (about 8 cents per pound). 
Roasted, 120 crowns (about 11 cents per pound). 
(Crown==20.3 cents.) 
Belgium (per 100 kilos) : 
Not roasted, free. 
Roasted, 10 frances (about 1 cent per pound). 
(Franc=19.3 cents.) 
France (per 100 kilos) : 
Raw, maximum, 300 francs (about 27 cents per pound) ; minimum, 

136 francs (about 12 cents per pound). 

(Frane=19.3 cents.) 
iny (per 100 kilos) : 

Raw, 60 marks (about 6 cents per pound). 
Roasted, ground or not, 85 marks (about 9 cents per pound). 

(Mark=$0.238.) 
ands: Free. 

a (per pood): 
Raw, in the bean, 5.85 rubles (about 8} cents per pound). 
Roasted, in the bean or ground or compressed, 9 rubles (per pood, 
weight of packing included). 
(Ruble=51.5 cents; pood—36 pounds.) 
United Kingdom (ver pound), 2 pence (about 4 cents per pound). 
United States: Free. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
man from Ohio? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Has the gentleman any figures to show 
what proportion of all our importations of coffee are of Bra- 
zilian coffee? 

Mr. NORRIS. 
give them later. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I did not hear that. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; I have some tables showing that. I will 


take that up right now, if the gentleman from Ohio will give 
me his attention. 


Gern 


Nether 
Russ 





Will the gentleman yield? 
Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 


Yes; I have figures on that. I am going to 


| valuable customer. 
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coffee, while it would practically exclude from our market all 
Brazilian coffee which we would not need for consumption. 

It must be remembered also that Brazil produces a large 
amount of other products which we admit into our country free 
of duty. These same products are produced by the other South 
American and Central American countries, and by Mexico. It 
would be an easy matter to charge Brazil an import duty on 
her importations of such products while admitting them free 
from the other countries named. 

The effect of this would be to place Brazil at a 
vantage in the markets of the United States with all other 
countries whose products are similar to those produced by 
Brazil. She would lose a large part of the trade with her most 
During the year 1910 we purchased from 
Brazil, outside of coffee, about $70,000,000 of her products, 
which we admitted free of duty. If we should provide by law 
for the same discrimination against these products as I have 
outlined that it would be possible for us to provide as regards 
her coffee, she would find herself without a market for her sur- 
plus products, and as a matter of self-preservation she would 
be compelled to comply with our law and desist from further 
participation in any scheme of valorization. 

The success that has come to this combination in its attempt 
to valorize coffee has been so marked that for some time there 


great disad- 


has been agitated in Brazil the proposition of organizing a 
similar combination in regard to rubber. The increased de- 


mand for several years all over the civilized world for rubber, 
particularly in the automobile industry, has materially in- 
creased the price of the product. From present indications the 


| world’s demand for rubber will continue to increase at a won- 


| derful rate. 
| in which to organize a gigantic world’s trust with a 


jamount Brazil 


It would therefore be a very desirable commodity 
view of 
controlling the supply and thus increase the price to the con- 
sumer. 

During the calendar year 1910 there was imported into 
the United States 90,139,332 pounds of rubber. Of this amount 
we received from Brazil 36,236,475 pounds, valued at $41,582,766. 
During the calendar year 1909 there was imported into the 
United States 93,967,414 pounds of rubber. Of this amount 
Brazil sent us 44,219,868 pounds, valued at $43,099,654. Dur- 
ing the same calendar year (1909) there was imported into the 
United Kingdom from all other countries 83,471,360 pounds of 
rubber. Of this amount Brazil furnished her 34,578,880 pounds, 
valued at $41,982,000. During the same calendar year there was 
imported into Germany 48,893,618 pounds of rubber. Of 
furnished 10,566,647 pounds, valued at 
During the calendar year 1909 there was imported 





this 
$12,- 


550.000. 


into France from all other countries 25,579,973 pounds of rub- 


ber. Of this amount Brazil furnished 4,418,018 pounds, valued 
at $6,962,000; showing that Brazil produces and furnishes a 
large majority of the rubber that is used in the civilized world, 
although not nearly as great a per cent as she does of coffee. 
It must be remembered in analyzing these figures that all 
the rubber imported from Brazil into the various countries 
named was produced in Brazil, while as a matter of fact the 


| importations from other countries often included rubber that 


- It must be noted, of course, that the people of the United | 
States consume more coffee annually than is produced by all | 


the coffee-producing countries of the world outside of Brazil, 
and if we stopped at this point we would, perhaps, get no relief 
to the consumers of coffee, because if the free coffee did not 
equal the consumption then the owner of the free coffee would, 


of course, raise the price to the level of the tax-paying coffee. | 


In other words, the coffee which paid the duty and which it 
would be necessary to put with the free coffee in order to equal 
the amount of coffee we consume would fix the price of coffee 
to the consumer. To meet this difficulty we could provide by 
the proper enactment to admit from Brazil up to a certain limit 
her coffee free of duty, on the same theory that we admit to a 
certain limit tobacco free of duty from the Philippine Islands. 
In round numbers, we consume annually between seven and 
eight million bags of coffee. The coffee-producing countries 
of the world outside of Brazil produce and export from their 
respective countries from four to five million bags of coffee. I 
think it is nearer five millions and sometimes over five rather 
than ander. If we provide by law that from three to three 
and a half million bags of coffee from Brazil should be an- 
nually admitted free, and then charge a high duty on the im- 
Se of the balance of Brazilian coffee imported, while 
: — all the coffee of the balance of the world free, we 
aol in my judgment, completely meet the situation. This 
seth d, in effect, give the American consumers of coffee the 
‘ower prices that would come through the admission of free 
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had not been produced in the countries from which it was ex 
ported, and undoubtedly some of this rubber imperted ‘Yrom 


| such other countries was produced in Brazil. 


It will be seen from this that Brazil does not arge 
a proportion of the world’s rubber as she does of the wor 


produce as 


as 


coffee, and it will therefore be a little more difficult for her to 
carry out a scheme of valorization as applied to rubber with 
the same success that she has had in the valorization of coffee 
There is no doubt but what it is generally understood in rubber 
circles that an attempt is being made to valorize rubber and 
that Brazil is lending her influence to this scheme. 

In the New York Journal of Commerce of February 24, 1911, 


it is stated as a matter of news that the recent advance in rub 
ber was undoubtedly caused by the circulation of the report 
that there was taking place in rubber circles some such scheme 
like that of the Brazilian Government’s valorization of coffee. 
It is generally believed that the Brazilian Government has 
taken a hand in this proposition, and that if the necessary ar- 
rangements can be brought about the world will soon see the 
valorization applied to rubber as it has been applied to coffee. 
In this article it was stated that the indications were that the 
Bank of Brazil, a Government institution, was undertaking to 
organize financial interests in Brazil for the purpose of con- 
trolling rubber, and that, while official announcement of the con 
nection of the Government with the scheme was not made, it 
was ascertained on inquiry that the Brazilian Government itself 
was behind the proposition. It was stated that this bank had 
already organized branches at the chief Amazon Liver ports, and 
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the president of the bank had sailed for Europe and the United | civilized nations of the world. Without American cott 
States with the intention of making the necessary financial | spindles of the civilized world would become idle. The 
arrangements in these countries. From other sources I have | comparison might be made with many of the other « 
learned that it is currently reported in Brazil trade circles that | necessaries of life. 

the Brazilian Government itself intends to advance $20,000,000 | I offer these figures and facts not because I advocate 
‘for the purpose of starting this huge combination and bringing | in favor of the United States entering into any such 

about the control of the rubber market of the world. | and unjust combination to control arbitrarily and unreas 

We have recently heard a great deal about the control of the | the price of any of the common necessities of life, but 


potash industry by Germany. It has been claimed that there | that if we were driven to the extremity of meeting i: 
is an attempt on the part of Germany to monopolize and eontrol | tional combinations by methods so unjust and so unfair, 
the potash industry of the world. Without attempting to ex- | so situated and in possession of so many natural resour 
press any opinion as to the merits of this controversy, it can at | the necessaries of life that we could more than hold 
least be said that Germany’s step has in its favor the more or | in such a contest. I do not believe there will be any necess 
less plausible claim that it is simply an effort on her part to | for resorting to such procedure. As I have said before, I ; 
conserve her natural resources, while the Brazilian Government | the proper changes in our tariff laws will bring about thx 
has even curtailed the resources at least of some of its people | sary relief, as far as foreign nations and States are con 
in order for the chosen ones to profit thereby. Is the world | and that the proper enforcement of laws already on our 
soon to see an era of combination greater than the tendency | books will prevent citizens of our own country from eng 
which has existed in that direction in the past? Are we to | in or becoming parties to any conspiracy or combination | 
pass from combinations of men, wealth, and corporations con- | for its object the monopoly of trade and the increase 
trolling the products in one particular country to another step | price of commodities. 
wherein men, financiers, and corporations of different nations It is gratifying also to note that the participation on i) 
shall combine to control and monopolize articles of commerce | of Brazil in this world-wide combination to control th 
over the entire world, and then from that to the still further | of coffee has received the attention of lawmakers and 
step that the nations themselves shall become participants in | generally in countries other than our own. The subj 
these great combines with the view of monopolizing the products | been discussed, with a view to investigation, in the | 
of their own countries at the expense of the consumers of the | Reichstag. -On the 15th of December last the Deutsc! 
balance of the world? The success of the valorization of coffee | Zeitung, published at Berlin, went into a full discussion of { 
and the apparent tendencies toward a similar attempt in regard | Brazilian coffee valorization scheme, and as a result 
to rubber, with perhaps an effort on the part of Germany to do | exposition and other investigations that have been | 
the same as regards potash, would indicate that the tendency of | Germany on the subject, the in@ications are that the G 
the times is in that direction. | Government will enact the necessary legislation to pr 

If the conspiracy to monopolize and control the market price | Germany at least, the carrying out of this colossal com) 
of any product is composed of men and corporations, the com- I have been moved in the suggestion I have offered 1 
bination thus formed is an ordinary, common trust, but if the | any spirit of batred or animosity toward Brazil, but by 
combination has behind it the power and influence of a great | belief that we should enact the necessary legislation to p 
nation, it is dignified with the new term “valorization.” MRe- | the further robbing of our people by this gigantic combine 
duced to common language, it is simply a hold-up of the people | that we should not hesitate to act simply because a gre: 
by a combination composed of men, corporations, money, and | friendly nation is one of the guilty parties in the deal 
nations that extends and reaches out over the entire civilized | ought to be just as careful to protect our citizens against | 
world. | nopoly if the promoters of such monopoly are sovereign St 

I have no doubt but what such a combination can be and | as though the affair were accomplished by our citizens 
will be nullified and dissolyed by the proper amendments to | I ask nothing for our own people but what is fair and rigit, 
our tariff law, which I have suggested, but if such a change in | and we ought not hesitate to give it to them regardless of \ 
the law is not sufficient or will not accomplish the ends, then | the wrongdoers may be. As a Nation and as a people \ 
we will ultimately be forced to the necessity, in self-defense and | in possession and control of the natural resources and are 
in defense of our people, to go ourselves into the valorization | pying a situation that, by demanding and asserting only 
business. In looking over the world of commerce it at once | is right and fair, we will be able to secure justice to our | 
becomes apparent that the United States is, on account of its | without doing any injury to the people of any other | 
geographical location and the diversity of its products, in- | To this we are entitled, and we should be content with 1 t 
dustries, and manufactures, in a better condition to thus valor- | Jess. With a spirit of entire friendliness toward the bala 
ize any of the common necessities of life than any other nation | Of the world we should demand and exact common jus 
of the world. In the calendar year of 1909 the world produced | OUr own people. We should apply the doctrine of th 
854,316 metric tons of copper, of which the United States pro- | rule to all the people of the earth and at the same time = 
duced 501,372 metric tons, the product of the United States | insist that the rule work both ways. We should give justice 
being 58.69 per cent of the world’s production. The aver- | 2ll others and should demand that the recipients of our 11) 
age yearly production of copper from 1900 to 1909, both | repay us in kind. [Applause on the Republican side.] _ 
inclusive, has been 663,832 metric tons. The average yearly Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yie'd: 
production of the United States during that period has been| Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the gentleman. 
369,418 metric tons, the same being 55.68 per cent of the Mr. CANNON. I have listened with very great inte! 
world’s production. Copper is used all over the civilized world | the speech of the gentleman, and frankly say that it 1s 0. 
in various manufacturing enterprises. The increase of the use | ject that I have had little leisure or, if I have had leisure, 
of electricity has increased to a great extent the use of copper. | lacked industry to investigate; but I would be glad to hav 
Germany, in particular, in her manufacturing enterprises uses | gentleman tell me if he knows the importing price now | 
and must have a large amount of copper, and during the calen- | Coffee berry. 3 pe 
dar year of 1909 she consumed in her manufacturing industries| Mr. NORRIS. I have it here. I think I can give it to ™% 
154,678 metric tons of copper. Of this amount she purchased | gentleman. 
from us 143,718 metric tons. A metric ton is 2,204.6 pounds. Mr. CANNON. Eight cents? 
Without American copper many of the most important manu- Mr. NORRIS. No. 
facturing industries of Germany, as well as the balance of the Mr. CANNON. Not so much as that? 
civilized world, would be compelled to shut down. Mr. NORRIS. It is more than that. I have here 4 ‘ 

During this same year—1909—England imported from all | dated March 24, in which it is stated that on Monday, Marc! -’ 
othér countries 2,188,762,240 pounds of cotton. Of this amount | the commonest kind of Rios—that is, No. 7 Rio—and | Wi! 
1,640,484,160 pounds were supplied by the United States. Dur-| say to the gentleman that that is the grade upon which 
ing the same year Germany imported and used in her manu-| of the figures are based unless it is otherwise state!— 
facturing industries 1,068,514,505 pounds of cotton. Of this | firmly held at 124 cents; Santos, at 12} to 13; Santos ani! 
amount she imported from the United States $10,472,688 pounds. | No. 4 were offered at 13} cents. He goes on to-say tha 
During the same calendar year France imported and used in | roasting and drinking Santos, 8 and 4, were #3} to 14$, ac 
her various manufacturing industries 702,581,769 pounds of | ing to quality. ee 
cotton. Of this amount she purchased from us 558,539,819| Mr. CANNON. That was the importing price or the Jo 
pounds. During the same year Austria-Hungary imported for | price? : 
her manufacturing industries 414,316,298 pounds, of which she| Mr. NORRIS. I take it that that was the importers | 
purchased from: us 233,916,878 pounds. Italy imported 420,-| I will say to the gentleman that the table I quoted ' 
730,273 pounds, of which 303,092,817 pounds came from the | speech, running up to the 1st of January, shows that on Jan 
United States. The same is practically true of all the other | ary 1 the price of coffee was 13} cents. 











1911. 
Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. I am glad to know the price. Has the gentle- 
man investigated the price that we all pay when we buy coffee 
onsumption ? 





The importing price or the jobbers’ price? 


Mr. NORRIS. I have made no extended investigation. I 
have, 1 presume, the same knowledge that the gentleman has 


if he buys coffee. I can not say that my information is abso- 
intely reliable, but I understand that the average price of retail 
coffee. taking all grades and averaging them, is 25 cents, over 
the country. 

Mr. CANNON. Generally roasted and put in packages? 

Mr. NORRIS. I think, perhaps, roasted and put in packages 
it would be a little more, would sell a little higher than that; 
perhaps from 30 to 40 or 45 cents. I think the cheapest kind is 
not sold in that way. 

Mr. CANNON. My recollection is 30 to 40 cents on my grocery 


Mr. NORRIS. I think the coffee that is put in packages 
would probably sell for over 30 or 40 cents; but averaging all 
the coffees, including the poorer grades, that would bring the 
rice down. 

Mr. CANNON. Has the gentleman investigated far enough to 
know whether the combination made by Brazil and other peo- 
ple in the world, capitalized as it is, has charge of the prepara- 
tion of the coffee from the time that it is imported and lands 
free or duty paid in the various countries to the time that it 
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Mr. NORRIS. Yes; all to be paid by 1919. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Aside from what the gen- 
tleman has just stated, I would like to ask the gentleman if the 
Brazilian Government gets the balance of the profit? 

Mr. NORRIS. I can not tell you what the Brazilian Gov- 
ernment gets beyond what I have stated. In the reports I have 
had access to, made to the Brazilian Government by some of its 
officers, and a part of which I have read, they mention a profit 
to the Brazilian Government. I would not say on my own in- 
that the Brazilian Government was getting, as a 
Government, any profit out of it. They may be, but I do not 


| know about it. 


reaches the retailer, and whether prices are dictated by this | 


combination to the retailer, at which he sells? 

Mr. NORRIS. I have not any information on the subject as 
to whether they control or attempt to control any further than 
the sale to the big jobber, although the American member of the 
committee controlling the valorized coffee is a member of one 
of the largest coffee-jobbing firms in the United States. I would 
like to say in connection with this that in this letter of the date 


of March 24 the writer of the letter, a coffee expert, gives an | 


opinion, together with some information. I will read an extract: 

In talking the situation over with a gentleman who represents a large 
trazilian coffee-importing interest, and who has been a bear for the 
past 10 years, and who remained a bear up to 3 months ago, he told 
me that if the Brazil coffee remained in the hands of the present 
owners that there was nothing to prevent them from putting the price 
of coffee to 20 cents by December 31 of this year, and that he firmly 
believed that we would see Rio number 7 sell at 20 cents before this 
year was out. 

Mr. CANNON. 
seems to be, that is not practicable. But it seems to me, the 
importing price being 18 cents or 14 cents, and when it is roasted 
and ground and put in packages and sold to the consumer, oh, 
say, 28 to 30 cents a pound, that is almost 100 per cent for 
roasting and grinding and delivering to 92,000,000 people. The 
geutleman presents a very interesting state of facts, which, it 
seems to me, if possible, ought to be dealt with, but probably 
there is a much greater manipulation somewhere after the 
coffee is imported that smells of monopoly. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think that is true with every product that 
goes from a big jobber down to the consumer through the re- 
tailer—that there is a great deal of increase in the price—and, 
to look at it abstractly, it looks too great. But, of course, there 
is a reason why there should be a greater advance in price than 
where it is handled in quantities of several million bags at a 
time. As to the combination I have been speaking of, I have 
not traced it any further, but it is very probable that this com- 
bination reaches beyond the valorization plan. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. NORRIS. Certainly. 


Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I think the committee would 


be glad x y £ ade by > | 
d to know how these very large profits made by the | 6 dose not tuvelve the dlecuasion of schedules 


combination are divided up. First, whether the bankers who 
advance the money get any more than 6 per cent on the prin- 
cipal when it is closed out. 

Mr. NORRIS. In the first place, the bonds drew 6 per cent 
interest and, I understand, were underwritten by those who 
took them at 85 cents on the dollar. In order to pay out there 


I do not see why, if the combination is as it | 


was an enormous profit, and in order to insure their paying out | 


they had to control the price of coffee. 

I find in various reports and articles that there is a large ex- 
pense connected with it that all comes out of the export tax and 
from other sources. As to all the other sources of income and 
see I am not able to tell and have not been able to dis- 
“over, 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Does the agreement provide 
for a sinking fund to pay these bonds in 1919? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 


Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Are they all to be paid off 
through a sinking fund? 


Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Does the gentleman know 
whether or not the price is raised to the producers of coffee in 
Brazil according as the price is raised in the market? 

Mr. NORRIS. No; I could not say. I suppose in Brazil most 
of the people raise their own coffee and do not have to buy it. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I mean the people who raise 
coffee that is put into this pool for distribution throughout the 
world. 

Mr. NORRIS. Do they get an increase in the price? 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think they do. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. And does the gentleman 
think they get the main part of the profit that comes from this 
raising of the price of coffee throughout the world? 

Mr. NORRIS. No; I do not think they do. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to ask the gentleman if he has 
made any investigation as to the cost of producing coffee in 
Brazil? 

Mr. NORRIS. No; I have not. 

Mr, OLMSTED. I would say that a year or two ago, when 
looking up the Porto Rican question in the consideration of the 
coffee grown there, I investigated it somewhat, and satisfied my- 
self as a result of such investigation that the average grade of 
coffee costs to produce in Brazil about 3 cents a pound, and 
could pay an export duty of 3 cents a pound; and coffee could 
be laid down in New York at 7 cents a pound, and would be 
unless the price were increased by some artificial means. 

Mr. NORRIS. I will say to the gentleman that at the time 
of the beginning of this valorization plan No. 7 Rio was selling 
in New York at about’6 cents a pound. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Everything above 6 or 7 cents a pound is 
the result of artificial enhancement of the price. 


Mr. NORRIS. I think so, because for several years there 
was more coffee produced than there was consumed. 
Mr. STERLING. One question more. Is it true that the 


Government of Brazil has limited the production of coffee by 
legislation ? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; I could not say it was by legislation, but 
they have limited it by law. I do not know whether it is neces- 
sury to have legislation, or whether an edict or something of 
that kind was issued. 

Mr. SABATH. They have limited the sale of it, have they 
not? 

Mr. NORRIS. They have limited the production, which of 
course limits the sale. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 40 minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Horson]. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, it is very fortunate at this 
juncture, when the control over the fiscal policies of the Nation 
is changing hands, that the Democratic Party coming into power 
should immediately submit to the consideration of this House a 
limited free-list bill. Sucha bill is particularly fortunate because 
Our fathers, in 
considering tariff policies, gave their time and thought chiefly 
to the discussion of the fundamental principles involved, and 
upon these principles they founded broad policies. But for the 
last 20 years the consideration of tariff bills has degenerated 
into the formulation of a series of complicated mathematical 
schedules determined chiefly by the interests benefited, each 
interest bent on getting all it can. 

BACK TO PRINCIPLES. 

A whole generation has grown up under the influence of such 
a method of treatment, and local, selfish interests have 
planted broad principles and policies in the framing of tariff 
bills. It is high time to return to the methods of our fathers, 
and the country is to be congratulated that now, for the first 
time in this generation, Congress has before it a bill that 
volves no adjustment of schedules, a free-list bill that can be 
and should be disposed of from consideration of broad policies 
and fundamental principles. 


Sup 


ili- 
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TWOFOLD EFFECT OF BILL. 

The purpose and the effect of this bill may be divided into 
two parts. One is to relieve as far as may be the high cost of 
living. The other is to readjust our fiscal policies to do justice 
to the agricultural population. I shali not at this time make an 
extended discussion of the items in the bill, but pass rather to 
a discussion of the fundamental principles upon which they are 
founded, at the outset I wish to call attention to the fact that 
in this bill the Democratic Party has proceeded wisely in the 
methods adopted to attain the twofold object, namely, to lower 
the cost of living to all and to adjust equitably the conditions 
in the farming industries. 

STRIKES AT MONOPOLY. 

To lower the cost of living the bill does not aim to interfere 

with legitimate laws of supply and demand and the natural 


high prices that bring prosperity to the producers, but it strikes | . 
| ton bagging and ties, and Republican Congresses have tu: 


at the interference with natural laws through restraint of 


trade. It is a matter of general knowledge that monopolies | 








have gained control of many of our necessities of life, and | 


always as a middleman, by which prices are put up to the con- 


sumers and put down to the producers. ‘This bill strikes at the | 


middleman monopoly and without lowering prices received by 

the producers will relieve the burdens now laid on the consumer. 
LIGHTENS BURDENS OF FARMERS. 

To relieve the discrimination so long practiced against those 

engaged in agricultural pursuits the bill does not undertake to 


give the farmer artificial protection, but it does relieve him from | 


unjust burdens of taxation now laid on the articles required 
on his farm. For more than a generation the whole effect of 
our fiscal policies has been a discrimination in favor of city 
pursuits and against agricultural pursuits, so much so that the 
equilibrium of population has been disturbed by a steady stream 
flowing from the country to the city. At the outbreak of the 


Civil War it is estimated that over 80 per cent of our popula- | 


tion were engaged in agricultural pursuits; to-day the new 
eernsus will probably show that only 30 per cent are so engaged. 
ABNORMAL GROWTH OF CITY LIFE. 


The discrimination in favor of city pursuits began inciden- | 


tally in the adjustment of fiscal policies to meet the demands 
of war expenses and of the great public debt incurred by the 
war. It was simply a repetition of history that the burdens of 
the war should fall chiefly on the shoulders of the farmers. 
But when the war debt was practically paid, the burdens on 
the farmer were not removed. On the contrary, in the three 
principal tariff bills of the last 30 years—the McKinley Dill, 
the Dingley bill, and the Payne billi—the burdens on those en- 
gaged in agricultural pursuits were steadily increased; dis- 
erimination in favor of manufacturing pursuits as against 
agricultural pursuits became a settled policy; the flow of popu- 


grants coming from abroad remain in the cities. Never before 
in the history of the world has there been such an abnormal 
growth of city life with so little growth of country life, and 
it can have no other basic foundation but the artificial discrimi- 
nation of our fiscal policies in favor of cities and against the 
farms. 

We can not escape the parallelism between the census re- 
ports showing the great velocity of the current from the farm 
to the city and the increase in the duties on manufactured articles 
from one tariff bill to another. In fact these bills show on 
their faces that our fiscal policies have been framed primarily 
at the instance of, if not under the promises of, great manu- 
facturing industries located in the cities and not with regard 


the principles involved in this bill and not the individua} 
but there is one item that ought to be taken up as affe: 
great public policy, our trade relations, and notably our }): 
of trade with the rest of the world, the item bearing uy, 
culture of cotton. 

In the last few days Members of this House, nota! t] 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER], and so of 
the papers, have alleged that this bill discriminates in ; 
of the southern farmer because it puts cotton bagging and 
ton ties on the free list. The fact is that the discriminat 
been against the southern farmer all these years. Th, 
Democratic tariff bill, the Wilson-Gorman bill, put bing 
twine and yarn on the free list along with cotton baggine 
ties, treating the western farmer and the southern f 
alike, but the Republican tariff that followed, while 
binding twine and yarn on the free list, put a high duty o) 


deaf ear to the demands of the southern farmer, and ha: 
the tariff high, while a monopoly absorbed the manufac 
cotton bagging and ties. This bill simply gives a tardy : 
from monopoly and removes the discrimination against « 
culture. 

COTTON A GREAT NATIONAL QUESTION. 

I wish to call the attention of this House to the fact t! 
question of cotton is not a local but a national questio: ( 
first importance. Unfortunately, cotton was formerly as | 
with slave labor, and this association engendered a | 
that has steadily persisted in the minds of our National « 
ernment and has resulted in great injustice to those e 
in cotton culture and in great financial loss to the N 
Nearly a half century has elapsed since the proclamat f 
emancipation and the close of the Civil War, and we s! 1 
look at the facts dispassionately. After the surrender, and 
the full restoration of citizenship, cotton belonging to si 
citizens was seized by our Government without compe: ’ 
amounting to more than $5,000,000, and not till the Sixty- 
first Congress has action been taken looking toward inden 
ing the citizens so openly and admittedly wronged. 

HISTORIC PREJUDICE AGAINST COTTON. 

This unlawful seizure of cotton was quickly followed by a 
direct tax on cotton, a measure that was unconstitutional on 
its face, but before the Supreme Court declared it unconstitu- 
tional over $67,000,000 were collected, and to this day 
Treasury of the United States carries $67,000,000 take: 
unlawfully by the Government from its citizens. When the 
come tax was declared unconstitutional, the taxes collected 
promptly returned, but this vast sum exacted from a jp 
in dire distress has lain in the Treasury and no action 


| been taken to return it to its lawful owners. 
lation from the country to the city has never abated: immi- | 


Last year there was a question of a contest between tle ! 
and the bulls on the cotton market. For once since tle | 
War the bulls, favored, you might say, by Providence and tle 
weather, were able to hold their own and keep the )) 
cotton up to the level of supply and demand, whereupo 
the first time in the history of this Government, tbe I 
ment of Justice proceeded to prosecute the bulls becaus 
formed a pool to control a few hundred thousand bal 


| cotton out of a crop of over 11,000,000 bales to protect I 
| own interests and keep up the price of cotton, and made |! 


] 
1 


effort to prosecute the bears for combinations openly made ‘0 
advance their own interests by putting down the pric 


| cotton. The Government found indictments in July when | 


to the interests of the farmers or of the country as a whole. | 


THE MENACE OF DEGENPERACY. 


I will not at this juncture discuss the grave perils that attend 
an abnormal growth of city life, but can not refrain from 
pointing out that such a growth preceded the downfall of all 
the great nations that have perished. It is in city life that 
national degeneracy does its deadly work. It is in city life 
that the people come under the dominion of alcoholic poison- 
ing, which not only saps the life force of those who drink, but 
causes their progeny to be abnormal and degenerate from 
childhood. The effect of a vast degenerate vote upon the 
purity of the ballot has already blighted self-government in 
eur creat cities. The yearly consumption of alcoholic beverage 
per capita in the United States has gone up from 4 gallons 
in 1850 to more than 25 gallons to-day, and is increasing 
steadily with the preponderance of city life. This bill does 
not go far, but it is a step toward correcting a vicious policy 
of discrimination in favor of city life that has come to menace 
the foundatiens of the Republic. 

I intend, Mr. Chairman, to adhere to my purpose of con- 
fining my remarks in the limited time allotted me to discussing 


cotton market was dull, criminal indictments that called 
speedy trial, and kept them sealed until last year’s cro) \ 
marketed and then at a critical time brought them fort! 
furnished the strongest factor in putting down the pric’ 
cotton. 

THE GOVERNMENT A BEAR ON THE COTTON MARKET. 

It is estimated that more than 1,000,000 bales of | 
futures were speedily sold abroad by spinners and bear »\" 
laters—cotton that had never even been planted—sold 
price far below the price at which actual cotton could be bou- 
all for the purpose and with the effect of breaking the ma! 
It is estimated that the Government appearing constantly “s 
powerful bear factor on the cotton market is costing Ame! 
over $50,000,000 loss annually in its proceeds of sales of cotton 
abroad. Before the bull pool had been formed the bear iivr 
ests had depressed the price of futures to $3} cents per pow 
as a result of bull operations the crop of 1909 was marketed 
nearly 15 cents a pound, a price in keeping with the small ¢ 
America’s sales abroad actually brought $450,000,000 cas’, 
whereas at the bear prices it would have been $250,000." 
a difference of $200,000,000. It seems incredible that our (0\ 
ernment should go out of its way to become and remain a be 


} 
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«n people to the people abroad. 
undertaken to prosecute the bears on the cotton market; 
it undertaken to prosecute bulls or bears on 
market or any other produce market. On the cotton 
where we sell over half of our total crop abroad, our 
Government should appear as a bull and not as a bear. 

rhat brings me to the point I wish to make, namely, that the 
cotton industry is not sectional but is the most national of all 
our industries. 

AMERICA A LEGITIMATE BULL ON THE COTTON MARKET. 
nlying, as we do, about 70 per cent of all the cotton of the 
‘our Government should give every legitimate assistance 
producers to grow and to market their crops : 


has 


Sr 


world 


to our 


adopt the policy in both its branches, legislative and executive, 
of » bull on the cotton market. Germany produces a large 
. 4 3 £ 


fraction of the actual output of potash, though not as large a 
portion as we have of. cotton, and the German Government, 
legislative and executive, has put itself upon the market as a 
nowerful bull agent for potash. We have just listened to elo- 
quent remarks about coffee. Brazil produces a large fraction 
ef the coffee of the world, though not large a portion 
as we do of cotton, and the Brazilian Government has taken 
hold of the coffee market as a powerful and dominating bull 
agent. Think what this cotton crop of ours would add to our 
ional wealth and prosperity if prejudice did not blind us to 
its claims and its possibilities. 
AMERICA HAS A PRACTICAL MONOPOLY OF 
THE WORLD. 
We produce to-day in the neighborhood of 70 per cent, nearly 
three-fourths, of all the cotton preduced in the whole world. 
Cotton has at times been $1, $1.25, and $1.50 a pound, and yet, 
while the nations of the world have tried, in all parts of the 
world, to grow and develop the cotton industry, they have 
always failed. They have found rich soil; they have found 
equitable, average temperature, but they have never found the 
meteorological conditions required for cotton culture. Take 
the physical geography of the United States you will see that 
it is like a great funnel, with the Appalachian system running 
parallel to the coast to the north and east, and then half 
way across the continent the Rocky Mountain system running 
north and west. 


as 


not 





THE COTTON PRODUCTION OF 


THE CONTINENTAL FUNNEL. 

The vast plain between these systems has the Great Lakes 
at the northern end, deep and cold, and the Gulf and southern 
Atlantic at the southern end, with no mountain barriers be- 
tween. Not far out from the seaboard is the Gulf Stream. 
That warm current, gathering in the equatorial regions, curves 
and sweeps up parallel to the coast. At a higher temperature 
than the surrounding water and atmosphere vast volumes of 
heavy moist-laden air rise from its surface to the upper region 
of the air. 


In the late winter 


and spring the draft of that great 
continental funnel draws from the south and the southeast. 


The vast volumes of moisture above the Gulf Stream are drawn 
across the Southern States and up the Mississippi Valley. The 
effect of the Great Lakes, which are cold the year round, is 
to cause precipitation. 


Lakes. They are inland. It could not come from them pri- 
marily. The moisture does not cross the mountains and come 
from the east or the west. It could not. It 


The great waterfall in the Great Lake | 
region and Mississippi Valley does not come from the Great | 


| 


the | 


eotten market and cut down the profits of the sales of | all the men who live in the world must wear cotton if they 
Never has the Govern- | would not go naked. 


Every time that a population is increased 
a certain percentage, that many more people must be clothed 
with cotton. We have to-day in our country over 20,000,000 
more people to clothe than we bad at the last The 
increase of population in Europe must be clothed with cotton. 
As the Gospel joined with the steamship and the electric wire 
adds new peoples to the world’s civilization, those peoples, the 
vast myriads of Asia and Africa, must be clothed with cotton 


census. 


| grown largely in America. 


nd should | 


What a short-sighted policy it is, what economic suicide, for 
America herself to join with the spinners, the bears of Europe 
and Asia, to depress the price of cotton. 

For 30 years a small group of men, spinners, and who 
make money in the cotton futures, have been able to dominate 


those 


the cotton market and depress the price. They form combines 
openly, shut down mills, and offer future cotton that has never 
been planted, at $10 and $15 a bale less than they would have 
to pay for cotton actually in the market. When buyers step in 


to take up these offers, the Government interferes and the price 
goes down all over the world. 


GOVERNMENTAL DISCRIMI ATION. 


Bear combinations of spinners and “spot houses” go on 
openly unmolested, but a bull combination to handle less than 
a fiftieth part of a single crop precipitates prosecutions con 
ducted in just the manner best suited to the operations of the 
bears. 

I would like to turn the vision of Members to the possibilities 
in our reach if we adopt an intelligent attitude toward cotton, 


both its culture and its manufacture. As long as we sell great 
quantities of raw cotton abroad, the Nation, its people and its 
Government, should keep the price of cotton high. But we 


should not be content with selling raw cotton for others to get 
the profits in the manufacture and sale of the finished product. 
It is not raw cotton but the cloth that constitutes the necessity 
of life and the major profits always go to those who make 
and sell the finished product. 
AMERICA MUST CONTROL CLOTHING OF THE WORLD 

We can and must make and control the clothing of the world 

We should proceed on sound economic lines to increase our 
mills till we spin and weave here in our own country all the 
cotton that we produce. America would then hold in its band a 
permanent power that would bring all the rest of the world to 


its feet. They would have to come, or else go naked. This 
power would enable us ultimately to dominate the commerce, 
| the finance, and at last, the policies of the world. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Colorado? 

Mr. HOBSON. Yes. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Does the gentleman intend to 
discuss any further the effect of gambling in futures of cotton? 

Mr. HOBSON. I expect at a little later date to bring it up 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. A later date than to-day’ 

Mr. HOBSON. Yes. I hope to see it made a subject of 
exhaustive investigation by this House, and in that connection 
I expect to bring out all the points bearing upon the subject. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. One more question. W the 


comes up the | 


Mississippi Valley from the Gulf and the Gulf Stream, and | 


produces the vast corn area of the Middle West and the cotton 
area of the South. 
_ The draft of the funnel coming from the south and southeast 
in the late winter and spring and early summer is reversed in 
the middle and late summer and early fall and discharges the 
dry air from the continent at the time when this sun crop 
wants no more moisture, but wants the sun. In all other 
tropical and subtropical lands the heat and the moisture do not 
come at the right time for cotton. As a rule the moisture comes 
" hen the plant wants dry weather. The meteorological combina- 
se In the whole world and gives us a monopoly of cotton cul- 
ure. It is time that our American people should realize the 
fact that nature has put into our hands the power to control 
the first great necessity of all civilized human life. 
COTTON THE FIRST GREAT NECHESSITY OF HUMAN LIFE. 
at aeons is very adaptable. But for clothing there is 
oman’ Soca that can supply the world. Fig leaves were 
ta nadequate after the fall. Furs and skins are gone. Silk 
not practicable and wool is limited. The great masses of 


we have in the Southern States is not duplicated anywhere | 


gentleman at the same time discuss the question of gambling in 
grain, concerning which I introduced a bill on the first day 


Oo) 


this session—to forbid it—following the lines of the cotton bill? 

Mr. HOBSON. I can not speak for the committee of in 
vestigation, but all of those subjects can be ight up for 
investigation by one committee or several committ 

Mr. CANTRILL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama y 
to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. HOBSON. Yes. 

Mr. CANTRILL. Will the gentleman from Alabama pet 
me to offer a suggestion, that the Department of Just pro 
cuted the tobacco farmers of Kentucky when by their own 
efforts they had raised the price of tobacco from 5 to 15 ce 
a pound, and sent its officers to Kentucky and dragged Kk 


tucky farmers into the Federal courts and prosecuted them and 
fined them. I simply offer that as a suggestion to bear ou 
what the gentleman says as to the prosecution of the cotto 
farmer and the policy of the Republican Party now in contro! 


Q | as against the farmer. 
othing comes first, because food products are very variable. | 


| Mr. HOBSON. I am glad that the gentleman brings that 
| point out. No policy of government could be more pernicious 
than that of persecuting those who produce American staples 


and allowing to go free those who combine to put down the 
price of those staples. 





: 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I will take up the thread of my discourse. 
In achieving this future of greatness the country should look 
to the South. The South to-day is the greatest undeveloped 
asset this nation has. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Now, I do not propose on this occasion to discuss the general 
question of the resources of the South, but I desire to sug- 
gest to you who come from sections further developed, from 
whose districts farmers are going out in search of cheaper 
lands, that land values in the South are but from one-sixth 
to one-seventh of what they are in the Middle West. The 
Agricultural Department has demonstrated—and I have had 
it done in my district—that by equal care you can produce 
more on an acre of land there, where the tax value is $10 
an acre, than on an acre of land in Illinois, where the tax 
value is $72 an acre. I wish to suggest further that the com- 
pletion of the Panama Canal is going to cause the South to 
be discovered and peopled and land values will advance faster 
than they ever did in the Middle West. Why should farmers 
selling their high-price lands in the Middle West go to the cold | 
Canadian northwest or to the arid southwest and buy lands 
three times as dear as more fertile lands in the salubrious 
Southern States. 

THE SOUTH THE NATURAL HOME OF MANUFACTURING. 
sut I wish at this juncture to point out that in the great 





industrial expansion to produce the clothing of the world, 
the South is the logical region for the factories. The raw 
material—cotton—is on the spot. The power, both coal and 
water power are at hand. It is estimated that the South 
has 60,000 square miles of coal fields, the greatest unde- 
veloped coal fields in the civilized world, and that it has 
5,000,000 horsepower of waterfalls available under usual 
methods and 10,000,000 horsepower ultimately available, more 
than half of all the undeveloped water power in America. The 
white population of the South is demonstrating a high capacity 
for skilled labor when trained. More than two-thirds of all 
the inland navigable waterways are in the South, most of 
them flowing to the Gulf, giving short water transportation 
to tidewater—straight in line for the future center of dis- 
tribution of world staples. 

Nowhere else in this country or in any country can you find 
the raw materials and the power together in quantity with ad- 
vantages for transportation. This wonderful combination 
applies to industries based on iron and industries based on cot- 
ton—the two greatest basic materials. Near my district is 
found great deposits of iron in one range of hills, great de- 
posits of coking coal in the hills in front and limestone for flux- 
ing in the valley between. If any one of you will come down 
in my district and erect a cotton mill, I will see to it that you 
are given a coal mine to erect it on, and you can build it in a 
cotton field that will supply the raw material. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield? 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield | 


to the gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. HOBSON. Yes. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I want to say to the gentle- 
man from Alabama that I regret very much that I did not have 
an opportunity to hear all of his remarks. What I have heard 
of them was very interesting and instructive. I want to make 
this inquiry of the gentleman. Suppose Canada grew cotton, 
and American cotton were protected by a tariff, would the 
gentleman be in favor of removing the protection from the cot- 
ton grower? 

Mr. HOBSON. Certainly. You do not have to protect your- 
self against yourself. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Do you regard Canada as 
yourself? , 

Mr. HOBSON. Canada does not grow cotton. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I said, suppose Canada grew 
cotton. 





Mr. HOBSON. Precisely. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Evidently the gentleman did | 
not understand me. 
Mr. HOBSON. I see. Mr. Chairman, I have just demon- 
strated that in all the realm of physical science such a supposi- 

tion is impossible. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Certainly; it is an insup- 
posable case. 

Mr. HOBSON. I can not bring myself to leap over impossi- 
bilities, any more than nature can over a vacuum. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I wanted to ask the gentle- 
man to draw the long bow of his imagination. He has a very 
active imagination, 

Mr. HOBSON. And I am going to draw it in a few minutes, 
and I hope to the entire satisfaction of the gentleman, on that 
same line, 


Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Could not the ge 
draw it now? 


Mr. HOBSON. Yes; I could. It would be very simpjoe », 


easy. If we have natural conditions here that warran: 
as a great permanent industry, and if our people are t)! 
of others, particularly if we can demonstrate that 


the superiors of any of their competitors, and especially jf 


can demonstrate that their natural resources in this su) 
superior to those of their competitors, then I would sx 
they need no protection in the world; and furthermore. 
give them any protection would be tending to build uv 
around them, like trying to keep children inside of 
instead of letting them go out into the open fields. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman 
me? The gentleman has demonstrated that the cotto) 
of the United States has practically a monopoly of cot 
duction for the world. He has demonstrated that clima; 
ditions in the South are extremely favorable to cotton ¢ 
Now, I am asking the gentleman to suppose condit 
Canada to be as favorable to the production of cotto) 
ditions in the Southern States. The gentleman may xs 


a 


is an insupposable case, but I am asking him to assue th 


Then I am asking him to assume protection against « 
cotton. Then I am asking the gentleman if he would he 


Hp 
1, 26). 


ing to remove the protection to the cotton grower of the United 


States? 


Mr. HOBSON. I will say to the gentleman that the pro; 


sition is very plain in my mind, as a matter of prin 
suming that this industry could be a permanent one snd 
passed its infancy I would certainly be willing to see 4 


| tection removed. If it could not be a permanently profi 


industry we would have to protect it if we wanted 
But there are very few industries that as a people we « 
maintain permanently at a loss, 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Precisely. 

Mr. HOBSON. I will suy to the gentleman, as T intend 


Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I understood the gent!e1 
say he could not suppose an insupposable case, but he si 


1+ 


be able to do it. The gentleman has evidently drawn his long 
bow. 


Mr. HOBSON. I am sure the gentleman can make his spe 


later. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I beg the gentleman's | 
The gentleman yielded to me. 

Mr. HOBSON. But not for a general discussion of abst 


| say a little later, that I am both a protectionist and a fr 
| trader. 


tions. Of course it can be applied to other articles, but «as ap- 





plied to cotton 


Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. One moment. Just wor 


It applies to reciprocity, and it applies to the general pro) 
tion of fair dealing with the various industrial divis 
this country, and I submit it to the gentleman because li 
fair thinker. I pay him that tribute. 

Mr. HOBSON. I appreciate the gentleman’s complin 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. The gentleman is a 
tellectual integrity, and I have a high regard for the gent'« 

Mr. HOBSON. I think I can return the compliment, wh 
appreciate. 

YOUNG MAN, GO SOUTH. 

Coming back to my subject, in the next 20 or 30 years 

young men do not have to go to Canada, to the Nort! 


resort to artificial irrigation; nor do they have to go | 
Tropics or the islands of the seas. The greatest oppor' 
grow up with the country ever offered is the opport 
offered by the South. Here is the greatest field of « 
ment that the world has ever seen, with ridiculous! 
lands with great and varied fertility located in tl 
est part of the Temperate Zone close to the future 
of distribution of the great world staples, with 
facilities for water transportation, offering the raw 1 
and the power for manufacturing in close proximity 
greatest world staples, with possibilities for a mono} 
greatest of all staples, cotton and its manufactures, t) 
necessity of all human life. These marvelous co! 
make the South the greatest asset the Natiop has e\ 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
THE SOUTH A GREAT SOCIAL AND MORAL ASSET. 

Further, this asset is not simply material. In the * 
to-day over 95 per cent of all the people are descendant 
generation of Americans that signed the Declaration 0! 
pendence and fought through the Revolutionary War, th: 
est American blood in America and probably the pures! -\ 


| to buy $30 land, nor to the Southwest, among the deserts, : 


Saxon blood in the world. In my own district the people ar 


’ 


; 
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per cent American and Anglo-Saxon. I do not depreciate any 
other strain of blood that is going in to make our Nation great, 
put it is a fact that each type of blood has its own specialty; 
and that the Anglo-Saxon type has as its specialty the question 
of evolving and maintaining free institutions. 


In the great wave of materialism and commercialism that has 
ewent this country and is sweeping the whole world and is 
shaking the foundations of liberty, this country needs the asset 
that would come if it could draw fully upon this great body of 
old Anglo-Saxon blood that has escaped this wave. 


THE RISE OF THE SOUTH THE OFFSET TO COMMERCIALISM. 


An unusually large percentage of these Anglo-Saxons are 
‘literate because the conditions of wealth, consequent upon the 
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| 
| 
| 


Civil War and the period of reconstruction, have not been such | 


as permitted their education. But the material development of 
the South will bring to them the benefit of education, and in 
their full development they will come into this Congress, come 
into the great councils of all the great parties of this country 
and the councils of the Nation; they will help wonderfully to 
bring a return to old-fashioned devotion to principle on the part 
of public officials, and to strengthen the foundations upon which 
our institutions must rest if the Government is to endure. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
TARIFF PRINCIPLES. 


That brings me to the second part of my discussion, namely, 


what are the underlying principles that should guide us in | 


yoting on this tariff measure or other tariff measures. The gen- 
tlemin from Illinois, the minority leader, yesterday—and I am 
sorry he is not here—spent two hours in discrediting schedules 
and he gave one-half minute to stating his philosophy. Here is 


his philosophy, namely: He is in favor of the home producer | 


and would not allow articles to come in from abroad because 
he wants them produced at home. The gentleman has not, as 
far as I know, expounded any system for raising the revenues 
necessary for the Government. His philosophy of the tariff, 
namely, a prohibitory tariff, would leave the Government with- 
out revenue. I have stated in discussing the reciprocity bill 
that I am in favor of direct methods of taxation and favor the 
progressive substitution of income tax, inheritance tax, and 
other direct tax laws to produce the revenues of the Govern- 
ment, so that consideration of the tariff might be settled on 
economie grounds. 
THEORY OF HOME INDUSTRIES. 


But suppose in giving the work at home you maintain in- 
dustries at a loss and strike at the general prosperity, the ad- 
ditional work you would supply in the industries in question 
would be small in comparison to the loss of work in general. 
The true philosophy would be to have the people constantly 
engaged in the most profitable employment, buying from others 
what it would be a loss to produce at home. 

If the minority leader were here I would ask him, not only 
what arrangement he would make for revenue if he cut off 
importation, but how he explains Republican measures that at 
times have placed an unwieldy surplus in the Treasury and pre- 
cipitated extravagance, not to say corruption. 

A PROTECTIVE TARIFF AN YNIQUITOUS REVENUB MEASURE. 


The fact is, at one time the Republican tariff measures formed | 


for protection only produced a deficit and shook public con- 
fidence, tending to cause panics; at another time they flood the 
rreasury with surplus, tending to extravagance and corruption. 

It is the Democratic side that has always and now is giving 
real serious consideration to the question of the revenues while 
framing the tariff. [Applause on the Democratic side.] For 
twenty-odd years the tariff has been framed practically with- 


out regard to its effect upon the revenues, and our Govern- | 


ment for 20 years has had no sound fiscal policy. It has 
had no real budget. It was really refreshing to hear the leader 
of the majority yesterday give an exposition of the proper ad- 
Justment of tariffs with a view to meeting the revenue needs 
of the Government, economically administered. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, that is not the foundation of a true tariff. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes more 
to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, what is the true foundation 
of protection? What was enunciated by the fathers who inau- 
gurated protection policies in this country? They stated it in 
Simple words as protection to infant industries. 

THE PROTECTION OF THE FATHERS. 


The avowed object and the real object of the fathers was to 
Promote the development of our industries by protection in the 
period of their weakness, so that when grown they would make 
us independent of the world for those products. In the sense of 
Protecting a legitimate industry in the early stages of its life I 


would give protection, and such protection is warranted by the 
laws of life. But the time comes in the life of every organism 
when the protection needed in the early stages is no longer needed, 
and being then artificial, if continued will produce retrogression 
and ultimately degeneracy. Follow the development of a child, 
for example. <A father protects his boy in childhood and youth, 


and during this period protection promotes the boy’s develop- 
ment; but the time comes in the life of the boy when he 
reaches manhood. If the father keeps him under the pareatal 
roof and continues his protection the young man’s development 
will be retarded and he will never reach his full crowth lor 
his own highest development he needs the competition of the 


world. The same is true with an industry. 
LEGITIMATE PROTEC‘ 

Protect a legitimate industry up to a point where that indus- 
try fills the home market and protection beneficial to the 
industry, but at that point protection should end. There might 
be an exception in the case of a product necessary to make our 
country independent of the rest of the world, for which we have 
not the natura! conditions for competition, where protection 
would have to be permanent, but this would apply to few, if any, 
of our great industries. 

We are starting new industries from time to time. Let us give 
them protection. But the great industries that come down to 
this city every time a tariff measure is framed and clamor for 
higher and higher protection have all grown up to the propor- 
tions of the American market and have reached the period 
where legitimate protection should end. 


ION 


iS 


CONTINUED HIGH PROTECTION THE MOTHER OF 
OF MONOPOLY. 

With a high tariff wall, if the various common producers get 

together, they can all get the benefit of that wall, and raise 

their prices up to its level. If they do not come together, if 

they compete, none of them will get the benefit of the tariff 


TRUSTS AND THB FATHER 


wall, consequently we find producers combining and all our 
great industries organized to eliminate competition. They 


either combine openly or they have a gentlemen’s agreement. 
In many cases they have actually consolidated until they con- 
trol the whole output, or substantially the output, and dictate 
the price. 

Continued protection leads inevitably to monopoly and the 
oppression that comes with it. Holding a monopoly in a ne- 
cessity of life gives the power to tax the American people, 
which as a source of profit is greater than all the gold mines in 
the world. Tyrants used to tax the people of small resources 
and accumulate vast treasures, but the power to tax the Ameri 
ean people with their one hundred and thirty billions of prop 
erty is such a vast source of gain that the moment it is ac- 
quired the holdings can be doubled, trebled, increased tenfold, 
and pay dividends. 

HIGH 

This is largely the secret of the high cost of living. This 
is why we have had such universal rank abuse in watering of 
stocks, and raising of prices to pay dividends on the watered 


COST OF LIVING. 


stock. This is why we have had such mushroom growths of 
millionaires and multimillionaires. But that is not all. Mak- 
ing the large dividends within this high-tariff wall the stock- 
holders care but little about the great markets of the world 
where competition causes the dividends to be reasonable. 
CORRUPTS POLITICS. 

Instead of continuing development the industries give their 

main attention to fortifying their control or monopoly. They 


go into politics and hold out great rewards to men and parties 
for continued favors, they shut down plants, as they have done 
in Birmingham, as a threat, they precipitate panics, they under 
take to destroy statesmen, to chastise parties, erturn 
administrations, to intimidate the American people. 

What happens to the industry we are supposed to be pro 


to ov 


tecting? Do they continue a healthy development? On tho 
contrary. I realize that we are having an increase of popula 
tion here by’ immigration of nearly a million a year, which 
with the natural increase of population increases the home 
market, and the industries naturally grow to that- market, 


but for the last 20 years there has been no serious effort on 
the part of these industries to go out and capture the great 
markets of the world. 

DWARFS THE INDUSTRIES THEMSEL 
This Nation can never be on a sound, permanent, economic 


‘ 
the gre 


vt 


basis until its industries have for their mai ut 
reservoir of the world’s consumption. The per) n of these 
high tariffs beyond their legitimate period is . the de- 
velopment of the industries themselves. It ! reached the 


industries, 


second period of the organic life of the N; 
where it is producing degeneracy. 
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I realize perfectly well what the gentleman from Michigan 
{Mr. Hamirton] had in mind in asking me questions about com- 
petition with Canada. He would probably have followed them 


up by claiming that American labor engaged in these industries | 


needs protection. I do not hesitate to say that when this 
monopolistic power is acquired labor gets less than it got be- 
fore, no matter how enormous the profits. The Steel Trust 
will clear a net dividend greater than all the wages paid to all 
the labor without volunteering a dollar raise in wages. The 
truth is that labor engaged in the highly protected industries 
to-day is the poorest paid labor in America. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 
OPPRESSES LABOR. 

The supreme power in the hands of a monopoly enables it the 
better to oppress labor. 
than you have to; neither do I; neither does a soulless cor- 
poration. No matter how great their profits they undertake 
to get labor as cheaply as they can. 
ways. At strategic moments they shut down part of their 
plant. It matters little to them, because they will put up the 
prices of the commodity to the American people and make 
the American people bear their losses. They shut down their 
plants, reduce the demand for labor, and throw labor on the 
market, and thereby lower the price. Holding a monopoly 
enables them to wield the weapon of shut-outs, so demoralizing 
to labor and so harmful to the public. 
fied with that weapon. They undertake to increase the sup- 
ply of labor on the market by bringing in aliens. 
out in the remarks I made on the reciprocity measure that 
it is the policy, and a natural policy, for these great indus- 
tries to promote immigration from Europe. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex- 
pired. 

Mr. HOBSON. I would ask five minutes more. 
want to impose upon the gentleman from Alabama, but I would 
be obliged if he could spare me that much time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, 
ditional time. 

PERVERTS IMMIGRATION, 

Mr. HOBSON. As I was saying, the great overprotected 
industries are at the basis of a large part of our immigra- 
tion. They fight every immigration law we try to put on the 
statute books. They reach out to crowded Europe for pauper 
labor. Pauper labor comes which can not pay its passage, but 
it comes somehow—some way—and when it comes it does not 
go out to the farms where, as I pointed out, the demand is so 
great, but it remains in the cities, remains around the factories, 


remains at the mouth of the mines, to glut the labor market | 


and put the price of labor down. It is ridiculous to maintain 
that American labor is now protected in any industry against 
any pauper labor of Europe. Labor is the one thing that is 
eternally on the free list in Republican tariff measures. I do 
not mean to say that American labor, if freed from the grip of 
monopoly and-monopolistic prices, needs any protection against 
the labor of Europe. I will not take the time now to repeat 
what I stated in my remarks on reciprocity that the average 
American laborer turns out $2,450 worth of product a year, 
the Canadian $1,455, the Australian $900, the Frenchman $640, 
the Englishman $556, the German $460. The average Ameri- 
can laborer produces four times as much as the average Euro- 
pean laborer. It is alleged he gets twice the amount of 
wages. I question it; but, suppose he did? He is then only 
one-half as well paid as the Buropean laborer for what he 
produces. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

If, instead of being dwarfed by the high tariff, our great in- 
dustries proceeded systematically to capture their proportion 
of the world’s markets they would seldom if ever shut down 
plants, but would run plants full time and steadily increase the 
number of plants. The increasing demand for labor would 
cause the price of labor to go up, and the laborer, freed from 
the clutches of monopoly, would find his proportionate share 
of the profits of production continually increasing while the 
cost of living continually declined. A proper revision of the 
tariff would usher in a veritable new era of prosperity for 
American labor. Thus the most powerful economic reasons 
demand speedy reform in our tariff policies—the high cost of 
living, the actual dwarfing of our industries themselves, the 
great hardships to American labor. 

MENACE TO AMERICAN INSTITUTIONS. 


But, Mr. Chairman, there are deeper reasons even than these 
economic ones why we should hasten reform. The perpetuation 
of such abnormal conditions of taxation is menacing our po- 
litical institutions. Great interests go into politics and pour 
vast sums into political campaigns in order to secure privileges 
at the hands of the victorious party. It is not an overstate- 


I pointed | 


I do not | 


I yield the gentleman five minutes ad- | 


You do not pay a dollar more for labor | 


They operate in two | 





eS 


ment to say that more than once has the popular y 
reversed in national elections by money put into doubtfy 


and many times has the will of the people been dis; 


in the election of Senators or even of Representatiy: 
successful party, more dependent on great moneyed 
than upon the will of the people, has naturally enact 
and administered laws with scant regard for the pul 
fare, and with but slight concern for economy and et 
Widespread extravagance, not to say corruption, hay: 
inevitable, and inefficiency has been almost universal. 
dition, we can not but view with alarm the effect of « 
refusal on the part of the party in power to make le: 
reforms. Dammed up so long, the current of re! 
threatening us with the floods of radicalism. 
CAUSE OF SECTIONALISM AND BLIGHT UPON STATESMEN 

Furthermore, the availability of the Government for ey 
tion has caused each interest, each locality, each sec; 
take a narrow, selfish view of the function of government. | 
20 years these conditions have been producing parochial st.) 


APRII 26. 


men, men really sincere and earnest, who on this floor do 


hesitate to advocate unwise policies for the nation, | 
only they can gain selfish advantages for their localities 


the National Treasury is considered legitimate prey for anyone 


to raid. Our statesmen have come to operate for to-« 


z ae | & magnifying glass turned upon the temporary interests of 
But they are not satis- | gistrict: they should operate with a telescope turned | 


whole world and upon all history to establish policies fv; . 


nation that is to endure a thousand years. 
PERVERTS THE FUNCTIONS OF GOVERNMENT. 

The harmful effect upon our political institutions goes \ 
deeper and reaches the very conception in the public n 
the functions of government. 
government is in the regulating system, leaving the prov! 
and distributing systems to private enterprise. Our tariff 
tem has produced such a perversion in the public mind t! 
one of the great parties in its platform advocates the ( 
ment’s taking such a part in private enterprise as to insu 
the profits. No government in the world can long endure t 
burdens itself with such activities. 


, 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has aga 
expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield three minutes more to 
gentleman. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
for three minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
10 minutes more. 

Mr. HOBSON. I will be glad to have it, but I wi! 
to consume it all, as I do not wish to impose on th: 
others who are to speak this afternoon, 

I wish to complete this thought, Mr. Chairman, name! 
we are tending to produce a condition here in Ame! 
is striking at the foundation of our political 


The gentieman’s time has been ext 


If the gentleman desires, I 


The true sphere of an endu - 


inst tutions 


namely, the conception in the minds of our people that the 


Government is something to go out and affect the proc 
system and the distributing system, for individuals and 
binations to get all.out of it they can; whereas the Gover! 
is founded primarily to be the regulating system, to lay d 


principles and maintain the administration of justice and equily 


for and between all the people. 
EQUALITY OF OPPORTUNITY IS THE MAIN OBJECT OF GOVERN) 


I lived for three years on the Continent of Europe and [ hav 
I have seen many of the peoples of the wor 


lived in Asia. 
and their systems and have had occasion to see the effect | 
those systems upon the development of their citizens. 
greatest thing in this part of the universe is human 

Human life comes into the world in an embryonic state «nd ! 
to evolve and develop. The evolution and developme! 
human life is the greatest thing in the world. ‘The pri! 
object of any Government that would fulfill its highest 1 
tions is to establish those conditions under which al! its |e 
would attain the highest development. Now the law of deve 
ment is repeated regular exercise of the faculties. 
to have repeated regular exercise of the faculties there ms! 
opportunities for same in regular avoeations, In or'rr 


realize a maximum of opportunities for all the peoples [i'r 


must be equality of opportunity between the individ 
Therefore the guarantee of equality of opportunity betw~ 
citizens is the highest object of government. It is not 


the essence of liberty, but the foundation of progress aud ¢- 


velopment. 
EUROPEAN, AMERICAN, CANADIAN, ; 
Let us be concrete and take a young peasant, such as one 
in any country in Europe. He may be endowed by nature © 


The 


In order 
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~-onderful God-given faculties. Of course there are exceptions, 
nor speaking broadly he is not going to have a chance to fully 
4 op his faculties. His opportunities for exercising them 
. be limited to a certain small sphere, limited by his own 
cyata of society. Pass to the other stages on up until you 

to the nobility and the royalty. Take the crown prince. In 
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ny eases I have seen the crown prince would have improved | 


his development if he had gotten down the ax or gone between 
the handles of the plow. 

But he ean not. He has to sit on a throne and rule; perhaps 
the very thing that may ruin his development. With artificial 
stratification of society, limiting individuals to the activities 


me strata only, the average citizen in each strata falls short | 


in his development, and the nation must fall short in the aggre- 
ite. Come to America. The system that our forefathers 
founded and that we should perpetuate and develop is a system 
whose very essence is a guarantee, not only of equality of public 
hurdens, but equality of public opportunities. This tells the 
secret many have wondered at of America’s marvelous growth, 
the marvel of all history. 
between America’s growth and the growth of Canada, where 
start was made at the same time, under similar physical 
eonditions and natural advantages. On one side of an im- 
aginary line is the undeveloped country; on the other populous 


cities. 


the 
til 


REPUBLICAN HERESY. 

The most alarming event of modern times is the appear- 
ance in the platform of a great party of a plank that calls upon 
the Government to guarantee “ profits”’ to those on the lists of 
protection. This plank does violence to the American con- 
ception of the functions of government. It takes the Govern- 
ment into the forbidden spheres of business, and causes it to 
fail in its duty in the legitimate sphere of regulation. 

The policy defined by this plank, persisted in, would lead 
straight to the permanent development of privileged classes 
and the disruption of free institutions. Until that plank is 
purged from the platform and from the purposes of the Republi- 
can Party it should forfeit the support of all independent citizens 
who hold country above party. 

OUR GLORIOUS INHERITANCE. 

It is time for us as a people to restore the conditions be- 
queathed to us by our forefathers—the conditions of equality, 
of opportunity—where any American boy, no matter where born, 
no matter how humble the circumstances of his birth, no matter 
how richly endowed with capacity, can develop his faculties to 


This tells the secret of the contrast | 





the utmost, by having a free access, with equal chances of | 


success, to any occupation, any business, any profession. Any 
American boy should have access to the development that comes 
with grappling with great problems of his day—economic, po- 
litical, social. Every American boy should have a clear field, 


without let or hindrance, for leadership, for holding positions | 


of honor and trust at the hands of his State, at the hands 
of his country. With our institutions preserved, the humblest- 
born American boy can have the developing uplift of the feeling 


that he in a devoted life can help shape his country’s great | 


world policies; and with such a country as we have, advocating 
such wonderful principles of equal justice and peace 
brotherhood over all the earth, that he can help mold the 
destiny of mankind, effecting the happiness of myriads yet 
unborn. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


AMERICA AND ROME. 


Alongside the possibilities of such a noble ambition here in 
America, the ambitions of history, that have so fascinated us, 
like those of Alexander, Caesar, Napoleon, all combined are as 
naught. There is but one parallel in the history of this world, 
and that came about as the result of equality of opportunity. 
That was when Rome had liberty, and under equality of 
opportunity extended its empire to the uttermost corners of 
the earth. Then the old Romans proudly proclaimed that to 
be a Roman was greater than a king. 

rhe time is near at hand when we, in restoring the integrity 
of the institutions that our forefathers founded, can proclaim 
that to be an American is greater than an emperor. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

A CALL FOR PATRIOTISM. 


The time has come for a new baptism of patriotism and de- 
votion to country, for a return to the basic principles of govern- 
ment established by our fathers, so that we can successfully 
meet the great problems that have come upon us in an indus- 
trial age, and in solving them not only perpetuate the institu- 
“ons of our fathers but make them even stronger and nobler 
than we have received them. I believe that the adoption of 
this measure is a step—an important step, though only a step— 
in that direction. - [Prolonged applause on the Democratic side. ] 


and | 


649 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Kentucky to make a request. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
JAMES] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recorp. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
balance of time stands in this debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [{Mr. UNDER- 
woop] has used 4 hours and 18 minutes and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Datze_t] has used 4 hours and 26 minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Four hours and twenty-six minutes? 


ask how the 


The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 
Mr. DALZELL. Eight minutes difference. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to yield 30 minutes on that side. 

Mr. DALZELL. All right. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hamutn]. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Chairman, I have no hesitancy in saying 
that we have listened to one of the most interesting speeches 
that I have heard delivered on this floor. I believe that if we 
would only follow out the line suggested by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Hogpson] we would not have very much trouble in 
formulating a revenue measure. The trouble has been that we 
use every tariff bill as a political football, each side of the House 
seeking to make political capital out of it. If the spirit which 
the gentleman suggests could control all of us: if we could 
broaden out somewhat and get away from the idea that each 
of us is interested only in the things that especially affect our 
individual districts; if we could be statesmen in the broadest 
sense of the word, the people of this country would be very 
much better off. 

But in the past—and, so far as I know, throughout the en- 
tire history of this country—the lines proceeded upon have been 
directly the opposite of this idea. For years the selfish idea of 
protection has prevailed in this country—protection not to 
the whole people, protection not to all the people alike, but 
protection to certain individuals engaged in certain special 
lines of business. In other words the heel of the protectionist 
has been upon the necks of the farmers and the laboring people 
of this country for a great many years, but now, it seems to 
me, the opportunity has come for us to remove said heel and, 
by this bill, to give the people of this country many of the 
prime necessities of life duty free. 

I feel that I can say with the good old poet— 


This is the day I leng have 
And mourned because 


sought 
I found it not. 


{Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I am looking forward to the day, which I hope is not far dis- 
tant. when it can be announced that three-fourths of the States 
of the Union have adopted the income-tax amendment to the 
Constitution, after which time we can enact a graduated in- 
come-tax law which will compel the wealth of this country to 


bear its just proportion of the burdens of government. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] But until that time, Mr. 
Chairman, every sane man realizes that the expenses of the 


Government will go on, and that Congress must provide means 
for meeting those expenses. Experience has taught us that in 
order that money enough can be provided to meet these ex 
penses about $350,000,000 annually must be raised by a duty 
on imports. Therefore it is utterly impossible for us to put all 
the things on the free list that we would like to put there. The 
other day we passed through this House the Canadian reci 
procity bill, which places upon the free list certain necessities 
of life. and reduced the present tariff on others, but that agree 
ment only affected articles of import between the United States 
and Canada. I did not fully agree with the terms of that trade 
pact, but I believed that it was a step in the right direction, 
hence I voted for it, and I believe this bill, known as the 
farmers’ free list, is several steps in the right direction, for it 
not only applies to the importations of the things mentioned in 
the bill from Canada, but from all the countries of the world. 

Mr. Chairman, I sat for a week and listened to the debate 
on the reciprocity bill, and confess to you that it was amusing 
to hear the reasons assigned by the opponents of that bill for 
opposing it. Without a single exception, I believe, they put 
their opposition on the ground, as they claimed, that the farmer 
was being discriminated against. Why, here was my friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALzELL] agonizing over the condition 
of the poor farmer, when, in fact, there is not a farm in 150 
miles of Pittsburg, his home. Of course I would not intimate 
that the gentlemen who opposed that bill were not entirely sin- 








650 CONGRESSION AL 


cere in their solicitude for the farmers of the country, but I 
could rot help but notice that each one of them who were here 
in the last Congress, except some of our insurgent friends, voted 
against free lumber when the Payne-Aldrich bill was before 
the House, and the Canadian reciprocity bill puts lumber on 
the free list. Being human, I could not help but wonder if the 
fact that lumber was put on the free list had anything to do 
with their opposition to that bill. I presume not, or else they 


would have been frank enough to have said so. If it did, how- | 


ever, I would suggest that if they had bottled up all the briny 
tears they shed in sympathy for the poor farmer they could 
have run their sawmills by water power, in which event I am 
sure they could compete with Canada without the aid of a tariff 
on lumber. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to discuss this pending bill in 
its relation to the farmer, and it does immediately and directly 
concern him. 


ness, saddlery, and other leather products; fencing wire; lum- 
ber; sewing machines; salt, and so forth. 

Every one of these articles are prime necessities of life— 
things which the farmers of this country must buy. 

I congratulate the Democrats of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee in bringing out this bill, for it goes far toward re- 
deeming the promises which my party made to the people. 

And, Mr. Chairman, while 1 am congratulating, let me con- 
gratulate my party on the splendid energy, determination, 
speed, and unanimity which it is proceeding to make good 
every promise it made to the country. 

True to the promises which we made to the people. we 
promptly took from the Speaker the power to appoint the 
standing committees of the House and placed that power where 


Speaker what the Constitution intended he should be, a pre- 
siding officer and not a czar. And, without the aid of the 
objectionable special rule or limiting debate or shutting off 
amendments, we have in less than three weeks passed through 
the House the following important bills, to wit: 
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| Canada, Australia, Russia, India, and every other count: 


First. A joint resolution providing for the election of United | 


States Senators by a direct vote of the people. 
Second. A drastic publicity law, known as the Rucker bill, 
requiring all political parties, not more than 15 days nor less 


| riculture, in a letter written by him to the National Gran 


: : : . | States. ’ > y whee lasses bey 
This bil! places upon the free list the following articles: Agri- | States. The moment the farmers’ wheat passes bey 


cultural implements; cotton bagging and ties; boots, shoes, har- | 


M 2 . | the cost of transportation to market and elevator facilities 
it belongs, in the membership of the House, making the | ’ 


Mr. Cannon. Certainly; with Roumania, Russia, and India. 

Mr. Simpson. Then the gentleman will admit that the price w 
there fixes the price of our article not only in the United Stat 
the foreign markets? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; all prices are regulated by the 
market, wherever it is. 

Now, if that statement was true—and it was—in 19894 
true in this good year of our Lord 1911. [Applause 
Democratic side.] 

I stated two years ago in a speech which I made on th 
when we were discussing the Payne-Aldrich bill that 
is protected who is compelled to sell his products in tl, 1) 
markets of the world.” This was and is a true statey ? 
a fact. 

Let us take wheat, foran example. There has never bee: 
since I can remember when the farmers of this country ( 
raise a surplus. Of necessity they must find a market f, g 
surplus. This market can only be found outside the | d 


pr 


limits of the United States the pretended tariff on it ea 
no effect. His wheat goes to Liverpool, and when offe: 
sale there it comes in competition with the surplus wh. 


raises a surplus of wheat, and the price it brings is fixed 

open market. And the price fixed in this open market . 

the price here. Therefore, how can a tariff on wheat 

the farmer? And the same is true of corn, oats, and 
cereals. In view of these facts, then, how can reciprocity 
Canada injure our farmers? To be more specific: We ; 
surplus each year, so does Canada, and both countries » 
same market in Europe and the price of wheat of both 
tries is fixed there, where there is no tariff, and the pric: 
fixes the price both here and in Canada, and the only » 
difference there can be in the prices in the different loca! 


course I recognize the fact that the price of these staples js 
sometimes affected temporarily by the grain gamblers, w iI 


wish to God were in the bottom of the sea. Democrat 
that this is true, and in order that my Republican friend 
be convinced that I am right I will quote from high Rep 
authority. 

Hon. James Wilson, the present Republican Secretary of A¢- 


| February 9, 1911, among other things said: 


than 10 days prior to any election, to publish a detailed state- | 


ment of all contributions made above $10, giving name of con- 
tributor, also how disbursed, and to file a like supplemental 
statement every three days thereafter down to the day of elec- 
tion, intending thereby to prevent corruption at the ballot box 
by the use of large sums of money. 

Third. Canadian reciprocity. 

And now we are considering, and will in a day or two pass, 
this free-list bill. 

This record has certainly never been equaled by any political 
party. We will follow this up with an adjustment of the 
woolen, the cotton, steel, and other schedules in their order. 

It seems to me that every citizen who believes in a govyern- 
ment of the people, by the people, and for the people ought to 
be proud of this record. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, having felicitated my party upon this 
splendid record made and to be made in a few weeks, I must 
get back to a discussion of this bill. 

The opponents of this bill and the reciprocity bill, and they 
are practically the same people, talk about injuring the farmer 
by taking the tariff off his products. I am loath to believe 
that there is any man on this floor who knows so little as to 
actually believe that a tariff on wheat, corn, or other cereals 
adds te the price of these things to the farmer. 

I am reminded that our erstwhile distinguished Speaker, the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], did the other day, in a 
speech on the reciprocity bill, in a sort of half-hearted way 
deny that the price of the farmers’ wheat was fixed in foreign 
markets. Of course men sometimes, in the interest of con- 
sistency, take positions they otherwise would not take, for if 
he had admitted that the price of our wheat was fixed in foreign 
markets he would have given his whole case away. But the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorer] did read into that 
speech an admission of the gentleman from Illinois, made in 
a speech on this floor in 1894, that the price of our wheat is fixed 
in the foreign markets. The colloguy was between Mr. Simpson, 
of Kansas, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNonN], as 
follows: 

Mr. Stmpson. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. Cannon. Certainly. 

Mr. Simpson. Does the gentleman not admit that we are now com- 


peting in Europe with the different countries of the Old World for the 
sale of our wheat? 


There is a difference of 10 or more cents a bushel on w! 1 
other cereals between the markets of Winnipeg and Minnea; it 
this difference is fully explained by the lack of transportat! ! 


elevator facilities and by the greater difficulty that the ( 
farmer now has in point of economic carriage from the N 
Liverpool, where by the sale of the world’s surplus the price of 


| fixed for the world. 





[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Again, Mr. Secretary Wilson says: 

The United States produces surplus wheat above domestic 
ments. This surplus production is sold in foreign countries. ‘! 
of our exported surplus is governed by the world’s requiremen! g 
regulated by the law of supply and demand, and the price of 
the United States, while we are exporting, is governed by the | 
which the surplus is sold, as a general proposition. Occasionally 
corners may interfere with the law of supply and demand and 
rarily affect the price. 

If this be true, then how can the farmer be hurt b: 
procity with Canada? 

Mr. Chairman, the farmers of this country are ini 
They know that when you talk about a tariff on theil 
corn, oats, and other cereals being a benefit to them t 
are only seeking to deceive them. They know, or at lea 
of them do, that the tariff was put on these things as an 
for putting a high tariff on certain manufactured articles 
they are compelled to buy. oe 

Mr. Chairman, to show that all the farmers are not fo 
the siren voice of the protectionist, I want to read to you : 
which I received the other day from a farmer in my dist! I 
am not authorized by him to use this letter for publicati : 
sequently will suppress the name and place. 

The letter is as follows: 

There seems to be well-organized effort to create the impres 
the farmers, regardless of party, are opposed to Canadian recij 
and I presume that you have received numerous letters to th! 

I have heard several expressions, but invariably from Republica: 

Democrats condemn the principle involved in the pact—that ! 
raw material and little or no reduction in the manufactured prod 
but they know that “ protection’ on farm products, wodl exce] 
farce and a humbug, levied only to deceive and furnish an ex 
high duties on manufactured goods, and the sooner the falla 
posed and the “ bundie separated” the earlier we will be reliev 
the extortion from which we have suffered. Rest assured th 
noise is made by protectionist and his dupes, and that the Den 
who till the soil have no part in it. J 7 » 

i pape that you may not only be able to pass this bill, but 
schedule bills during the extra session. 

Mr. PROUTY. Will the gentleman yield for a question: 

Mr. HAMLIN. Certainly. 
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Mr. PROUTY. Is this gentleman engaged in raising sheep? 

Mr. HAMLIN. No. He may have a few sheep, but he is a 
large farmer in one of the best agricultural counties in the 
United States. 


Mr. STANLEY. Wili the gentleman yield for a suggestion? 
Mr. HAMLIN. I will. 
Mr. STANLEY. His letter certainly reads like that of a 


man who did not have the head of a sheep. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman from 
Missouri yield? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Is the gentleman from Mis- 
souri able to tell the reason of the exception of wool in this 
economic letter? 

Mr. HAMLIN. 
wre 

Mr. STANLEY. If the gentleman from Missouri will allow 
me, I will say that it is because we do not produce as much 
wool as we use. Where we import a commodity the market to 
which it is exported fixes the price, as was said by Secretary 


I do not know what was in the mind of the 


Wilson, by Adam Smith, by John Stuart Mill, and every other | 


man who ever lived who wrote and thought on the subject of 
political economy. ; ; 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to finish my answer. As I said, I 
ean not tell what was in the mind of the writer of that letter; 
put if you had asked me why wool was excepted, I should give 


by quite a considerable sum than the price paid in Liverpool, 
minus the freight. In other words, the American market in the 
Northwest at the present time, because of a large demand for 
the consumption of wheat among 92,000,000 people, which 
is a protected market to-the American farmer, yields a higher 
price than he could get for the same commodity if he were 
compelled to sell it abroad. 

Mr. HAMLIN. But the official reports do not bear out the 
gentleman's statement. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The official reports do. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Then if that be true the gentleman can put 
the official figures in his speech 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I will put it in this speech 
of the gentleman if he will give me the time. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I have not the time; the gentleman will 
doubtless make a speech in his own time. 
Mr. Chairman, the enemies of this bill and also of the 


reciprocity bill, and who are all protectionists in some degree 

ranging from an insurgent Republican whose opinion on any 
proposition is best represented by an “x,” stated algebraically, 
to a Pennsylvania standpatter—accuse us of bringing in the 
farmer free-list bill, so called, to pacify, and in a way com- 


| pensate, the farmer for the injury which will be done him by 


the answer that has been given by my friend from Kentucky, 
with this addition, that the reason that protection amounts to | 
nothing upon wheat and corn and other cereals is because we | 
raise a surplus in this country and are compelled to find a | 


market beyond the limits of the United States. 

Now, that is not true of wool. We do not raise a surplus of 
wool, and the sheep industry in this country seems to be de- 
clining. I will not say that the tariff on wool may not be of 
some benefit to the farmer, and I presume that is what this 
farmer had in mind; but he had sense enough to know—which 
seems to be a knowledge beyond that possessed by some gen- 
tlemen on the other side of this Chamber—that the tariff on 
wheat, corn, and oats is no protection to the farmer. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman permit 
an observation on that subject? 

Mr. HAMLIN. No; but I will yield to the gentleman for a 
question. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman submit to a question? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes. 

Mr. HARDY. The statement which the gentleman has been 


making is clear that the price of commodities where there is a | 


surplus raised is controlled by the price in the market where 
the surplus is disposed of. I think it is essential that an ex- 


ception should be noted that where the home product is con- | 
trolled by a trust it may have a higher home price than the | 


foreign price. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hinted at that a moment ago. The con- 
trol of any article of commerce by a trust creates an ab- 
normal condition, sets aside the law of supply and demand, and 
creates fictitious prices. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Now, will the gentleman 


extend to me the same courtesy that he did to the gentleman 
from Texas? 


Mr. HAMLIN. Yes; if the gentleman will not take up any 


~ — than did the gentleman from Texas, for my time is 
imited. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I followed with great in- 
terest the development by the gentleman of the argument that 
the market where the surplus is disposed of controls, but I 
think the fallacy of the argument lies in this, that the world’s 
market may control or have great influence upon the surplus of 
that product seeking a market, but it has but little influence 
on the large proportion we consume in our own country, unless 
the world’s open market can become a competitor to supp!y our 
home consumption, which Liverpool can not do as to wheat 
and corn. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The fallacy of the gentleman’s statement is 
demonstrated by actual conditions. The gentleman never heard 
of a farmer going into town and saying, “I am going to have 
So much a bushel for my wheat.” The farmer realizes that he 


is at the mercy of the markets of the world, and his first in- | 


quiry is, “What is wheat worth to-day?” And the man who 
is buying wheat can not give him this information until he 
first hears from either the Chicago or New York market, and 
these markets will give out no prices until they have heard 
from Liverpool indicating what the market price is there that day, 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. On the other hand, as a 
a that I have observed a great deal, I desire to state that 

ere is scarcely a day in the northwestern wheat market but 
What the price obtained by the farmer in the Dakotas is larger 


this reciprocity with Canada. 

Of course that allegation not warranted by the facts. 
Reciprocity with Canada will not hurt the farmer; therefore he 
heeds no compensating law. 

Reciprocity with a country that buys more of the products of 
our farmers each year than we buy of them can not hurt our 


is 


farmers. And the official figures show that that is what 
Canada does. In five years, ending June 30 last 
We sold in Canada___-_- a aie . $886, 417, 376 


Canada sold to us 393, 913, 673 


Difference in our favor___- = 492, 503, 703 

It seems to me that no tariff ought to stand between us and 
such a country, for the more trade we can have with them the 
better it is for us. 

Let us take some of the principal products of our farms, and 
it applies especially to our Missouri farms, and see whether 
reciprocity with Canada can injure our farmers. 

Government statistics show that for five years ending June 
30 last: 


LHiorses : 


We sold in Canada______~_- es nemesis - $14, 172, 075 
Canada sold to us... _-~ Joana cae », 549, 201 
Difference in our favor. _ ~~ la lea al 11, 622, 874 
Cattle: 
we ele ip CmeGen..n. ne wee . , aia 1, 578, 179 
Canada sold to us_- ~~ whicls i peu x 1, 193, 796 
Difference in our favor ___ . 84, 383 
Meat and dairy: 
We sold in Canada______— aii li . .~ 17,011,017 
Caseds e058 te Wl.....n8ce-- 904, 191 
Difference in our favor...........<<--«. ¢ 16, 106, S2¢ 
Breadstuffs : 
re Se iii cs ceaishentaienleinsiatcnmtiensdine = 31, 596, 556 
Co SE EES ee intncliniaitnaientitleaind 6, 679, S84 
Pg ee ee . 24, 916, 672 
Of these items we sold to Canada $53,050,755 more than 
Canada sold to us. 
No, Mr. Chairman, this bill now before the House is n 


brought in to compensate the farmers on account of any antici 
pated injury to them by reason of reciprocity with Canada, but 
it is brought in to compensate them and other laboring people 
in a measure for having submitted for years to being robbed by 
a high tariff which you Republicans imposed upon the things 
which they were compelled to buy for the benefit of a few peo- 
ple who have contributed the money to keep you in power. 
[Applause qn the Democratic side.}] And they are the very 
men who are behind this propaganda to try to make the farm 
ers believe that reciprocity will hurt them. 

The Recorp shows that there were 79 of you Republicans 
who voted against the reciprocity bill because you said that 
you believed it discriminated against the farmer. 

If you are sincere in your protestation of friendship for the 
farmers you will vote for this bill, because it puts the things 
which he is compelled to buy on the free list, as follows: 

FARM IMPLEMENTS. 
Plows, tooth and disk harrows, headers, harvesters, agri 


reapers, 


| cultural drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, thrashing 


machines, and cotton gins, farm wagons and farm carts, and all other 


| agricultural implements of any kind and description, whether specific- 


ally mentioned herein or not, whether in whole or in parts, including 
repair parts. 
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SHOES AND LEATAE2, 


Grain, buff, split, rough and sole leather, band, bend, or belting 
leather, boots and shoes made wholly or tn chief value of leather made 
from cattle hides and cattle skins of whatever weight, of cattle of the 
bovine species, including calfskins; and harness, saddles, and saddlery, 
in sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, composed wholly or in chief 
value of leather; and leather cut into shee uppers or vamps or other 
forms suitable for conversion into manufactured articles. 

FENCING WIRE. 

tarbed fence wire, wire rods, wire strands or wire rope, wire woven 
or manufactured for wire fencing, and other kinds of wire suitable for 
fencing, including wire staples. 

LUMBER. 

Timber, hewn, sided, or squared, round timber used for spars or in 
building wharves, shingles, laths, fencing posts, sawed boards, planks, 
deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed, except boards, planks, deals, 
and other lumber, of lignum-vit#, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, 
mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all other cabinet woods. 

SEWING MACHINES 

Sewing machines, and all parts thereof. 

Salt, whether in bulk or in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages. 

We are told by certain Republicans on this side of the House 
that this free-list bill will not pass the Senate and will there- 
fore never become a law. As to that I admit I do not know. I 
confess that I am not in the confidence of the Republican 
Party, but whether a Republican Senate will pass this bill or 
not, or if it does whether a Republican President will sign it 
or not, will not deter us as Democrats from keeping faith with 
the people. We will do our duty and pass it through the House 


where we have the majority and are responsible, and then if | 


your party in the Senate wants to turn it down you can take 
the responsibility. In the language of our admirable leader, 
Mr. Unprerwoop, I quote: 


I will say to the gentleman that the bill puts on the free list agri- 
cultural implements, fencing wire, and salt and free lumber for your 
northern farmers. It puts on the free list free cotton bagging and free 
hides for the southern farmers. 

It puts on the free list free meats, free bread, free salt for the peo- 
ple who live in the cities and who are crying for cheaper food protects 
to reduce the cost of living. I say to you that when this bill arrives 
in the United States Senate, if it is not acted upon, there will be a 
judgment day on the Republican side of the Senate, and if the Presi- 
dent does not sign it there will be a judgment day at the White House. 


And I will add to this statement that if the Republican 
Party refuses to pass this bill through the Senate or the Presi- 
dent refuses to approve it there will be a Missouri Democrat 
placed in the White House and an Alabama Democrat in the 
Speaker’s chair. [Applause.] 

My Democratic colleagues, we told the people that if they 
would place us in power we would enact laws which would tend 
to cheapen the cost of living. Wetold them that we would try to 


relieve them of the burdens of the infamous trust in this coun- | been impressed during all this time with the idea that the 
Measured by either of these standards, this bill stands | Cultural interests have not always had fair consideratir 


try. 
the test, and we can well afford to give it our hearty support. 

Every class of articles mentioned in this bill is now con- 
trolled by a trust. What are they? The Agricultural Imple- 
ment Trust, the Steel Trust, the Leather Trust, the Salt Trust, 
the Lumber Trust, the Meat Trust, Jute Bagging Trust—some 
of the largest trusts of the country which have secured a 
monopoly on these necessities of life by virtue of being pro- 
tected by a tariff on these things and have forced up prices be- 
yond reason or endurance. 

This bill puts their products on the free list. 

Mr. Chairman, I realize that in revising the tariff we are 
inviting a relentless war with the entrenched special interests 
that have enjoyed many years’ special privileges under the 
McKinley, Dingley, and Payne-Aldrich tariff laws. They will 
not surrender without a terrific struggle. 

These interests have so long, under these laws, been permitted 
to plunder the people that they have come to believe that it is 
a kind of a divine right they have. And with their increased 
riches they have grown arrogant. They do not hesitate to 
attack any man or set of men who dares for a moment to ques- 
tion their right toe these special privileges. Only two short 
years ago these same fellows were freely dropping their shekels 
into the Republican campaign contribution box and singing the 
praises of Mr. Taft. He was elected, and now that he shows 
some little siens of recognizing that there are other people on 
earth besides these “ captains of industries’ who deserve some 
little cons'derntion they turn upon him and make a dire predic- 
tion as to his political future that would do credit to the most 
optimistic Demoerat. 

Listen to what their organ, the American Economist, has to 
say this week : 

{Correspondence American Economist.) 
WASHINGTON, April 20. 

If President Teft is able te retain his complacent and cheerful smile in 
the midst of existing conditions in Congress, and in the political arena 
of the United States generally he is giving a splendid imitation of that 


famous Emperer of Rome who is said to have performed on a violin 
while a conflagration was in progress. 
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Never in the history of the Repebitees Party has there been ; 
) ) 


exhibition of want of leadersh y the head of a party as has | 
played by President Taft in dealing with the tariff ‘question 
principles for which his party stands in its platform. Indeed, s 
table is the situation that few Republicans at this time are found 
to hazard any prediction other than that President Taft my 
nominee of his party in 1912, because no other Republican wii! 
the nomination, and that Mr. Taft will be the worst defeated e¢ 
since William J. Bryan ran for the office in i896. 

{Applause on the Democratic side.] 

SO MOTE IT BE! 

Thus it will be seen that these selfish special interest 
beneficiaries of a high tariff, know no friends but self, y 
no god but Mammon, and will stop at nothing to ace 
their selfish purposes. [Applause on the Democratic sid 

Why should not the things mentioned in this bill be | 
the free list? The manufacturers of agricultural imp 
are supplying the farmers of the world with implements ten 
at a lower price than they will sell to our farmers here at 

The Steel Trust invades every market in the known wo) 


The American-made shoe is worn by all civilized pe of 
the earth. And so it is with the siher articles mentioned h 
bill. I am glad that they can go out and conquer the | ets 


of the world, but if they can compete in foreign market 
paying transportation charges it is worse than ridiculous 
that they can not compete here at home without the aid 
tariff. F 

Let us have a “ square deal.” 

No difference what we may do, Mr. Chairman, our aciions 
will be misrepresented, our motives questioned, and our | 
maligned by these selfish interests; but as men we ou to 
have the courage of our convictions and do what we be! 
be right and abide by the consequences. As I have often d, 
I have an abiding faith in the judgment, intelligence, and 
ness of the people, and as for me I am willing to submit wy 
record to them. 

I realize that it requires time to accomplish these er 
forms and that we will be unable to do many thiags | 
would like to do, but let us do our utmest to keep our p: se8 
to the people, and in doing this our conduct will meet with ‘heir 
approval and, what is even more comforting, the approval! of our 
own consciences. [Applause.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gen- 
theman from Illinois [Mr. Sterriine]. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to the debate 
in this House on reciprocity ; I have listened to the debate on the 
bill that is now before the House, and two years ago I listene| 
the debate on the tariff bill that was passed at that time. | 


“Sse 


I 
we 


eri 
in 
legislation involving questions of the tariff. It has always |een 
that gentlemen on that side of the House have undertaken to 
legislate against the farmer in tariff legislation, and it ne- 
times happens that there are gentlemen on this side, who repre- 
sent districts that are not agricultural, who are willing | 

the Democratic free-trade party and sacrifice the farmer for 
the benefit of other interests. Gentlemen on that side of th 
House are pleased to call this a bill in the interest of the \mer- 
ican farmer. If they imagine that they can fool the farmers of 
the North and West by legislation which opens his markets, 
the markets of the United States, to everything which | 
duces; if they think they can make him believe, that that 

his interest, they are very much mistaken. To the gent w 
on this side of the House who call themselves protectio: sts, 
but who vote for free farm products, I desire to say that 
you discriminate between industries that need protecti: 
threaten the very existence of the protective principle. 

It can not be justly said that Members on this side 0! 
House who are demanding protection for agricultural pr 
act from any selfish motive, nor can it be said that the f 
of the country who demand protection for the product 0! 
labor are selfish. The great mass of American farmers ( 
deny protection to American manufacturers. They belie 
tection should be granted wherever needed, and only a 
same equal protection under the law for that which the 
duce. The farmers of the country during the history ©! 
tective tariff have patiently paid tribute to the infant 
tries. They have done much to help build up this grea 
market, with a hope that they would have the right to e 
as against other agricultural countries. When the pr du: 
foreign farms sought to invade that market the Repul 
Party gave the farmer protection in the McKinley law. 
gentlemen on that side very promptly repealed that law, and 
a great measure deprived the farmer of that equal prot: 
to which he was entitled. It was restored to him again '! "© 
Dingley tariff, and under that law the farmer has enjoy! © 
reasonable degree of prosperity, due to the fact that he was not 
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at the mercy of competition from cheaper farm products of | 
othe r countries. . 5 
x» sooner is the Democratic Party again clothed with power | 
‘this House than it, true to its traditions, makes this on- | 
cht on the American farmer. oy 
some gentlemen on that side have deplored, with seeming 
regret, that there should be a spirit of sectionalism develop | 
in this debate. The first to suggest a spirit of sectionalism 
was the leader on that side, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD]. ; 

In his opening speech on the bill he said the Republican 
Party had seen fit to place binding twine, used by farmers of 
the North and West to bind their grain, on the free list, but 
had left cotton ties, used by the farmers of the Seuth to bind 
their cotton, on the protected list. So he is the gentleman who 
first injected that question into this debate. Let me call atten- 
tion of gentlemen on that side and on this who represent States 
like Indiana, Illinois, and Ohio, and all the great Northwest 
the States that produce the sheep and cattle, the States that 
produce the wheat, the oats, and the barley—to some of the 
things contained in this farmers’ free list. This bill proposes 
to open our markets free of duty to all the meats and bread- 
stuffs of all the world. Canadian reciprocity admits free from 
Canada eattle, sheep, swine, wheat, oats, and barley, and all 
things produced on our farms. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield? 





in 
slau 


Mr. STERLING. Yes. 
Mr. HARDY. Does the gentleman consider that cattle, 
sheep, horses, and stock are raised in Texas and the South just 


as much as they are in the West? 

Mr. STERLING. Yes. Texas produces a great many cattle 
and sheep. 

Mr. HARDY. Then why is that a matter of sectionalism? 

Mr. STERLING. It is not. I am not charging the gentleman 
with a spirit of sectionalism. I predict that the gentleman 
from Texas, when he realizes the effect of this legislation on 
the cattle industry of that great State, and his constituents 
eall his attention to the fact that we are admitting beef and 
mutton free from Mexico, will regret his action with reference 
to this legislation. 

Mr. HARDY. That may be; I do not think it will. But the 
question I was asking was whether that was sectional or not. 

Mr. STERLING. Let me say to the gentleman from Texas, 
under our present tariff law there was imported from Mexico, 
in 1909, 65,000 head of cattle. The year before there was 
brought into this country from Mexico 100,000 head of cattle, 
and if that State does not feel this invasion of Mexican cattle 
now they will feel it later when cattle from Mexico, raised on 
eheaper land by cheaper labor, come into the American market 
without paying any tariff duty. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. STERLING. Yes. 

Mr. HARDY. Will that seem like sectionalism and favoring 
our part of the eountry? 

Mr. STERLING. I am not saying the gentleman from Texas, 
or anyone, is acting in that spirit. I am seeking to answer 
what has been injected into this debate on that question by gen- 
tlemen on that side. ‘Now, let me eall the attention of gentle- 
meu on both sides who represent States like New York and the 
New England States and Michigan and Wisconsin—States that 
produce poultry and butter and cheese and fruits—that all 
these things come into our markets free under Canadian reci- 
procity. 

And thus it is when we consider these two Democratic meas- 
ures together, Canadian reciprocity and the farmers’ free list, | 


these twin enemies of agriculture, the farmers of the North and | 
West are brought into free competition with the world in the | 


production of cattle, sheep, swine, wheat, corn, oats, barley, 
hay, dairy products, poultry, vegetables, and fruit, everything 
that is produced by the farmers in the States which we 
represent. 


On the other hand, this farmers’ free list does not make sugar | 
Rice is still on the protected list; lemons, oranges, and | 


free 


peanuts will still enjoy protection; and, singularly, these are 
products of the farms of the South. I think some of them, at 


least, are entitled to protection—to that same degree of protec- | 
tion to which the farm products of fhe North and West are en- | 
Under the Republican doctrine, which is now and al- | 


tithe: l. 


ways has been as broad as the Union, all of these things are 
entitled to that protection which measures the difference in 
the cost of production here and abroad. These industries of 
the South came to the Republican Party for that protection, 
anc they got it. "Phey accepted it, and it is evident that gentle- 


men on that side ar 1 y opini ose 
plain oss e willing to retain it. Im my opinion, these 


sufficient to show to the country that the Re- 
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| eareful of the rights of the Sugar Trust that they even except 


ded 





publican Party is not now and never has been sectional in its 


| administration of the protective system. 


Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 

ra question? 

Mr. STERLING. Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 

South produce sugar? 
Mr. STERLING. One, 


‘ Will the gentleman yield 


How many States in the 


mainly. I presume that Louisiana 


| produces most of the sugar. 


Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 
State that dees produce it. 

Mr. STERLING. What difference does it mak It is pro- 
duced in the South, and it ially a southern industry, 
and these gentlemen thirk it ought to be protected. I will say, 


It is the only Southern 


is essent 


further, that when the Republican Party sought to reduce the 
tariff on sugar just to the amount of 5 cents per 100 pounds, 
practically every man on that de voted against that reduc- 


tion by voting against the Payne-Aldrich ta 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 
with the gentleman's remarks, but st 
to my question. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STERLING. I thought I answered the gentleman's ques- 
tion. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. You spoke of sugar as a 
southern preduct. So far as I know there is only 
in the South that preduces any sugar at all. Now, how 
northern States are engaged in raising sugar? 

Mr. STERLING. The South produces the bulk of the sugar. 
You gentlemen that represent the sugar-producing districts of 
the South have demanded protection all the time, and 
Republican Party has given it to you; and they have not given 


riff bill. 
I do not like to interfere 
I would like an answer 


ill 


one State 


many 


the 


it to you because it is a southern industry, but because it 
is an American industry. [Applause on the Republican 
side. | 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Now, I would like to 


say a word in reply to the gentleman, if he will yield. 

Mr. STERLING. I do not yield for a speech, only for a 
question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I wanted to say that there 
are lots of people here who do not ask for protection on any- 
thing. 

Mr. STERLING. This free list admits, free of duty, biscuits, 
bread, wafers, and similar articles when not sweetened. It even 
seeks to deprive the baker in this country of an equal chance 
in the American market for the product of his labor, exeept 
when his product contains sugar. Why this distinction between 


plain and sweetened bread and wafers? There may be some 
good reason for it, but I am unable to understand what that 


Is it becanse the gentlemen are so diligent and so 


the biscuits that are produced from the wheat of the northern 
farmer if they happen to contain the ingredient of sugar that 
happens to come from the South? What shall we say to our 
constituents when they ask why this distinction between the 
preducts of the North and the products of the South? It will 
not be sufficient to say that we were obeying the edicts of the 
party eaueus. 

The gentleman [Mr. KitcH1n] who opened the debate on that 
side on reciprocity boldly declared that the purpose of the 
Democratic Congress was the destruction of those laws that had 
been passed by the Republican Party in recent years. I want 
to say that, in my judgment, they are proceeding very rapidly 
in that direction. They are proceeding, as the first step, 
repeal the very laws under which the American people have 
prospered in the last 15 years more than they had ever pros- 
pered in the same period in all the history of the country. It 
being their purpose, however, to tear down, they are proceeding 
effectively to that end by first assailing the farmer. On his 
success and prosperity depend the success and prosperity of 
all. He is the foundation stone of the whole structure. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. STERLING. I will. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I desire to inform the gentleman that 
he is mistaken about what we are insistingon. Weare insisting 
on striking down the tariff barrier that keeps American cattle, 
American corn, American wheat, American farm products from 
being sold in Canada; and in consideration for taking our com 
modities into Canada, to get their tariff out of our way, we are 
willing to take ours out of their way, because the balance of 
trade is in our favor. 

Mr. STERLING. If that is the purpose of that side of the 
House, they ought to introduce bills along that line. 


to 
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Mr. SHACKLEFORD, That is precisely what it is, 

Mr. STERLING. The gentleman should suggest to that side 
of the House, who are now in the majority, that that should 
be the purpose of his party. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I want to call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to the fact that we are selling more farm products in 
Canada than Canada sells in the United States, and by increas- 
ing the facilities for trade we are benefiting and not injuring 
the farmers, 


Mr. STERLING. That is due to the fact that we are pro- 


tecting agricultural products under Republican legislation. Is | 


it not well enough to let that condition alone? Why destroy 
that situation? We do not want Canadian agricultural prod- 
— to come into this country in excess of what we send 
there, 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
us? 

Mr. STERLING. Yes; and will continue to have it on about 
everything which we export to Canada. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I ask the gentleman if the Canadian 
tariff has not been an impediment against us as much as ours 
has been an impediment against them? I presume the gentle- 
man wants to put the case fairly before the country, and those 
are the facts borne out by the statistics. 

Mr. STERLING. I have investigated somewhat the ques- 
tion of our trade with Canada. I know that when the former 
similar reciprocal trade treaty between the two countries was 
abrogated in 1866 the balance of trade was $8,000,000 in favor 
of Canada. Since that treaty was abrogated the volume of 
trade has not only increased year after year, with very great 
regularity, but the balance of trade has changed, until now it 
is $120,000,000 in our favor. 

Now, I ask, Why change a trade relation that has developed 
so splendidly for the American people? 

Going back to the suggestion that I made awhile ago, that 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Krrcuin] had boldly 
proclaimed to the House and to the country that it was the 
purpose of his party to tear down the splendid legislation 
under which prosperity had been built up, Canadian reciprocity 
is the first step in that direction, and this free-list bill is the 
second. The gentleman was no false oracle. This new ma- 
jority has come not to build up, but to destroy. This can be 
said of you: You are true to your history and your traditions. 
You destroyed before when you were given power, and you wiil 
do so again. 

It is said that the provisions of this bill will compensate the 
farmer for injuries committed against him in the bill for Cana- 
dian reciprocity. If, as you contended when Canadian reci- 
procity was before the House, it would not injure the farmer, 
what is the need of compensation? If you are sincere that that 
bill would not wound agriculture, why this balm to heal the 
wounds? 

Let us see what it is you offer as compensation to the Ameri- 
can farmer for throwing this great market open to the agri- 
cultural products of the world. You have placed agricultural 
implements, boots and shoes, lumber, and fence wire on the 
free list. What assurance can you give us that this will reduce 
the cost of these commodities to the consumer? Gentlemen on 
that side of the House and some on this told us two years ago 
that if Congress would put hides on the free list it would reduce 
the cost of shoes to the consumer. I did not believe you then, 
and I do not believe you now. Hides were placed on the free 
list, under the tariff act of 1909, and the duty on boots and shoes 
was greatly reduced. Hides have gone down in price to the 
farmer, until now he gets from $3 to $6 less for hides than he 
did then. Shoes have gone up in price, until the American con- 
sumer is paying a little more than he did when hides were 
protected. You can not fool the American people with this false 
prophecy a second time. 

Nor do I understand the force of your argument when you 
say that if farm implements be placed on the free list they will 
be bought cheaper by the American farmer. The gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. James] discussed that question to-day and 
gave us some very important statistics, which proved conclu- 
sively in my mind that cheaper farm implements would not 
result from this legislation. A number of gentlemen have 
charged very freely that the price of these things is controlled 
by monopoly. If that be so, they will still be controlled by 
monopoly after this bill becomes a law. The gentleman from 
Kentucky called attention to the fact that the manufacturers of 
farm implements in the United States were exporting $28,000,000 
worth every year. They are not only masters of the market 
here, but likewise in foreign countries. If other nations can not 
compete in their own countries with American manufacturers 
in this line of products, how can they compete in our own markets 


Have they not had protection against 





for the trade of the American farmer, with or wit} 
tariff? 

I agree with you that lumber should be on the free 
that it would give cheaper lumber to the American ; 
for in my opinion the price of lumber to the consumer j 7 
fixed by trade agreements, and that price would be so fiya; 
whether it comes from our own soil or from Canadian 
would be glad, however, to see lumber coming from C ln + 
conserve, as far as possible, the remnants of our fading foros 
and I would cheerfully vote again, as I have done in the 
for free lumber if you gentlemen on that side of the H, 
present the question freed from this unwise and unju; 
sition that our markets shall be opened to the farm prov 
all the world. 

It was only a few days since that your leader [Mr. xp: 
woop] proclaimed to the House that you proposed to 1 
tariff one schedule at a time. If that is your sincere j 
why do you present this bill in this form, containing 
from numerous schedules in the tariff law? 

Give to the Members on both sides of this House the oppo, 
tunity to cast their votes on these propositions separat, By 
this bill you admit a very little good legislation in order to get 
through a great deal of bad and ruinous legislation. Whey yoy 
ask the farmer to sell all of his great products in a free jarket 
in order to buy his little lumber in a free market he wil! gay 
to you that your exchange of markets is unfair to him and the 
price you demand is too high. 

What will be the result if we pass this bill placing agricy). 
tural implements on the free list? It has been stated her 
already some American manufacturers of agriculturs ; 
ments have moved to Canada in order to get their products into 
Canada free of duty. What will be the result now, with ( 
ada charging us a tariff on agricultural implements, and \ 


mitting them free from Canada? Will not the inevitable result 
be, under the laws of trade, to compel the American manu 
turers to move across the line, where they will not only have 
the Canadian market free, but will also have the ket 
in the United States free—when they will have the markets of 
both these great agricultural countries free—if you jjss this 
bill? 

Will it be of benefit to the American farmer to drive this 


great industry, monopoly though it be, into Canadian t ry’ 
It will deprive us of the vast amount of labor now engaged in 
making farm machinery in the United States and trausfer it to 
other hands across the line. 

I do not know how many men are employed in this industry 
in the United States, but there are thousands upon thousands 
of them. As I see it, we should continue to give to these men 
the right to work and a chance to clothe and care for their 
families, and to the American farmer a chance to feed them. 

Let us not forget our first duty is to the citizens of our own 
country. Observing this principle, it will be a true ¢ 
the solution of many of these great economic problems. 
be the rule of my official acts, the lodestar toward w! 
feet shall plod. 


It shall 


In deciding whether or not this will be of benefit to the Amer- 
ican farmer, it is important to consider the probable coi) i 
that may come to him from other countries in those things 
which he produces. It is well to know something of thie jro- 
duction of other agricultural countries and of the amount of 
grain and meats they produce, as compared with the amount 


that we produce, per capita. The United States, with 90,000.) 
people, produces annually about 700,000,000 bushels of \ i, 
or about 7 bushels per capita. We produce 2,660,000,00 sh- 
els of corn, or about 26 bushels per capita. We produce 1.0\\~ 
000,000 bushels of oats, or 12 bushels per capita, We lave 10 
this country 64,000,000 cattle, which is a little more than two 
thirds of a head per capita; 57,000,000 sheep, a little less than 
two-thirds of a head per capita; and 47,000,000 hogs, 0! . 
one-half head per capita. 

Canada has a population of 8,000,000 people. It produced ‘2 
1909, 167,000,000 bushels of wheat, or 21 bushels per ‘ 
That is three times as much per capita as is produced . 
United States. Canada raised 375,000,000 bushels of o's. 
47 bu&hels per capita. That is four times as much to te |" 
son as we produced in this country. Canada has ~),\""\"" 
sheep, or two and one-half head per capita, which is hi") 
four times as many to the person as we produce in [t's 
country. . 

Argentina has a population of 6,000,000. That country [| 
duced 162,000,000 bushels of wheat, or 27 bushels per ©\)''": 
nearly four times as much as we produce to the person. §°"" 
country produces 136,000,000 bushels of corn, about 25 busis 
to the person, or almost as much as the United States |" 
duces. Argentina has 26,000,000 cattle, or four and one-titd 
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head 


ner capita as we have in the United States. That coun- 


s 77,000,000 sheep, or 15 sheep to the person, nearly 20 
a . os many 2s we have in the United States. It has 3,000,000 
oe the same per capita as we have. That country exported 
. 9 9,000,000 bushels of oats and 90,000,000 bushels of 
wi . : 

. xico has almost as many cattle per capita as has the 


United States, and it has more sheep and goats per capita. That 
a exported to the United States in 1909, 65,000 cattle and 
“) the year before, in spite of the tariff duty of $3.75 per 


ce 


' Republic of Brazil has a population of 20,000,000. Its 
. number 25,000,000, or one and one-fourth head per capita, 
sat is nearly twice as many to the person as has the United 
Uy uay has a population of 1,000,000 people. In 1902 that 
Popublic had 7,000,000 cattle, or 7 head per capita. That is 10 
ti is many per capita as we have in the United States. It 
b 18,000,000 sheep, which is 18 head per capita, and that is 
n 80 times as many to the person as we have in this 





Chairman, there is no reason why these countries can 
not produce Sheep and cattle and meat stuffs and breadstuffs 
n cheaply than we can produce them in the United States, 
C ia has just as good access to our chief cattle and sheep 
1 ets as have many of our own farmers. They are raising 

ind sheep on land that is worth $10 per acre. Farmers 

io and Illinois and Indiana and all those great meat-pro- 
ducing States are raising sheep and cattle on land that is worth 


17 nd $250 per acre. I submit that our farmers can not 
empete under those conditions with the meat-producing people 
of nada. hey are raising wheat and oats and barley on 


= 
s 

cheap land. It is not sufficient to say that the only difference 

in the price between those grains in Canada and in the United 


States is due to the difference in transportation. Take it any- 
where along the line where there is no difference in trans- 


portation, where the wheat and oats and barley and cattle on 


that side of the line are just as near to Duluth and Chicago 
and Minneapolis as on this side of the line, there is a difference 


in the price of these commodities, notwithstanding some state- 


ments to the contrary. It is wholly immaterial to the American 
farmer as to what the price of these things is at the shipping 
port or at the great city on the seacoast where they are loaded 


for the foreign markets. The question with him is, What are 
they worth on the farm? They are not worth as much on the 
farm in Canada as on the farm in the Dakotas and Minnesota 
and Towa and Missouri and the other States where they are pro- 


duced. Now, why this difference in price? It is because of a 
duty on these things, and just the instant that duty is removed 


those commodities will seek a common level. Wheat will go 
up a little in the town on the Canadian side of the line; it 
will go down a little in the town on this side of the line; and 


to the person, which is six and one-half times as many 
‘ 


the American farmer is bound to suffer in the value of his | 


products, 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpbERWoop] made a 
statement the other day that in his judgment neither reci- 
procity nor the free-list bill would affect the price of wheat. 


On last Wednesday I copied from a local paper in my city a 


dispatch which appeared in the market reports from Chicago. | 


I will read it: 


a at is bearish, due to proposed moctpnestty with Canada. The 
prospect of the passage of the treaty has had a depressing effect and 
Wheat is lower. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. STERLING. I will. 
_Mr. ALLEN. Is it not a fact that last week, while we were 
cep 


iting the Canadian reciprocity bill, wheat went from 80 
cents On Monday to 85 cents on Saturday? 

Mr. STERLING. 
from Chicago on last Wednesday, and so far as I have seen 
the market reports from Chicago they have been against wheat 
all the time, and have been going against wheat from the 
Ume the President sent his message on reciprocity to this 
House down to the present time. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the gentleman yield further? 


Mr. STERLING. Is the gentleman from Ohio talking about 
cash wheat? 


Mr, ALLEN. Yes. 
b Mr. STERLING. Then he is mistaken about it. It might 
© that some days wheat has sprung up a little, but the tend- 
oo has been downward all the time, until to-day the wheat 
n the bins of the American farmer is worth 28 cents a bushel 
less than it was a year ago at this time. 

Mr. MADISON. Will the gentleman yield to me? 


It did not. Here are the market reports | 


Mr. STERLING. 

Mr. MADISON. 
price in recent 
decline began? 

Mr. STERLING. It began very markedly, I am sure, about 
the time that Congress acted on the reciprocity sure at the 
hi 


Yes. 
It 


months. 


is true that wheat has been 


Does the gentleman know 


in 
the 


falling 
when 


S 


. = mea 
tst session. 


Mr. MADISON. Will the gentleman yield for a further ques- 





tion ? 

Mr. STERLING. Yes. 

Mr. MADISON. Is it not true that the decline began in 
October when there was not even a suggestion of Canadian reci- 
procity ? 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. It is always lower in October. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Will the gentleman from Illinois 
yield? 

Mr. STERLING. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. On the 26th of January, the day 
the reciprocity bill was introduced in the House accompanied by 
the message of the President nited States, the kind of 
wheat that the northwester fa raise was $L06§ per 
bushel cash in Minneapolis, and in Winnipeg on that day it was 
07 cents. Two days afterwards, on the 28th, in Winnipeg, wheat 
went up a cent and a half, and the Minneapolis market went 
down 5 cents, and prices have been going gradually downward 
for this grade of wheat ever since, until within the last two or 
three days it has gone up 2 or 3 cents. That is the kind of 
wheat that the farmers in the Northwest raise 250,000,000 
bushels of. These farmers have already lost pretty nearly 
$5,000,000 on the crop they had in their bins. 

Mr. MADISON. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield for a 
statement? 

Mr. STERLING. If it is brief. 

Mr. MADISON. I want to state that the fact is, and every 
man who has followed the market reports knows it, that the 


decline in wheat began last October or September, and has: been 
continuous from that time until 


i ROW. 


It began before there was 


a single suggestion of reciprocity, and there is no evidence that 
the President’s message or the discussion on reciprocity—aside 
from the immediate day when the Canadian reciprocity matt 
was brought into this Congress—had anything on earth to do 
with the decline in wheat. 

Mr. STERLING. I will say in reply that it makes no dif 
ference what we say here about these things, when it appears 
to be the fact that on the great wheat markets of the country 
the price of wheat depressed, and buyers and sellers of 
wheat give that as the reason why it has gone down. That 
ought to settle the question as to what influence is at work 
destroying the value of the farmers’ wheat. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STERLING. I will. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. If the gentleman from Kansas 
will look up the record for an indefinite number of years past, 
he will find that wheat invariably in the United States is re- 
dueed in price from about July or August and continues in 


for some months, 


about December or January. 


reduction and begins to advance in pri 


He will find that that has always 


been the record in this country until they sprung this re 
procity proposition. This time it has gone down and rem ! 
down, and it can be due to no other cause than proposed 
| reciprocity. 

Mr. STERLING. The wheat markets of the country cha 
the decline to reciprocity. That ought to satisfy th nt 
man from Kansas. 

Mr. Chairman, I have spoken of the possibilities of co1 
tion with Canada. What may we expect from the rich I 
cultural lands to the south of us? It is true that this bill « 

| not admit cattle and sheep free from Mexico, but it does ad 
beef and mutton and lamb and veal. It admits all meats, fre 
and cured, free from Mexico, along with all other « itries. 
| Gentlemen talk about striking a blow at the: poli Have 
we not reached a point in this debate when ld pi r 
for some one to suggest the name of a monopoly that would be 


suppressed or injuriously affected by this bill? 


I know it will not be the packers. They will build packing 
houses just across the line, buy cheaper cattle from the h 
endas of Mexico, send it into the great marts of the | “] 
States free of duty, and sell it to the American consumer, ! 


at monopoly prices. The same conditions will apply to « 
countries and to other industries. The inevitable lay , 
will simply compel a change of location of t 
cheaper field for raw material, without affecting t! 
power of the industry to sell its produ 

sumer at any price it may fix. 


he industry t a 
@ mo! olistie 
ts to the ultimate 
Your whole scheme 


con- 


in the 


is 





656 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. Apri 


interest of monopoly. You propose to give it a cheaper market 


in which to buy, and the certain and only result will be to in- | 


crease the margin of monopoly’s profits. 

The packers in Argentina are already prepared for this pleas- 
ing advantage which you propose to give them. Even American 
packers are there to receive the benefits which you hold out 
to what you choose to call the Beef Trust. It will be a very 
easy matter for this powerful influence to dominate the price of 
beef at Buenos Aires as well as at Chicago. 

let me quote from a report on trade conditions in Argentina, 
issued last year by the International Bureau of American 
Republics: 

Meat preparation: In 1902 there were three frigorificas (cold-storage 
plants). Since then they have increased so rapidly as to introduce in- 
jurious competition. A recent movement has been made toward con- 
solidating the larger ones, so as to control the market, and it is said 
that American capital is interested. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STERLING. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT. Did the gentleman support the amendment 
offered to the reciprocity bill by the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. MARTIN]? 

Mr. STERLING, I did not. 

Mr. GARRETT. Really, what I meant was to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman to the fact that my friend from South 
Dakota [Mr. MARTIN] presented his amendment, and gave as a 
reason for it that it was striking a blow at the Beef Trust. The 
gentleman says that it is not. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. Chairman, let us look a little further 
at the situation in Mexico. It is a wonderfully fertile country. 
They have an immense territory, with the best beef and mutton 
producing grasses in all the world. The land is worth $3, $7, 
and $10 an acre. They can produce beef and mutton very 
cheaply. They have cheaper access to the great centers of popu- 
lation in the United States than have the farmers of the Missis- 
sippi Valley. They have water transportation to all the great 
markets on both our eastern and western seaboards. Mexico 
has water transportation to the very heart of the Mississippi 
Valley, and they can produce meat and grain and sell it in the 
American markets cheaper than can the American farmer. 

For 40 years the farmers of the East and of the Middle West 
have been in competition with the great grass ranges of the 
West, where cattle and sheep have been grown cheaply on the 


public lands. That competition has about ended, but no sooner | 


is he relieved of that unequal competition than you propose to 
burden him with another, more unequal and more enduring, by 
placing him in competition with all the cheap grass lands of 
both the North and South American Continents, of which there 
are countless millions of acres. 

And that is not all—indeed that is but one-half of it—you 
propose to put him ia competition with the lowest grade and 
lowest paid agricultural labor anywhere in the civilized world— 
with the greasers of Mexico and the mixed bloods of South 
America. 

That, gentlemen, is the proposition you offer the American 
farmer to heal the wounds which you made by passing the reci- 
procity bill. Your farmers’ free list isa humbug. If it becomes 
a law, it will, as the years go by, lay prostrate that greatest of 
all industries—American agriculture. 

THE HIGH COST OF LIVING. 


The friends of these two Democratic measures haye had much 
trouble with their arguments. They assert that this legisla- 


tion would not reduce the price received by the farmer for his | 


products. They also assert that it will decrease the cost of 
these products to the consumer. I feel quite sure they have 
not succeeded in even satisfying themselves of the soundness 
of either statement. As a matter of fact, it must be apparent 
to all of us that neither statement is true. If one buys cheaper, 
then some one must sell cheaper. If the ultimate consumer gets 
his meat and breadstuffs cheaper, who in the line of trade will 
make this discount to him? There is at least one, and some- 
times several, middlemen between the farmer at one end of 
the line and the ultimate consumer at the other. Next to the 
farmer is standing either the miller, the packer, or the cold- 
storage man. Next comes the jobber, the wholesaler, and the 
retailer, and, lastly, the ultimate consumer. Who in this line 
proposes to discount his selling price so that the ultimate con- 
sumer can live cheaper? If anyone does, it will be the farmer, 
because he is the only man in the line that does not control the 
price at which he sells. He is the only one who asks the buyer 
how much he will pay. All the rest of them tell the buyer 
how much he must pay. These trusts and monopolies of which 
we speak are doing business somewhere between the original 
producer and the ultimate consumer, and where monopolies do 
exist, they exist for the sole and only purpose of fixing the 





price at which they will sell to the consumer. They 
this with reference to these great necessities of life 
they come from the soil of the United States or fro 
soil. You need not expect them to make any gratu 
ductions to the consumer even though they do buy c! 
the markets of the world. 

The farmers’ price is fixed largely by the supply and 
mand. You propose by this legislation to so increase ; 
ply in our great markets that the price to the America; 
will be the same as to the farmers in cheaper countri: 
legislation is bound to reduce the price on the far 
affecting the price to the consumer. It simply widens 
gin of profits for the middlemen, even though they may be 
lies, which stand between the original producer and th. 
consumer. 

HOW TO DEAL WITH MONOPOLIES, 


You can not suppress and prevent monopolies by tarift 
tion. Other countries are burdened with monopolies as 
this, and the people of this country under free trade pa, 
to foreign as well as domestic monopolies. But the ). 
the power to prevent all monopolies in this country, ; 
within the province of the Congress to make that power o! 


| It is our plain duty to submit to the States of the | 


amendment to the Constitution giving to Congress the | 
suppress and prevent monopolies by appropriate le: 
Permit me to say that I have introduced in this Congr 


| resolution for that purpose, and I ask of every Me: 


thoughtful consideration of that question, 
The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hopson] deplored { 
that the people were drifting from the country to the t 


|} do I. It shows that there is something wrong in our 


system. The purpose of humanity is to live, and it wi! 


| place where life is easiest. Men are attracted to the 


the great industrial centers because they find there livi: 


| little more certain and their labor a little more rem 


| city, and thus accelerate this movement which lhe so 


Even under present conditions the tendency is toward | 
Life is not quite so easy in the country as in the ci! 
the gentleman from Alabama proposes by this legis 
widen the difference between life in the country and 


| regrets. 





Mr. Chairman, I would be glad, indeed, if we could 
mad desire, this hot haste on the part of the Democrat 
to strike this blow at the agricultural interests of t! 


| It will hardly be possible to defeat the passage of | 


the House. Some good may come, however, fro! 


| determination of the Democracy to carry the co 


that ruinous free-trade policy which they inaugu 

in power. I trust the country will discover tl: 
effect of this legislation before that party can gai! 
in all the branches of government. I do not believ: 
desire to go back to conditions that existed under 1 
The legislation which you have urged so far tends in 1! 
tion, and the hope of the country rests in finding you « 
you have achieved your purpose. [Applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the 2 
from Pennsylvania if he desires to yield any more t 
evening? 

Mr. DALZELL. I can not use any more time this « 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the committee rose; and the Speaker | 


| Sumed the chair, Mr. ALEXANDER, Chairman of the (' 


of the Whole House on the state of the Union. re! 


| that committee had had under consideration the bill I. | 


and had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. BornHner was granted | 
sence indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 1 
consent that all gentlemen who have spoken on 1! 
who speak on the bill may have leave to extend thei! 
in the Recorp within five legislative days after the : 
of the bill. 

Mr. LANGLEY. May I ask the gentleman if tha‘ 
gentlemen who are merely yielded the floor for the }'! 
asking leave to extend remarks? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Any gentleman who address 
House will be included in this request. 

Mr. LANGLEY. The gentleman said those who Ss} 
this bill. Of course, that is not speaking on the bill. 








1911. 


SPEAKER. It is always construed that way. The | 
oman from Alabama asks unanimous consent that every- 
, a. who has spoken on this bill or who may hereafter speak | 
i+ shall have leave for five legislative days to extend their | 
omnarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 
“\f JAMES. The gentleman’s request was for five legisla- | 
tive days after the bill is completed. 

“rhe SPEAKER. For five legislative days after the bill is | 
cc], Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
and it is so ordered. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means if he proposes on 
to-morrow to give way to the Committee on the Census to bring 
the reapportionment bill? 





it 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think that is the understanding. 
Mr. AUSTIN. I desire the information so those of us who 


are interested in it will be here to-morrow. 
ADJOURN MENT, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand the apportionment bill 
| be called up in the morning and completed before this bill 
Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do | 


wil 
is again considered. 
now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 2 
minutes) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, | 
April 27, 1911, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor, transmitting report of Special Agent 
w. A. Graham Clark on cotton goods in Latin America, was | 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means (H. Doc, No. 37). 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Post Office Department, to which was referred the resolu- 
tion of the House (H. Res, 109) to investigate the Post Office 
Department and service, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 13), which said bill and report 


were referred to the House Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 7594) to consolidate certain 
branches of the War Department and the Army, and to decrease | 
the expense thereof; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 7595) to increase the com- 
pensation of rural mail carriers; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7596) to establish a fish hatchery at 
Peoria, in the State of Illinois; to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 7597) to amend river and 
harbor act of March 3, 1899, making appropriation for improve- 
= of upper White River; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Lurpors, 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 7598) to repeal section 1 of the act of 
Mi rch 3, 1875, entitled “An act granting to railroads the right 
of way through the public lands of the United States”; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 
_By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 7599) to increase appropria- 
‘ion for site and erection of public building at Ashland, Ky.; 
to tt e Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

by Mr. CANDLER: A Dill (H. R. 7600) to provide for the 
survey of the Tombigbee River in Alabama and Mississippi; to 
tie Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 7601) to prohibit the use of 
Crinking cups and to prevent the communicating of infectious 
Giseases; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

__ Also, a bill (CH. R. 7602) to authorize the Secretary of the 
freasury to appoint a deputy collector of customs at Belhaven, 
N \.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7603) authorizing the establishment of 
*<perimental parcel post limited to the delivery limits of rural 
I utes; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

_By Mr. HOBSON: A bill (H. R. 7604) to authorize commis- 
“obs to issue in the cases of officers retired or advauced on the 
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| 75) reducing the number of Capitol police; to the Committee 


retired list 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 7605) for the extension of Mary- 
land Avenue east of Fifteenth Street to M Street NE.; to the 


with increased rank; to the Committee on Naval 


| Committee on the District of Columbia. 


-By Mr. BOWMAN: A bill (H. R. 7606) to provide for the 
incorporation, control, and government of associations organ- 
ized to carry on business entering into or becoming a part of 
interstate commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 


| eign Commerce. 


By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 7607) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 


at Lake Geneva, Walworth County, Wis.; to the Committee on 


| Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 7608) to amend section 
of the Postal Laws and Regulations; 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (CH. R. 
the statutes relating to patents: to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. LEE of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 7610) to add 31,000 
acres of land, by purchase or condenmation, to the Chattanooga 
and Chickamauga National Military Park, and appropriating 
$761,000 for that purpose; to the Committee on Military Af- 


ee 


to the Committee on 


7609) to revise and amend 


| fairs. 


By. Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7611) to provide for hold- 
ing the district court of the United States for Porto Rico during 
the absence from the island of the United States district judge; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A joint (EL. J. 


resolution 


Res, 
on 
Accounts, 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 128) declaring vacant certain 
offices in the service of the House of Representatives, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 

By Mr. PRAY: A memorial of Legislature of Montana, 
favoring legislation for the termination of the treaty with 
Russia of 1832; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Accounts. 
the 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 7612) granting an increase of 
pension to Ezra P. Gallion; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 7613) granting a peusion 
to Gabino Bernal: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 7614) granting a pension 
to Joseph Marshall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7615) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Medick; to the Committee on Invalid 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 7616) granting an increase of 
pension to David W. Stafford; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI, 
Joseph Shreck ; 


resolutions 


Pensions. 


R. 7617) granting 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 7618) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Twichell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7619) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Rowley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Spehn; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7621) granting an increas of 
J. J. Dillon: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 7622) granting a pension 
James C. Shackleford; to the Committee on Pensions 

sy Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 7623) granting an increase of 


an increase of pension to 


THO) 


se 


pension to 


pension to Stephen F. Oliver; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7624) granting an increase of pension to 
Selon H. Case: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. COOPER (by request): A bill (H. R. 7625) retiring 
Thomas Harrison, a clerk in the Naval Observatory, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 7626) granting an increase of 


pension to John Mahoney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7627) to correct the military record 
Alfred A. Burris; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7628) for the relief of Andrew B,. Ritté 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (HI. R. 7629) ting 


an increase of pension to William R. Huffman 
on Invalid Pensions. 


‘to the Ce 
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Also. a bill (H. R. 7630) to pension Army teamsters; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7631) for the relief of Asa S. 
Huzill: to the Cominittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DIFENDERFER: A bill (H. R. 7682) granting an 
increase of pension to Cyrus Harrison; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARR: A bill (H. R. 7683) granting a pension to 
Catherine M. Wardell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 7634) granting a pension to 
Frank Selmar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODWIN eof Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 7635) grant- 
ing a pension te Sarah McIntosh McGill; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 7636) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza 8S. Byram; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 7687) granting an increase of 
pension to James F. Churchill; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7638) granting an increase of pension to 
Gardiner Roberts, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7639) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Wheeler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. HARRIS: A bill (H. R. 7640) to correct the military 
record of Frederic E. Fiske; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLE PAGE: A bill (H. R. 7641) granting a pen- 
sion to Bryant T. Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7642) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Halli; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7643) granting a pension to William D. 
Mediey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7644) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Cyrus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7665) granting an increase of pe 
Francis M. Harris; te the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7666) granting a pension to J 
Howse ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 7667) granting a j» 
Cecil R. Berry; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7668) granting a pension to T) 
Davis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7669) for the relief of the estate of ; 
Thomas C. Fuller; to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7670) for the relief of the estate 
B. Myers, surviving partner of John Myers & Son: to it} 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7671) for the relief of the estate of s 
R. Fowle, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7672) for the relief of Mary J. \ 
to the Committee on Claims. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7673) for the relief of the estz 
Havens; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7674) for the relief of the estate 
Jesse R. Stubbs; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 7675) to carry out the findings of th, 
of Claims in the case of the Catholic Church in Was! 
N. C.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7676) to carry out the findings of {| 


| of Claims in the case of the Methodist Episcopal Chur. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7645) granting an increase of pension to 


John Walton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LATTLETON: A bill (H. R. 7646) granting a pen- 
sion to Emma J. Crocker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7647) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Stephen L. Haff and to grant him 
an honorable discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McHENRY: A bill (H. R. 7648) granting an increase 
of pension to J. P. Hayman; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


$y Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 7649) granting an in- | 


crease of pension to James M. Wood; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 7650) for the relief of L S. | 


Rogers and J. L. Worthley; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7651) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary L. Jarvis; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7652) granting an increase of pension to 
Jose La Lerz Lovato; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7653) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew W. Duggan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 7654) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John P, Goshen; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 7655) granting an 


increase of pension to William H. Case; to the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7656) to grant an honorable discharge to 
William H, Riddensdale; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7657) to refund moneys paid into the 
Treasury of the United States through mistake; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. PEPPER: A bill (H. R. 7658) granting an increase of 


pension to William H. McCune; to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7659) granting an increase of pension to 
Herman F. Bonorden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7660) granting 
a pension to Eliza Lake Sprague; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7661) granting a pension to Nora Wayman; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7662) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Hardy; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 7663) granting an increase 
of pension to Nathan Shipman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7664) granting an increase of pension to 
John Dryman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





in Washington, N. C.; to the Committee on War Claim 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7677) to carry out the findings of | 
of Claims in the case of the Presbyterian Church in \ 
ton, N. C.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7678) to carry out the findings of 
of Claims in the case of J. W. Howett, administrator of \ 
Howett, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7679) to carry into effect the p: 
of the act of Congress approved March 4, 1909, relating 
veys of waters of North Carolina where fishing is prohil 
law; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 7680) granting an i) 
pension to George W. Corl; to the Committee on Iny;: 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7681) to correct the military rr 
John W. Conkling; to the Committee on Military Aff 

By Mr. WHITACRE: A bill (H. R. 7682) granti: 


| crease of pension to John W. Randels; to the Comuitt 


Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7683) granting an increase of | 
Joseph R. Junkin; to the Committee on Invalid P: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7684) granting an increase « 
Charles C. Stover; to the Committee on Invalid I: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7685) granting an increase 
David M. Kirkstetter; to the Committee on Invalid P 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7686) granting an increase of 
Lyman H. Milner; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7687) granting a pension to J 
fossan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7688) fo 
of Henry J. Bolander; to the Committee on Military Af 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7689) for the relief of John G. R 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers w 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of citizens of Cincinnati 
favoring the withdrawal of troops along the Mexican | 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BULKLEY: Resolution of the Cleveland conf 
board of the International Molders’ Union of North A: 
protesting against the 10-cent tax on oleomargarine as 
ship on the working classes; to the Committee on Ag! 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: Papers accompanying 
6160, granting an increase of pension to William Benn 
Oscar Arnold, of Fond du Lac, Wis., requesting a pension: 
to accompany a bill for the relief of Abner Hampton; | 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Luke P. O’Toole, of Bri 
N. Y., protesting against any new arbitration treaty with 
Britain; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Chamber of Comme! 
Pittsburg, Pa., protesting against the tax on oleomargari. 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of 139 citizens o! 
wert, favoring the establishment of a national health de! 
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ment: to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior De 
artment. 


Ry Mr. FULLER: Petition of Q. C. Barber, of Akron, Ohio, 
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favoring physical valuation of railroads, etc.; to the Committee | 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, petition of Carolina Bagging Co., of Henderson, N. C., 
inst the free-list bill admitting jute free of duty; to the 


on 


Agi 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Petition of citizens of Hedrick and Eldon, 
Iowa, against parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LAMB: Resolutions of Subdivision 475, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, Texas; Branch No. 95, Glass-Bottle 
Blowers’ Association of the United States and Canada; Ohio 
Federation of Women’s Clubs, and Hyperion Club, of Nelson- 
ville, Ohio; American Federation of Labor, Lodge No. 12868, 
Bedford, Ind.; Trades and Labor Assembly of Massillon, Ohio; 
and Union 713, Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of 
America, favoring repeal of tax on oleomargarine; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LOBECK: Petition of Italian citizens of Omaha, 
Nebr., requesting that the tax on Italian lemons be repealed ; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


' 


By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of citizens of | 
South Dakota, for general pension bill; to the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: Petition of the W. E. Barret Co., 
Providence, R. I., favoring the passage of the Esch phosphorus 


bill: to the Committee on Ways and Meuns. 
By Mr. PETERS: Resolutions of Central Council Irish 


County Clubs, of Boston, Mass., opposing any new arbitration 


treaty with Great Britain; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 
By Mr. PRAY: Petitions of Washington Council, Junior 


Order United American Mechanics, of Butte; Trades and Labor 
Council, Bozeman; and Local Union No. 12837, Great Falls, all 
in the State of Montana, in favor of legislation proposed by the 
Immigration Commission; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of 19 farmers of Chouteau County, Mont., in 
favor of parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Farmers’ Alliance of Gallatin County, Mont., 
against Canadian reciprocity and in favor of protection; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of the citizens of 
Lansing, Mich., for the proper observance of the Sabbath; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of George Bubb & 
Sons and others, of Williamsport, Pa., against the parcels post; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Rords. 
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Tuurspay, April 27, 1911. 


The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was read and 
approved. 
RESIGNATION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 


The VICE PRESIDENT. At the request of the senior Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. Frye], the Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication, which will be read by the Secretary. 

rhe communication was read and ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

PRESIDENT PRO TeMPORE, UNITED STATES SENATE. 
To Hon. James S. SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate. 


Dear Sir: Will you communicate to the Senate my resignation as 
President pro tempore of the Senate and convey to them my grateful 
thanks for the long service they have given me in this honorable office? 

Siacerely, yours, 


Wm. P. Frye, 


» President pro tempore. 
WASHINGTON, April 27, 1911. 


CHUGACH NATIONAL FOREST, ALASKA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
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motion 





The VICE 
to that effect? 
Mr. CULBERSON. Let 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


PRESIDENT. Does the Senator make a 
the title be read. 

The Secretary will read the title 
of the communication. The Chair was requested by a Senator 
to refer it to the Committee on Conservation of National Re- 
sources, and, unless some motion was made to the contrary, the 
Chair felt constrained to make that reference, 

The Secretary. A communication from the Secretary of the 
Interior transmitting information responsive to Senate resolu- 
tion of April 20, 1911, relative to certain lands in the Chugach 
National Forest, Alaska. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the com- 
munication and accompanying illustrations will be referred to 


the Committee on Conservation of National Resources and 
ordered to be printed (S. Doc. No, 12), 
COTTON GOODS IN LATIN AMERICA, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
eation from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, a report by Commercial Agent W. A. 
Graham Clark on cotton goods in Latin America (H. Doc. No. 
37), which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 


Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT ONEIDA, Y 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
eation from the Secretary of the Treasury and the Postmaster 


N. 


| General, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report of an investi- 


gation made as to the needs for a public building at Oneida, 


N. Y. (H. Doe. No. 30), which was referred to the Committee 


| on Public Buildings and Grounds and ordered to be printed. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
the findings of fact and conclusions of law filed under the act 
of January 20, 18S5, in the French spoliation claims set out in 
the annexed findings by the court in the following causes: 

The vessel schooner Alciope, Robert Rice, ¢xi, 
No. 32); 

The vessel ship Goddess of Plenty, Thomas Chirnside, master 
(H. Doe. No. 36) ; 


Doc. 


master 


The vessel ship Golden Age, Caleb Earl, master (H. Doce. 
No. 33); 

The vessel ship Nancy, Joseph Dill, master (H. Doc. No. 35) ; 

The vessel schooner Kitty and Maria, John Logan, master 
(H. Doe. No. 31); and 

The vessel brig Eliza, John Miller, master (H. Doc. No. 34). 

The foregoing findings and conclusions were, with the ac- 


companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented petitions of the congrega- 
tions of the Church of the Brethren of Mill Creek, Va., Over 
brook, Kans., and Elk City, Okla., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to suppress the opium evil, which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Chicago, Il!., praying for the ratification of the pro 
posed reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 161, United 
Association of Journeymen Plumbers, Fitters, Steam Fit 
ters, and Steam Fitters’ Helpers, of Quincy, Ill., praying for the 
repeal of the present oleomargarine law, which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Homer Post, No. 
ment of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, of 


Gas 


263, Depart 


Homer, Ill, 


| praying for the passage of the so-called Sulloway old-age pet 


sion bill, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present resolutions adopted 
Legislature of the State of New Hampshire, which [| ask may 
be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on VPeu- 


| sions, 


There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the 


| Committee on Pensions and ordered to be printed in the Rec- 


in response to a resolution of the 20th instant, certain informa- | 


tion relative to lands in the Chugach National Forest, Alaska. 
The communication will be referred to the Committee on Con- 
servation of National Resources and printed. 


Mr. NELSON. It should go to the Committee on Public 
Lands, I think, . 


oRD, as follows: 


STaTe or New Ham! 
House or Reps 
Concord, \N. H 1 / f 
Hon. Jacosp H. GALLINGER, 
Washington, D. C 
Dear Sir: The following resolution was passed b th nehes of 
our legislature during the closing week 
“ Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), 
That whereas a bill known as the Sulloway bill, granting pensions to 


certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served in the Civil War 
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| _ 
and the War with Mexico, has been introduced in the House of Repre- | Mr. McLEAN presented memorials of sundry citize: 


entativ in the Cong of the United States: Therefore be it | Britain. Torri . ¢ , 
“Resolved by the he of representatives of New Hampshire (the | PT!taln, Torrington, Naugatuck, and Waterbury, 


—s 


s 


‘ 


senate concurring), hat we approve of the provisions of said bill and | State of Connecticut, remonstrating against the rati 
do hereby respectfully urge our Representatives and Senators in Con- | the proposed treaty of arbitration between the Uy if 


gress to vote for and use every honorable means to secure the passage . os k . : 
of said bill. E _ and Great Britain, which were referred to the Com: 


f = monet ca ose, of this seomaten, signed by the clerks of | Foreign Relations. 
ho syranches 0 is gisiature se e Represe ive ale , 1 ot ‘ y 
Senators from New Hampshire in ‘the Greens of the United States” me _ : - asentes @ memorial of Local Grange No. 56, 
In accordance with the above resolution we are herewith transmitting of Husbandry, of East Haddam, Conn., remonstrati 
the same. ; ~ | the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agrex 
Sete, CEU Clerk uf te Meant af eleinuestioes. | a United Sates and Canade, which was referred 
Martin W. FirzPaTricK |; Vommittee on Finance. 
Clerk of the Senate. | Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of the Oakland Pp 

Mr. GALLINGER presented memorials of Felts Mills Union, | Trade, of Pittsburg, Pa., and a petition of Local Broa: 
No. 6: of Marble City Union, No. 67; of Palmer Union, No. 7: | 95, Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association, of Brackenrid 
and of Thomsen Union, No. 158, of Schuylerville, all of the | Praying for the repeal of the present oleomargarine | 
International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, in the State of | Were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For 
New York, and of sundry citizens of Claremont and Franklin, He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of It 
N. HL, remoustrating against the ratification of the proposed | Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to reduce 
reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and | Postage to 1 cent per ounce, which was referred to the C 
Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. tee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Concord Harness Co., of He also presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 698. Pp». 
Concord, N. H., praying that harness leather be placed on the | trons of Husbandry, of Charlesville, Pa., remonstrati 
free list, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agree: 

Mr. BRIGGS presented memorials of Local Granges of Mon- | tween the United States and Canada, which was referred 
mouth, Johnsonburg, Cedarville, Pemberton, Pennington, Spring | Committee on Finance. 

Mills, Egg Harbor, Delaware, and Marlton, all of the Patrons He also presented a memorial of the Parnell Club, of Ph 

of Husbandry, in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating against | phia, Pa., remonstrating against the ratification of the pr 

the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement be- | treaty of arbitration between the United States and (reat 
tween the United States and Canada, which were referred to | Britain, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
the Committee on Finance. | lations. ; 

He also presented a petition of the Musicians’ Mutual Benefit He also presented petitions of Washington Camps No. 588, of 
Association, of Elizabeth, N. J., praying for the enactment of legis- | Newtown; No. 46, of Minersville; No. 102, of Steelton; No. 427, 
lation to prohibit competition by military or naval bands with | of Molltown; and No. 273, of Hatboro, of the Patriotic Order 
civilian organizations, which was referred to the Committee on | Sons of America, and of Lawrence Lodge, No. 487, Intern: 
Military Affairs. Association of Mechanics of Pittsburg, all in the State of Penn- 

He also presented a petition of the Mercer County Federation | Sylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to further re 
of Labor, of Trenton, N. J., praying for the enactment of lJegis- | Strict immigration, which were referred to the Committee on 
lation providing higher pay for Federal employees, which was | Immigration. 
referred to the Committee on Finance. Mr. BURNHAM presented memorials of sundry citizens of War- 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New Jersey, | ner and Franklin, N. H., and of Local Union No. 25, of Ba 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the pro- | and Local Union of Ticonderoga, of the International Brothet 
tection of the waters of Niagara Falls, which was referred to | hood of Paper Makers, in the State of New York, remonstrating 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade a 

He also presented petitions of Dodd Post, Major Dandy Post, | ment between the United States and Canada, which were r 
Wheeler Post, Lincoln Post, and Slocum Post, all of the Grand | ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Army of the Republic, Department of New Jersey, praying for Mr. CRAWFORD presented a memorial of sundry farmers 
the passage of the so-called old-age pension bill, which were | and business men of Brown County, S. Dak., remonstrating 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trad 

He also presented petitions of Local Camps of Peapack and | ment between the United States and Canada, whic! 
Pennington, Patriotic Order Sons of America; of Friendship | ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Council and Anthony Wayne Council, Junior Order United Mr. WARREN presented a memorial of the American 
American Mechanics; and of sundry citizens, all in the State of | Live Stock Association and of the Cattle Raisers’ Associ 
New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to further | Texas, remonstrating against live stock and meats bei 
restrict immigration, which were referred to the Committee on | on the free list, and also against the ratification of the 
Immigration. reciprocal trade agreement between the United St 

Mr. SHIVELY presented a petition of Local Union No. 203, | Canada, which was referred to the Committee on Fina! 
Federation of Musicians, American Federation of Labor, of Mr. BRISTOW presented petitions of Ficksburg 
Hammond, Ind., and a petition of Local Union No. 12868, of | 72, Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Repu 
Bedford, Ind., praying for the repeal of the present oleomar- | Humboldt; of Major Rankin Post, No. 439, Department 
garine law, which were referred to the Committee on Agricul-| sas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Kincaid, Kans.; 
ture and Forestry. sundry veterans of the Civil War, of Erie, in the State 

He also presented memorials of Columbus Grange, No. 2174, | sas, praying for the passage of the so-called Sulloway 
of Columbus, and of West Grove Grange, No. 2117, Patrons of | pension bill, which were referred to the Committee « 
Husbandry, of Pennville; of Sugar Grove Grange, of Whitley | sions, 

County; and of sundry citizens of Elkhart, all in the State of Mr. MYERS. I present a joint memorial of the Lezis! 
Indiana, remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed | of the State of Montana, which I ask may be printed | 
reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and | Recorp and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. There being no objection, the joint memorial was referre'! | 

He also presented petitions of William Russ, W. T. Epmeier, | the Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in t! it 
George Wintemhimer, and six other citizens of Evansville, Ind., | onp, as follows: 
all stockholders in the United Wireless Co. of America, praying | House joint memorial 11—A memorial to Congress of the Unit 
that an investigation be made into the wireless-telegraph sys-| ‘sing the ratification of the trade agreement with the Dom! 


tem of the country, which were referred to the Committee on | _ ©22@4@- : 
I - > O ere To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Con 
nterstate Commerce. the United States assembled: 
He also presented a petition of Henry H. Moore and 10 other her Race i eal af — ee 
7 “ - es Whereas there is now pending before the Congress of the | 
veterans of the Civil War, of Mooreland, Ind., and a petition of | States a bill to enact into law the trade agreement betiveen the 
Boone Post, No. 202, Grand Army of the Republic, Department | erates of —— _ —— of Canada — — 
ian: Fi yj wi » na pn | Whereas the ratification of this agreement w materially red 
of Indiana, of Zionsville, Ind., praysng for the passage of the | yresent high cost of living to the people of the United States a 
so-called old-age pension bill, which were referred to the Com- | furnish an increased market for the products of the Northwest 
mittee on Pensions. therefore, A it. : ‘ ; f the Twelfth 1 
8 rese a > ri . y Cl < esolved by the house of representatives o he Ticelfth Legis: 
I rs — — unas: ‘l a of sundry citizens of Hymera, Assembly of the State of Montana (the senate concurring), Tha' 
nd., a a memorial e members of the Socialist Party of | assembly hereby urgently petition the Congress of the United Sta 
Mishawaka, Ind... :enionstrating against the mobilizing of the | ratify said trade agreement without delay. 
United States trcops on the Mexican border, which were referred Mr. POMERENE. I present a joint resolution passed by 


to the Committee on Foreign Relations. General Assembly of the State of Ohio, petitioning Congress t 
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‘de for the call of a convention to propose an amendment 
.. Constitution of the United States prohibiting polygamy. 
chat the joint resolution be read and referred to the Com- 
on the Judiciary. 
rhere being no objection, the joint resolution was read and 
forred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 
THe STATE OF OHIO, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
trates or America, State of Ohio, ss: 


ries H. Graves, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, do 
certify that the following is an exemplified copy, carefully com- 
“with the original rolls now on file in this office, and in 


I asi 
I, ‘ 


my official 





si a"State of Ohio on the 15th day of March, A. D, 1911. 
“Tn testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and 


affixed my official seal, at Columbus, this 16th day of March, A. D. 1911. 


sEat.] Cas. H. GRAvEs, 
, Secretary of State. 
tro»wee joint resolution 13—To define the law against polygamy as 


clearly as the law is defined against bigamy. 

The contract made by Utah with the United States Government when 
admitted as a State was that polygamy should cease. From that day 
to the present Joseph Smith and the majority of his followers have 
lived in polygamy and new polygamous conditions have continued. The 
doctrine of the Mormon Church is the more spiritual its followers be- 
ome the more will they practice polygamy. The Government of the 
rnited States takes precedence over the government of the Mormon 
Church. When the Mormon hierarchy discovers that the sentiment of 
.« people of the United States is positive in its denunciation of 
‘amy, the Mormon Church has a new revelation, and again through- 
press of the country is the announcement of the doing away of 
polygamy. Soon the announcement is made to the press that there was 
no authority for the statement. The question that faces every legisla- 
tor is, Shall the United States Government be maintained or shall the 
Mormon hierarchy rule the Government? It is only necessary to refer 
to the proceedings before the United States Senate Committee on Privi- 
jeges and Elections to be convinced that polygamy is the fundamental 
doctrine of the Mormon Church. Reference should also be made to 
Pearson’s Magazine for September, October, and November, 1910, which 
will clearly explain the situation. 

The consensus of opinion of statesmen and the great majority who 
are considering the welfare of our Nation is an amendment to the Fed- 
eral Constitution prohibiting polygamy and polygamous practices. A 


cot 


the 





rf 
out 





» of Ohio, of a joint resolution adopted by the General Assembly of | for the establishment of 


custody as secretary of state, as required by the laws of the | 


concurrence resolution for an amendment to the Federal Constitution | 


prohibiting polygamy and polygamous practices has passed 13 States--— | 


New York, West Virginia, Delaware, Missouri, Maine, Iowa, North 
Dakota, New Jersey, North Carolina, Pennsylvania, Minnesota, Cali- 
fornia, and Washington. When two-thirds of the States have passed 
this resolution Congress will act as in the case of the concurrence reso- 
intion which has passed all but four of the States in regard to the 
direct vote of the people for Senators of the United States. The fol- 
lowing resolution is a Federal concurrence resolution, is not referred 
to a committee, is acted upon by both houses, does not lie on the table, 
but, under the rules, to be called up and acted upon by the assembly 
as a whole: 

Whereas it appears from investigation recently made by the Senate 


of the United States, and otherwise, that polygamy still exists in cer- | 


tain places in the United States notwithstanding prohibitory statutes 
enacted by the several States thereof; and 

Whereas the practice of polygamy is generally condemned by the peo- 
ple of the United States, and there is a demand for the more effectual 
prohibition thereof by placing the subject under Federal jurisdiction 
and control, at the same time reserving to each State the right to make 


and enforce its own laws relating to marriage and divorce: Now, 
therefore 


Resolved, That the application be made, and hereby is made, to Con- | 
gress, under the provisions of Article V of the Constitution of the | ,. 
| Keach; and 
to the Constitution of the United States whereby polygamy and poly: | 


United States, for the calling of convention to propose an amendment 


amous cohabitation shall be “4 and Congress shall be given 
power to enforce such prohibition by appropriate legislation. 

Resolved, That the legislatures of all other States of the United 
States, now in session or when next convened, be, and they hereby are, 
respectfully requested toe join in this application by the adoption of 
this or an equivalent resolution. 

Resolved further, That the secretary of state be, and he hereby is, 
directed to transmft jes of this application to the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United States, and to the several Members of 
said bodies representing this State therein; also to transmit copies 
hereof to the legislatures of all other States of the United States. 

S. J. VINING, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Hucn L. NIcHoLs, 


President of the Senate. 
Adopted, March 15, 1911. 


Mr. DU PONT presented a petition of Washington Camp, | 


No. 18, Patriotic Order of Sons of America, of Viola, Del., and 


4 petition of Washington Camp, No. 3, Patriotic Order of Sons | 


of America, of Kenton, Del., praying for the enactment of leg- 


islation to further restrict immigration, which were referred | 


to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. STEPHENSON presented memorials of sundry employees 
of the paper mills at Appleton, of sundry citizens of Schofield, 
of sundry employees of the paper mills at Wausau, of sundry 
citizens of Garfield, Weston, Grand Rapids, and Mattoon, of 
the Valley Iron Works Co., of Appleton, of sundry citizens of 
Kothschild, aad of sundry employees of the paper mills at Kim- 
berly, all in the State of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the 
ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between 


the United States and Canada, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 


Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the ratification of 
the proposed reciprocal trade between the United 
States and Canada, which to the Committee on 
Finance, 

Mr. CURTIS presented memorials of sundry citizens of Ef- 
fingham, 


agreement 


was referred 


Centralia, Oskaloosa, Seneca, Sabetha, Valley Falls, 
and Nortonville, all in the State of Kansas, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called cold-storage bill, which 
were referred to the Committee on Manufactures, 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of Henry Clouten, of West 
Roxbury, Mass., and of 200 citizens of Massachusetts, praying 


a national department of public health, 
t] 


which were referred to the Committee on Public Health and 
National Quarantine. 

Hie also presented a petition of the New England Shoe 
Wholesalers’ Association, praying for the establishment of a 


permanent 
on Finance. 


tariff board, which was referred to the Committee 

He also presented a memorial of the New England Shoe & 
Leather Association, remonstrating against placing leather boots 
and shoes on the free list, which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented memorials of sundry citizens 
of Elmwood, Stanley, Boyd, Colfax, Kewaunee County, Arkan- 
saw, Lamont, Fond du Lac County, and Lamartine, all in the 
State of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the United States 
and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Arkansaw, 
Wis., remonstrating against the mobilizing of United States 
troops on the Mexican border, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Iie also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Wisconsin, 
reinonstrating against the passage of the so-called cold-storage 
bill, which were referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 


BILLS AND A JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED, 


sills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. LIPPITT: 


A bill (S. 1640) granting an increase of pension to Charles BE. 
Turner; 

A bill (S. 1641) granting an increase of pension to Sarah M. 
Young; 

A bill (S. 1642) granting an increase of pension to Daniel BE. 
Corey ; 

_A bill (S. 1643) granting an increase of pengjon to Lucien E. 
Kent; 

A bill (S. 1644) granting an increase of pension to Abby E. 
Perkins; 

A bill (S. 1645) granting an increase of pension to George L. 


A bill (S. 1646) granting an increase of pension to Eliza L. 
House; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 1647) to create a legislative assembly in the Terri- 
tory of Alaska, to confer legislative power thereon, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Territories. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: 

A bill (S. 1648) granting an increase of pension to Norman B. 
Van House (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1649) granting an of 
Crall; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: 


increase pension to Henry 


A bill (S. 1650) to amend section 110 of “An act to codify, 
revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved 
March 38, 1911; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 1651) granting an increase of pension to William 
Reilly (with: accompanying papers); to the Committ on 
Pensions. 

A bill (8S. 1652) for the relief of Elizabeth Lynch; to th 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: 

A bill (S. 1653) to provide American register for the steam 
yacht Diana; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1654) granting an increase of pension to Stella D. 


Webster; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1655) appropriating $10,000 to aid in the erection of 
a monument in memory of the late President Ja \. Garfield, 
at Long Branch, N. J.; to the Committee on the Library. 
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ty Mr. GALLINGER: | <A bill (S. 1688S) granting a pension to Ottiwell w. 

A bill (S. 1656) to regulate the construction of buildings | and 
along alleyways in the District of Columbia, and for other pur-| A bill (S. 1689) granting an increase of pensi: 
poses (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on the | Dixon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

District of Columbia. By Mr. OWEN: 

By Mr. HEYBURN: A bill (S. 1690) to amend section 1 of an act appr: 

A bill (8S. 1657) granting a pension to Amelia Xandry; and ary 30, 1897, entitled “An act to prohibit the sale of 

A bill (S. 1658) granting a pension to Alexander M. Roe; to | liquors to Indians, providing penalties therefor, 
the Committee on Pensions, | purposes ”; and 

sy Mr. PENROSE: | A bill (S. 1691) for the relief of the Miami India 

A bill (8. 1659) to grant an honorable discharge to Harry P. | Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Eakin; A bill (S. 1692) providing for transferring the ren 

A bill (S. 1660) to correct the military record of Edward M. | William Jones from the Philippine Islands to the xs 
Warren; and | Oklahoma; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

A bill (S. 1661) to grant an honorable discharge to Emmet! A bill (S. 1693) granting an increase of pension to V 
M. Lowery (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on | Stoneking (with accompanying papers); to the C 
Military Affairs. | Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1662) granting an increase of pension to Ira Lyle; By Mr. PAYNTER: 

A bill (8S. 1663) granting an increase of pension to Christian A bill (S. 1694) for the relief of the county court of 
J. Koch; | County, Ky.; and 

A bill (S. 1664) granting an increase of pension to Simon B. A bill (S. 1695) to carry into effect the findings of | 
Barr; of Claims in the claim of Irene B. Johnson, administ; 

A bill (8S. 1665) granting a pension to Zella J. Burdick (with | the estate of Leo L. Johnson, deceased; to the Com 
accompanying papers); and | Claims. 

A bill (8S. 1666) granting a pension to Emma C. Young (with | A bill (S. 1696) granting a pension to Lizzie L. kh 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. | accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: | By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 1667) granting an increase of pension to Jesse A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 21) increasing the nv 
Gilbert (with accompanying papers); and | of the Joint Committee of Congress upon the Library 

A bill (S. 1668) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. | accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Rules. 
a (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- | RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA. 

By Mr. BURNHAM: Mr. NELSON submitted three amendments intended to be 

A bill (S. 1669) granting an increase of pension to Seth | proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 4412) to promote recipr 
Goldthwait; and | trade relations with the Dominion of Canada, and for o 

A bill (S. 1670) granting an increase of pension to Jacob P. | purposes, which were referred to the Committee on Fil 
Buswell (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on | and ordered to be printed. 

Pensions. . he 

By Mr. McLEAN: CLERICAL FORCE OF SENATORS. . 

A bill (S. 1671) granting an increase of pension to Emerette Mr. CULBERSON. I submit a Senate resolution (S. Res. 
A. Walter (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on | 24) and ask that it be referred to the Committee to Audit 
Pensions. | Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

ty Mr. SHIVELY: The resolution was read and referred to the Committ 

A bill (S. 1672) to amend section 4132 of the Revised Stat- | Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
utes; to the Committee on Commerce. | follows: 

A bill (8S. 1673) providing for the retirement of certain | _ Resolved, That the Committee to Audit and Control the ( 


ers of *hilinni . 0 ‘ : ‘Hiary | Expenses of the Senate be, and it is hereby, instructed t 
offic ers of the Philippine Scouts; to the Committee on Military | tie "matter and report as carly as practicable a resolut 
Affairs. Senators holding chairmanships of inactive committees « 

A bill (S. 1674) granting an increase of pension to Jacob | withoyt chairmanships ‘at all shall have their clerical | 
‘Adams: and to number and compensation. 


A bill (8. 1675) granting an increase of pension to William A. COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 


Sims; to the Committee on Pensions. Mr. GALLINGER. I offer the following order and ask for 
sy Mr. CHILTON: present consideration. 


A bill (8S. 1676) granting a pension to Mary E. Putney; and; The order was read, as follows: 


A bill (8. 1677) granting a pension to Isaac Wharton; to the Ordered, That so much of Rule XXIV of the Senate as 


Committee on Pensions. appointment of the standing and other committees of the 5 

By Mr. KERN: ballot be suspended. 

A bill (8. 1678) granting an increase of pension to Elmore G. The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The ( 
Shelt (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- | hears none. The order is entered, and the rule is suspended 
sions. unanimous consent. 

By Mr. POMERENE: Mr. GALLINGER. I offer the following resolution (S. I 

A bill (8S. 1679) for the relief of Amos Van Fossen; to the | 25) and move its adoption. 

Committee on Military Affairs. The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hamp! 

A bill (8S. 1680) granting an increase of pension to Wells | asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of | 
Minor; and following resolution. 

A bill (8. 1681) granting an increase of pension to John W. Mr. CUMMINS. I ask that the resolution may lie « 
Phillips; to the Committee on Pensions. the next session of the Senate. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made to pres 

A bill (S. 1682) for the relief of B. H. Harrison (with accom- | sideration. 
panying paper) ; to the Committee on Claims. Mr. GALLINGER. Let the resolution first be read. 

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM: The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be read. 

A bill (8. 1688) for the relief of Baer, Senior & Co.’s suc- The Secretary read as follows: 
cessors and C. Ingenohl; to the Committee on Claims. Resolved, That the following shall constitute the standing 

By Mr. CRANE: of the Senate of the Sixty-second Congress, effective May 1, 1' 

A bill (S. 1684) granting an increase of pension to Mary M. Mr. GALLINGER. It is not necessary to read the 1: 
Arnold; to the Committee on Pensions. objection is made. 

By Mr. LODGE: The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made to pres 

A bill (S. 1685) granting an increase of pension to George | sideration. The resolution will go over. 

E. Wentworth (with accompanying papers); to the Committee Mr. STONE. Before that is done, I suggest to the 
on Pensions. from New Hampshire that the names be printed in the | 

By Mr. JONES: Mr. GALLINGER. I think that a wise suggestion on |) 

A bill (S. 1686) granting an increase of pension to Segarlin | of the Senator. ee 
C. Knighton ; The VICE PRESIDENT. That will be done. The resolut - 

A bill (8. 1687) granting an increase of pension to James S. | will be printed in the Recorp as if read in full, if there be bo 
Woodman ; objection. The Chair hears none. 


and 


Ol 
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The resolution submitted by Mr. GALLINceR is as follows: 
Resolved, That the following shall constitute the standing committees 
the Senate of the Sixty-second Congress, effective May 1, 1911: 
of te ditional Accommodations for the Library of Congress.—Messts. 
oy (chairman), Stone, Cullom, Nelson, and Poindexter. , 
jn Agriculture and Forestry Messrs. Burnham (chairman), War- 








» Perkins, Guggenheim, Page, Crawford, Bradley, Lorimer, Gronna, | 
— »oad, Gore, Chamberlain, Smith of South Carolina, Percy, Terrell, 
ie, Appropriations —Messrs. Warren (chairman), Perkins, Gallinger, 
eae Bs Gemble, Smoot, Nixon, Dixon, Bourne, Wetmore, Tillman, Fos- 
pomgey =. Martin of Virginia, Overman, Owen, and Smith of 
Pn onl na 


To tudit and Control the Contingent Expenses. of the Senate.— 
Messrs. Briggs (chairman), Dillingham, Bristow, Clarke of Arkansas, 
nd liams. 
an a nama Relations.—Messrs. Oliver (chairman), Cummins, Bur- 
ton. Root, McLean, Tillman, Foster, Gore, and Smith of Maryland. | 
On the Census.—Messrs. La Follette (chairman), Guggenheim, Cum- 
ne du Pont, McLean, Townsend, Lippitt, Bailey, Shively, Thornton, 
‘jton, and Pomerene. 
Civil Service and Retrenchment.—Messrs. Cummins (chairman), 
La Follette, Lodge, Smoot, Borah, Dixon, Gallinger, Clarke of Arkansas, 
Parner, Owen, Johnston of Alabama, and Myers. 
‘Dn Claims.—Messrs. Crawford (chairman), Smoot, Bristow, Oliver, 
fradiey, Page, Jones, McLean, Townsend, Martin of Virginia, Overman, 
wvis. Paynter, Bryan, and Martine of New Jersey. 
On Coast and Insular Survey.—Messrs. Townsend (chairman), Rich- 
rdson, Frye, Cullom, Works, Culberson, Davis, Bankhead, and Terrell. 
“On Coast Defenses—Messrs. Curtis (chairman), Nixon, du_ Pont, 
Crane, Root, Works, Simmons, Foster, Smith of Maryland, Terrell, and 
Martine of New Jersey. 
Qn Commerce.—Messrs. Frye (chairman), Nelson, Perkins, Smith of 
Michigan, Bourne, Burton, Burnham, Stephenson, Crawford, Oliver, Mar- 
’ Virginia, Simmons, Newlands, Bankhead, Fletcher, Percy, and | 


On 


ol 





On Conservation of National Resources.——Messrs. Dixon (chairman), 
Clark of Wyoming, Dillingham, Briggs, Guggenheim, Jones, Richardson, 
Gronna, Townsend, Newlands, Overman, Bankhead, Smith of South 
Carolina, Watson, and Lea. 


On Corporations Organized in the District of Columbia. Messrs. | 
Newlands (chairman), Shively, Brown, La Follette, and Lippitt. 
On Cuban Relations——Messrs. Page (chairman), Burnham, Clapp, | 


Curtis. Crane, Kenyon, Simmons, Stone, Watson, and O'Gorman. 

On Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments | 
Messrs. Clarke of Arkansas (chairman), Kern, and Burnham. 

On the District of Columbia.—Messrs. Gallinger (chairman), Dilling- 
nam, Curtis, Jones, Oliver, Lorimer, Works, Kenyon, Martin of Vir- 
ginia, Paynter, Johnston of Alabama, Smith of Maryland, Pomerene, | 
and Lea. 

Education and Labor.—Messrs. 
Pont, Page, McLean, Kenyon, Rayner, 
and Martine of New Jersey. 

On Engrossed Bills—Messrs. Simmons (chairman), Lodge, and Bur 
ton. 

On 
Foster. 

To Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service. 
ter (chairman), Culberson, Simmons, Richardson, 
and Townsend. 

On Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture. 
(chairman), Stephenson, Gronna, Simmons, and Gore. 

On Expenditures in the Interior Department.—Messrs. Poindexter | 
(chairman), McCumber, Frye, Davis, and Chamberlain. | 





du | 
Swanson, | 


Sorah (chairman), 
Bankhead, 


Penrose, 
Shively, 


| 


Enrolled and | 


Bills.—Messrs. Stephenson (chairman), Gronna, 


Messrs. Payn 
Crawford, Perkins, 


Messrs. Lippitt 


On Expenditures in the Department of Justice.—Messrs. Bradley 
(chairman), Burnham, Borah, Bailey, and Rayner. 

On Ezpenditurcs in the Navy Department.—Messrs. Gronna (chair- 
man), Dillingham, Bradley, Martin of Virginia, and Tillman. 

On Expenditures in the Post Office Department.—Messrs. Bristow | 


(chairman), Smith of Michigan, Penrose, Bacon, and Chilton. 
On Expenditures in the Department of State.—Messrs. Kenyon (chair- 
man), Warren, La Follette, Stone, and Percy. 

On Erpenditures in the Treasury Department.—Messrs. Burton (chair- 
man), Briggs, Works, Smith of Maryland, and Lea. | 
On Expenditures in the War Department.—Messrs. Works (chairman), 

du Pont, Cullom, Foster, and Johnson of Maine. 
_ On Finance.—Messrs. Penrose (chairman), Cullom, Lodge, McCumber, 
Smoot, Gallinger, Clark of Wyoming, Heyburn, La Follette, Bailey, Sim- | 
mons, Stone, Williams, Kern, and Johnson of Maine. 
_On Fisheries.—Messrs. Jones (chairman), Bourne, 
Curtis, Bailey, Overman, Fletcher, and Thornton. | 
_, On the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians.—Messrs. Tillman (chairman), | 
Fletcher, Clapp, Nixon, and Smith of Michigan. 
On Foreign Relations.—Messrs. Cullom (chairman), 





Perkins, Briggs, 


Frye, 
Stone, Shively, Clarke of Arkansas, Rayner, and Hitchcock. | 
On Forest Reservations and the Protection of Gamce.—Messrs. Mc 
Lean (chairman), Perkins, Burnham, Lodge, Poindexter, Tillman, Over- 

man, Taylor, and Hitchcock. 

On the Geological Survey.—Messrs. Taylor (chairman), Rayner, Smith 
of South Carolina, Briggs, Wetmore, Page, and Kenyon. 
Pron) mmigration.—-Messrs. Lodge (chairman), Dillingham, Penrose, 
vrown, Richardson, Burton, Gronna, Davis, Gore, Smith of South Caro- 
lina, Perey, Kern, and O'Gorman. 
gt indian Affairs.—Messrs. Gamble (chairman), 
Sutherland, La Follette, Curtis, Brown, Dixon, 
Owen, Chamberlain, Watson, and Myers. 
.. Indian Depredations.—Messrs. Rayner (chairman), Davis, John 
fon of Alabama, Owen, Percy, Curtis, Dixon, Stephenson, Crawford, 
srandegee, and Li pitt. 
ao” Industrial ’epositions.—Messrs. Root (chairman), Jones, Crane, 
Stephenson, Oliver, Gronna, Works, Rayner, Overman, Taylor, Paynter, | 
. oe yn, and Newlands. 
c n_ Interoceanic Canals.—Messrs. Brandegee (chairman), Borah, 
ee Bristow, Perkins, Page, Jones, Townsend, Simmons, Johnston 

0 ~~ Percy, Thornton, Chilton, and O’Gorman. 
Wixen aretase ‘ommerce.—_Messrs. Clapp (chairman), Cullom, Crane, 
Newlin ie mins, Brandegee, Oliver, Lippitt, Townsend, Tillman, Foster, 
‘ roe Clarke of Arkansas, Gore, Watson, and Pomerene. 
Maryi ma cetigate Trespassers upon Indian Lands.—Messrs. Smith of 
_ iret (chairman), Bryan, Bradley, Richardson, and Poindexter. 
men) wee and Reclamation of Arid Lands.—Messrs. Nixon (chair- 
New arren, Sutherland, Borah, Jones, Brandegee, Works, Bailey, 
“ewlands, Gore, Smith of Maryland, Chamberlain, and Myers. 





Clapp, McCumber, 
Page, Stone, Davis, | 
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| John Albus, jr., whose term of 
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Joint Committee on the Revision of the Laws of the United Statcs- 
Messrs. Heyburn (chairman), Sutherland, Clarke of Arkansa and 
Percy. 

On the Judiciary—Messrs. Clark of Wyoming (chairman), Nelson, 
Dillingham, Sutherland, Brandeg Lborah, Brown, Cummins, Root, 
Bacon, Culberson, Overman, Rayner, Paynter, Chilton, and O'Gorman 

On the Library.—Messrs. Wetmore (chairman), Briggs, Cummins, 
Root, Burton, Newlands, Shively, and Swat n 

On Manufactures.—Messrs. Heyburn (chairman), Oliver, Lorimer, La 
Follette, Cummins, McLean, Smith of South Carolina, Terrell, Reed, 
Pomerene, and O’Gorman. 

On Military Affairs Messrs. du Pont (chairman Wa n, Dixon, 
Briggs, Brown, Guggenheim, Bristow, Jones, Lorimer, Foster, Johnston 
of Alabama, Clarke of Arkansas, Taylor, Chamberlain, Hitchcock, and 
Williams. 

On Mines and Mining.——Messrs. Lorin (chairman), | Nixon, 
Sutherland, Guggenheim, Poindexter, Tillman, Johnston of A ama, 
Vatson, and Myers. 

On the Mississippi River and its 7 Messtr I 
man), Owen, Thornton, Brown, Burton, Stephenson, and Weim 

On Naval Affairs Mess! Perkins (chairman), Pet Wetmore, 
Clapp, Lodge, Smith of Michigan, Page, Poindexter, Tillman, Sm of 
Maryland, Thornton, Swanson, Bryan, and Johnson of Maine 

On Pacific Islands and Porto Rice Messrs. Richardson (chairman) 
Clapp, Lorimer, Nelson, Burnham, Brandegee, Poindexter, Clarke of 
Arkansas, Owen, Fletcher, Watson, and Kern 

On Pacific Railroads.—Messrs. Owen (j(chairman), Chamberlain, 
Shively, Reed, Frye, Smith of Michigan, Stephenson, McCumber, and 
srown. 

On Patents.—Messrs. Brown (chairman), Brandeg« Kenyon, Work 
Shively, Smith of South Carolina, and Gor 

On Pensions.—Messrs. McCumber (chairman), Burnham, Smoot, Cur 
tis, du Pont, Brown, Bradley, Poindexter, Taylor, Gore, Shively, Bryan, 
Johnson of Maine, and Pomerene 

On the Philippines Messrs. Guggenheim (chairman), Lodge, Nixon, 
Heyburn, Bristow, Crawford, McLean, Lippitt. Johnston of Alabama, 
Vaynter, Chamberlain, Fletcher, Hitchcock, and Reed 

On Post Offices and Post Roads.—Messrs. Bourne (chairman), Pen- 
rose, Crane, Guggenheim, Briggs, Richardson, Bradley, Bristow, Lorimer, 
Bankhead, Taylor, Terrell, Smith of South Carolina, Swanson, Bryan, 
and Martine of New Jersey 

On Printing Messrs. Smoot (chairman), Gallinger, Richardson, 
Page, Kenyon, Smith of Maryland, Fletcher, and Chilton 

On Private Land Claims Messrs. Bacon (chairman), Davis, Thorn- 
ton, Smith of Michigan, Oliver, Lorime1 nd Gronna 

On Privileges and Elections Messrs. Dillingham (chairman), Gam- 


ble, Heyburn, Clapp, Sutherland, Bra , 











Jone Oliver, Kenyon, 
hailey, Paynter, Johnston of Alabama, |} Kern, and Lea 

On Public Buildings and Ground Mi Sutherland (chairman), 
Warren, Hevburn, Wetmore, Gamble, du Pont, Stephenson, Bourne, Poin 
dexter, Culberson, Taylor, Swanson, Owen, Watson, Martine cf New 
Jersey, and Reed. 

On Public Health and National Quarantine Messrs. Culberson 
(chairman), Fletcher, Thornton, Owen, Williams, Smoot, Crawford, 
Crane, Gronna, Lippitt. and Work 

On Public Lands Messrs. Nelson (chairman), Clark of Wyoming, 
Gamble, Smoot, Heyburn, Dixon, Jone Guggenheim, Works, Newlands, 
Davis, Chamberlain, Thornton, Bryan, and Myers. 

On Railroads Messrs. Gore (chairman), Bacon, Taylor, Watson, 
Reed, Clark of Wyoming, Nelson, Bourne, Bristow, Denrose, 1 Me 
Cumber. 

On Revolutionary Claims Messrs. Stone (chairman), Chilton, Brad 
ley, Root, and Borah 

On Rules Messrs. Crane (chairman), Warren, Gallinger N yn, 


Cummins, Bacon, Bailey, and Overm 


On Standards, Weights, and Measures Messrs. Bankhead (chair 
man), Bacon, Borah, Clapp, and Gamble 

On Territories.—Messrs. Smith of Michigan (chairman), N on, 
Burnham, Brown, Bristow, McLean, Lippitt, Owen, Chamberlain, 


Shively, Johnson of Maine, and Hitchcock 


On Transportation Routes to the Seaboard Messrs. Smith of South 
Carolina (chairman), Rayn Gore, Bankhead, Clark of Wyoming, 
| McCumber, Brandegee, Bourne, and Burton 

On Transportation and Sale of Meat Products.-Messrs Fost 


(chairman), 
On the 


Watson, Clark of Wyoming, 
University of the United States 


Nixon, and Townsend 


Messrs. Johnston of Ala! 


(chairman), Foster, Overman, Terrell, Williams, Frye, Dillingham Cur 
tis, Wetmore, Dixon, and Cummins. 
On Woman Suffrage.—Messrs. Overman (chairman), Johnston 
Alabama, Wetmore, du Pont, and Bourne 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con 


sideration of executive business. 

The motion agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to thi 
consideration of executive business. After 7 minutes sm i 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 
and 27 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
Friday, April 28, 1911, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


was 
it 1N} 
12 o'clock 


to-morr 


NOMINATIONS. 
the 
Crs 


Exccutive nominations received by Senate April 27, 


SURVEYOR OF 
Elliot Marshal, of Missouri, 
the port of St. Joseph, in the 


OoMs 
to be surveyor of cu 
State of Mis 
February 2, 1910. 
First ASSISTANT 
Samuel Adams, of Illinois, to be First Assist Sect ry of 
the Interior, vice Frank Pierce, resigned 
ASSISTANT TO THE : 
James A. Fowler, of Tennessee, to | istar » the Attor 
ney General, yice William 8S, Kenyon, resigned. 


SECRETARY OF THE IN ‘ 


ATTORNEY GED 
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ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL. 


Ernest Knaebel, of Colorado, to be Assistant Attorney Gen- | 


eral, vice James A. Fowler, nominated to be assistant to the 
Attorney General. 


Recisters oF LAND OFFICES. 


Edwin G. Coleman, now receiver of public moneys at Lem- 
mon, 8S. Dak., to be register of the land office at Lemmon, vice 
Cyrus C. Carpenter, resigned. 


Paul D. Kribs, now register of the land office at Aberdeen, | 


S. Dak., to be register of the land office at Timber Lake, S. Dak. 
The land office at Aberdeen is to be removed to Timber Lake, 
pursuant to Executive order of February 18. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Samuel W. Huntington, of Aberdeen, S. Dak., to be receiver 
of public moneys at Lemmon, 8S. Dak., vice Edwin G, Coleman, 
nominated to be register of the land office at Lemmon. 

Jacob L. Parrott, of Mobridge, S. Dak., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Timber Lake, 8S. Dak. The land office at 
Aberdeen is to be removed to Timber Lake, pursuant to Ex- 
ecutive order of February 18. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
CAVALRY ARM, 


Lieut. Col. John F. Guilfoyle, Seventh Cavalry, to be colonel 
from March 11, 1911, vice Col. Cunliffe H. Murray, Fourteenth 


Cavalry, detached from his proper command under the pro- | 


visious of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 


Lieut. Col. Matthias W. Day, Sixth Cavalry, to be colonel | 


from March vice Col. George S. Anderson, Ninth 
Cavalry, who 
that date. 

Maj. Joseph A. Gaston, First Cavalry, to be lieutenant colonel 
from March 3, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Charles H. Watts, Ninth 
Cavalry, advanced to the grade of colonel under the provisions 
of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Maj. Henry L. Ripley, Eighth Cavalry, to be lieutenant colonel 


from March 3, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Frank A. 


21, 


1911, 


of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Maj. James B. Erwin, Ninth Cavalry, to be lieutenant colonel 
from March 8, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Hoel S. Bishop, Fifteenth 
Cavalry, advanced to the grade of colonel under the provisions 
of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Maj. George H. Morgan, Third Cavalry, to be lieutenant 
Second Cavalry, advanced to the grade of colonel under the 
provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Maj. Daniel H. Boughton, Fifth Cavalry, to be lieutenant 


colonel from March 5, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Walter L. Finley, | 


Thirteenth Cavalry, detailed as inspector general on that date. 

Maj. Franklin O. Johnson, detailed paymaster, to be lieuten- 
ant colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. John F. Guil- 
foyle, Seventh Cavalry, promoted. ° 

Maj. Lloyd M. Brett, First Cavalry, to be lieutenant colonel 
from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. William D. Beach, 
Eleventh Cavalry, detached from his proper command under the 
provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Maj. Augustus C. Macomb, Ninth Cavalry, to be lieutenant 
colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Homer W. Wheeler, 
Fifth Cavalry, advanced to the grade of colonel under the pro- 
visions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Maj. Thomas J. Lewis, Thirteenth Cavalry, to be lieutenant 
colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. James Lockett, 
Fourth Cavalry, detached from his proper command under the 
provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Maj. Charles H. Grierson, Tenth Cavalry, to be lieutenant 
colonel from March 21, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Matthias W. Day, 
Sixth Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. George O. Cress, Fourth Cavalry, to be major from 
March 3, 1911, vice Maj. Augustus P. Blocksom, Tenth Cavalry, 
advanced to the grade of lieutenant colonel under the provisions 
of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Capt. James B. Hughes, Fourth Cavalry, to be major from 
March 3, 1911, vice Maj. Joseph A. Gaston, First Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 

Capt. Robert A. Brown, Fourth Cavalry, to be major from 
March 3, 1911, vice Maj. Hugh L. Scott, Fourteenth Cavalry, 
advanced to the grade of lieutenant colonel under the provisions 
of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Capt. Willard A. Holbrook, Fifth Cavalry, to be major from 
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Capt. Lewis M. Koehler, Fourth Cavalry, to be major 


accepted an appointment as brigadier general on | 





Edwards, Twelfth | 
Cavalry, advanced to the grade of colonel under the provisions | 
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March 3, 1911, vice Maj. Jacob G. Galbraith, Fourth © 


of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911, 


Capt. Robert E. L. Michie, Twelfth Cavalry, to be maj 


| advanced to the grade of lieutenant colonel under the pro 


March 3, 1911, vice Maj. James B. Erwin, Ninth Caval 


moted. 


First Lieut. John 8S. Fair, Ninth Cavalry, to be capts 


March 3, 1911, vice Capt. George O. Cress, Fourth Caya 
moted. 


First Lieut. Robert J. Reaney, Second Cavalry, to be 
from March 3, 1911, vice Capt. James B. Hughes, Four 
| alry, promoted. 


First Lieut. Sherrard Coleman, Eight Cavalry, to be 


from March 3, 1911, vice Capt. Robert A. Brown, Fourt 


alry, promoted. 


| First Lieut. William F. Herringshaw, Thirteenth Ca, 
be captain from March 3, 1911, vice Capt. Willard A. 


Fifth Cavalry, promoted. 


First Lieut. Joseph A. Baer, Sixth Cavalry, to be captai 
1911, vice Capt. Lewis M. Koehler, Fourth (. 


March 3, 
promoted. 


First Lieut. Frank O. Whitlock, Fourteenth Cavalry, t 


captain from March 3, 1911, vice Capt. Robert E. I. 
Twelfth Cavalry, promoted. 


Second Lieut. Thomas A. Rothwell, Fifth Cavalry, to 
1911, vice First Lieut. John s 


lieutenant from March 3, 
Ninth Cavalry, promoted. 


Second Lieut. Thomas E. Cathro, Thirteenth Cayalry 
1911, vice First Lieut. k 
| Reaney, Second Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. E. R. Warner McCabe, Sixth Cavalry, to 
| lieutenant from March 3, 1911, vice First Lieut. Sher 

| man, Eighth Cavalry, promoted. 


first lientenant from March 38, 


Second Lieut. James B. Henry, jr., Fourth Cavalry, t 
lieutenant from March 8, 1911, vice First Lieut. Wi 
Herringshaw, Thirteenth Cavalry, promoted. 

FIELD ARTILLERY ARM. 

Lieut. Col. Edwin St. J. Greble, Third Field Artille 
colonel from March 11. 1911, vice Col. Edward T. Br 
Field Artillery, detached from his proper command u 


| provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911 


Maj. Edward A. Millar, Fifth Field Artillery, to be ! 
colonel from March 3, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Eli D. Ho 


visions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Maj. John Conklin, Second Field Artillery, to be 
colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Gr: 
Fifth Field Artillery, advanced to the grade of colo 
provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 11 

Maj. Samuel D. Sturgis, First Field Artillery, to bl: 
colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Edwin 8 
Third Field Artillery, promoted. 

Maj. Lucien G. Berry, Third Field Artillery, to be 
colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Charles 
Fourth Field Artillery, detached from his proper 
under the provisions of an act of Congress approved 
1911. 

Capt. William J. Snow, Sixth Field Artillery, to 
from March 3, 1911, vice Maj. Edward A. Millar, F 
Artillery, promoted. 

Capt. George C. Gatley, Third Field Artillery, to 


Vl 


} 


| Field Artillery, advanced to the grade of colonel under | 
colonel from March 8, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Edwin P. Andrus, 


from March 11, 1911, vice Maj. John Conklin, Second 


Artillery, promoted. 


First Lieut. Joseph F. Barnes, Second Field Artillery 


captain from March 3, 1911, vice Capt. William J. Snow, 


Field Artillery, promoted. 


First Lieut. William P. Ennis, First Field Artillery, 


captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. George G. Gat 
Field Artillery, promoted. 


Second Lieut. John G. Tyndall, Fourth Field Artiller, 


first lieutenant from March 8, 1911, vice First Lieut. J 
Barnes, Second Field Artillery, promoted. 


Second Lieut. Alfred L: P. Sands, Sixth Field Artiller) 


first lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. 
P. Ennis, First Field Artillery, promoted. ‘ 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 


Lieut. Col. Frederick S. Strong, detailed adjutant 
to be colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Col. Erasmus M. 


detached from his proper command under the provision 


act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 


\ 


\ 


March 3, 1911, vice Maj. Henry L. Ripley, Eighth Cavalry, pro- 


Lieut. Col. Warren P. Newcomb, Coast Artillery Corps, ' 
moted. 


colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Col. Charles G. W yodwal 








r vive ara 4 v 
1911. CONGRESSIONAL I 
s.+oehed from his proper command under the provisions of an 
; ¢ Congress approved March 3, 1911. 
~ ysont. Col. Charles L. Phillips, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
nel from March 13, 1911, vice Col. William R. Hamilton, 
«| from active service March 12, 1911. 
Lieut. Col. Clarence P. Townsley, Coast Artillery Corps, to be | 
eolonel from April 1, 1911, vice Col. Frederick Marsh, detached 
from his proper command under the provisions of an act of 


Congress approved March 3, 1911. 
Mai. Isaac N. Lewis, Coast Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant 
eolonel from March 3, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. William C, Rafferty, 
eed to the grade of colonel under the provisions of an act 
of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 
“Maj. Harry L. Hawthorne, Coast Artillery Corps, to be lieu- 
+ colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Warren P. 


{ 

New nb, promoted. 

" Maj. John D. Barrette, Coast Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant 
eolonel from March 11, 1911, vicé Lieut. Col. Charles J. Bailey, 


ced to the grade of colonel under the provisions of an act 
of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Mai. Elmer W. Hetbbard, Coast Artillery Corps, to be lieu- 
tenant colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Adelbert 
Cronkhite, detached from his proper command under the pro- 
visions of an act of Congress approved March 5, 1911. 

Maj. Gustave W. S. Stevens, Coast Artillery Corps, to be lieu- 

nant colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. George T. 
irtlett, detached from his proper command under the pro- 
sions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Mai. Richmond P. Davis, Coast Artillery Corps, to be lieuten- 


te 
~B 
\ 


ant colonel from March 13, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Charles L. | 


Phillips, promoted. 

Mai. Wirt Robinson, Coast Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant 
nel from April 1, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Clarence P. Townsley, 
prot oted. 

Maj. George F. Landers, Coast Artillery Corps, to be lieuten- 
ant colonel from April 1, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Charles IH. 
Hunter, advanced to the grade of colonel under the provisions 
of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Maj. George W. Gatchell, Coast Artillery Corps, to be lieu- 
tenant colonel from April 12, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. John W. 
Ruckman, detailed as inspector general on that date. 

Capt. Alston Hamilton, Coast Artillery Corps, to be major 
from Mareh 38, 1911, vice Maj. Ira A. Haynes, advanced to the 
grade of lieutenant colonel under the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Capt. John C. Gilmore, jr., Coast Artillery Corps, to be major 
from March 38, 1911, vice Maj. Willoughby Walke, advanced to 
the grade of lieutenant colonel under the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Capt. Joseph L. Knowlton, Coast Artillery Corps, to be major 
from March 3, 1911, vice Maj. Isaac N. Lewis, promoted. 

Capt. Joseph Wheeler, jr., Coast Artillery Corps, to be major 
m March 11, 1911, vice Maj. Harry L. Hawthorne, promoted. 
Capt. Robert E. Callan, Coast Artillery Corps, to be major 
m March 11, 1911, vice Maj. John D. Barrette, promoted. 
Capt. Edwin Landon, Coast Artillery Corps, to be major from 
irch 11, 1911, vice Maj. Elmer W. Hubbard, promoted. 

Capt. Clarence H. McNeil, Coast Artillery Corps, to be major 


from March 11, 1911, vice Maj. Gustave W. S. Stevens, pro- 
moted. 


col 


”, 


f1 
fr 


M 


Capt. Joseph P. Tracy, Coast Artillery Corps, to be major 

from March 11, 1911, vice Maj. Oscar I. 
his proper command under the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1911. 
Capt. Perey M. Kessler, Coast Artillery Corps, to be major 
from March 11, 1911, vice Maj. Alfred M. Hunter, detached 
from his proper command under the provisions of an act of Con- 
gress approved March 3, 1911. 

Capt. Johnson Hagood, Coast Artillery Corps, to be major 
from March 11, 1911, vice Maj. Henry D. Todd, jr., detached 


tain from March 8, 
| 


Straub, detached from | 





) 
\ 


from his proper command under the provisions of an act of | 


Congress approved March 3, 1911. 
Capt. George T. Patterson, Coast Artillery Corps, to be major 


| tenant colonel 


his proper command under the provisions of an act of Congress | 


approved March 3, 1911. 

Capt. Frank K. Fergusson, Coast Artillery Corps, to be major 
from March 11, 1911, vice Maj. George Blakely, detached from 
his proper command under the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1911. 

Capt. Robert S. Abernethy, Coast Artillery Corps, to be major 
from March 11, 1911, vice Maj. Gordon G. Heiner, detached from 
his proper command under the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1911. 


| Paxton, Twenty-fourth Infantry, advanced to the gra 
from March 11, 1911, vice Maj. William C. Davis, detached from | 
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Capt. Edwin O. Sarratt, Coast Artillery Corps, to be major 
from April 1, 1911, vice Maj. Wirt Robinson, promoted. 

First Lieut. Graham Parker, Coast Artillery Corps, toa be cap- 
1911, vice Capt. Alston Hamilton, promoted. 
First Lieut. Norris Stayton, Coast Artillery Corps, to be cap- 
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tain from March 38, 1911, vice Capt. John C. Gilmore, jr., pro- 
moted. 

First Lieut. Richard Furnival, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Joseph Wheeler, jr., 
promoted. 

First. Lieut. George A. Taylor, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Robert E. Callan, pro 
moted. 

First Lieut. Ralph E. Herring, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Edwin Landon, pro- 
moted. 

First Lieut. William E. De Sombre, Coast Artillery Corps, to 
be captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Clarence H. MeNeil, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edwin K. Smith, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
first lieutenant from March 8, 10911, vice First Lieut. Graham 
Parker, promoted. ; 

Second Lieut. Clarence T. Marsh, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 


first lieutenant from 
Stayton, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John B. Maynard, Coast Artillery 
first lieutenant from March 11, 1911, 
Furnival, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Jacob Frank, 
lieutenant from March 11, 
Taylor, promoted. 


March 3, 1911, vice First Lieut. Ni 


rris 


to be 
ichard 


Corps, 
vice First Lieut. R 
Coast Artillery Corps, to be first 
11, vice First Lieut. A. 


George 


INFANTRY 
‘ol. Charles MeClure, detailed adjutant general, to be 
from March 11, 1911, vice Col. Thomas C Woodbury, 
Third Infantry, detached from his proper command under the 
provisions of an a s approved March 3, 1911. 

Lieut. Col. James S. ‘irst Infantry, to be colone 
from Mareh 11, 1911, vice Edwin B. Bolton, Fourth Infan- 
try, retired from active service March 10, 1911. 

Lieut. Col. Robert L. Bullard, Eighth Infantry, to be color 
from March 11, 1911, vice Col. Charles St. J. Chubb, Thi 
Infantry, detached from his proper command under the 
sions of an act of Congress approved Mareh 3, 1911. 

Lieut. Col. Edwin F. G Twenty-third Infantry, 
colonel from Mareh 11, 1911, viee Col. Willi 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, detached fr his proper 
under the provisions of an act of C approve 
1911. 

Lieut. Col. 
colonel from 
Twenty-eighth 
under the 
1911. 

Maj. 


} } 
eoionel 


ARM. 
Lient. ¢ 


colonel 


t of Congres 
togers, F 
Col 


1 


rtieth 
provi- 
lenn, to be 
va 


, ’ 
ih} r. 
m 


ongrTess 


Millard F. 
March 11, 
Infantry, ¢ 
ions of 


Waltz, Twenty-se 
1911. vice Col ne 
letached from his pro 


an act of Cor S approved 


venth 


pDrovis 


eTeSs 


Samuel W. Dut ning, se Infantry to be lis 
from March 3, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Wi mc 
Twenty-second Infantry, advanced to the 
the provisions of an act of Con approved March 3 

Maj. Joseph M. T. Partello (since retired from active 
ice), Fourth Infantry, to be lieutenant colonel fro : 
1911, vice Lieut. Col. Ss. ¥ Twent: rst Infat 
advanced to the crade of colonel under the prov 
of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Maj. George Bell, jr., detailed inspector general, t 
tenant from March 3, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. George R 
Cecil, Tenth Infantry, advanced to the grade of colonel m 
the provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 

Maj. Frank B. McCoy, Seventeenth Infantry, to be lieute t 
colonel from March 3, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. William 
Third Infantry, advanced to the grade of colonel under 
provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3 

Maj. Richard M. Blatchford, Eleventh Infant: to he 

from March 3, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Ales 


enth 


FTeSS 


gerade Oi ¢ slonel 1 


George oung, 


colonel 


ne] under the provisions of an act of Congress approved March 
3, 1911. 

Maj. John H. Beacom, Sixth Infantry, colo 
nel from March 3, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. William Lassiter, Fourth 


Infantry, advanced to the grade of colonel under the pr 


to be lienten: 


sions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911 

Maj. Lawrence J. Hearn, Third Infantry, to be lieute 
colonel from March 3, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Robert C. Van 
Vliet, Sixteenth Infantry, advanced to the grade of colonel 
under the provisions of an act of Congress a| ml March 3, 


1911. 
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Maj. Charles W. Penrose, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. James 8. 
Rogers, First Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. Francis J. Kernan, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Robert L. 
Bullard, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 


Maj. Chase W. Kennedy, Sixteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant | 


colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Edwin F. Glenn, 
Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. 

Maj, Thomas W. Griffith, Twenty-eighth Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Millard F. 
Waltz, Twenty-seventh Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. George W. McIver, 
colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. William A. 
Nichols, Thirteenth Infantry, advanced to the grade of colonel 


under the provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, | 


1911. 
Maj. Wilds P. Richardson, Thirteenth Infantry, to be lieu- 


tenant colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut, Col. Reuben B. | 


Turner, Twenty-ninth Infantry, detached from his proper com- 
mand under the provisions of an act of Congress approved 
March 38, 1911. 


Maj. Charles H. Barth, Twelfth Infantry, to be lieutenant | 


colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Daniel A. Fred- 
erick, Nineteenth Infantry, detached from his proper command 
under the provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 
1911. 

Maj. Omar Bundy, detailed inspector general, to be lieutenant 


colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Hunter Liggett, | 


Fifteenth Infantry, detached from his proper command under 
the provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Maj. Everard E. Hatch, Twenty-sixth Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Samuel W. 
Miller, Twenty-fifth Infantry, detached from his proper com- 
mand under the provisions of an act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1911, 


Maj. David C. Shanks, Fourth Infantry, to be lieutenant | 


colonel from March 11, 1911, vice’ Lieut. Col. Edward H. 
Plummer, Twenty-eighth Infantry, advanced to the grade of 
colonel under the provisions of an act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1911. 

Maj. William H. Allaire, Twenty-third Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant colonel from March 11, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Henry 
Kirby, Sixth Infantry, advanced to the grade of colonel under 
the provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Maj. Willson Y. Stamper, Twenty-first Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant colonel from March 20, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Samuel W. 
Dunning, unassigned, detailed as adjutant general on that date. 

Capt. Michael J. Lenihan, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be major 
from March 3, 1911, vice Maj. Samuel W. Dunning, Seventh In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Capt. Mark L. Hersey, Sixth Infantry, to be major from 
March 3, 1911, vice Maj. Joseph M. T. Partello, Fourth Infan- 
try, promoted. 

Capt. Frank H. Albright, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be major 
from March 38, 1911, vice Maj. John S. Parke, Fourteenth In- 
fantry, advanced to the grade of lieutenant colonel under the 
provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Capt. Frederic D. Evans, Eighteenth Infantry, to be major 
from March 3, 1911, vice Maj. Frank B. McCoy, Seventeenth 
Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. James Baylies, Tenth Infantry, to be major from 
March 3, 1911, vice Maj. Charles R. Noyes, Ninth Infantry, ad- 
vanced to the grade of lieutenant colonel under the provisions 
of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Capt. Earl C. Carnahan, Eleventh Infantry, to be major from 
March 3, 1911, vice Maj. Richard M. Blatchford, Eleventh In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Capt. Edson A. Lewis, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be major 
from March 3, 1911, vice Maj. John H. Beacom, Sixth Infantry, 
promoted. 

First Lieut. William S. Sinclair, Fifth Infantry, to be captain 
from March 3, 1911, vice Capt. Michael J. Lenihan, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Richmond Smith, Eleventh Infantry, to be cap- 
tain from March 3, 1911, vice Capt. Mark L. Hersey, Sixth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Charles L. Willard, Fifteenth Infantry, to be 
captain from March 3, 1911, vice Capt. Frank H. Albright, 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Robert H. Sillman, Fifteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain from March 3, 1911, vice Capt. Frederic D. Evans, Eight- 
eenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Samuel W. Widdifield, Eighth Infantry, to be 
captain from March 3, 1911, vice Capt. James Baylies, Tenth 
Infantry, promoted. 
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First Lieut. Rufus B. Clark, Third Infantry, to be ce» 
from March 3, 1911, vice Capt. Earl C. Carnahan. Eleve: 
fantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Arthur P. Watts, Eighteenth Infantry, to | 
tain from March 3, 1911, vice Capt. Edson A. Lewis. T 
fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Walton Goodwin, jr., Fifth Infantry, to |, 
lieutenant from March 3, 1911, vice First Lieut. William s 
clair, Fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Philip B. Peyton, Sixteenth Infantry, to |, 


| lieutenant from March 3, 1911, vice First Lieut. Richmond s 
| Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 
Ninth Infantry, to be lieutenant | 


Second Lieut. Karl Truesdell, Fifth Infantry, to be firs 
tenant from March 3, 1911, vice First Lieut. Charles L. w 
Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frederick B. Terrell, Nineteenth Infantry 
first lieutenant from March 3, 1911, vice First Lieut. Rol! 
Sillman, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Howard G. Sharpe, Twenty-third Infantry 
first lieutenant from March 38, 1911, vice First Lieut. San 
Widdifield, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. David H. Scott, Thirteenth Infantry, to ty 
lieutenant from March 3, 1911, vice First Lieut. Rufus B. « 
Third Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles A. Dravo, Eighth Infantry, to } 
lieutenant from March 3,1911, vice First Lieut. Arthur P. \ 
Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. 

ADVANCEMENT IN THE ARMY. 

Each of the officers herein named for advancement in gr: 
accordance with the rank he would have been entitled to | 
had promotion been lineal throughout his arm or corps si) 
date of his entry into the arm or corps to which he perman 
belongs: 

CAVALRY ARM. 

Lieut. Col. Charles H. Watts, Ninth Cavalry, to be | 
from March 3, 1911. 

Lieut. Col. Frank A. Edwards, Twelfth Cavalry, to be « 
from March 3, 1911. 

Lieut. Col. Hoel 8. Bishop, Fifteenth Cavalry, to be 
from March 3, 1911. 

Lieut. Col. Edwin P. Andrus, Second Cavalry, to be co 
from March 3, 1911. 

Lieut. Col. Frederick W. Sibley, detailed inspector gene: 
be colonel from March 38, 1911. 

Lieut. Col. Homer W. Wheeler, Fifth Cavalry, to be col 
from March 11, 1911. 

Maj. Augustus P. Blocksom, Tenth Cavalry, to be lieut 
colonel from March 3, 1911. 

Maj. Hugh L. Scott, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be lieutenant « 
nel from March 3, 1911. 

Maj. Loyd 8S. McCormick, detailed inspector genera! 
lieutenant colonel from March 3, 1911. 

Maj. Jacob G. Galbraith, Fourth Cavalry, to be li 
colonel from March 3, 1911. 

Maj. Horatio G. Sickel, Twelfth 
colonel from March 3, 1911. 

Maj. Herbert J. Slocum, Seventh Cavalry, to be lieu 
colonel from March 3, 1911. 

Maj. William J. Nicholson, Seventh Cavalry, to be li 
colonel from March 3, 1911. 

Maj. Fred W. Foster, Fifth Cavalry, to be lieutenant c 
from March 3, 1911. 

Maj. Edwin P. Brewer, Seventh Cavalry, to be lieut 
colonel from March 3, 1911. 

Maj. Henry J. Goldman, Twelfth Cavairy, to be lieu 
colonel from March 3, 1911. 

FIELD ARTILLERY ARM. 

Lieut. Col. Eli D. Hoyle, Sixth Field Artillery, to be : 
from March 3, 1911. 

Lieut. Col. Granger Adams, Fifth Field Artillery, to be « 
from March 11, 1911. 

COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 

Lieut. Col. William ©. Rafferty, Coast Artillery Corps, 
colonel from March 8, 1911. 

Lieut. Col. Charles J. Bailey, Coast Artillery Corps, 
colonel from March 11, 1911. 

Lieut. Col. Millard F. Harmon, detailed inspector gener: 
be colonel from March 13, 1911. 


‘avalry, to be lieut 


Lieut. Col. Charles H. Hunter, Coast Artillery Corps, to | 


colonel from April 1, 1911. . 
Maj. Ira A. Haynes, Coast Artillery Corps, to be lieu! 
colonel from March 3, 1911. . 
Maj. Willoughby Walke, Coast Artillery Corps, to be lieut« 
colonel from March 3, 1911. 








1911. 


INFANTRY ARM. 


eut, Col. William C. Buttler, Twenty-second Infantry, to be | 
el from March 3, 1911. | 
Lieut. Col. George 8S. Young, Twenty-first Infantry, to be 


el from March 3, 1911. 

Lieut. Col. George R. Cecil, Tenth Infantry, to be coionel from 
March 3, 1911. 
~ Lieut, Col. William A. Mann, Third Infantry, to be cclcnel 
f March 3, 1911. 
t. Col. Alexis R. Paxton, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be 
eolonel from March 3, 1911. 
Lieut. Col. William Lassiter, Fourth Infantry, to be colonel 

, Mareh 3, 1911. 
Lieut. Col. Robert C. Van Vliet, Sixteenth Infantry, to be 

el from Mareh 3, 1911. 
Lieut. Col. William A. Nichols, Thirteenth Infantry, to be 
eolonel from March 11, 1911. 

Lieut. Col. Edward H. Plummer, Twenty-eighth Infantry, to 
he colonel from March 11, 1911. 

Lieut..Col. Henry Kirby, Sixth Infantry, to be colonel from 
March 11, 1911. 


Lieu 


fr 


Maj. Charles M. Truitt, detailed adjutant general, to be lieu- 


tenant colonel from March 3, 1911. 
Maj. John S. Parke, Fourteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant 
colonel from March 3, 1911. 


Maj. Charles R. Noyes, Ninth Infantry, to be lieutenant 
colonel from March 3, 1911. 
Maj. Willis T. May, Fifteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant 


colonel from March 3, 1911. 

Maj. Edwin P. Pendleton, Twenty-ninth Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant colonel from March 3, 1911. 

Maj. Daniel L. Howell, Eighteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant 
colonel from March 3, 1911. 

Maj. William F. Blauvelt, detailed paymaster, to be lieutenant 
colonel from March 11, 1911. 

Maj. Walter H. Chatfield, Twenty-seventh 
lieutenant colonel from March 11, 1911. 


Infantry, to be 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE 
MEDICAL 


ARMY. 


RESERVE CORPS. 


To be first lieutenants, with rank from April 24, 1911. 


John Bundy Alcorn, of Ohio. 

Robert Wesley Andrews, of New York. 
Thomas Zopher Ball, of Indiana. 

Porter Vernon Ballou, of Kentucky. 
William Francis Bernart, of Illinois. 
Albert George Bising, of New York. 

John Newton Boyce, of New York. 

Arthur Irving Boyer, of New York. 

John Dosher Brooks, of South Dakota. 
Earl Sprague Bullock, of New Mexico. 
John Gerald Byrne, of Washington. 

Willis Earle Chapman, of Michigan. 
Harold Dunbar Corbusier, of New Jersey. 
Leighton Randolph Cornman, of New York. 
Richard Matthew English, of Connecticut, 
Frank Wilbur Foxworthy, of Indiana. 
Samuel Friedman, of New York. 

Harry Greenberg, of Wisconsin. 

Hubert Grieger, of Colorado. 

Andy Hall, of Illinois. 

Henry Norton Hall, of Georgia. 

Stevens Thomas Harris, of Georgia. 
Grabam Edward Henson, of Florida. 
Gustavus Ingomar Hogue, of Wisconsin. 
Harry Murray James, of New York. 
Frederick Niles Coligny Jerauld, of New York. 
De Witt Clinton Jones, of Minnesota. 
Wendell Ambrose Jones, of Ohio. 

Edward Elmer Lamkin, of Maryland. 
Samuel Connell Lindsay, of Iowa. 
Charles Herbert Lowell, of California. 
Laurence McEvoy, of New York. 

Elmer Ellsworth Mansfield, of Georgia. 
Clarence Martin, of Missouri. 

James Vance May, of New York. 

sen Hicks Metcalf, of Massachusetts. 
George Seltzer Mintzer, of Pennsylvania. 
Charles Bernhard Julius Mittelstaedt, of New York. 
John Lawson Norris, of the District of Columbia. 
Clarence Quinan, of California. 

Ivah James Ransbottom, of Ohio. 

Ernest Charles Schultze, of New York. 
Harry Clay Smith, of Montana. 


| ber 11, 


| Office became presidential October 1, 
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Physicians to be 


607 


William Hickman Spiller, of New York. 

Charles Seymour Stern, of Connecticut. 

William Stoutenborough Terriberry, of New York. 
James William Thornton, of lowa. 

Clarence Allen Warwick, of Indiana. 

Joseph Hall Whiteley. of Iowa. 

Roy Alexander Wilson, of Ohio. 

Shadworth Oldham Beasley, of California. 
Frederick Douglass Branch, of New Yerk. 
John Carling, of New York. 

Charles Arthur Cattermole, of Colorado 
Frederick Arthur Wellington Conn, of Pennsyly 
Charles Grant Eicher, of Pennsylvania. 


ania, 


Bruce Ffoulkes, of California. 

John Gilbert, of Pennsylvania. 

Lewis Theophilus Griffith, of New York. 
Howard Albertus Grube, of Michigan. 


Vernon Jay Hooper, of Michigan, 

Simon Pendleton Kramer, of Ohio. 

George Bradford Lawrason, of Louisiana. 
Villiam Cooper Le Compte, of Pennsylvania. 
Harry Rodgers Lemen, of Illinois. 

Peter Duncan MacNaughton, of Michigan. 
William Barton Orear, of Georgia. 

Palmer Heath Lyon, of New York. 

Frank David Pease, of Montana. 

Alva Sherman Pinto, of Nebraska. 

John Joseph Repetti, of the District of Columbia, 
Herman Joseph Schlageter, of California. 
Robert Scott Spilman, of Virginia. 

Walter Hoepfner Winterberg, of California. 


first lieutenants, avith rank from tpril 24, 1911, 
Clifford Thomas Sappington, of Maryland. 
Alfred Carlyle Prentice, of New York 
Clarence Arthur MeWilliams, of New York. 
Edmund Dougan Clark, of Indiana. 
John Vernon Frazier, of Michigan. 
Ernest William Haass, of Michigan. 
Haigazoon Kruger Kaprielian, of Connecticut. 
Arthur Waller Slee, of New York. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Reed M. Fawell to be a lieutenant in 


the Navy from the fth d Ly of Mare h, 1M11, to fill a vae uney. 


Midshipman Arnold H. Vanderhoof to be an ensign in the 
Navy from the 6th day of June, 1910, to fill a vacancy 
POSTMASTERS. 
GEORGIA, 
Sallie M. Aaron to be postmaster at Lyons, Ga 1 place of 
James B. Aaron, deceased. 
Charles W. Parker to be postmaster at Elberton, Ga., in place 
of Charles W. Parker. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
1910. 
IOW A, 
Daniel P. Ellsworth to be postmaster at Lohrville, Iowa, in 


place of Daniel P. Ellsworth. 
| December 


| of Charles 


Incumbent’s commission expired 


19, 1910. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
Harriet F. Seaverns to be postmaster at North Scituate, Ma 
1910, 
MICHIGAN, 
Charles Gauntlett to be postmaster at Milan, 


Mich., in place 
Gauntlett. Incumbent’s 


expired Fel 


commission 


ruary 2, 1911. 


of Eva Frances Fay, 


MINNESOTA, 
Fred W. Olson to be postmaster at Raymond, Minn., in place 
resigned. 

MISSISSIPPI. 
Effie Du Berry to be postmaster at Baldwyn, 


Miss., 


of Carrie D. Morgan, resigned. 


Martha H. Talbert to be postmaster at Pelahatchee, Miss., in 


place of Martha H. McLaurin, name changed by marriage. 


of William A. Price. 


NEBRASKA. 
William A. Price to be postmaster at Laurel, Nebr., in place 


Incumbent’s commissich expired December 


13, 1910. 


of Callie B. Ferguson, 


NEVADA. 
Callie B. Ferguson to be postmaster at Fallon, Ney 
Incumbent’s commission 


, in place 
expired Feb- 


ruary 158, 1911. 





NEW JERSEY. 

George KE. Schenck to be postmaster at Haddon Heights, N. J., 

in place of Lizzie B. Minton, removed. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

Clark D. Eckels to be postmaster at Cambridge Springs, Pa., 
in place of William E. Root. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 20, 1911. 

Burd R, Linder to be postmaster at Orwigsburg, Pa., in place of 
Burd R. Linder. Incumbent’s commission expired June 22, 1910. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Peter J. Schroder to be postmaster at Avon, S. Dak. 

came presidential January 1, 1911. 
TEXAS. 

John H. Carson to be postmaster at Dayton, Tex. 
came presidential October 1, 1910. 

William D. McCaslin to be postmaster at Detroit, Tex., in 
place of William D. McCaslin. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 13, 1911. 

Rufus H. Windham to be postmaster at Newton, Tex. 
became presidential April 1, 1911. 

WISCONSIN. 

Joseph W. Fritz to be postmaster at Ladysmith, Wis., in place 
of Joseph W. Fritz. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
28, 1911. 


Office be 


Office be- 


Office 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 27, 1911. 
MINISTER. 
Laurits S. Swenson to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Norway. 
CoLLEecToR OF CUSTOMS. 


Frederick C. Harper to be collector of customs for the district | Gpair hears none. 


of Puget Sound, Wash. 
RECEIVERS OF PuBLIC MONEYS. 


Jacob L. Parrott to be receiver of public moneys at Timber- | 


lake, S. Dak. 

Samuel W. Huntington to be receiver of public moneys at 
Lemmon, 8. Dak. 

REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Edwin G. Coleman to be register of the land office at Lem- 
mon, 8. Dak. 

Paul D. Kribs to be register of the land office at Timberlake, 
8S. Dak. 

Albert Kircher to be register of the land office at Miles City, 
Mont. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander John H. Dayton to be a commander. 
The following-named carpenters to be chief carpenters: 
Thomas O. Covell and 
Caleb Whitford. 
POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA, 
William J. Atwood, Midland. 
MINNESOTA, 
Nicholas J. Kohn, Fort Snelling. 
NORTH CAROLINA, 
Frank D, Dickey, Murphy. 
OREGON, 
Lawrence M. Scholl, Hubbard. 
WISCONSIN. 
Robert V. Baker, Kenosha. 


John F. Shaw, Elisworth. 
earle S. Welch, Eau Claire. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, April 27, 1911. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Almighty God, our heavenly Father, let Thy blessing descend 
copiously upon us, to broaden our views, quicken our sensibili- 
ties, that we may make worthy our acts in whatsoever our 
hands findeth to do, and thus grow daily into the likeness of 
our Maker. And honor and glory and praise be Thine forever. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
appreved. 
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APRIL 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett. o) 
clerks, announced that the Presiding Officer had app 
CLARKE of Arkansas and Mr. GALLINGER members of 
select committee on the part of the Senate, as provid 
the act of February 16, 1889, entitled “An act to auth: 
provide for the disposition of useless papers in the « 
departments,” for the disposition of useless papers in tly 


|} ury Department. 


PRINTING AND BINDING, COMMITTEI 


AGRICULTUBAL 


ON EXPENDITURES 
DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I offer the { 
resolution, and ask unanimous consent for its immed 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana ask 
mous consent for the present consideration of the rr 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 129. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the D 
Agriculture be authorized to have such printing and bindive 
may be necessary for the transaction of its business durin 
second Congress. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I understand this ev 
is actually taking testimony and working through 
mittees. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Yes. Mr. Speaker, this reso! 
offered at the request of members of the committee. Th 


| mittee is actually at work taking testimony through ; 
| mittees, and it is desirable to have it printed, so that ti, 


committee can have the advantage of their work. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I think there can be no 


| tion. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause rhe 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, Mr. McMorgan was granted i 


| absence for two weeks on account of important business 


THE APPORTIONMENT BILL, 


Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House res 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state « 
Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 2983—the 
tionment bill—and, pending that, I ask unanimous consent 
general debate be fixed at three hours, one-half to be cont 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CruMPackKeEr] and one-! 
by myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee mov 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole Ho 
the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
2983, known as the apportionment bill, and, pending t! 
asks unanimous consent that general debate be limited t 
hours, one-half of the time to be controlled by himself and the 
other half by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crumpa: 

Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to obj: 
would like to inquire of the gentleman from Indiana w! 
he thinks that that will be ample time on this side of 
House? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I supposed it would be. But 
quest has been made to me for time, and that is from ft! 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Netson]. Probably I will « 

80 minutes—possibly 40. That would leave a half hou! 

that may be distributed. If there is any Member on thi 

of the House who desires to speak and wants time, and |! 
we ought to have more time, I would be glad to have ii 

known. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. I want 15 minutes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman from California 
15 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CrumrA 
and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hovston], I | 
have agreed upon the number of Representatives by the : 
tionment. Whether gentlemen opposed to the number desi 
be heard or not to any extent, I am not informed. I! 
gentleman desires time, now is a very good opportunity ' 
dicate it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It may be that, as a matter of si 
we better have two hours on a side. I presume there wil! 
be so much time required, but I suggest it as a matter of pre 
caution. This is quite an important bill, and there are, |r 
haps, 125 Members of this body who were not Members of (he 
last Congress, and who were not present at the discussion then, 


vw 
a 








1911. 
_. o¢ eourse, I would like to give everybody an opportunity 
ace himself on the questions involved in this bill. I do 
think the general debate will last over an hour and a half. 
“MANN. I suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
sron} that he make his request for two hours on a side. 
1? time is not occupied, very well. Five-minute debate 
ould follow that, of course. 
we HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, jndging from the number of 
at “who have asked me for time in the discussion of this bill, 
[ think that really one hour would be long enough for this side, 
7 on hour and a half would be ample, and the gentleman from 
I liana seemed to think that would be satisfactory. Now, of 
pe ree, we will take up the bill after this general discussion, 


those 
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under the five-minute rule, and that would prolong its con- | 


sideration for some time, and perhaps we would not get through 
unt | very late. It seems to me that three hours, one hour and 
a half on a side, would be ample time. 
Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Hovstox] yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Lanciey]? 
Mr. HOUSTON. I do. 





Mr. LANGLEY. I did not quite catch the request. Did it | 
include the statement that the general debate is to be confined | 
to the merits of the bill? If not, I make that suggestion to the | 


gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I include in my request that the debate be 
confined to the discussion of this bill. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I think it ought to be. 

The SPEAKER. The rules settle that question. When the 
House is in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union considering a bill under general debate, Members are 


allowed great latitude in discussion. Outside of that, Members | 


are confined to the question, if anybody raises the point. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will 
permit, I have had three requests since the gentleman made his 
motion for time, aggregating 45 minutes. I will probably occupy 
half an hour myself. I believe we ought to have two hours on 
this side, but we will not use it unless there is demand for it, 
of course. I wish the gentleman would modify his request and 
make it four hours—two hours on a side. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, in response to the request 
made by the gentleman from Indiana and others on that side, 
that we have more time for discussion, I agree to the time of 
two hours on a side. 


would like at this time to make this inquiry, wheth 


the intention of the gentlemen on either side in control « 
to surrender some time to Members wiio oppose the bill? 
Mr. HOUSTON. I will answer, Yes: time will be given to 


those who oppose it. Iam willi 
as I reasonably can. 
Mr. Chairman, according to the provisions of the Consti- 


to make as much concession 


| 


tution and under the laws passed by Congres census 
of 1910 has been taken and certified to Congress by the 
proper official of the Census Bureau, the Directo ‘ Census 
Under the Constitution it is our manifest duty to | nh appor- 
tionment bill, and I take it that it is unnecessary to offer any 
argument or any reason why an apportionment |} ild be 
passed. The only question to be considered by this House is 
the character of the bill that is to be passed, so that I do not 
expect to take up more than a few minutes of the time of the 


House, and that will be occupied in setting forth the provisions 
of this bill and describing it. 

In the first place, Mr. Chairman, this bill provides that the 
membership of this House shall be 433. This involves an in 
crease of 42 Members. It also provides that in the e 
Territories of New Mexico and Arizona are admitied to the 
Union, they will have one Member each. This will be in addi- 
tion to the 433 already provided for. 

In the apportionment of the Representatives among the dif- 
ferent States the committee was confronted with the question 
as to the manner and method of arriving at a just and fair ap- 
portionment, and upon this point I must say that there is a 
very great diversity of opinion. It is rather remarkable that 
after more than 100 years in the history of our Government 
there has been no uniform method agreed upon, either by Con- 
gress or by the officials of the Census Bureau or by statisticians 
in general. However, the method adopted in the formation of 
this bill, to my mind, adopts the simplest and the plainest and 
as fair a method as is available under the present conditions. 
The method adopted was the method known as the method of 


| majority fractions. By that method a ratio is ascertained, and 


that ratio is divided among the population of the different 
States, each State getting a Member in the House for each full 
ratio and one for each majority fraction thereof. 

Now, there are arguments made pro and con as to other 
methods—the method of 1850 and the method submitted by Dr. 
Hill, the chief statistician of the Bureau of the Census, which 


| had features to commend it to the favorable consideration of 


Ton] modifies his request in two respects. He asks that the | 
time be extended to four hours of general debate, one-half to be | 


controlled by himself and the other half to be controlled by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crumpackrr], and that the 
debate be confined to the bill under consideration. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Tennes- 


see |Mr. Houston] that the House resolve itself into Committee the population of the United States as it now is. The same re 


of the Whole House on the state of the Union, to consider 

House bill 2983, for the apportionment of Representatives in 

Congress among the several States under the Thirteenth Census. 
The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the House resolved itself into Committee of the 


: | the Census Committee. However, it is agreed by al 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hovs- | 


| that with 
the present population of the United States and the ratio deter- 
mined upon by this committee of 211,877, as representing the 
average constituency of each Member, the same result is reached 
when you come to divide the membership of the House into the 
number 433. Therefore, however much any Member might pre- 


| fer another method under different conditions, yet the same re- 


Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration | 
of the bill (H. R. 2983) for the apportionment of Representatives 
in Congress among the several States under the Thirteenth 


Census, with Mr. Garner in the chair. 

Mr. Garner took the chair amid applause. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 2983. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


e House bill 2983, a bill for the apportionment of Representatives in 


ongress among the several States under the Thirteenth Census. 
Be it enacted, ete.-—— 


Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Houston] asks unanimous consent that the first reading of 
the bill be dispensed with. Is there objection? [After a 


pause.] The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Houston] is recognized. 


Mr. SHARP. Mr. Chairman, I understand that both of the | 


gentlemen to whom the control of time is allotted favor the 
Same bill. I wish to ask if time will be apportioned to any 
Member on the floor who opposes the bill. This question was 
raised at the time this same bill was discussed at the last ses- 
sion, and a different rule was followed then, and a certain 


sult is reached when you fix the number at 433 and use the 
method of major fractions, the method used in this bill, with 


sult is reached by the ratio the committee has determined upon, 
211,877, and the number 433, as would be reached by this method 
suggested by the chief statistician, Dr. Hill. In view of that 
fact there can be no criticism that this method is not as fair 
and as just and uniform an apportionment as the later method. 

This bill provides, as I have said, for an increase of 42 Mem- 
bers, distributed among the various States of this Union 

Mr. KENDALL Will it interrupt the gentleman if I ask him 
a question? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I yield to the gentleman. 


Mr. KENDALL. The plan proposed by the committee allows 
each State to enjoy the representation that it now 1 
Mr. HOUSTON. It does. I was coming to that. The plan 


proposed by the committee allows each State to 
ent membership. And I will say, in this connecti 


number 483 is the smallest number that will afford hy 
| State the opportunity to retain its present membe vit if 
the loss of a single Member. 

Objection has been made to the increase. The argument has 
been made that the House is too large and is getting unwieldy. 
In view of that, which I shall allude to later, it ! been the 
general desire of the committee and of Members of the Hou 
to keep the membership as low as possible and yet prevent 
State losing a Member. The bill provides that 21 Stat ll 


retain their present membership; 16 will gain 1 Member each; 
5 will gain 2 Members each; 2 States, Ca i L- 
homa, will gain 3 each; Pennsylvania gains 4; and New Y: rk 
gains 6. 

In this connection I will state that 25 States get a Member 
on a major fraction. Of these 25 it will be noticed that 15 


ifornia alr Lo 


‘mount of time was allotted to those who opposed the bill, I | gain a Member by virtue of the major fraction. 


one 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, this brings us to the consideration of 
the vital question in the passage of this bill, and that is the 
question of the increase of membership. 

The argument is made that the membership ought to be kept 
as low as possible. To this I fully agree when you couple with 
it the furnishing of full representation to all the people of the 
United States and to each and every State. We know that 
much of the confusion and much of the difficulty in the pro- 
ceedings of the House with its present mer bership is due not 


so much to the fact that there are 391 Members here now, but 


to the fact that the parliamentary procedure in the House is | 


such as to cause this confusion and make this an unwieldy 
body. But I want to call attention to the contemplated change 
in the seating arrangements of this House, by which it is ex- 
pected that all the Members will be seated closer together and 
be brought nearer, so that they can hear and understand each 
other and understand the business of the House 


can well be had in the membership and yet the House be much 
careful and understanding consideration to measures before the 


arranged as they now are. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is very important that every part of 
our people should have proper representation. It is unneces- 
sary to say that one man can represent a constituency of 


of 400,000. There are diversified interests in different sections 
of the country. The calls made upon Congressmen are increas- 
ing year by year. The scope of the legislation of this House 
is broadening. We are legislating upon more subjects than 
formerly. 
and powers call for more legislation and for more work on the 
part of the individual Member. The best thing that could hap- 
pen for the welfare of the country would be to have each Rep- 


resentative fully informed by an intimate knowledge of the | 


wants and will of the people, so as to reflect those wants and 
that will in the legislation of Congress. 

There is a feature that I suppose I might as well allude to 
here, as it will come up for discussion, although it is not em- 
braced in this bill. 


An amendment will be offered providing that the apportion- | 
meut to be made in the future shall be made by the Secretary of | 


Commerce and Labor. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. 
to the gentleman from Texas? 
Mr. HOUSTON. I do. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. 


resentation. 


that representation should be smaller than is proposed by the 
gentlemen who oppose the measure. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My position is that increasing the number 
of Representatives necessarily will cause each Representative to 
represent a smaller constituency. That being true, he can un- 
derstand and know the wishes and wants of that constituency 
much better than he could one double that size. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Then would it not be the wiser thing to have 


effective representation than if he represented a constituency of 
211,000? 

Mr. HOUSTON. That might be true in a sense, but there is 
a limit. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Where would the gentleman put the limit? 

Mr. HOUSTON. It must be controlled by conditions that 
exist, by the amount of population, by the character of the 
legislative body that will be chosen. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Where would the gentleman suggest that 
the line be drawn? 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
the present time that an increase of 42 is what the country 
needs and demands. I believe that increase will give us a 
better representation than the present number of 391. There 
can be no hard and fast rule because it is to be adjusted accord- 
ing to the varying conditions at every census, keeping in mind 
always that a smaller body can legislate more easily than a 
larger one, and yet the wants of the people are the first con- 
sideration, and the larger body can proceed in a parliamentary 
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better. I | 
verily believe that with this rearrangement an increase of 42 | 





The advancement and development of new agencies | 


| if it should have any effect. 


Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield | 
| The attempt to put this method into operation failed 
| Secretary of the Interior at that time did apportion the lt 
I did not appreciate the fact that the gentle- | Pro 
man from Tennessee was going away from the part of the} 
measure he has just been discussing—that of the basis for rep- | 
It may be that I did not hear all of his remarks, | 
but he conveyed to my mind the impression that his idea was | 
that in order to have an effective representation the basis of | 





| tionments. 
| country, and will not exist again. 


I have suggested, and this bill suggests, at | 


APRIL 


will do their duty, attend to their business, be prompt 
seats, and listen to what is going on. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. One further question. If it were 
to prevent a State from losing a Representative. w 
gentleman be in favor of an increase of 82 Members in. 
42 Members? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Oh, the gentleman may reduce the 
tion to an absurdity by putting abnormal figures to i; 
things are to be considered in the light of reason and | 
sense, keeping in view a fair and proper representation « 
the people throughout the country require. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes. 

Mr. LENROOT. I understood the gentleman to stat, 


sinaller body could be easier controlled through leaders), 


a larger body. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Oh, I did not make that statemeyn; 
very much of the opinion that a much larger body tha: 


it would observe the parliamentary law and parliament 
more deliberative, and that we will be much better able to give | 


cedure—and they all know what the procedure is—\ 


| much more orderly and deliberative a body than t! 
House than we can under present conditions, with the seats | 


sometimes is, 


Now, Mr. Chairman, to get to the point of the any: 


) 
«(, 


I say an amendment will be offered to this bill, which [ pyor, 


allude to to bring before the House and to state my o! 


| to it, that after the next census the Secretary of Com) 
200,000 more fully and more capably than he can a constituency | 


Labor shall apportion the Representatives among t! 


| of the Union, taking the number of 430 and dividing th 


tion by that to ascertain the ratio of the average cor 
of the different districts. 

Mr. SHARP. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes. 

Mr. SHARP. What effect would such an amendment 
by this House, have upon a future Congress. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I was just coming to that. 
it would have any effect. 


I do. 
I think it would be very unt 
It is, to my mind, attempt 


something that is not in the power of this Congress «1 


other Congress to do, and which, if it had the power 
mind would be very unwise to attempt. I think that e: 


gress which has the duty of apportioning Representatives s! 


meet that duty in the light of the conditions that exis' 
time. It is impossible to do otherwise. I think it is w: 


attempt to forestall the action of future Congresses. 


That method was adopted once in the history of our ( 
ment. In 1850 there was a similar proyision enacted | 


sentatives under that statute, making the number, | | 
Congress changed that number. They were not \ 
abide by that and increased the number by §8, inst 
standing by the apportionment made by the Secretary 
Interior at that time. Now, it is well known to everyon 
that extraordinary conditions were the cause of that eff 
1850 to fix a limit upon the Representatives at futur 
Those were remarkable, without paralle! 


mere 


The emergency or the exigency that was thought th« 
tify it was extraordinary. It did not accomplish its | 


| because the Congress which was elected 10 years late! 
| observe 
| thing fer this House to do is to increase the members! 


: nee . | I think it is inconsistent with the dea for this Congre 
a constituency of 25,000 or 50,000 people, because if the gentle- | : * Sees t with that idea for ae 


man’s argument be sound in that respect there would be a more | 


it. I think, honestly and candidly, that the 


forward and support an increase now and at the same | 
tempt to enact a provision that would prevent an incr 
future Congress. 

Mr. MILLER. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes. 

Mr. MILLER. Having in mind the statement just m 
the gentleman’s opinion that 10 years from now, after t 
census, that Congress would, under the law, increase 1! 
bership of this body by 42 or 62, or something of that k 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
I hope not. 

Mr. MILLER. Is it the gentleman’s opinion that the | 
ought to be increased beyond the 433 prescribed by this | 

Mr. HOUSTON. At this time? 

Mr. MILLER. At some future time. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That can only be determined in the 
existing conditions at that future time. 

Mr. MILLER. 
gentleman's argument, but I take it for granted tha‘ 
perhaps nearly through. I would hear, if he can ‘' 
briefly, some reason why the membership at this time 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yi 


1 


I can not give information of that | 


way, giving proper consideration to measures if the Members! be increased by 42, other than to prevent some State 


Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to interru) 


< 
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iosing a part of its quota. I have tried to listen to the The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

om eman. There has been a lot of confusion. I have heard Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, the frequent confusion 
but little of it, but I would like to haye that emphatically in the House while it is undertaking to do business like tbat 
stated which now prevails strikes me as the very strongest argument 
~ vr. HOUSTON. I think there are many reasons that justify that could possibly be made against an increase in its numerical 
the increase. I think it is a very potent reason that no State | size. Although I voted in the last Congress for an increase in 
shall lose a Member. I think it is a controlling reason. There | membership to 433, and will probably vote here to-day for the 
are other reasons. There has been a very great change in our | same increase, it is a matter of great importance to the House 
country in many respects. I mean in the population of the and the country that the question of determining the numerical 
different States and the different sections. Conditions are size of its membership be considered with deliberation. The 


changed very much, and the condition is such now that I be- | House of Representatives is supposed to be the real representa- 
lieve the increased membership will better afford representa- | tive branch of the Federal Legislature. It is supposed to faith- 
tion than to have it remain as it is. I believe the increased fully reflect the will and the matured convictions of the people 
nembership will put it within the power of the Representative | of the United States, and the House ought to be large enough 
's more properly and capably represent the constituency which | in numbers to be a real representative body on the one hand, 
he will have than if the membership were kept down to 391. | and on the other hand it ought not to be so large and unwieldy 
Mr. MILLER. Will the gentleman permit one further ques- | as to be incapable of effectively discharging its constitutional 
tion in that connection? Ten years from now will not the same functions. This country is vast in area, diversified in climate 
arcument prevail for increasing the membership of the House | and in interests, and from the nature of things the legislative 
that we now have here, namely, to prevent any State losing its | results of the House should be the composite will of all sections 
regular quota? Will not that always be before the Congress? | of the country in relation to matters of general legislation. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I will answer the question in this way: I | The districts ought not to be so large territorially, nor so large 
think it is possible that there will be reasons for an increased | in population, that the Representative will be unable to keep in 
membership at that time. ‘There have been reasons. at each | touch with the feeling and thought of his constituents. 
Congress that has had the duty of passing an apportionment If districts are too large, either in area or population, he can 
pill to increase the membership, with one exception. In 1843 | not be in the highest sense a real representative of those whose 
there was no increase, otherwise there have been at every ap- | commission he carries to this body. But a man may be a 
portionment an increase of various numbers. It is quite likely | representative in the highest sense in a body that is so large 
that in the future there will be a demand for an increase, and I | that he is unable and incapable of wielding any considerable 
should think it more than probable that there will be an in- | influence at all. The Committee on the Census concluded 
crease. It is, I grant you, well to keep that increase as small | that, in view of the growth of the country in population, a 
as possible. When you come to compare the representation of | membership of 433 would probably be as near an ideal member- 
the constituencies in other civilized countries, in the leading | ship under all the circumstances as could be adopted. The 
nations of the world, it will be found that they have a much | average district in the country on such a basis will contain 
smaller constituency to represent than we have. No nation has | 17,695 more population than the average district contained 
as large a constituency for each Representative as have the when the apportionment was made under the Twelfth Census. 
United States. It is a sort of compromise. The increase in the House is not 
I here insert a table showing the number represented by each | in proportion to the increase in population, but it is substan- 
member in legislative bodies of other nations: tially 50 per cent of the increase in population. A large body, 

















. : | it - said, is —_ oe to = domination and control of 
lw _| parliamentary cliques and machines, and there is some force 
c i ae rane in that suggestion, of course. This body is already so large 
Countries. your. ouae to popu-| ratio is that it is necessary for it to transact its business principally 
house. | ation. based. | through the agency of committees, which it always will do. If 
+e | eee tee os its size is reduced so that every question may be discussed and 
J : deliberated upon the floor, it will lose its representative char- 
United RingQeitss So sk ccdscowensnocdeese. | 1901 | _—670| 61,878 | 41,458,721 | acter and will depart from the spirit and purpose of a repre- 
English members............eces-se- 3901 | +495 | + +65,712 | 32,527,843 | Sentative body under the Federal Constitution. We will have 
Scotch MeMbers....-..e.+----+-2+-20+- 1901 72| 62,112) 4,472,103 | to do the business of the House through the agencies of com- 

Irish members 103 | 43,289) 4,458,775 | mittees, and we ought to do it that way. 
pee ee ee 516 | 50,679} 26,150,708| If conditions in the House have assumed such an aspect that 
ce ee ES ee aay 166} 40,822] 6,693,548 | the independence of the Members may be menaced through the 


= == eee | instrumentality of parliamentary machines or cliques, I think 
397 | 155,546 | 60,641,278 | the remedy will come in a reform of the parliamentary pro- 
235 11,198 | 2,631,952 | cedure in the House. In this Congress the majority party has 
= > ee adopted a new method for the appointment of standing commit- 
58,252 | 5,825,198 | tees. ‘That method is on trial. I do not know what it will 
123) 18,211) 2,240,032 | result in or how efficient it may be to preserve the independence 
- oe cH of the individual Members, but in my judgment the effect of the 
230} 23,606] 5,429,600 | departure will be to convert the control of the House from an 
167| 21,313| 3,559,349 | autocracy into an oligarchy. My judgment is, Mr. Chairman, 
= — \_______ | that in the course of time it will be discovered that a majority 
Mr. MILLER. I would like to ask just one more question, | of the members of the Committee on Ways and Means will con- 
and then I will not bother the gentleman again, for he has | stitute the parliamentary machine of this body, as arbitrary and 
been very kind and patient. I understood the gentleman to | as despotic as it is possible for it to be under the old method. 
Say that he thought it advisable that each State should main- | The large States in the Union will elect the members of the 
tain as far as possible its present representation. Is it not the | Committee on Ways and Means, and each member of that com- 
theory of our Constitution with reference to the House of Rep- | mittee will feel under obligations first to take care of and 
resentatives that Members of this body represent the people | provide for his colleagues from his own State. I have heard 
rather than the States as entities, and should not the first con- | some criticism of the action of the majority of the Ways and 
sideration be a proper proportionate representation of the peo- | Means Committee in making assignments on standing commit 
ple of the country at large, having reference to certain areas | tees in this Congress. It has been pointed out that the party 
and sections, rather than to the States as geographical subdivi- | Representatives in every State that has a member on the Com- 
sions of the Nation? mittee on Ways and Means have been well provided for in the 
Mr. HOUSTON. Without answering the gentleman's ques- | distribution of good committee assignments, 1nd Representatives 
tion, I can say that in order that the thing may be accom- | in the smaller States who are not fortunate enough to have a 
blisted that he suggests should be accomplished, it is more easy | member of the great Committee on Ways and Means have to 
to accomplish it by Representatives that are thoroughly ac- | satisfy themselves with what is left. In addition to the power 
qua inted with every part and section of the country, and every | of appointing committees, the Ways and Means Committee is 
Class of her people, and are for this reason better able to rep- | one of great influence in the affairs of the House. 
resent her entire citizenship. In my judgment, if the majority desired to try a new experi- 
~~ Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. [Applause.] | ment in the way of taking from the Speaker the power of ap- 
me ORUMPACKER. Mr, Chairman, I wish we could have pointing standing committees, separating the political and the 


parliamentary power that the rules formerly reposed in the 
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Speaker of the House, it would have been infinitely better to 
have selected a committee on selection of two or three members, 
under limitations providing that no member of the committee on 
selection should be a member of any standing committee. It 
should be a device simply to separate or divide the parliamen- 
tary power the Speaker must necessarily have and the political 
power, because it requires a combination of the two to enable 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives to build up a ma- 
chine that will dominate House action and caucus action as well. 
I predict, Mr. Chairman, that the method now on trial, adopted 
by the majority party, will result in a dismal failure in the 
course of a comparatively few years. There are a good many 
ways by which the procedure in the House may be modified and 
accommodated to large membership without taking from the 
presiding officer the large parliamentary power that he must 
have. In a government by political parties the country holds the 
majority party absolutely responsible for the performance in 
good faith of the pledges it made to the voters, and the country 
will receive and accept no apology or excuse for its failure; and 
the parliamentary machinery of the House must be arbitrary in 
a large degree. There must be parliamentary machinery enough 
to enable the majority to keep faith with the country, and it 
seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that under existing conditions there 
is not one iota more of parliamentry power in the Speaker than 
is absolutely necessary for him to have. 


But the division of the political and parliamentary power, | 


proper, is another proposition. I will not discuss it further 
to-day. 

There is an element that enters into the consideration of this 
bill, Mr. Chairman, that my friend, the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Houston], said was a controlling one, and that is 
to provide a House large enough in membership so that no 
State will lose a Representative. I am free to admit, support- 
ing the 433 membership as I do, that if it were not for that 
element there would be comparatively little sentiment in the 
House for the increase in the membership above 391. Ten 
years ago, before the apportionment was made, the numerical 
size of the House was 357, and the Committee on the Census 
reported a bill under the Twelfth Census retaining the old 
membership of 357, but the sentiment in favor of increasing 
the number high enough to take care of all the States was 
strong enough in the House to defeat the committee bill and 
agree to a substitute fixing the membership at 386. 

Now, just analyze that element for a moment. I would like 
to feel that this increased membership can be supported upon 
higher grounds than that, and I do feel that there are perhaps 
adequate reasons why we can stand by a 433 membership above 
the proposition—simply to take care of the States. As I said, I 
supported this bill, calling for the 433 membership, in the last 
Congress. I confess I did it with some degree of misgiving. I 
did it with the understanding that we would incorporate in the 
bill, and we did incorporate in the bill, a provision that under 
subsequent censuses the Secretary of the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor, after ascertaining the Representative popula- 
tion of the country, should divide the aggregate population by 
the arbitrary number of 433, and using the resulting quotient 
as the ratio of population to membership and then dividing the 
Representative population of each State by that ratio, and giv- 
ing each State one Representative for each full ratio of popula- 
tion and an additional one for each major fraction thereof. 

The two were coupled together. I had a good deal of mis- 
giving in relation to the future. Following the Eleventh 
Census the membership of the House was increased so that 
no State would lose a Representative. Following the Twelfth 
Census the membership of the House was increased, so that no 
State would lose a Representative, and now, Mr. Chairman, 
we are proposing to increase the membership of the House 42, 
and the distinguished chairman of the committee says that the 
mere fact that no State will lose a Representative is complete 
justification for our action. Where, Mr. Chairman, is the in- 
crease in membership going to stop? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield for a question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman states my position stronger 
than I stated it. I said that was one of the controlling reasons. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I accept the modification. I did not 
aim to misstate the gentleman’s attitude on the question. In the 
bill that passed last winter we provided for the future: we 
made the legislation prospective, just as we make all legislation. 

The gentieman from Tennessee [Mr. Hovston] said he 
thought that policy was wrong. I can not see anything out of 
the way in the policy of now providing for the future. We are 
required by the Constitution to take a census of population 
every 10 years, and yet each of our cevsus laws is entitled, for 
instance, “An act to provide for the ‘‘welfth and subsequent 





awl, 
censuses”’ or “to provide for the Thirteenth and sy! 
censuses.” It has been the custom of Congress for a 

of decades to provide for the taking of the census not 
the immediate census in contemplation, but all future «. 
The census act that we passed in the last Congress for 
nial enumeration of population provides for future cen. 
well. I do not see any objection at all to Congress at ; { 
providing that after the Fourteenth Decennial Census ;)), 
retary of Commerce and Labor shall proceed to apport 
resentatives among the States according to the form 
was embodied in the provision of the bill which was | 

the last Congress and for which practically all the Dp, 
Members voted. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to th: 
man from Missouri? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The gentleman will admit, will he ; 
this act, if we pass it as the gentleman suggests, wou)! 
binding upon Congress 10 years afterwards? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Of course I admit that. No 
Congress can pass now will necessarily be binding 
gress 10 years hence, or 5 years hence, for that mati 
gress has no power to pass irrepealable legislation, like 
of the Medes and Persians. All our laws are subject 
future, to modification or repeal when the welfare of | 
try may seem to require it, and a provision of this k 
of course fall within the same rule. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Then this would simply be a sugges 
the Congress 10 years hence as to what they ought to du‘ 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. It would be more than a sic: 
It would require the repeal of a positive law to do ot) 
and if we have that statute on the books 10 years |y 
a proposition were made in the Congress to repeal! it \ 
view of enlarging the membership of the House, ther 
be such an expression of opposition sentiment throuc! 
length and breadth of the land that no party would | 
undertake it. Its moral influence would be tremendous 

Mr. RUSSELL. Does not the gentleman believe ¢! 
Members of Congress elected 10 years hence would be better 
judges of what the people would then need than we are } 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The difficulty would be that tli 
be in the same condition then as we are now. In the: 
of the law, how many of us are looking at the situati: 
own States? That is the question, Mr. Chairman, whic! 
Congress will avoid now by making this provision as t 
future. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from India! 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield. 

Mr. MANN. The suggestion was just made that s 
were passed now, it would not be binding upon Congress, 
the gentleman stated that it would not be binding ( 
gress. Is it not a fact that it would be binding upon Concress 
unless it was repealed, either directly or indirectly? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. As long as it remains in force on tl 
books it is binding on Congress. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It would be binding on Cons 
upon the country, and that is the impression which | 
to convey when I answered the question of the gentl 
Missouri [Mr. Russetzi]. It will continue to be a la 
is repealed, and if we embody that amendment in the 
ment made this year by this Congress, when the nex! 
is taken, in the absence of legislation, the Secretar) 
merce and Labor will proceed at once to apportion ly 
tives among the States in accordance with the formu 
the law will contain. It is no surrender of legislati 
to the head of a department. We prescribe what the ! 
be. We prescribe in effect what the membership and \ 
numerical size of the House shall be under subsequent « 
and the duty that will be imposed upon the Secretary | 
merce and Labor is not a discretion, but it is just a mi 
duty to make the arithmetical calculations involved in | 
portionment. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, this amendment is, one of ¢r 
portance, and in my judgment, if it shall be incorporate: 
bill, it will stand and continue to be the law of this co 
decades and possibly for generations. 

The gentleman from Tennessee referred to the act | 
That was altogether a different provision. In 1500 | 
fixed the membership of the House at 235, and it prov 
the Secretary of the Interior, after the enumeration 0! 
tion had been made, should proceed to apportion 233 Repr 
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5 among the States according to the method outlined in that 
. difficulty with that law was that it set aside the plain, 


nan so heartily approved in opening this debate. 
amendment that 
r-fraction principle. 
fhe apportionment under the census of 1850 was made by 
secretary of the Interior according to that law, and it con- 
‘ i in force, and the apportionment of 1860 was made in 


old-fashioned major-fraction method, the one that the | 


I shall propose to the bill retains the | 


in accordance with that law; but under that method of | 


rtioning Representatives it was discovered that five or six | 


crates had major fractions unrepresented, and to cure what 
-ress thought was an injustice a special act was passed 
which increased the membership by giving those States Repre- 
contatives for the major fractions, 

There will be no such question under the proposition that 
¥ be presented to the House for consideration in connection 
this bill. It preserves the major-fraction rule. 
to every State Representatives for the full numerical ratio 
1 a Representative for each major fraction. 

In 1870, after the Civil War, when questions were before 
the country respecting the right of representation on the part 
of some of the insurrectionary States, the act of 1850 was 
Conditions then were exceptional. The probabilities 


will 


repealed. 


are that if it had not been for the Civil War we would be 
operating under the act of 1850 to-day. Let me ask Members 


of this House if it is not true that the almost unanimous senti- 
ment of the country to-day is against an increase in the mem- 
bership above 3917? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I did not hear the beginning of the gentle- 
man's statement, and I do not know whether he stated what 
the effect of the act of 1850 was on the apportionment of 1860. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, The apportionment of 1860 was made 





The CHAIRMAN. 
to the gent 


Does the gentleman from 


leman from Colorado‘ 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield. 

| Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado I wan to sk if t col ? 

| has onsidered the question as to the effect of thos states 
Whose legislatures are now in session, whether or n under 
the provisions of section 4 of this bill, the legislature can now 
redistrict the State and put in a ] so tl shall only 
become operative when Congress enacts and the President ap- 
proves a measure of this kind? Would that proper redis 
tricting legislation at this time? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER I think so. Sever States have al- 
ready done so. The Legislature of Indiana redis ted that 
State for congressional purposes without any conditions on a 

} basis of 13 Representatives. It will require a Hiouse of 433 to 
|} enable the State to maintain this membership, but it antici- 
pated the wisdom of Congress in fixing the total membership at 


It will | 


under the act of 1850, but in working out the problem of distri- | 


bution it left four or five States with major fractions that were 
without representation, and Congress by a supplemental act 


gave each of those States a Representative on account of their 
major fractions, 

Mr. SHERLEY. Did it bave the effect of reducing the rep- 
resentation of any State? 


additional Representatives shall be elected from States at lat 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Oh, yes; you can not have an arbi- | 
trary number without reducing the representation of some | 
States. The only way to maintain the representation of the 


States in each decade is by increasing the total number, be- | 


cause the distribution of population throughout the country is 
very unequal. 

Mr. SHERLEY. It might be that in fixing an arbitrary num- 
ber a number might be fixed large enough to take care of the 
increase of the next 10 years. I was not suggesting any argu- 
ment against the gentleman’s proposition, because I favor it 
very strongly, but I wanted to get at the facts as to how it 
worked in the one instance when it was tried. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, The purpose of the act of 1850 was to 
fix the membership for the future at 233, and the Constitution 
requires Representatives to be apportioned among the States 
according to population. Naturally some States would lose and 
some States would gain at the expense of others. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman does not touch upon my 
question. In fixing an arbitrary number, if you fix the ratio 


sinall enough and the total large enough it is possible to guar- | 


antee that in 10 years no State would lose any of its member- 
ship, and I was simply asking what was the fact as to whether 
there was a loss or not in the apportionment of 1860. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think not in 1860; because the ap- 
portionment under the census of 1860 was made in 1861 or 
1862 after some six or seven States had withdrawn from the 
Unien and the membership of 233 was apportioned among the 
rest of the States. 


Mr. SHERLEY. So it really never had a trial? 


a CRUMPACKER. No; that is the real truth about it. 
OW, 


be overestimated. 


tims may be depended upon as permanent legislation. Its 


eon influence will be so strong as to relieve the future from 
these troublesome problems that confront us, and in a large 


ae induce our action respecting the numerical size of the 
a) ise, 


Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield? 


XLVII——43 


i535 and redistricted the Stat 


ordingly. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I understand that the State of 


North Dakota passed such an act and the governor vetoed it, 
did he not? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know. The governor had a 
right to veto an act of that kind, but if he had not vetoed it, I 
think it would have been a valid act. Mr. Chairman, there is 


another amendment that I propose to submit, and 
f of the bill. In section 4, line 17, the clause “ by 
legislatures thereof” was not contained in the bill as it p 
the House about two months ago, 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Chairman, I want to direct the atten- 
tion of those Members who are apprehensive that a larger 
House might be beyond control in a parliamentary way that 
there are not 100 Members now present, and yet the confusion 
is such that gentlemen can hardly be heard at all. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I suggest from Towa that 


that is in 
the 


assed 


section 


to the gentleman 


it might be very much worse if you had 200 disorderly Mem- 
bers. 
Mr. KENDALL. Yes; but the gentleman has a right to pre- 


sume that a large part of the membership will be 
is now. 

Mr. SHERLEY. tut the ratio, while it may be the same, 
will leave a very much larger membership present. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, the bill 
makes provision for a change of membership, and provides that 


absent, as 


section 4 of 


if there is no local provision otherwise, and where there is no 
change in the representation Members shall be elected from t] 
districts as they are at the present time until the States ch 

the districts. The section provides: 


Sec. 4. That in case of an increase in the number of Repr 

in any State under this apportionment such additional Representat 

or Representatives shall be selected by the State at large and the other 
Representatives by the districts now prescribed by law until such State 
shall be redistricted by the legislature thereof in the manner herein 
prescribed ; and if there be no change in the number of Rep ntat 
from a State, the Representatives thereof shall be elected from the di 
tricts now prescribed by law until such State shall be redistricted as 


herein prescribed. 
Now, the words “ by the legislature thereof” were not in the 


bill as it passed the last Congress. They were put in by the 
committee, but the House struck them out. They are incor! 
porated in this bill. What is its effect? In the discussion of 


the campaign publicity bill some days ago, when reference w 
made to the question of primary elections and things of th 
kind, gentlemen on the other side said, ** Leay 
to the States.” I think under the act of 1901 this clause was in 
the bill. Up to that time there had been no other method esta! 
lished by any State in the Union for the redistricting, exce 
by the legislature thereof. Since then a number of reforms hav: 
been accomplished; a number of States in the Union ha 
established the institution of initiative and referendum. S 
States are so equipped with the lawmaking 
they can legislate; they can redistrict their 

gressional purposes without the aid or assistance of the 
lature. Vofers may initiate propositions, and they 
them to the people. 


e those questior 


machinery tl 


territory for 


may refer 
This provision, if it has any effect at all 


| will prevent those States from exercising that great function 


of redistricting their States for congressional purposes by the 


| initiative and referendum altogether. 
I feel that the importance of this proposition can not | 


I feel that legislation upon this line at this | 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Where a legislature is elected unde1 ! 
unfair gerrymander, as is the case in Missouri, would it not 
be fair for the people to have a chance to vote on a fair and 


equitable apportionment scheme? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is the proposition I 
ing to. There is a temptation in all the States 


) iv t com- 


for the party 








even n 


ene oe e re 
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in power to take a little advantage in constituting congressional 
a i little party advantage. I do not believe, as a rule, 
permanent advantage ever can 





ie to a party for doing 
g under the name of redistricting for perpetrating 
errymander, but it happens sometimes, und we all have 


fair thi 





faith in the people. Representatives of Stat that have the 
lative and referendum, are you willing to say that the peo 

of your States may have the final determination of all 
islation excepting the creation of congressional districts, a 
ss of legislation that is more liable to be biased by party 
lvantage than any other legislation? I stand here, Mr. Chair- 
man, in this respect as the champion of the referendum, in the 
States that have established that institution [applause], and if 
politicians in the State legislatures make districts to suit their 
own particular ambitions or to enable their parti to secure 
an unfair advantage, should not the people of those States have 


the right to pass upon those acts of the | lature? 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to a 
question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. RAKER. I understood that the gentleman is discussing 
section 4 of the present bill. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. Yes. 
r. RAKER. Now, with the exception of the last paragraph 
of that section, will the gentleman please tell us what difference 
there is in that bill, the one now presented, subdivision 4, and 
the act of January 16, 19017? 
} CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I said a moment ago 
there is absolutely none. The act of 1901 embodied this pro- 
vision, but I said that up to that time there w ! 
in the Union that had the institution of the referendum. There 
was not a State in the Union that had any other method of 
doing that business than by the legislature. Take the State of 
Missouri. Several years ago in the State of Missouri when 
the distinguished Gov. Folk was in the gubernatorial chair a 
legislature that I understand was altogether friendly to him 
made a law providing that if the legislature should fail to 
redistrict the State of Missouri for legislative and congres- 





‘ 


sional purposes, the governor of the State should have the power 
to do it. That law is on the statute books to-day. There 
is a Democratic legislature now and a Republican governor. 





Has the State of Missouri the right by legislation to say how 
her districts shall be be made? 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentleman to 
state that it is practically the same with the subdivision as the 
act of 1901. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is not the same. It is the same in 
letter, but altogether different in spirit and purpose. 

Mr. RAKER. Wherein is it different? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Because, I undertook to explain to the 
gentieman the difference, that there was not a State in the 
Union, and never had been up to that time, that her 
inethod than to make the redistricting acts by the 
that it would not interfere with the right of a ! . 
Since 1901, the gentleman knows, many States have changed 
their method, and the proposition now is to say to the States, 
“You shall not exercise that power as you think wise, but you 
must exercise it as Congress says you shall.” 

Mr. RAKER. One more question. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Oh, I have answered the gentleman 
sufficiently, and if he can not see the difference between the 
provision in 1901 and this provision, considering the conditions 
and circumstances, I despair of convincing him. 

Mr. RAKER. Oh, the gentleman need not despair for me. 
I have compared the bill, and I am asking a question, Why 
does the gentleman insert the word “ select,” in line 14, in this 
subdivision, instead of electing your Representatives? What is 
the object of this important change? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know. I did not prepare this 
bill. This is the Houston bill. This is the bill that the com- 
mittee reported. The word “select ’’ may haye been used before, 
but it does not make any difference. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Chairman, I want to correct the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana, which he undoubtedly 
made without proper investigation, to the effect that the legis- 
Jature of Missouri had enacted a law providing for the redis- 
tricting or districting of the State into congressional districts by 
the governor We have no such law, and there is no such law on 
the statute books. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I, of course, am glad to hear the gentle- 
man’s views, but I have heard from a good many men from the 
State of Missouri who held a different view of the question. 








RECORD—HOUSE. APRI 


Mr. HAMLIN. Has the gentleman examined 
They are available. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have not, but I just use 
matter of illustration - 

Mr. HAMLIN. The gentleman is a good lawyer, 
wants to state a fact why did not he examine the st 
himself? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I may be a little bit carel 
things in the way of argument, but I merely used t 
the purpose of illustration. The point I am und 
make is that if any State should do in relation to « 
districts what the legislature, as the gentleman | 
done in relation to legislative districts, this law w 
them from doing it. You are State-rights people 
favor of giving authorit 
power of your State legislatures to handle by proj 

ative matters that are purely local? Are you w 
on record in favor of a proposition of an act of Congre 

the power of the State legislatures to redi 

States for congressional purposes? If Congress h: 
to do this, it has the power to say what kind of « 
shall make. That may be the next step in legislat 
upon exigencies and party conditions. 

vr. HAMLIN. Answering the gentleman’s int: 
am willing to let this law contain the same provi 
sard that the law passed by the Republicans in 187 
1891, and 1901 contained. I am willing to stand by 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, that is tl 
ment there is in favor of it—that the provision 
of Congress at a time when, by all history and 
public sentiment, there was no possibility of its in 
any legislation of a Stat 
curred under those circumstances, that he is 
by it now when it will overthrow the cherish 
a great many States of the Union. If he is wi 
by the provision on that kind of an argument, | 
cism to make. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will yield to the g 
Missouri [Mr. Russett], who has been standi 


some time 












to Congress to inter 






ite. The gentleman says, 





} 


Mr. RUSSELL. Something was said about the 


rovernor 


uri and the « estion of 1 





ot 


Mir. CRUMPACKER. I notice this: When this 
up for consideration in the last Congress this que 
tl ‘ommittee and the Missouri situation was d 
every Member, I think, on the other side of the |! 
together; they sto in solid phalanx for this | 
iocked like there was some fear lurking in this litt 
can not believe that the whole Democratic Part) 
to the institution of referendum that they are op] 

zg to the voters of their several States the 1 

hether they are ready to perpetrate an unjust 
gerrymander. I can hardly believe that the wh: 
Pariy occupies such an attitude as that. Ther 


Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Will the gentleman 


UMPACKER I will. 

y LA mR of Colorado. J frankly Say, Mr. | 
{ 

V 


1 have not looked into this provision, and I neve1 
until a few moments ago. It has just been reported 
present one of the States where we have the il 


m, adopted last fall, and I am very heart 

it. [ would like to ask whether the gentleman has! 
maiter sufficiently to say, in the event that a le 
enact a reapportionment law that the people of the 
upon as unfair and they determine to refer it to th 
not the voters pass upon it and determine whether 
a good law, and, if they reject it, Jet the legislatur 
and just law? And the legislature would haye to 
some time or other in conformity with this, the will 
In other words, the initiative would not apply to | 
but merely to the referendum. The action of the p 
be merely a veto on a bad gerrymander. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understand it may. ‘T! 
applies to all kinds of legislation where they do not 
modified form—a mild type of it. When the act of Co 

| it shall be done by the legislature thereof, that makes U 
| lature the supreme power. 








Peele 


1911. 


\ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. To initiate? 

\ir. CRUMPACKER. No; to make the law. No power shall 

arthrow that—the referendum or anything else. 

\r. TAYLOR of Colorado. Let me ask you this question: 
<.nmese the constitution of the States provide that all those 
lative acts may be referred. Now, would it not have the 


\ir. CRUMPACKER. That involves the question of whether 
engress has jurisdiction over the subject, and if it has, its 
ws are Supreme. 

if it has authority to legislate, its laws are higher than in- 
s and acts of the legislatures, and constitutions in the 


TA YLOR of Colorado. I do not seem to be able to make 
f clear. My impression is—or that is my first thought 
it—that it would be merely a veto power that the refer- 
; would have. 

_ CRUMPACKER. Let me say to my good friend from 
Co do [Mr. Taytor] that there is one easy way out of it, and 


s by striking out the provision. Then you will not lose 


sleep, and you can square yourself with your constituents | with 


‘ ey vou go home by saying to them that you voted against 
the | rovision that it seemed might at least take from them the 
nower to say whether your legislature had done an unfair thing 
» dividing of the State into congressional districts. 
TAYLOR of Colorado. 

struction was correct, I certainly would vote with him. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There is danger of it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman—— 

\ir. CRUMPACKER. I yield to the gentleman from Penn- 


SV nia. ~ 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Tr a this question: Suppose any State should in its consti- 
tution provide for the initiative and referendum, or suppose 


would in its constitution provide that the redistricting for 
congressional purposes should be made by the governor, or by 
, mission of 3, or 5, or 11, where, in the Constitution of 
the United States is there anything conferring upon Congress 
the thority to overturn those State constitutional provisions 
tate to the State the manner in which it shall be re- 

dis ted? 


Mir. CRUMPACKER. There is some reference to the right of 


If I thought the gentleman’s con- 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. Oh, surely. The people can make laws 
while they are farming and carrying on the various activities 
of industrial life without going to the expense of having a 
legislature in session; and I think, if they see fit, they should 
make legislation fixing the boundaries of congressional districts, 


Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield to the gentleman from Colo- 
rado for a question. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. What is the amendment that the 
gentleman from Indiana suggests ought to be made? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Just to strike out the language “by 
the legislature thereof,” in line 17, on page 4. That is all. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Now, let me suggest to the gen- 
tleman, would it not be better for this amendment to be made 


by the legislature of the State. and that would include the au- 
thority by initiative or referendum, or by in the 
States where they do not have initiative and referendum? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, that is a question that we mi 
consider. I am going to support this amendment and give the 
House an opportunity motion to 


the legislature 


to vote on it, on a recomniit 


inStructiols. 


Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairm will the gentleman yiel 


|} a question? 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 
man from California? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; I will yield for a question. Then 

|] must conclude. 

Mr. RAKER. Do I understand that in the gentleman's State 

| he has the initiative and referendum now? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Oh, no. 

Mr. RAKPR. And do I understand that you are afraid in 
your State that if it is given to the legislature to redistri 
your people will not have the opportunity to pro e by the 
initiative and referendum for this apportionment of which you 
are so heartily in favor? Is that right? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Oh, no. The State of Indiana does 
not happen to have the initiative and referendum, but I bay pen 
to be one of the lawmakers for California and for all the 
States of the Union. This provision here happens to be one of 
general legislation, one of general policy. 

Mr. RAKER. I understand the gentleman is heartily in fa- 


Congress to provide the manner, and some other things, in which | 


Representatives of the House may be chosen. 
Now I want to conclude in a minute. 
Mr. OLMSTED. Shall choose the Representatives, but 
make the districts in which they are to be chosen. 


not 
The Consti- 


tution does confer upon Congress powers to regulate “ the times, 
] s, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Rep- | 
resentatives.” If that gives Congress authority to dictate how 


districts shall be created it gives Congress itself authority to 
divide the States into districts. 
Mr. SMALL. Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. SMALL. The gentleman has stated that since 1901 
several States have adopted the referendum, but has urged 
that against the reason for the inclusion of these words in 


Section 4, 


t 


“or by the legislature thereof.” I desire to ask the 


gentleman if he can cite any State which has the referendum | 
which the question must not originally be referred by the | 


legislature to the people before the people have a right to vote | 


upon it? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know what the State provi- 
sions are, but I am simply contending that the States shall 
have the right to do this if they see fit to do so; and this pro- 
pens if it is enforced at all, will prevent the States from 
doing it, 
sirable, And now, let the States have the right in their own 
way to do these things and not undertake to control them by 
congressional legislation. 

Mr. SMALL. Now, another question: In those States which 
have the initiative, is it not up to the legislature finally to 
confirm or approve it before it shall become a law? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know. 

Mr. NORRIS. Oh, no; that is not necessarily so. 

Mr, CRUMPACKER. People may initiate in States and have 
4 provision referred, and if it is agreed to by the voters it is 
i law on proclamation of the governor, and I think it is irre- 
peilable in some States by even the legislature. 

Mr. NORRIS. That is right. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The legislature can not even repeal a 
law made in that way. 

Mr. SMALL. And the initiative may be put in force without 
any subsequent act of the legislature? 


The States may desire to do it, and it may seem de- | 





vor of the initiative and referendum? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am heartily in favor of 
States, under reasonable limitations, to do what they ple 


and I am against that 


any act oi Congress wi tal from 
States their power over a matter of this importance. [A 
plause. | 

Mr. RAKER. The gentleman does not answer the quest 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I expect to m 
to recommit the bill at the proper time with inst: tions ) 
amend by incorporating section 8, that one making pro i 
for the future, and the amendment I have just discussed. 

Now I yield 20 minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
{[Mr. NELson]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Nt 
sON] is recognized for 20 minutes, 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that anyi 
which may be said here and now can prevent the proposed 
crease in the membership of this House. However, I wish to 
utter my sincere and earnest protest because I believe that it 


bad public economy; that it will prove harmful to the House, « 


creasing its efficiency as a legislative body, and that it means a 


loss of rights, privileges, and power to every Member. 

At the opening of this session of Congress the great pa 
now in power in this Chamber announced to the country t! 
had voluntarily lopped off useless employees d thus had 
fected a saving to the taxpayers of the country of $182.00 
This announcement, I am convinced, was received by tl 


ple of the country with real satisfaction; not 
of the amount of money saved, but because it suggested the 


so much ix 


publie spirit that is passing over the land. It suggested that the 
old sordid, selfish, and narrow practice was a thing of the past, 
and that the party now in power would move upon the highe 


basic principle of subordinating private gain and 
vantage to the public good. 


THE REAL T 


May I remind gentlemen upon that side of the center aislk 
that it is not the first step that counts most, however impor 
tant it may be in itself. It is the next and the next and e 
next, and so on to the end. It is an old proverb and true that 
it is not safe to praise the day until the night has come Per 
haps it is not safer to praise a political party until its course 
has been run. Sometimes it buppens that when an eyil spirit 








Satie ae 
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is driven out it returns accompanied by other evil spirits, and | 


then the last state is worse than the first. 
can save $1 to-day of the people’s money, then waste that dol- 


ar to-morrow and throw two good dollars after it, and expect 


praise for public economy. It was comparatively easy after all 
off the salaries of employees, but the real test comes 
to us in this apportionment measure. Are we willing to risk 


our political lives in the interests of good public 
real test is the personal test. I fear, however, that we will not 
tand test. Personal self-interest is the controlling factor 
k of this proposed increase of membershi might as 
admit it and be honest public. 


service? The 


this 
bak We 
' 


tbe 


Dp 
with each other and 
CONSISTENCY VERSUS SELF-INTERI 

Gentlemen, you have claimed that you propose 
al [ call your atte 
this harmful increase of membership involves 
of salaries to the amount of $315,000, or 
um you claim you will save in the sal: 
that saving was a virtuous act, 
this larger amount also? Is your self-interest in the way? I 
call attention to the further fact you reckon 
the allowances for stationery and the mileage of these 42 addi- 
tional Members once or twice a depe upon the 
frequency of extra sessions, and also the salaries of secretaries, 
reached a sum over $400,000, or more than twice the 
that you claim to save in lopping off the 
employees. 

Now, if that was a praiseworthy act, then thi 
Why not be consistent? 

But that is not all. When you stop to reckon the cost of 
printing incident to the Recorp, incident to the circulation of 
speeches, incident to the circulation of documents; when you 
count the cost of the extra allowance for seeds and for bulle- 
tins for 42 more Members, and the use of the franking priv- 
ilege; when you reckon the cost of providing for 42 rooms in 
Office Building, with fixtures and furniture and supplies, 
ind the extra employees necessary to take care of this increased 
membership; and, finally, when you estimate the 
propriations that must be made—for these 42 additional Mem- 


to lop off the 
n to the fact 
increase 
than the 
if 


nsistent and save 


ries of needless employees. mtic 


al 
that an 
$353,000 more 


aries of employees. 
why not be 
that wl 


your when 


session, nding 
you have 


amount 


salaries of 


Ss is doubly so. 


the 


bers will ask for their proportionate share in the: public-build- | 


ing bills, in the river and harbor bills, and in many other pub- 
lic bills—you will find that half a million dollars is the mini- 
mum of tax burden you have imposed upon the country for all 
the years to come to meet your own selfish interests. 
plause.] 

Again I say to you, if that first saving was a virtuous act, 
you have now a chance to more than treble it in quality and 
quantity. 


HARM TO THE HOUSE 


[Ap- | 


No political party | 


APRIL 


Mr. NELSON. That is due not to the number of 
each body, but to the fact that the Senators are re) 


\f 
vif 


i 


| the people by being elected by the State legislatu: 


increased ap- | 


plause.] 

But to return to the point I was about to mak: 
gentleman from Kentucky interruptéd. The amoun 
in each legislative branch is equal under the Constit 
the sake of illustration, let us assume that 





the pow 
branch of the Congress may be represented as 100 
units. There are 92 Members of the Senate. It fo 
each Senator represents about 1.2 units of legislati 


but with 391 Members in this House now, our 
subdivided that each Member has less than 
power of a Senator. In other words, the power of 
is four times as great as the power of each Repres 

The Senator has, in fact, four times the | 
Member in debate, four times the opportunity; 
amendments, four times the opportunity for servi 
portant committees, four times the opportunity of 
in legislation upon the floor, and his vote counts 
much in the enactment or defeat of legislation. And 
committee proposes further to subdivide power of 1 
tion in this House by increasing its membership by) 
crease of over 10 per cent. But gentlemen may s 
power remains in the House, however subdivided 
among 2 numerous membership. This is technical]; 
writers on legislative institutions assert that a legisla 
as a whole, in standing, dignity, power, and influence. 
proportioned to the standing, dignity, power, and int 
its individual Members. This seems to me to be qui 
cause I believe that a great legislative body can 
constructed out of four or five hundred Lilliputia 
than you can create a great world power out of 
million pigmy men and women. I will state the eff 
exact form: As we increase the membership we «k 
Member. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wi 
to the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly I yield. 

Mr. SIMS. I want to ask the gentleman if he is 
legislation by the initiative and referendum? 

Mr. NELSON. I am. 

Mr. SIMS. Then, if the gentleman is in favor of | 
by all the people, how does he square that by his arg 


25 pet 


Oppo! 


| a reduced number in the legislative body? 


But, Mr. Speaker, there is a more serious objection than the | 


mere matter of money expense. 
to decrease the efficiency of this House as a legislative agency 
in the public service. [Applause.] Writers upon legislative 
institutions now claim that the Senate is the superior legislative 
body in this country. I regret to say I believe that is true. 
They say it is due to the flexibility of the Senate rules, to the 
longer tenure of Senators, but especially to the reduced mem- 
bership of the Senate as compared with the House. 

If that be true, it is not the fault of the framers of our Con- 


stitution, because that instrument gave equal power to each 
branch of this Congress. It is the fault of those who have | 
gone before us. They let their self-interest, their political 


ends, interfere, just as Members now propose to permit their 

political ends to interfere with doing justice to those who are 

to come after us. 
Mr. JAMES. 
Mr. NELSON. 
Mr. JAMES. 


Will the gentleman yield for 
Gladly. 
Is it not the experience of the gentleman that 


a question? 


the less numerous branch of every legislative body is the one | 


most generally extravagant with the people’s money? And is it 


not further true that the appropriations made by Congress are | 
| the country properly. 


always swelled by the other branch less numerous than this? 

Mr. NELSON. No; that is not quite true. This House initi- 
ates appropriation bills and the other branch generally has to 
swell them in order to get what that body thinks proper and 
necessary. But we are not discussing that subject. We are 
discussing the difference between 391 and 453 Members in this 
body. 

Mr. JAMES. I was merely suggesting that as an answer to 
the gentleman's position on the subject of economy. Is not the 
truth about it this, that that body which is most numerous and 
nearest the people always guards more carefully the public 
money, and that body farthest removed and least frequently 
elected is most extravagant with the people’s money? 


I believe that it will tend directly | 





| 
| 
| 


Mr. NELSON. Oh, the claim that increase of n 
makes the House more representative is sham, and t! 
man knows it as well as any of us. It is self-interes 
the real controlling motive here. This talk about cetti 
the people by increasing the membership is as meaninp 
is misleading and wholly devoid of real merit. The re 
and motive that is back of this proposed increase wa: 
by the chairman of the Committee on Census [Mr. 
He said it was the controlling motive, and it was also 
by the ranking Republican member [Mr. CRuMPACKER 
said that, looking to the future, he proposed to offer a! 
ment that would make it more difficult hereafter for 
est to control the action of Members in fixing the ! 


| of the House. 


Mr. SIMS. I understood the gentleman to say t! 
creased number of legislators would reduce the | 
dignity of the body and would weaken it. 

Mr. NELSON. In the use of the initiative and r 
the gentleman knows that the people will vote only « 
very few propositions, and that they will have a longs 
consider them. The gentleman knows that a reduced 
ship is more efficient than a great, big, unwieldy bod 
or five hundred men. 

Mr. SIMS. What does the gentleman mean by “*¢ 

Mr. NELSON. 


bt 


I mean by that, attending to the bus 
But my objection, Mr. Chair 
further. In this increase I see a loss to every Mem! 
his constituency in representation. I appeal to ever) 
within the sound of my voice, if he has proper self-il 
he has a proper self-respect, to vote against thjs surr 
his rights, powers, and privileges. If he has not, I as 
consider his constituency and his successors in years to 

Mr, CARLIN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman froin Wisco! 
to the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr,.-NELSON. I will yield. 

Mr. CARLIN. I understood the gentleman to i 
smaller number of men would constitute a better legis! 


1 


say t 











hon a large one. If that be true, to carry out the gentle 


a s ‘ reument to the last analysis, would net the gentleman 
rajuce the number below 391? 

" fp, NELSON. With great pleasure; I would gladly vote for 
that proposition. 


Mr CARLIN. 
\r. NELSON. I think about 200 
ing House of Representatives. 


Or, 


or 250 would be a good 
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The gentleman would vote to reduce it to 191? | 


w ’ 
wr CARLIN, If the gentleman’s argument is good, that a | 
a r number is better than a larger number, why not reduce 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman’s logic would reduce it to 1. 


CARLIN. The logic of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
« | reduce it to 1, not mine. 

NELSON. To reverse it, if the gentleman’s logic is right, 
» million is preferable to 250. [Applause.] 

‘ir. CARLIN. Well, do not let us reverse anybody’s logic; 
int pe take it as the gentleman stated it, that a smaller number 
‘< hotter than a larger number. 
NELSON. I am talking about a reasonable thing and 
not something extreme either way. I am opposed to diminish- 
ine the number so that it would be lessened in efficiency, and I 
» opposed to inereasing it, for the same reason. 

ir. CARLIN. The gentleman thinks that about 250 would be 


Mr 





th per number? 

Mr. NELSON. I would vote for that. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman’s position is that he is against 
the number of 4337 

Mr. NELSON. Yes; it is a choice between 391 and 433, and 


wo, t 
OT 


I am in favor of 391, and at the proper time I shall offer an 
amendment at the proper place in the bill to that effect. 

Now. I call the attention of the House to this fact, that we 
have striven for reforms in this body; we have sought to make 
it a more efficient legislative body; we have sought to restore 
he rights, privileges, and the prerogatives of the Members of 
this body 

Mr. CARLIN. 

Mr. NELSON. Very well. 

fr. CARLIN. If the gentleman thinks 2 membership of 250 
is about what this House ought to be, why not offer his amend- 
ment for that instead of for 391? 

Mr. NELSON. 


possible. 


Will the gentleman yield further? 


Because I am trying to attain that which is 
I know that an amendment to fix the number at 250 
would strike directly at the self-interest of too many Members, 
and I might possibly get the 391. 

Mr. CARLIN. Does the gentleman think it possible to do so? 

Mr. NELSON. I fondly hope so. 

Mr. CARLIN. That does not answer the question. 
gentleman think it possfble? 

Mr. NELSON. Oh, if you upon the Democratic side would 
rise to the occasion—you are responsible, if anybody shall be 
responsible, for this increased membership of the House. 

Mr. CARLIN. We are going to rise to the occasion. 
what I am trying to tell the gentleman now. 

Mr. NELSON. The country will hold the Democratic Party 
responsible for this increase in the burden of taxation placed 
upon the people, for the destruction of the efficiency of this 
a and for the reduction of the individual rights of 
Memnpers, 

Mr. CARLIN. Does not the gentleman recall that the last 
House, a Republican House, voted for a membership of 433, and 
was he not a Member of that body? 

‘ Mr. NELSON. Only a fraction of the Republican Party voted 
in that way. 

Mr. CARLIN. 
that bill. 

Mr. NELSON. 
publican side.] 

Mr. CARLIN. The gentleman can not put the responsibility 
upon the minority, although we are glad in this instance to 
take the responsibility. 


‘ Mr. NELGOR. But now you are in control, and you will be 
esponsible, 


Mr. CARLIN. 
to come. 

Mr. MANN, Great expectations! 

RIGHTS OF MEMBERS SURRENDERED. 

_Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, we have striven to improve 
the efficiency of this House; we have striven to restore the rights 
and privileges of Members. Now we are taking a step that 
tends directly to destroy all of the good that we have accom- 
plished. The present honored Speaker of this House is entitled 
to great credit, not only for having labored for the efficiency 
of the House as a legislative body but for restoring the rights 


Does the 


That is 


But it was a Republican House, and it passed 


Ah, by Democratic votes. [Applause on Re- 


We expect to be responsible for many years 
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and privileges to the’ membership of this body. 
this side he labored to change the rules of 
plish these desirable improvements; but 


With many on 
the House to accom 


now I fear that hi 








are fixed upon Missouri more than upon the United States. 

What was our complaint? We complained of too much cen- 
tralization of power in the hands of the few. An increase of 
42 Members must necessarily, if the work of the country is to 
be done, tend to centralize power in the few or the one. We 
have complained that the Hall of the House is too re, and we 
have taken steps to remedy that evil; but if we now rease 
the membership we destroy our own purpose and wi e the 
House too cramped to accommodate this increased membership. 

We have complained of too much s| ‘th mak n this Chai 
ber, but an addition of 42 Members must necessarily tend to 
aggravate the talk evil. We have complained of lack of time 
todo the work of the country. Surely an addition of 42 Mi ‘ 
with increased roll calls and in other ways of wasting time 
must directly tend to intensify that evil. We have complained 
of lack of individual recognition. The increase of membership 

| must further destroy the opportunity of individual recognition 
in this House. We have complained of lack of committee ass 
ments upon working committees. ‘The increased membership 
must further tend to diminish every Member's opportunity for 
good committee assignments. The leaders have complained 
| time and again of a growing lack of interest in the routine busi 
/ ness of the House. An increase of membership, lessening e 
Member's proportion of the work, must directly tend to dim 
ish individual interest in the routine of legislation. Writers 
the press and in the magazines say that the great n é 
Reeds, the McKinleys, the Clays, the Calhouns, the Webst 
are no longer here. 

If that be true, will this increase of membership, 
diminishing our rights, privileges, and powers, induce Me I 
of great talent and ability to serve in this House? Surely not. 
[I most earnestly protest against this increase as an out 
upon the rights of Members and their privileges. [Appl | 


THE WISCONSIN SPI 

It is not only economically bad, but it can not be defended 
| 
i 


upon any moral basis. Wisconsin is one of the States that wil 


lose a Member if this proposed increase is not passed. Why 
should we not vote solidly for it? Self-interest would dictat 
that we should. We are against it because we know that the 
Wisconsin spirit would condemn us if we did. We would b 


sham representatives of old Wisconsin if we voted otherwise 
Wisconsin not only preaches the doctrine of subordination 


private gain and personal advantage to public good, but Wi 
consin puts it inte practice, and it is the Wisconsin spirit that 
is permeating the Nation to-day. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. NELSON. May I have me time? 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent thi 


the gentleman’s time may be extended. 


re 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will yield the gentleman five min 
utes. 

Mr. NELSON. I thank both gentlemen, but I shall conc! 
presently. Is this proposition morally right? Gentlemen ca: 
easily see that if a “slush fund” was provided by privat: 


subscription with which to continue Members in this House i 
would be reprehensible, but here it is proposed virtually to pro 


vide an insurance fund at the public expense to maintain Men 
bers in this House. If a private jack pot is wrong is a pul 
jack pot right? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. What is a jack pot? 

Mr. NELSON. The gentleman knows; he lives in Missouri 
and it was in Missouri that the jack pot was worked off. [A 
plause.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The gentleman has no right 
assume that I know. I was asking the question what it is. |] 
asked for the -benefit of my friend from Illinois who 1ded 

Mr. NELSON. I know the gentleman knows so much that he 


knows what a jack pot is. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 

Mr. CARLIN. Does the x 
about a jack pot? 

Mr. NELSON. We do not 
sin, but there has been of late 


is 


That 


ntleman 


an 
from 


assumptio1 
Wisconsin kno" 
have the real jack pot in W 


too much use of money. I 4 


to say to the gentleman that if he cares to read the | 
corrupt-practices act ever enacted anywhere I want h to read 
the act that is about to be placed upon the statute | s of 
Wisconsin. [Applause.] 

Mr. CARLIN. Does the gentleman speak for the State of 
Wisconsin? Can the gentleman tell what acts they are going 


to put upon the statute books? 
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Mr. NELSON. I know their ability, desire, and pledge to do | It repairs to a room of its own, selects a chairman an. 


80. 
so far as that is concerned. 

Mr. CARLIN. Iam glad to know the gentleman can do that. 

Mr. KOPP. Will my colleague yield for a question? 

Mr. NELSON. I will. 

Mr. KOPP. I am interested in knowing just why 433 was 
agreed upon. Can the gentleman explain that? 

Mr. NELSON. I think that everybody knows it was to 
prevent a loss to some States of Members in this House, and 
that is the controlling reason why so many now intend to vote 
for this proposed increase in representation. 

But I must move on. I wish to remind gentlemen that we 


I have read the bill drafted, and I speak with knowledge | 


| 


| same time, in their different rooms. 


tary. All general bills are referred to the sections 
scribed order and are considered by all the sectic 
The Concress i 


| ORD is absent, the ladies and our constituents are 4 


| SO 


a great deal of “punk” is taken out of the 
[Laughter and applause.] The discussion of the meas 


| fore, becomes meet and relevant, suggestive and « 


rather than oratorical; and all the points made are t: 
by the secretary. When they are through with the 


tion of the measure a reporter or spokesman is select 
| 


are sworn to faithfully discharge the duties of our office, and | 
I believe that we can not keep that obligation if we permit our | 


private interests or personal advantage to influence us against 
the public good. I believe that the right spirit can be defined 
in this way. 


It is said by the Highest Authority that “ Greater | 


love hath no man than this, that a man lay down his life for | 


his friend.” May we not paraphrase that by saying, Greater 
love hath no man for his country than he who risks his life, if 
need be, for the public good, and may we not reverse it and say, 
Less love hath no nian for his country than he who prostitutes 
the public service, as proposed in this bill, for private, personal, 
and political ends? 

Mr. Chairman, to my mind it is perfectly clear that econom- 


ically this proposed increase means an extravagant waste of | V — 
| disposition. 
constitutional obligations in spirit if not in letter, and politi- | 
cally it appears to be in veiled form indirect treason to the best 


the public funds; morally it seems a clear violation of our 


interests of our common country. [Applause.] 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SMALL], a member of the 
committee. 


[Mr. SMALL addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle Aan from 
Maryland [Mr. Lewis] 10 minutes, 


Mr, LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, I hope that I will be understood | 


as being entirely sincere in confessing the embarrassment a new 
Member must feel, exaggerated in my case by the attitude I am 
compelled, apparently, to take this afternoon. It is not an atti- 
tude of opposition to the bill, because it heartily meets my favor, 
but an attitude which may seem to older Members as rather 
forward in a gentleman as new as myself—a didactic or school- 
master attitude. With this sincere apology I trust I shall not 
be misunderstood, 


There are two views evidently manifest here to-day. They 
are views that must become manifest whenever the subject of 
the number of the membership of the House comes up. The 
membership here has two functions. There is the first function 
of representing the people, which requires numbers. There is 
again the second, the function of deliberating. It may seem a 
rash statement to make, but I think that the latter function 
has been nearly completely lost in this House, lost almost since 
the time of the war; and I want to suggest that in other coun- 
tries with parliamentary experience as extensive as ours, a 
method seems to have been found which reconciles the circum- 
stance of numbers sufficiently large to be representative with 
the equally important need for deliberative character in parlia- 
mentary work. What does deliberation mean? It does not 
mean oratory. No one, I am sure, will be so indulgent as to 
suggest that what is taking place this afternoon is “ delibera- 
tion.” It means consultation, not contentious and, perhaps, 
vainglorious speech. It requires an effective opportunity for 
each Member, at a time when the legislation is in its plastic 
state or its formative stages to contribute to its formation such 
knowledge or suggestion as he may have. That manifestly can 
not be well done in a body even as large as 100. It can not be 
done at all in a body as large as 400. Now, when I speak of 
the method adopted by other parliaments, understand me as 
speaking of absolutely every important country of Europe, ex- 
cept Great Britain. They have secured there not only the rep- 
resentative function by having a membership sufficiently large 
to be actually democratic—and I only stop to suggest the rela- 
tion of large membershipyto democracy—but have safeguarded 
the deliberative function 4g well. At the opening of a session 
the President of the lower Wouse of the German Parliament puts 
in a hat 397 names, corresponding to the membership of that 
body. 

The first 40 taken out constitute section 1; the second, sec- 
tion 2; the third, section 3; and so on until the whole member- 
ship of the body has been covered. The operations of section 
1 may be taken as illustrative of the operations of them all. 


section. He is usually the man who has studied and 
special knowledge of the particular subject, and 
large enough to be representative there is apt to | 
specially qualified with regard to the particular sul 
spokesman reports to the Speaker of the House tl 
the section has concluded its consideration of the 
When a majority of the reporters have so reported a 
the reporters of all the sections is called by the Spea 
meeting is known as the central section. The report: 
central section compare their reports, eliminate the ni 
reduce to a common method of expression the man, 
ways of stating a provision, and make a complete ; 
the arguments in relation to the bill, when a report 
the reporters in common to the House itself. The nx 
goes on the calendar of that body to receive such tr 
the general parliamentary rules may prescribe for 


Now, the features of these deliberative divisions : 
Every member in such a parliament has an effectu 
nity at some time during the progress of a measure ii 
is plastic and formative to contribute an amendment 
tion; an effective opportunity to deliberate; for the 
eration takes place in those sections as they sit coi 
upon a particular measure. That is one of the virtues 

Another virtue is that the law of the survival of 
has an application to the Members without regard t 
they are new Members or old; there is a process of 
securing the talent most apposite to the measure. Ii 
pens that the new Member belonging to a particu 
shows, let us fancy, particular knowledge about }:: 
or a compensation bill, that he knows more of that su 
the others and will be best able to handle it in ; 
manner, he is selected as the reporter for that 1 
submits the report of his section to the central s 
again, it transpires that in the central section he ( 
sime superiority, he is selected as the common reporter ! 
central section, representative of the whole delibe: 
In that way, in utter disregard of the mere accicd 
distribution of committee appointments, the man 
petent, the person most representative of the vi 
majority of the deliberative body, is selected to steer | 
ure before the House when it reaches that stage. 

A characteristic illustration of its operation ma) 
the instance of a very distinguished man, the late prime! 
of France. As every member belongs to some section and | 
opportunity to participate in the consideration of « y. 
ure referred to it, it eventuated in his case, with resard 
notable measure, that he was considered the most 
master of the subject in his section. He was accord 
lected by his section as the spokesman forit. In the cent) 
again, the same fact developed. He was again the mai 
to steer the measure through the turbulent House o! 
of France. He was next heard of throughout the w: 
Briand, the prime minister of France, although belousine 
extremely minor party, with very radical feelings and « 
and in a country that respects property as much as wé 
{Loud applause. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has e| 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous cons 
may extend my remarks in the Recorp. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RecorD. | 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. _ 

Mr. COVINGTON. I ask that the gentleman have 
utes more. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The time is all promised. . 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I will ask the gentie! 
Tennessee [Mr. Hovston] to give the gentleman hal! ! 
whatever it is. 


Ws 


] 


THE FUNCTION OF DELIBERATION. 


Mr. LEWIS. It never could have been intended th 
membership of the House should completely delegate [0 


fraction of itself the exclusive power to deliberate on its meas 








1911. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 























That is. however, the fact. When a committee has con- (c) Particular susceptibility to obstructive influence, from 
a measure and the form it has given it is before | its weakness of numbers and de lence on chairn No 
hat form is commonly too rigid to receive amend- | journal and insufficient publicity of conduct of its members 
mendment proposed may be good, it may be in- (d@) “ Packed” committees and legislation d ved a ¢ I 
form, but capable of being made good, it matters | ation, and then only partial solutions, and another generation 
: icht as well be wholly bad for any real chance it | required for adequate solution. 
for adoption. It is a matter of surprise, often of | Just as surely as the House has lost the wer to deliberate, 
ur constituents to find us voting down amendments | se has the committee method shown itself to be subve1 ‘ 1 
r which seem to be along the lines of our known | ineffectual when wrongly applied to general legislation. Is there 
here are reasons for such action, which a short expe- | a remedy which will relieve the con © 
rs plain enough. First, excluded from participation duties and restore the proud power of delibe I 
rations of the committee on the measure the aver- | bership of this House? 
- does not know the measure as thoroughly as he | DELIBERATIVE SECTION 
a Second, under such circumstances he naturally pre- The evolution of parliamentary oe es h 
S the committee’s work to be thorough enough. Third, he | twofold. The committee agency is already | i 
the House may not wisely reform the measure, and The second agency is the delibe ve d sion, Vv l 
amendment may not consist with the rest of the meas-|in other countries the sections, bureé or gI 
Added to these reasons are the appeals made in the name | signed to overcome the difficulties of deliberatin 
, ( rman of the committee—a kind of subparty potentate. | sufficiently large to be representative. Both ag 
O e or the other or all of these reasons usually act, and so the | developed, like the two arms of bodies. in cort ! 
re is usually crystallized in the form it leaves the com-| ing degrees in nearly all countrie xeept Great Britain | 
With rare exceptions its plasticity does not survive its | our own, and are in actual us 1 Austria, Belgium, Fr , 
formative life in the committee room, and its reformation in the | Germany, Hungary, Italy, Japan, the Netherla 3» ’ 
Hot ze becomes impossible for want of a workable deliberative | Spain, and Switzerland, and perh: r 
f here. ing, the divisions are always constituted by lot. A he oO 
AYE-AND-NAY VOTERS. of the session the presiding officer draws f1 A DOX 
identification numbers for the whole ‘mbership, say 40 ; 
The absence of a real prerogative of deliberation in the Mem- | which will constitute section 1. The next 40 drawn will nsti 
per is a most serious infirmity in any parliamentary body; it | tute section 2. and so forth. until the whol 
reduces the Members to mere aye-and-nay voters on referen- | peen assigned in sections. Each section s s its chairman and 
dums from the committees. But in our system, with a popular | secretary and keeps a journal showing the att . of 
House designed to give legislative voice to the demands of the | pers, their votes, and so forth. The sections assemble d 
people and a nonrepresentative body to impose vetoes on its] their rooms for examination and dis sion of the 
work, the loss of real deliberative power is a matter of grave | general legislation before the House, in an order determined 
and fundamental concern. Many consequences flow from it, | upon, and minutes are taken of the points discussed and of 
none of them good, and not the least evil or the least certain of | amendments and suggestions. Whi 1 col 1 has 1 1 
the evils, is a radical departure of character in the Member | reached a reporter (spokesman) is selected, who makes a 
himself. Denied the opportunity to actively participate in the} printed report to the presiding officer, who, when a ajority 
ormation and determination of legislation, his energies seek | of the sections have so concluded. calls a meeting of the central 
other fields. He can attend to his “fences” if denied occupa- | section, composed of the reporters of the several sections, whi 
tion in attending to the real needs of his people, and this diver- | reports the measure to the house, after having fully analyzed 
sion of character and function as a fact has become so accepted | it. eliminated the chaff in the reports from the sections, and 
that a “ hard-working Representative” is now commonly recog- | stated the real points in controversy, appointing a common 
ized as the more active seed and pamphlet distributor, the | reporter to present the subject. Rules are provided to facilitate 
digger for jobs and for favors for his voting friends. The | consideration of the measures referred to the sections, and 
great honor and the great opportunity for public service de- | agencies provided for determining the order of precedence: : 
signed in the Constitution has degenerated into a mere job. measures before the sections. I append brief, and necessaril) 
EVOLUTION OF PROCEDURE—REAL FUNCTION OF COMMITTEE. | incomplete, summaries of the institution as practiced in 
number of countries 
The rightful purpose of a committee is to investigate and de- | FEATURES OF DELIBERA i ; 
termine partic iar conditions of facts. _ It may be likened to a | (a) Real deliberation of entire membership on general 
grand jury and has the same inquisitorial talents and efficiency. | lation. ‘ 
Seontenie at mame an = Pag a a (bd) Effective opportunity in each Mi nber to participate in 
6 : vers é pe ‘ 6S iS a Digily | formation of measure while it is plastic. 
(c) Full consideration of amendments while measure is 


function sufficiently extensive and important, even legitimately | js formative stages 
confined, when we realize that it covers the whole field of “(d) Discussions in sections more relevant, and mental attitude 
~ private ” legislation, including every measure in which an ap- | of btcmiiogs enene recentive. Chaff ehtetuated in aininal mestion 
propriation is the principal object. This field requires acquaint-| (¢) Member gets more minute a: quaintance with the featn 
ance with particular facts and unstable conditions, so minute | of the measure: and resulting discussions in the House are in 
and so multiplied that the aggregate membership can not en- | ¢loger relation to the real cont roversy 

compass them and must act in scouting parties rather than as a | aa : ac 


- - . . . . | 
useful function and one that no one could wish to impair—a | 
| 

| 


; a es ; : re . (f) More thorough thrashing out of arguments pro and con 
Whole. Of its efficiency as a tribunal for acquiring facts and 
determining them I have heard of no general complaint. This 
is 1s natural function, and it performs it reasonably well. How 


in the sections, and a final analysis of all in the reports 
(g) The survival, or natural selection, of the fittest, and utiliza- 





“ ledge an aletr ; the House. irre tive 

stands the matter with regard to general lawmaking? I mean ee ene eect ce eenamie ms ' ia nees 

by - general lawmaking ” those subjects with which the common (h ) Miteteation of pack ime of committees. or 6 : 

knowledge of the House and the will of its Members are com- of progressive iontelation {> eemenitin a Real nul ty 

perent to deal. There are such subjects; they concern the | sections and journal of its proceedings . 

general welfare; opinions upon them are determined by general| (;) sections fully responsive to intelligent public d _ 

knowledge, whether of reading or experience. The House, if re wasenéntive neal Aenations. teeniies.ctews tm. toeu ane 

sufficiently large in numbers to be representative, will have| ecasures, ak 

SU beRenE knowledge of them and will exercise a judgment : 7 ADAPTATION TO UNITED STA 

create in its vision and a constructive disposition wiser in its There are manifestly some slight differences which would 
; altitude of a ane Cora = be expected to do. “In| invite modifications of the institution when a ed to thi 

eats ide of counselors there is wisdom ” with respect to such body. The most obvious only can be dealt with now. 1 

: 8s, and though not so numerous they are by far the most political constitution of the sections would have to 


id rtant coming before this body. What has been the record 
ae committee system? Diverted from its true function and 
ongly applied to general legislation, dethroning the deliber- 


of nize with the political character of the majority her 


this could be accomplished by the simple device of having ty 


ative : boxes to draw from, representing respectively the major { 
* function of the House, its results may be summarized as— | minor parties. If the membership were 433 and the majori 


a) v © 
dane’ Nonrepresentative knowledge of the subject and a frac- | were 83, then each would have, as near as might be, the s 
‘onal View in forming the measure. relative number in each section. By drawing from the boxes 


(0) Indifference to legislation and insufficient attention. in each section in proportion to ratio of party representation, 


i 





680 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


~ 


APRIL 9 


both parties would be secured their numerical rights in the } gives itself the highly complimentary name of conser 


constitution of the sections, and the will of the majority be 
always in a position to act. 
JURISDICTION OF SECTIONS. 


Broadly speaking, the deliberations of the sections should ex- 
tend to all matters in which principles and general knowledge 
are the necessary qualifications for judgment. This embraces 
nearly all legislative subjects which affect the relations of citi- 


zens to each other, and are defined by the law writers as sub- | 


stantive and remedial rights. Their determination make 
drafts upon the common sentiment and intelligence only, and 
do not require the inquisitorial and fact-hunting processes of a 
conmunittee. This policy would refer all private measures and, 
perhaps, all appropriation bills to the committees, and leave 
to the sections those much less numerous but much: more im- 
portant mandates of legislation, which determine the rights 
of the people from age to age. Jurisdictional questions would, 
of course, arise. It might be a matter of doubt with some 


conservatism, as has been said, “that is afraid to br 
the cobwebs lest the ceiling may fall.” 

I know the potency of inertia in public bodies and 
individuals. I do not denounce either, but I refuse to 
all progress and the future on their altars. They ha 
had their day since the war, and now the cords that h 
us to their inertia are breaking from the sheer forc 
growing organism. This Government, after all, is not 
eighteenth century script, incapable of adjusting itse|/ 
ern conditions. A great transition has been achieved 
have its own. In the words of one justly celebrated: 

THE LIBERAL PLATFORM. 
We have come upon a new constructive age, an age of rec 


| [which] calls for high gifts and men of indomitable purpos: 


whether the question of fortifying the Panama Canal should | 


go to committee as carrying an appropriation or to the sections 
as determining a serious question of national policy. But these 


questions arise now, and are even more complex when deter- | 


mining to which committee a bill shall go. 
ORDER OF PRIORITY—-IN SECTIONS. 
Methods for ascertaining the precedence of measures for con- 


We have begun to get a complete vision of our problems a 
policies that must solve them. 

Many of the old formulas of our business and of our px: 
been outgrown. 

Responsible business and genuine representation of the pe 
ernment is our program. 

We are cutting away anomalies, not institutions. 

We are no longer in the temper of attack. We are ready 
and adjustment. 

We have ceased to be divided into alarmists and defenders 
and begun to redivide ourselves into workable groups. 

There are tories in both parties, but there are also liber 


| greater numbers, and the two kinds are now rapidly shifting 


; about 


sideration before the sections are, of course, matters of the first | 


importance, and should be adapted here, as in other countries, 
to the real conditions of legislative necessity. There are doubt- 
less some subjects which should have a formal or dogmatic 
precedence, to be defined by rule, though I shall not stop to 
name them now. Generally speaking, in our system the order 
of priority of specific measures should be detérmined by a reso- 
lution of the House at the beginning of each Congress. This 
would mean the party caucus, and its operation ought to tesult 
in eradicating the abuses of filibustering of such recent end 
deleterious occurrence here. There are many ways in whith 
the majority could make its selection of subjects for precedence 
of treatment, and it is accomplished abroad upon demand from 
a majority of the sections. The President's messagze, when the 
House is of his party, or the party platform when aot, would 
be charts of guidance; and popular demands, acting on the ma- 
jority, in cases of more recent occasion, would naturally de- 
termine the really momentous consideration of the disposition 
of parliamentary time. 

I shall not enter into a discussion of numerous minor mat- 
ters related to the main proposition—how many should consti- 
tute a section; how many a quorum for a section; how long 
each day the sections should deliberate; whether they ought to 
be reconstituted each month, as abroad, to secure wider ac- 
quaintance of Members and to prevent the development of con- 
centrative control, as in our committees. These are matters of 
importance, but yet of a detail too extensive for the present 
state of the discussion. I have introduced a resolution (H. Res. 
108) asking the Committee on Rules to investigate the subject 
in general and report to the next session a plan of organization 
which will restore to the House a real deliberative character 
and guarantee each Member his prerogative, an opportunity to 
participate in the formulation of its bills and resolutions. Its 
report should give us the desired information on a subject as 
to which our notions and practices appear to be provincial and 
at odds with the prevailing examples of the world. The growth 
and adaptation of the deliberative divisions in so many coun- 
tries show the need to be universal and the institution the 
natural means of securing representative numbers and delib- 
erative character, the fundamental essentials of parliamentary 
government. 

CONCLUSIONS. 
Deliberation must be restored to the membership. 


House of Representatives must become what it was designed 
to be. 


and drawing together. 
Parties are re-forming while labels remain unaltered. 
Whichever party proves most fit to conceive and put thr 
progressive program will become the liberal party of the Nat 


The real powers of the Chamber have been taken 


| Members, because of the impracticability of their exert 


tion. 
The | 


It can not longer remain an agency unable to delib- | 


erate even when it wants to, under the control of obsolete and | 


misused committees, where standpatism can pigeonhole and 


strangle, in suffocation rooms, legislation necessary to place the | 


people's Government in effective relation 
normal social conditions, 

I know there are those who do not trust the people, do not 
trust even their Representatives here. Indeed, they do not 
want legislation at all, and think the Government should have 
but two functions—police to quell the violence and firemen to 
extinguish the flames that may imperil their property—and 
since both of these most useful agencies are already provided, 
they secretly wish that legislatures and Congress should only 
meet to appropriate their salaries and then adjourn. There is 
another class entirely honest, often mere doctrinaires, which 


with new and ab- 


| 


acting as an entirety, and have been swallowed up b) 
mittees; the Member as such has been extinguished, 
the haste and struggle for positions on the committ: 
have controlled all the potencies of the House. 

What do the people think of this, Mr. Chairman? 
they believe that the old organization and proced 
House has been subversive of their rights and such 
vent consideration of popular measures. I do not 
term “morgue” as applied to the committees. The r 
exclusive cognizance to the committees over the inii 
formative steges of legislation has vested them w 
comtrol of the “ passes” over the whole territory of | 
lation, and it commonly requires something akin to a 
to lead a popular measure through their defenses. | 
anomalous condition that the United States, far in 
other nations in its private enterprises, lags far in t) 
I legislation. It is a generation since b 
establishment of a parcels post have been introdu 
House. So far as I can learn this subject has neve: 
mitted to come before the House for either decisive o 
tive consideration. In the occupation of railroading « 
employees are injured and 4,000 killed each year. Co: 
laws have been passed to indemnify them in the co 
Europe from Spain to the Isles of Greece. Yet her 
bas been taken, because a committee refused to 
report on the bill sent it, and a special committee 
year ago to investigate the subject has not so far held 

Mr. Chairman, I consider the logic of the deliberat 
sound, but I should not have been bold enough to 
were it not recommended by the whole current of par 
procedure of the prominent nations of the world, and | 
this is the oecasion to work a reform of the met! 
House. We have a warrant—yes, even a mandate 
people. It was their disgust with the old system 
cliques that had absorbed in themselves the power 
tion and deprived their Representatives of their co! 
prerogatives, that largely produced the recent polit 
Gentlemen, we are to be judged by what we f 
well as by the quality of what we may do. The ) 
tariff reform, but that is not all they want. They 
House so organized that the wisdom of measures int! 
their Representatives can be considered by this body 
ized as to promote consideration of legislation in | 
ests and promotive of the common welfare. 


progressive 


APPENDIX. 
“RULES AND PROCEDURE OF FOREIGN 
Dickinson, 1890. ‘ 


AUSTRIA. 
[Page 350.] 

In the Reichsrath the nine sections are chosen by lot at ' 
ning of each session in as nearly equal numbers as poss 
bureau of the House, and new members are added in the § 
Each section elects a chairman, vice chairman, and two secre 

Committees are formed for previous deliberation on the orc: 
day, either by the sections of the House, the whole House, 
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together. In the first case, each section elects one or more members 
“be Chamber at large, and is not confined in its choice to its own 
bers. 
HUNGARY. 
[Page 354.] 
Resides the judicial committees the House is divided by lot imme 
oly after its constitution into nine sections (p. 355). The sections 
ommittees elect out of their own body, by an absolute majority, a 
unent president and secretary. The sections or committees can 
refuse to consider any bills which have been laid before them by 
. Government. As soon as the sections have finished their discussion 
nominate a reporter for every subject, hand over to him the min- 
relating to it, and give notice thereof to the president of the 
louse through their own president. 
[Page 356.] 

When this notification has been given on the part of five sections 
the president of the House informs the reporters to form a central com- 
mittee, and also informs the remaining section. The chair of this 
central committee is occupied by the president of the House or one of 
the vice presidents appointed by him, but without the power of voting. 

Having heard the opinions of the various reporters, the central com- 
mittee appoints a reporter, whose duty it is to support the views of 
the committee in the House. 

The report of the central committee, having been printed and circu- 
lated, is placed on the order of the day within at least three days. 
The House can refer the matter back to the central committee or to the 
section for a fresh discussion, and in this case the sections can nomi- 
nate fresh reporters. 


BELGIUM. 
[Page 359.] 

The Assembly ts divided by lot into six sections, consisting of 22 
n rs each, which are renewed every month in the same manner. 

Each section, after having named its president, vice president, and 
secretary, examines the proposals and amendments which are sent to it, 
following the order indicated by the Chamber, and at the conclusion of 
its ors nominates a reporter, who is elected by an absolute majority 


When two-thirds of the sections have terminated the inquiry, the 
reporters named by them give notice to the president, who assemblies 
them under his own poemncy in a central section, after having 
warned the sections which are still in arrears. The central section, 
by an absolute majority. appoints one of its members to make the re 
port to the Assembly. This report contains, in addition to the analysis 
of the deliberation of the sections and of the central section, the reso 
lutions which have been agreed to. It is printed and circulated at least 
wo days befere the discussion in the General Assembly, unless the 
hamber decides otherwise. The Chamber chooses for the duration of 
ach section two prominent committees, etc. 


[Page 360.} 


Every month each section names one of its members to form the 
committee of petitions. 


FRANCE. 
[Page 363.] 

The 11 sections or bureaus into which the Chamber of Deputies is 
divided by lot are rechosen every month in the same manner. They 
regulate their business according to the orders of the day as fixed by 
the Chamber and choose their own presidents and secretaries by ballot, 
No yote, however, is valid except at least a third of their members are 
present. 

At the time of the committal of a bill or proposal to the sections for 
their consideration the Chamber can, on Gensamt of one of its members, 
decide that the nomination of the members of the committee shall be 
made by “ serutin de liste,” either in the whole House or in the bureaus 

At the commencement of each session the sections nominate for the 
entire year a committee of 11 members to superintend the accounts of 
the Chamber. At each renewal of the sections four monthly committees 
are named, viz, one known by the title of the “commission d'initia 
tive,” and consisting of 22 members, to which every bill emanating from 
a deputy is referred by the Chamber, and which is charged to report as 
to whether it shall be taken into consideration, etc. 

[Page 365.] 

The Senate is divided into nine sections, which are chosen every 
month by lot, and their functions are the same as those of the lower 
Chamber. Contrary, however, to the rule in that Chamber, the sections 
of the Senate have no quorum, and they can vote even if a majority of 
heir members is not present. 








GERMANY. 
[Page 366.] 

Besides the permanent election committee, six other committees are 
chosen from the sections, for the consideration of the business, etc. All 
the sections choose equal numbers of their members for a committee by 
Written yotes, and an absolute majority is necessary. The chancellor 
must be informed of their meetings (p. 368) and of the questions which 
ere under discussion. The committees and sections issue regulations 
about their orders of the day, and the president has the right to fix the 
days for the sitting of the section. 

ITALY. 
[Page 369.] 

The Italian Chamber of Deputies is divided by lot into nine sections 
or bureaus, which are renewed every two months in the same way. 
Fach section nominates its president, vice president, and secretary by 
an absolute majority, and to insure the validity of its proceedings at 

ast Rine deputies must always be present. 

Every section examines the motions and amendments that are sent 
to it in the order indicated by the president. At the conclusion of the 
‘xamination it nominates a reporter. When two-thirds of the sections 
‘ave nominated their reporters, the latter assemble in the central sec- 
on, state the —— of each section, and discuss together the pro- 
posals to be made to the Chamber. At the termination of the discus- 
sion they-nominate by an absolute majority a reporter, who makes a 
“port to the House, which must be printed and distributed at least 24 


hours before the 1 sise ere 
the Chamber, ar ie debate takes place, unless otherwise ordered by 
[Page 370.] 


eerie Chamber also nominates three prominent committees, etc. The 
minations of these committees are made by secret ballot, unless the 


Chamber decides otherwise. 
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[Page 371.] 


After the nomination of its officers, the Senate (a 


very numerous 
hye adv 


y) is similarly divided by lot into five bureaus, renewed every two 
months Out of these is formed a central bureau, which in its term 
hominates a reporter to present its repor’s to the House 

| bills and motious presented to the senate are referred to its 
Sections, or to committees specially chosen for the purpose 


JAPAN. 
[Page 371.] 
And in order to engage in the examination of matt: 


rs falling within 
its province, the several sections from 


among 1 members of the 


Hiouse respectively elect an equal number of m ers to the committee. 
The term of membership of the standing committee lasts during a 
single session only. 

NETHERLANDS. 

{Page 372 

The upper and lower Chambers of the States-Gene ire each di- 

vided by lot into five sections, which are renewed every one or two 
months in the same manner. The lots are drawn in a public sitting 
by the president, who, after having called out each member’s name 
separately, draws out of a box a ticket, which indicates the number of 


the section to which the respective member is to belong. Each section 
then elects a chairman and vice chairman, and their names are com 
municated to the president. 

The central section is composed of the president of the Chamber and 
the chairmen of the different sections, sittings being also attended by 
the reporter. One of their number is especially elected to preside, 


All the bills sent by the King to the Chamber, after having been 
printed and circulated, are forwarded to the section Those bills the 
debates on which have not yet begun at the renewal of the section a 
referred to the new one, and bills which are closely conn 1 with 


others that were formerly sent to the Chamber may be referred to the 
same sections which have to deal with the previous on The central 
section arranges the order in which the different bills are to be delib 
erated upon and informs each member, as soon as possible, of its de- 
cision, but this does not prevent any member from bringing in a motion 











for the purpose of amending a resolution of the central body. Should 
the central section consider a consultation with one or more m« rs 
necessary respecting the order of the work to be done in the sections, 
the member or members must be communicated with through the 
president. 

[Page 274.] 

Two whole days are usually allowed to elapse between the circulation 
of a bill and its consideration by the sections, unless the central tion 
is of opinion that the matter is urgent rhe chairmen of the sections 
arrange together, if necessary, the order of debate in the sections so as 
to give each member an opportunity of explaining his views Each 
section appoints one of its own members to act as reporter on the bills, 
but no member is obliged to report on more than two bills unless a new 
bill should be in close connection with the former one Each mem 
is at liberty, provided he is present at the meeting of the section, to 
bring forward memoranda, written or signed by himself, containi 
views on the bill or some amendment of it. These notes are read and then 
handed to the reporter, who delivers them to the committee of reporter 

As soon as the debate in all the sections is closed, the committee 
reporters is assembled, the recorder also being summoned The 
mittee elects one of its own members or the recorder as its genera 
yorter. The reporters communicate to each other every question ¥ 
as been discussed in the different sections, and consider also how t 
can best explain the principle of each bill, so as to frame their r t 
to the House in accordance with these consideration Should it then 
appear that in one or several of the sections important points have 
discussed, which in others have been ssed over, the committee can 
request the president of the Chamber to assemble these sections in ors 
to deliberate together on these particular point In tl case the de 
liberations and resolutions of the committee of reporters on these points 
are suspended until after the further deliberation of the section 

Nore.—Committees selected by sections. 

[Page 375.] 

In the case of financial bills the com: of reporters frequently 
presents a provisional report, and is at li » take as ur 
with other bills if it should appear necesss do so 

[Page 376.] 

The report of the committee of reporters is laid on the table at 

House, and is read by the reporter whenever the Chamber 1 rire t 
SPAIN 
[Page 378.] 

Each Chamber is divided into seven sections, which di parately 
the bills or any other subjects which may be presented to them, and d 
cide as to whether or not they shall | further proceeded with h 
House. The sections of the Senate are reconstituted every two mon 
while those of the lower House are nominated fi tl whole session t 
are required to select a fresh president vice president and two 
secretaries every month. As soon as a measure has been fully cor 
ered by each of the sections, a committee of seven members, one f 
each section, is chosen to lay their opinion before the Cortes 

RUSSIA, 
In the Russian Duma the institution of sections for deliberath 


poses obtains, but the particulars are not available 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the g« 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. SHarp}. 

Mr. SHARP. Mr. Chairman, I wish to thank the chairman 
of this committee for his very great courtesy in allowing me 
this time, when there are so many others who wish to be heard 
who champion his side of the argument. 

At the outset I wish to say that I am opposed to his position 
and intend to vote against the bill. I wish also to commend 
him for his very frank statements at the beginning of his 
marks, and I wish to indorse much of what he has said in t 
argument as it applies to the fairness with which the commit 
tee sought to frame this bill. I do not know but that the 
method is all right. I only object in the main to the size of 
the House of Representatives as it is to be made under the 
operations of this bill. He was very frank when he said that 

, the chief actuating cause or motive which fixed the number of 
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Representatives at 433 was that no State under such a division 
or representation should lose a single Member. This is borne | 
out by the statement in the report, briefly contained in three or | 
four lines, as follows: 

(nder this apportionment no State will lose a Member. One of the 
controlling reasons in fixing the membership of the House at 433 Is 
the fact that this number is the lowest number that will prevent any 
State from losing a Representative. 

I could add to that by quoting the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CruMPACKER}, whose position at this time strangely 
mystifying to me, to say the least, because I remember in the 
last Congress he was one of the warmest advocates we had on 
this floor in favor of a bill that was identically, I believe, the 
same as the present one. 


is 


The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crumpacker], in his state- | 


ment, frankly confesses that according to his view there would 


hardly be any division of sentiment upon this floor if we were | 
That senti- | 


to vote according to our own honest convictions. 
ment would be strongly against the bill. As to the size of 
representation in the House of Representatives, he said the con- 
trolling motive was conceded by all to be that not a single 
State in the Union should lose any number of its Representa- 
tives. 

3ut another thing that rather surprised me was his desire 
to foist upon a succeeding Congress, 10 years in advance, the 
checking of any future similar legislation, and that it should 
be governed or controlled or guided in any way by the prece- 
dent that we here to-day are to establish. It seems to me, 
gentlemen of the House, that we could show our good faith no 
better to succeeding Congresses in having our intentions now 
evidenced by our actions than by refusing to pass this bill and 
limiting the number down to at least 400 Members. It seems to 
me that, in effect, we are appealing to the country and saying, 
“ Overlook our act to-day. We know it is unwise, but we are 
going to fix it in such a way that in consequence of an amend- 
ment that is to be tacked onto this bill our successors can not 
enlarge the size of the House any more.” 

Now, I think that 10 years hence human nature will be very 
largely what it is to-day. It has been universally acknowledged 
that no act of Congress to-day can bind our successors 10 years 
hence so as to restrict their action. And although the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mann] has ventured the statement that 
it is law, and will be a law until repealed, there are plenty of 
reasons which can be advanced for repealing such a law by a 
future Congress that may be guided, and will be guided, I will 
say, by the same selfish motive that actuates us here to-day. 

Where is this going to end if the controlling motive to-day, 
as we all concede, is that no State shall lose its present num- 
ber of Representatives? What is going to follow 10 years 
hence, or 20 years hence, or even 30 years hence? We all know 
that some of the States of the Union have a less population 
now than they had 10 years ago. Are the Representatives of 
States that are going ahead and doubling their population to 
be required to consent in future decades to a reapportionment 
which will add te the number of Representatives in this House 
simply to keep up without diminution the number of Representa- 
tives from those States that are falling behind in the procession 
after we set this precedent? It seems to me that it is an en- 
tirely wrong basis on which to act. 

I differ with the gentleman who has charge of this bill in 
his assertion that the people of this country want this bill 
to be passed, and are only waiting for it to pass. I believe, 
gentlemen, there is an overwhelming majority of the people of 
the United States against further increasing the membership 
in the House of Representatives. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] I believe if we should submit that question to a vote 
to-day there is hardly a State in the Union where there would 
not be a two-thirds majority registered against it, and in some 
cases a much larger proportion. 

To my friends on the Democratic side of the House I wish 
to say that, starting in with the splendid record we have made 
for economy by lopping off | many useless employees, at an annual 
saving of some $180,000, and making provison, as I understand, 
for further economies—I can only suggest that by one act of 
ours, if we will take that step, we can say to the country that 
we have saved, not for this year only but for each year of the 
ensuing decade, at least half a million dollars extra in the 
expense that will be involved by adding 41 Members to this 


Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. SHARP. I do. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 





| 


he has figured out the amount of difference for salaries that ' Decennial Census should be completed, 10 years hence, and after 


APRIL 


will be occasioned by this proposed increase of membe: 
Will it not be $350,000? 

Mr. SHARP. I think so. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. And I would also ask the gentlema: 
there not have to be additional office buildings, too? 

Mr. SHARP. Yes. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. And will it not require the expendi 
millions of dollars to erect and equip those buildings? 

Mr. SHARP. I do not think it will be that much, | 
amount will be large. 

I went into this question somewhat at the last ses 
Congress, and I hope I will not be as lonesome at this 
as I was then, when I happened to be one of only two M 
that voted against it. 

Mr. GRAHAM. How far would the gentleman fo) 
logic as to economy? If we are to economize by prevent 
increase of the present membership, would he follow that 
argument and reduce the present membership to, say, 
the sake of economy? 

Mr. SHARP. I do not know but I would be willing | 
300, although it seems to me—— 

Mr. GRAHAM. Why not 200? 

Mr. SHARP. There is an arbitrary line beyond w! 
should not, with reason, go. We must fix it at some 
I will say that it is a remarkable coincidence, as the 
from Kentucky [Mr. SHeErtrey] pointed out awhile 
the least possible number was selected that would mai! 
same representation that each State now enjoys- 
not reducing the representation of any State. That vei 
shows that in considering this question the commit 
largely governed by the desire to make the representat 
as small as possible, consistent with keeping, at least, t! 
ent representation of every State. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Is not this a case where efficiency is ; 
more desirable than economy that the mere question of 
ought to be subsidiary? 

Mr. SHARP. 
been wondering why so many Members defend a large: 
sentation. It is a question of efficiency. It is a qu 
quality and not of quantity, and the gentleman’s que 
swers his own argument. 

It seems to me, in conclusion, for my time is brief, 1 
Democratic Party, carrying on its splendid work of 
well begun, could make a most favorable impressio 
country by refusing now to increase the size of this Ho: 
its action be a landmark in the history of this country | 
Democratic Congress that came into power in 1911, t! 
second Congress, again turned back to a precedent es 
70 years ago, by which in 1840 the number of Repres: 
was reduced, the work of increasing the membership 
and that number not increased for 30 years thereaf' 
peal to you, who are familiar with the history of those 
bear witness to the fact that in those Congresses, 1810 
1860, we had some of the ablest men who ever sat 
Chamber. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has e: 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 wm 
the gentleman from California [Mr. KNowLanp]. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, I seldom agree w 
tlemen on the other side of the House, but upon this oc 
heartily concur with the remarks of the gentleman \w 
just taken his seat [Mr. SHarp]. 

Were I to consult only selfish interests I would prol 
in favor of the bill as it is reported to the House. If th: 
retains its present number of Representatives, Californ! 
gain 2 additional Members. If the membership is i! 
by 42, as provided in the pending bill, the State of (a 
will be entitled to 3 additional Members. But I fi 
this is a question broader than the selfish interest of a1 
or congressional district. [Applause.] In determining 
tion of such vital importance, touching as it does t 
dignity and reputation of what we are pleased to | 
“ greatest legislative body in the world,” we should be 
enced by the highest and most patriotic motives. 

I do not believe there is a Member on either side 
Chamber who would contend for one moment that the | 
House of Representatives should be enlarged, were it 
the fact that by retaining the membership at its present 
ber certain States whose populations are dwindling wo' 
a part of their representation. I regret that the pendit iF 
ure does not contain the amendment embodied in 


-t] 
tl 


I fully agree with the gentleman, anid | | 


] 


the 


reported at the last session by the gentleman from Indi 


(Mr. CrumPacKer]. That amendment, which is again 


offered, provided in substance that as soon as the Fourt« 
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Con 
cs 
chonld be divided by the number 430, and that the quotient of 
cnc) division should be the ratio of apportionment of Repre- 
<entatives among the several States. 

In other words, although the Census Committee at the last 
session reported in favor of an increase of 42 Members, by the 


terms of the amendment just cited an attempt was made, as | 
far as it is possible for one Congress to bind a future Congress, | 


to prevent inereases in the future. This was a plain acknowl- 
edgment of the unwisdom of increasing the House, but, owing to 
the keen interest manifested by certain Members in retaining 
their seats, the committee voted that the reform should com- 
mence 10 years hence. The Republican caucus at that time 


refused to indorse the committee’s report and voted to retain | 


the House at its present membership. 

For one I am in favor of beginning the reform now, and for 
that reason shall cast my vote in favor of retaining the present 
membership. 

The chairman of the committee [Mr. Houston] has been very 
frank in his statements. When he was asked by a Member as 
to whether he believed the same considerations would govern 
10 years from now, he declared that it was his opinion that 
they would, and that a ratio would be established then that 
would not deprive any State of any of its representation. By 


pursuing such a policy the Capitol will eventually have to be | 


enlarged. 
I do not believe there has ever been a‘session of Congress— 


at least not during the seven years I have been a Member of | 
this House—where there has been as much confusion as has | 


existed during the present session. I am not partisan enough 
to charge that it is because the House is Democratic, but I have 
taken at random a number of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorps of 
this session for the purpose of calling the attention of the 


House to the confusion that frequently exists and has existed | 


at the present session. I read from the Recorp of April 13, 
where Mr, MADDEN, of Illinois, said: 


Mr. Speaker, there is nobody over here that can hear a word said | 


by the gentlemen who have the floor. 


The Seeaker. Gentlemen will cease conversation, so that Members 


can hear this discussion. The Chair would like to hear it himself. 


Even the Chair was unable to hear what was transpiring on 
the floor. 

On the same date my colleague from California [Mr. RaKer], 
who represents a district in which are located large lumber 
mills, likewise complained of the confusion. I know that he is 
accustomed to campaign among these mills, but even he, able 
to discuss campaign issues amidst the buzzing of saws, is unable 
to make himself heard and is forced to appeal to the Chair. 
Let us again read from the Recoxp: 

Mr. Raker. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know whether there is any 


possibility of gentlemen on this side having an opportunity to hear what 
is going on in this Hall. 


He could hear in a sawmill, but he could not hear in the | 


House of Representatives. [Laughter.] 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gen- 


tleman if he has any information relating to oratory in a boiler | 


factory? 


Mr. KNOWLAND. I have not, but I am frank to admit that | 


there are times when it would be easier to make oneself heard 
in a boiler factory than in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. AUSTIN. We can all hear the gentleman from California 
quite well. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Well, the gentleman from California has 
a heavy voice, which everyone has not. 

Mr. KENDALL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KNOWLAND. For a question. 

Mr. KENDALL. Does the gentleman know how many Mem- 
bers of the House were present on these occasions when he has 
read from the Recorp? 

Mr. KNOWLAND. This was at the opening of this Congress 
when a great many new Members were here, and the gentleman 
knows from past experience that for the first two or three weeks 


hew Members are pretty apt to be present. After that they are 
hot always as anxious. 


Mr. KENDALL. I 
here 
disorder is the greatest. 


Mr. KNOWLAND. Why, the gentleman from Iowa himself 
this morning was compelled to call for order during this dis- 
cussion. [Applause.] 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Chairman, I did that to illustrate the 
fact that there were only a few people present in the House, and 
yet the disorder was such that it was difficult to hear. The ge- 


think it is the experience of everybody 


LLL LLL 


subsequent census, the Secretary of the Department of 
‘merce and Labor should ascertain the population of all the | 
ates and each State separately, which aggregate population 


that usually the number present is the smallest when the | 
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tleman from California can be heard, because he always has 
something of interest to say and the House will listen. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. I now hold in my hand the Recorp of 
April 14, The ex-Speaker of the House [Mr. CANNON], who now 
| Sits at my left, is even moved to complain, as the following col- 
loquy between the present Speaker and himself will show: 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, there is so much confusion I am unable to 
| hear what the Clerk is reading. It is not the fault of the Clerk. What 
is he reading? 
The Speaker. He is supposed to be reading the 


i 

| 

| Journal 
oy made by the gentleman from Illinois 


sustained 


The point of 
and the House 


will be in order. 
Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to confine myself solely to this 

| Session, because I might be considered as a partisan, so I want 

| to quote the Recorp of the last session of Congress. 

| Mr. AUSTIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

| Mr. KNOWLAND. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but my 

| time is limited. At the last session of Congress this occurred : 


The SPRAKER 


The Sergeant at Arms will tell gentlemen to be seated. 
The Sergeant at Arms will take the mace and see that gentlemen are 
|} seated. The Clerk will call the roll. 


This was in the closing days of the last session of Congress. 
Mr. Chairman, I could quote numerous other examples from the 
Riccorp if time would permit. It is needless to do so in order 
to illustrate my point, that in enlarging the House you will tend 
to make it less and less a deliberative body. We should hesitate 
before we add 42 to the present overlarge membership. 

Some gentlemen have referred to other 
where there is a much larger representation. 
liament was cited. It is true that that body has 670 members, 
but the fact should be borne in mind that the British Parlia- 
ment only requires 40 members to transact general business 
and in the transaction of private business only 20 members. 
There are only seats in the British Parliament for one-quarter 
of the membership of that body. The members serve 
pay, which another consideration. While the 
expense is an important consideration, it is not by 
the most material. 

In that connection I have had occasion to go into this some- 
| what in detail. As bas already been the additional 
amount for salaries would be $315,000. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
question ? 


legislative bodies 
The British Par- 


without 
question of 
any means 


is 


stated, 


Will the gentleman yield for a 


Mr. KNOWLAND. And the amount of mileage will be 
| $35,000, estimated. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. While the gentleman is in a 


streak of economy I would suggest it might be well to 
| duce a bill here to cut down our salaries to, say, $4,000 a 
lor $3,500 a year. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. No; I frankly say I would not do that, 
and do not believe the country would desire it. 


intro- 


year 


Mr. KENDALL. Oh, let the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Rucker] have the credit of introducing that, as he has sug- 


gested it first. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Well, the gentleman 
fornia is speaking of maintaining this body and the 
and one item is the cost of the salaries. 

Mr. MADDEN. Why does not the gentleman from Missouri 
introduce the bill? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
Illinois introduce such a bill? 


from Cali- 


cost ot it, 


Why does not the gentleman from 


Mr. KENDALL. The gentleman from Missouri originated 
the idea. 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I call for order. I can not 


hear the gentlemen. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, I would like to refer this 
question of salaries to the Democratic caucus and note the riot 
| it would create. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The gentleman has no power to 
| refer anything to a Democratic caucus. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Clerk hire would amount 
stationery $5.250. The franking privilege, estimated, would 
cost the Government an additional $250,000, Now, it would re 
quire an addition to the House Office Building, and I have asked 
the Superintendent of the Capitol to give me an estimate as to 
the cost of adding 42 or 50 rooms, and he tells me that the cost 
would be about $125,000, which makes a total of about $793,250. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. ‘Then there is the question 
tion of free seeds. 


to $63,000 and 


of the distribu- 


Mr. KNOWLAND. Oh, there are many other things that 
could be added that would easily bring this up to a million 
peers. I do not think, however, that this should be the main 


however, 


is 


particularly in 


consideration. It important, and 
the other side 


these times of reform. when our colleagues on 
| of the aisle are pretending to cut down expenses. 
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Mr. MICHAEL E, DRISCOLL. What would they do to in- 
crease the size of the Office Building—raise the building? 


Mr. KNOWLAND. In order to enlarge the House Oflice | 


Building, they would erect new offices above the court, but not 
on the outside of the building. When the building was origi- 
ally erected it was constructed so that it could be added to. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. It will cost $800 for every room for fur- 
niture. 


furnishing at all. When you go into this matter you will find 
it has many ramifications that would tend to add materially to 
the cost, 

I want to say in conclusion that I believe for one that the 
time has come when we should call a halt in increasing the 


membership of this House. We are all desirous of retaining | 


the good name of this body, we are all anxious that the House 
of Representatives shall maintain a reputation as a deliberative 
assembly, but if to-day, and 10 years hence, we increase the mem- 
bership, this House in time will become so large and unwieldy 
as to interfere with the proper exercise of its constitutional 
functions. [Applause.] 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I recognize that this bill will 
pass and that there will be at least 488 Members in this House 


for the coming 10 years. I shall not discuss whether it is wise | 


to pass the bill or not, because I want to be entirely practical 
for the 10 minutes that I am going to talk. 

When I came into the House I helped fix the membership of 
the House at 293. That was fixed by an act of 1873, and I 
recollect the contest at that time. There was a decided senti- 
ment in the House that the increase should not be made, but 
it required that number to prevent the membership of any State 
being decreased, and at each succeeding tenth year it has been 





| 


increased by exactly the same number as would prevent a de- | 


crease in the representation from any one State. On one occa- 
sion the House refused to make the increase, but the Senate 
amended the bill, because a little State with two Senators and 


one Representative has just as much power as a great State | 


with 30 or 37 or 38 Members, with but 2 Senators. 

I am not going to discuss as to whether we can amend this 
bill and hold the membership at 391, the present number. We 
can not. Now, what can we do; what ought we to do? That 
leads me to say that never in the history of the country, save 
alone in 1840, has the membership been decreased. It was at 
that time decreased from 240 to 233. When 1850 came, with 
its census, a new piece of legislation was put upon the statute 
books, namely, that the membership should be in the future 
fixed at, say, 233, and the apportionment was fixed in 1860 by 
the Secretary of the Interior dividing 233 into the population; 
but when 1870 came the Civil War abolished the three-fifths 
representation as to those who were servile, and from that 
time to the present, each 10 years, that legislation being obso- 
lete, we have increased, and now we will increase to 433, because 
it takes that number to give every State its present represen- 
tation. 

Now, I believe that 433 is as large as this House ought ever 
to be. Gentlemen say we can not bind future Congresses. That 
is true; but, practically, we do bind future Congresses, because 
when the population is determined, automatically, from a 
ministerial standpoint, 430, as our bill proposed, or 483—I do 
not care which—will be the divisor that will fix the representa- 
tion from each State. It will be in the power, even after that 
action was taken by Congress, to increase the representation ; 
but, in the absence of a great public sentiment that would move 
the Oongress to increase it, the legislation would not be 
enacted, because it must pass the House and Senate and receive 
the approval of the President. Now, I ask gentlemen to recol- 
lect that our Constitution provides that a majority shall be a 
quorum to do business. That takes half of 433 and one more 
to do business. In the Committee of the Whole we have pro- 
vided that 100 shall be a quorum. We could provide 50 or 25 
should be a quorum by the rules of the House, but when we 
legislate it requires a quorum of the whole House, and the 
larger the number the greater the difficulty in keeping a quorum. 
Now, when will we stop? Never, so long as we fail to adopt 
an amendment—which I hope will be offered upon that side of 
the House—fixing the membership for the future at 430 or 433. 
I shall not be here 10 years from now. I have no personal 
interest in this matter. It is only the interest I have for 
92,000,000 of people and the greatest good to the people. We 
have successfully so far, through peace and war, preserved a 
representative government of the people and by the people. It 
is useless to talk about what they do in Germany and what 
they do in France and what the mother country does with her 





six hundred and odd members and with her quorum of 4) 
do business. Our conditions are different. Gentlemen say ; 


we can regulate it by the size of the Hall. I 
It will not make a particle of difference in 
erties of the Hall, because when the House i 
the acoustic properties of this Hall are bet 
lative hall, as I am informed, on earth. An 


body as small as we now have it, if I could, 


legislative body you decrease the responsibi 


do not believe 
the acoustic 
S quiet, as it is 
ter than any 
d when we are 


| quiet we can not hear ourselves talk. Now, I would kee 
Mr. KNOWLAND. I have not taken into consideration the | 


or say that it ; 


| not be beyond 430 or 433, because as you increase the size 


lity. You de 


the independence of the average Member; you increas 
power of the caucus. That distributes the responsibility 
avoids the responsibility. ‘“‘ The Speaker would not let ; 
so and so; the leader of the House would not let me do s 
so; the great committees would not let me do so and so. 
I have seen men, whose names I will not mention, of 
ability than I, hide time and again. I have seen men j 


House who would go to the Speaker of the House and 


i 


“For God’s sake! can not you do something to save me 
voting on a roll call upon that legislation? Why I \ 


it.” [Laughter.] 


| damned if I vote for it, and I will be damned if I vote ; 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has exp} 
Mr. CANNON. I hope, if I may be indulged for j 
sentence, that this amendment may come from that side « 
House. None of us know how population may increase 


crease. I do know that in the great Midd 
farther West and in the South settlement 


le West and i 
will increase. 


Senate represents the States. Let us keep this body as f 
and strong and powerful as we can keep it, because we 
| the people every two years and respond rea 


public sentiment. [Applause.] 
Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Taytor]. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman 
luctant to immediately follow our distin 
[Mr. CANNON] and take a position opposite 


dily to an end 
five minutes 
, lam somey 


guished ex-S; 
to the views he 


so forcibly expressed. I only desire, however, to say 


words, and I would not say anything on the 


bill were it 1 


the fact that I have somewhat changed my views upon this : 


ject since becoming a Member of this House 
I believe public sentiment has somewhat c 
ject during the past few years. 

When this bill was before the House at 


two years ago; l 
hanged on the sul 


the last sessi 


Republican caucus voted to permanently limit the members 


il 


of the House to the present number of 391, and most of | 
gentlemen on the other side are going to vote against this | 


| increasing the membership to 433. It was the Democrati 


that passed the bill last February, and it will be our voi 


will pass it to-day. Our opposite position 


upon this bill is t 


a certain extent illustrative of the opposite principles of | 


two parties. 


This House is, or should be, the popular branch of this Gov- 
ernment. Our Government is, or should be, a representat 
form of government. Representative government has bee! 


ing some severe tests in this country during 


the past few | 


and the failure of representatives to faithfully represe: 


will of their constituents has made many 


good people d 


not the theoretical wisdom or justice, but the practicability 
our form of government under modern conditions. 

The opponents of this bill say that they are opposed to 
increasing the membership of this House or reducing the size 
of the districts. One gentleman complained that in sma! 
tricts the Representative would become merely an echo 0! 
sentiment of the people. Well, I would lke to know w! 
are here for, if it is not to echo the sentiment of the | 


who sent us here? I have always felt and 


acted upon t! 


sumption that a Representative should represent. In view 


the enormous growth of this country in 
velopment, in wealth and every other way, 


7 


population and 
during the past 1! 


years, I believe it would be conducive to good government © 
the enactment of better laws, and that the Members of |) 
House will more accurately reflect the will and welfare of ther 
constituents by increasing the number of Representatives 

ing the next 10 years over the membership of the House dur-n< 


the past 10 years somewhat in proportion 


to the increas: 


population. Under the last census the apportionment of | 


lation to each Representative was 194,182, while under the |" 
posed membership the ratio for the next 10 years will be 21!.-: 


to each Representative. This will be an increase in populat 
for each Congressman of 17,695 more than he has hereto!for: 


represented; that is, the increase of 42 in 
the House by this bill is not as much pro 
increase in population of this country. 


the membership of 
portionately as the 








1911. 


the vastly increased duties that are imposed upon Mem- 


VW me a809 
of this House nowadays, and under the existing political 
: economic conditions in this country at this time, I do not 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


. the ordinary Representative can properly represent his | 


stneney or suitably look after the interests and personally 
| to the requirements of over a quarter of a million peo- 
I am looked upon as a pretty industrious worker, and I 
from my own experience that it is utterly impossible to 
iustice to the 800,000 people of Colorado whom I have 
nor, in part, to represent upon the floor of this House. I 

» the people of our State would be much better served by 


» Congressmen than by three, and that each should have his | 


listrict, and that there should not be a Congressman at 

I confess that my judgment in this matter is probably 

ed by local conditions. In fact, I will say that my 
iement is always affected by what I think is for the wel- 
constituents. 


ways have to be perf: rmed by committ Ss nyway, but the com 
mittees of this House are not and never will be powert or 
dangerous as they are in a s! 

I feel at v ght not to 
and I am in vor of the Cr 
a part of the bill as this Hot | i 


believe, would have a very stro 


increase 10 years | 
While it is not conclusive at : ’ f 
| consideration, that no civ Lec 
large a constituency for ¢ LI 
try. In the 15 pri il othe 
representatives in their higi i 
average of from 20,000 to 60,000 
Under this pportionment ) » Ww 
Twenty-one States will retain thi 
sentatives, and the increas f 42 M 


e of my If the number of Representatives in | 

: House is not increased, Colorado will not get another Rep- 
ve. But it would not be necessary to increase the 
of the membership by 42 Members or one-half that 


mber to give Colorado another Congressman. 
ed 48 per cent in population during the past 10 years. But 
the increased membership of the House will be bene- 
to the entire country. It will bring the Members in 
‘ontact with their constituents. The safety of the Re- 
lies in the responsiveness of the Representatives to the 
of the people who elect them. And a man will be closer in 
ich and more responsive and will nearer reflect the sentiment 
f the present than he would a very much larger constituency. 
We do not represent the States like the Senators do; we are 
» immediate representatives of the people themselves. And 
I have noticed that the people and the press who represent cor- 
rate interests—the trusts and big business of this country 
h in the Nation and throughout the States, are always op- 
sed to increasing the membership, both in Congress and in 
legislatures. They do not want the Representatives nearer 
their constituents. ‘The smaller the legislative body they 
have to deal with the better it suits them. I think that history 
will bear out the statement that 75 per cent of the extravagant 
propriations, nefarious legislation, and obstruction to good 
cislation is brought about through the smaller branch of the 


National and State Legislatures. I am in favor of the demo- 


} ieve 


er 


Our State has | 


cratic idea of the rule of the people, and that when a Repre- | 


titative can not represent the will of his constituents he 
should retire. 

Some one has said that in a smaller district a Member can 
perpetuate himself in office more easily. The only way that can 
be true would be by faithful service to his constituents. 

ays them in a small district, they will know it quicker and 
will turn him out much sooner, while in a larger district he 
may, through party manipulations, be able to misrepresent the 
s best interests for many years. 

I believe this bill is in line with the spirit of the times, 
that Representatives should be brought nearer and more directly 

‘ountable to the people and be more readily reached when 
they cease to reflect the will of those who elect them. It 


the failure of Representatives to represent and their brazen 


peop! 





nt of the initiative and referendum and recall amendments 
the State constitutions throughout this country, and I hail 
day when every State will enact such constitutional amend- 
ments. It seems to me that no one who desires to honestly 
reflect the consensus of opinion of his constituents should 
( When 





ppose those amendments or be afraid of their operation. 


our fathers founded this Government 30,000 constituents were | 
entitled to one Member in this House; while now, with twenty | 


times the amount of work that the Representatives in those 
days had, even under this enlarged membership, Congressmen 
Will hereafter be required to represent more than seven times as 
many people and probably a hundred times as much property 
‘nterests as did the Members of this House in early days. 

[ realize that there is very great complaint against this 
House being and becoming more unwieldy. Usually during gen- 


is | 


If he | 


among the remaining 25 Stat 





A very vigorous objection | a 
bership on account of the iner the st 1 GO 
menut of the additional Membe1 hey 

| expenses, and we are taunted with being i 
efforts to reduce the expenditure the Gove 

[I fully appreciate the fact that th er d 
very important 1 { to be considered l I 
ove that f ture a good deal and l t 
that the people are perfectly willi ) | 
the necessary official ex] ses of Ti f 
estly represent; but that they ar v ng t ing 
for misrepresentation or fer a f usel 
mental officials who perform no needed 1 

I believe if the increased membership will | l 
direct representation, better nsidered lee { 
to better government that the peopl rt 
small increase in the cost to the country. [Appl 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield f l » the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sirus]. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I am very much sur} ed at ne 
of the arguments put forth here in opposition to this b [ 
would rather vote to increase the membership of this House to 
500 than to reduce it to 300. There has been but one bill ea 
know of where the ratio of population to the Member was not 
increased. 

Here is a bill now that not only eases the 1 bership of 

| the House to 433, but also increases the population to tl 
Member, or it will result in having a population in each « 
so represented about 30,000 larger than it was by the | 
portionment. Shall the people not be considered with refers 

to numbers? Why have we got a representative body here at 
all unless it is to represent the people according t l 

The Senate represents the States, but the representation in this 
House is based on population. Why d not 1 ers ce 
especially considering the fact that the men who framed c 
Constitution provided a ratio of not exceedin », 00 


iance of the public welfare that is bringing about the enact- | 


ra] : ana * 
eral debate it is impossible for anyone except those very near | 


the speaker to hear the discussion. But the architects say the 


change in this room will help some, and I hope and believe the 
rules and procedure of this body will sometime be so modified 


that the proceedings may be conducted in a more orderly and 
deliberate manner, I do not think the confusion is caused so 
much by the numbers as by the customary methods and prac- 
tice of the House. I make no pretension of knowing how to do 
it, but I hope the reform in the rules and customs of the House 
Will preserve the independence of the Members and as far as 
possible give everyone a reasonable opportunity to be heard 
and contribute his ideas. Of course most of the work will al- 


or 40,000 population to the Member? had b 
down that no increase of population should ever take pk er 
Member. How many Members would we hav 

I call upon Members of this Ho 
any such measure as the Crumpacker amendm¢ 


1 t ty 


future. I would much rather vote for 1 amendm« 
should provide that no future apportion: 
crease the number of people represented | M | 
not an executive body. In an executiy ‘ ( 
tive head, a one-man power. This 
found in multitudes of counselors. 

Now, I am somewhat like the S [ 
Speaker; I am so used to calling him the §& i 


not got out of the habit yet. I am son 
{ have not long to stay here, in the v 
ise I am now serving my eightl 


cal i 
want to see the day come when thx 


sentatives in this body does not ta! 
ple by numbers, The idea of 
brainy American people can 


which all the bills that ought t 
passed! Do the Members of t! 
of Representatives passed mor 
used to be introduced in a Co 
My friend from Wisconsin | Mr 

ficiency.” I do not know wl 

we not got time in which to 
months that constitute each t 

in this House. Usually we 
sion and 3 in the short session 
of the time and go home to lou 
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mountains to cool off or to the seashore to bathe or, perhaps, to 
Europe. We can have a recess during July and August, when 
gentlemen can go to the seashore and cool off. We do not use 
profitably half the time that we have in this House. We can 
use more time and pass more bills if it is deemed wise to do so. 
We have the habit of so-called machine-like action. We have 
the idea that we have got to adjourn before hot weather and 
before the business that has been intrusted to us has been at- 
tended to. I am surprised to hear gentlemen complaining here 
about the inefficiency of this House. If you want to increase the 
efficiency of the House, increase its numbers so that more ef- 
ficient minds can come here to help do the business of the 
House. 

kentucky has been referred to a time or two. Does not the 
representation of Kentucky warrant us in the belief that an 
increase of its members would be both a State and national 
benefit? 

Now, my friends, the population of the great cities is increas- 


ing out of all proportion to the increase of population in the | 
country districts; and if you are going to limit the number of | 


Representatives, the day will come when the great cities will 


have the balance of power in this body, as they have in other | 


countries. Small legislative bodies are more easily controlled 
wrongfully, either by passion or pelf. It is easier to corruptly 
control a small body than a larger one. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman: yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

Mr. SIMS. Show me the city to-day that would not increase 
its representation 

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee under- 
take to say that the representation from the great cities in 
this House is not as able and honest as the representation of 
the country districts? 

Mr. SIMS. I did not mean any reflection and would not 
make any reflection upon the Representatives who come from 
our great cities. sut the gentleman knows, and we all know, 
that we are constrained by the wishes and desires of those who 
elect us—who send us here. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see has expired. 

Mr. SIMS. I would like to ask for five minutes more. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes more 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. SIMS. I think the city of Chicago has as able and hon- 
est Representatives in this House as have ever been sent here 
from any country districts. 

But you know and I know, my friends, that the foreign ele- 
ment of our population is increasing in greater ratio in the cities 
than in the country and that the negroes are flocking to the 
cities. 
all the big districts in the cities and the little ones in the coun- 
try among the agricultural classes, the landowning classes, the 
classes that have made our institutions what they are and that 
will have to maintain them if they are to be maintained. 
do revolutions arise? My friends, where does the only Socialist 
in this House hail from? Does he come from a country district? 
I mean no reflection on him. He is a man of brains, ability, and 
patriotism. 
of socialism, which is confined largely to the cities. 


Let us not reduce the representation of the agricultural sec- | 


tions of this country. If we fix the number in the next House 
at 391, it will mean to take representation from those States 
that I think, judged by everything that goes to make good legis- 
lators, will average higher than those of the great cities. I hope 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana will be 
voted down. I am surprised that any Democrat should want to 
vote for such an amendment. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PEprer]. 

Mr. PEPPER. 
membership of the House from 391 to 433, and the sole question 
to be determined is the advisability of such action. 
that there are no partisan considerations to govern the member- 
ship of the House on this proposition, and I am very glad that 
that fact is so evident here, because to my mind the question is 
one of supreme importance and should be considered strictly on 
its merits and with a full realization of its ultimate effect. 

I want to say now chat, so far as I am concerned, I am un- 
alterably opposed to the passage of the bill as reported by the 
committee. [Applause.] I am opposed to a further increase in 
the membership under any pretext whatsoever. I say that 
knowing at the same time that the passage of the bill would 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





If I had the power to redistrict the States, I would put | 


Where | 


I know of some people who tremble at the increase | 


Mr. Chairman, it is proposed to increase the | 


I recognize | 
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possibly be to my personal advantage, for I come from the « 
of Jowa, which, if the present membership were mai 
would lose one Member. In the State of Iowa we } 
Republican legislature, and if the present membershi; 
be maintained, or a lower membership established, und: 
a Republican legislature would redistrict the State so 
should not have the privilege of further continuing 
pleasant association with you after my present term, 
be that other gentlemen here would be affected in {} 
way. But I believe, gentlemen, that the question of in 
the membership of this House is so important, so vital. ; 
men on either side ought to consider it from a broad st.) 
I believe there is ouly one question that you ought 
yourselves in deciding upon this bill, and that is, Wh 
proper number of men to compose this legislative bo 
other consideration must naturally fall back for its s 
upon the individual self-interest of the Member or part 
diency. After you have determined how many men s}; 
pose this legislative body, the next question would ly 
portion those members among the States accord 
number of inhabitants, in accordance with the (Co 
of the United States. I do not believe it is proper at t 
to consider the question whether one State or two s 
half a dozen States will lose Members. I want to 
attention of the Members of the House to the fact t 
1890 there have been only two apportionment laws 
not decrease the membership from some of the States 
prepared to say now that the membership of this 1 
less patriotic or less free from bias than the men 
former Congresses? Are we going before the peo; 
that we are so enamored of our jobs here, so 


| represent the dear people, and so fearful that some of 


be eliminated politically that we can not look upon 
tion in a broad way and decide it upon grounds of 
welfare? I say this House is too big now. We can 
tain order, and when we stand up and address t! 
instead of being recognized and being permitted 
matters concerning our respective constituents and ¢! 
the first question is: “ For what purpose does the 
rise?” And if it is not in accordance with the pr 
down, if it is not in accordance with the very tec! 
that have been adopted and must be adopted, we « 
recognition in this House. Why, you know, and 
knows, that complaints have been made frequent); 
great Senate of the United States has increased i 
the expense of the House of Representatives; a I 
say now that if you increase the membership of tle 1! 
by that very act, decrease the individual power and « 
of every Member of the House. [Applause.] 

I have been amused rather than instructed by s 
arguments that have been presented in behalf of t! 
is their plea? Have they suggested even one good + 
reason for the increase? The fact that the num! 
been selected as being the least number which wil! pr 
State from losing a Member discloses the true pu! 
object of the bill. And in an attempt to justify s 
some gentlemen have urged that we should have a s! 
ber of constituents, so that we may keep in closer t 
them; and yet they have increased the number of co 
per Member over 12,000. It has seemed to me that the: 
of this bill have come on the floor of this House in the [1 
mind trying to apologize for their action. Instead of pres 
some logical reason, instead of having some views to |)! 
this House why we should increase the membership to 4 
have come here and tried to explain that such action w 
harm. 

Mr. Chairman, my idea is that the absence of a ¢ 
for doing a thing is a splendid reason for not doing 
and where are we going to stop? There always will be 
ties in population among the several States. In the « 
events it must be so. I predict that 10 years from now 
bill bearing the same earmarks and supported by tlie s 
lacious arguments and providing for a similar incre:\- 
reported to this House. And if such is the case, and if | 
bership at that time fails to rise above personal or | 
sideration, we will witness another increase similar to | 
now proposed. ; 

Mr. Chairman, this great House of Representatives 
should be, the citadel of the people’s rights. It is no! 
that representatives of the people should be here; they 
be able to accomplish something after they get here. -\! : 
all know that owing to the size of this House at the pre’ 
time the opportunity for the individual Members to ent 
matters of public importance is limited. Some gentien 
the other side have attempted to make of this bill a pa" 


ly 


ou 
suo 
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« to be observed that the in lrom 











- ex}. who has charge of the time on the Republican 

: or of the bill, and we know that the House during 

sion passed a similar bill. It is not a partisan ques 

3 en the other hand, it is a high constitutional ques 
- tion that concerns the powers and capabilities of 

t islative body. To my mind the time has come to 
- - 1 consider well a step which may result in rendering 
P nt. less democratic, less responsive, this great body 
k, Jle’s representatives. [Applause.] 


ES ‘who CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 





f \r HOU STON. Mr. Chairman, I now yield 10 minutes to 
anfleman from Virginia [Mr. SAuNDERS]. 
: i UNDERS Mr. Chairman, there are two propositions 
we are all agreed. We do not favor too large a House. 
e to that. We do not favor too large constituencies. 
4 we are agreed. 
is a golden mean. What must fix that mean? Why 
hn sense of the men w ho deal with the prol kk mn, which 
‘ y. is incapable of anything like a ee. fixa- 
Gentlemen on one side ask with an air of ality: How 
House do you favor? In re p ly, we bay ro How small 
uld you have? It is impossible for these questions 
wered with anything like precision. Neither the abso- 
ximum, nor minimum, can be prescribed with any sense 
f on. The only answer that can be given is that the 
hich are charged with the solution of this problem 
rk out that solution in the exercise of that common 
which is such a prime attribute of the American char- 
Some gentlemen who have argued the pending proposition 


to think that other gentlemen who favor an increase in 
membership of the House can not take a large view of the 
tion. I have sought to take the large view, and such con- 


ition as I have been able to 
! in our membership, a 
neident of our growth. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PEPPER] says that no argu- 
it has been advanced in favor of a larger House. May I 
him what argument has been advanced in favor of a smaller 


give 


sa 


to the question suggests 
necessary and inevitable 


rease 





e of so sound and logical a character as to drive us to the 
clusion that a smaller House is a thing to be desired in the 
of good government? I might ask my friend who 
es the retention of the membership of the House at 
3, what magic is there in that particular number, and how it 
and by what process have the gentlemen who hold that view 
rived at the conclusion that for all time to come, without 
ference to the development of our country, and the increase 
3 | tion, the number of the popular branch should be 

( ; fixed at 433? 
Mr. Chali an, if there was any force in the argument for a 


membership, then in the the gentlemen who in: 
our membership should be were manifestly right 
weight of the argument was with them, _ to-day the li 
embership for this body should be 233, that being the num 
| upon by our predecessors upon the theory that the 

good legislation would be promoted by a le itive 
ly of that particular size. 


past, isted 
All 
mit 


"99 
mI, 


se of gisl: 


| wish to say that in my own experience, and I think I may 

ld, in the | of other Members of this body, it has 

een observed that the smaller body is to be relied upon for 
my, go od legislation, and superiority of legislative wisdom. 

3 a member for a long time of the lower branch of the 


al assembly 
work with 


The v 


of my 
that 


com 


State, and in a position to pare 
of the senate which was a much smaller 
irison. 


‘ contrary, we all know that in the several States the 
lar branch which has at all times stood in the way of 


cress, reform, and a really popular government, has been 
hate. Seme gentlemen have asserted that there is a 


nt to-day in the country that we should not increase our 
be wee Fi I agree that such a sentiment measurably exists. 

C ULLOP. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
ar SAUNDE RS. Yes. 

Mr. C U LLOP. Has it not been true always that the small 
av in all legislative bodies has been the body that stood in 
> way of progress and reform? 

Ir. . SAT NDERS. Mr. Chairman, that was the precise state- 
‘nent that I made. I said that in my observation, and experi- 
; Member I believe in the observation, and experience of every 
len er of this body, it has always been the smaller body that 
448 blocked the way of progress and reform. Is there 2 Mem- 


Mr 


work of the house of delegates did not suffer in the | 
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r of this House who is \ to asset t t ody at 1 
er end of the Capitol } been f f progress 
wise and wholesome on, of re l ¢ ly, in 
Inparison with the attitu f thi 

As I was in the act of saying SOI \ ) hat there 

timent in the country that we ; d not rease the 

membership of this House. I do not deny it i alwavs 

i that reactionary entiment « ! I on 

of the public, who fancy that by ct 1 ep 

resentative body, you will enlarge tl g in 
that body. 

Mr. COOPER. Does not the gentl« t in- 
|} ner of electing Senators, their tenure of offic at 
| Members of the Senate are elected for six \ state 

legislatures, that only one-third of e body vO 
years, that all of these ma Senate much - 
tive and much more indiffer ) ib opi \ 1¢ 
House of Representatives 

Mr. SAUNDERS. It is more than conservative, it ‘ } 
reactionary in its attitude to public | gres LApplaus } 
Democratic side] 

Mr. COOPER. But suppose Se s of the I ed States 
were elected for two yea! to » out ach t year nd 
by a direct vote of the people, then would t the Senate | 
l re elflicient nd re S$} nsive to pub opu 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes, more resp« e | L¢ { 
by reason of its being a smaller body, it w ! I 

ient than a la r I say he tha h 
smaller body is productive of bet re { { ! 
bservati OL every ian who | 5 ] 1 t | | ( rse 
of legislation. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman pern another question? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. No, I have not th mi¢ ofr I 
mean no discourtesy to my friend in d g to y 1 fur A 
but my time is too limited to adn vi 8 
proceeding to say that \ to ke 1 | ) us 
the fact, that as we enlarg stituen rel 
and more impossib] tl al Re enta t e 
into that personal relationshi th his «x tu 7 is 
necessary to enable him to be a truly yular d eff \ 

Representative. 

What was the size of the « l if oul ic 
— ire so often cited as parag ( Visa 1, ©% DP ot 

itesmans! iP: to their degenerate descendant . 
aaa Many of them represented constitus ‘ taining 
over thirty, or forty thousand peo] t \ 
reason why those gentlemen were al I 
legislative service, if such was the case { Repr tat 
of to-day is able to afford. 

They were ieved from those demat ipon 1 * time 
which are imposed upon a Member who represer of our 

reat modern constituencies. Tho vent }, therefore, were 
truly popular Representatives in tl ! ! i of this 
(,overnment, 

We acclaim ourselves aS an exem] r of } ! 
and denominate this the popular branch of « ‘ t 
Contrast for a moment the size of 1e CO t 

present, th that of the constitu ‘ ‘ 1 
Members of the popular branch of the Pania 
countries of Europe. In Great 1 i M I 
ment represents a populatio s hi GO,000 
other grea yuntries he represents a ie 
than that number. Yet we claim tha 
representative popular government 
Member of our House, not infrequ 
many people as are represented by a Mem! 

Parliament. As- if that disparity w 

proposed to increase it, by limiting the siz 
Members, without regard to the increase of « 
the coming centurie 

It is asserted that if we increa oul 
crease our membership, the worl 
more efficient. I deny, Mr. Chairma est ! 
follow that action. A word in reg 
by the gentleman from Indiana 
is an unnecessary amendment, i 

an arrogant amendment, becat e und oO say t 
future Congresses, that we have b¢ ed 
be the limit of the size of this body, and t t 
deal with their problems in the i 
with present problems in our way 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the g ( from \ 
has expired. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I will ask the gent 1} from Ten ee 


to yield me one minute more 
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Mr. HOUSTON. I yield to the gentleman one minute. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. It is said that this amendment would be 
a check upon the future Congress in that it would be neces- 
sary for that Congress to repeal the present act, before it en- 
larged the membership of the House. It would not be neces- 
sary, Mr. Chairman, for that body to formally repeal the act. 

The mere enactment of an apportionment bill giving a larger 
apportionment would itself, by implication be a sufficient and 
efficient repeal of the limiting act. So that as a restriction 
upon a future Congress the proposed amendment is as futile 
as it is unnecessary. Such an attempt to control the future 
body is an assumption on our part of superior wisdom. The 
intimation of superiority of capacity conveyed in this effort to 
forestall and limit, the action of a future Congress would be 
resented by that body, just as we would resent to-day, the 
effort of some Congress prior to the Civil War to say to us that 
we should not increase the membership of this body beyond 
233, or 833, or any other limit, that in their wisdom they 
wrought out as the appropriate one for all time to come. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this bill without amendments. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know how 
much time remains to this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 15 minutes remaining. 

Mr. HOUSTON. And how much has the other side? 

The CHAIRMAN. The other side has 16 minutes remaining. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I would like to ask the Chair when this de- 
bate began? 

The CHAIRMAN, 
quarter past 12. 

Mr. AUSTIN. 
past 4. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair will state to the gentle- 
man that a little time is lost as we go along in debate in yield- 
ing. We have just lost a minute. To whom does the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire at this point to ask 
leave that all Members who have spoken or this matter be al- 
lowed to extend their remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that that can not be 
fone in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BarTHowpr]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I should he to see this 
bill pass in a shape which would guarantee to 1s a smaller 
House of Representatives. I would be satisfied w th the num- 
ber we now have in order to insure more effective business here 
I may add that surely this is an unselfish proposition on my 
part, for the reason that my own State would be hit harder than 
any other State in the Union. The States which would lose 
membership at all would lose but 1 Member if we had 391, 
while Missouri would lose 2, but I would still favor the propo- 
sition in question in order to be sure of a change in the ap- 
portionment in my State, which we are not quite certain of, 
if the number of 16 Representatives from Missouri remains the 
same. I have the honor of representing a district with a popu- 
lation of 467,000 people; in other words, more than two—in 
fact, two and a half—congressional districts. That is the result 
of the action of the legislature controlled by the party which 
is now in power in this House. They crowded all the Repub- 
licans whom they could find in and about St. Louis into one 
congressional district, so that at the last election my majority 
reached the enormous total of over 25,000. Now, I am willing 
to give up about 20,000 of that for the purpose of insuring the 
election of more Representatives from that State [applause on 
the Republican side], and also for the purpose of preventing 
in the future the disfranchisement to which the people of my 
State are now subjected under Democratic rule in that State. 
Over 200,000 of the people, Mr. Chairman, are practically dis- 
franchised in my district. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
by their being disfranchised? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Because it takes more than twice the 
number of people to elect a Representative in my district than 
it does in the district represented by the gentleman. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Does not the gentleman represent 
them? Are you not representing them pretty well? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I am not so immodest as to admit that 
proposition. I would like to have a colleague here to help me 
represent them. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman allow a suggestion? The 
suggestion the gentleman from Missouri just made to his col- 
league answers the argument in favor of this bill. He said: 


Does not ths centleman represent just as many as two representing 
the same district? 


The Chair thinks that debate began at a 


Then the four hours will be up at a quarter 


What does the gentleman mean 


| 


| 
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Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I did not say that. 
man is putting that in my mouth. 

Mr. JAMES. He denies it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I sincerely trust 
words “by the legislature thereof,” in line 17, on | f 
this bill, may be stricken out. ; 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I can not yield. 

Mr. RAKER. Just one question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I can not yield. 

Mr. RAKER. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is proper 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from (Califo) 
RAKER] is out order, as the gentleman declines to yield 
Mr. RAKER. Then I will sit down if he declines ¢, 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman will be seated. 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Barrno.ptT] will proceed. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, when the last 
ment bill was passed, as has been pointed out by | 
man from Indiana, there was no such thing in the Uni. 
as an initiative or a referendum. But since that ti) 
number of States have adopted that method of legis 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has e 

Mr. RAKER. Would not the gentleman from In 
CRUMPACKER] yield me a minute, so that I may ask t! 
man from Missouri a question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Not for that purpose. [Laue 

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman from Tenn 
Houston] yield for a minute? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I can not do so. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 11 mi: 
gentieman from Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY]. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call th: 
of the committee to one point which it seems to me 
been very much emphasized in this debate, and that is 
current action of the Census Committee of the last 
present Congress on this question. The committee st 
House had exhaustive hearings and thoroughly considered | 
question, and reported unanimously in fafor of increas 
membership to 433. At that time the Republicans « 
the House. Now the Democrats control it, and a 
mittee has given thorough consideration to the ques * and 
remember that this committee is composed almost 
new Members. I believe there are only three or four M 
of the present Committee on the Census who were members 
it at the last session. 

And yet this comparatively new committee, and 
them new Members of Congress, has again brought 
with a unanimous report recommending that the 1 
of the House be increased to 4383. In my judgment s 
very material question to be considered in passing t 
bill, and so strongly persuasive that only the very s 
reasons should be permitted to set it aside—certainly s 
reasons than have been offered thus far in this debate. ! 
experience as a Member of this House, and particu 
early days of my service here, when I was in some « 
occasionally was, as to whether I should support a b 
favorably by the committee, I frequently received thi 
admonition of the distinguished gentleman from 1! 
CANNON], the ex-Speaker, and the gentleman from | 
nia [Mr. DauzeLi], and other leaders on this side of the Hous 
that I ought to stand by the committee, and that it was 
safest course to follow. And I became so accustomed to Te 
ceiving and taking that sort of advice that I formed 
of doing so, and it has become so firmly fixed as a ru 
duct with me that I am loath to depart from it. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Why does not the ¢ 
stand by the caucus? 

Mr. LANGLEY. Why did you not have a caucus t 
as you had before? You forced a caucus then; wh) 
not try it again? 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Because you \ 
stand for it. There was no use in calling a caucus. a: wis 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky |"! 
LANGLEY] yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. \! 

E. DRIscoLy] ? 

Mr. LANGLEY. I do not mind yielding if the gentle! 
make his question intelligible and material to the jss\ 
loud enough so that I can hear it above the confusiv 
vicinity of the gentleman’s desk. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I ask you why you 
stand by the caucus? Do you not understand that? 

Mr. LANGLEY. I will say to the gentleman, as I have 


T) Bo 








before in this House in answer to the same question, that I (i! 
not think you gentlemen should have called a caveus UPOY oak 
a question as that, thus seeking to bind some of us to ¥ 


tea 








1911. 


st our views and our pledges. And when you proceeded 
nsider that question I saw the Republican caucus was 
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the question of protection to lumber my voice was drowned by 
cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote!” because the majority had already 
made up their minds to vote down my amendments to the Cana- 
dian reciprocity treaty, when I was seeking to protect lumber 


from Canadian competition, and therefore they did not give me 


: ¢ to bind me upon a proposition that I fully understood 
3 roposed to exercise my own judgment upon, and with re- 
“apd to which I was already committed, and so I withdrew 
ft the caucus. 
te MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. The gentleman is bragging | 
ahont his regularity in standing by the committee, and it seems 
to e he should stand by the caucus. F | 
Mr. LANGLEY. The gentleman should not take my time on | 
“+>eidental matter like that. But I will say to the gentleman 
shot our committee had already agreed upon a unanimous re- | 
ort before the caucus was called. You permitted us to have 
a sive hearings and to present a unanimous report to this 
House recommending an increase to 433, and then you sought | 
to reverse our action and to make us stultify ourselves, and I 
for one did not propose to be put in such an attitude, by a 
party caweus, and I would do the same thing again under the 
same circumstances. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN]? 

Mr. LANGLEY. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Ten- 

essee. 

; Mr. AUSTIN. Is it not a fact that the caucus bolted the 
action of the Committee on the Census, which brought in a 
unanimous report? [Applause.] 

Mr. LANGLEY. That is unquestionably true, as my friend 
from Tennessee says. They were the bolters, and I refused to 
follow their example. 

Now, reference has been made by the distinguished gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and by others in this debate 
to the fact that Congress in adopting preceding apportionment 
laws has increased every time, except one, the membership of 
the House so as to prevent any State from losing, and the 
statement has usually been made in criticism of the proposition 
to again increase the number. It is true that the membership 
of the House has been increased almost every time, and with 
the result stated, but I call attention to the fact that in each 
nee it was merely keeping step with the increase of popu- 
lation in the United States and with the growth of the country 
As a matter of fact, this bill, although it increases 
the membership of the House by 42, leaves it so that each 
Member will represent about 18,000 or 20,000 more people than 
they now represent. 


insta 


generally. 


rhe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] says that the 
argument as to the larger number of Representatives in pro- 
1 


rtion to the population that they have in the most popular 
branch of the legislature of other countries is not pertinent to 
the issue, because conditions are entirely different in this coun- 
try and we can not follow their plan of representation. No 


one has contended that we ought to do so literally, but while I 
dislike to take issue with the gentleman, whose age, experience, 


and ability so greatly overshadow mine, I insist that it is legiti- 
late argument to call attention to the systems in other coun- 
tries in discussing this bill and that the experience of these 
countries is worthy of our consideration. The unit 


of repre- 


sentation in this House is greater than it is in any other coun- 
try in the world. The German Reichstag comes nearer to our 
ratio than does any other country, and yet each of us represents 
how i 


ibout 35,000 more than does a member of the German body ; 
and in Great Britain the representation in Parliament is very 
1 y twice the membership of this House, and yet the popu 


eal 


? 


‘ation represented is less than half of ours. I couid give other 

i wes where the difference is equally as pronounced. Con- 

dit ons in many respects are different, it is true, but it is cer- 

taluly material to this discussion to show that a much smaller 

unit of representation has worked satisfactorily in these other | 
countries, 


The argument that has been made here, that gentlemen ean 
hot get a fair hearing upon this floor because of the size of the 
Hiouse, has already been sufficiently answered. It is not due so 
much to the size of the House, as has been exhibited here to-day, 
us it Is to the noise that a few Members make, and oftentimes it 
is because of interruptions such as I have just had here, when 


fentiemen not entitled to the floor have, in attempting to make | 


themselves heard, prevented the Speaker from being heard. | 


|Laughter.] My observation has been during the time I have 
Served here that there is no difficulty about a gentleman getting 
a hearing if he has anything worth saying that the House cares 
to listen to. [Laughter.} In my own experience I have never 
had any difficulty [laughter] when I was saying anything the 
House wanted to hear. I have sometimes found, however—and 
So have most of you—that the House did not care to hear me. 


For example, the other day when I was undertaking to discuss | is true. 


XLVII——44 


| 
j 


a hearing, or at least only a very brief one. [Laughter.] I 
want to say, further, that so long as we have the impartial pre- 
siding officers that we have now and have had heretofore there 
is no difficulty about any Member hearing in this 
House if he wants a hearing and undertakes in the proper way 
to get it. 

Certain gentlemen, and especially the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. NeLson] and the gentleman from California, [Mr. 
KNOWLAND], have referred to the fact that perhaps some of us 


getting a 


| who are favoring this increase in the membership o. the House 


are doing so because of some local or personal If 
the gentlemen mean that a Member ought not to favor some- 
thing here because his State or his district wants him to do it, 
and further, if they mean by that that they themselves will favor 
what the people in the country generally favor, or what some 
other section of the country favors, rather than something that 
is of local interest to their own constituents or to the people of 
their own States, then they have reached a plane of perfection 
to which but few Members of this House have attained. 
[Laughter and applause.] I do not mean to say that the gentle- 
man from Califernia would vote for an increase in membership 
if it so happened that by reason of that increase his tenure of 
office in his present exalted would rendered more 
secure. [Laughter.] I do not mean to say that because he says 
that he would not. But, as a matter of curiosity, I would like 
to see a situation arise where his continuance as a Member of 


interest. 


position be 


this House might be endangered by no increase just to see 
how he would vote. [Lauehter.] 
Mr. AUSTIN. I would like to say to the gentleman from 


Kentucky that the gentleman from California [Mr. KNowLanp] 
favors a deliberative body, and we hope to see him 
United States Senator from the State of California. [Applause.] 

Mr. LANGLEY. Well, we in Kentucky are so much concerned 
about the senatorship from that State just now that we do not 
bother our minds very much about the senatorship 
| Laughter. ] 

I am frank to say, gentlemen, that so far as I am personally 
concerned, one of the reasons why I am going to vote for the 
increase of membership in the House is that if the membership 
were left at 391, the State of Kentucky would Repre 
sentative in this body and one vote in the electoral college, and 


elected as 


in California, 


lose one 


I do not wish to see that happen. And another reason is that 
the State of Virginia would lose one, and other Southern States 
would lose; and I am not in favor of any legislation, appor- 
tionment or otherwise, that will reduce the representation of 
the great South in the Congress of the United States or in the 
electoral college. [Prolonged applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Just one more word, with the indulgence of 


the Chair. ¥ 
politics and the very undesirable views that they 
questions, I believe that no harm, and 
good, would come to the country if we had here a 


I want to say further that, barring the question of 
! have on certain 


pel a ips considerable 


few more of 


the broad-minded, big-hearted men like those which the South 
sends to the Congress of the United States. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana {[Mr. Crum 
PACKER] has exhausted his time. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Murray]. 

[Mr. MURRAY addressed the committee, See Appendix.] 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I 


maining? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 10 minut 
Mr. HOUSTON. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. JAMES]. 
Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, 


in to close the debate 


coming 


upon this bill I desire to say I have listened attentively to the 
various arguments made here to-day against the passage of this 
bill, and they are practically threefold. The first argument made 
is that the House is large enough; the second one is that it is 


not a deliberative body, which is practically the first. 
one is that as a matter of reform, to save the people’ 
should hold the representation at what it now is. 


The third 


S money, we 


Our friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Ne.son], always Inecid in 
discussion, urged economy as a reason why the representa- 
tion should not be increased, and he pointed oul le and 
said, “ You saved $180,000 by cutting off u ess jobs.” That 

That is real Democratic reform, cutt off our serv- 
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ants; but we are not going to start a reform by cutting off 
the servants of the American people in this body. [Applause.] 
When it comes to useless servants to ourselves, useless 
ployees 


people, 


{| Applause. ] 

What is your argument about reform? 
Treasury get its most deadly blow? In the body most numer- 
ous? Oh, no. In the bedy fresh from the people? No; but 
where? In that body less numerous and farthest removed from 
the people. You say that we are not a deliberative body. 
gentlemen, we passed every bill that even a Republican Presi- 
dent 
to which the bills went was so deliberative that it never passed 


Where 


the bills and forced upon the country the expense of an extra | 


session of Congress, in which we are now assembled. 


[Applause 
on the Democratic side.] , 


The truth of it is, the larger the body of men the harder they 


Not by the Speaker, no; but by the system, by | of Representatives shall be composed of 433 Members, to be ap) 


are to control. 
the trusts, and by the monopolies of the country. [Applause.] 
I believe that when you have a body large enough, that 
body in which the people are fairly and truly represented, 
you 


touch and fasten-its iron chains of control. [Applause.] 


The idea of saying that a small body is wiser than a large | 


body is an old doctrine upon which thrones have been built 
and monarchies sustained. 
the scepter. [Applause.] 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JAMES. 
vania with pleasure. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to ask the gentleman if he is 
not now trying pretty hard to get into a body with a much 
smaller representation? [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. JAMES. That is true; but that only shows that my ad- 
vocacy of this measure is impartial and unselfish. [Applause.] 
It shows that I am discussing it from a patriotic and an Amer- 
ican standpoint. Now let us see. 
their stand? In the body that is most numerous in member- 
ship? No. Why? Because it is harder to handle. Where do 
they go? They go to the least numerous branch and there they 
take their stand. Where do men that want to get great ap- 
propriations of money go? They go to the least numerous branch 
of the legislature, and there they make their stand, not only to 
filch the Treasury but to get laws placed upon the statute book 
that they want and to oppose laws in favor of the people. 

My friend from Illinois [Mr. CaNnNoNn] suggested that if you 
enlarge the number of this body you decrease the independence 
of the Member. That may be true, and I pray to God it is, 
but it increases the independence of the American people to 
make themselves felt and to make themselyes heard. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Now, the argument that this body is too large, upon the 
basis that a man can not be heard and that he can not get 
attention, is an assault upon your good order. How can that 
be remedied? How many Members of Congress have gone over 
the country and, if you wanted to speak and did not have a 
larger crowd than you have here, felt mad about it? How 
many of you have spoken to five and ten thousand and prided 
yourself upon it, and yet you come here and say you can not 
be heard by 391 men—men filtered from the 90,000,000 of the 
American people, men of intelligence, men of honor, and men of 
good order. 
not be heard here upon this floor. I will tell you a remedy for 
that. Let a rule be made in this House that no Member 
shall speak to another one upon the floor. That will stop it. 
Let.a rule be made giving the Speaker the right when a Mem- 
ber is guilty of such discourtesy to his fellows to call him by 
name and put his name in the Recorp, and you will have good 
order here; but because you have lax rules, because you do not 
enforce the rules you have, you urge that as a reason why the 
American people should be denied the right to representation 
to which they are justly and fairly and honestly entitled. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Why, Mr. Chairman, so far as the expenses of this Govern- 
ment are concerned, in my judgment, if the other end of this 
Capitel were represented by a body of like numbers with this 
one, fresh from the people, the result would be that you would 
save more than Aldrich said ought to be saved per year— 
£300,000,000 of the people’s money. I tell you that when you 
announce the doctrine that in order to get deliberation you are 


| trine that is un-American. 
em- | 


, so far as we are concerned, we can save money to the | American people demand is proper deliberation and acti: 


but we are unwilling to depart from that Democratic | 
teaching of a representative government lodged close to the peo- | 
ple by pretending that we are going to reform by lessening the | 
rights of the American people to representation upon this floor. 


Why, | 


wanted in the last session of Congress, and another body | 


rave got a body where greed can not place its corroding | 


It is the argument of the crown and | 


I always yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- | 


Where in your State legis- | 
latures do the powers that thwart the will of the people take 


Yet you indict yourselves by saying that you can | 


going to deny the people representation, you announce ; 
We have had too much delib 
in certain legislative branches of this Government. Ww) 


the measures they want written into the laws. The ge 
from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] stated that he was in favo 
amendment limiting the number of Members of Congres 
10 years from now the number should not be greater th 


| I think we are wise, but I do not think we are quit 
does the | 


enough to legislate for a decade that has not come. Y, 


| claim that you are exceeding wise, but let those men 16 
| ahead of you, with the development of our great res 


with the development of our great country, with the incr 
our inhabitants, with the myriad of problems which w 
front them in the decade cf the future, let them go unha; 
unmanacled, unshackled, aye, even unadvised by a ( 
that has been dead for 10 long years. [Applause.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate is exh 
The Clerk will report the bill for amendment. 
| The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That after the 3d day of March, 19132. +) 


among the several States as follows: 
Alabama, 10. 


Arkansas, 7. 
California, 11. 
Colorado, 4. 
| Connecticut, 5. 
Delaware, 1. 
Florida, 4. 
Georgia, 12. 
Idaho, 2. 
| Illinois, 27. 
| Indiana, 13. 
| Iowa, 11. 
Kansas, 8. 
| Kentucky, 11. 
; Louisiana, 8. 
| Maine, 4. 
Maryland, 6. 
| Massachusetts, 16. 
Michigan, 13. 
Minnesota, 10. 
Mississippi, 8. 
Missouri, 16. 
Montana, 2. Wyoming, 1. 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following : 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all of section 1 after the enacting cla 
inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“That after the 3d day of March, 1913, the House of Rey 


shall be composed of 391 Members, to be apportioned among t! 
States as follows: 


“Alabama, 9. 
“Arkansas, 7. 
“California, 10. 
“ Colorado, 3. 
“ Connecticut, 5. 
“ Delaware, 1. 

| “* Plorida, 3. 
“ Georgia, 11. 
“ Idaho, 1. 
“ Illinois, 24. 
“Indiana, 12. 

| “Towa, 10. 
“ Kansas, 7. 
“ Kentucky, 10. 
“ Louisiana, 7. 
* Maine, 3. 
““ Maryland, 6. 
‘‘ Massachusetts, 14. 
“ Michigan, 12. 
“ Minnesota, 9. 

| “* Mississippi, 8. 

| “ Missouri, 14. 


Nebraska, 6. 
Nevada, 1. 

New Hampsbire, 2. 
New Jersey, 12. 
New York, 43. 
North Carolina, 10. 
North Dakota, 3. 
Ohio, 22. 
Oklahoma, 8. 
Oregon, 3. 
Penhsylvania, 36. 
Rhode Island, 3. 
South Carolina, 7. 
South Dakota, 3. 
Tennessee, 10. 
Texas, 18. 

Utah, 2. 

Vermont, 2. 
Virginia, 10. 
Washington, 5. 
West Virginia, 6. 
Wisconsin, 11. 


“ Nebraska, 5. 

“ Nevada, 1. 

“New Hampshire, 2. 
“New Jersey, 11. 
“New York, 39. 
“North Carolina, 9. 
“North Dakota, 2. 
“ Ohio, 20. 

“ Oklahoma, 7. 

“ Oregon, 3. 
“Pennsylvania, 33. 
“ Rhode Island, 2. 
“South Carolina, 7. 
“South Dakota, 2. 
“ Tennessee, 9. 
“Texas, 17. 

“ Utah, 2. 
“Vermont, 2. 
“Virginia, 9. 

“ Washington, 5. 

“ West Virginia, 5. 
“Wisconsin, 10. 
“Montana, 2. “ Wyoming, 1.” 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, this simply provides ! 
retention of the present membership of the House. W: 
discussed that question pro and con so fully that I do n 

to consume any further time. I trust the amendment \ 
| adopted. 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, this amendment 
the real issue before the House as to the apportionment 
representation for the next 10 years. I do not desire t 
a lengthy argument on this question. The case has bet 
presented to the House. There are two sides to it. One 
side as to whether the smaller legislative body can pass | 
tion better considered and act with more deliberation an 
dom than a larger number of Representatives. The o' 
the question of economy. Now, I say that if all other 
are equal, of course the question of economy is one tl: 
House should carefully consider, and undoubtedly deci 
ease on the question of economy, but I do not think tha 
is a material issue here. The real issue is as to whether ot 
as this great country of ours expands in population this I 
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vo on progressing along the lines of the expansion of popu- 


= i , in the country, or whether we shall have a fixed unit, 
Hmiting the membership of this House and enlarging our con- 
etituencies. We all know that there is a very materially in- 
creasing sentiment in the United States that is moving away 
frot , the idea of a strictly representative Government toward a 
form of democracy in the way of an initiative and referendum 


in several of the States. Now, why does that sentiment grow; 
what is the cause of it? It has not arisen without a cause. 
The vrowth of that sentiment has arisen from the fact that the 
people of the United States do not believe that their present 
representative bodies are sufficiently responsive to the will of 
the people of the United States. Can there be any other rea- 
son? Now, in the face of that growing sentiment in the 
country, that growing demand for a more representative body, 
you propose to say that you will call a halt as the country 
grows, lessen the representation, and increase the size of the 
constituency that every man on this floor represents and remove 
the Member of Congress further and further away from the 
rank and file of the people whose will he is supposed to enact 
into law. I believe that if we intend to continue the repre- 
sentative form of government of this country this popular 
pranch of the Congress of the United States must have a con- 
stituency sufficiently small to enable a Representative of the 
people to know the people whom he represents. [Applause.] 
You know as well as I that to-day, even with the present basis 
of representation, it is difficult for a Member of Congress to 
even know the men who are locally prominent in his district 
much less know all the people of his district. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama 
has well said there are two sides to this question. I think, how- 
ever, he does not state them correctly, and that the real ques- 
tion here, as far as this particular motion is concerned, is 
whether the House of Representatives can come nearer to per- 
forming its constitutional functions if its membership is fixed 
at 391 than though it were fixed at 433. There is no doubt, 
Mr. Chairman, but what we can go to an extreme in either di- 
rection. We ought to be representative of the entire people of 
the country, and no man will deny but what we can increase 
the size of this body to such an extent that we lose all delibera- 
tion and make it absolutely necessary that we should surrender 
our individual prerogatives and rights and the rights and pre- 
rogatives of the body and of the country to some smaller govern- 
ing body. Is there a man here now who does not really feel 
that we are already too large to perform the duties that are 
given to us in the House of Representatives properly and fairly 
to all the people? I have heard men ever since I have been a 
Member of this body complain of the fact that the House of 
Representatives had surrendered its constitutional rights and 
its constitutional prerogatives. The larger you make the body 
when you have exceeded a certain limit—and I believe we have 
passed it now—the more necessary and imperative is it that 
some body, caucus, committee, Speaker, or some one, or some 
select body of men, should mark out the course that we must 
take. We know that right now, on account of the size of the 
House of Representatives, we are unable here—where indi- 
vidual Members should have the right to be heard and offer 
amendments and discuss important questions—to give suffi- 
cient attention, so that we can turn out of this body well- 
framed, well-considered, and well-defined legislation in which 
the entire country is interested. I want to say, if we could 
eliminate from this discussion the one fact that somebody 
is afraid his State will lose in representation in this body, 
there would be no doubt that instead of keeping the num- 
ber at 891 we would cut it down to a less number. After all, 
that is a bogy man—this loss of representation. It will be 
based upon the population of the different States, and there will 
= in reality no loss. It is just the same in a State like mine, 
en, instance, where if it remains at 391 we would lose one, and 
3 Wwe increase membership to 443 we have no change, that we 

ould retain what we have and allow other States to be in- 
creased, as it is to allow the other States to remain as they are 
= decrease ours. I do not believe, if we could get every man 

ere to vote as he really feels and not as he fears, that there 
Would be any doubt but what the motion offered by the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin would prevail here by a unanimous vote. 


OLMSTED. Mr, Chairman, I desire to say a few words 
on this amendment, I am opposed to increasing the size of 
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this House. Every Member of the Sixty-first Congress sat day 
after day and night after night, and every Member who serves 
during the Sixty-second Congress will spend day after day and 
night after night in this Hall doing—what? Deliberating? No. 
Legislating? No. They will be waiting until the Sergeant at 
Arms can secure and bring in the attendance of a quorum. 

It is true that the British House of Commons has 670 mem- 
bers. It is also true that 40 constitute a quorum to do business; 
but it is still further true that when the point of no quorum 
is made and there are less than 40 there, they simply lay aside 
the bill under discussion and take up another one and go right 
on with their business. Here we must stop all business until 
we can get in a majority of the entire membership, as required 
by the Constitution. 

Now, it was a very interesting speech which the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr, Lewis] made, in which he discussed Ger- 
many’s parliamentary body. I was sorry that time cut him off. 
I think he was going to propose that we do here as they do 
there—divide the body into sections, let each section consider 
a bill separately, and then the delegates from the sections come 
in and sit together and pass or defeat a bill. Before you can 
divide this body into sections, or before you can legislate by 
delegates from sections in that way, you will have to change 
the Constitution of the United States, which requires the pres- 
ence of a majority of all the Members elected to this body in 
order to do business, 

Mr. LEWIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman 
yield to the gentleman from Maryland? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will. 

Mr. LEWIS. The gentleman wholly misapprehended me. 
After the deliberative divisions have concluded considering the 
measures they go to the calendar for such consideration as 
they receive from the committees of this House. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Very well; that is just the same thing. We 
send bills to the committees and they consider them and bring 
them in here, but the difference is that we have to have a 
quorum. We would have to have 217 Members present under 
this new bill. The larger the body the greater the difficulty in 
getting a quorum, 

Now, I have heard a gentleman, a very distinguished Mem- 
ber, who recently sat upon that side of the House, say that he 
hoped the time would come when every Representative of a 
free people in this the greatest deliberative body on earth 
could rise in his place without asking permission of anybody, 
call up a bill in which his people are interested, and put it 
upon its passage for disposition by this great body. I have sat 
here and figured it out. There were more than 40,000 bills 
and resolutions introduced in the last House. If you allowed 
every Member a minute of free speech on every one of those 
bills, it would take 88 years to consider them. The more Mem- 
bers you have the more bills you will have, and as all have or 
are entitled to have an equal opportunity to speak, the more 
time will there be required for discussion on this floor. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Otmstep] yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will. 

Mr. MURRAY. May I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether or not, in his opinion, the matter of the number of 
bills might not well be regulated by making a limit as to the 
introduction of bills, as in many of our State legislatures 
Massachusetts, for instance? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Then you have a restriction of the rights of 
the Representatives of the people, about which we hear so 
much, 

Mr. MURRAY. But, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. I can not yield unless I get further time. 

There is a gentleman sitting at that desk now, an employee, 
a faithful employee, of this House, who came here when there 
were 233 Members and has been here ever since. Now, we are 
proposing to increase the membership to 433. The larger the 
membership the less of opportunity for discussion, the less the 
freedom of deliberation, the less the wisdom of the legislation 
which will be passed here. The larger the membership the 
fewer the Members that will control and direct the legislation 
in this body. That is the experience everywhere. It is the 
experience of every large legislative body anywhere on earth. 

Mr. Chairman, this body has wider and freer powers of legis- 
lation than any other comparable parliamentary body on earth. 
In every one of the foreign Governments to which reference has 
been made legislation is controlled by the Crown. You could 
not in England introduce a public measure without the consent 
of the Crown. You could not in the Netherlands, for instance, 
do so. I was looking that up a little while ago. Your bill 
would be referred to the Crown before you could even introduce 
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it in the House. You could not introduce all the private bills 
over there that come in here. The subjects of legislation are 
limited, and the powers of the members over legislation are lim- 
ited. In the interest of free speech, free discussion, delibera- 
tion, and wisdom in legislation, I hope—but I know my hope 
will not come to fruition—that this amendment will prevail. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last two words. 

This body, in its representative capacity, by a certain practice 
that has prevailed here for some years, has surrendered a part 
of its constitutional right and the constitutional rights of the 
people. It has been the habit and practice to hold caucuses of 
certain factions of this House—that is, the political parties, 
and by a majority of those in the dominating political machine 
to hold caucuses to determine the action of the House of Repre- 
sentatives; and you have in this session, and have had in the 
session before, the example of the lack of representation of very 
many districts throughout these United States by that very 
conduct. 

We have now caucuses held by the majority of this House 
for the purpose of determining, by a majority of the Democratic 
Members of the House, what the legislation of this entire House 
of Representatives shall be; and I say that that is in violation 
of the spirit of the Constitution of the United States. [Ap- 
plause.] Nay, more, it is in violation of the letter of the 
Constitution of the United States. 

I do not condemn the gentlemen on that side of the House 
any more than I would those on this side of the House for that 
same sort of practice. But I say now, while you are discussing 
the deliberative advantages of this body, that the larger you 
make it, the less it is representative. And that is shown by 
the very fact that you are putting through bills here now at this 
session, and there were bills put through in the last session, 
simply by a majority of a lesser body than the entire House 
of Representatives, and whenever you do that, you depart from 
the privilege of the people being represented by their respective 
districts. 

There is only one way here by which you can determine the 
will of the people in general, and that is to have the member- 
ship of this House enjoy a representation upon this floor indi- 
vidually. I recognize that it is necessary, of course, to have 
political parties, and necessary to have deliberations of those 
parties at times by themselves in the nature of conferences. 
But whenever you undertake to tie down the membership by a 
lesser body than the entire body of this House you depart from 
the advantages of the people being represented in Congress. 
Not only that, you violate both the spirit and the letter of the 
Constitution. 

The people are beginning to realize how the caucuses of the 
political factions are depriving them of their just representa- 
tion in this House and in other official bodies. The caucus is 
simply the system of faction legislation instead of legislation 
by the Representatives of the people in common. Very many of 
the Members of this Congress, and also Members of the last 
Congress, have told me time and time again that they would 
not have voted the way they did on certain acts of Congress 
except for the fact that they had been bound by the act of a 
caucus which they had attended. By that statement they ad- 
mitted that they violated their oaths of office; by that state- 
ment they admitted that they became traitors to their constit- 
uencies and to their country; by committing that act they opened 
the way for special interests to get a foothold in this House 
and to get control of it as they have on many previous occa- 
sions. ‘This caucus domination that makes a minority of the 
Members of the House its master will not long last, for the 
people of to-day are intelligent enough to see that it is the real 
cause of factional legislation and the giving of special privi- 
leges. I would no more attend a private caucus—and no caucus 
is anything more than private, for there is no legal authority 
for a caucus of a faction of our membership—I repeat that I 
would no more attend a private or a party caucus of a 
faction of our membership to betray the people who sent me 
here to represent them on the floor of the House than I would 
join an enemy hostile to the country. Now, some who want to 
be political bosses have said that on account of the present size 
of the House caucus domination is necessary. If that is true, 
it will be still more dominated if it is still further increased, 
and by so doing the people will be less represented than they are 
now. So the larger you make this body the less representative 
it becomes. When I hear gentlemen speak of the fact that the 
increased membership will give additional representation I can 
not agree with that statement. Therefore I shall vote for the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. [Ap- 
plause and cries of “ Vote! ”] 
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Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I move that we close 
on this section and all amendments to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee 
that all debate on this section and all amendments ¢ 
closed. The question is on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma ; 
ment will be considered withdrawn, and the vote will | 
upon the amendment offered by the gentleman from Wi 
[Mr. Netson]. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced { 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. NELSON. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 91, no 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2. That if the Territories of Arizona and New Mex 
become States in the Union before the apportionment of R 
tives under the next decennial census they shall have one 
tive each, and if.one of such Territories shall so become a St 
State shall have one Representative, which Representative o; 
sentatives shall be in addition to the number, 433, as pr. 
section 1 of this act, and all laws and parts of laws in conf 
this section are to that extent hereby repealed. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the am 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, on page 4, after line 2, by inserting as a new se 
following : 

“That as soon as the Fourteenth and each subsequent ¢ 
census of the population of the several States, as required 
Constitution, shall have been completed and returned to t! 
ment of Commerce and Labor, it shall be the duty of the § 
said department to ascertain the aggregate population of all 
and of each State separately, excluding Indians not taxed; w 
gregate population he shall divide by the number 450, and tl 
of such division, excluding any fraction of a unit that may } 
remain, shall be the ratio of apportionment of Representatiy 


the several States under such census; and the NSceretary « 

partment shall then proceed to divide the total representatiy 

tion of each State by the ratio as determined, and exch Stat 

assigned one Representative for each full ratio of populati 

and an additional meprane ive for any fraction eyu ) 
i 


than a moiety of such ratio, but in no case shall a Represer 
assigned for a fraction less than a moiety of such ratio: 
State shall have at least one Representative ; and the avzgregcat 
of Representatives so assigned to the States shall constitu 
membership of the House of Representatives under such cenusu 
soon as practicable after the Secretary of said departme: 
ascertained the number of Representatives to which exch Stat 
tled under any decennial census, in the manner herein pr 
shall make out and transmit to the House of Representati 
cate of the number of Representatives so apportioned to « 

he shall likewise make out and transmit without ce): ‘ 

of each State a certificate of the number of Representativ: 

to such State.” 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, before beginning 1 
ment I would like to ask unanimous consent to spea 
minutes. I shall probably not use that much tiine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [\f: 
LEY] asks unanimous consent to speak for 10 minutes. 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears vone. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, the amendment 
have offered is in form the same as the Jaw passed in 1- 
the same as the provision that was carried in the bil! 
year, and the same as the amendment referred to to-day 
Srumpacker amendment. Its purpose is to provide a 
in the absence of future legislation, for determining the 
of the membership of the House in each succeeding Con 

Before I come to the amendment itself, I may be | 
for just a word or two on the major proposition of th 
this body. In my humble judgment you do not ne 
make a body responsive to the people by increasing its s 
do you necessarily make it responsive by decreasing | 
Only long experience and the evolution of legislative ! 
can determine what is the proper size for the popular 
of the Government. 

I am not one of those who believe that you are now £ 
make this body responsive to the people in any greater 
than it now is by increasing its Members. 
sentatives responsive to their constituency is not the nu! 
them, but their accountability to that constituéncy. [App 
The very fact that Members of this House are required 


l 


two years to give an account of their stewardship is what ! 


us responsive to the people of America and not the fact 
constitute 391 Members instead of ninety-odd Members 
plause.] 
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What makes ! 


If the Senate of the United States be unrespons!\« 
thing that makes it so is not the fact that it is a small body, 


ne 


but 
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sha fact that it is elected for a long term by an indirect method, 
7 ‘« not directly answerable to the people. 

x. the practical proposition that we are confronted with 
. to-day is, What size will enable all views of all the peo- 


5 
.* 


¢ the country to be here presented in the most orderly, | 
Manifestly, if you have a very small num- 


eficient manner? : 
per, you will not have all views presented. Manifestly, if you 


ree he able to have those views presented. An experience of 
sizht years in this House has taught me that the danger is not 
in not having this body properly responsive to the people, but 
in having it and its machinery so cumbersome that it is im- 
nossible to do the will of the people. [Applause.] 

It has been said, and well said, that when you increase num- 
bers you make it easier for a few men to control. A House of 
a thousand Members, with our constitutional provision in re- 
gard to a majority to constitute a quorum, would put into the 
hands of a limited number of men infinitely more power than 
is in the hands of any similar number now. 

What has been the history of legislation in this country? 
Instead of the Committee of the Whole considering matters, in- 
stead of the House considering matters involving the details of 
jegislation, you have seen those details more and more deter- 
mined by the various committees of the House. You will hear, 
and you have heard, in conversation on the floor during the con- 
sideration of this bill, that we ought to follow the committee 
that has the matter in charge. What is the meaning of it? 
It means that we have a body so large that of necessity we have 
had to delegate to the committees the working out of the real 
details, and we have the power of veto or approval, but prac- 
tically none of amendment. 

Now, there is another fact that is apparent in this debate, 
and can not be ignored, and that fact is that the number 
arrived at and reported by the committee—the number 433— 
was arrived at by determining what number was necessary in 
order that no State might lose a Member. [Applause.] That 
is the fact, and no man can deny it. Other considerations may 
have affected individual men; but if size is what they want, but 
if the arguments of men who say that the only way to repre- 
sent the people is to stand for a larger body are true, how do 
they reconcile themselves to the proposition that by this bill 
they have increased the number of people that each Member of 
the House is to represent? If we are to determine our re- 
sponsibility by the fewness of the number we represent, then 
we ought to reduce the mumber of inhabitants to be repre- 
sented by each Member of this House, and yet you have in- 
creased that number over what it has been heretofore, and that 
has happened every 10 years. 

Now, all of us are human; we are no better than those who 
went before or those who will come after. I have offered this 
amendment in the hope that we cin provide a method whereby 
the weaknesses of Menibers and their State pride will not be 
called so much into play. 

Let no man misunderstand me. I listened to the distinguished 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Saunprers] when he characterized 
this amendment both as arrogant, foolish, and impotent. In my 
judgment the characterization was not deserved. I realize, as 
he said, that it is not possible for this Congress to tie the hands 
of any other Congress. But that statement can be made as to 
any general law that we may pass that does not have in its 
terms a limitation for the life of this Congress. Of course, a 
subsequent Congress can repeal it. There is not a law of a gen- 
eral character that we pass that, so long as it remains on the 
statute book, is not both an advice and a limitation on a subse 
quent Congress. It can be repealed, and when the wisdom of a 
subsequent Congress determines it will be repealed. So 10 years 
from now, if the experience of the American people and the 
honest judgment of Congress determine that the body provided 
is too small, this amendment will be swept away, and you will 
have an increase in membership. 

But this is what it will do. It will make the people pause; it 
will make it more difficult to increase the membership of this 
House. [Applause.] It will remove from the action of the Mem- 
bers the present pressure that comes by virtue of the individual 
cases and conditions in particular States. Less than 15 minutes 
age a colleague said to me, “I would be willing te vote to re- 
pe the representation of the House, but I am not willing to 
nea ~ of my colleagues into a fight as to who shall come 
in . mgress.” I am not criticizing him. If I had any feel- 
— was one of admiration for the man that he should have 
ion ——_ friendship for his colleagues. And yet it is that 
thie of feeling that necessarily controls us and has controlled 
fem aeeae in fixing this number at 483. It is to get away 

that I have offered this amendment. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


have a very great number, by virtue of that very size you will 
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| Let me suggest to you another thing. The chief indictment 
| of the American people brought against Members of Congr 
| has not been that they represent too many people, but that they 
| represent too few. [Applause.] What the le of Ameri 

are demanding are statesmen that can rise to the magnitude of 


ind not 


f 
| 


Peo 
i t 


the entire country and legislate for 90,000,000 of people : 
| simply for one district. [Applause.] You are going to 
make the people believe that you are any more their servant 
because you have decreased the boundary of your district or 
the number of your constituents. Much ha 1 said about 
personal acquaintance. I represent a city of 220,000 people and 
a county outside with 60,000 people. The man does not live 
who can know all those people in a personal and individual way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
has expired. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks that 
his time be extended two minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But, Mr. Chairman, it does not follow be- 
cause you are unable to know the individual that therefore you 
are unable to represent the views of that constituency. I beg 
this House to stop and consider. Every man here knows that 
personal considerations have controlled us both in fixing the 
number and in our views on the subject. What now confronts 
us will confront a Congress 10 years from now unless we pro- 
vide some other way. The gentleman from Virginia said, “ Oh, 
you do not have to repeal this act; any act passed subsequent 
to it, inconsistent with it, would repeal it.” That is true, but 
this is perhaps worthy of consideration. In the absence of a 
general rule for apportionment there comes an insistent and 
earnest demand for legislation every 10 years, and with that de- 
mand comes the exigency of particular localities and particular 
Members. But with a general rule that will take care of it, 
with people knowing in advance, they will realize that they 
must take their lot, whatever it may be, 10 years from now, 
according to this plan, and there will not be the insistent de- 
mand for legislation. 

Believing this, I have offered this amendment. I have offered 
it because I want to see the House of Representatives a great 
deliberative body. I want to see it such a body that it will be 
able as a body to consider its business and not be relegated to 
the position of either approving or vetoing the work of its com- 
mittees. I hope that the amendment may prevail. [Applause.] 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Surertry] has made a statement that has been re- 
peated several times on the floor of the House to-day to the 
effect, substantially, that if you increase the numbers of this 
body and make it larger you will make it e& 
nate and control. Mr. Chairman, I am unable to understand 
the reason or the philosophy of that statement. J can not see 
how this House, composed of 400 Members, will be more easily 
dominated and controlled than it would be if it were com} 
of 200. I do not understand that this body is more ea 
influenced and improperly controlled than another lk 
body in this country not so large as this. 

I take it that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHeriey] 
is in favor of 433 Members, for, as I understand, he voted for 
that number in the last Congress, and, from what he says, he 
| will vote for it again here. Yet he stands here 
| to fix that number, or a less number, as the 

tionment which shall be made 10 years hence. 
| or consistency can he or any other man say that comes now 
advocating, as he must advocate by his vote, an increase of 
42 Members, that the Congress chosen 10 years hence 
know better how to apportion Representatives th 

should we arrogate to ourselves a wisdom greater th ( 
|} and generation? Can we know better what ought to be 4 
| 10 years hence than the Representatives of the people 
who will be elected at that time? Can we know better wh 
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wishes of those people will be? 
Mr. COOPER. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


[Applause. } 

Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. Chairman, I can not yield at this time. 

I can not understand why it is that a larger body 

than this, can not transact business orderly. 

demonstrated to-day, and I have seen it demo 


dy, one larger 
I have seen if 
strated time and 
again before, 2s every Member on this floor has, that the best 
order, the most careful deliberation, the most careful consid 

tion, has been given to measures when every seat in this Hous 
were so great that the Members felt it was their duty to come 
here and attend to business and look after the interests of their 
peop&. It is then that we have the most orderly proceeding; it 


| 
was full, when the questions involved and interests at stake 
fs then that you have been abie to hear what has been said by 
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every man who spoke en the floor. Yet at other times, when 
there is scarcely a quorum present, in Committee of the Whole, 
when only 100 are required to constitute a quorum, we have had 
the greatest disorder, the greatest confusion, and it is most diffi- 
cult to consider a measure fairly and well. 

Mr. Chairman, I object as a matter of principle to this Con- 
gress attempting to do something to forestall the action of a 
Congress elected 10 years from now. We can not tell what the 
conditions will be then. We do wrong to attempt to do that. 
The futility of the action, the utter inability to do what we 
would attempt to do, proves it is unnecessary and useless. Fur- 
thermore, I believe as firmly as I believe anything that the 
framers of the Constitution intended when they provided that 
Congress should apportion the Representatives among the States 
after each decennial census that the Congress, the people’s 
Representatives, should make this apportionment. They in- 
tended that those men, elected from the people, fresh from the 
people, fully aware of their wishes and knowing the then exist- 
ing conditions, should make the apportionment of Representa- 
tives, and to attempt to delegate it to another agency or to any 
other power is an evasion in spirit at least of the Constitution. 
[Applause. ] 

[Mr. SMALL addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention 
of the House to a distinction to which the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky has not adverted. It is perfectly true that the ordinary 
legislative act of one Congress is as susceptible of repeal by a 
subsequent Congress, just as this particular effort to forestall 
the action of a subsequent Congress may be repealed. But there 
is this very obvious, and manifest distinction, between the ordi- 
nary legislative act, and the enactment of the amendment of our 
friend from Kentucky. When we legislate with reference to ex- 
isting conditions, it is in discharge of a present duty. It is a 
mere incident of that legislation that it furnishes a rule of 
action until it is repealed by a subsequent legislature. It is not 
enacted with the main intent of binding the future body. Now 
it is our duty to fix the size of the House for the next 10 years 
to come. It is not a part of our duty under the Constitution 
when we pass the apportionment act for the period which it con- 
templates, to go further and fix the size of this body for all the 
coming years. When we seek to do this, we exceed our duty, 
and undertake the discharge of a task which is not imposed 
upon us. I may illustrate the proposition in this way. We es- 
tablish rules for the government of this body. This is a part of 
our present duty. If we undertake to prescribe that the rules 
of this body, shall be the rules of the next House of Representa- 
tives we will undertake to do precisely what is proposed to be 
done by this amendment, namely to forestall another House, and 
impose a limit on its action. This has been attempted, and 
failed, just as the effort has heretofore been made to fix the 
limit of membership in this body. 

The gentleman from Kentucky says, and justly, that what de- 
termines the size of a legislative body, is the evolution of 
thought, the change of conditions, and the present features of 
the problem when the solution of that problem is approached. 
That is perfectly true. In the evolution of our Government, 
and the inevitable change of conditions in the time to come, 
may we not safely leave to the men of that other day, the de- 
termination of the numerical limit of membership of this House? 

With respect to the size of the body, I wish to say in response 
to the gentleman from Kentucky, that I yield to no one, in my 
desire to see that this House shall continue to be the greatest 
parliamentary body of the world. But I do not agree to the 
proposition that when we increase our membership, we will 
diminish our ability to deliberate. I maintain Mr. Chairman 
as a result of observation and experience, that from time to time 
we can increase the membership of this body to keep step with 
the expanding population of the country without reducing our 
effective capacity for legislative work. We are to-day a long 
way from the limit that this body may attain, and still be a 
workable, deliberate, and efficient Chamber. Look for a moment 
at the great deliberative bodies of other progressive nations, 
which enjoy popular government, England, France, Italy, Aus- 
tria, and Hungary. 

The membership in the popular branch of the legislative de 
partments of these Governments, is numerically much in excess 
of the membership of this House, yet no one has risen to say 
that those bodies have failed either in representative ability, or 
capacity to deal in a deliberative way with the problems that 
contront them. Therefore, I say, we need not excite ourselves, or 
exert ourselves to forestall the future, and to tie the hands of 
future Representatives in a future House. We need concern 
ourselves solely with the discharge of the present duty imposed 
upon us by the Constitution. 


mt, 


—— 


I maintain, Mr. Chairman, that looking to the future. 
of that day will be able to discharge their constitutio) 
as well as we are able to discharge ours in the present. | 
with their heritage of experience, they ought to be ab), 
charge it, in comparison with us, with greater efficiency, 

The gentleman from Kentucky suggests that the ), 
equation has operated in the construction and support 
present bill. Doubtless that is true, to some extent. | 
personal equation in some form is always with us, an 
present instance it has not operated to the prejudice of ; 
lic interests. The present bill rests upon sound consid, 
of public policy apart from, and unrelated to the perso: 
tion, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has « 

All debate on this amendment has been exhausted. 

Mr. CLAYTON. “Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out thy 
two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama 
nized. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of ¢! 
mittee, I beg your indulgence for a few moments. It 
to the membership of this House who have served her 
long time that I seldom trespass upon the patience of this body. 
I would not do so on this occasion did I not believe that we are, 
if we should adopt this proposed amendment offered |) 
gentleman from Kentucky, doing a thing in the natur 
attempt to surrender the rightful power that belongs | 
House of Representatives, to delegate the power to a 
the representation in this House to one of the executive |)r; 
of the Government. It is true that it is futile to do this 
light of the fact that a future Congress could repeal the 
this amendment was carried in it. But, Mr. Chairman, it 
far as we can go under the Constitution in an attempt to ri 
this House of that responsibility and of that duty, and to confer 
that duty and that responsibility upon an executive branch of 
the Government, which means that a future House of Repr 
sentatives, dealing with this great constitutional power of ap- 
portionment, is sought to be bound by this provision, sug- 
gestively, at least, and to surrender that duty and that powe 
to an executive department to be performed by some little 
expert mathematician or fifteen-hundred-dollar clerk down 
the Census Bureau 10 years hence. [Applause.] 

The Constitution of the United States intended that the Con- 
gress should consider this matter; intended that the Congress 
should take the conditions that obtain in the country int 
sideration; that the Congress should make the figures; t! 
Congress should intelligently comprehend the 
conditions and make the apportionment according to tli 
judgment of the Congress. 

There is another reason why I am opposed to it. it | 
off, worn-out garment; it is a tried and condemned expe 
In 1850 such a provision was inserted in the law. Thi 
Congress, charged with this duty of apportionment, 1° 
that suggestion [applause], repudiated any binding f 
that law, and increased the House of Representatives by a 
membership of eight. 

And there is another reason why I object to it. It is not: 

a worn-out, cast-off Democratic garment put into a law i 

and afterwards rejected by Congress, but that old wo! 
experiment was brought out into the sunlight in the last ‘ 
gress by a distinguished Republican, the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. CrumpacKker]. And I think it wise enough that tis 
thing, of no real force, of doubtful propriety, and that may 
subject us to the criticism of really favoring a small House of 
Representatives, without the manhood to stand up here | d 
say so, ought, for all these reasons, and for the reasous Ul 
have been better and more amply stated than [ can state (hel, 
to be rejected. [Prolonged applause and cries of “ Vot 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I think this amendment '- 
more serious than gentlemen who are opposing it s 
realize. I think if this amendment is adopted we *! 
bound absolutely hand and foot, practically, 10 years frou 
It will come about in this way: As the law is now, wi" 
census is taken we have got to legislate before Represent\''\"" 
can be apportioned. There is no legislative apportionmen! """™ 
we create it. With this amendment we are not going (0 rin" 
it before the census is taken. Nobody will ever think of 'i", 
so that there is no probability of repealing it until at i 
question arises as to apportionment. The census will fir ” 
been taken. Then, as soon as the census is taken, the Cs = 
officer who is directed in this amendment to do so, certiicy '" 
number of Representatives for each State under the law. — 
all that the Senate has got to do is not to act; all that 
House has got to do is not to act; and thus by simple nonec"’ 
we have got it fastened on us for all time to come. 
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Now, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Suextey] is an able 
an. He saw beyond the moment on that, I think, and 
Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will yield, I would like to 
say that I frankly stated to the committee the facts about that. 
There is no doubt or concealment about that. 

\fr. SIMS. The gentleman is always frank and able. His idea 
now is to put it into the hands of a Cabinet officer to apportion 
the representation and determine the number of presidential 
electors for each State. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit, I will state 
thet the idea is to establish a rule, and the Cabinet officer will 
then be simply a ministerial officer to carry out the rule. He 
has no discretion. 

Mr. SIMS. Yes; but the apportionment will take place by 
reason of his certificate. 

Mr. SHERLEY. We every day give to executive officers in- 
finitely more power than it is proposed to give to this Cabi- 
net officer here. Take, for example, the railroad rate law, 
where—— 

Mr. SIMS. Under that law no authority or power comparable 
to what is proposed here is given to anybody. 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. SIMS. At the present time the rule of the Senate has 
been to accept what the House does in this regard. Now, the 
House by this amendment does something which the Senate will 
aceept for all time, probably, and something which it will per- 
haps never agree to repeal; so that by passing this amendment 
we tie our hands fast, and what is enacted now will never be 
repealed, I very much fear. 

Mr. MANN. I am within 20 feet of the gentleman, and yet I 
can not hear him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMS. I can not talk louder. 

Mr. MANN. I knew it. 





[Laughter.] 
The fault is in the size of the House. 


Mr. SIMS. I knew it was not the fault of the size of my | 


mouth. [Laughter, and cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote!’ 

Mr. CULLOP. If this amendment were adopted, would it not 
practically turn over the apportionment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes; under the census, as he would find it. 

Mr. CULLOP. Because he would have charge of the taking 
of the census and could make a House as he saw fit? 
Mr. SIMS. Yes. [Cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote!”] 

man, I demand order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee will sus- 
pend until there is order. Gentlemen, you can not force a vote, 
except under the rules of the committee. The gentleman from 
Tennessee is entitled to speak for five minutes. 

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Suerrry] 


Mr. Chair- 


men indorse his purposes? If so, why not vote for the 391 
amendment now? If this amendment is adopted, the apportion- 
ment will take place and the presidential electors will be ap- 
portioned by the Census Office; and without any action to the 
contrary, this will necessarily take effect, because otherwise the 
law will have to be repealed, and to that repeal the smaller 
body will have to consent. [Applause and cries of “ Vote!’’] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, if I held the opinion that the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Crayton] holds, and the opin- 
ion that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Triste] holds, and 
the opinion that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SAUNDERS] 
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authority of law, he would be subject to impeachment. In my 
judgment there is not a man within the sound of my voice 
who believes the country would be benefited by a further in- 
crease in the number of Representatives. “Oh,” said the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Crayton], “I am afraid of the 
referendum that is coming, because the people have not been 
represented properly.” Then make 25,000 the representative 
unit and fill up this Hall so full that Members can not get in, 
like the hall of the British House of Commons, in order that 
the people may be properly represented. [Applause.] You may 
say that is expensive. Ah! In a country of 92,000,000 of peo- 
ple the expense would be insignificant, provided it gave us 
better legislation. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised at the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Srueriey], 
which practically turns over the apportionment of the United 
States for representation in Congress into the hands of one 
man, the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. I am not aston- 
ished at the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] when he 
desires to control the apportionment of 10 years hence for 
legislative purposes in the national Congress. He knows full 
well the purport and effect of this amendment if it should pass. 
He knows the benefit to his party and the injury that would 
ensue to ours. He is fully conscious of it. Pass this amend- 
ment and the manipulation that we had in 1910 in the taking 
of the national census will be a mere bagatelle in comparison 
with what it would be if this amendment should become a part 
of the law. Ten years from now it will be manipulated as a 
machine, so that it will return the right kind of membership 


| to suit the politics of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] That would be the effect 
of it, and let no man deceive himself about its meaning. It 


| will deny representation to portions of the Union which are 


| entitled to it, it will give representation to portions of the 


Union that are no entiled to it. For such a purpose it had its 


| origin, and for such a purpose it will be enforced. 


What does this amendment mean? A curtailment of the 
representation of the people in the House of Representatives of 


| the national Congress according to the desire of the Secretary 


of Commerce and Labor. One gentleman has said that not 
enough people get the ear of their Congressman. True that is, 
and it is further true that sometimes too many of the wrong 
kind of people get his ear for the good of the whole people, and 
I fear the adoption of this amendment would augment that 
number. Increase the number of people upon whom repre- 
sentation is based, and a less number of people will have the 
ear of their Representative in Congress who ought to have it, 
and more will have it who ought not to have it. No doubt the 


| special interests would rejoice at its adoption because it would 
has stated frankly his real object and purpose. Do you gentle- | 


give them a better chance to control legislation in this body, 
and multiply their opportunities to exploit the people. If this 


| amendment is adopted it will practically turn over the appor- 
| tionment for this House to the Secretary of Commerce and 


| Labor, 


holds, that in numbers there is greater security, I would move | 


to increase the 433 Members now to 500 or 600 or 700. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] By this bill you increase the 
number to 433, and each Representative will represent 211,000 
People, as against less than 200,000 now. 

Oh, I am sometimes amused and sometimes surprised to see 


how gentlemen whom I know to be able take positions that are | 


hot defensible because of a fear, perchance, that the bill may 
not pass at 433. 

It is absolutely certain the membership will be fixed at 433. 
I am not surprised, however, 


(Mr. Crayton] and from Virginia [Mr. Saunprrs], as a make 


committed by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor in ex- 
eeuting the law if the amendment is adopted. 
on when I find the distinguished gentleman from Indiana 
Mr. Cutter] is frightened in the premises I feel like climbing 
a tree. [Laughter.] Now, in every session of Congress, by the 
one of laws, at least 100 times in every session we 
othe one of the executive departments, or the President, with 
power to perform a ministerial act, as in this case. If the 
ecretary of Commerce and Labor should refuse to perform it, 
on the one hand, or should attempt to perform it without the 


that the gentlemen from Alabama | 


| tiguous and compact territory, and containing as nearly : 


oe oppose this amendment for fear that an outrage may | an equal number of inhabitants. 


giving him power, in a large to manipulate 
representation and control the legislation on the floor of this 
House. For this reason I am opposed to the amendment, and 
I hope the membership of this House will vote it down. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
be now closed. 

The question being taken, the motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma 
amendment will be considered withdrawn, and the question is 
on the adoption of the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. SHertey]. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Division! 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 80, noes 111. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

The Olerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. That in each State entitled under this apportionment to more 
than one Representative, the Representatives to the Sixty-third and each 
subsequent Congress shall be elected by districts composed of a oe 

§ practicabvie 
The said districts shall be eq ral to 
the number of Representatives to which such State may be entitled in 
Congress, no district electing more than one Representative. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ inhabitants,” in line 8, page 4, add the following: 

“And that there shall not be when formed a difference in peauietee 
of more than 20,000 inhabitants, based on the most recent United States 
census, between the congressional districts in any given State.” 


sense, 


I move that all debate on this amendment 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered | not care a fiddler’s damn for the law of the land and }, 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. the oath they had taken to faithfully perform their dy: 
Mr. POWERS, Mr. Chairman, I want to charge, and charge The basis of representation in 1900 was about 194,000 ; 
advisedly, that no State legislature in any of the 46 States of | ants to each congressional district. The population 0: 
this Union has more openly and brazenly violated the supreme | tucky in 1900 was 2,147,174 and entitled us to 11 Rep: 
law of the land or more ruthlessly trampled decency and fair- | tives. 
ness under foot than did the Democratic legislature in Ken- It was the duty of the Kentucky Legislature to divyia, 
tucky in their redistricting law passed on May 26, 1900, aided by | State into 11 congressional districts “containing as n, 
the redistricting acts of March, 1898. practicable an equal number of inhabitants.” Instead 4; 
Mr. Chairman, section 3 of this apportionment bill under dis- | Kentucky State Legislature doing that it divided the St»: 
cussion provides: 11 districts with a flagrantly unequal number of inha 
That in each State entitled under this apportionment to more than | the sole purpose apparently being to increase Democr: 
one Representative, the Representatives to the Sixty-third and each | decrease Republican representation. 
subsequent Congress shall be elected by districts composed of a con- According to the census of 1900 the third congressio 
tiguous and compact territory, and containing as nearly as prac- iad, Sts f > ee > : a. 
ticable an equal number of inhabitants. The said districts shall be equal | tTict in the State of Kentucky, a Democratic district, « 
to the number of Representatives to which such State may be entitled | a population of 179,518 inhabitants, with 10 counties. Tho <\, 
in Congress, no district electing more than one Representative. congressional district, a Democratic district, contained 17 
To this section I have offered the following amendment: inhabitants and eight counties. The seventh congress: 
After the word “ inhabitants,” in line 8, page 4, add the following: | trict, a Democratic district, contained a population, a 
, = thet there shall mot be, when formed, a difference in population | to the census of 1900, of 151,453, with eight counties. 
of more than 20,000 inhabitants, based on the most recent Unit Thea gic sat ‘ ic (ratic dictrics 
States census, between the congressional districts in any given State.” The eighth congressional district, a Democratic dist: 


| cording to the census of 1900, contained a population o! 
I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment I have offered | 143,089, with 10 counties. The tenth district, a Repub! 


will pass this House. The matter of leaving to the various | trict, according to the census of 1900, contained a popu 
State legislatures the power to divide each State into congres- | 159169 inhabitants, with 16 counties. The eleventh | 
sional districts— sional district, the one I have the honor to represent, in 1 
composed of contiguous and compact territory, and containing as nearly | had a population of 258,316 inhabitants, with 19 tremendous 
as practicable an equal number of inhabitants— counties, and we have been so gerrymandered that it casi 
is all right, provided the various State legislatures carry out | Republican majority in presidential years of over 20,000 votes 
faithfully and conscientiously that provision of the Federal law. In other words, Mr. Chairman, taking the four Democrat 
Away back yonder at the foundation of our Government there | districts, their average population, according to the census of 
was much discussion as to what should be the proper basis of | 1900, was 163,372 people. My district contained 95,000 mor 
apportioning representatives in political assemblies. Should | inhabitants than the average population of these four I» 
they be based on social position or wealth or profession, or | cratic districts. And it contained 115,000 more populatio n 
should population alone be the determining element? the eighth congressional district of Kentucky. The census of 
Our forefathers at the beginning of our Government wisely | 1910 shows that the eighth congressional district has a | 
determined that our representation should not be based on | tion of only 148,313 and the eleventh district a popu 
wealth or social position. They said, in the Declaration of In- | 308,348, more than twice as many inhabitants as are in 
dependence, that “all men are created equal”; so it is not | eighth district. One Democrat equals more than two he 
hard to understand that our forefathers, in determining how | licans. The 1910 census shows that the seventh congressio: 
the first House of Representatives should be organized and what | district has a population of 151,051. The eleventh concress 
representation each State should have, set it down as the | district, therefore, has a population of 8,984 more inhalitan 
organic law of the land that it should be based on population, | than both the seventh and eighth congressional districts 
and that each State should have as many Members in Congress | bined. 
as its population entitled it to, 30,000 inhabitants being then I want to charge, and charge advisedly, that no S 
the basis of representation. They provided also that the cen- | lature in any of the 46 States of this Union has more open! 
sus be taken every 10 years that this equality of representation | and brazenly violated the supreme law of the land or more rut! 
might be maintained. | lessly trampled decency and fairness under foot than did | 
Our population increased. It soon became evident that if the | Democratic Legislature in Kentucky in their redistri 
basis of population was not increased far above 30,000 the | passed on May 26, 1890, aided by the redistricting acts of \lu 
House of Representatives would become so large that it would | 11 and 12, 1898, and the year 1900. 
be unwieldy. So by the act of June 25, 1842, it was provided: The eleventh congressional district, since its creation. | 
That from and after the 3d day of March, 1843, the House of Rep- | Safely and reliably Republican. In fact, it was the |) 
resentatives shall be composed of Members elected agreeably to a ratio | the Democratic legislature that created it to place as | 
of 1 Representative for every 70,680 persons in each State. publican counties in it as possible, so as not to enda: 
And a little later on it was provided that the Members of | Democratic districts being contiguous to its territory. 
Congress from each State shall— Notwithstanding the fact that in March, 1898, th: 


be elected by districts composed of a contiguous and compact territory, | congressional district was composed of 17 counties, with 
and containing as nearly as practicable an equal number of inhabitants. | jatjon of 246.289, and the third congressional district v 
246,289, , s f 


Upon the shoulders of the various State legislatures falls the | posed of 10 counties, with a population of 167,491, ye! 
duty every 10 years of dividing their various States into con- | to make the more or less doubtful third congression:! « 
gressional districts, “ composed of contiguous and compact ter- | more safely Democratic, the overwhelmingly Republi 
ritory,” so as to contain “as nearly as practicable an equal | ties of Cumberland and Monroe, with a population of 22.01 
number of inhabitants.” were taken from the third district and added to the « 

As I have said, that provision of the Federal law is all right | and the little Democratic county of Metcalf, with a po) 
so far as it goes, and it would be forever all right if the various | of 9,988, was taken from the eleventh district and add 
State legislatures, whose duty it is to divide their State into | third. 

Representative districts every 10 years, would honestly and And just the day before this happened the big Re) 
faithfully carry out its provisions; but if the various State | county of Jackson, with a population of 10,561, had b 
legislatures, as has been done in the State of Kentucky, refuse | from the eighth congressional district and added to the « 
to carry out its provision, then it ought to be amended in such | although the eighth district at that time had a popu 
a way as to make it obligatory upon the various States to insure, | less than 143,000 inhabitants and only 11 counties, \ 
at least, something akin to fair and decent representation, | eleventh district already had a population of over 
whether the districts be in Kentucky or California or whether | people and 17 counties. The eighth had been going Ke! 
they be safely Republican or reliably Democratic. A square | something had to be done. And, as I have said, the « 
deal is what we want. The people have not had that in the | district, according to the census of 1910, has more ¢! 
various States of this Union. We have not had that in the | as many inhabitants as the eighth district, and 8,35‘ 
State of Kentucky. ants more than the seventh and eighth congressional « 

The Federal law requiring the State Legislature of Kentucky | combined. No one can read this history of the acti) 
to redistrict, in the year 1900, that State into 11 congressional | Kentucky State Legislature and doubt its purpose to 0 
districts, “composed of a contiguous and compact territory | the law and thwart the will of the people. And tlc 
and containing as nearly as practicable an equal number of | hensible conduct of the Democratic Legislature of |: 
inhabitants,” was reviolated with as much nonchalance and su- | toward the congressional districts of the State is not tue oY 
preme uneconcern as though the members of that legislature did | particular in which it has grievonsly sinned 
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section 83 of the present constitution of Kentucky, which was 
adopted in 1891, provides that— 


The first general assembly after the adoption of this constitution 
ehall divide the State into 38 senatorial districts and 100 representa- 
{ ve districts, as nearly equal in population as may be without divid- 
ing any county— 

And that— 
every 10 years thereafter— 


It shall— 
redistrict the State according to this rule— 

And that— 
not more than two counties shall 
representative district. 

What has the Legislature of Kentucky done to carry out 
these provisions? What say the facts? Let them speak; for 
they can do it more eloquently than any poor words of mine. 

Kentucky now has a population of 2,289,905 people. 

If honestly divided, each one of the 38 senatorial districts in 
the State would have 60,260 inhabitants, while each one of our 
100 representative districts would have 22,899 inhabitants. 

It would take too much time to take np all the districts in 
the State, legislative and senatorial, and point out the glaring 
discrepancies in population in each, but I will call your atten- 
tion to enough of them to show that the members of the Demo- 
cratic Legislature of Kentucky, in forming the present sena- 
torial and legislative districts in the State, were not concerned 
about the law of the land or the oaths they had taken to obey 
it, but had in view only the increasing of Democratic and the 
decreasing of Republican representation. 

For instance, the twenty-third State senatorial district (Dem- 
ocratic), composed of the counties of Gallatin, Owen, and 
Boone, has a population of only 28,365, when if fairly and 
honestly fornied, it would have a population of 60,260 inhab- 
itants. The thirty-third State senatorial district (Republican), 
composed of the counties of Martin, Johnson, Clay, Floyd, Har- 
lan, Perry, Letcher, Pike, Knott, and Leslie, has a population 
of 145,075, when it ought to contain but 60,260. Why has the 
Democratic district above mentioned a population of only 
28.365 and the Republican district a population of 145,075? 

Why has the twenty-sixth State senatorial district (Demo- 
cratic), composed of the counties of Grant, Pendleton, and 
Bracken, a population of only 32,874, while the seventeenth State 
senatorial] district (Republican), composed of the counties of 
Laurel, Jackson, Rockcastle, Pulaski, Bell, Knox, and Whitley, 
has a population of 163,610, when the law says that all State 
senatorial districts, whether Democratic or Republican, should 
contain 60,260 inhabitants. One Democrat, in this apportion- 
ment, equals six Republicans. 

This Republican State senatorial district I have just called 
your attention to now has 14,701 inhabitants more than the 
eighth congressional district and 12,559 inhabitants more than 
the seventh congressional district, both of which are safely 
Democratic. How eloquently these figures speak of the wanton 
abuse of power of those whose duty it is to make and uphold 
the law and deal out justice rather than violate the law and 
deal out injustice. But this is not all. If the Democratic 
Legislature of Kentucky has thrown decency to the winds and 
fairness to the dogs in dealing with the congressional and sena- 
torial districts in the State, what can be said of its action in 
regard to the representative districts of the State? Again I 
call upon the facts to speak for themselves, contenting myself 
with the citing of a few shining examples. The census figures 
of 1910 show that Hancock County has a population of only 
8,512. It is a Democratic county and is given one representa- 
tive, while the Republican county of Bell, with a population of 
28,447, has no representative at all, but has been thrown with 
the Republican counties of Harlan, Leslie, and Perry into the 
ninety-third State representative district (Republican), with a 
total population of 57,244, and that, too, in open violation of 
another plain provision of our State constitution to the effect 
that there can not be more than two counties placed in any 
representative district. 

The thirteenth State representative district (Democratic) is 

composed of the county of Meade, with a population of only 
9,783, while the ninety-eighth representative district (Repub- 
lican) composed of the counties of Boyd and Lawrence, has a 
population of 43,511. 
: The county of Warren (Democratic), with a population of 
30,597, has two State representatives, while the county of 
Whitley (Republican), with a population of 31,982, has no rep- 
resentative at all, but is combined with Knox, another Repub- 
lican county, with a population of 22,116, to make one repre- 
sentative district, the population of the two Republican coun- 
ties being 54,098. 

I will not continue my remarks further along this line, but 
will ask leave to print as part of my remarks a list of the 


be joined together to form a 


congressional, senatorial, and legislative districts of the State 
of Kentucky, with the counties in each and the population in 
each, as shown by the census of 1910, as well as a summary pre- 
pared and sent me by a friend in Kentucky, tending to show 
that Kentucky is a Republican State and conclusively showing 
that the mountain counties of Kentucky are not guilty of pad- 
ding the election returns, as has been charged by the Democratic 
Party in the State: 


A careful comparison of a few of the Republican counties with a 
like number of Democratic counties of the State as to their population 
in the last census and the total vote cast in the last presidential 
election ‘will prove to all fair-minded men that if the Republican 
counties will get out their vote as well as the Democratic counties do 
theirs, the State will go largely Republican. Take, for example, Bell 
County, which is Republican, with a population of 28,447, and the 
total vote in the presidential election in 1908 was 3,855, or less than 
14 per cent of the population. Henderson County, which is Democratic, 
with a population of 29,352, or 965 more population than Bell County, 
and the vote in the presidential election in 1908 was 6,451, or 2,506 
more votes than Bell County. Bell County voted less than 14 per cent 
of her population, whfle Henderson County voted about 22 per cent of 
her population. 





SUMMARIES OF OTHER COUNTIES. 

Knox County (Republican), population 22,116; 
in 1908, 3,779. 

Franklin County (Democratic), population 21,135; vote for President, 
1908, 4,908, 

Knox County has 981 more population than Franklin, while Franklin 
votes 1,129 more votes than Knox County. 
Clay County (Republican), population 

1908, 2,717. 

Clark County 
1908, 4,456. 

Clay County has 2 more population than Clark, while Clark County 
voted in presidential election 1,739 more votes than did Clay. 

Cumberland County (Republican) has a population of 9,846, 
voted in the presidential election, in 1908, 1,804 votes. 

Carlisle County (Democratic) with a population of 9,048 cast 2,184 
votes in the presidential election in 1908; with a population of 988 
less than Cumberland, still ihey voted 380 more votes than Cumberland 
did. 

Leslie County (Republican) with a population of 8,976 cast 1.501 
votes in the 1908 presidential election, while Carroll County with a 
population of 8,110 cast 2,107 votes in 1908; with a population of 
S66 less than Leslie, still she casts 607 more votes than Leslie. 

Laurel (Republican), population 19,872; total vote 1968, 
Mason (Democratic), population 18,611; total vote 1908, 4,910. 


vote for President 


17,789; votes for President, 


(Democratic), population 17,787; votes for President, 


and 


3,807. 


Laurel has 1,261 more population. Mason 1,103 more votes than 
Laurel. 
Jackson (Republican), population 10,734; total vote 1908, 2,090. 


Grant (Democratic), population 10,581; total vote 1908, 2,790. 


Jackson has 153 more population, and Grant votes 700 more votes 





Adair (Republican), population 16,503; total vote 1908, 3,365. Flem- 
ing (Democratic), population 16,066; total vote 1908, 4,096. 

Adair has 447 more population, while Fleming casts 731 more votes. 

Clinton County (Republican), population 8,155; total vote 1908, 
1.464. Trimble County (Democratic), population 6,512; total vote 
1908, 1,710. 

Clinton has 1,841 more population, while Trimble casts 246 more 
votes. 

Monroe County (Republican), population 13,663; total vote 1908, 
2,652. Owen County (Democratic), population 14,248; total vote 1908, 
3,481. 

Monroe has 586 less population; Owen casts 829 more votes. 

Letcher County (Republican), population 10,623; total vote 1908, 
1,645. Livingston County (Democratic), population 10,627; total vote 
1908, 2,274. 

Letcher has 4 less population ; Livingston casts 629 more votes. 

Harlan County (Republican), population 10,566; total votes 1908, 
1,662. Boone County (Democratic), population 9,420; total votes 
1908, 2,709. 

Harlan has 1,146 more population, while Boone casts 1,047 more 
yotes, 


Perry County (Republican), population 11,255; 
Pendleton County (Democratic), population 
2,891. 

Perry has 730 less population, while Pendleton casts 792 more tea, 

Owsley County (Republican), population 7,879 


y 
; total votes 1908, 1,470. 
Oldham County (Democratic, population 7,248; total votes 1908, 1,953. 


total votes 1908, 2.099 
11,985; total votes 1908 


Owsley County has 731 more population; Oldham casts 463 more 
votes. 

Russell County (Republican), population 10,861; total votes 1908, 
2.090. Nicholas County (Democratic), population 10,601; total votes 
1908, 2,857. 

Russell County has 260 more population; Nicholas casts 767 more 
yotes. 

Whitley County (Republican), population 31,982; total votes 1908, 
5,134. Warren County (Democratic), population 30,579; total votes 


1908, 6,788. 
Whitley has 1,403 more population, while Warren casts 1,654 n 


ore 
votes. 

Casey County (Republican), population 15,479; total votes 1908, 
3,102. Harrison County (Democratic), population 16,873; total votes 
1908, 4,439. 

Casey has 1,394 less population; Harrison casts 1,357 more votes 

The eleventh congressional district is composed of 19 counties which 


have a population of 308,543 and cast at the presidential election in 
1908, 45,490 votes, or about 17.5 per cent of the population; the 
enth congressional district is composed of S&S Democratic counti« h 
a population of 151,051, and cast at the presidential election in 190%, 
36,385 votes, a little over 24.5 per cent of the population, or a little over 
7 per cent more than the eleventh district, which is Republican. 


Also, I desire to submit, for further information, a compart- 
son of 16 Democratic legislative districts with 16 Republican 
legislative districts, and 4 Democratic senatorial districts with 
4 Republican senatorial districts. Why such gross inconsist- 
encies in the population of these districts, the people of my 





Pas AOE 


698 


district are demanding of the Democratic Party of Kentucky an 
explanation. 

Why has the Democratic legislature, in open violation of the 
constitution of the State, put only 132,162 inhabitants in the four 
following senatorial districts, which are Democratic, and 448,341 
inhabitants in the four following State senatorial districts 
which are Republican? 
following are State senatorial districts (Democratic), 
with population of each taken from the 1910 census: 

Tenth district (Hancock, Breckinridge, and Meade Counties)... 389, 328 


The 


Twenty-third district (Boone, Gallatin, and Owen Counties)... 28, 563 

Thirtieth district (Harrison, Nicholas, and Robertson Counties). 31, 595 | 

Sixty-sixth district (Bracken, Grant, and Pendleton Counties)... 32, 874 
a ethnics deleted lnc onde thine etipiarta mentions 132, 162 


While the following are State senatorial districts (Repub- 


lican), with population of each taken from the 1910 census: 
Seventh district (Butler, Muhlenberg, and Ohio Counties)... 72, 045 
Tenth district (Bell, Jackson, Knox, Laurel, Pulaski, Rock- 

castic, and Whitley Counties)... __- han __.. 163, 610 
Thirty-third district (Clay, Floyd, Johnson, Knott, Leslie, 

Letcher, Harlan, Martin, Perry, and Pike Counties) .. 145, 075 
Thirty-fifth district (Bath, Carter, Fleming, Menifee, and 

| Re eae siete anes lieseniseetiaaiaiat iti 67, 611 

IE sities deiiginaindhabihiacadtaaitatiniasadedindés ustniimigvss diteninanininsinenniinaliii 448, 341 

The following are Democratic representative districts, with 
population taken from the 1910 census: 
ER ee ae 14, 539 
Sees, I i ctr eee 14, 063 
Seventeenth district (McLean County) ...........________. 13, 241 
Thirty-second district (Larue County)... -__ Sidi dstnkgbehens 10, 701 
Thirty-ninth district (Hancock County)___.________ __ Salacieiteke 8, 512 
Fifty-seventh district (Anderson County)... ._-~__. i adiaaiatiey: | a ae 
Fifty-ninth district (Woodford County) .....-.....__-.____ 12, 57 
Sixty-third district (Jessamine County)_................... 12,615 
Sixty-fourth district (Mercer County) ......_._._..__-___. 14, 063 
Sixty-fifth district (Boyle County) ............-___-__-___ 14, 66 
Sixty-seventh district (Garrard County) .........._________ 11, 894 
Seventy-first district (Simpson County) ..........._________ 11, 460 
Seventy-seventh district (Grant County) ......_._..___._____ 10, 581 
Seventy-eighth district (Boone County) ........___________ 9, 420 
Seventy-ninth district (Pendleton County). _-._.......__- 11, 985 
Eighty-fifth district (Bracken AN sis chies eriaiicanceiasetrenesn 10, 308 

BU bares cialis 190, 765 


The following are Republican representative districts, with 
population taken from the 1910 census: 
Tenth district (Christian County) 


Nl till cect andnnasiiptintints 38, 845 
Seventeenth district (Laurel and Rockcastle Counties) ills dindhanlic 34, 345 
Bighteenth district (Muhlenberg County) .__.__._..._-.._.. 28, 598 
Twenty-tifth district (Butler and Hdmonson Counties) _._-_. 26, 274 
Thirty-fifth district (Monroe and Metcalfe Counties) _________ 24,116 
Thirty-sixth district (Wayne and Clinton Counties) eer 
Thirty-seventh district (Adair and Cumberlar od Counties)____ 26, 2:19 
Yorty-third district (Casey and Russell Counties) -— 26,3240 
Sixty-eighth district (Whitley and Knox Counties).......... 54,1 

Seveuty-first district (Clay, Jackson, and Ows sley Counti ies)__. 26, 502 
Ninety-second district (Breathitt, Lec, and Magoffin Counties)_ 40, 725 
Ninety-third district (Bell, Harlan, and Leslie Counties) omen Oy ead 
Ninety-sixth district (Johnson and Martin Counties)_._._._ 24, 773 
Ninety- seventh district (Knox, Floyd, and Letcher Counties). 40, 037 
Ninety-eighth district (Boyd and Lawrence Counties)________ 3,511 
One-hundredth district (Elliott and Carter Counties__._..__— 31, 7380 


SE seagate eitthadetitieteeeenet heen ened riaieenremiateateanainnivaianndiidmnartniennitapil 561, 208 


Why put only 190,765 inhabitants in the 16 Democratic dis- 
tricts and 561,208 inhabitants in the 16 Republican districts 
nearly four times as many? 

Kentucky congressional dtstricts, 
district 


7910 census. 


First 





(Demo- Third district (Demo- 
cratic) : cratic) : 
nin iasmindaieindh 12, 690 | sii deci ectadelii an See ees 
INET o eccsnderdiiona 14, 063 a te 15, 805 
I tc 19, 867 eT 25, 293 
I cinccounieiome 9, O45 | Edmonson ......... } 

CRORE wenn 3, 296 | OI iin ieacinteitina 

I i ce, 14,114 Metcalfe - aside 

Ee 338, 539 Muhile: berg. © stctiaeelaiadl 

Ric cacctssiniatericionaten 11, 750 IED artisactaismen tthe 

Livingston ~........ 10, 627 | ae 
OIE... anintinaitionmeghnbein 9, 423 | SO cicisiernsincstisittainints 30, 579 

McCracken ~........ 35, 064 act 

paced a 1 oo. a 189, 004 

——. | Fourth district (Demo- 

‘ o1e 7 cratic) : 
Total_----------- 218, 701 Breckinridge —..__. 21, 034 
Sala Bullitt —-——-—-_-_- 9, 487 
Secon¢ is } grayson —--._.._.__ 19, 958 
a ae ee: Dt: ID dachancaicahedsacreeecl 11, 871 
eh no okt 88, 84h DI ats aiiseincinstiiedin 22, 696 
i 41, 020 Mart ....._.___..~ 18, 173 
RR ines &, 512 | BOG csernrce st estan 10, 701 
Henderson —_______. 29. 352 ey es 16, 330 
Hopkins _.___.______ 84, 291 Meade__..._. ____..... 9, 783 
inaction = ae ees 13, 241 ee 16, 830 
SE cc iticicneenstenthcons 19, 886 Tayk <= aaa a3 ss; 
Se Sch ani ote 20, 974 ayiee__.___.___. ° 

wae Washington ------__ 13; 940 
DOE nian) Gy TEE 0 eee 210, 406 
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Fifth district (Demo- Ninth district (Demo- 
cratic) : cratic) —Continued. 
ee 262, 920 ee Sa a 
: eee 
Sixth district (Demo- bat atl hcctcntisnceontnne 
cratic) : Rebertwon_.....__._ 
Boone S atasieb abdiieaduieite 9, 420 err 
IED  cennantuitueipiiediis 59, 369 
C ar rroll sili ineaieanabenmeeup iets 8, 110 Total 
ee ——— =” 
29, 581 | Tenth district (Repub- 
. os’ aan | wscam): 
ent th eton --------- 11, 985 | Breathitt. 
Trimble grebectenentumaidl 6, 512 | ee ee 
sai ee eee 
CRUE aidiesccisni ---- 181, 029 | eet a 
Seventh district (Demo ag Se eeerener—n ae 
cratic) : a ata eenacimemmama 
I ta 17, 462 | paot ee 
POG tense cwcen<ien 47, 715 | ee aammeaemmae 
Adee gg Pennine Ty a3 Magoffin_..________ 
ID. int cutecaia ae 548 | Montgomery ---____ 
SIA caiasdenprsitdesctiietin 14, 248 | a ———————— 
S| Sateaemeset 16, 956 a 
Woodford __-......- 12, 571 | nc peesenemaamata 
ett sstnsanicalinch 151, 051 | Welle ——_____ -- 
SSS | 
Eighth district (Demo- Total__--___-____ 


cratic) : 






L ce DOI atti sctccatancitltan callin 


EE 
ea ae 
=e 
Shel ty iunentiiiinianabaaaiatinen | 
I cil cctecinerseansndtenh 
ic ieiscetiecocivticniavitinn | 
Ninth district (Demo- 
cratic): 
IN ict csi 10, 601 | 
Beacken..._.......... 10, 308 
OE 13, 98S 
a a oendiiaiiaen 23, 444 | 
CM athasincshbtinicechliniy 21, 966 | 
9g Eee 16, O66 | 
CE 18, ee 
aaa 16, £738 


Eleventh district (Repub 
lican) : 


SO 
ela hntehttenasemeene 


I tieeednisiece cocoa 


Kentucky senneoreel districts, 1910 census. 


First district (Demo- 


‘ | 
cratic): j 














0 EEE as 14, 114 
SSPAVOS ono nnemmaecee oe b, 539 
Hickman iii: a? 50 | 
Total 2 ee ae 103 
Second district (Demo- 
cratic) : | 
EE 
RIND. ncinientdbien mailman 9, 048 
McC racken a 35, 064 
TNINED ccctenecicttousintrtemnien 15, 771 | 
OG a accwdininttmanats 72, 573 
Third district (Demo- 
cratic) : . 
CalleWaAy qcaccessa« 19, 867 
LAVERGTROR .2c cme 10, 627 
BE cisatain ceeds 9, 425 
ee 14, 539 
i ocicitenenitintiiatintates 54, 456 
Fourth district (Demo- 
cratic) : 
Caldw EE hittin tendtilineoes 14, 065 
Critten@en ........- 13, 296 
NE ciara 20, 974 
0 ..cittetennceionts 48, 333 
Fifth district (Demo 
cratic) : 
OE eae 29, 352 
a —— 19, 886 | 
OE cient enees 49, 238 | 
Sixth district (Demo- — 
cratic) 
eT er 38, 845 
eS eee 34, 291 
PRR a sensei 73, 136 | 
Seventh district (Repub- 
lican) : a 
BG ccm eewe 15, 805 
Monlenberg secant 28, 598 
GED scdinsannuenadls meee 
UGE cena 72, 045 


| Tenth 


| Bighth district (Dem 
cratic) : 

Daviess _.______ 

SD cai circtnisimeenees 


Ninth district (Demo 
cratic) : 
ST 
Simpson 
ee 


CE ieiiaibae 


district 
cratic) : 
sreckinridge ....~-- 


(Demo- 


Eleventh district (Repub- 


lican) : 
a cdl a 
Edmonson 
Warren 


Twelfth district 
cratic) : 
a 
inc hicicanteenenen 


(Demo- 


ss 


Thirteenth district (Re- 


publican) 
Ss 
= NS 
7 Se 


Fourteenth district (Dem- 
ocratic) 
ee 
IT ccs icsmrererneesn= 
Spencer___...------ 


OR ce ticncns-o 
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Fifteenth district (Demo- 


tie): 
i . 























EE a slain 16, 330 Bracken -_.________ 10, 308 
1 sation eens 11, 961 SI riaeciviaiiniindiopaiiensa 10, 581 
tA ocpednne 13, 940 Peadietes................ 11, 985 

Nal cicdieknesninioitias 42, 231 ee - 32, 874 
anna sve -seventh district 
te al (Democratic) : 
Sixtee! .. district (Re ae 47, 715 
pu icar . ‘ 6. 503 | ————s 
nae 7? 153 | | Twenty-eighth district 
ae (Democratic) : 
‘Russell eae 10, 861 I csnscnissanicaiiocni 17, 462 
Wostlt ansunnieudeatiad 17, 518 a ~~~--------- 2) oes 
— ae esas ontgomery .......... 2, 868 
Nee 2 , 881 TS 
aa os 0 48, 317 
Sev nteenth district (Re- Twenty-ninth dist rict. co eh 
ee 28, 447 pet an) : oe etn 
SacSOth .seiasiniaen 10, 734 | a ee 9 53: 
Knox.------------~ 22,116 | = Madisoa_z~2727~~~- 28° 981 
Ae get e 35. ONG Powell --------.--- 6, 268 
Rockcastle --------- 14, 473 | ER 02a 
Witeegaicussonee 31, 982 Total —~---.----.. 55, 023 
; aE ae district (Demo- 
? t. G cratic) 
Total------------ _ 168, 610 Harrison___________ 16, 873 
pS ae 10, 601 

Eight enth district (Dem- Robertson lidlicsinanaiacdaniiinita 4, 12 
ephe = nieoneell 14, 668 SS Si, 505 
(aseyVv <<< ‘ © ee 
Garrard ...--..---= 11, 894 | rhirty-first district (Re- 
Lincoln_----------- 17, 897 publican) : 

Tes I 16, 887 
Total__---------- __ 59, 938 i chiccinnicsintuiaiaths 18, 611 | 
Nineteenth district (Re- i ctchinsilthiniis Satsensiatie 35, 498 
yublican): ———— 
: a ie dia 25, 293 | Thirty-second district 
MetCRRED wcrcrcimeinepetenee 53 | (Democratic) : 
Montes .acccecscnns a 23, 444 
- «ranean. 9, 814 
Ot cccaiicnrcitntnnes 49, 400 preemap ee ae 18, 475 
— = 0) ee 20, 067 

Seen district (Demo- a 7 71, 800 
AON ih Btn 10, 146 a 
ee 21,135 | Thirty-third district (Re- 

a laa arama 14, 06: pei 17, 789 
eae ee er i. I WU a «, ¢&s 
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Total ----------- , 45, 344 I lace annciiic 17, 482 
a ee I 10, 791 
[Twenty-first district eS 8, 976 
(Demoératic) : I i aithta sntitmnesiltinia 10, 623 
Carnell <4 Biante 8, 110 SES Se 10, 566 
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Twenty-second district <i sone ai stric t 
(Democratic) : ocratic) : 7 
Jessamine . 12, 613 Breathitt ---------- 17, 540 
Beott--.---------- 16,956 | Magoffin ---------_- 15, 654 
, Pi acai iniinsai . 2os 
Woodford___..-.__. 12, 571 em easaR 7 979 
eee , € } 
Seti a 42, 140 Wolfe ------------- », 864 
- ——— Oe 65, 296 
Twenty-third district es 
(Vemocratic) : Thirty-fifth district (Re- 
pome. miedichinhedlbatiinin 9, po publican) : 8 
Rite icitliin tein csinitan , 69 OS a 13, 98 
QWONS ccc tiatiscceaidinnies 14, 248 diate cas linachticininiad 21, 966 
: ———— I a iatidepclciesicnianith 16, 066 
eee 28, 365 i iiicaiecscntndasdnnd 6, 153 
ee = BOT bccccnmenimne 9, 438 
enty - four strict ——__- 
(Republican) : | 67, 611 
T NT insite: th cena 70, 355 | Thirty-sixth, thirty-sev- 
wenty-fifth district enth, and thirty-eighth 
(Democrats) nee oni (Democratic) : » ann 
UE riers 59, 3 SS eee 262, 92 
Kentucky legislative districts, 1910 census. 
¥ ane, district (Independ- Sixth district (Demo- 
Ps cratic) : 
RMIT ehiehicsiess schapsinsny 11, 750 ee 9, 423 
pee 14, 11 I ol ciceetteienicaicain 15, 771 
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Second district (Demo- Seventh district (Demo- 
cratic) : eratic) : 
il lai cces 12, 690 Crittenden ......._. 13, 296 
COREE ~ saiindinkinthctinenmen 9, 04 Eavetoe ..........- 10, 627 
ee 21, 738  aicitacicsigniiiingnice 23, 923 
tien a = tS 
T! ird district (Demo- Eighth district (Demo- 
cratic) : orate) 
F Se Oe 33, 539 atin tach utsicicn aides 14, 539 
Oonaties ee (Demo- Ninth “district (Demo- 
tic) : 
Fifth aa 35, 064 | isin 14, 063 
‘ate (Demo- ' — district (Repub- 
Calloway ...._____ _ 19,867] “Ghtistian _-----__- . 38, 845 
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Twenty-sixth district 
(Democratic) : 














Eleventh district 
cratic) : 
PIED \ tincicnncccmiiadions 
Twelfth district (Demo- 
cratic) : 
a 
Thirteenth district (Dem- 
ocratic) : 
Henderson - 


{ Demo- 


34, 


| Fourteenth district (Dem- 


cratic) : 

I ale lciniit 
Fifteenth-sixteenth 
tricts (Democratic) : 

ae 
Seventeenth district (Dem- 
ocratic) : 
Ee 
Eighteenth district (Re- 
publican) : 
Muhlenberg......... 
Nineteenth district (Dem- 
ocratic) 
Pe  inntthiathdinaditasiaaaaiy 
Twentieth district (Demo- 
cratic) : 


41, 


13, 


"ao 


16, 


PR cra sisctinisthiediiintamiy 
| Thirty-second district 
(Democratic) : 


og * 
29, 


GRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


291 


20, 97 


, 886 


020 


241 | 


598 | 


Pitt iheadacthautanaisiietn 24,977 
Twenty-first district (Dem- 
ocratic) 
BE iicisisinecnnindaeatl 11, 460 
Twenty-second district 
(Democratic) : 
i loenriitttencenciniactiilitsiti 14, 882 
Twenty-third and twenty- 
fourth districts (Dem- 
ocratic) : 
tinted 30, 579 
| Twenty-fifth district (Re- 
publican) : 
ich diasada tied dnbtiamicihain lo 5, 805 
Edmonson ~-..------ 10, 469 
el ccriahatcertihidhcoieniaiaih 26, 274 
Twenty-sixth district (Re- 
publican) : 
I citicictinis 27, 642 
Twenty-seventh distric t 
(Republican) : 
or 19, 958 
Twenty-eighth dist ric t 
(Democratic) : 
Breckinridge ..____-~ 21, 034 
Twenty-ninth district 
(Democratic) : 
SE erdecccpniespitiomann 8, 512 
Thirtieth district (Demo- 
cratic) 
I cites saieieana aidiiihadl 9, 763 
Thirty-first district (Dem- 
ocratic) : a2 
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Forty-second district : 


Washington _........ 13, 940 
Forty-third district (Re- 
publican) ;: 
COB canis nam Bap tee 
"Paes 10, 861 
WOU ncdcdenneen! eee 
= 
Forty-fourth to Fifty- 
first district (Demo 
cratic) : 
Jefferson _____ ——> 
Fifty-second district 
(Democratic) : 
Oldham - 7, 248 
Trimble — ss 6,512 
Si inanritocincisiniaaebeniat 3, 760 
= 
Fifty - third district 
(Democratic) : 
Carrell ..... sian 8,110 
Gallatin ~~ omen 4, GOT 
ph 
Fifty-fourth district 
(Democratic) : 
Henry > ont. Bae Uae 
Fifty-fifth district (De mo- 
cratic) : 
Shelby ..__- w= Bene ORE 
Fifty-sixth district (Demo 
cratic) : 
Franklin wines mae Ree 
Fifty-seventh district 
(Democratic) : 
FE viinitiincnailicitiin 10, 146 
Fifty-eighth distr ie et 
(Democratic) : 
i oiccensendnani 16, 956 
| Fifty-ninth district "(Den m- 
ocratic) : 
Woodford___ en Raeeee 
Sixtieth district (Demo- 
cratic) : 
Cidcumissemianen. Bi See 
Sixty-first and sixty-sec- 
ond districts (Demo- 
cratic) : 
Fayette__-_- wii es tae 
Sixty-third district (Dem 
ocratic) : 
Jessamine... - 12,613 
Sixty-fourth distr le t 
(Democratic) : 
Mereer..........- . 14,063 
Sixty-fifth district (Dem- 
ocratic) : 
Soyle — -- 14, 668 
Sixty-sixth district (Dem- 
ocratic) : 
Lincoln » 17,007 
Sixty-seventh district 
(Democratic) : 
Garrard - . 11,8904 
Sixty-eighth district (Re- 
publican) : 
Pulaski__ : 15, O86 
Sixty-ninth district (Re- 
publican) : 
Whitley_ ww 91,982 
Ps criinticnni dutinin? wae 2ae 
Te 54, 098 
Seventieth district (Re- 
publican) : 
Laurel — » 19,872 
Rockcastle — 14,473 
ee " 34, 345 
Seventy-first district (Re- 
publican) : “oS 
Clay . 17, 789 
Jackson 10. 724 
Owsley ~~~ abel 7, 979 
. ————— ae 
Seventy-second district 
(Democratic) : ks . 
Madison . 26,951 
Seventy-third district 
(Republican) : ae 
Estill . 12,273 
Powell__- —_— 6, 268 
cme — 18, 541 


ie 10, 701 
Thirty-third district (Dem- 
ocratic) : 
TN i al i en 18,173 | 
Thirty-fourth district 
(Democratic) : 
Barren — Se 
Thirty-fifth district (Re- 
publican) : 
i il ad 13, 663 
EERE A 10, 453 
OE iictcncttntidnenial 24, 116 
= — ——3 
Thirty-sixth district 
(Republican) : 
llc ccccsritinenineiael 17, 518 
UI i cetiensitetotinee 8,153 
I ts oiintencnslaecatminadils 25, 671 
Thirty-seventh district 
(Republican) : 
Adair oe 16, 503 
Cumberland ___----- 9, 846 
i itteierenmiesnnkdons 26, 349 
Thirty-eighth district 
(Democratic) : 
ED directness scrchccneniani 11, 871 
a 11, 961 
it thors anata 23, 832 
Thirty-ninth district 
(Democratic) : 
EE 16, 830 
Fortieth district (Demo- 
cratic) : 
Marion <saeiquaneiitidiiidinaiian 16, 330 
Forty - first district 
(Democratic) : 
EEE 9, 487 | 
DOE occoqutinewas 7, 567 | 
ies cnisnipcniatetp nee 17, 954 ' 
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Seventy-fourth district 
(Democratic) : 
+: — 
Seventy-fifth district 
(Democratic) : 
17, 462 
district 


Bourbon 
Seventy-sixth 
(Democratic) : 
Harrison 
Seventy-seventh district 
(Democratic) : 
Grant 
Seventy-eighth 
(Democratic) : 


district 


Seventy-ninth district 
(Democratic) : 
Pendleton 
ELightieth, elghty-first, and 
eighty-second districts 
(Republican ) : 
Kenton 
Kighty-third and eighty- 
fourth districts (Repub- 
lican) : 


(Democratic) : 
Bracken 


Wighty-sixth 
(Democratic) : 
Nicholas 


| Ninety-second 


17, 987 | 


16, 873 | 


| Ninety-fifth 
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district 
(Republican) : 
Breathitt 


publicam) : 
Bell 


| Ninety - fourth 


(Democratic) : 
Bath 





district (Re- 
publican) : 
Pike 


| Ninety-sixth district (Re- 


publican) 
Johnson 
NEED Seicinitiveenenststenitnnsiatil 


17, 540 
9, 531 


Ninety-third district (Re- 


| Ninety - seventh 
(Republican) : 


Highty-seventh 
(Democratic) : 


district 
(Democratic) : 


e 
Bighty-nin 
(Republican) : 


SE iccccsiatnecustntieesaieeig io 
BG cena wae 
| —— district (Re- 


18, 611 | 
16, 066 


16, 887 Boyd 
cratic) : | 
Montgomery 12, 868 
Menefee —------_-- 6, 153 | Ninety-ninth district (Re- 
‘ie Seen publican) : 
19, 021 Greenup 


| 
One-hundredth district 
(Republican) : 
Rc nitinnanatictet anata 
Carter 


 aicitincidnntiee: Sg ee 

A careful examination of the tables I have in- 
serted herewith not only prove the truth of every statement I 
have made, but show also many other instances where the 
Legislature of Kentucky has grossly violated the State as well 
as the Federal statutes, which provides: 


That the number of Congeaueen to which each State may be entitled 
in Congress shall be ele by districts composed of contiguous territory 
and containing as nearly as practicable an equal number of inhabitants. 

I am not unmindful of the fact that the court of appeals of 
Kentucky, speaking through Judge Carroll, in the case of Rich- 
ardson v. McChesney (128 Ky., p. 363), adjudges, that since 
neither the Constitution of the United States, nor the constitu- 
tion of the State of Kenucky, contain any direction to the State 
legislature on the matter of apportionment of the State into 
congressional districts, that the legislature of the State has the 
power, beyond the control of the courts, to divide the State into 
congressional districts in whatever way it chooses, and that it 
is not legally compelled to have any regarél for the number of 
inhabitants in any given district, when formed, or its size in 
area. But the Supreme Court of the United States has never as 
yet said that the State legislatures were not as much bound to 
obey an act of Congress as they were the Constitution of the 
United States in matters over which the Federal Government 
had control, and nobody doubts that the Federal Government 
can exercise control over the number of its own Representatives, 
as well as the number of constituents each shall represent and 
the size of the district represented. But, if, as contended by 
the court of appeals of Kentucky, there is not sufficient posi- 
tive direction on the part of the Federal Government to State 
legislatures to fairly redistrict the States into congressional dis- 
tricts with an equal number of inhabitants, the amendment I 
have proposed will cure that defect. It provides that the con- 
gressional districts, when formed, shall not contain an inequality 
ef population of more than 20,000 inhabitants. 

This amendment ought to pass this House and become a law. 
It is in the interest of justice and fair play. It is nonpartisan, 
in that it applies with equal foree to every State in this Union. 
And the State of Kentucky is not the only State in this Union 
that will be benefited and blessed by its provisions. To reject 
this amendment on a strict party vote, as has been the case with 


Ninety-first district 
(Democratic) : 





9, 814 
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other amendments to this bill presented from the Repu! 
side of this House, will undoubtedly add no credit ; 
boasted fairness of the Democratic Party of this Nation. 

I ask its adoption because it is just and right. 

Pass the amendment I have offered, and the tenth c 
sional district (Republican) of Missouri will no longer e 
(1900 census) 265,440 inhabitants, while the eighth con: 
sional district (Democratic) has only 142,254 inhabitants. 

Pass this amendment and the second congressional distr 
in the State of Connecticut (1900 census) will no longer jar 
310,923 inhabitants, and the third congressional district of ; 
same State only 129,619 inhabitants. 

Pass it and you will hear nothing more about gerrym 
ing congressional districts in the State of Pennsylvania. 

Pass it and the thirteenth congressional district of that Stato 
will no longer have 302,054 inhabitants, as shown by the censys 
of 1900, while the twentieth district of the same State has only 
150,909 inhabitants. ; 

Pass this amendment and the various Republican State legis. 
latures will be no longer tempted to gerrymander their Sta, 
in the interest of the Republican Party. 

Pass it and the Democratic legislatures of the various States 
will no longer let desire for power or greed for office swerye 
them from the paths of right. 

In its political life, this Nation is getting too far from th 
paths of rectitude. 

Old-time honesty in both business and politics is what we 
need. We ought not to let any political advantage control our 
actions here to the detriment of our common country. A squar 
deal to every American ought to be our slogan. 

Mr. Chairman, I will not detain you or this House further, 
but thank you both for your indulgence. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Powers) there were—ayes 66, noes 107. 

So the amendment was lost. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the same amendment, 
and instead of providing 20,000 inhabitants I make it 50,000 
inhabitants. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ inhabitants,” line 8, page 4, add the following: 
“and that there shall mot be, when formed, a difference in population of 
more than 50,000 inhabitants, based upon the most recent United States 
census, between congressional districts in any given State.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the an 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Powers) there were—ayes 69, noes 104. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the same amendment, 
making the difference in population 75,000. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
against the amendment that it is dilatory. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
The Chair thinks it is an honest effort to test the sense of ti 
House. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “inhabitants,” line 8, page 4, add the fol! ¥ 
“and there shall not be, when formed, a difference in population o! 
than 75,000 inhabitants, based on the most recent United States 
between the congressional districts im any given State.” 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment olier 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 4. That in case of an increase in the number of Represe! 
in any State under this apportionment such additional Repre 
or Representatives shall be selected by the State at large a! 1 
Representatives by the districts now prescribed by law until such 
shall be redistricted by the legislature thereof in the manner hé re! 
scribed ; and if there no change in the number of Represen 
from a State, the Representatives thereof shall be elected from 
tricts now prescribed by law until such State shall be redistri 
herein prescribed. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 2™ 
ment: 

Section 4, line 14, strike out the word “ selected ” and insert the | 
“elected.” . 1 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee oficr 
amendment which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Section 4, line 14, strike out the word “ selected” and insert the wor 
“ elected.” 

The amendment was considered and agreed to. . ; 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send ‘to the desk and ask to have read, 


2 


S 








1911. 








The Clerk read as follows: | 
1, on page 4, line 17, by striking out the words “ by the legisla- 
tur poeree:. 
. CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 
“Mr CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, [ do not intend to de- 
the House, but I want simply to say that the effect of this 
adment, if it goes through, will leave to the several States 
‘he power of cheosing the manner im which the redistricting 
hall be made. It will enable the States that have the institu- 
ne of initiative and referendum to appeal direct to the people 
on this question of paramount importance. If the amendment | 
is not adopted, the redistricting must be made by the legislature 
without the privilege of the referendum. I believe the States 
ought to settle the question according to their own best judg- 
ment. That is all I care to say. 
i Mr. HAMLIN. Mr, Chairman, I understand that the primary 
reason for offering this amendment is on account of conditions | 
existing in my State, the State of Missouri. This amendment is 
offered, as I am informed, at the solicitation and on the initia- 
tive of certain Republicans in the State of Missouri who are so 
infinitesimally small that you must have a magnifying glass 

» find them. 

The statement has been made here upon the floor of this | 
House, and in other places, that there is a statute in Missouri 
which provides that if the legislature fails to redistrict the | 
State then the governor may lay the State off into congressional | 

istriets. 

7 There is no such statute in Missouri. I will insert in my 
remarks the only provision of our statutes that can be con- | 
strued to in any manner refer to this matter. Unfortunately 
for Missouri at the present time it is afflicted with a Repub 
lican governor [applause on the Republican side} compensated | 
in a measure by being blessed with a Democratic legislature | 
[applause on the Democratic side}, this condition, however, 
rendering it practically impossible to pass a redistricting bill 
in the usual way at this time. 

It has been stated to me by gentlemen having im charge this | 
amendment, or favoring this amendment, that if Missouri had 
such a statute they wanted this amendment adopted so that 
the governor can prevent the legislature from redistricting 
the State by vetoing any bill which it might pass, and then 
take advantage of his own veto and reilistrict the State himself. | 

It seems to me that every man upon this floor, either upon 
this side or that, ought to agree that such conduct would be 
contemptible petty politics, and I know of no other way to 
express it. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to insert, as a part | 
of my remarks, a copy of the only sections of the Missouri | 
statutes bearing on this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The sections are as follows: 

Sec. 6616. Electoral districts: Hereafter at all elections held in 
this State for the office of President and Vice President of the United 
States the electoral districts shall be the same as the congressianal dis- 
tricts into which the State shall be divided, and the same number of 
electors shall be chosen by the qualified voters, one of whom shall be a 
resident of each district, and in addition thereto two electors shall be 
chosen by the State at large. 

Sec. 6617. New a fjonment—Duty of governor: When any new 
appertionment shall made of the Members to be elected to the House 
of Beqromunsettoes of the United States whereby the number of electors 
to which the State may be entitled shall be increased or diminished, it 
shall be the duty of the governor to lay off the State into as many dis- 
triets as shall be equal to the number of clectors to which this State 
shall then he entitled, so that the said districts contain as near as may 
be an equal number of inhabitants. 

From a careful reading of this statute it will be seen that sec- | 
tion 6616 simply provides that the electoral districts shall be 
the same as the congressional districts, and there shall be one 
elector chosen from each district and two electors from the 
State at large. 

Section 6617 simply provides that when an apportionment shall 
be made of the Members to be elected to the House of Repre- 
Sentatives of the United States whereby the number of electors— 
which, as we all knew, must correspond in numbers to the 
Members of the House of Representatives and United States 
Senate from each State—are either to be increased or dimin- 
ished, then im that event the governor shall lay off the State 
inte electoral districts, in compliance with the preceding sec- 
ten, which is to make the electoral districts thesame as the con- 
gressional districts are. Thus it will be seen there is no author- 
ity given to the governor to fix the congressional districts, but 
only the electoral districts, and in the absence of any Icgisla- 
tion by Congress as to how the redistricting shall be done I do 
not believe that the governor would have any more authority 
to divide the State up into congressional districts than any other 
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officer of the State government, and no one would contend that 
any of the other State officers would have any such right. 

Mr. Chairman, the friends of this amendment have sought to 
prejudice Members by contending that in the Democratie States 
the gerrymander has been grossly unfair, and my has 
been cited as a sample of that unfairness. It seems to me if 
my Republican friends had not lost by the long lease 
would he in view 
of their own record, to refér to this maiter at all. 

I want to give you a sample of the Republican gerr 
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sitate, 


mapder, 


| but I want first to especially call the attention of my colleague 
from Missouri [Mr. BarrHotpt] to the facts as they relate to 
our State. He contends that the Democratic Legislature of 
Missouri that redistricted the State 10 years ago vielated the 
Federal Statutes by making the districts grea.:ly unequal in 
population, so as to get an advantage. Let us see. The tenth, 
eleventh, and twelfth districts of Missouri are pow represented 
in this House by Republicans—one of whom is my colleague, 


Mr. Barrworpt—and have an average population per di 
of 208,426; but the seventh, fourteenth, and fifteenth districts 
are represented by Democrats, of which i am ene, and ca! 


tains 
an average population per district of 255,646, being an average 
of 25,220 more to the Democratie district than to the Republican 
district. The average population per district for the whole 16 


districts of Missouri is 194.166 Thus it will be seen that the 
ne out by the 
facts. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, let us get back to the record in the Repub- 


lican States, where the redistricting has been done by the 
Republican Party, and see what the record is. The following 


table tells its own tale: 


In Califernia the population of the fifth California district is 
and of the sixth is 155,839, difference being $0,395. 

In Connecticut the population of the second Connecticut district fs 
310,923, while that of the third Connecticut is 129,619, the difference in 
ee being 281.304. 

n Illinois the eighth district has a pepulation ef 286,643, and the 
fourteenth Litnois has a population of 170,820, the difference in popula- 


|°n 99° 


av Oyo 


| tion being 115,823. 


In lowa the frst Iowa district has a population of 159,267 and the 
tenth Iowa 253,350, the difference in population being 94,083. 

In Kansas the third district has a population of 284,537 the 
fourth Kansas 157,542, a difference in pepulation of 126,695. 

In Michigan the ninth Michigan district has a population of 166,124 
end the tweifth Michigan 275.525, a difference in population of 109,401. 

In Minnesota the fifth Minnesota district has a population of 292,806 


and 


' and the second Minnesota distriet 174,856, the difference in population 


being 117,950. 
In Nebraska the second district has a population of 162,756 and the 
third district has a population of 211,780, the difference fn population 


In New York, in the city of New York, the fifteenth New York dis- 
trict has a population of 165,701, and the eighteenth New York, in the 
same city, 450,000, the difference in population being 284,299. In the 
rural @istricts of New York, the twenty-second has a population of 
169,005, the fifteenth a population of 165,701, the thirteenth a popula- 
tion of 169,378, and the thirty-fourth a population of 


220,208. 


In Ohio the twelfth Ohio district has a population of 164,460, and 
the twenty-first Ohio has a population of 255,510, the difference in 


ulation being 91,050. 
n Oklahoma, where the present districts were created 
abling act of Congress, the fifth Oklahoma has a populati 
and the first Oklahoma 225,373, the difference being 89.73: 


toh 


by the en- 
m of 315,106, 


In Pennsylvania the eleventh district bas a population of 257,121, 
and the fourteenth Pennsylvania 146,769, a difference of 110,352 
In the State of Colorado the first Colorado district has a population 





of 245,979, and the seeond Colorado 293,721, a difference of 47,742. 
This table shows your record in these Republican States. 





You Republicans had better get the “beam” out of your 
own eyes before you try to remove the “mote” out of your 
neighbors’ eyes. 

There is another record which, like Banquo’s ghost, wil! not 
down. When the Republican Party was in contro! of Con 8 
Oklahoma was admitted into the Union, and neotwithsta: 2 
the fact that a very large mafority of her population was made 
up of the intelligent, progressive, enterprising citizenship of 
the older States, thoroughly trained in siatecraft, in fact e 
very flower of American citizenship, you would not perm! 
to divide their own State up into congressiona! district ut 
before you would admit this young giant into the Union, you 
laid your blighting hand upon her and fixed the mete ” 
bounds of her congressional districts so that you thonght you had 
secured three Representatives out of the five fromm that Stat 

What does this record show as to the equal distribution of 
population in these districts provided by you? Let wus see: 

Pop 

First district (Republican) ......-... on 
Fifth district (Democratic) ......._..~.- eek ; 
Second district (Republican) ..__....-......-_-. ‘ 2 24 
Fourth district (Democratic) ........... et lateibaane a) 

In these four districts, two of which are Republican and 

; two Democratic, and under your benign and just gerrymander 

there are 162,908 more people in the Democratie districts than 


there are in the Republican districts. 
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O! ye Republican pharisees, hypocrites! for pretense you make 
long prayers, and then, in order to obtain a petty advantage, 
you do not hesitate to invade the sacred precincts of State 
rights, but, like the serpent, you leave your trail bebind. 

‘Mr. Chairman, the purpose of these lilliputian Republican 
politicians in Missouri is very apparent. 

They are not willing that our State shall be redistricted in 
the usual way—by a bill in the legislature, nor by the initiative 
and referendum—but they want to devise some means whereby 
one man, the governor, may do this work. They do not want 
it done fairly. 

Their real purpose is disclosed by a remark frequently made 
by my colleague, Mr. BartHorptr, and who represents the gov- 
ernor on this floor, that the best lawyers are divided in opinion 
as to whether under our statutes the governor might not be 
authorized to redistrict the State, congressionally, in the event 
Congress should fail to direct how this work shall be done by 
the several States, 

They are evidently reasoning this way about it: If good 
lawyers divide in opinion as to the proper construction to be 
given this statute, may not members of our Supreme Court also 
reach different conclusions, and if they should divide in opin- 
ions may not that division be along political lines, and if along 
political, then they console themselves with the fact that a 
majority of the members of our Supreme Court are now Repub- 
licans; and in this very dubious, doubtful, and questionable 
way fix it so that one man, the governor, may redistrict our 
State. This is their scheme in a nutshell. Of course, they do 
not dare to admit this in the open. Why, my colleague, Mr. 
BarRTHOLDT, even pretends that he is in favor of letting the 
redistricting be done by the initiative and referendum. He 
was never in favor of this system of legislation a moment in 
his life, and whenever I hear one of these “ stand-pat” Repub- 
licans talking about letting the people decide anything for 
themselves I immediately begin to look through the woodpile 
for the Senegambian, which I am sure is concealed therein, 
and in this case we do not have to look far to find the “ nigger 
in the woodpile.” It is to leave this law so that no particular 
authority in the State shall be designated by Congress to do 
this redistricting, so that by a partisan construction of a sec- 
tion of our statute a Republican governor can ignore the wishes 
of the good people of the State and lay out their congressional 
districts to suit his own sweet will, 

I am opposed to it. I want a “ square deal.” 

Mr. Chairman, practically every apportionment bill that has 
been passed through this House from the foundation of the 
Government has provided that the redistricting shall be done 
by legislatures of the different States. You Republicans passed 
the apportionment bills of 1872, 1882, 1892, and 1901, each one 
of which bills provided that the legislatures of the different 
States should do the work of redistricting. Now, if it was good 
to do that way then, why is it not good to do that way now? 

The lower house of my State is composed of at least one 
member from each county in the State. The Senate is com- 
posed of men elected by districts equal in population as may be. 
In redistricting the State the representatives from all the 
people from every county have an equal vote. No man or 
party desiring to be fair can object to this method. I hope, 
therefore, that the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
will be voted down. 

Mr, BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I can not allow to go un- 
challenged the statements just made by my colleague from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Hamurn]. It is not the intention of either one or 
more politicians of the Republican faith to have the governor 
redistrict the State of. Missouri. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No; I can not yield. Our proposition 
is, and the reason for this amendment is, not to tie the hands of 
the people of Missouri. The Democratic legislature which 10 
years ago did the redistricting made districts varying in popula- 
tion by more than 100,000 people; in other words, it violated 
the Federal statute which said that the districts should con- 
tain as nearly as practicable an equal number of inhabitants. 
And because of that flagrant violation of a Federal law, and for 
the further reason that the people desire to take this case in 
their own hands, we ask you Democrats now to be true to your 
traditions and to your principles and stand up for State rights 
on this question and not tie the hands of the people of Missouri 
if they propose by petition to present to the voters of that 
State a fair and equitable apportionment scheme. By voting 
these words into the bill, namely, “‘by the legislature thereof,” 
you will prevent the people of Missouri from doing so. You 
will tie their hands; you will leave to the legislature 
again an opportunity to violate the Federal statute without any 
recourse on our part anywhere, either in the State courts or the 
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Supreme Court of the United States. We ask you to be 

to the doctrine which you preach, that the people have a ri¢ 
to make use of the initiative and referendum when they 

to have confidence in the legislature, and legislatures ap, 
usually controlled, as we all know, by partisan majorities, 9» 
it is probably true that both parties are sinning in that res)e 

Mr. LANGLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I can not yield. As to the law cited p; 
my colleague [Mr. Hamiin], I want to state for the informatio, 
of the House that that law was passed by a Democratic legis 
lature. It was passed at the behest of a Democratic governor 
and was signed by that governor, but it can not be invoked iy 
this case as another colleague [Mr. RussEti] has stated on the 
floor to-day. There is a doubt in the minds of the people 4s to 
whether that law relates to congressional districts or ta the 
selection of electors in a presidential year, and, as I say, the 
greatest legal minds are in doubt about it. But this is imny. 
terial, because we do not propose to invoke it; we propose {4 
leave the matter of redistricting to the people themselves. [¢ 
each party get up by petition a fair scheme, and let the people 
vote as to which scheme they want, and we Republicans are 
perfectly willing to trust the people. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

The Members of the House can not sufficiently appreciate the 
situation unless they understand political conditions in Mis. 
souri. A brief explanation will demonstrate to any fair-minded 
man, be he Republican or Democrat, how thoroughly justifiable 
is the demand of the people for the right to fix, by their own 
votes, the boundary lines of the districts, legislative as well as 
congressional. The State of Missouri is gerrymandered as no 
other State in the Union is, owing to a frantic effort on the part 
of Democratic politicians to prop their tottering party. The 
Democratic legislatures who played the dastardly game at 
political geometry were concerned, in the language of my friend 
from Kentucky, neither “about the law of the land nor the 
oaths they had taken to obey it,” but had in view only the in- 
crease of Democratic and the decrease of Republican repre- 
sentation. Now, I believe, and my party believes, that the 
majority of the people of Missouri favor fair play in represen- 
tation, but how, under the present system, are they going to 
get it? 

Remember that the legislature which is to do the redistrict- 
ing is itself elected in badly gerrymandered districts. How, 
then, can you secure pure water when the spring is poisoned 
I do not propose to burden the Recorp with figures, but “by 
their fruits ye shall know them.” At the last election, in 
November, 1910, the Republicans of Missouri elected thetr 
supreme court judges and other State officials by about 3,000 
majority, and yet the Democrats succeeded in securing 4 larg 
majority in both the house and the senate. There was no 
political issue that I know of which could have militated 
favor of the State ticket and against the legislative ticket of 
the Republicans; hence it was the monstrous iniquity of the 
Democratic State gerrymander which prevented the m:jority 
of the people of Missouri from working their will through fair 
representation in the legislature. 

But “the worst is still to come.” Look at the result of the 
congressional elections. While, as I said before, the Repub- 
licans carried the State by a small majority, so that under 2! 
equitable arrangement they should have carried at least eight of 
the 16 districts of the State, that same monstrous gerrymande! 
robbed us of five Republicans in Congress and left us but three, 
but, fortunately, enough, the same as in Kentucky, to tel! the 
tale on this floor. Instead of one-half of the representat 
and I should say at least one-half—we are not even accorded 
one-fifth, and from this you can probably understand why my 
Democratic colleagues insist on having the State redistricted 
“by the legislature thereof.” 

Before proceeding to give facts and figures on the coneres- 
sional situation, let me throw a side light on Democratic con- 
duct since the election. It seems that the leaders of that party 
regarded a Republican congressional representation of three out 
of possible 16 as excessive. So effective did they regard the con- 
gressional gerrymander that the election of more than one [te- 
publican was a surprise to them. And as all three successful! 
eandidates had been elected in the city of St. Louis, these s°- 
called leaders raised the cry of fraud. To-day they wish they 
had not done it, for events proved that they had‘cried “ Fraud 
just once too often. Let me tell you the story. It is too good 
to withhold from the country. Owing to the prohibition issue. 
which brought out an exceptionally heavy vote—the citizens!\')) 
of St. Louis being overwhelmingly opposed to prohibition—t!« 
Republicans carried that city by an unprecedented majority. 
A heavy vote in St. Louis always means a big Republican m:- 
jority, but the Democratic leaders professed not to know that, 
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nor were they aware, apparently, that the Republican governor, 
Herbert 8. Hadley, had staked his honor and reputation on an 
honest election in the three large cities of the State, and had 
instructed the State boards of election, appointed and controlled 
by him, to exhaust their official powers for the purpose of pre- 


venting fraud. He felt, as did every one of his party friends, 
that the Republican State administration was on trial in the 
eonduct of that election, and it was his purpose to demonstrate 
that the people had made no mistake when they intrusted the 
affairs of the State in Republican hands. We knew we had had 
en honest election, and consequently courted the fullest investi- 
gation. Now, if our Democratic friends had stopped then and 
there they might have probably gained some party advantage, 
as the people of the State, unfamiliar wjth the facts, might have 
believed some of the wild statements made by the Democratic 
State chairman and other leaders. Instead, they walked, with 
open eyes, into their own trap, and instituted contests in all 
three of the congressional districts. And what was the result 
of these contests? A recount of all the ballots cast and a most 
careful comparison of the ballots with the poll books revealed 
a difference between the original count and the recount hardly 
sufficient to change the result in a single precinct, even if all 
clerical mistakes and technical errors were added together. 
To repeat a common expression, the wonder of it all was that 
so remarkably clean an election and so correct a count was 
technically possible, considering the tremendous task which 
the judges and clerks had to perform in so short a time. 

It is admitted now by all that the last election in St. Louis 
was the fairest and squarest ever held, and as this is largely 
due to a Republican governor the people of Missouri, irre- 
spective of party, regard his elevation to that high office on 
that account alone as a blessing rather than an “ affliction,” 
which is the word thoughtlessly used by my colleague [Mr. 
Hamu]. A partisan committee of the legislature also made 
investigations upon the strength of contests against St. Louis 
Members, and they, too, were forced to report in favor of the 
Republican contestees. So, we have the anomalous situation 
of the Democratic Party certifying to and proving the honesty 
of an election which it had denounced in unmeasured terms 
as fraudulent and corrupt, and in my judgment it will be many 
years before that party will get over the effect of the boomerang. 

To return to the congressional gerrymander for which the 
Democratic Party is responsible let me cite but one example. 
The tenth district, which I have the honor to represent, had 
a population 10 years ago of 265,440. The adjoining twelfth 
district was given only 152,424 people, a difference of 113,016 
people. It would have been an easy matter to comply with 
the Federal statute by making the three St. Louis districts 
equal in population, but that did not suit our Democratic 
gerrymanderers who hoped, by crowding all the Republican ter- 
ritory into one district, to make both the others Democratic. 
The tenth district now has a population of over 400,000, and 
its Republican majority of 25,600 alone, if fairly apportioned, 
would insure to the Republicans the representation to which 
they are entitled on this floor. 

But why is it that of all the Missouri Democrats my col- 
league [Mr. Hamiin] is so particularly anxious to save the 
Missouri gerrymander or to have a new one just as iniquitous 
made by the Missouri Legislature? I let the St. Louis Globe- 
Democrat answer this question. It says under the caption 
“A Specimen Missouri District”: 

In the gress 
the eae tae o-~% eal a  ceaten ie 
HAMLIN, made a@ special attack on the Republicans of Missouri and the 
idea of submitting the question of districting to all the voters of the 
State by referendum. r. HAMLIN’s anxiety on the subject of saving 
the gerrymander can be understood when the peculiar make-up of his 
own district, the seventh, is examined. It begins not far from the 
southern boundary of the State, runs north in a single string of coun- 
ties until it reac the Missouri River, where it suddenly bulges east 
and west, jumping the river to take in the heavily Democratic county 
of Howard, without which the district would be strongly Republican. 
The seven counties south of the river, including the city of Springfield, 
sive a Republican majority of 1,000, but the acrobatic feat at the river 
to get in Howard County, the Bourbon Gibraltar, Demecratic by 1,600, 
sufficed to elect Mr. HAMLIN last year by the scanty plurality of 482. 
It is not ing, in view of the geographical a connasietty of his 
district, that . Hamutn should be a champion of the gerrymander 
and scorn the use by the people of the referendum to obtain equal rep- 
resentation for themselves. ‘The southernmost county of his district 
rests on a district, the fourteenth, that is another example of the art 


of the Missouri gerrymander contortionists. It takes almost the entire 
width of the State to render the fourteenth district “ compact and con- 


tiguous.” It is a apindling succession of counties east and west, and 
would be R n but for its inclusion of a bunch of Democratic 
counties in southeastern corner of the State. These two districts 


alone cover, im a narrow strip, two-thirds of the State east and west, 

and also north and south. r. HaMutn refers to Missouri’s election of 

a Republican or as “ unfortunate.” The fact is dug, to allowing 

equal on aon a the —, By a yote o aw = 

voters o ssouri prefer e Republican can e. o 

doubt the failure to apply a to the choice of State officers also is 
rtunate” part of it in Mr. HAMLIN’s estimation. 


The gentleman from the seventh district [Mr. Hamuin] 
charges the Republicans of Missouri with an attempt to tak: 
advantage of a certain State law, which he quotes, in order 
to have the Republican governor perform the work of redis- 
tricting the State, and almost in the same breath he asserts 
that that law does not apply to congressional districts at all. 
Will he kindly tell me what would be the use of our invoking a 
law which does not apply? It seems his partisan feeling has 
carried him to an illogical and untenable position. Further- 
more, in order to justify the Missouri gerrymander, he points 
to a number of States where, he says, the Republicans were 
guilty of the same offense. Well, we all know that two wrongs 
do not make a right; but, supposing his statements as to gerry- 
manders in other States were correct, would they not constitute 
the strongest possible argument in favor of my position that 
partisan legislatures can not be trusted as well as the people 
themselves? He argues that all former apportionment bills 
passed by Congress contained the words “ by the legislature,” so 
that heretofore the States had always been redistricted by the 
legislature; but he forgets that even 10 years ago, when Congress 
passed the last apportionment bill, such an institution as the 
initiative and referendum was unknown, or had not been 
adopted by a single State in the Union. Now, this new system 
of direct legislation by the people is in vogue in a large number 
of States, and whatever we may think of its value and useful- 
ness in other respects a moment’s reflection will satisfy us that 
it is exceptionally well adapted as an instrument to secure a 
fair apportionment of legislative, senatorial, and congressional 
districts. And the Republicans of Missouri, far from intending 
to take a partisan advantage which the law, above referred to, 
might or might not give us, intend to make use of the refer- 
endum by presenting to the people, for their approval at the 
ballot box, a fair and equitable apportionment plan. If Con- 
gress would refuse to invade the sovereign rights of the State 
to the extent of prescribing that the redistricting must be done 
by the legislature, all the States having the initiative and 
referendum could resort to it for the same purpose. In such an 
event both parties could prepare their redistricting schemes 
and submit them to the people, who, always solicitous of fair 
play, would put their stamp of approval upon what will seem to 
them to be the best. And it would probably not make much 
difference whether the Republican or the Democratic scheme 
is adopted, as the mere knowledge of its being subject to the 
approval of the people would insure fair and reasonable propo- 
sitions. 

How much superior, from the standpoint of justice and im- 
partiality, such a system would be to the present plan of per- 
mitting partisan legislative majorities to arrange the districts 
for representation in legislative bodies is shown by another 
most recent example furnished by trvo Democratic State officials 
in Missouri. According to the constitution of my State the 
districting of State senatorial districts, when the legislature 
fails to act, must be performed by the governor, secretary. of 
state, and attorney general. It so happens that the governor 
is a Republican, and the last-named two officials are Democrats. 
Now, instead of acting in a nonpartisan spirit and a judicial 
capacity, those two Democratic officials, being the majority 
of the board, eliminated the governor entirely and proceeded 
to do the work in the sole and exclusive interest of the Demo- 
cratic Party. The refusal of the governor to sign the partisan 
plan will alone save the people of the State from a gerrymander 
unequaled in unfairness in political history. 

The Republicans of Missouri are willing to trust the people 
rather than partisan bodies or officials, and I am free to say 
that Congress would lend its hand to the continuance of 
partisan outrages in Missouri and other States if it denied 
to the people of the several States the right to choose their 
own methods of securing fair representation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on 
this section and all amendments thereto be closed. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentle: 
allow me five minutes. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Very well; I make the motion, then, Mr. 
Chairman, that all debate upon the paragraph and amendment 
thereto be closed in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
that all debate upon the paragraph and amendmen 
closed in five minutes. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed t 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, do I understand that under 
the law in the State of Missouri that you have the initiative? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes. 


from Tennessee rv 
ts there be 
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Mr. CANNON. You have it now by law? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. It reminds me of a boy who had a dog to 
sell. [Laughter.] He met a lady and said, “I-have a dog; do 
you want to buy a dog?” Said the lady, “ What is his name?” 
“Well, ma’am, I call him ‘ Initiative,’” said the boy. “That is 
a nice name,” said the lady. “Is he a fierce dog?” “Oh,” 
says he, “he is the d—— d—— d—— fiercest dog you ever 
saw.” “ Well,” she said, “I do not want a fierce dog.” The 
boy, equal to the occasion, said, “ He is not such a d d 
d—— fierce dog as he might be.” [Laughter.] That law, the 
initiative, was enacted under the leadership of the Democratic 
Party in the State of Missouri. Now that you want to perpe- 
trate an outrage in congressional apportionment, or perchance 
in State apportionment, you rush, under the desire, in my 
judgment, to nullify the will of a majority in your State and 
repudiate that law. [Applause on the Republican side.] And 
great is Democracy! My judgment is not in favor of initiative 
legislation, but if it is enacted, even against my will, I will 
abide it. You do not seem willing to abide it. Missouri, in my 
judgment, is perhaps the most hopeful Republican State in the 
swing of 20 years of all the States in the Union. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

And when you repudiate the law which your party led in 
enacting, while I am not a prophet or a son of a prophet, I 
believe the good people of the State of Missouri—of the Anglo- 
American race—will repudiate you, and the rocks and the moun- 
tains, if they do not fall on you, ought to fall on you. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CrumPacker]. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes 99. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I ask the same privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 

On line 17, section 4, after the word “ legislature,” insert “ pursuant 
to the laws of the State under the constitution of said State.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have the Clerk report the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wiil report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ legislature,” line 17, in section 4, insert “ pursuant 
to the laws of said State under the constitution of said State.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. RucKker]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill with amendment to the House, with 
the recommendation that the amendment be agreed to and that 
the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Garner, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 2983, 
and had instructed him to report the same to the House with 
an amendment, with the recommendation that the amendment 
be agreed to, and that the bill as amended do pass. 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. Brovussarp, a Representative elect from the State of 
Louisiana, appeared at the bar of the House and took the oath 
of office. 


APPORTION MENT. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent that those who spoke on the bill in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union may be permitted to 
extend their remarks in the Recorp for five legislative days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hovs- 
TON] asks unanimous consent that those who have spoken on 
the bill in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union be permitted to extend their remarks in the Recorp 
for five legislative days. Is-there objection? 


| and of each State separately, excluding Indians not taxed ; 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object 
would like to ask some gentleman on that side of the Hous 
the gentleman from Florida {Mr. CLark] is present?: If | 
meets with his approval, I shall not object. [Laughter ] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the » 
tleman from Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques 
on the bill as amended to its final passage. 

The SPEAKER. 


The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the 
mittee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossmen 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommi 
bill with the following instructions, which I send to the ¢ 
desk. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves t 


commit the bill with instructions, which the Clerk will report 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert, after section 2 of the bill, as a new section, the followir 
“Sec. 3. That as soon as the Fourteenth and each subsequent 
nial ccnsus of the population of the several States, as required | 
Constitution, shall have been completed and returned to the I 
ment of Commerce and Labor, it shall be the duty of the Secret 


The gentleman from Tennessee moves ; 
previous question on the bill and amendment to final passave 


said department to ascertain the aggregate population of all the States 


which 
gate population he shall divide by the number 430, and the pr. 
such division, excluding any fraction of a unit that may hapy 
remain, shall be the ratio of apportionment of Representatives ‘ 
the several States under such census ; and the Secrettry of sai 
ment shall then proceed to divide the total representative DO} 
of each State by the ratio so determined, and each State s 
assigned one Representative for each full ratio of population 
and an additional Representative for any fraction equal to or ¢ 
than a moiety of such ratio, but in no case shall a Represe: 
assigned for a fraction less than a moiety of such ratio, and « 
State shall have at least one Representative; and the aggregat 


| ber of Represe=tatives so assigned to the States shall constitut 


total membership of the House of Representatives under su 
And as soon as practicable after the Secretary of said departn 
have ascertained the number of Representatives to which each 
entitled under any decennial census, in the manner herein | 
he shall make out and transmit to the House of Representa' 
certificate of the number of Representatives so apportioned | 
State; and he shall likewise make out and transmit without d 
the executive of each State a certificate of the number of Re 
tives apportioned to such State.” 

And in section 4 of the bill, page 4, line 17, strike out the w: 
the legislature thereof.” 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, the Clerk did not | 
motion. The Clerk should also have read the introduc 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the introducti: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

I move to recommit the bill (H. R. 2983) to the Committe 
Census, with directions to report said bill back to the House 1 
with the following amendments: 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I move the p! 
question on the motion to recommit with instructions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ¢ 
PACKER] moves the previous question on the motion to | 
mit the bill with instructions. The question is on orderin: 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. ; 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to 
motion to recommit with instructions. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. On that, Mr. Speaker, I demand 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ss 

The SPEAKER. ~The Clerk will call the roll. Those in ! 
of the motion to recommit the bill will answer “ yea’; 
opposed, “ nay.” 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 99, nays 
answered “ present” 7, not voting 105, as follows: 


YEAS—99. 

Higgins Lindbergh 
McCreary 
McKinney 
McLaughlin 
Madden 
Madison 
Mann 


Anderson, Minn. 
Anthony 
Austin 
Bartholdt 
Bathrick 
Bowman 
Buebanan 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Cannon 
Catlin 

Cooper 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Danforth 
Davis, Minn, 
De Forest 
Dodds 


Drape 

Driscoll, M. EB. 
Dwight 

Dyer 

Esch 

Farr 

Focht 

Foss 

French 

Fuller 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gillett 

Good 


Hanna 
Harris 
Helgesen 


Humphrey, Wash. 
Kahn 

Kennedy 

K 


ent 
Kinkaid, Nebr. 
Knowland 
K 
Lafferty 
La Follette 
Langley 
Lawrence 
Lenroot 


Miller 
Moore, Pa. 
Morgan 
Mott 
Murdock 
Needham 
Nelson 
Norris 
Nye 


Martin, S. Dak 








1911. 


— 


Imsted 
ran 
kett 
wers 
ince 


erts, Mass. 
odenberg 


ken, S. C. 

kin, N. Y. 
xander 

‘Anderson, Ohio 


Ansberry 
Ashbrook 





ll, Ga. 
tlackmon 
sooher 
Borland 
issard 
ulkley 
», Wis. 
irleson 
turnett 
syrnes, S. C. 
syrns, Tenn. 
‘allaway 
‘andler 
‘antrill 
‘arlin 
arter 
‘lark, Fla. 
‘laypool 
‘layton 
‘line 
onnell 
‘onry 
‘ovington 
‘ox, Ind. 
“ullop 
“urley 
Daugherty 
Davenport 
Davis, W. Va. 
Dickinson 
Dies 
Difenderfer 
Dixon, Ind. 
Doremus 


Dris« oll, D. A. 








Bartlett 
Brantley 


Adair 
Adamson 
Ame 
Andrus 
Barchfeld 
Bates 
serger 


n 


I m 


singha 
sradley 
srown 
irgess 
irke, 
itler 
alder 
Campbell 
Cary 
Collier 
Copley 
Cox, Ohio 
Crago 
Cravens 
Dalzell 
Davidson 
Dent 
Denver 


Dickson, Miss. 


I 
I 
I 
] 
I 
I 
I 
I 
( 





Simmons 

Sloan 

Smith, J. M. C. 
Smith, Saml. W. 
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Sulloway 
Sweet 
Talcott, N. Y. 
Taylor, Ohio 


Speer Thistlewood 
Steenerson Tilson 
Stephens, Cal. Utter 
Sterling Volstead 
NAYS—177. 
Dupre Jacoway 
Ellerte James 
Estopinal Johnson, Ky. 
Evans Johnson, 8. C. 
Faison Jones 
Ferris Kendall 
Fields Kinkead, N. J. 
Finley Kitchin 
Flood, Va. Konig 
Floyd, Ark. Konop 
Foster, Ill. Korbly 
Fowler Lamb 
Francis Lee, Ga. 
Gallagher Legare 
Garner Lever 
Garrett Linthicum 
George Littlepage 
Glass Lloyd 
Goeke Lobeck 
Goodwin, Ark. McCoy 
Gordon McDermott 
Gould {cGillicuddy 
Graham McHenry 
Gray Macon 


Gregg, Pa. 
Gregg, Tex. 
Gudger 
Guernsey 


Maguire, Nebr. 
Maher 
Martin, Colo. 
Mays 


Hamilton, W. Va. Moon, Tenn. 


Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Harrison, Miss. 
Harrison, N. Y. 
Hay 

Heflin 

Helm 

Hensley 
Holland 
Houston 
Hughes, Ga. 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull 


Moore, Tex. 
Morrison 
Moss, Ind, 
Murray 
Oldfield 
Padgett 
Page 
Pepper 
Plumley 
Post 

Pou 
Prouty 
Rainey 
Raker 
Rauch 


Humphreys, Miss. Reilly 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”--7 
Donohoe Kipp 
Haugen Randell, Tex. 
NOT VOTING—105. 
Doughton Latta 
Edwards Lee, Pa, 
Fairchild Levy 
Fitzgerald Lewis 
Fordney Lindsay 
Fornes Littleton 
Foster, Vt. Longworth 
Godwin, N. C. Loud 
Goldfogle Loudenslager 
Greene McCall 
Griest McGuire, Okla. 
Hamill McKenzie 
Hamilton, Mich. McKinley 
Hartman McMorran 
Hawley Malby 
Hayes Matthews 
Heald Mitchell 


Henry, Conn, 
Henry, Tex. 
Hobson 
Howard 
Howland 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Jackson 
Kindred 
Lafean 
Langham 


Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Morse, Wis. 
O Shaunessy 
Palmer 
Patten, N. Y. 
Patton, Pa. 
Payne 
Peters 
Porter 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
For the session : 
Mr. CoLtrer with Mr. Woops of Iowa (transferable). 
Mr. Fornes with Mr. BRrapiey. 
Mr. Rriorpan with Mr. ANDRUS. 
Mr. Puso with Mr. McMorran (transferable). 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Cox of Ohio with Mr. BARcureLp. 
Mr. Gotprocte with Mr. BurKe of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. DovucHton with Mr. Bates. 
Mr. Hogson with Mr. Farrcnitp (transferable), 


Mr. BorHne with Mr. Grrest. 


Vreeland 
Warburton 
Wedemeyer 
Wilder 
Willis 
Young, Kans. 
Young, Mich, 


Richardson 
Robinson 
Roddenbery 
Rothermel 
Rouse 

Rubey 
Rucker, Colo, 
Rucker, Mo. 
Russell 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sharp 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 

Sisson 

Small 
Smith, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Stack 
Stanley 
Stedman 
Stephens, Miss. 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stone 
Taylor, Colo. 
Towner 
Townsend 
Tribble 
Turnbull 
Tuttle 
Underwood 
Watkins 
Webb 
Whitacre 
White 
Wickliffe 
Wilson, Pa. 
Witherspoon 
Young, Tex. 


Woods, Iowa 


Pray 

Pujo 
Ransdell, La, 
Redfield 
Riordan 
toberts, Nev. 
Scully 

Sells 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, N. Y. 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulzer 
Switzer 
Talbott, Md. 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer 
Thomas 
Underhill 
Weeks 
Wilson, TIL 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wood, N. J. 


Mr. ADAMSON with Mr. Stevens of Minnesota. 


Mr. Kipp with Mr. LANGHAM. 
Mr. Aparr with Mr. Porter. 


Mr. Bartterr with Mr. Butter. 
Mr. Kinprep with Mr. HowLanp. 
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% ‘ roy’ y -_ all 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


DENVER with Mr. Hayes. 
Henry of Texas with Mr. Greene. 
SuuLzer with Mr. HARTMAN. 
Dent with Mr. Foster of Vermont. 
Lewis with Mr. Copiey. 
RANDELL of Texas with Mr. McCart. 
PATTEN of New York with Mr. Henry of Connecticut. 
HAMILL with Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 
RANSDELL of Louisiana with Mr. LAFEAN. 
Smitu of New York with Mr. Marpsy. 
TayLor of Alabama with Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania. 
THOMAS with Mr. PAyNe. 
UNDERHILL with Mr. WEEKs. 
Witson of New York with Mr. SLemp. 
FITZGERALD with Mr. DaAvipson. 
Dioxson of Mississippi with Mr. 
CRAVEN with Mr. LoNGworrtnH, 
LINDSAY with Mr. ForpNey. 
Mr. O’SHAUNESSY with Mr. Hamittron of Michigan. 
Mr. Peters with Mr. HAwLey. 
Mr. Gopwin of North Carolina (against) with Mr. Parron of 
Pennsylvania (in favor). 
Mr. SLayDEN (in favor) with Mr. HAauGEN (against). 
Mr. PALMER (against) with Mr. Howarp (in favor). 
Mr. Epwarps (against) with Mr. TuHayer (in favor). 
On this vote: 
Mr. Levy (against) with Mr. Heap (in favor). 
Mr. LITTLETON (against) with Mr. McKINtey (in favor). 
Mr. BRANTLEY (against) with Mr. Dauzeus. (in favor). 
Mr. Scutty (against) with Mr. Brown (in favor). 
From the 27th to Monday noon: 
Mr. DoNonore with Mr. CALper, 
Until April 28 at noon: 
Mr. Lee of Pennsylvania (against) with Mr. Pray (in favor). 
From to-day for three weeks. 
Mr. LatTra with Mr. Hueues of West Virginia. 
From April 27 at noon until May 1 at noon. 
Mr. Tatzorr of Maryland with Mr. Witson of Illinois. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
The question being taken, the bill was passed. 
On motion of Mr. Houston, the motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


sINGHAM., 


LEAVE OF 
consent, 


ABSENCE. 

By unanimous 
follows: 

To Mr. HEALD, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. ADAMSON, indefinitely, on account of 
family. 


leave of absence was granted as 


sickness in his 


ADJOURN MENT. 
Mr. HOUSTON, 
adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 38 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
April 28, 1911, at 12 o’clock noon, 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the schooner Kitty and 
Maria, John Logan, master (H. Doc. No. 31); to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the schooner 


{ lciope, Robert 


Rice, master (H. Doc. No. 32); to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the ship Golden Age, Caleb 


Earl, master (H. Doc. No. 33); to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the brig Hliza, John Miller, 
master (H. Doc. No. 34); to the Committee on Claims and or- 
dered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
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Fre poliation cases relating to the ship Nancy, Joseph Dill, 
master (H. Doc. No. 35); to the Committee on Claims and or- 
dered to be printed. 

G. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
Fre spoliation cases relating to the ship Goddess of Plenty, 
Thomas Chirnside, master (H. Doc. No. 36); to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


ch sp 


! 
ii 


COMMITTEES ON PUB 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. 
referred the concurrent 


3) providing 


REPORTS OF Ic BILLS 


resolution of the House 


said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


of 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 7690) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Snake River at the town of 
Nyssa, Oreg.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. TURNBULL: A bill (H. R. 7691) to provide for a 
survey of the Roanoke River from the town of Clarksville in the 
county of Mecklenburg, State of Virginia, to the head of steam- 
boat navigation in said river below Weldon, in the county of 
Halifax, State of North Carolina; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 7692) to define the hours of 
labor of letter carriers in the City Delivery Service and clerks 
in first and second class post offices; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H.R. 7693) to authorize the town of | 


Logan, Aitkin County, Minn., to construct a bridge across the 
Mississippi River in Aitkin County, Minn.; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commetce. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 7694) to give effect to the 
fifth article of the treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain, signed January 11, 1909; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 7695) to 
extend the time for the completion of the Alaska Northern 
Railway, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 7696) to provide for en- 
larging the United States building at Houlton, Me.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7697) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Caribou, Me.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7698) changing the name of Maine Avenue 
and providing for a new location for Maine Avenue, District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7699) to in- 
crease the compensation of pressmen in the Government Print- 
ing Office; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7700) to provide against the purchase of 
goods manufactured by convict labor on behalf of the United 
States, the Territories, and the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 7701) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Newton, in the 
State of New Jersey; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7702) providing for the issuance of a char- 
ter to the Veteran Reserve Corps of America, a corporate mili- 
tary organization; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BATHRICK: A bill (H. R. 7708) to authorize the 
enlargement of the public building at Akron, Summit County, 
Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7704) to authorize the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Barberton, 
Summit County, Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7705) to authorize the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Cuyahoga 
Falls, Summit County, Ohio; to the Committee on P ‘blic Build- 
ings and Grounds. 


AND | 


FINLEY, from the Committee on Printing, to which was | 
(H. Con. Res. | 
for the printing of the proceedings upon the un- | 
veiling of the statue of Baron von Steuben, reported the same | 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 14), which | 
the | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7706) to authorize the purchase of a 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Ray. 
Portage County, Ohio; to the Committee on Public Bui 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7707) to authorize the erection of a ) 
building at Niles, Trumbull County, Ohio; to the Committ 

| Public Buildings and Grounds. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 7708) to authorize the erection of a 

| building at Conneaut, Ashtabula County, Ohio; to the € 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 7709) making apy 
tions and providing for a continuing contract for the co; 
| tion, repair, and preservation of public work on the M 
River between Kansas City and the mouth; to the Cor 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 7710) to am 
4916 of the Revised Statutes, relating to patents; to 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 7711) to amend section 4 
vised Statutes; to the Committee on Patents. 

$y Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 77 
amend section 839 of the Revised Statutes; to the Com 
| the Judiciary. . 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 7713) to decrease the 

and increase the efficiency of the Army; to the Con 
| Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 7714) making an 2 

tion for the improvement of the Tombigbee River in ¢) 
| Mississippi and in the State of Alabama; to the C 

Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7715) 

all street railroad companies in the District of Colun 
| free transfers, interchangeable from the lines of 01 
| to those of another, and for other purposes; to the C 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7716) to regulate the rates to b 

and collected by the Chesapeake & Potomac Telepho 
|} any other firm or corporation, for telephones, telepho 
and telephone connections in the District of Colm 
business purposes, and prescribing a penalty for its vi 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

$y Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7717) for the er 
public building at Union Springs, Ala.; to the Con 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7718) to establish a fish-cul! 
in the State of Alabama; the Committee on the Mer 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, “a bill (H. R. 7719) for the maintenance : 
ment of the Choctawhatchee River; to the Committee 0 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 7720) to establish a1 
highway from Washington, D. C., by way of Mount \ 
to Fredericksburg, Va., to be known as the Mother W 
ington Memorial Highway, in memory and honor of the 
of the Father of his Country; to the Committee on App 
tions. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 7721) to amend and 1 
section 3224 of the Revised Statutes of the United Stat 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Resolution (H. Res. 130) authorizing 
directing the Committee on Invalid Pensions to inquire and ! 
port why the pension granted to David L. McDermott by 
July 6, 1886, is withheld, and what action, if any, shou 
taken in the premises; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BLACKMON: Resolution (H. Res. 131) reques 
certain information of the Attorney General; to the Com: 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: Resolution (H. Res. 152) 
structing and authorizing the Committee on the Distr! 
Columbia to make an examination into the rates charged for 
telephone service in the District of Columbia; to the Commii 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Resolution (H. R 
133) requesting certain information of the Secretary of War: 
the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 134) requesting certain informa 
of the Secretary of the Navy ; to the Committee on Naval Afi 

By Mr. STEENERSON: Resolution (H. Res. 135) to repr 
House Document No. 27, Sixty-first Congress, first session ; to 
Committee on Printing. ¥ a 

By Mr. BLACKMON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 76) direct- 
ing the Attorney General to make investigations and bee ‘ 
prosecutions of persons unlawfully conspiring together to reduc: 
the price of cotton; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


( 
SS) of 
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Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 77) directing the Attorney 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7749) granting an increase of pension to 





General to make investigations and begin prosecutions of per- | J. P. Tanne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


sons unlawfully conspiring together to increase the price of 
wheat; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SABATH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 78) to secure 
the ‘neutralization of the Philippine Islands; to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. 

Ry Mr. BERGER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 79) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 7) 
authorizing the appointment of a committee of Senators and 
Representatives to confer with the commission of the State of 
Pennsylvania in regard to the celebration of the fiftieth anni- 
yersary of the Battle of Gettysburg; to the Committee on Rules. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Tnder clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 7722) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas A. Dobbins; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 7723) granting an increase of 
pension to George K. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7724) for the relief of Mathias Meyer; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 7725) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David W. Brandt; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATHRICK: A bill (H. R. 7726) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry E. Hill; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7727) for the relief of Charles J. Callahan ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7728) for the relief of John W. Walsh; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 7729) granting a pension to 
William F. Myers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 77380) granting a pension to 
William Lanier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7731) granting a pension to Thomas I. 
Durham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7732) granting a pension to Mettie Black- 
wood; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7733) granting a pension to Zachariah Cas- 
sedy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7734) granting a pension to Martha Thomp- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7735) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles 8S. Webb; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7736) for the relief of the representatives 
of the estate of Henry C. Sills, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7737) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Samuel J. Maund; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7738) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jerry A. Fitzgerald; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 7739) for the relief of 
Henry Parks, alias Nathaniel Parks; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7740) for the relief of Mrs. William ©. 
Lucas; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DIFENDERFER: A bill (H. R. 7741) granting a 
pension to John H. Bunting; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

_ By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7742) granting an 
increase of pension to Daniel W. Meyers; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7743) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Williamson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7744) granting an increase of pension to 
Andreas Wirth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7745) granting an increase of pension to 
Leander C. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7746) granting an increase of pension to 
B. M. Laur; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7747) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison Kilburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7748) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles T. Phillips; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 7750) granting ar increase of pension to 
W. V. Cronk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.: 7751) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Dare; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7752) granting an increase of pension 
William T. Hunt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7753) granting an increase of pension 
C. K. Elliott; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7754) granting an increase of pension 
Jacob Ley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7755) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of George R. Spore; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7756) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of John D, Woods; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 7757) granting an increase 
of pension to John H. Kohr; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GOEKE: A bill (H. R. 7758) granting an increase of 
pension to Elias McQuay; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7759) for the relief of Henry 8S. Call; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7760) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Hezekiah R. Hubbell; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 7761) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph A. Edmonds; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 7762) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles A. Grass; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7763) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Laura E. R. Hatfield; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7764) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph E. Layton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7765) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Mardle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7766) granting an increase of pension to 
E. Clarkson Lane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7767) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Orlando L. Wieting; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7768) granting a pension to John J. 
Schreiber; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7769) granting a pension to Georgia L. 
Burnand; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7770) granting a pension 
Haley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7771) granting a pension to William R. 
Claxton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7772) for the relief of John McKeon; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 7773) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Theodore Bigler; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7774) granting an increase of pension to 
A. V. Kendrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7775) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 7776) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew J. Wilson; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. T7777) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Cowan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. T7778) granting a pension to Martha I. 
Reynolds; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KIPP: A bill (H. R. 7779) granting an increase of 
pension to Josiah Havens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7780) granting an increase of pension to 
Amasa David; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7781) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Tiffany; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7782) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7783) granting a pension to Margret 
Price; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 7784) granting an increase 
of pension to John C. Ball; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7785) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephus P. Eckler; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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ty Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill 
sion to James M. Hanshaw; 
sions. 

Also, a 
Thompson ; 


(H. R. 


7786) 


bill (H. R. 7787) granting a 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
Harrold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7789) granting an iner 
Charles A, Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 7790) 
increase of pension to Charles Gammon; 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 
an inerease of pension to Allen Hart; 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7792) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Spencer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7793) granting an increase of pension 
William Greer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7794) granting an increase of pension 
Jesse W. Casteel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7785) granting an increase of pension 
Jacob Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7796) granting 
William Alexander; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 
gert; to the Committee on Pensions. 

>y Mr. McCHENRY: A bill (H. R. 
of pension to Eugene Lenhart; 
Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: 


pension 


7798) granting 
to the Committee on 


A bill (H. R. 7799) for the relief 
Peter Van Valer; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7800) for the relief of John 

Young; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


granting a pen- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


to John W. 
7788) granting a pension to William F. 
“ase of pension to 


granting an 
to the Committee on 


7791) eri inting | 
to the Committee on | 


to 


to 


to | 


to 


an honorable discharge to | 


an increase 
Invalid 


of | 


Wesley 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7801) for the relief of the estate of Vicente 


Gomez, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. OLDFIELD: 
of pension to John 8. Lander; 
Pensions. 
3y Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 
of pension to Peter K. Arnold; 
Pensions. 
Also, a bill 


7808) granting 


(H. R. 7804) granting an increase of pension 
Jacob Witmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7805) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Wetzel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

a a bill (H. R. 7806) granting an increase of pension 
Any . Wertz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7807) granting an increase of pension 
John A. Walter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 7808) granting an increase of pension 
John Trout; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 7809) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Stout; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill H. R. 7810) granting an increase of pension 
Mary Ann E. Sperry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7811) granting an increase of pension 
David Sornberger; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7812) granting an increase of pension 
Arnold B. Spink; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7813) granting an increase of pension 
Lewis C. Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7814) granting an increase of pension 
Benjamin F. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7815) granting an increase of pension 
Jeremiah Sipe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7816) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph Sheets; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7817) granting an increase of pension 
James L. Seebold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7818) granting an increase of pension 
Henry M. Reuter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7819) granting an increase of pension 
Eliphas W. Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 7820) granting an increase of pension 
Josiah Ramsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7821) granting an increase of pension 
William Presley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7822) granting an increase of pension 
John Person; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 7823) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Parthemore; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7824) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Morrisey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


A bill CH. R. 7802) granting an increase 
to the Committee on Invalid 


an increase 
to the Committee on Invalid 
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to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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| Benjamin Franklin Miller; 





Seana : : oo | Mary A. Jordan; 
7797) granting a pension to William T. Bo- | 





Also, a bill (H. R. 
David H. Mumma; to 


7825) granting an increase of pensior 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7826) granting an increase of per 
Rebecca M. Missemer; to the Committee on Invalid Px. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7827) granting an increase of pe 
to the Committee on Invalid 
sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7828) granting an increase of pensi 


| Philip M. Messner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7829) granting an increase of pensi 
Sarah C. Meredith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7830) granting an increase of pensio) 
John R. Meredith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7831) granting an increase of pensio: 
Maria A. Meily; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7832) granting an increase of pe 
James EF. Maben; to = Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7833) granting an increase of pens} 
Milton T. Maguire; to the Committee on Invalid Pension: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7834) granting an increase of pens 
Jeremiah Layser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7835) granting an increase of pen 
Jacob Kimmel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7836) granting an increase of pens 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7837) granting an increase of px: 
William F. Hummelbaugh; to the Committee on Inva 
sions. 

Also, a bill (1. R. 7838) granting an increase of pens 
John H. Houtz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7839) granting an increase of pens 
Samuel D. Hess; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7840) granting an increase of pens 
William Hampton, sr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 7841) granting an increase of pens’ 
Martha Groner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7842) granting an increase of pe 
Frank C. Gratz; to tte Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7843) granting an increase of | 
to Fannie Huntt Gibson; 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
Samuel A. 

Also, 
Samuel 

Also, 


to the Committee on Invalid 


7844) granting an increase of pensi 
Garland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 7845) granting an increase of pensi: 
tisenhauer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensior 1s 
a bill (H. R. 7846) granting an increase of per 
Joanna R. Forster; to the Committee on Invalid Saaadon 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7847) granting an increase of pens 
Henry Breslin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7848) granting an increase of pensio! 
Lafayette Billig; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7849) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Benner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7850) granting an increase of pens! 
William Bodley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HH. R. 7851) granting an increase of pensi 
John H. Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7852) granting a pension to Caroline 
Mindil; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7853) granting a pension to Rebece: 
merman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7854) granting a pension to Isa: 
Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7855) granting a pension to Annetta 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7856) granting a pension to Willia: 
Swoveland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7857) granting a pension to Char! 
Stock; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7858) granting a pension to Richard } 
Steckley; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7859) granting a pension to Harriet St 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7860) granting a pension to Jol 
Snyder; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill: (H. R. 7861) granting a pension to Elizal 
Snyder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7862) granting a pension to Mary 
Shambaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7863) granting a pension to Martin 
Schaffner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7864) granting a pension to Charles 
Rumpf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7865) granting a pension to Silas W. Rank; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
». a bill (H. R. 7866) granting a pension to Stephen W. 
pomeroy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL R. 7867) granting a pension to Catherine B. 
Peiliey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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‘iso. a bill (H. R. 7868) granting a pension to Margaret Mont- | 


ery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
~ siso, a bill (H. R. 7869) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7870) granting a pension to Henry 8. 
Matter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\Iso, a bill (H. R. T7871) granting a pension to George W. 
Lel man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7872) granting a pension to Emma E. 
Kipple; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7873) granting a pension to Katherine E. 


Kemble; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\Iso, a bill (H. R. 7874) granting a pension to Kate E. Keiser; 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (HL. R. 7875) granting a pension to Mary Idle; to | 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7876) granting a pension to Eliza Hart- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7877) granting a pension to Emma Hand- 
shaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7878) granting a pension to John P. M. 
Haas: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7879) granting a pension to John W. Gray; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7880) granting a pension to Lucetta C. 
Graffius; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 7881) granting a pension to Pricilla C. Giv- 
ler: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7882) granting a pension to George W. 
Ennery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7883) granting a pension to John W. Ely; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7884) granting a pension to John D. Deihtl; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7885) granting a pension to Sarah Culp; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7886) granting a pension to J. Caroline 
FitzGerald; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7887) granting a pension to Catherin> B. 
Fisher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7888) granting a pension to Charles Wil- 
liam Bowman; to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7889) granting a pension to Jacob Am- 
brose; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 7890) granting a pension to Grace Backen- 
stoss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7891) granting a pension to Mrs. George 
Armour; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7892) for the relief of J. H. Mease, post- 
master at Mount Gretna, Pa.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7893) for the relief of John C. Colwell; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7894) for the relief of James E. Cann, 
paymaster, United States Navy; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7895) to correet the military record 
Joseph Spangler; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7896) to correct the military record 
David Polm; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7897) to correct the military record 
Charles Moore; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7898) to correct the military record 
Phillip K. Meloy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7899) to correct the military record 
Alexander C. Landis; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7900) to correct the military record 
William Irving; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7901) to correct the military record 
John F, Geist; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7902) to correct the military record of 
Lieut. John W. Geiger; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 7903) to correct the military record of 
Philip D. Beidel; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7904) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Francis Tomlinson; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7905) to remove the charge of desertion 


from the military record of John Snyder; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. — 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7906) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Levi Sheetz; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7907) to remove the charge of desertion 
| from the military record of Reuben Seiler; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7908) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Thomas Morgan; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7909) to remove the charge of desertion 
| from the military record of John Keys; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7910) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John F. Kelly; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7911) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Frederick; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7912) for the removal of the charge of de- 
sertion standing against the name of John Brininger; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7913) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John P. Leitzel; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 7914) authorizing the President of the 
United States to nominate Lieut. Samuel Lindsey Graham, now 
on the retired list, to be commander on the retired list; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7915) to authorize the appointment of 
Alexander D. B. Smead as a captain of cavalry; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7916) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Joseph Windowmaker; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 7917) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary T. Larkin; to the Committee on In- 
| valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PLUMLEY: A bill (H. R. 7918) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick A. Fish; to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7919) granting an increase of pension to 
John F.. Abbott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7920) granting an increase of pension t 





‘0 
Charles E. Shepard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7921) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar L. Pike; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7922) granting an increase of pension to 
David Bolles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7923) granting an increase of pension to 
Wayland A. Strong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7924) granting an increase of pension to 
Caleb P. Nash; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7925) granting an increase of pension to 


Charles Carr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7926) granting a pension to Alfred FE. 
Ames; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7927) granting a pension to Carl H. Ellis; 
to the Committee on Peusions. 

By Mr. POU: A bill (H. R. 7928) for the relief of Fannie 
B. Gardner; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7929) for the erection of a statue in 
memory of President Andrew Johnson; to the Committee on 
the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7930) for the relief of heirs of Wiley 
Holt, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 7931) granting an increa 
of pension to Lewis Duncan; to the Committee Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7932) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Hannon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 7933) granting a pension to 
Catherine T. Butler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 7934) granting a pens 
Charles Baumann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7985) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter L. Todd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7936) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Quinn ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 7937) granting an increase 
of pension to Silas Dewey; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 7938) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph N. Burch; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
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By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7939) for the relief 
of the heirs of John A, Turner; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 7940) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Fish; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

3y Mr. TURNBULL: A bill (H. R. 7941) to carry out the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the cases herein enumerated ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEDEMEYER: A bill (H. R. 7942) granting a pen- 
sion to Rosalia A, Butts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H, R. 7943) granting an increase of 
pension to John M. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7944) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John H, Cox; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7945) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. French: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7946) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel M. Wakely; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7947) granting an increase of pension 
Lyman Toombs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7948) granting an increase of pension 
George Marker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7949) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph 8S. Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7950) granting an increase of pension 
Charles L. Leonhardt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7951) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Baxter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7952) granting a pension to Charlotte L. 
Kizer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7953) granting a pension to Amanda 
Neufer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7954) for the relief 
of Jacob M. Cooper; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7955) for the relief of John T. Watson; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7956) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of Brice Prater; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7957) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Jubal Grant and to grant him an honorable 
discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: Resolutions of Stereotypers’ Union No. 5, 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring Canadian reciprocity; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the New England Shoe & 
Leather Association, against putting leather, boots, and shoes 
on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of Carolina Bagging Co., against 
jute being admitted free on farmers’ free list; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of New England Shoe & Leather Co., protesting 
against placing leather, boots, and shoes on free list; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany a bill for the relief 
of John H. Kohr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the New England Shoe & Leather Association, 
opposing the placing of leather, boots, and shoes on the free 
list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Resolutions of Central 
Council, Irish County Clubs, of Boston, Mass., against any 
arbitration treaty with Great Britain; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Cape Ann Branch, The Granite Cutters’ In- 
ternational Association of America, of Rockport, Mass., favoring 
a repeal of the 10-cent tax on oleomargarine; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of New England Shoe Wholesalers’ Associa- 
tion, favoring nonpartisan tariff board or commission; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petitions of citizens of North Dakota, favor- 
ing the Hanna bill providing for additional compensation to the 
rural free-delivery carriers; J. B. Sessions, Fargo, N. Dak., 
against parcels post; and citizens of Brooklyn Township, 
Williams County, N. Dak., favoring parcels post; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of numerous citizens of North Dakota, against 
Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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By Mr. KENDALL: Petition of citizens of Richland ay 
Keota, Iowa, against parcels post; to the Committee on he 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: Petition of Thomas J. Goodma: 
Providence, and numerous:other citizens of Rhode Island, fay; 
ing the department of health; to the Committee on Expeyqj. 
tures in the Interior Department. 

By Mr. PLUMLEY: Papers to accompany bills for relict of 
Caleb P. Nash, Wayland A. Strong, David Bolles, Fredrick 
Fish, John F. Abbott, Charles E. Shepard, Carl H. Ellis, Osea; 
L. Pike, Alfred E. Ames, and Charles Carr; to the Com: 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRAY: Petition of citizens of Waldheim, Mont, in 
favor of parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office ay, 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of City Council of Helena, Mont., and fF. 7 
Edwards, mayor, and J. A. Mattson, city clerk, for abrogation 
of treaty with Russia of 1832; to the Committee on Foreicy 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Typographical Union No. 255, Anaconds 
Mont., for reduction of duty on oleomargarine; to the (oy: 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: Petitions of Caro) 
Bagging Co., against admitting jute into this country free: Noy 
England Shoe and Leather Association, protesting against placing 
leather, boots, and shoes on the free list; and New Englani 
Shoe Wholesalers’ Association, Boston, Mass., favoring 9 per. 
manent, independent tariff commission or board; to the Coy- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petitions of the Spauiq- 
ing Chapter of the American Woman’s League, Compton, (1). 
numbering 63, favoring a speedy hearing of the Bartholdt indem- 
nity bill; American Woman’s League of Huntington Park, Long 


Branch, Los Angeles, and San Bernardino, and Los Angeles 
Chapter, Los Angeles, all in the State of California, in fayor of 
the Bartholdt indemnity bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TUTTLE: Resolutions of Sterling Camp, No. 11, Pa- 
triotic Order Sons of America, urging passage of illiteracy test: 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: Petition of citizens of the Northwest 
against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petition of W. J. Mc. 
and F. O. Lozier, of Trenton, N. J., urging the repeal of the 
duty on lemons; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 


Fruwvay, April 28, 1911. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed tlie fol- 
lowing bill and joint resolutions, in which it requested the ¢ 
currence of the Senate: 

H. R. 2983. An act for the apportionment of Representatives in 
Congress among the several States under the Thirteenth Census. 

H. J. Res.1. Joint resolution to correct errors in the enroll- 
ment of certain appropriation acts approved March 4, 1911; 

H. J. Res. 2. Joint resolution making appropriations for the 
payment of certain expenses incident to the first session of the 
Sixty-second Congress; 

H. J. Res. 3. Joint resolution making immediately available 
the appropriations for mileage of Senators and of Members of 
the House of Representatives; and 

H. J. Res. 38. Joint resolution to grant authority to the Amer- 
ican Red Cross to erect temporary structures in Potomac lark, 
Washington, D. C. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the president 
of the Woman’s Home Missionary Auxiliary of the Metholist 
Hpiscopal Church of Bristol, Ind., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to restrict the sale and traffic in opium, which ws 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 2 

He also presented a memorial of Minisink Grange, No. ‘*':. 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Unionville, N. Y., remonstra('s 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agree 
ment between the United States and Canada, which was le 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 
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\fr. KENYON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Des | 


Moines and Polk County, in the State of Iowa, praying that | 
Italian lemons be placed on the free list, which were referred to | 


the Committee on Finance. 
He also presented a petition of the Lyon Township Agricul- 
tural Club, of Inwood, Iowa, praying for the passage of the so- 


called parcels-post bill, which was referred to the Committee | 


on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Waterbury, Naugatuck, New Britain, Union City, and Torring- 
ton, all in the State of Connecticut, remonstrating against the 


ratification of the treaty of arbitration between the United | 


States and Great Britain, which were referred to the Committee | and Christian Workers in the State of Rhode Island 


on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. WATSON. I present a petition signed by a large number of 
woolgrowers of Marshall County, W. Va., relative to the tariff on 
wool. I ask that the petition be printed in the Recorp, omitting 
the names, and that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 


There being no objection, the petition was referred to the | the interstate transmission of race gambling bets, which was 


Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
omitting the names, as follows: 


Hon. C. W. WATSON, 


United States Senator, Washington, D. C.: ~* 
We, the undersigned woolgrowers of Marshall County, W. Va., petition 
vou. as our Representative in Congress from the State of West Vir- 


cn wool, for the following reasons : 
That on our hills and mountains we can not grow grain, cattle, and hogs 





~inia, to do all in your power to retain the present tariff rate of 11 cents | 


to compete with the farmers of the Western States, which leaves us prac- | 


tically with the sheep and woolgrowing as the principal farming industry. 
That we have got to feed our sheep grain and hay six months in the 


wool cost us about 33 cents per pound, which is more than we can 
realize for our wool at the present time; and only once in the past five 
years have we been able to market our wool for this figure, that being 
in the year 1909. So to reduce the present tariff as we view it would 
reduce the price of our wool to the amount of tariff reduction, which 


would drive us out of the woolgrowing business—the only farming | 


industry left for this section. 


To substantiate our claim of cost of woolgrowing in this section, we | 


herewith reproduce the figures of 


the Tristate Woolgrowers’ Associa- 
tion, held at Wheeling on February 


23, 1911, which are as follows: 


Interest on investment of 100 ewes, at $4.50 per head__.____-__ $27. 00 | 
Taxes, $1; annual loss, 3 per cent, $13.50__...____.____.__._ 14. 50 
Depreciation 45. 00 
LAO get teter ns mete ciererenes ce emmabenteeeeberenehenemenenenenesene 62. 00 
eee tien ches cieentaeme ene ease eeenaseemesqnuemen 85. 00 
i cinlsicacccecickliis qival-enenarentniih anmmenaberayasenavensnanebieiba 150. 00 
a a cereal cin Miata dnet dant edenerenininbancivenaneinsiidtimnins 85. 00 | 
ne 20. 00 
a iiiccrniennenseitinmnantntampapeienmepammnimasnpngant 15. 00 
503. 50 
Estimated to raise 80 lambs, at $3 per head_..__.__-....-.-__ 240. 00 
Estimating the largest possible average per head of 8 pounds 
Cn ater set caesicnetibieamnetnatn earintineneinieninendnendwantiildl 263. 50 
BUG Ce ee Tt I gis ceric en cieseeinttinrcstnenetintienecnicinde . 33 


In view of these facts and figures, we earnestly solicit your support 
and influence in our behalf and assure you in advance that we will ap- 
preciate very highly anything you can do for us now or at any future 
time when Congress is considering the tariff schedule on wool. 


Mr. BRIGGS presented petitions of sundry citizens of the | 


State of New Jersey, praying for the ratification of the pro- 


posed reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and | 


Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Hoboken; Washington Camp, No. 188, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Cedarville; of Dr. J. H. 
Rosenkrans, of Hoboken; of Otto Fuchs, of Hoboken; and of 


sundry citizens of Readington, all in the State of New Jersey, | 


praying for the enactment of legislation to further restrict im- 


tion. 
He also presented memorials of Lacktown Grange, Patrons of 


5, Ancient Order of Hibernians, 
held at Ballston Spa, N. Y., and the memorial of Patrick J. 
McCarthy, district secretary treasurer, Order of Knights of 
Labor, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the ratification 
of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the United 
States and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Federation of 
Churches and Christian Workers in the State of Rhode Island, 
praying for the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Federation of Churel 


CHueCS 


meeting of Local Union No. : 


=_t 


praying 
for the ratification of the proposed treaty of arbitration be 
tween the United States and Great Britain, which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PAGE presented a petition of the Presbytery of the State 
of Vermont, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 


referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Fort Ransom, Westfield, Griggs County, Monango, Cando, Mil 
nor, Velva, Granville, Voltaire, Bottineau County, and of Orr, 


all in the State of North Dakota, remonstrating against the 
ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between 
the United States and Canada, which were referred to the 


Committee on Finance. 
Mr. CURTIS presented memorials of Pomona Grange, Patrons 


| of Husbandry, of Osage City; of Local Uni io. 2 srother 
year, which figured at the present market prices makes our quality of | : : ge City; of Local Union No. 21, Brother 


hood of Railway Conductors of America, of Pittsburg: of Loca 
Union No. 483, Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative Union 
of America, of Jennings; and of Local Union No. 308, Farmers’ 
Educational and Cooperative Union of America, of Reading, 


| all in the State of Kansas, remonstrating against the ratifiea 
tion of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the 
United States and Canada, which were referred to the Com 


mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Woodston 
and Stockton, in the State of Kansas, remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called cold-storage bill, which was referred to 
the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. DU PONT presented a petition of Washington Camp, No 
17, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of New Jersey, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to further restrict immigration, 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr, STEPHENSON presented a petition of the Fortnightly 
Club, of Oconomowoc, Wis., praying for the repeal of the pres 
ent oleomargarine law, which was referred to the Committe: 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the Pine Valley Butter Co., 
of Neillsville, Wis., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called cold-storage bill, which was referred to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I present the memorial of Mr. Wharton 
Barker, of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the enactment of certain 
financial legislation. I move that the memorial be printed : 


a document and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to, 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


3ills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanil 


| consent, the second time, and referred as follows 
migration, which were referred to the Committee on Immigra- | 


Husbandry, of Flemington, and Rancocas Grange, Patrons of | 


Husbandry, of Mount Holly, in the State of New Jersey, remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called cold-storage bill, 
which were referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 


He also presented a petition of William J. Sewell Camp, | 


United Spanish War Veterans, of Elizabeth, N. J., praying that 


Pensions be granted to the widows and children of the veterans | 
of the Spanish War, which was referred to the Committee on 


Pensions, 


He also presented a memorial of Burlington County Pomona | 


Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Columbus, N. J., remonstrat- 
ing against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade 
agreement between the United States and Canada, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WARREN presented resolutions adopted at a joint meet- 
ing of the International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, Inter- 


national Brotherhood of Pulp Sulphite and Paper Mill Work- | 


ers, and of the International Brotherhood of Stationary Fire- 
men, held at Ticonderoga, N. Y.; also resolutions adopted at a 


By Mr. JONES: 


A bill (S. 1697) granting 2 acres of land to s 
No. 44, Chelan County, Wash.; to the Committee 


Lands. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 1698) to correct the mil 
Miller; and 

A bill (S. 1699) to correct the military record of J C. 


itary 


recor 


Barrett; to tlie Committee on Military Affair 

A bill (S. 1700) granting an increase of pensi Vs 
Schaddle; 

A bill (S. 1701) granting an increase of pe n Hi 
Yost ; 

A bill (S. 1702) granting an increase of pension to W n 
Bessinger; and 

A bill (S. 1703) granting a pension to Amelia Har 
the Committee on Pensions. 

ty Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 1704) for the relief of Perey Harrison Mo and 

A bill (S. 1705) to authorize the « f I pal 
asphalt plant in the District of Columbia (with accompanying 


papers); to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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By Mr. BROWN: sy Mr. MARTIN of Virginia: 

A bill (S. 1706) granting an increase of pension to Byron A bill (8.1730) to increase the compensation of pressmey j» 

tathrick (with accompanying papers) ; the Government Printing Office; to the Committee on Printi. 

A bill (S. 1707) granting an increase of pension to Jerome A bill (S. 1731) for the relief of the Methodist Prot. 
Schamp (with accompanying papers) ; Church; 

A bill (S. 1708) granting a pension to Sarah C. Mansfield; and A bill (8. 1732) for the relief of the estate of Elly p 

A bill (S. 1709) granting an increase of pension to A. B. | Williams; Pict 
Mitchell; to the Committee on Pensions. A bill (S. 1733) for the relief of C. A. Sprinkel; 

By Mr. DU PONT: A bill (S. 1734) for the relief of the estate of Thomas J , 

A bill (8. 1710) to organize a Service Corps in the United | deceased; 
States Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. A bill (8. 1735) for the relief of Emma C. Franner, G, 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: W. Seaton, Hiram K. Seaton, Howard Seaton, Mary s 

A bill (8. 1711) to authorize the acquisition of lands by the | Blanche Seaton, George W. Taylor, Edward Taylor, and Cath, 
Reclamation Service by exchange, and for other purposes. arine Pomeroy ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the A bill (8S. 1736) for the relief of the estate of Peter Ss}, 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. deceased ; 

Mr. HEYBURN. If I am not misinformed, it is to provide A bill (S. 1737) for the relief of the heirs of John Weseo: 
for the surrender of title to lands by the United States in A bill (S. 1738) for the relief of the estate of Maurice T 
exchange, and I think it ought to go to the Committee on Public | Smith; ; 
Lands, A bill (S. 1789) for the relief of the estate of William Benton 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. For the information of the Senator | deceased; ’ 
from Idaho I should like to state that the bill is an exact copy A bill (S. 1740) for the relief of the heirs of John D. Raw. 
of a bill which was before the Irrigation Committee in the | lings, deceased: 
last Congress and was reported on favorably and passed by the A bill (S. 1741) for the relief of the estate of Richard Wiso- 
Senate. It went to the House in the last days of the session. | man, deceased: 

Its object is to enable the Reclamation Service to exchange A bill (S. 1742) for the relief of James W. Nickens; 
private holdings of proposed reclamation projects for lands A bill (S. 1743) for the relief of Mason Shipman; 
outside of the reservation. A bill (S. 1744) for the relief of the heirs of Amanda \. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It does not include State lands? James, deceased: 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. No, sir; not at all. A bill (S. 1745) for the relief of the estate of John Iyy 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then I have no objection to the reference | deceased; y, 


proposed, : A bill (S. 1746) for the relief of the estate of Mary G. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The reference will be as before Temple, deceased ; . 
indicated. A bill (S. 1747) for the relief of the estate of William J. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: Conner, deceased ; 
A bill (S. 1712) to provide for the purchase of a site and A bill (S. 1748) for the relief of the estate of Murray Mason, 
for the erection of a public building thereon at Oregon City, | deceased; 
Oreg.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. A bill (S. 1749) for the relief of the estate of John Anderson 
By Mr. BURTON: deceased; and 
A bill (S. 1713) to admit to the mails as second-class matter A bill (S. 1750) for the relief of Mary Eliza Woodhouse: to 
periodical publications issued by and under the auspices of | the Committee on Claims. 
benevolent and fraternal societies and trades-unions; to the A bill (S. 1751) for the relief of John F. Wingfield; to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 
By Mr. STEPHENSON: 3y Mr. SMOOT: ; 
A bill (S. 1714) granting an increase of pension to Reuben F. A bill (S. 1752) to provide for the erection of a public building 
King (with accompanying papers) ; at Eureka, Utah; and ; 
A bill (S. 1715) granting a pension to Elizabeth Weissmiller A bill (8S. 1753) to provide for the erection of a publie bu Iding 
(with accompanying papers) ; at Vernal, Utah; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
A bill (S. 1716) granting an increase of pension to Nancy J. | Grounds. 
Tolfree (with accompanying papers) ; and By Mr. BRADLEY: As 
A bill (S. 1717) granting a pension to Anna Rosche; to the A bill (S. 1754) to correct the military record of William F. 
Committee on Pensions. McKim ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. a 
By Mr. SUTHERLAND: _A bill (8. 1755) for the relief of the heirs or estates of Wil- 
A bill (S. 1718) for the relief of Clara D. Miller; liam McClure and Margaret McClure, deceased (with accom- 
A bill (S. 1719) for the relief of Lucy L. Bane; and panying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. ie 
A bill (8. 1720) for the relief of Scott P. Stewart and | _ 4 bill (S. 1756) granting an increase of pension to Richan 
Andrew J. Stewart, jr.; to the Committee on Claims. ss a Saneeeee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: re 8 1757) Se ‘ e : i 
A bill (S. 1721) granting a pension to Phillippina Healy | ,. (8. 1757) gran ng an mcrense of pension to Cha! 
(with accompanying paper) ; W re ir ee paper) ; ; ia 
A bill (S. 1722) granting an increase of pension to Thomas eee 58) granting an increase of pension to Fieldon 8. 

. Je y accompanying paper) ; and ea E ‘ " . 
. A ul (6 3998) premeing on eiddans of pension to Alma J. A bill (8. 1759) granting an increase of pension to Edgar W. 


: ; an, | Laauck ; 
gg (with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pen A bill (8S. 1760) granting an increase of pension to J. S. Hall; 


a i o James 
By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (S. 1761) granting an increase of pension to Ja! 


oC ll; 
A bill (8. 1724) to amend section 14 of “An act to promote | Cons 


the administration of justice in the Navy,” approved February A bill (S 
16, 1909, and to provide for the destruction of records of deck | qojjins: 
courts in United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval | ~ 4 pili (8 
Affairs. Black ; 
By Mr. WORKS: A bill (S. 1765) granting an increase of pension to James 
A bill (8. 1725) granting an increase of pension to William | Barr; and 
E. Ross (with accompanying papers) ; A bill (S. 1766) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A bill (S. 1726) granting an increase of pension to William | W. Camp; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Patterson (with accompanying papers) ; and A bill (S. 1767) for the relief of Oakley Randall; and 
A bill (S. 1727) granting an increase of pension to John H.| A bill (S. 1768) for the relief of the heirs of Abraham P:r- 
Fairbanks (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on | Sons, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. : 
Pensions, A bill (S. 1769) to amend the military record of Asa 5 
By Mr. KENYON: Hugill; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
A bill (8S. 1728) granting an increase of pension to Martin By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: : 
Ouderkirk; and A bill (8. 1770) for the relief of certain purchasers of !0's 
A bill (8. 1729) granting a pension to Sarah A. Crawford; | in the Fort Crawford military tract at Prairie du Chien, State of 
to the Committee on Pensions. Wisconsin; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


*) 
~ 
‘ 


. 1762) to pension Army teamsters; 
. 1763) granting an increase of pension to Ellwood A. 


. 1764) granting an increase of pension to Samuel . 








1911. 


— 


A bill (S. 1771) providing for the valuation of the segre- 
seated coal and asphalt lands and the surplus lands in the Choc- 
rw and Chickasaw Nations and of the surplus lands in the 
reek Nation, in the State of Oklahoma, and for the sale of the 
surface and the disposition of the mineral rights therein; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CHILTON: 

A bill (S. 1772) to amend section 839 of the Revised Statutes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROOT: 

A bill (S. 1773) to create a Commission on National Historical 
Publications; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 1774) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
erect a suitable monument over the remains of Rear Admiral 
Charles Wilkes, United States Navy, in the national cemetery 
at Arlington, Va.; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: 

A bill (S. 1775) granting an increase of pension to Soll P. 
Merrill (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1776) granting a pension to Ella M. Mosher (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 1777) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Whitehead (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8S. 1778) granting a pension to Adeline Conway (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8S. 1779) granting a pension to James Lewis (with 
accompanying paper) ; 


g: 
t 
Cc 


A bill (S. 1780) granting an increase of pension to W. K. | 


fest (with accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (8S. 1781) granting a pension to Lucinda P. Fayette | 


(with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 1782) granting a pension to 
A bill (S. 1783) granting a pension to 
Committee on Pensions. 


DRAINAGE SURVEY OF LANDS IN 
Mr. CLAPP. I offer a resolution for 
to the Committee on Printing. 


The resolution (S. Res. 26) was read and referred to the 
Committee on Printing, as follows: 


Resolved, That 500 copies of House Document No. 27, Sixty-first Con- 
gress, first session, entitled “ Drainage Survey of Certain Lands in 
Minnesota,” be printed for the use of the Senate document room. 


EMPLOYMENT OF ASSISTANT CLERK. 


Maria C. Haney; and 
Jane Simpson; to the 


MINNESOTA, 


Mr. ROOT. 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

The resolution (S. Res. 27) was read and referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate, as follows: 
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Clarke of Arkansas, Rayner, Owen, Johnston of Alabama, and 





Myers. 

On Claims.—Messrs. Crawford (chairman), Smoot, Bristow, 
Oliver, Bradley, Page, Jones, McLean, Townsend, Martin of 
Virginia, Overman, Davis, Paynter, Bryan, and Martine of 
| New Jersey. 

On Coast and Insular Survey.—Messrs. Townsend (chair- 
man), Richardson, Frye, Cullom, Works, Culberson, Davis, 
Bankhead, and Terrell. 

On Coast Defenses.—Messrs. Curtis (chairman), Nixon, du 
Pont, Crane, Root, Works, Simmons, Foster, Smith of Mary- 





reading and reference | 


Resolved, That the Committee on Industrial Expositions be, and it is | 


hereby, authorized to employ an assistant clerk at a salary of $1,800 
per annum, 


COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
= following resolution (S. Res. 25) coming over from a former 
aay. 

_ The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
GALLINGER, as follows: 

Resolwed, That the following shall constitute the standing 
committees of the Senate of the Sixty-second Congress, effective 
May 1, 1911: 

On Additional Accommodations for the Library of Congress.— 
Presson Bailey (chairman), Stone, Cullom, Nelson, and Poin- 
dexter, 

On Agriculture and Forestry.—Messrs. Burnham (chairman), 

Warren, Perkins, Guggenheim, Page, Crawford, Bradley, Lori- 
mer, Gronna, Bankhead, Gore, Chamberlain, Smith of South 
Carolina, Perey, Terrell, and Lea. 
_On Appropriations.—Messrs. Warren (chairman), Perkins, 
Gallinger, Curtis, Gamble, Smoot, Nixon, Dixon, Bourne, Wet- 
more, Tillman, Foster, Culberson, Martin of Virginia, Overman, 
Owen, and Smith of Maryland. 

To Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate.—Messrs, Briggs (chairman), Dillingham, Bristow, Clarke 
of Arkansas, and Williams. 

On Canadian Relations.—Messrs. Oliver (chairman), Cum- 
mins, Burton, Root, McLean, Tillman, Foster, Gore, and Smith 
of Maryland. 

On the Census.—Messrs. La Follette (chairman), Guggen- 
heim, Cummins, du Pont, McLean, Townsend, Lippitt, Bailey, 
Shively, Thornton, Chilton, and Pomerene. 

On Civil Service and Retrenchment.—Messrs. Cummins (chair- 
man), La Follette, Lodge, Smoot, Borah, Dixon, Gallinger, 


land, Terrell, and Martine of New Jersey. 

On Commerce.—Messrs. Frye (chairman), 
Smith: of Michigan, Bourne, Burton, 
Crawford, Oliver, Martin of Virginia, 
Bankhead, Fletcher, Percy, and Reed. 

On Conservation of National 
(chairman), Clark of Wyoming, 
heim, Jones, Richardson, Gronna, Townsend, Newlands, Over- 
man, Bankhead, Smith of South Carolina, Watson, and Lea. 

On Corporations Organized in the District of Columbia.— 
Messrs. Newlands (chairman), Shively, Brown, La Follette, 
and Lippitt. 

On Cuban Relations.—Messrs. Page (chairman), Burnham, 
Clapp, Curtis, Crane, Kenyon, Simmons, Stone, Watson, and 
O'Gorman. 

On Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Depart- 
ments.—Messrs. Clarke of Arkansas (chairman), Kern, and 
Burnham. 

On the District of Columbia.—Messrs. Gallinger (chairman), 
Dillingham, Curtis, Jones, Oliver, Lorimer, Works, Kenyon, 
Martin of Virginia, Paynter, Johnston of Alabama, Smith of 
Maryland, Pomerene, and Lea. 

On Education and Labor.—Messrs. Borah (chairman), Pen- 
rose, du Pont, Page, McLean, Kenyon, Rayner, Bankhead, 
Shively, Swanson, and Martine of New Jersey. 

On Engrossed Bills.—Messrs. Simmons (chairman), 
and Burton. 

On Enrolled Bills.-—Messrs. Stephenson (chairman), Gronna, 
and Foster. 

To Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service.— 
Messrs. Paynter (chairman), Culberson, Simmons, Richardson, 
Crawford, Perkins, and Townsend. 

On Expenditures in the Department of 


Nelson, 
Burnham, 
Simmons, 


Perkins, 
Stephenson, 
Newlands, 


Resources.—Messrs. Dixon 


Dillingham, Briggs, Guggen- 


Lodge, 


{ griculture.—Messrs. 


| Lippitt (chairman), Stephenson, Gronna, Simmons, and Gore. 
I submit a resolution and ask that it be read and 


On Expenditures in the Interior Department.—Messrs. Poin- 
dexter (chairman), McCumber, Frye, Davis, and Chamberlain. 

On Expenditures in the Department of Justice—Messrs. 
Bradley (chairman), Burnham, Borah, Bailey, and Rayner. 

On Expenditures in the Navy Department.—Messrs. Gronna 


(chairman), Dillingham, Bradley, Martin of Virginia, and 
Tillman. 
On Erpenditures in the Post Office Department.—Messrs. 


Bristow (chairman), Smith of Michigan, Penrose, 
Chilton. 

On Expenditures in the Department of State.—Messrs. 
yon (chairman), Warren, La Follette, Stone, and Percy. 

On Expenditures in the Treasury Department.—Messrs. Bur- 
ton (chairman), Briggs, Works, Smith of Maryland, and Lea. 

On Expenditures in the War Department.—Messrs.. Works 
(chairman), du Pont, Cullom, Foster, and Johnson of Maine. 

On Finance.—Messrs. Penrose (chairman), Cullom, Lodge, 
McCumber, Smoot, Gallinger, Clark of Wyoming, Heyburn, La 
Follette, Bailey, Simmons, Stone, Williams, Kern, and Jolhn- 
son of Maine. 

On Fisheries.—Messrs. Jones (chairman), Bourne, Perkins, 
Briggs, Curtis, Bailey, Overman, Fletcher, and Thornton. 

On the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians.—Messrs. Till 
(chairman), Fletcher, Clapp, Nixon, and Smith of Michigan. 

On Foreign Relations.—Messrs. Cullom (chairman), Frye, 
Lodge, Smith of Michigan, Root, McCumber, Sutherland, Borah, 
Burton, Bacon, Stone, Shively, Clarke of Arkansas, Rayner, and 
Hitchcock. 

On Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 
McLean (chairman), Perkins, Burnham, Lodge, 
Tillman, Overman, Taylor, and Hitchcock. 

On the Geological Survey.—Messrs. Taylor (chairman), R 


say 
ner, Smith of South Carolina, Briggs, Wetmore, Page, and 


sacon, and 


Ken- 


man 


1 
I 
rar 


Messrs 
Poindexter, 


Kenyon. 
On Immigration.—Messrs. Lodge (chairman), Dillingham, 
Penrose, Brown, Richardson, Burton, Gronna, Davis, Gore, 


Smith of South Carolina, Percy, Kern, and O’Gorman. 

On Indian Affairs.—Messrs. Gamble (chairman), Clapp, Me- 
Cumber, Sutherland, La Follette, Curtis, Brown, Dixon, Page, 
Stone, Davis, Owen, Chamberlain, Watson, and Myers. 
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On Indian Depredations.—Messrs. Rayner (chairman), Davis, 
Johnston of Alabama, Owen, Percy, Curtis, Dixon, Stephenson, 
Crawford, Brandegee, and Lippitt. 

On Industrial Haepositions.—Messrs. Root (chairman), Jones, 
Crane, Stephenson, Oliver, Gronna, Works, Rayner, Overman, 
Taylor, Paynter, Swanson, and Newlands. 

On Interoceanic Canals.—Messrs. Brandegee (chairman), 
Borah, Crawford, Bristow, Perkins, Page, Jones, Townsend, 
Simmons, Johnston of Alabama, Percy, Thornton, Chilton, and 
O’Gorman. 

On Interstate Commerce.—Messrs. Clapp (chairman), Cullom, 
Crane, Nixon, Cummins, Brandegee, Oliver, Lippitt, Townsend, 
Tillman, Foster, Newlands, Clarke of Arkansas, Gore, Watson, 
and Pomerene. 

To Investigate Trespassers upon Indian Lands.—Messrs. Smith 
of Maryland (chairman), Bryan, Bradley, Richardson, and 
Poindexter. 

On Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands.—Messrs. Nixon 
(chairman), Warren, Sutherland, Borah, Jones, Brandegee, 
Works, Bailey, Newlands, Gore, Smith of Maryland, Chamber- 
lain, and Myers. 

Joint Committee on the Revision of the Laws of the United 
States.—Messrs. Heyburn (chairman), Sutherland, Clarke of 
Arkansgs, and Percy. 

On the Judiciary.—Messrs. Clark of Wyoming (chairman), 
Nelson, Dillingham, Sutherland, Brandegee, Borah, Brown, Cum- 
mins, Root, Bacon, Culberson, Overman, Rayner, Paynter, Chil- 
ton, and O’Gorman. 

On the Library.—Messrs. Wetmore (chairman), Briggs, Cum- 
mins, Root, Burton, Newlands, Shively, and Swanson. 

On Manufactures.—Messrs. Heyburn (chairman), Oliver, Lori- 
mer, La Follette, Cummins, McLean, Smith of South Carolina, 
Terrell, Reed, Pomerene, and O’Gorman. 

On Military Affairs.—Messrs. du Pont (chairman), Warren, 
Dixon, Briggs, Brown, Guggenheim, Bristow, Jones, Lorimer, 
Foster, Johnston of Alabama, Clarke of Arkansas, Taylor, 
Chamberlain, Hitchcock, and Williams. 

On Mines and Mining.—Messrs. Lorimer (chairman), Hey- 
burn, Nixon, Sutherland, Guggenheim, Poindexter, Tillman, 
Johnston of Alabama, Watson, and Myers. 

On the Mississippi River and its Tributaries.—Messrs. Davis 
(chairman), Owen, Thornton, Brown, Burton, Stephenson, and 
Wetmore. 

On Naval Affairs.—Messrs. Perkins (chairman), Penrose, 
Wetmore, Clapp, Lodge, Smith of Michigan, Page, Poindexter, 
Tillman, Smith of Maryland, Thornton, Swanson, Bryan, and 
Johnson of Maine. 

On Pacifie Islands and Porto Rico.—Messrs. Richardson 
(chairman), Clapp, Lorimer, Nelson, Burnham, Brandegee, 
Poindexter, Clarke of Arkansas, Owen, Fletcher, Watson, and 
Kern. 

On Pacific Railroads.—Messrs. Owen (chairman), Chamber- 
lain, Shively, Reed, Frye, Smith of Michigan, Stephenson, Mc- 
Cumber, and Brown. 

On Patents.—Messrs. Brown (chairman), Brandegee, Kenyon, 
Works, Shively, Smith of South Carolina, and Gore. 

On Pensions.—Messrs. McOumber (chairman), Burnham, 
Smoot, Curtis, du Pont, Brown, Bradley, Poindexter, Taylor, 
Gore, Shively, Bryan, Johnson of Maine, and Pomerene. 

On the Philippines.—Messrs. Guggenheim (chairman), Lodge, 
Mxqn, Heyburn, Bristow, Crawford, McLean, Lippitt, Johnston 
of Alabama, Paynter, Chamberlain, Fletcher, Hitchcock, and 
Reed. 

On Pest Offices and Post Roads.—Messrs. Bourne (chairman), 
Perrose, Crane, Guggenheim, Briggs, Richardson, Bradley, Bris- 
tow, Lorimer, Bankhead, Taylor, Terrell, Smith of South Caro- 
lina, Swanson, Bryan, and Martine of New Jersey. 

On Printing.—Messrs. Smoot (chairman), Gallinger, Richard- 
son, Page, Kenyon, Smith of Maryland, Fletcher, and Chilton. 

On Private Land Claims.—Messrs. Bacon (chairman), Davis, 
Thornton, Smith of Michigan, Oliver, Lorimer, and Gronna. 

On Privileges and Blections.—Messrs. Dillingham (chairman), 
Gamble, Heyburn, Clapp, Sutherland, Bradley, Jones, Oliver, 
Kenyon, Bailey, Paynter, Johnston of Alabama, Fletcher, Kern, 
and Lea. 

On Public Buildings and Grounds.—Messrs. Sutherland (chair- 
man), Warren, Heyburn, Wetmore, Gamble, du Pont, Stephen- 
son, Bourne, Poindexter, Culberson, Taylor, Swanson, Owen, 
Watson, Martine of New Jersey, and Reed. 

On Public Health and National Quarantine.—Messrs. Culber- 
son (chairman), Fietcher, Thornton, Owen, Williams, Smoot, 
Crawford, Orane, Gronna, Lippitt, and Works. 

On Pubdlic Lends.—Messrs. Nelson (chairman), Clark of 
Wyoming, Gamble, Smoot, Heyburn, Dixon, Jones, G . 
— Newlands, Davis, Chamberlain, , Bryan, and 

yers, 
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On Railroads.—Messrs. Gore (chairman), Bacon, 
Watson, Reed, Clark of Wyoming, Nelson, Bourne, 
Penrose, and McCumber. 

On Revolutionary Claims.—Messrs. Stone (chairman), 
ton, Bradley, Root, and Borah. 

On Rules.—Messrs. Crane (chairman), Warren, 
Nelson, Cummins, Bacon, Bailey, and Overman. 

On Standards, Weights, and Measures.—Messrs Bank! 
(chairman), Bacon, Borah, Clapp, and Gamble. 

On Territories.—Messrs. Smith of Michigan (chairman), \ 
son, Burnham, Brown, Bristow, McLean, Lippitt, Owen, ©! 
berlain, Shively, Johnson of Maine, and Hitchcock. 

On Transporiation Routes to the Seaboard.—Messrs. S 
of South Carolina (chairman), Rayner, Gore, Bankhead, ‘ 
of Wyoming, McCumber, Brandegee, Bourne, and Burton. 

On Transportation and Sale of Meat Products.—Messrs. | 
ter (chairman), Watson, Clark of Wyoming, Nixon, and 7 
send. 

On the University of the United States.—Messrs. Johnst: 
Alabama (chairman), Foster, Overman, Terrell, Wil! 
Frye, Dillingham, Curtis, Wetmore, Dixon, and Cummins. 

On Woman Suffrage.—Messrs. Overman (chairman), J 
ston of Alabama, Wetmore, du Pont, and Bourne. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing t: 
resolution. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, speaking for 13 R 
lican Members of the Senate, I submit on their beha! 
following statement : 

For several years marked differences have been devel: 
within the Republican Party in many States. These ( 
ences have been along clearly defined lines of legislative : 
designed to meet the demands resulting from changed eco 
conditions affecting the industrial life of the Nation. 

The statutes so enacted have become generally known 2 
gressive statutes, and that element of the Republican 
which has secured the enactment of such legislation | 
come generally known as the progressive element of the I: 
lican . Party. 

In the logic of events it was inevitable that the rapidly « 
ing progressive sentiment of the progressive States should 
expression in the Senate of the United States, and for s 
years the proceedings of the Senate have from day to d: 
corded marked and well-defined differences in the Repu! 
membership of this body. 

Out of the total Republican vote of the Senate more | 
one-fourth is to-day emphatically progressive Republican. ‘ 
is a settled and established fact in political history. The « 
try knows it. The Senate can not ignore it. 

The differences which create division in the Repu! 
Party are not upon matters of party policy, but relate t 
most important subjects of legislation and the gravest pr: 
which confront the American people. These differences 
sent not merely conflicting personal opinions of individual * 
tors. They represent fundamental differences in convicti: 
volving the welfare of 90,000,000 people. If the progr: 
Republican Senators should fail to represent the progr: 
public opinion of their States, they would be swept asid 
their places filled with men who would faithfully represen! 
public opinion. If they failed to protest against the de 
representation upon the most important committees 
Senate, they would be remiss in their public duties. 

Their protest is not made to advance the personal am! 
of any Senator. It is made because we who make it can 
permit to pass unchallenged a resolution denying to millio: 
people their right to be fairly represented upon the commi 
which frame the most important legislation passed )b) 
United States Senate. 

Under the organization of the Senate the committees hi) 
potential influence in shaping legislation. All bills first « 

a committee before being considered. The committee has | 

to amend any bill in any way, or substitute another bill f 

or refuse to report the bill back to the Senate for considerat 
In that event it dies, never having reached the calendar of 
Senate. me 

Having this great power and influence over legislation, i' 
of the highest importance that the committees‘’should re 
sent in their membership as nearly as possible the contro!!!) 
economic and political opinion of the people of the severa! 
States. In the framing of the Committees on Finance (nc 
Interstate Commerce this policy has not been followed. [cs 
islation most vital to the welfare of-the American peop'¢ 
as a whole comes before the Committee on Interstate Com: 
merce. The committee practically controls legislation affecting 

tion, trusts and combinations, overcapitalization, and 
almost every phase of the great industrial controversies that 
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are agitating the country. 
that committee, as proposed in the resolution, would place the 
control of legislation in the hands of those opposed to a 
throughgoing regulation of railway rates and services. 

First we call attention to the geographical location of mem- 
The four new members are Mr. BRANDEGER, of Connecti- 
eut: Mr. Ovtver, of Pennsylvania; Mr. TowNsenp, of Michigan; 
nd Mr. Lippitt, of Rhode Island. 
eonsists of Mr. Ciapp, of Minnesota; Mr. Cuttom, of Illinois; 
Mr. Crane, of Massachusetts; Mr. Nixon, of Nevada; and Mr. 
Cummins, of Iowa. It will be observed that of the nine Repub- 
lican members, three, or one-third, are located in Massachu- 
Rhode Island, and Connecticut, States of comparatively 
insignificant railway mileage, while the other six members are 
tered over the vast territory west of the Hudson River, 
where the problems that grow out of interstate commerce are 
of such vital consequence to the people. A glance at the map 
will show the absurdity of this geographical distribution. The 
division existing in the membership of the committee is well 
known, and from our standpoint the four new members added 


bers. 


a 


setts, 






sci 


can not be reckoned as advocates of strong and effectual regula- | 


tion of transportation companies, trusts, combinations, and 
monopolies. We hereby most earnestly protest against this 


action on the part of the majority of the committee on com- 
mittees. 

We also protest against the proposed organization of the 
Committee on Finance. 
than 25 per cent of the Republican membership of the Senate. 
This inereased progressive membership is the result of 
direct expression of the will of the people of the various 
States. Senators representing these States have a right to the one- 
fourth of the Republican membership of this important commit- 
tee, That representation has been denied them by a majority 
of the committee. We believe this is a violation of the very 
fundamental principles of representative government and is in- 
defensible from every standpoint of justice and equity. The 
progressive Republicans have the right to ask that they shall 
be given two of the nine Republican members of the Committee 
on Finance. To do less is to deliberately place in the hands 
of the ultrahigh-tariff Republicans the absolute control of reve- 
nue legislation during the Congress. 

Mr. President, we have no desire to delay the organization 
of the committees of the Senate, and content ourselves with 
presenting the foregoing protest, which represents the views of 
the 13 progressive Republican Members of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am gratified to know 
that the Senator from Wisconsin, representing his associates, 
has no desire to postpone the organization of the Senate, and I 
join with him in the hope that it will be speedily organized, so 
that the public business may be proceeded with. 

I had thought, Mr. President, of saying something in defense 
of the committee on committees, but I am quite content to 
have the statement made by the Senator from Wisconsin go to 


The present membership | 


the | 


We believe that the membership of | Mr. Barrey 





The progressive Republicans have more | 


the country, accompanied by the list of committees as agreed | 


upon by a majority of the committee on committees. If we 
had gone into mathematics, Mr. President, the so-called pro- 
gressives, in proportion to their number, would have been en- 
titled to 100 places on the committees, and if they will examine 
the list they will find that they .have been given 114 places. 
There was a difference as to the membership on two or three 
committees, and it was solved in a way that a majority of the 
committee on committees believe to be equitable and just, and 
we stand by it as it is reported. I wish that the report may 
now be agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent to have inserted 


— 


after the list of committees as passed upon to-day a list of | 


assignments to the individual Senators, showing precisely the | 


committees to which each Senator has been assigned. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 


The list referred to is as follows: 
COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS OF SENATORS, SIXTY-SECOND CONGRESS. 


Mr. Bacon....__ Se Private Land Claims, chairman. 

Expenditures in the Post Office 
Department. 

Foreign Relations. 

Judiciary. 

Railroads. 

Rules. 

Standards, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. 


Mr. Boran 


Mr. BourNE 


Ses ANNI se on. itis 


Mr. 


Mr. Briccs 


Mr. BrisTow..... 


SRANDEGEE___W 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATRE. 


Nisdistaedestiabiiicaiedeissdialieiadaa tae Additional 


| Mr. BANKHEAD_............. 





- -_ 
i15 
Accommodations for 


the Library of Congress, chair- 

man. 
Census. 
Expenditures 

of Justice 
Finance. 
Fisheries. 


in the Department 


Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands. 

Privileges and Elections. 

Rules. 

Standards, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, chairman. 

Agriculture and Forestry. 

Coast and Insular Survey. 

Commerce. 

Conservation of National Re- 


sources, 
Education and Labor. 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 
Transportation Routes to the Sea- 
board. 
Education and Labor, chairman. 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 
Expenditures in the Department 
of Justice. 
Foreign Relations. 
Interoceanic Canals. 


Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands. 

Judiciary. 

Revolutionary Claims. 

Standards, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. 

Post Offices and Post Roads, chair- 


man. 

Appropriations. 

Commerce. 

Fisheries. 

Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Railroads. 

Transportation Routes to the Sea- 
board. 

Woman Suffrage. 

Expenditures in the Department 
of Justice, chairman. 

Agriculture and Forestry. 

Claims. 

Expenditures in the Navy Depart- 
ment. 

Investigate Trespassers upon 
dian Lands. 

Pensions. 

Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Privileges and Fle 

Revolutionary Claims. 

Interoceanic Canals, chairman, 

Indian Depredations. 

Interstate Commerce. 

Irrigation and Reclamation 
Arid Lands. 

Judiciary. 

Pacifie Islands and Porto Rico. 

Patents. 

Transportation Routes to the Sea- 
board. 

Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, chair- 
man. 

Conservation 
sources. 

Expenditures in the Treasury De- 
partment. 

Fisheries. 

Geological Survey. 

Library. 

Military Affairs. 

Post Offices and Post Roads. 
Expenditures in the Post 
Department, chairman. 
Audit and Control the Contingent 

Expenses of the Senate. 

Claims. 

Interoceanic Canals, 


In- 


Tions, 


of 


of National 


Re- 


Office 





Mr. Brown 


Mr. Bryan 


Mr. BurRNBuAM 
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Military Affairs. 
Philippines. 

Post Offices and Post Roads. 
Railroads. 

Territories. 


Patents, chairman. 


Corporations Organized in the 
District of Columbia. 

Immigration. 

Indian Affairs. 

Judiciary. 

Military Affairs. 

Mississippi River and its Tribu- 
taries. 

Pacific Railroads. 

Pensions. 

Territories. 

Claims. 


Mr. Crarke of Arkansas 


| Mr. CRANE 


Investigate Trespassers upon In- | 


dian Lands. 

Naval Affairs. 

Pensions. 

Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Public Lands. 

Agriculture and Forestry, chair- 
man. 

Commerce. 

Cuban Relations. 


| Mr. CRawFrorp..____-_____ 


Disposition of Useless Papers in | 


the Executive Departments. 


Mr. CULBERSON 


Expenditures in the Department | 


of Justice. 
Forest Reservations and the Pro- 
tection of Game. 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 
Pensions. 
Territories. 


Me. Dutten nthe -Expenditures in the Treasury De- 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN 


fz. Gamer... 


partment, chairman. 

Canadian Relations, 

Commerce. 

Engrossed Bills. 

Foreign Relations. 

Immigration. 

Library. 

Mississippi River and its Tribu- 
taries. 

Transportation Routes to the Sea- 
board. 

Agriculture and Forestry. 

Expenditures in the Interior De- 
partment. 

Indian Affairs. 

Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands. 

Military Affairs. 

Pacific Railroads. 

Philippines. 

Public Lands. 

Territories. 


ileal Census. 


Expenditures in the Post Office 
Department. 

Interoceanic Canals. 

Judiciary. 

Printing. 

Revolutionary Claims. 

Interstate Commerce, chairman. 

Cuban Relations. 

Five Civilized Tribes of Indians. 

Indian Affairs. 

Naval Affairs. 

Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

Privileges and Blections. 


| 
) 


Mr. CUMMINS 


Mr. CULLoM 


dais 


Standards, Weights, and Meas- | 


ures. 


Mr. Crark of Wyoming____._Judiciary, chairman. 


Conservation of National Re- 
sources. 

Finanee. 

Public Lands. 

Railroads. 

Transportation Routes to the Sea- 
board. 

Transportation and Sale of Meat 
Products. 


| Mr. DILLINGHAM 


APRIL 


Disposition of Useless Papers | 
ecutive Departments, chai 

Audit and Control the Conti 
Expenses of the Senate. 

Civil Service and Retrenchn 

Foreign Relations. 

Interstate Commerce. 

Joint Committee on Revisi: 
the Laws of the United s 

Military Affairs. 

Pacific Islands and Porto R 

Rules, chairman. 

Coast Defenses. 

Cuban Relations. 

Industrial Expositions. 

Interstate Commerce. 

Post Offices and Post Road 

Public Health and Nationa! « 
antine. 


_._-Claims, chairman. 


Agricuiture and Forestry. 

Commeree. 

Examine the Several Branc! 
the Civil Service. 

Indian Depredations. 

Interoceanie Canals. 

Philippines. 

Public Health and National! 
antine. 

Publie Health and National] | 
antine, chairman. 

Appropriations, 

Coast and Insular Survey. 

Examine the Several Bran: 
the Civil Service. 

Judiciary. 

Public Buildings and Gro 

Foreign Relations, chairma: 

Additional Accommodatio: 
the Library of Congress. 

Coast and Insular Survey. 

Expenditures in the War I) 
ment. 

Finance. 

Interstate Commerce. 

Civil Service and Retrenc! 
chairman. 

Canadian Relations. 

Census. 

Interstate Commerce. 

Judiciary. 

Library. 

Manufactures. 

Rules. 

University of the United S 

Coast Defenses, chairman. 

Appropriations. 

Cuban Relations. 


. Distriet of Columbia. 


Fisheries. 

Indian Affairs. 

Indian Depredations. 
Pensions. 

University of the United St 


_-Mississippi River and its " 


taries, chairman. 
Claims. 
Coast and Insular Survey. 
Expenditures in the Interi 
partment. 
Immigration. 
Indian Affairs. 
Indian Depredations. 
Private Land Claims. 
Public Lands. 

Privileges and Ele¢tions, chai 
Audit and Control the Conti! 
Expenses of the Senate. 
Conservation of National 

sources. 
District of Columbia. 
Expenditures in the Navy 
partment. 
Immigration. 
Judiciary. 


University of the United States. 
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Public Buildings and Grounds. Mr. KENYON---..------.---— Expenditures in the Departn 
ta ; State, chairman 
Public Lands. Cuban Relatio1 
Standards, Weights, and Meas- Di: aed ae Conteemnbe 
ures. a en 
. os : : Education and Labor. 
ee Railroads, chairman. Geological Survey 
Agriculture and Forestry. Patents 
Canadian Relations. Printing. 
Expenditures in the Department Privileges and Elections 
of Agriculture. ON es Disposition of Useless Papers in 
Immigration. the Executive Departme 
Interstate Commerce. Finance. 
Irrigation and Reclamation of Immigration. 
Arid Lands. Pacific Islands and Porto Riv 
Patents. } Privileges and Elections 
Pensions. 2 | Mr, D4 Forrerre............- Census, chairman 
Transportation Routes to the Sea- Civil Service and Reti 
board. | Corporations Or Zed the Dis 
Ra il in cnctngeatnins Expenditures in the Navy De- trict of Columbi 
partment, chairman. Expenditures in the Department of 
Agriculture and Forestry. State 
Conservation of National Re- Finance. 
sources. , | Indian Affairs. 
Enrolled Bills. Manufactures 
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Appropriations. , 
Privileges and Elections. 


Expenditures in the Department 
of Agriculture. 

Immigration. 

Industrial Expositions. 

Private Land Claims. 

Public Health and National Quar- 
antine. 


Mr. izX........ 








ow Dee... Conservation of National Re- | Mr, Guacennerm___________ Philippines, chairman. 
E : sources, chairman. Agriculture and Forestry. 
5 Appropriations. Census. 
B Civil Service and Retrenchment, Conservation of National Re- 
x Indian Affairs. sources. 
S Indian Depredations. Military Affairs. 
a Military Affairs. Mines and Mining. 
é Public Lands. Post Offices and Post Roads 
University of the United States, s Public Lands. 
Mr. DU POW Titecanensaesas= Military Affairs, chairman. Mr. HEYBURN--.---.----....__ Manufactures, cl 
Census. Finance. 
Coast Defenses. Joint Commiitee Revision of 
Education and Labor. the Laws of the United States, 
Expenditures in the War Depart- chairman. 
ment. Mines and Mining 
Pensions. Philippines. 
, Public Buildings and Grounds. Privileges and Electio 
; Woman Suffrage. * Buildings and Ground 
Mr. FieTOuEs.........-...—..-- Commerce, Public Lands, 
Fisheries. AB Foreign Relations. 
Five Civilized Tribes of Indians. Forest Reservations and the Pro- 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. tection of Game. 
Philippines. Military Affairs. 
Printing. Philippines. 
Privileges and Elections. Territories. 
Public Health and National Quar- | Mr. Jounson of Maine__---- Expenditures in the War Depart 
antine. ment. 
TS. Transportation and Sale of Meat Finance. 
Products, chairman. Naval Affairs. 
Appropriations. Pensions. 
Canadian Relations. Territories. 
Coast Defenses. Mr. JoHNSTON of Alabama___University of the United States, 
Enrolled Bills. chairman. 
Expenditures in the War Depart- Civil Service and Retren 
ment. District of Columbia. 
Interstate Commerce. Indian Depredations 
Military Affairs. Interoceanic Canals. 
University of the United States. Military Affairs. 
Mr. Fa YE..............---.--—— Commerce, chairman. Mines and Mining. 
Coast and Insular Survey. Philippines. 
Expenditures in the Interior De- Privileges and Elections. 
partment. Woman Suffrage. 
Foreign Relations. Fe: I  ccinieisticscruicinitiidaiciatinaldiae Fisheries, chairman. 
Pacific Railroads. Claims. 
University of the United States. Conservation of National Re 
Mr. Gat i ctitcincicccnan District of Columbia, chairman. sources. 
Appropriations. District of Columbia. 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. Industrial Expositions. 
Finance. Interoceanic Canals. 
Printing. Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Rules. Arid Lands. 
a” Indian Affairs, chairman. Military Affairs 


Privileges and Elections 
Public Lands. 


a i ea eS Agriculture and Forestry. 
Conservation of Nitional rR 
sources 


District of C , 
Expenditures in the Treasury D« 
partinent 


Privileges and Electi 
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Me CANvIee bse Expenditures in the Department of | Mr. Nrxon__---------------- 
Agriculture, chairman. 
Census. 
Corporations Organized in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 
Indian Depredations. 
Interstate Commerce. 
Philippines. 
Public Health and National Quar- 
antine. 
Territories. 
ef ee en Immigration, chairman. 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 
Engrossed Bills. 
Finance. 
Foreign Relations. 
Forest Reservations and the Pro- | Mr. OLIVER 
tection of Game. 
Naval Affairs. 
Philippines. 
I sw intice cenioncduictiadastl -Mines and Mining, chairman. 
, Agriculture and Forestry. 
District of Columbia. 
Manufactures. 
Military Affairs. 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. Mr. OVERMAN--~.~---------- 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 
Private Land Claims. 
McCuMBER Pensions, chairman. 
Expenditures in the Interior De- 
partment. 
Finance. 
Foreign Relations. 
Indian Affairs. 
Pacific Railroads. 
Railroads. 
Transportation Routes to the Sea- 
board. ee NR antic ccintleineiiela edad 
Sy IEE cicnintttrrniiiaeaeee Forest Reservations and the Pro- 
tection of Game, chairman. 
Canadian Relations. 
Census. 
Claims. 
Education and Labor. 
Manufactures. 
Philippines. 
Territories. 


. Martin of Virginia Appropriations. 
Claims. 
Commerce. 
District of Columbia. 
Expenditures in the Navy Depart- 
ment. 
. Martine of New Jersey_ Claims. 
Coast Defenses. 
Education and Labor. 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
. MYERS Civil Service and Retrenchment. aa 
Indian Affairs. . PAYNTER 
Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands. 
Mines and Mining. 
Public Lands. 
i iiec dk cosncntentninepeail Public Lands, chairman. 
Additional Accommodations for 
the Library of Congress, 
Commerce. . PENROSE 
Judiciary. 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 
Railroads. 
Rules. 
Territories. 
. NEWLANDS Corporations Organized in the 
District of Columbia, chairman. 
Commerce. 
Conservation of National Re- 
sources. 
Industrial Expositions. 
Interstate Commerce. 
Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands. 
Library. 
Public Lands. 


. O'GoRMAN 


Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands, chairman, 

Appropriations, 

Coast Defenses. 

Five Civilized Tribes of India 

Interstate Commerce. 

Mines and Mining. 

Philippines. 

Transportation and Sale of Meat 
Products. 


Cuban Relations. 

Immigration. 

Interoceanic Canals. 

Judiciary. 

Manufactures. 

Canadian Relations, chair: 

Claims. 

Commerce. 

District of Columbia. 

Industrial Expositions, 

Interstate Commerce, 

Manufactures. 

Private Land Claims. 

Privileges and Elections. 

Woman Suffrage, chairman. 

Appropriations. 

Claims. 

Conservation of National Re. 
sources. 

Fisheries. 

Forest Reservations and the Pro- 
tection of Game. 

Industrial Expositions. 

Judiciary. 

Rules. 

University of the United States, 


Pacific Railroads, chairman. 

Appropriations. 

Civil Service and Retrenchni 

Indian Affairs. 

Indian Depredations. 

Mississippi River and its Trilu- 
taries. 

Pacific Islands and Porto Rico 

Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Public Health and National Quar- 
antine. 

Territories. 


Cuban Relations, chairman. 
Agriculture and Forestry. 
Claims. 

Education and Labor. 
Geological Survey. 

Indian Affairs. 
Interoceanic Canals, 

Naval Affairs. 

Printing. 


Examine the Several Branches 
the Civil Service, chairman. 

Claims. 

District of Columbia. 

Industrial Expositions. 

Judiciary. 

Philippines. 

Privileges and Elections. 

Finance, chairman. 

Education and Labor. ' 

Expenditures in the Post Office 
Department. 

Immigration. 

Naval Affairs. 

Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Railroads. 


Agriculture and Forestry. 

Commerce. 

Expenditures in the Department 
of State. 

Immigration. 

Indian Depredations. 

Interoceanic Canals. ; 

Joint Committee on Revision of 
the Laws of the United States. 











Mr, Pastiwe....___.....--..--- Naval Affairs, chairman. 
7 Agriculture and Forestry. 
Appropriations, 
Commerce. 
Examine the Several Branches of 
the Civil Service. 
Fisheries. 
Forest Reservations and the Pro- 
tection of Game. 
Interoceanic Canals. 
te POINDaxTER............._.. Expenditures in the Interior De- | 


partment, chairman. 

Additional Accommodations 
the Library of Congress. 

Forest Reservations and the Pro- 
tection of Game. 

Investigate Trespassers upon 
dian Lands. 

Mines and Mining. 

Naval Affairs. 

Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

Pensions. 

Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mc. Pomaaene...._....__... Census. 

District of Columbia. 

Interstate Commerce. 

Manufactures. 


for 


In- 


Pensions. 
ee Indian Depredations, chairman. 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 
Edueation and Labor. 
Expenditures in the Department 
of Justice. 
Foreign Relations. 
Geological Survey. 
Industrial Expositions. 
Judiciary. 
Transportation Routes to the Sea- 
board. 
Be Teicha chemin cesta Commerce. 
Manufactures. 
Pacific Railroads. 
Philippines. 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
tailroads. 
ee Rt ciceencslichionscictnnti Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, 


chairman. 

Coast and Insular Survey. 

Conservation of National 
sources. 

Examine the Several Branches of 
the Civil Service. 

Immigration. 

Investigate Trespassers upon In- 
dian Lands, 

Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Printing. 

Industrial Expositions, chairman. 

Canadian Relations. 

Coast Defenses. 

Foreign Relations. 


Re- 


Mr. Roor 


Judiciary. 

Library. 

Revolutionary Claims, 
a: aE Census. 

Corporations Organized in the 


District of Columbia. 

Education and Labor. 

Foreign Relations. 

Library. 

Pacifie Railroads. 

Patents. 

Pensions. 

Territories. 

Mr. Sommonws........00....-Engrossed Bills, chairman. 

Coast Defenses. 

Commerce. 

Cuban Relations. 

Examine the Several Branches of 
the Civil Service. 

Expenditures in the Department 
of Agriculture. 

Finance. 

Interoceanic Canals. 


| Mr, SUTHERLAND 
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Mr. Sirs of Maryland 


Mr. Smirn of Michigan 


Mr. Smutu of South Carolina 


Mr. SMooT 


Mr, STEPHENSON ........~-- I 


a) EE a 


I ttt an cnencitnsinaienneitinandl 


Investigate Trespassers upon In- 
dian Lands, chairman. 

Appropriations. 

Canadian Relations 

Coast Defenses 

District of C 

Expenditures in t 
parti it. 

Irrigatio and 
Arid Lands, 

Naval l 

Printing. 

Territories, chair: 

Commerce 

Ex penditure in the Post Off 
Department. 
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Naval Affairs. 
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i: Weer ts a ee Agriculture and Forestry. Mr. Works (continued) -—-___- Irrigation and Reclamation 
Coast and Insular Survey. Arid Lands. 
Coast Defenses. Patents. 
Manufactures. Public Health and National © 
Post Offices and Post Roads. antine. " 
University of the United States. Public Lands. 
Mr. THORNTON oe CORRECTION OF ERRORS IN APPROPRIATION ACTS, 
isheries. 
Interoceanic Canals. The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the s 
Mississippi River and its Tribu- | Joint resolution from the House of Representatives, w) 
taries. will be read by title. 
Naval Affairs. The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 1) to correct errors in the 
Private Land Claims. enrollment of certain appropriation acts approved March 4, 
Public Health and National Quar- | 1911, was read the first time by its title. 
antine. The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state to the 
Public Lands. Senate in reference to the joint resolution that it is entit 
Mie Seeded ee Five Civilized Tribes of Indians, | 2 joint resolution “to correct errors in the enrollment of 
chairman. tain appropriation acts,” one coming from the Committee oy 
Appropriations Appropriations, another from the Post Office Committee, ani ; 
Canadian Relations. third from the Committee on Naval Affairs. The joint res 
Expenditures in the Navy Depart- | tion in fact repeals certain provisions of those acts and 
iat. 5 ee part modifies others. It seemed to the Chair, inasmuch as }) 
Forest Reservations and the Pro- | title it is proposed to correct enrollments, the joint resolution 
tection of Game. should go to the Committee on Enrolled Bills, but the Chair di, 
Interstate Commerce. not wish to make such a reference without calling to the atten: 
Mines and Mining. tion of the Senate the provisions of the joint resolution. 
Navel A@aira, Mr. HEYBURN obtained the floor. 
nee . . . Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 
. a ee “oas s f Ss ‘vey, chs — “d = hes : 
ae ee ne --Coast and Insular Survey, chair-| ¢ VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho has be: 
Cumines recognized. 
Claime Mr. HEYBURN. I yield to the chairman of the Com: 
‘onse vs : Nations ,. | on Appropriations. 
Conservation of National Re-| “Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I have only one observatio 
Wramine the Several Branches of to make. To prove the errors in enrollment it will be ne 
the Civil Service sary to consult the original bills that were before the conferees 
seth ae # to examine the markings upon their margins, and the confer 
Interoceanic Canals. “ J 
“ne . ae reports to the Senate. Therefore the proper reference for the 
Interstate Commerce. ; 
andesite x ‘nla q+ | Joint resolution is to the Committee on Appropriations for the 
Transportation and Sale of Meat " ; 
Pueduete purpose of checking up such of the bills as may come wit 
Appropriations dhshieen their jurisdiction, and, if necessary, it can then go to some : 
ver 7 ene eT. committee. 
tee = rege al mee Mr. BAILEY. As I understand, this is an effort to corm 
en in the Department | pj}) passed in the last Congress. 
ea. a Mr. WARREN. Yes. 
Trvigation and Reclamation of) ‘The VICE PRESIDENT. Several bills, of which bills 
Military cAMaive ferent comalttaee had jurisdiction, and it is in effect a rej. 
SEL ere mie en a ‘ ing resolution. 
a Buildings and Grounds. Mr. BAILEY. That is all it can be. There can be n 
Mr. Wart ; _ pes eee : thing as the correction by one Congress—— 
Fe Conservation of National Re- The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly not. 
sources. Mr. BAILEY. Of a mistake made by a previous Congres 
Cuban Relations. or its committees except by way of affirmative legis 
Indian Affairs. These are the laws, and it would not be competent in a « 
Interstate Commerce. of law to come down into the committee room and examine | 
Mines and Mining. \ ss bill there and contradict it by the bill in the State Depart: 
Pacific Islands and I orto Rico, All we can do is simply to amend the law as it now stand 
a _— and Grounds. The VICE PRESIDENT. That is what the joint reso 
‘Alroads, | proposes to do. 
Transportation and Sale of Meat : ae WARREN. Just a word—— 
ahs Seheesesees : oe Mr. BAILEY. I thought it merely proposed to cor! 
. 5S. RE aremen en crenueemnerinenenitih Abrary, chairman, mistake. 
en , The VICE PRESIDENT. In its title it assumes to do s 
Geological Survey. . ... | thing else, but in effect, when the joint resolution is r 
Mississippi River and its Tribu- | will be seen that it is a repealing resolution. 
ee faire Mr. BAILEY. Then that is the way it ought to be fra: 
: a . HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 
Public Buildings and Grounds. a ar aaa. Just a saan , 
ee U nited States, Mr. HEYBURN. ver well, 4 ' 
‘ age. Mr. WARREN. It would seem rather peculiar under ©! 
Mr. WILLIAMS Audit and Control the Contingent | nary circumstances to undertake to repeal legislation pas 
Expenses of the Senate, in the last Congress without, in reporting the joint resolut 
Finance. ; giving some good reason for such repeal. 
Military Affairs, Mr. BAILEY. I should like to repeal a good deal of it. 
Public Health and National Quar-| Mr. WARREN. The reason for that repeal, if there be ‘ 
antine. se | will, of course, appear when the bills are examined and i! 
University of the United States. shown that the enrollment was in error, being different |«- 
Mr. WorKS Expenditures in the War Depart- | lation from what was intended by the Senate itself. 
ment, chairman. Mr. BAILEY. That would be a good reason for passing ' 
Coast and Insular Survey. joint resolution, but as it is now the law, you have to ¢ 
Coast Defenses. with it as you would with any other existing law. - 
District of Columbia. Mr. HEYBURN. We confronted this question at the |\° 
Expenditures in the Treasury De- | Congress under circumstances that enabled us to fully rea!:’« 
partment. the effect of this class of attempt. It is an attempt to do by 
Industrial Expositions. indirection what under the law can and should only be done by 
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direct action. If this legislation, which is as much law as any- 
thing upon the statute books, is to be repealed, let it be done 
by a measure that purports to repeal it, not by a measure that 
purports to apologize for it and ask forgiveness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks it does that, ex- 
cept in the title. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The joint resolution is not entitled to be 
received by the Senate, and it is not a measure known to legis- 
lutive procedure—to correct a measure that became final at a 
Congress that has terminated. It is not a proceeding known to 
jegislation—or, rather, I might say, that should be known to it. 
It went through at the last session. 

I happen to be interested, as a Member of this body, in some 
of the measures that are proposed to be advocated by this 
measure—a resolution that we did not mean to do that which 
we have been certified to the country as having done—and I 
shall take such steps as are within my power, within the rules 
of legislation, to have rejected, without any recognition as a 
correct method of legislating, all such measures. 

If any part of the legislative branch of the Government de- 
sires to propose the repeal of a measure, let it come in the shape 
of a bill to repeal it, and let it go to the committee with the 
notice and opportunity implied by such procedure, and come in 
here and go on the calendar as any other measure. 

I am not in the habit of serving notice as to what I shall do, 
but I certainly will do what can be done to prevent summary 
action upon this class of proposed legislation. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Idaho is through, as I un- 
derstand. Has the Senator finished? 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; but I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. With the permission of the Senator, then, I 
will say what I have to say in his time. 

I think the discussion is proceeding on the part of the Sena- 
tor from Idaho upon a misapprehension of what is contained in 
the joint resolution. It is a joint resolution which, I need not 
say, has the same effect as a statute when it has been agreed to 
by each House and approved, and the direct purpose of it, as 
stated, is to amend existing law. I will read it to the Senator. 
The Senator shakes his head. I happen to have the document 
before me, 

Mr. HEYBURN. I read a statement of it in the morning 
paper, I have not seen the document. 

Mr. BACON. I have in my hand the document which comes 
from the House of Representatives. It reads this way: 

Resolved, etc., That the sundry civil appropriation act approved 
March 4, 1911, is amended as follows. 

There is a distinct proposition to amend an existing law. It 
is doing exactly what the Senator from Idaho very properly 
says is the proper and correct method of procedure to correct 
what was an error. It is true that there is an unfortunate ex- 
pression in the preamble. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think that is the unfortunate 

Mr. BACON. But that does not affect it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator will pardon an interruption, 
it is the unfortunate statement in the preamble that «aused me 
to take the floor on this occasion. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. That is a matter with which the 
Senate can very easily and readily deal by a minor correction 
when the joint resolution comes before a proper committee for 
consideration. But the joint resolution itself purports to amend 
existing laws, the purpose being to correct what was in the 
enactment of those laws the commission of an unintentional 
error. But the direct method of procedure is the correct one, 
to wit, it proposes to amend the law as it now exists. The lan- 
guage is as I have read it, and I will proceed to read, not the 
entire joint resolution, but its provisions in that particular. 
Now, for instance, as to the Post Office bill, on the next page. 
I read what referred to the sundry civil bill. When it comes to 
the Post Office appropriation bill, line 13, on page 2, it says: 

The Post Office appropriation act approved March 4, 1911, is amended 
as follows. 

When it comes to the naval appropriation bill it says: 
fone navel appropriation act approved March 4, 1911, is amended as 

So the joint resolution does proceed regularly with the pur- 
pose and intent to amend existing law. 

_ Mr. HEYBURN. Will the Senator kindly allow me to use the 
Joint resolution, if he is through with it? 

Mr. BAILEY. It is right in the body of the joint resolution. 

The only mistake is in the preamble. 





XLVII——-46 





Mr. BACON. 
correction. 

Mr. HEYBURN. This is a matter of great importance, not 
only as to the items included, but as to the establishing of a 
precedent. This comes to us in the shape of a joint resolution 
which, when it is passed and signed, becomes a law with just 
the same binding force as any other law. I am perfectly aware 
of that. But, Mr. President, this recites that “ the sundry civil 
appropriation act approved March 4, 1911, is amended as fol- 
lows,” immediately following a declaration of the purpose of 
the proposed act, of the nature of the legislation, which is 
“whereas certain errors were mude in the enroliment of cer- 
tain appropriation acts approved March 4, 1911.” I do not 
admit it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Idaho will recall! the 
fact that it is almost the universal practice in the Senate to 
strike out preambles. 


In the preamble. It is a matter very easy of 





Mr. BACON. Yes. 
Mr. GALLINGER. And, of course, the committee can do 
that—— 


Mr. BACON, Of course. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And simply report back the joint resoln- 
tion as it would appear after the preamble had been stricken 
out. 

Mr. BACON. With the permission of 
Idaho, I wish to make a suggestion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. It is that the joint resolution ought to be 
referred in succession to the various committees which had 
charge of the particular bills that are sought to be amended. 7 

There is no doubt about it that it would be very much better 
if we had had three joint resolutions sent to us instead of one. 
But as the whole matter has been embodied in one joint resolu- 
tion, it occurs to me that the better plan is that it should be 
referred to each of the committees, so far as it relates to the 
particular subject matter within the control of the several 
committees. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
priations. 

Mr. BACON. 


the Senator from 


Beginning with the Committee on Appro- 


It is true this is somewhat an awkward pro- 


| cedure, but it is the practical way in which to deal with it, 


and if there is anything wrong in the matter of form or style 
or expression each of those committees can make proper recom- 
mendations for its correction. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is wrong in morals. If this were the 
Congress that enacted the laws, there might be some excuse 
for this action. But this is not the Congress that enacted the 
laws. It is a subsequent Congress, and if we can go back to 
one we can go back to any, and if we have votes enough we 
can declare it was not the intention in the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill of 1906 that certain items should be included. It 
is lax legislation. 

As long as a Congress exists, which is for the period of two 
years, it should be competent for it to correct errors which it 
has committed, but it should not be competent for another Con 
gress to make changes in the law on the pretense that a Con- 
gress which has passed into history and is responsible for its 
own action did that which this Congress does not approve of. 

Take these items, for instance. In the first place, I referred 
to one, which was the cause of my rising to discuss this que: 
tion: 

So much of the general deficiency appropriation act approved March 
4, 1911, as eee the sum of $500 to reimburse the State board 
of regents of the University of Idaho for the premium paid on 
indemnity bond is repealed. 

Mr. President, that matter was pending before this body for 
a long time, and it received the approval of this body. It was 
agreed to, so far as history tells us, in the conference and has 
become a law, a law enacted not by this Congress, but by ar 
other Congress. If we can do it as to the last Congress, we can 
do it as to the first Congress, and we can go back of the u 
mate record of the measures that were enacted and certified to 
the Department of State and after men and the memory of men 
have passed away, we can open up these questions upon the 
lead-pencil marks upon an appropriation bill or the memory of 
some one who is no longer a Member of the body. I think the 
principle is sufficiently important to justify any one or all the 
Members of the Senate in taking this up at this time, 


in 





722 


Let me call attention to another feature of it. The joint reso- 
lution undertakes in one measure to repeal provisions in the 
general deficiency bill, the Post Office appropriation bill, the 
urgent deficiency bill, and the naval appropriation bill. The 
change in the personnel of the committees that represented the 
two legislative bodies of the Government in conference in itself 
would constitute a warning against anything like such action. 
Those committees to whom this joint resolution would go are 
in at least two instances almost entirely composed of new 
Members. Are they to sit in judgment upon the action of the 
committees of the last Congress or upon the action of the Con- 
gress itself? If we establish a practice like this, the old prin- 
ciple of the stability and certainty of the law when it is written 
and recorded would be very much diminished in its value as a 
rule of legal and legislative procedure. 

I will ask Senators to investigate the personnel of the com- 
mittees from which that which is now the law came and to 
which this joint resolution would go and see whether they want 
the work of the last Congress criticized, whether they want to 
take up those who may have been clerks to the committees of 
the last Congress and not connected with the present and in- 
quire of them, What does that little mark mean on the margin 
of that manuscript? or, Do you remember that in conference 
there was a failure to agree upon this measure? Does any 
Senator want legislation based upon such loose methods as that? 
And that is just what we are proposing to do. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. This joint resolution came from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in the House. I have not examined 
all of the records, but I have examined sufficiently to know that 
as to repeals that are sought in bills that were before the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations the return from the com- 
mittee of conference, which is a matter of record, will show 
that the bill itself as enrolled does not correspond with the 
report of the conference committee. 

It is in my judgment proper to send the joint resolution to 
the Committee on Appropriations that the committee may ex- 
amine and be able to ascertain and lay before the Senate its 
conclusion as to whether this legislation proceeded regularly 
and in which the confereés were in agreement, or whether they 
legislated one way and their legislation was written through the 
enrolling clerks in another. 

I make no point of judgment whether the joint resolution 
should pass or not. All I ask is that it may in the first 
instance, to the proper committee, and, if it is necessary, then 
it can go to the Committee on Naval Affairs and to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the remarks of the Senator 
from Wyoming conclusively demonstrate the unsoundness of 
this action. We confesses that the procedure will be one of 
investigation to determine whether or not Congress made a 
mistake. There is the whole thing in a‘nutshel!l. Shall one 
Congress undertake to review the action of another? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, that will be a matter for the 
Senate itself to settle. But all committees are committees of 
investigation. The committees may return a report that this 
bill should not pass, but at least they may accumulate the facts 
relating to the matter and give the benefit of those facts to the 
Senate. 

Mr. HEBYBURN. Mr. President, the committee should not be 
invested with any such power, nor should such a duty be under- 
taken by it. The committees of this Congress should not under- 
take such a thing. Where would it end? What limitation 
would you put upon the power to inquire as to whether or not 
the laws written, sent out, and published to the people and 
acted upon, accepted as laws, are laws? How often can it be 
done? Perhaps again and again. 

No, Mr. President, if this Congress doubts the wisdom of any 
other Congress it is appropriate to introduce a bill to repeal a 
law, recognizing it as the law, not as a mistake. If you are 
going to nullify it, recognize its status as a law, not as a mis- 
take to be corrected. 

I felt when on a former occasion Congress took a similar 
step in regard to the legislation of that Congress that it was 
going beyond any possible rule that should govern. But this 
goes a step further and proposes to correct as a mistake the 
action of another Congress. I merely appeal to Senators not to 
drop into a mistake as a method of legislation. Otherwise they 
will cast doubt apon the stability of any law upon the statute 
books, because of a fear that some committee or some person 
who disagrees with the act of Congress may go back and find 
that by the lead pencil notes upon the margin of a conference 
report some mistake was made. 


go, 
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Now, that will not do as a method of legislation. I know : 
in one case, and I think in more, action has been taken yy: 
such a matter based upon it as legislation, and I was aston 


when I read in the paper that the first session of the Sixty. 


second Congress was going to inquire into the accura 
intelligence of the preceding Congress, The great commit 
which Senators seem sometimes to overlook passed upon { 
matter, and passed upon it deliberately. 

This condition of affairs illustrates the laxity of the ru! 
procedure under which a report from a conference comm! 
is stated by numbers and not by names. When a conferen 1 
port is made it says, “The Senate recedes from amend 
numbered 12, 19, 32, and 75,” and no Senator can keep up 
it; and the House recedes from numbers, stating them rapid); 
Unless you have an opportunity to place the bill "before you : 
hunt up those numbers you do not know what the result of ; 
conference has been. 

I hope some Senator will propose such a reformation i, 
gard to the manner of making conference reports as will : 
this kind of a proceeding forever impossible. Had the co) 
ence report come to this Chamber conveying the inforn 
that those items had not been included, then there wot ld l 
been a motion to send it back to the conference for f 
sideration. No such opportunity was given. It was stat 
the conference had agreed to the measure as it is writte: 
statute. A disagreement to the conference report would | 
have elicited more wisdom than would be shown by the 
of the conference to include those items, some of them I k 
may say that had the conference report conveyed the infor 
to this body that they had not included that item and one 
think I should have asked that the conference consider it 

Now, see the condition in which we are left. A Sena 
troduces a measure. It is passed through this body. He 
vised at the door or on the floor that the conferenc« eV 
other House has agreed to the measure, and he resis in 
and waives the opportunity which he has under the rules « 
body to ask for a further consideration of the measu: 
accepts the conference report as it comes to this body and 
is printed and as it is signed by the Presiding Office: 
written in the law, and those who are the beneficiaric: 
responsible people who are controlled by the legislation a 
it. Then he is told at some subsequent Congress that a 
was made, and it matters not whether it is 1 year, 1: 

50 years afterwards. There is no right to correct the ie 
the last Congress that is not equally applic: _— to the 
tion of the record of a Congress of 50 years ag Ti 
statute of limitations. 

I object, as I objected on the former occasion, to the | 
and I object to this particular case because it represe! 
lation that in the wisdom and in the justice of this bod 
I believe in the wisdom of the conferees—should hay: 
acted into law. 

Mr. President, I have been thinking just what 
be taken. The joint resolution comes from the H 
course the House has sent it to us with a preamble. S 
fully advised as to the nature and character and pur] 
legislation. There is no rule under which we can send 
to the House. It is ours to act upon. We can ame 
we strike out the declaration in the preamble, the veno: 
remains in the text of the bill. 

Mr. President, I will inquire what is the status « 
resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is a message from the 
Representatives laid before the Senate for i 
erence. 

Mr. HEYBURN. for a first rc ading? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I object to a second readi 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ona single objecti ion it must 

Mr. HEYBURN. I object to the second reading of t 
resolution. 

The VICE 
under the rule. 


r 


PRESIDENT. The joint resolution goes 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


H. R. 2983. An act for the apportionment of Represent 
in Congress among the several States under the Thir' 
Census was read twice by its title and referred to the | 
mittee on the Census, 

The following joint resolutions were severally read tw 
their titles and referred to the Committee on Appropriation 


H. J. Res. 2. Joint resolution making appropriations f r tl 
payment of certain expenses incident to the first session of Ux 


Sixty-second Congress; and 
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H. J. Res. 3. Joint resolution making immediately available 


the appropriations for mileage of Senators and of Members of | 


the House of Representatives. 


H. J. Res. 38. Joint resolution to grant authority to the Amer- 
jean Rea Cross to erect temporary structures in Potomac Park, | 


Washington, D. C., was read twice by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be re- 
foyred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: The 
Illinois [Mr. Curtom], the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, suggests that all matters relating to the Red 
Cross go to that committee for consideration, and I ask that 
the reference of House joint resolution 38 be changed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will be changed from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF TARIFF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
the entire Senate proceedings with reference to the tariff act of 
1842. including the act itself, be printed as a Senate document. 
(S. Doe, No. 21.) 

I also ask that the entire Senate proceedings with reference 
to the tariff act of 1846 be printed as another and separate 


Senator from | 


Without objection, the reference | 


the Secretary of the Treasury made to Congress in December, | 


1845, known as the Walker report. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If I may interrupt the Senator from Texas, 
would it not be well to include also in the document the Canadian 
reciprocity act of 1854? 

Mr. BAILEY. That is now a public document. 

Mr. HEYBURN. But does it contain all the Senate proceed- 
ings? It contains selected proceedings. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Finance Committee, when the reciprocity 
agreement came to the Senate, ordered printed the document 
relating to the proposition now before us and also the docu- 
ments relating to the old reciprocal trade agreement, including 
the agreement itself, the report of Mr. Mason, and the Ward 


Department. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will say I have a copy of that document, 
as every Senator doubtiess has, but it seemed to me that it con- 
tains only selected portions of the proceedings in the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not recall at this moment, perhaps the 


Senator from Texas will know, whether the Elgin treaty was | 


debated in open session or not. If it was debated, as treaties 
almost universally are, in secret session, naturally there would 
be no report of the debate. So very little of it could be given 
in that case. 


Mr. HEYBURN. My recollection is that it was not consid- 


: , , | written by the lamented President McKinley. 
Senate document, including the act of 1846 and the report of | Fee : 





a committee. It was one of the few great measures debated at 
length, attracting universal attention, with the consideration 
of which the Senate proceeded without having it referred to a 
committee. There was an absentee, and as the means of coming 
and going were not so good then as they are now, it was by no 
means certain that the absent member of the Finance Committee 
would be able to attend its sessions, and his absence left that 
committee a tie. The Democratic leaders of 
frankly avowed that they did not want to 
the committee, because they did not want 
this tie. 

There was one speech of great interest asi 
tion discussed. I think probably of the most eloquent 
tributes ever paid by one Senator te another was paid by the 
Senator from Missouri, Mr. Benton, to the Senator from North 
Carolina, who resigned his seat as a Member of this body 
rather than to vote for that bill, although he was a Democrat. 

The administration paper then published in Washington as- 
sailed him with such ferocity that Mr. Benton, though friendly 
to the administration, felt called upon to protest on the floor of 
the Senate. It was one of the interesting episodes of that most 
remarkable discussion. I should want that included; in facet, 
Mr. President, I want everything relating to that bill from the 
time it came to the Senate from the House until it 
passed the Senote included. 

There have been a good many mistakes made about that bill. 
The other night I picked up a recent edition of Clay’s writings, 
and the last volume contained a history of the tariff question 


the Senate very 
send the bill to 
it kept there by 


de from the ques- 
one 


the time 


He states in that 
book that the famous tariff act of 1846 passed this body by the 
casting vote of the Vice President. I have seen that statement 
repeatedly made, and at one time I made the mistake of re- 
peating it; but it is a mistake. The casting vote of the Vice 
President was not on the passage of the bill: it was on the 
third reading of the bill. That bill passed the Senate by a 
majority of 1 vote, and that 1 vote was cast by a Whig Senator 
under the instruction of the legislature of his State. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon me, 
the Walker report is already printed as a public document. 

Mr. BAILEY. I know. I understand that the Senator from 
Georgia very wisely had it so printed during the last tariff 
discussion ; but I should like to have everything relating to that 


a | particular bill included in the document. 
report, as well as others made by some experts of the Treasury | I 


Mr. BACON. The Senator wants it all printed together 


as 


| one document? 


ered in secret session, because the discussion between Mr. Mor- | 
rill and certain other Senators is contained in this document, | 


and I assume that it must have been in open session. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think, however, that may have been upon 
the abrogation of the treaty, but I would not be positive about 
that. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly, 

Mr. BORAH. There was a very extensive debate on the 
Elgin treaty, which came on the question to abrogate or repeal 
it, which really ought to be included in any document that is 
published concerning the reciprocal trade agreement. 

Mr. BAILEY. I myself would be very glad to see that done, 
but my purpose was to get these documents printed, assuming 
that as the Senate will at once take up the trade agreement it 
could have what additional printing it might desire done. I 
am rather inclined, Mr. President, to believe that the Finance 
Committee, under the standing rule, might have this printing 
done, but I wanted to have no question about it; and if the com- 
— could have it done this order of the Senate could do no 
arm. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator intends to include the debates? 

Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly. I said all the proceedings; and 
in order that whoever compiles it may know what I mean by 
the request to which I hope the Senate will give its consent, I 
would begin with the bill to the Senate frem the House. For 
instance, the act of 1846 was never reported to the Senate from 





Mr. BAILEY. As one document. And, Mr. President, I 
want also the document embracing the act of 1842 to include 
the veto messages of President Tyler, who vetoed that | 
twice. Congress finaily passed it after eliminating a provision 


that related to certain public lands. One 
episodes in connection with that was that after the 


of the ren 


bill bad been 


twice vetoed by the President and the House was about to yield 
to the position of the President a new Member, as I reeall, 
from the State of Pennsylvania, made a remarkable speech, and 
concluded with moving, as an amendment to the bill, the forme: 
bill with the provision relating to public lands eliminated. He 
so charmed and convinced the House that they adopted | 
motion, and that bill, thus slightly amended, was finally s« 
to the President for a third time, and received his approv: I 
should like to have both of those veto messages included ir 
document. I doubt if we have had a document printed by « 
House since we printed the messages and papers of the Pr 
dents which would be more interesting and more instru 
than the document I propose; and I hope unanimous cons 
will be given for its printing. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I take it that every: 
accord with the request of the Senator from Texas: but 
request makes no provision as to how this proposed do 
shall be compiled or who shall compile it. I would s 
that the matter be referred to the Committee on Finar 
taken up in detail there. The Senator will then h 
tunity to indicate just what he wants and how he wa 
work compiled, and it would, of course, be part of t ne 
records which that committee will have to report for publication 
during the discussion of the subject. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I meet the suggestion of th: 
Senator from Pennsylvania by requesting that the Committ 
on Finance be requested to have the documents referred 
printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the requ 
of the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I wish to inquire whether the 


request includes the debates and the proceedings with reference 
to the former reciprocity treaty with Canada? 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the; Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, in order that the Sena 
Senator from Texas desires to include in his request all that he | understand my desire, if it is found that to incorporate 
has stated, and that the printing shall be done under the direc- | proceedings with reference to these bills will make-a vo 
tion of the Committee on Finance. That is as the Chair under- | inconvenient size then I am going to ask the committee { 
stands it. two volumes of it, so that every Senator may have th 

Mr. BAILEY. It will inelude the debates, the votes, the | convenient reference. 
al dments, and the motions. Mr. SMOOT. No doubt, Mr. President, that would | 


Mr. BORAH. I understand what the Senator desires to in- | at all events. 
clude with reference to the acts of 1842 and 1846; but I was Mr. BACON. I have no doubt, Mr. President, that t 
inquiring if provision was being made for printing the proceed- | mittee will comply with the request of the Senate in ree 
ings and debates with reference to the former reciprocity treaty | this matter, but I think, in the interest of orderly pr 


with Canada. “ | the Senate should direct the committee and not request it. 
Mr. BAILEY. I had not, Mr. President, included that in the | was the form in which it was put—that the committee | 

request. ’ | quested. I think the committee should be, as is uni 
Mr. BORAH. I should like to have that included in the | done, directed to comply with these requests. 


request. | Mr. BAILEY. That is an entirely proper suggestion. | 
Mr. SMOOT. I believe the debates in relation to the Cana- | ferred the request to the Senate, and then, to meet th: 
dian reciprocity treaty referred to by the Senator from Idaho | tion of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose], | 
have already been printed. added that The work should be done under the direction « 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me | Committee on Finance. 
a moment, I think the only debate that has been printed in The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the 
document form is the debate that occurred when the bill to of the Senator from Texas [Mr. BalILey], supplem« nted | 
repeal the reciprocity agreement was up for consideration, but | request of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Netson] ? 
neither the debate when the treaty in the first instance was| Mr. GORE. Mr. President, my recollection is that a 1 
under consideration nor when the tariff bill made in pursuance | the subject of reciprocity was written by Robert J. We! 
of that treaty was under consideration have been printed. | or about May 1, 1848, and I would suggest to the Senator 
However, some of the debates—whether all are included or not | Texas that he include that letter in his request. 
I do not know—that took place when the former Canadian Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I will state that my 
reciprocity treaty was repealed have been printed. | lection corresponds with the suggestion of the Senator f; 
Mr. BAILEY. I ought to know, but I must admit that I/ Oklahoma [Mr. Gorr], that there is in the document roo: 
do not know, whether the debates on the treaty have ever been | executive document, including a message from President 'T 


made public—I mean on the original proposition. __ | in 1850, and a letter from the former Secretary of the Tr 
Mr. SMOOT. I know many of them have been made public | Robert J. Walker, in 1848, approved by him but not sien 
and many of them have been printed. him, advocating freer trade relations with Canada. The | 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me | of the Secretary of the Treasury relates to a House bill, 1 
further, I join with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borau | in ia treaty. In that document there is also included a rel 
asking that all the proceedings in connection with the reciproc- | pje speech by Gen. Dix, of New York, then a Member 
ity treaty of 1854, the act passed in pursuance thereof, and Senate, in favor of a bill for reciprocal free-trade relatior 
also the repealing act—everything in connection with those | tween the United States and Canada. These, of course, ov 
matters—be printed as a document in connection with the | to be included in the proposed publication. 
other matters referred to, under the direction of the Committee | The VICE PRESIDENT. As the Chair understands. the re- 


on Finance. ; quest of the Senator from Texas [Mr. Barirry] is broad « 
Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection to that, Mr. President. to cover it. As the Chair understands, the request of the 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? | tor from Texas covered everything which appeared in the | 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, on the suggestion of the Sen- | of debates during the period of years relating to this subj 
ator from Indiana [Mr. Suivety], who sits near me, I wantalso| Mr. CULBERSON. That was not included. My col 
to say that I shall ask the Finance Committee to include the | simply asked for the printing of the Senate proceedings—and 
act of 1857, modifying, as it did, the act of 1846. If I could | named some of the proceedings—but he did not j le 1] 
have my way with the committee, taking the responsibility for | matter to which the Senator from Oklahoma has ca! 
' it back to the Senate, I should like to see both those documents | tion. 
printed in a volume of convenient size. In my opinion, all that The VICE PRESIDENT. It may be that the Chair 1 
relates to the acts of 1842 and 1846 can be printed in a volume | stood the request. 


not wider nor longer than the book which I hold in my hand| Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, my colleague will p< 
[exhibiting] and only a little thicker, because it will contain | to say that my own request was confined to proc¢ edings 1 
nothing except the Senate proceedings. | ing the two tariff acts of 1842 and 1846. Then the Senat 


Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I should like to suggest to | Idaho [Mr. Boran] supplemented that with a suggestion 
the Senator that my recollection, from an examination very | the reciprocity proceedings in 1854, and the Senator from ™ 
recently made of the condition of the record, is that the treaty | sota [Mr. Netson] then added his request. As I und 
was not considered in open session, and that, therefore, there is | all matters relating to that reciprocity agreement 
no report of the debate. In those days Canada was not so im- | printed under their requests, which, with my consent, | 
portant as now, and the treaty was made with England. It/a part of what I had requested. Under that the ¢ 
was discussed in secret session, and there is no record of what | which my colleague refers will, as I understand, be print 
anybody said. Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous « 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, | of the Senate to have printed as a Senate document i! 

I will say there was an act immediately passed to carry out the | ment to which I have just called attention. It is House « 
provisions of the treaty, and there was debate in connection | ment 64, Thirty-first Congress, first session. 
with that act. | The VICE PRESIDENT. Aside from the other requ 

Mr. HEYBURN. The debate on that act reveals merely the Mr. CULBERSON. Yes; aside from the other requ 
discussion of the items, but I think my colleague [Mr. Borau] The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the ™ 
will find no record of the proceedings when the treaty was | of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] ? 
ratified. Mr. CULBERSON. It is not on a reciprocity treaty b 

Mr. BORAH. What I was most concerned about was the | the United States and Canada, but it is upon a bil 
debate with reference to the abrogation of the treaty, which I | passed the House of Representatives, according to my | 





think is very instructive. lection, but did not pass the Senate. , 
Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; that is all right. We have that. The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, tl 
Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. President-—— quest of the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBrrson 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield | first be disrosed of. The Chair hears no objectign to the ! 

to the Senator from Indiana? cuest. Is there objection to the request of the junior Senat 
Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. | from Texas [Mr. Batrey] as modified by the Senator f! 


Mr. SHIVELY. I think the record will disclose that the 
proposition for reciprocity with Canada was pending for four | and the order is entered. 
or five years before it was eventually adopted, | Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I am of course very muc! 

There is quite an elaborate debate in the Congressional Globe | favor of the order made by the Senate to publish the proce 
of 1849 on that proposition, participated in by Stephen A. | ings of the Senate with regard to the acts referred to and als 
Douglas and other distinguished Members of the Senate at that | the reciprocity agreement between this country and England wi I 
time. respect to Canada, also referred to; but I am now more intel 


Idaho and the Senator from Minnesota? The Chair hears no! 
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pending reciprocity agreement than in the old one. | the case of Char oO. | : ‘ 5 
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»” oer the motion was agreed te 
- ' . , , YY ; 
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eae eh ia Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. § 
01 f Senate April 28, 1911. | chair 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE IN1 7) The CHAIRMAN 
; e . Wt < ‘ j : 
S dams to be Virst Assistant Secretary of the Interior. | ‘Y! i c - f 
a . sideration of the bi if. R. 4418. of iich the ¢ ’ \W ; 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. ; 
Marshal to be survey of toms at St. Joseph, Mo. Che ¢ k read as 
PROMOTIONS IN 1 NAVY. bill (1. R. 4413) on the free list i 
. . a | cott y é l , 
I . Adolphus E. Watson to be a lieutenant commander. " ee 
e following-named machinists to be chief machinists: articles 
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Moses L. Buchanan, Concord. | After 16 years of exclusion fi power in the Hor und 1 
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Frmay, April 28, 1911. he CHAIRMA? t - a 
The House met at 12 o’clock noo1 House will be in ord 
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of mankind; but when the winter is over and gone and | *#™ene I. : rhat wa en ae Hl - 
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ts icy 
th our feet: the trees take on their 
wers bud, blossom, and exhale their 
and the heart of man rejoices in the beauty and premise 
all, and our faith is enlarged in Thy goodness and Thy 
ises unto Thy children. 
is written, “For as the rain cometh down and the snow from 
returneth not thither, but watercth the carth and 
th it bring forth and blossom that it may give seed to the 
‘and bread to the eater; so shall My word be that goeth 
out of My mouth; it shall not return unto Me void, but it 
: accomplish that which I please, and it shall prosper in 
the thing whereto I sent it.” So may we be faithful and profita- 
Servants unto Thee, O God, our Father. Amen. 
rhe Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


the grass springs 
garments of green; 


fragrance; the birds 


and 


, 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


_ Mr. Escu, by unanimous consent, was given leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers in 


, : 
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done thus far? I pause for answe I 

colleague [Mr. MANN] show that you ar 

mittee clerks and janitors and m« 

mittees that you said you had discont d 

By the report of committe enments ft 

i have been discontinued nd ye 
| What condition are we in d I 
| tion of investigation offered ) 

be called an extra session of ¢ re bu 

a Congress for special resolutior to t 

Xommissions are to be appointed to vestigate 


| 
iC 
| ef 
| increase the force of 


€ 
circling around one af 
i 


{ . 
your employees, to seek to obt 
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information that you have in all of the reports that have been | turing interests of this country at the expense of the f 
given to you by the different departments. Unless you do more at the expense of the ultimate consumer. [Applause . 


legislation for the good of the people you will be driven from the 
seat of power. 

So much for that. Now, you have reached another bill— 
the Canadian reciprocity measure. That has passed this House. 
For the life of me I do not know what kind of a measure it is. 
Gentlemen on the other side say that it is a Democratic meas- 
ure. 
side—78 against and 64 for—said it was not a Republican meas- 
ure, and I was one of those that so voted. Nowhere do I find 
in the history of my party, in the speeches that I have made 
for 20 years or more to the farmers, nowhere do I find any- 
where, from platform or speech, anything which says that the 
farmers shall be stricken down for the benefit of some other 
country, for the benefit of some other people who do not pay 
our taxes, who do not defend our flag, who do not care for 
the interests of this country as our own citizens have to care 
for them. Let us take the reciprocity bill that was passed. 
Why was it passed? I do not know. Is it a good bill? Some 
say yes. The President of the United States only last night said 
this: 

We tendered to the Canadian commissioners absolute free trade in 
all products of either country, manufactured or natural, but the Cana- 
dian commissioners did not feel justified in going so far. 

Why? Why did they not? They made a bargain with us— 
the most unconscionable bargain that was ever entered into by 
this country with any other country, the most one-sided. What 
do we get? Free products of the Canadian farmer; all that he 
raises and produces in the form of natural products are made 
free. What benefit does the American farmer get in exchange? 
None. What is the expression of the President of the United 
States last night in that same speech? 

The effect is not going, in my judgment, to lower the specific prices 
of agricultural products in our country. 

To lower the specific prices! The word “specific” is used, 
pointing out definitely that it will not lower the prices in this 
country. How can he square that with the statement that this 
measure is passed to relieve the ultimate consumer in his high 
cost of living in this country? If this bill does not reduce the 
prices to the farmer, why are we seeking to pass it? What is 
the purpose of this extra session if this measure gives no relief? 
Does it leave the price of the farmer’s product exactly as it is? 
Oh, no; it does not. The Canadian commissioners knew it did 
not. They declined to let in manufactured products on the 
free list, and why? Because it was not to their interests to do 
s0. What have we done? We have given to Canada the free 
market of the United States, with its over $20,000,000,000 of 
trade within its own limits. The combined trades of all of 
the waters of the world outside of the United States are not 
equal to the free trade that exists beween our States. We 
invite them to come into our market. We say to the farmer, 
“You shall not have any protection—this protection that we 
have preached all of our life, that the farm and the factory 
should be side by side, the one producing and the other con- 
suming, thus making the home market.” Yet with one fell 
swoop we have destroyed the arguments of a lifetime and said 
there is nothing in it for the farmer, that his competitor's prod- 
ucts must come in free. What does the manufacturer get in 
exchange for all this? Let us see. 

If he happens to be a maker of biscuits, cakes, combined with 
chocolate, under the present law he pays 35 per cent, and under 
the new proposed law he will pay 824 per cent. In other 
words, the farmer is sold out to give the candy fellow 24 per 
cent of reduction. What else? Plows, farm wagons, under the 
present law 25 per cent, reduced 24 per cent. There is a reduc- 
tion of 24 per cent in favor of the manufacturer on one side 
and free trade to the farmer on the other—to 9,000,000 of men 
who are just beginning to get some profits. You take from them 
the profits of their farms, you take from them the products of 
their labor and give it over to the other fellow, if you please, 
in the face of his getting 24 per cent. Take plows, 20 per cent 
under the present law, 15 per cent under the proposed agreement. 
I say to you, read this bill from start to finish and you will see it 
is the most unconscionable, the most unwise and onesided bar- 
gain that was ever driven by any nation with another. There is 
nothing like it. Read it, and I challenge any man in favor of 
it to read it and see how he will make it out. Oh, but you 
say, it does not affect the farmer. What do you want the bill 
for? It does not help the ultimate consumer. What do you 
want the bill for? If you read it carefully you will see there 
is a little kinky-headed fellow in the bill. The real purpose 
of the bill is to enlarge the field of exploitation in favor of the 
trusts, in favor of the combinations, in favor of the manufac- 


The majority of the Republicans who voted on this | 


Republican side.] So much for that. Now, let us go 
further with this other bill you arg now presenting | 
people. You call it a farmers’ free-list bill. We are ca 
the farmers’ “fake” bill. That is what it is. Yo 
stricken him down, you have cut off both of his le: 


there he is bleeding, and then you say, “ Here, I wil] 
buy plows a little cheaper somewhere else.’ Where 
buy them? Can you tell me? 

My distinguished colleague from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
the Recorp from the International Harvester Co. that th 
selling reapers, mowers, binders, and different kinds 
plements cheaper in this country than in any country 
world. Where are you going to get these cheaper prod 
the farmer? Where are they? Nowhere. [Applause | 
Republican side.] Now, let us go a little further. Your t 
my Democratic friends, is that when the tariff is added 
cost of an article the consumer pays it, and to that ext 
a burden. According to the statement of Mr, UNpERWwoo 
cultural implements pay a tariff of $12,189. Twelve t! 
one hundred and eighty-nine dollars is the tariff tax ad 
the farmer of this country for buying agricultural im) 

Now you propose to give him free trade with all th: 

Oh, but you do take care of your own friends, you 
Democratic friends on the other side, and most of 1! 

south of Mason and Dixon line. You are in the sadd 
ically, you are dominating the policies of your party, 

ought to; you have been loyal and devoted ‘to the p 1 
you believe in its principles; why should not you? \ 
comes to your side you find cotton bagging, sacks, and 
amount to $6,877,677. In other words, it is a sectio 
Ten millions of dollars to be taken away from the Treasury l 
$8,000,000 given to the Southern States as a result 

and yet we are all receiving petitions and communications 1 
your cotton interests asking us and begging us to stand 
against it. But we find there is a loss of revenue. Mr 
DERWOOD stated that the loss by reason of Canad 
procity was $5,000,000 from the Treasury. The Pre: 
Says it means no damage to the producer; that the p 
loses nothing and the consumer loses nothing, It is a 

tiful and altruistic, and yet it loses to the Treasury | 
United States $5,000,000 on account of Canadian reciprocit, | 
$10,000,000 by this fake bill; in all, $15,000,000 taken « } 
Treasury. What is the condition to-day? April 26, 1911, s 
ment of the Treasury—and here is the dark shadow 

cratic tariff agitation, the shadow that will grow to t! 

it did under the Wilson-Gorman bill, and it may be | 
Treasury will be depleted and the time may be, if you get 
complete control, that you will have to issue bonds to pay | 
running expenses of the Government. Here is the statement 
April 26, 1911. The excess of expenditures over receip! 
$5,658,015.26. Read the statements in the public press, 
will find the receipts are going off in internal revenue and 
toms receipts. Men are working upon part time. 

They are beginning to curtail and reduce their force nd 
you are starting out with the conditions along the li f 
trade. But, to your credit, you are honest in your views 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has e 

Mr, DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentlen 
minutes more. 

Mr. ADAIR. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PRINCE. I have not the time to yield in five mi 
The President in his speech—and I am most kindly dis 
toward him, and I only differ with him on this proposi' 
states that in the other countries they are talking about 
nexation. What is the history of the American people? 
might as well be frank and honest. Americans went into Te 
Americanized it, and it was annexed as a part of this 1 
Union. Americans went into Hawaii, Americanized it, and 
nexed it. And if these bright young men that the Presid 
speaks of in his speech—these clever, active, virile, vigorous 
young men from the farms of Illinois and northern States, the 
thousands and hundreds of thousands of them—go up into !! 
northland, 92 or 100 and more on this side, as against ¢ ©) 
the other, what do you think will be the effect of it? Have | 
not a right to say that is the first step towar™ annexation: 
Have they not a right to believe it? Why have they not? Tle 
present Speaker of this House in the last session of Congress 
said that he was in favor of taking Canada as a part of tle 
United States. And this was the first step toward annexatii. 
He is a plain, blunt, honest man, whom I admire for his frank- 
ness. [Applause.] He has never denied that statement. qT 
say to my neighbors on the north: Be not deceived. When we 


ne 








1911. 


to a country and get control of it, we take it. It is our 
-y and it is right we should take it if we want it, and you 
; well understand it. The Speaker has so said; the 
y back of him has so said. You are in control. You have 
denied it on the floor of this House, and you can not 
deny it. 
Now, let us see if they believe it in the other country. Let 
ns see if the people of Canada believe in reciprocity and annex- 


as 


t reciprocity involves a national menace is the widespread opinion 





xada. A procession of McGill students, on the occasion of a vast 
iprocity mass meeting carried mottoes reading: “ This is a time 
nal peril’; ‘“‘ No bartering of our birthright”; “ First step, 
ity; second step, commercial union; third step, annexation” ; 


p off the annexation w« lyes. 
at is their view of us, and it is idle to say it is not being 
ussed. 
| want to-say to you, my countrymen, in my judgment the 
reciprocity bill is the worst bill that was ever presented to this 
next to this fake bill which we are now considering. 
You now have a worse one. 
Iam a Republican. While I felt keenly the fact that a great 
hody of my party, 64 of them, representing manufacturing in- 
; should assault the interests of my district, and strike 
down that they could get cheaper raw material in 
rder to deal with somebody else, yet I now 
etty prejudice. I remember, in the language of a distinguished 
former Speaker of this House, that I am a representative of 
92,000,000 people; that I am standing here for the best interests 
‘all the people, and so I will vote on this occasion. I voted 
because I thought it was for the interest of the manufacturer, 
or the interest of the laborer, for the interest of the pro- 
fessional man, for the interest of the farmer, that the Canadian 
pact be defeated, and likewise I will vote against this measure, 
because I believe it to the interest of all of our people that this 
‘farmers’ fake bill” be defeated. And if you pass it, as pass it 
you will, the people will discriminate next November, and they 
will read the ticket from top to bottom, and they will say: “ This 
is reciprocity; this is a ratification of your views,” and in my 


use, 


terests, 


SO 


rise above little | 
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judgment you can not afford to strike down or offer false allure- | 


nt to 9,000,000 of the intelligent people in this country and 
think that they will believe in any such doctrine. For that 
ason I hope this measure will fail to pass. But, if it does pass, 





[ hope it will fail in another branch. And I will continue to 
pray that our President will right up and go no further along 
this line of free trade and will veto this bill if it ever comes to 


him. 


[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 40 minutes to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Curtop]. [Applause.] 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, the House being in Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, a large latitude 
is granted in debate, and for this reason I wish to avail myself 
of the opportunity to discuss a question which is to-day of vast 
importance not only to the National Congress, but to the entire 

] 3 
people of the United States. 

On the 2ist day of December, 1910, the Senate adopted the 
following resolution (S. Res. 312): 

Resolved, That the President of the United States is hereby requested 
to furnish to the Senate for its use, if he does not deem it incompatible 
with public interest, the following information, with departmental 
classifications of the same: 

‘irst. The total number of appointments which are made by 
President upon nomination to and confirmation by the Senate. 

Second. The total number of appointments which are made by the 
President, but which do not require nomination to and confirmation by 
the Senate. 

Third. The total number of officers and employees of the Government 
subject to civil-service regulations, specifying classification and number 
of postmasters. 

Fourth. The total number of officers and employees subject to 
moval by the President without action on the part of Congress. 

Fifth. Total number of officers and employees of the United States 


Government, exclusive of enlisted men and officers of the Army and 








the 


re- 


To this resolution the President responded on the 24th day 
of February, 1911, a summary of which is hereto appended. 


ippointments made by the President by and with the advice and 


consent of the Senate. 
Department : 





a ae icles ceapiiainlacetilaabetinenat 441 
I ak a isliendiolaenbinusemeeneee 736 
EE ELE LL 6 
«(aioe ea lA chs ce ecincat cies dvtipicataaetatiemtarainisae 383 
Post Office____- REE EL LE LEE ET 7,953 
Navy (exclusive of naval officers)....._........__..______ 11 
ict aninciin an OL Se ee 272 
i a nscneiaicthinbiouapsinii i etlniia dinette Gittioainanmet 3 
Commerce and Labor (exclusive of Census)_....__.___._.____ 28 
I a sereeeumnanes 4 
CS Er ee 1 
Interstate Commerce Commission................._._____ 7 
I hh eine 1 

Cee ee cepesasianenenepenenes 9, 846 

















=> = 
4 
uy a é 
Appointments made by the President without confirmation by tI 
Department : 
State a 94 
I ia cart ae _ . 0 
Var ies inal 0 
Justice (approximately) State 846 
Post Offi 0 
Navy - . : ‘ ot : 0 
Interior . t4 
Agriculture ; 0 
Commerce and Labor : 8 
Civil Service Commission 1 
Total (approximately) 993 
On and empl yces under ci 
Department : 
State . - 177 
BEUOGEET ecicnns< ‘ 93 
War Seats enka , 2, 989 
Justice - 2h 
Post Office 14% 27 
Navy (approximately) ") 
Interior s 
Agriculture 
Commer and Labo: Mi 
Civil Service Commission 4 
Government Printing Offi 610 
Interstate Commerce Commission (approxim: Se 
Smithsonian Institution $24 
Tot 202. GO 
Officers d employees of the United tates @G f 
ilisted men and officers of the Arn 
Department 
State 712 
Treasury 27, 829 
War ‘ 17, 102 
Additional under War Department estimated 
Engine Department 9, 000 
Quartermaster’s Department. 2, 000 
i Ooo 
Justi ‘00 
Post Offic 97? 813 
va (approximately) ~~ 000 
rior acl fala canal iat attains 14, 262 
1lture ‘a a . l 19 
ree and Labor i4. S& 
rnment Printing Office 92°, 
Interstate Commerce Commission 614 
‘i Servi Commission ~O9 
nian Institution 124 
r of Congress ) 
Total 111, 322 
It will be observed that exclusive of the enlisted m and 
officers of the Army and Navy the patronage under the control 
of the President amounts to 411,522 persons. This powe1 
too enormous to be given any man in a free country where 
“Eternal vigilance is the price of liberty,” a power wi i 
exercised for selfish and ambitious purposes, would be 
to perpetuate an administration or dictate its succession; a 
power greater than the founders of the G t ee ‘nD 
plated would be vested in the hands of any man. W LV 
grown beyond the optimistic dreams of the most ardent he 
architects who drafted the plans of our Government, ; ire 


now occupying a station where this power may become a menace 


to the growth and development of our liberties. It a] er 
too dangerous to be confided to any one man. Ambition not 
prone to relinquish power, and selfishness always « ve 

an asset to win greater position and to retain al! that h 

won. 

It is not only the 411,522 persons, but employs and 
pointees made by them and directly under thei itrol, 
almost doubles the number. This great app ‘ wer ¢ 
under the command of an ambitious, selfish, and designing ! 
would be a menace to the perpetuity of the Republi | 
power would be ample to perpetuate a line of suc on in « 
holding that might turn the purposes of our Governme! 
what its original founders intended and di tl 
republican to monarchial tendencies. It could 1 L | 
to suit the whims and caprices of a selfish Executive 
cial interests, if in favor with the appointing 
cure such legislative favors as their greed might 

How potential would be this power vested 
tive if he should attempt to secure legislati 
Congress by withholding from the M 
patronage to which the members of the part, 
entitled? It might transfer legislation from tl 
gress to the Executive and result in the overt! 

| tional requirements. 

This vast office-holding army is in complet 
President, their tenure of office is due to hi 
with the power to promote, demote, and d 
He is Commander in Chief of the Federal 
and no power can revoke his orders. They are supreme Doe 
any man doubt the magnitude of this power and how its abuse 
might do serious and irreparable injury to the Repub Of 
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all the vast army of officeholders in this country the people elect | 
but 391, the membership of this House. No other Federal office- 
holders are elected by a direct vote of the people. Each voter 
of the United States votes for only one Federal officeholder, | 
the Member of Congress from his district. The voter, there- 
fore, has but little to say about who shall hold the Federal 
offices. Does anyone doubt the intelligence and ability of the 
people to elect the officeholders of this country? If he does, he | 
admits the incapacity of the people for self-government, and if | 
this admission be true, then the end of the Republic must be | 
conceded to be at hand. But upon what basis is such an ad- 
mission predicated? Are not the great majority of the people | 
in private life as intelligent, honest, and capable as those in 
public life, as well fitted for the responsibilities of citizenship? 
If not, why not? Is it true that by accident the people, not 
qualified for office, elect the qualified persons to administer the | 
offices? The people are abundantly able to elect every man who 
holds a public office. They know what they want and know | 
how to get it; know better than anyone else. 
The civil-service law was enacted to prevent the abuse of 
the appointing power aud worked well for years, but has now | 
fallen victim to political abuse and is the “ Trojan horse” for | 
political knavery. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Under 
it 262,608 persons hold office, secure from removal, ready when 
their political services are required, a reserve for every po- 
litical emergency. Every man knows that this vast army is 
not immune from party service, is not idle in party campaigns, 
and not independent on party questions. Freedom from political | 
and pernicious activity under civil service as administered | 
to-day is a mockery and a sham. If it was desired to make it 
an office-holding class of nonpartisan or bipartisan character, 
why not amend the law so that the appointees under it shall 
be prorated according to the respective strength of the leading 
political parties in the locality, State, or Union? This would 
make it of bipartisan character and secure fair partisan repre- 
sentation. Its administration is and for years has been a slan- 
der on political independence and bipartisanship in office hold- 
ing. This is true from the lowest to the highest in the civil- 
service class. It serves as a mask behind which party service | 
is rendered and deserves the severest condemnation. 
The most aggravated and ofrensive partisanship exercised in | 
any of the departments is in the Post Office Department. This | 
department is a political machine and is openly administered as 
such. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Its membership is 
272,813 strong, reaching to every neighborhood and coming into 
direct personal contact with all the people. Of this vast army, 
147,727 are under the civil-service control, but as a rule their 
pernicious political activity goes bravely and constantly on. | 
They are daily on their jobs, both in and out of campaigns. 


t 


oor 


other country. 

The Postmaster General is to-day the commanding general | 
of the Republican Party; he is at the*head of the national or- 
ganization. If not the real head, he is the quasi head of the 
same. Too much of his time is given to politics and not enough 
to public service. [Applause on the Democratic side.] If more 
time of the Postmaster General was devoted to looking after 
the public business and less after politics, complaints against 
the public service would not be so numerous from every quarter | 
of the Republic. [Applause.] 
are in circulation in many quarters of the Union that officials 
under the civil-service branches of the Government, and more 
especially in the postal service, are assessed every campaign 
for the Republican campaign fund from the highest to the 
lowest position; even the rural-route man in the country, with 


cities, who can barely subsist on his meager pay, does not escape 
the gatherer of campaign funds. 

All must pay campaign assessments, or off go their official 
heads. If not for this, the real reason, ostensibly for some 
other. 
all over the country. 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] In 


this connection it would be interesting to know how many, if | 


any, of these officials are assessed, and for what amount, for 
the Republican campaign fund at each national election. It 
would be interesting to know how many, if any, in every cam- 


a contribution to the Republican campaign fund. 
teresting to know how many, if any, lose their jobs or are de- 
ymoted because of their failure to pay the assessment or make a 
‘iberal contribution to the Republican campaignfund. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] It would be interesting to know how 
many, if any, have their positions abolished and are thus let 
out of the public service, and new places are created in lieu of 
the ones abolished, with a new man in charge, for failure to 
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| Republican Party in campaigns. 


| is time 
| eliminated, 
| properly belongs. 


It is a notorious fact that rumors | 


|} and wisely in his appointments. 


| eral marshals, 
| ternal revenues; surveyors of customs, and postmasters? 
paign are reminded that it would be to their advantage to make | 
It would be in- 

| inspire a higher standard of public service. 


pay compaign contributions to the Republican campaign 
and render political services. [Applause on Democratic 
It would be interesting to know how many, if any, are ¢; 


| ferred from lucrative positions to others not so remune) 


for failure or refusal to organize and do political work fo; 
It would be interesti 
know what orders, directions, or requests, if any, in the 
decade have been made by the heads of departments to 
subordinates over the country to secure delegations or ins 


| tions for any candidate to any convention or conventio) 


the consequences resulting for failure to respond. Last. 


| not least, it would be interesting to know how many, if 


Members of either branch of Congress in the last 10 
have been called upon by the dispensers of public patro: 
support measures pending in Congress, and a failure to « 
would cost them the disposal of the patronage to which 
were entitled. [Applause on Democratic side. ] 

In the answers to these inquiries the people of the 


| country are deeply interested and should be correctly info: 
| It would also be interesting to know how many, if any, j 


last few years, of the public positions, high or low, hay 
given, or what legislation enacted, if any, as a consid 


| because of liberal contributions to the Republican can 
| fund. 


[Applause on Democratic side.] 
What a “slush fund” this creates. 


299 


wee AP] 


If the 41 


| under the President were assessed only $10 each annn: 
| campaign purposes, it would raise yearly a sum of $4,11 


and this would create for the national campaign fund 


four years the enormous sum of $16,452,880. Does any 


| doubt the danger of this organized political machine w 
| a fund? 
| plause on Democratic side. ] 


Is it not too dangerous to be permitted to exist’ 
Again, it is a reasonabie es 
to say that the average pay of this vast army of public se 
amounts to $1,000 per year each, aggregating $411,522) 
the annual value of the patronage at the disposal of one 


| Is this not too much power to be vested in any man, | 


good, great, and patriotic? Is not the temptation too gr 
the temptation should be removed, the 
and the power restored to the people wl 
[Applause on Democratic side. ] 

The Constitution provides in reference to the appointing | 


TIM 
oO} ] 


| of the President as follows: 


He shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of t 


| ate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators pr 


cur; and he shall nominate, and, by and with the advice and « 
the Senate, shall appoint ambassadors, other public ministers 
suls, judges of the Supreme Court, and all other officers of t 
States whose appcintments are not herein otherwise provided 


I | which shall be established by law; but the Congress may by 
t | 
is the greatest political machine ever constructed in this or any | 


the appointment of such inferior officers, as they think proper, 

President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads of depart 
The power to appoint Federal officials by this provision « 

Constitution is vested in the President, and as to all s 


| officers such appointments are to be made by and with the 
| and consent of the Senate, but as to subordinate oflice 


gress by law may vest the appointment in the President 
in the courts of law, or in the heads of departments. 
Constitution, therefore, points out a way whereby the Pr: 
may be divested in part of this enormous and dangerous 
of patronage. He could issue an Executive order calli! 

the patrons of various Federal offices to select by ballot 

quadrennial national elections the officials for the Feder: 


| tions and nominate for confirmation such as by law we! 
| quired to be confirmed, and appoint and commission 

| were not so required. 
| of the respective localities to advise properly the Presid 
his paltry wage, and the letter carrier on the streets of the | 


This procedure would enable the p 


their choice for such places and enable him to act intelli: 
Against such a procedur 
this there is no constitutional inhibition, and no precede 


| be found which declares it an innovation of Executive auth 
| Such an order by any Chief Executive would meet with the 
Such a flagrant abuse of the law, it is charged, exists | 


mendation of the people everywhere and inspire conti 
among the entire people, irrespective of class or condition. 
Why should not the President issue an Executive order 
the selection by ballot at every presidential election of the |! 
the clerks of Federal courts, collectors 0! 


a plan is not only feasible, but is practical, and would ass 
proper and equitable distribution of the patrotiage and \ 


If the people are qualified to elect the appointing power | 
are equally qualified to select the subordinate officials. It ¥ 
be a wise and prudent method and one which would be s 
factory to the people. 


In the Post Office Department alone there are 272 


alam, 


813 


pointees who should be elected in order to break down a st 
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Federal machine and give the people an efficient service. It 
sts the people of the country about $245,000,000 annually to | 
it, and yet the service is deplorable. It is the only 


( 


¢945,000,000 business in the world run at a loss every year. 
fApplause on the Democratic side.] Why so? ‘Too little atten- 


tion to business and too much to politics. It manifests more 
interest in Republican politics than it does in public business. 
If managed properly in the interest of public welfare, employing | 


od business methods, it would be a great revenue producer | 


insté ad of a great revenue loser, as it now is and has been for | 
years. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It is the great Re- 
pub ican incubator operated on all occasions from the ward 
primary to the national conventions and at all Federal elec- | 
tions. Its cohorts, booted and spurred, are in the forefront of | 
eyery political contest, both in season and out, every day in the | 
vear., In fact, it is the great Republican clearing house, through 
which all party debts are paid, from the ward heelers up to the 





operators of the steam roller. 
side. | 

What tenable objection can be urged against the plan for the 
people electing their postmaster? Can any sound, logical reason 
be given? If so, we would like to hear it. Formerly by spoils- 
men this doctrine was assailed as a “ populistie heresy.” What 
if it was advocated by some Populist, that does not prove it is 
without merit. That is no argument against it. Denunciation 
is not argument, and it will not frighten intelligent people from 
advocating this reform, from adopting and carrying it into 
» fF 


[Applause on the Democratic 


ect. 

We are a progressive people, and our legislation should be 
such. The reactionary should no longer be permitted to restrain 
the wheels of progress or retard the onward march of 90,000,000 
people in the solution of the great problems with which they 
daily come in contact. The election of these subordinate officials | 
will destroy the Federal political machine, eliminate all scan- 
dals concerning the barter and sale of these Federal positions, 
restore confidence among the people in official conduct, inspire 
greater faith in our institutions, and curtail the power which 
now menaces the liberties of the mightiest people of all the 

world. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
A life tenure of office, high or low, great or small, is inimical 
to the welfare of the people and the perpetuity of the Govern- 
ment. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It creates despotic 
tendencies in the administration, carelessness in the execution | 
of duty, and tyrannical conduct in the officeholder. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] No man should be selected for any 
official position for life, because he feels no longer responsive to 
the people he is to serve and will not keep step with the prog- 
ress of the times. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
All positions should be selected for a term of years, so that 
the officeholder will bear in mind that he is but a temporary 
servant and must answer to the people for his official conduct. 
Ambition for power throughout all the ages of the world has 
been the inveterate foe of human liberty and independence. It 
has been the exponent of extravagance and the opponent of econ- 
omy, the handmaiden of corruption, the subordinator of pure 
and honest administration, and the arch enemy of liberty. | 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] The pathway of civilization | 
is strewn with the wrecks of liberty, which avarice for power 
has created, 
When our Constitution was constructed its framers recognized 
on account of existing conditions the necessity for a strong | 
‘ecutive and so builded, yet when their work was completed 
many of them were astonished at the extensive powers vested 
in that office. In spite of the checks, restraints, and limitations 
which were placed upon the Executive it was openly asserted | 
by some that a monarchy, in fact, if not in name, had been 
created. Both opponents of the system and its warmest advo- | 
cates recurred to this again and again, and its defenders found 
it difficult to refute the charge. In our day it is difficult to 
_frame a definition for monarchy that excludes the President of a | 
Republic more powerful than most of the monarchs of the world. 

What monarchs of the world to-day have the appointment in 
the civil list, either directly or indirectly, of more than 400,000 
Officials, and through their appointment of subordinates as many 
more, amounting to nearly a million men? Add to this the 
Power of appointment of the military force of the Government, 
and you have a President clothed with more power than is be- 
stowed on any monarch in the world; a force so powerful that 
it could direct the course of legislation, perpetuate administra- 
tion after administration, formulate and enact policies, and 
mold and shape the destinies of the Republic. 
W hen John Randolph said “The people would behold in the | 
President the form, at least, of a little monarch,” he expressed | 
& witticism which under present conditions is changed so that | 
the people may behold in the power of the President, if he so | 


€ 


desired, not only the form but the substance of not a little but 
one of the greatest monarchs of the world. The power is pres- 
ent; it is vested; all it needs is ambition to make it real, to call 
it into execution. Grant that the ambition is dormant, yet it 
is true that power will intoxicate the best hearts and strongest 
minds. The power vested in the President is almost unlimited, 
and no man, it matters not how wise, patriotic, or good and 
great, is wise enough, good enough, and great enough to be in- 
trusted with such unlimited and extensive power. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

Officials clothed with extensive powers become impatient un 
der restraint, is the experience of all the world, as recorded his- 
tory conclusively shows. 


Power takes precedence over talent, subservience over qualifi- 


cation, pollutes whatever it touches, brooks no opposition, and 
tolerates no rival. Sooner or later ambition, the omitant 
of power, will rise and, like a mighty torrent, rush forward to 
autocracy, never looking back, but ever forward to greater con 
quests. Ambition is but the avaricious product of power, the 


evil shadow of aspiration. 

The French Parliament possessed rights which restrained 
kings for a time, but with the advent of Louis XLV, the greatest 
of French tyrants, the power of Parliament was suspended, and 
with it died the liberty of the French people. Charles V of 
Spain could never have become the heartless tyrant he was 
had it not been for the power lodged in his more conscientious 
and humane predecessors by a confiding and trustful people 
For centuries the advocates of freedom throughout the wor'd 
pointed with exultant pride to the liberties of the Roman peo 
ple; the glories of their rule were exploited throughout the con- 
fines of civilization; but ambition coveted power, and power 
was confided by the many to the few, and the Roman Senate 


Chamber, the ancient arena of freedom, became the battle 
ground of contending tyrants in their conflict for power. 
History may repeat itself, and it is safer to eliminate the 
evil than to permit its presence, encourage its owth, and 
take the chances of escaping its ever-present dangers. [A] 
plause on the Democratic side.] This power as it is now 
lodged in the hands of the Executive is too great to be confided 
to any man; the security of government is endangered, the 
freedom of legislation is imperiled, the economy of admini 
tion jeopardized, and the liberties of the people menaced. 
Transfer to the people the patronage now vested in the Presi 
dent and posterity to the remotest generation, as it basks in 
the beneficence and wisdom of a never-dying Republic, will 
shout our praise and acclaim our deed. Then will the Repub 
lic be in truth a government for the people, of the peopl I 


by the people, and the petty men who do now bestride our | 
as appointees of power will be known no more forever 
power of the people must expand and grow, as the power of 


rulers must dwindle and die, for the voice of. the people is the 
voice of God. [Loud applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [M 
Sisson] is recognized for one hour. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, the minority of this House h 
very early in the action, assumed the role of critic. Of « 
we expect your criticism. I believe the distinguished ex-S| 
of the House stated that it was the function of the minorit 
criticize the majority. It is the function of the minority 
possible, to prevent the passage of bad legislation by the maj 
ity, but in all legislative bodies, where each and every mar 


| endeavoring to do his full duty, criticism should be just, e1 


cism should be fair, and the criticism should be wise and shor 
be made with a full and complete knowledge of the subject 
cized. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Prince} it 
cism of the statement of the Democrats that they had reduced 
the expenses of this House, said that, as a matter of fact, t 


his ¢ 


names were still upon the roll. I want to say to the d 
guished gentleman from Illinois that if he will bide | 
and be patient the people who are now, and ha ! 

| sometime, filling these places created by his ow 


be removed, and when the committee comes to 1 
report with full knowledge of the facts tl Der rat Party 
of this House will carry out to the letter what j t would 


do and reduce the expenses $182,000, [A Ly 
cratic side.] 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] stated, and I 
glad he is now in the Chamber, in a speech which he made on 
April 25, that these expenses have been reduced 

| Democratic caucus and not on the pay rolls of the House. 1 
| gentleman, I think, spoke then a little too early. If utte 
impossible for a new administration at once, without serious 


injury to the efficiency of the House, to immediately 'y int 
effect a complete change in the employees of the 
even if we did not intend to cut off any useless employee or 
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in any way reform the service of the House, it would be im- 


possible absolutely to change every employee of the House in | 


one day or in one week or in one month. 
If the Members of that side of the House will only be patient 


for awhile we will show them whether or not we will make good | 


our pledges. If we do not, then we ought to be criticized, and I 
will help do it; but if we do make our promises good, then that 


side of the House should be fair enough to give us credit for | ; ’ 
| attempting to mislead our sense. He seems to have mis 


what we have done. When I first came to Congress I made a 
fight on this very question. I fought the extra month’s pay for 
employees of the House and Senate, and I am pleased with the 
action of my party when it cuts off these useless employees and 
this extra month’s pay. soth are petty graft and a useless 
squandering of the people’s money. 


Mr. Chairman, the rodle of critic has been the chief part played | 


by the Republican minority since this special session was called. 
They have not only criticized the Democratic majority of the 
House when it acted on its own initiative, but they have even 
criticized it for passing a bill proposed by a Republican Presi- 
dent. What sort of a party have you gentlemen, anyway? 
There is a little bunch of you over there under the control of 
the distinguished ex-Speaker, who are as bitter toward the other 
little bunch who voted with the Democrats and the Republican 
President as you are toward the Democrats. What has become 
of the insurgents? Absolutely gone over to Mr. CANNoN. When 
he was Speaker, you abused him and his policies. Now you are 
following wherever he leads. He has become in fact your leader. 
The man you elected minority leader is not your leader except 
in name. 

Mr. Chairman, let me call the attention of the House and the 
country to the character of leadership the minority would have 
if he were really the leader in fact as he is in name. From the 


very first he began to use such adjectives as “silly” and | : : 
Y J : | could not have made this statement. He asks this quest 


“ foolish,” idiotic,” and such phrases as “ stupid ignorance ” and 
“T did not expect any better from that side of the House.” He 
at the very beginning seemed to think that great leadership 
could be accomplished by such denunciation and by the use of 
adjectives and not by argument and ideas. He at once assumed 
the réle of critic and of Sir Oracle of the House. He should in- 
vestigate more and talk less. 

Let us now examine some of his criticisms of the Democratic 
free-list bill and see whether his criticism was just or unjust. 

On April 26 the elected leader of the Republican minority made 
a speech in which, as shown on page 603 of the Rrecorp, he used 
this language: 

What are agricultural implements? I await the answer of any of 
the distinguished gentlemen in this House who claim to be the farmer's 
friend. What are agricultural implements? [Applause on the Re- 

ublican side.} ‘The bill says “All other agricuitural implements, of any 
ind or description, whether specifically mentioned herein or not, 
whether in whole or in parts, including repair parts.” 

What are agricultural implements? Do they include horticultural im- 
plements? Do they include market-garden implements? I suppose every 


one believes that a mowing machine is an agricultural implement; but 
is a wheelbarrow? 


Then again he says: 


I can not run my farm without an ax. Can you? Are axes agricul- 
tural implements? Are they to come free? 


Then this colloquy occurs: 


Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman——— 

Mr. MANN. I will yield to the gentleman for information. 

Mr. STANLEY. I am not surprised that the agriculturist from Chicago 
is pining to know what an agricultural implement ifs. 

Mr. MANN. I am. 

Mr. Stanutey. I do not think it a matter of satire. I think it is a 
demonstration of candid ignorance. 

Mr. Mann. That is right. Why does not the gentleman give me the 
information ? 

Mr. STANLEY. An agricultural implement, generally speaking, is an 
implement used in tilling the soil, whether you are raising a potato or 
raising an ear of corn. [Applause on the Democratic side.) 


Now, if this criticism is just and wise, then the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] should have indulged in it. Ifit isa 
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investigation on his part would have saved him from such 
Pope, in his essay on criticism, says: 

"Tis hard to say, if greater want of skill 

Appear in writing or in judging ill. 

But of the two, less dangerous is the offense 

To weary our patience than mislead our sense. 

It is pardonable for the gentleman from Illinois, as he 

does, to weary our patience, but how can we pardon | 


own party, for they applauded his criticism very loudly. 

This is the language which he so harshly criticizes: 

And all other agricultural implements, of any kind and des 
whether specifically mentioned or not. 

This language seems very broad in terms, and a carele: 
like the gentleman from Illinois is likely to be misled 
belief that saws, pumps, chains, wheelbarrows, and so fi 
infinitum, might come in free of duty. I will say that | 
like to see all of these implements free, but let us exan 
decisions a moment to see whether this is true or not. 

I call the attention of the committee to a cardinal rule 
struction. It was laid down for the first time by 
Marshall, when he was Chief Justice of the Supreme C 
the construction of statutes generally, and the courts, fi 
this rule in construing statutes of this character, have c 
them against the contention of the gentleman from | 
The general rule laid down by Judge Marshall was tha 
two statutes were apparently in conflict the statute tl 
tions a matter eo nomine should prevail over a statute 
fers to the same matter in general terms, although broad 
to cover the matter in the statute which mentions th 
eo nomine. The gentleman from Illinois, in his eriticis 
bill, certainly had not investigated the decisions of the S 
Court and the late decisions of the other courts. If he 


What are agricultural implements? I await the answer « 
tinguished gentlemen in this House who claim to be tl 
friends. What are agricultural implements? 

And then he says: 

Every day the Cusioms Court is now deciding questions of 
portance with reference to the meaning of a law which end 
very technical and very particular, but under the provisions 
if it becomes a law, there will be an army of lawyers and in 
agents endeavoring to ascertain what it means. 

I thought at first that perhaps the Ways and Means ¢ 
tee had made a mistake in writing in this bill the lang 

Of any kind and description. 

But in investigating the question, I find that my conti 


| the ability of the gentleman from Illinois is greatly on { 


He was simply talking, and, to use an expression of 
Judge De Armond, of Missouri, he was “simply rant 
not reasoning.” 

Now, we are all familiar with the fact that the gen 
is laid down that in the importation of articles the st 
always construed favorably for the importer and aga 
Government. But the first well-considered case di! 
point, to which I want to call your attention, is M 
Arthur (95 U. S., p. 154). The court, in discussing 
struction of revenue statutes apparently in conflict, held 
general term shall yield to the specific, and this is the | 


| of the court: 


It is a general rule in the construction of revenue st 
specific provisions for duties on a particular article : 
or affected by the general words of subsequent statut 
language is sufficiently broad to cover the article. 

That is a cardinal rule of construction, namely, tha 
the general provisions of the statute may be broad « 
cover the article, if the article is mentioned by name a! 
else in the tariff bill, the succeeding statute does not af 


| article by name, although the subsequent provisions 


fact, as he states, that this is loose language and will let in | 


vastly more than was intended, then the Democratic Ways and 
Means Committee have made an error in using such language, 
because it may impair the revenue of the Government and 
bring about a condition not contemplated by the Ways and 
Means Committee. If such is the case, then the gentleman is 
a wise legislator. If such is not the case, then the gentleman 
from Illinois, to use his own expression, is “ unwise” and “ does 
not know what he is talking about”; and as stated by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Stantey] “it is a demonstration 
of candid ignorance.” This is a charitable construction to place 
upon the position taken by the gentleman from Illinois, for if 
he knew better and then took such a position, he is, to say the 
least of it, very unfair. 


The gentleman from IDlinois shows a complete ignorance of 


| 
| 
| 
| 


broad enough to cover it. 

Now, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], if he ! 
aware of these decisions, could not have made that s 
unless he was willing to willfully deceive the House, : 
not intend to say that the gentleman would willful); 
anybody. So we must attribute it to the fact that 
ignorance on his part of the Jaw and not the fact tl 
tended to wiilfully mislead us. 

Now, let us see what else he says about ft.. In speal 
saws, he wanted to know if a saw was an agricultural 
ment. Why, gentlemen of the committee, it is imn 
whether it is or whether it is not. It can not come in 
this farmers’ free-list bill, even though one of its uses mis 
that of an agricultural implement. As a matter of fact, if 
were not mentioned eo nomine in the Payne bill, but a g¢ 
clause for carpenters’ tools instead had been adopted p!: 
a duty upon them, saws would be classified as carpenters | 


the authorities in the construction of tariff statutes. A little ‘ because this is their principal use. 








911. 


Le 


t it is not material to this discussion to determine to which 


Aldrich bill saws of all kinds are mentioned by name, 
der all the decisions this fixes the status of saws. You 
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t repeal a clause of the Payne-Aldrich bill or change the | 


: of an article mentioned therein unless you mention it by 
x mention in the amendment the article whose status is 
anged: so the criticism of the gentleman from Illinois 


MANN] is not a just one against the Ways and Means 
‘ tee, because the law and the decisions of the courts, 


t a single dissenting opinion, are at variance with the 


“ ent of the gentleman from Illinois. [Applause on the 
1 ratie side.] His quarrel, then, is with the Supreme 
( ind with the other courts of the country, and is not with 
{ pemocratic Ways and Means Committee. 


11 ‘ 
} Vv. 


he wanted to know about trace chains and wheelbar- 
vs and various and sundry other articles, and asked whether 
were agricultural implements or not. He wanted to know 

er a pruning knife was an agricultural implement, and 
wanted to know whether horticultural tools were agricul- 
implements or not. It is immaterial whether they are 
classed as agricultural implements or not because in other sec- 
tions of the Payne-Aldrich bill all of these articles are men- 
tioned by name, and it is utterly impossible for any man to 
h the conclusion that he reaches, under the decisions of 


deliberately trying to deceive the country and place the 


Democratic Party in a false light. 

i am not going to read all of these decisions, but this is a 
general rule laid down in Morgan’s Digest of the United States 
rariff and Customs Laws, published in 1895, eighth edition, 
on page 326: 


a well-settled rule that general legislation must give way to 
gI legislation on the 


same subject, whether the provisions are 
in the same statute or in different statutes; and general pro- 
must be interpreted so as to embrace only cases to which the 


' provisions are not applicable, although the general provisions 
' sufficiently broad to comprehend articles under the special 

And the rule applies as well to statutes reduci@g duties 
3 to those increasing them. 

Now, in support of that proposition of law I want to invite 
he attention of the committee briefly to the case of Arthur v. 
Labey (96 U. S., p. 112), where the court construes a clause 
similar to this—a clause exactly like this. This is the rule laid 
lown by the court in that decision: 


ns. 


The rule, that for the purpose of the tariff laws, the commercial 
tion of an article among traders and importers when clearly 
ed fixes its character and that when Congress has designated 
le by a specific name and imposed a duty upon it, general terms 
sequent act or a later part of the same act, although sufficiently 

to comprehend such article, are not applicable to it and are not 

1 of their application by the expression “ not otherwise provided 
for * * * A specific designation eo nomine must prevail over 

t general words and a commercial designation is the standard by 

’ the dutiable character of the article is fixed. 

And on page 117 of this case the court specifically affirms the 
doctrine in Movius v. Arthur. 

Every article that the gentleman from Illinois criticises the 
bill for is mentioned by name in some other clause in the 
Payne-Aldrich bill and can not be affected by this farmers’ free 
list bill. And yet he would have the country believe that it 
was carelessly prepared. 

Then you may ask, Why should you put it in? It is neces- 
sary, as you will conclude if you read the decisions of the 
court on this question, It is necessary that you have some 
sort of a shotgun clause, because in the rapidly developing in- 
ventions in machinery for certain specific purposes frequently 
a machine that is doing a certain work to-day will be com- 
pletely replaced by a different one to-morrow. ‘Therefore, in 
order that the revenues of the Government may not be impaired 
they have put these clauses in for the purpose of embracing 
articles of a certain specific kind that do a specific thing. 

In addition to that, if you intend to put on the free list 
articles to be used by a certain class of people, and if some 
invention or some great addition to an agricultural implement 
should be made it would be necessary, if it might be classed as 
belonging in some other schedule in the bill, and if you desire 
to be sure to include it in the free-list bill, that you have a 
general clause in order that the agricultural implements may 
be sure to come in free—that is to say, every agricultural im- 
plement not specifically mentioned in some other clause in the 
Payne-Aldrich bill—would fall under this general provision of 
the farmers’ free-list bill and not under any other general pro- 
Vision of some other clause of the Payne-Aldrich bill, although 
broad.enough to cover it. This is the reason for this general 
clause in this free-list bill, and is the reason why the Demo 
cratic Ways and Means Committee put it in, 





ourts that they might come in free, unless for the purpose | 





SSS ee 


| Now, without reading them, I ask unanimous consent to 
saw properly belongs, because in another section in the 


insert in the Recorp a few decisions of the Supreme Co 
this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The n from 
unanimous consent to have printed in the Recorp, without rea 
ing them, certain decisions of the court. Is the 

There was no objection. 

The decisions referred to are 


gentlem: Mississt; ii asks 


re objection? 


as follows: 

The rule that an article, dutiable by its sp. ] nation, will not 
be affected by the general words of the sar or which 
would otherwise embrace it, applies as well to s 3 ! dut 
as to those increasing them. This rule ap th to st tes red ! 
and to statutes increasing duties. (Arthur v. RI 6 UU. S., 1 

When an article is designated in a tariff act \ id 
a duty imposed upon it by such name, general t is in a ( 
the same act, although sufficiently broad to compre! d la 

|} are not applicable to it. (Robertson v. Glendenning, 132 U. S., 158, 
Chief Justice Fuller delivering the opinion.) 

Under the principles laid down in Arthur vr. Mort n, A 
Labey, and Arthur v. Unkart, the specific designation 
and the judgment in favor of the plaintiff for the excess of a i 
by him was right and must be affirmed. (Arthur v. Zimmer: 1, UG 
U. 8., 124.) 

In cases of doubt in the construction of a customs act courts resolve 
the doubt in favor of the importer. * * * Where a custon act 


imposes a duty upon an article by a s| 





‘ific name, general terms in the 





act, though sufficiently broad to cover it, are not applicable to it. 
* * * The article will be classified by its specific designation rather 
than under a general description. (American Net & Twine Co. v. 


Worthington, 141 U. 8S., 468; Brown, Justice.) 


The settled rule of statutory construction is that general legislation 
must give way to special legislation on the same subject whethe he 
provisions are found in the same statute or in different statutes, and 
general provisions must be interpreted so as to embrace only cas to 
which special provisions are not applicable. 

Where a duty is imposed upon an article by a specific name this will 
determine its classification, although the article may be included in 
other words of general description in another part of the same act. 
(Arnold v. U. 8., p. 495, vol. 147, 51 Fed. Rep.; Magone, collector, v. 


King et al., p. 525.) 


The case falls within the general rule that, where a tariff act im 4 
a duty on an article by a specific name or description, general t 3 
in the act, though embracing it broadly, are not appl je to it; the 
general must give way to the particular. (Brister et al. v. U. S., 59 
Fed. Rep., 452.) 

Mr. SISSON. All of these decisions are perfectly clear, and 


there is a line of decisions too numerous to quote or to eve 
cite, which are at complete variance 
ment, and conclusions of the 
MANN]. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Prince] states that this bill 
is sectional. I regret that anybody shoul 


wi 
gentleman from I1] 


iy Ll 
MMOs [vl 


h the position, ar 


SAV anyl ng int 
country about sections. I do not believe that the pe of 
country are thinking now so much about the sectious fi 
which people come as about an effort to serve the whole p 
regardless of section. [Applause.] The gentleman wa 
fair in his statement to this committee when | | 
the southern cotton farmer was benefited to the 
$6,877,667, whereas the people of the North ¢ 
nothing. 

Why did not my friend state that only about one-third, or a 
little less than one-third of the farmers of the United S 
live in the South? Does he understand that only about one 
third of the corn and grain is produced in the South? Did he 
not know that all of the sacks in which corn and wheat are 
sacked go into the great Middle West and the mighty West 


beyond? Did he not know that burlaps and sackings and 


arti 
cles of that kind and character were put on the free list in 
order that the northern and western farmer might be co! 
pensated for the fact that some of his articles were placed 


upon the free list? Why did not the gentleman state that in 
his speech? Because I presume he expects to make some polit 
ical capital out of it without stating the truth in it. Why did 
not the gentleman tell the whole truth when he was maki 

his speech, and why did he not tell you that the Treasury De 
partment’s statement shows—he claimed to be reading from a 


statement of the Treasury Department—that cotton bagging 
only paid duties amounting to $99,033, while on sacks the duty 
was $970,715. 

Now, as to burlaps, I want to tell you that very little, if ir 
deed any, cotton bagging is made out of burlap of the kind and 


character mentioned here; but burlaps, which are used by the 
western farmers and by the farmers of the Middle West, paid 
duties to the amount of $5,807,919, and we gave up that amount 
to the western and middle western farmers and the farmers 
of the North. Why did he not state that when he was stating 
the facts to you? [Applause on the Democratic side.] If he 
wanted to be fair, why did he not tell you that the smallest 
item, less than $100,000, was the item on bagging and ties. Yet 
he was unfair enough to state that the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee was bringing in a sectional bill. If I were disposed to 
be of the kind that my distinguished friend is, I could in turn 
say that it is a sectional bill, because you are giving the 
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northern and the western farmers the largest proportion and | give free sacks and free binding twine and free wire f 
the biggest end of the proposition. I would not mention Mason | farmers out West. 
and Dix line if my friend from Illinois had not done so, but For over 100 years the southern people have been en; 


two-thirds of the farmers of the country live north of Mason 
and Dixon's line, and they get seven or eight times as much of 
benefit of this $6,000,000 as the farmers of the South do. 


fhe 


So, I say, there is no sectionalism in the bill favorable to the 
South. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

It is evident that the gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. Prince], 
if he intended to be truthful and fair, did not know what he 
was talking about. He confuses “jute bagging” with “ bur- 
lap.” Everyone will concede that free “bagging” will be to 


the advantage of the southern cotton farmer. But free admis- 


sion of “burlap” will not only be of no help to the southern 
cotton farmer, but if anything will be to his disadvantage. 
Burlap is not used by the cotton farmer. It is used for mak- 
ing burlap bags and for baling manufactured fabrics. Jute 
“bagging,” used for baling cotton, is a much coarser article 
than “burlap.” Burlap is used for sacking cement and grain 
and by manufacturers to cover different kinds of bales of cloth. 
Nearly all of this is used in the North by northern manufac- 
turers and by northern and western farmers. None is used 
or manufactured in the South. 
interested in “burlap,” but in “jute bagging.” 


raising cotton, Cotton is the one commodity produced 
United States which always brings into our banks 
our Treasury pure gold. It has been the enormous p: 


of the cotton fields of the South that has made the b; 


Therefore, the South is not | 


I may say to the gentleman, however, that if the South were | 
disposed to complain, that this would be a just ground for com- | 


plaint. It is estimated that about 350,000 bales of cotton are 


made up in this country into a very coarse cotton goods known | 


as osnaburgs. One of the principal uses of osnaburg is for 
sacking grain and cement, so free burlap is brought into direct 
competition with osnaburg, a southern product. This will not 
help the southern farmer. It will not hurt him, but it will tend 
to hurt our southern cotton mills that are making osnaburgs. 

In sacking cement osnaburg is now chiefly used, but free 
burlap means that cement will be sacked in burlap. This is 
only one of many ways in which burlap may take the place of 
cotton. 

If this bill had been prepared with a view to southern inter- 
ests, it would not have made burlaps free. If you want to 
benefit the South, put the duty so high on burlap that no 
American can afford to import burlap, and we will force the 
price of osnaburg up and at the same time increase the price of 
cotton. An examination of the figures showing the importa- 


tions will show how utterly the gentleman from L[linois [Mr. 


Prince] isin error. In 1910 there was imported into the United 
States $699,940 worth of jute bagging for covering cotton. 

In 1910 there was imported into the United States $20,351,- 
810.46 worth of burlap for sacking grain, corn, wheat, oats, 
flour, salt, coal, cement, and for oilcloth, upholstering, and 
other purposes. 
less than $700,000 for the South, and yet the gentleman says it 
is sectional, 

The tariff tax paid on bagging for covering cotton in 1910 was 
$99,033.28. 
sacking corn, wheat, oats, coal, and so forth, was $5,371,427.S0. 
The North and West get about 50 times as much out of this 
item in this bill as the South gets. Brother Prince, how is 
this for sectionalism? ‘The South gets one dollar and you get 
fifty, and yet you complain about the amount the South gets 
out of the bill. You are hard to please; you are too selfish. 
It was not intended to be a sectional bill. It was intended to 


Twenty millions for the North and West and | 


The tariff tax on burlap for the same year for | 


| was paid for the gross weight. 





trade in our favor for over 50 years. 

If you take away from our international trade that y: 
which this last year with the seed amounted to somethi: 
billion dollars—over $800,000,000 worth of raw cotton 
that $800,000,000 over $400,000,000 of it was sold to on: 
alone—if you were to take out of the business of th 
States this great gold producer for the Treasury and | 
this country, it would be a terrible calamity on the A) 
people. 

Notwithstanding this fact, these toiling and patient 1 
in the South without complaint have had no protecti 
any source. They have not asked any protection; t 
ask a fair, square deal at the hands of the Govern: 
thank God the time is coming when the people of M: 

New Hampshire, of Vermont, of Rhede Island, of Com 
of Illinois, and all the great States will be willing to d 
these questions irrespective of what State is affected, w! 
may be the temper of some of the northern and south 
ticians. The business interests of this country have ¢ 
of this talk of sectionalism, and we ought to begin to | 
irrespective of congressional districts. [Applause.] 

But it is also said, and was said on the floor of the H 
that the southern cotton farmer got pay for his bagging : 
that the cotton was weighed on the scales, and that the { 
That was formerly true, t 
cotton was weighed and they would deduct the tare: 
created so much trouble before the war that the result w 
the business men throughout the country figured a 
amount of tare on a bale of cotton, and then made the qu 
less the tare. 

I shall not discuss the history of the matter nor 
came to be adopted, but state as a fact that the Li 
Exchange, the New York Exchange, and the Cotton Exc! 
in New Orleans, which makes the price of all cotton, ded 
6 per cent, or 30 pounds, from the gross weight of ever 
of cotton, a standard bale being 500 pounds. Every 
producer will tell you that the bagging and ties on a | f 
cotton will only weigh from 19 to 22 pounds. ‘Therefore 
you take the tare off you will defraud the farmer, if | 
a 500-pound bale, of 9 to 11 pounds of cotton. 

Now, it may be curious to some people to know how 
done.- In making up the quotation they send out for cott 
figure about 60 points for tare; for example, if cott 
worth 12.60 the quotations for cotton would be 12 « 
cause net cotton only is paid for. A net price is giver 
cotton so that the bagging and the ties are not includ 
is only necessary for gentlemen who doubt this state: 
look at the rules of the cotton exchanges, and they wi id 
that they specifically provide for the 6 per cent tare. Ii is 
perfectly apparent that the tare is figured out and the f: 
himself loses the weight of the bagging and ties and do 
receive pay for them. So, if gentlemen understand tho! 


e 


| the proposition, the statement would not be made here t 


give the western farmer cheap sacks and cheap binding twine. | 
It was intended to give to the farmer of the South cheap bag- 


ging and cheap ties and to deal with the farmers all over this 
country exactly alike; and it would have been a sectional bill 
if the Ways and Means Committee had not done exactly what 
they did do. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

It has also been stated that these articles are produced or 
manufactured, the majority of them, in the North. That is 
true. 
fifths of all our manufactured articles come from the North. 
You of the North are a manufacturing people. You are pe 
culiarly fortunate in that sense; but in this instance it just 
happens, gentlemen of the committee, that there are a number 
of bagging factories in the South. There are manufactories 
engaged in the business of making cotton ties. They make over 
$1,000,000 worth of bagging, and I am not able to state the 
exact number of ties, but a great many ties are manufactured 
in the South by southern manufacturers. 
the greater portion of bagging and ties are manufactured in the 
North, and so is the greater portion of nearly all the manufac- 
tures that enter into every southern home manufactured in the 
North. We are your patrons and your customers; but this bill, 
in giving to the southern cotton farmer free bagging and ties, 
is only doing that simple justice that ought to be done if you 


southern farmer gets pay for his bagging and ties when | 
his cotton and therefore makes a profit, and that fo 
reason he did not pay the tariff and the duty should rei 
There was a learned Senator in the other Chamber | 
who asserted the proposition on the floor of the Senate, 
took a great deal of discussion to convince him that it \ 
true. It is just like this tariff business. The farmer 


| without knowing when or how. 


I do not believe I overstate the case when I say that four- | 


Mr. Chairman, there has been a good deal said ab 
source of revenue, if you lost practically $10,000,000 | 
farmers’ free-list bill. Of course the first thing that ever 
ernment ought to do, or that those connected with the G 
ment and having charge of legislation ought to do, is t 
the Government at the very lowest figure possible to obta 
cient government. They ought to destroy every useless 


| They ought to get the Government down as nearly as | 


As a matter of fact, | 


to a business basis, and then, when that is dono, raise only 
enough revenue to run the Government on this basis. 

The present condition is a peculiar one because, to a 
extent, the expenses of this Government have been fixed | 
party that has gone out of power. It was fixed by a House— 
and that is one of the evils of the Federal Constitution \ 
ought to be remedied—that was repudiated at the polls ‘ 
November and which came back here in December and for three 
months legislated for a constituency that has repudiated it. 
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rhis is said in no partisan sense, because as the political 
. is of fortune turn it may roll around that this side of the 
rT , may be repudiated; but it would be equally wrong for 

side of the House to legisiate after they had been repudi- 
1 at the polls. However, the last House, or a large part of 
having no responsibility to a constituency, were permitted 

| did vote on these bills and did fix the expenses of the Govy- 
a) mt, so that it is almost impossible for this Democratic | 
i . to reduce the expenses of the Government, because so | 
many fixed charges have been created by the last Republican | 
House and Senate which must be paid out of the Treasury. It 


w incumbent on the majority in the House to be sure that 
ling with the tariff and the revenues it gets enot 
run the Government. That is our highest duty, because as 
‘rats we believe in levying a tariff only for revenue, but 
lieve in levying enough tariff to get enough revenue. The 
vernment must meet promptly her every obligation. There- 
fore it is necessary that a good deal of care be used in chang- 
ine these schedules. I say this not because I have any sort of 
patience with this infamous doctrine of protection, which is so 
hateful to me, but with the necessities of the Government as 
they are to-day the Democrats must raise enough revenue, 
though they are compelled to permit an evil which has done 
more to corrupt public men and done more to send vicious men 
to this Capitol looking to their special interests, and more to 


ww 
de 


h money | 


induce capital to buy voters to send men to Congress, than all | 


of the other influences combined. 


side.] If a man has built up his business behind certain pro- 
tection, he says that he must have his protection or his business 


is destroyed, and Republicans levy tribute then upon his busi- 


[Applause on the Democratic | 


ness, stating that he may have it protected and cared for | 


through them. 

You need not endeavor to frighten me by calling me a free 
trader. I am not frightened with the term, but I am dealing 
with a condition and not with a theory. If I had the making 
of the law, I certainly would not write the Constitution as it is 
now written with reference to revenue, but the fathers who 


nade this Republic were afraid that they would not get Mem- | 
bers to come to Congress; they were afraid it would not be | 


ratified and held together, and they devised this iniquitous sys- 
tem of raising revenue, so that the people would not know when 
they paid it. I would not be so much opposed to this tariff 
if, as a matter of fact, the increased price, because of the duties 
on articles on the dutiable list, went into the Treasury. I 
would not say a word, because the Government would then get 
the benefit of it, but the thing that is so iniquitous is that dur- 


compared to the enormous tribute which we pay the protected 
industries. When during the debate on the Payne bill I stated 
the amount of tribute, some of my Democratic colleagues said 
that I had overstated it. However, a distinguished Senator at 
the other end of the Capitol, the late lamented Senator Dolliver, 
in one of the best tariff speeches that I heard during the last 
session of Congress, arrived at the same conclusion, I do not 
think that the distinguished Senator ever saw the speech that 
I made on the question, but I was very much gratified to see 
that I was confirmed by one so learned as the distinguished 
Senator from Iowa. 

Let me state the facts again for your consideration in order 
that you may see how wicked and iniquitous this present tariff 
system is. We got, in 1905, the last official statistics that 
I have examined, about three hundred and odd millions of dol- 
lars from impost or tariff taxes. During that year the total con- 
sumption was something like $14,000,000,000. The average duty 
was about 45 cents and a fraction, so that if the Dingley tariff 
was a scientific bill, if the Dingley tariff was a tariff which was 
made in accordance with scientific rules and gave the protection 
which its friends say was needed, and if the men on this side of 
the tariff wall took advantage of that protection, the people paid 
over and above what they ought to have paid to the manufac- 
turers who are engaged in producing the four thousand and odd 
articles on the dutiable list the enormous sum of something like 
$4,000,000,000 over and above the world’s price for these articles 
48 a net profit. [Applause on the Democratic side.] When I 
made this statement here my friends said I was mistaken, and 
yet Senator Dolliver made that statement on the floor of the 
Senate, that it amounted to about $4,000,000,000 more than the 


90,000,000 American people ought to pay. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] This is the enormous profit which you put 
into private hends through the arm of the Government. ‘To that 


we object seriously. Mr. Gladstone, when he made an assault 
upon the protected interests of England, at first had a terrible 
Struggle, because the protected industries in England claimed 


ing the Dingley tariff—and I have not had the opportunity to | “™5 that which causes them harm, not good. 


investigate the question so far as the Payne bill is concerned, | 
but it is even worse under it—I found that the tax was small | 


, 


that a 1 destroy them; that ther 


xp 


low duty 
ld be smok 


or free trade woul 










wou less factories; that there would be men out of 
employment; and that all of the English people would be put 
in a condition of dire distress. Yet he went before the people 
with the simple statement: 

I will not with my vote an y t e one Englishman 
an advantage over another En I English- 
man by right of a special pr 1 ft extract 
from the pockets of another Ensgli n a 21 t Govern- 
ment, but as a private profit. 

Therefore he advocated a tariff which would tax th 
noncompetitive articles, so that the increased pri ould go 
into the treasury of England. It was only a sl » after 
this policy went into effect until the English fle n every 
sea, until the mighty leviathans of the deep b products 
of the English factories to all the world and bro Le 
raw materials which has made England to-day nd 
powerful nation that she is, and terrorizes the Repub! 
they begin to think about being put in competition with her. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] jsut since we have a con- 
dition and not a theory to deal with, it is absolutely necessary 


that we raise the revenue to run this Government. The 
licans want to know where we are going to get the revenue 
Under the present régime you tax beer, whisky, and playing 


Re 


ni 
ALE pud- 


cards. I introduced a bill in the last session of Congress, but 
for a reason which I will not state now that bill did not get out 
of the Committee on Way8 and Means. I have introduced the 


same bill this session. It is a bill to put an internal-revenue 
tax upon the manufacture and sale of all pistols, dirk knives, 
sword canes, and cartridges of all kinds and character. Now, 
you tax whisky and playing cards. Do not pistols, cards, and 
whisky go together? Ought not they to be dealt with in the 
same manner? [Applause on the Democratic side.] The num- 


ber of pistols sold in the United States is something like 
500,000 annually. I would like to ask this question: Why 


should we not place a tax upon these articles? Will some gen- 
tleman rise in his seat and tell for what good purpose a pistol 
is made? 

Why should not the men engaged in the infamous business of 
manufacturing deadly weapons and inducing our boys to pur- 
chase them pay some of the expense of running the Government? 
The man who manufactures liquor is denounced in pulpit 
press because of the business he is engaged in. The retailer of 
intoxicating liquors is denounced as an outcast. They are both 
required to pay an internal-revenue tax because their business 
tends to evil and not good. When men buy liquor they are buy- 
Yet a saloon would 
rarely be stained with human blood if the man drinking intoxi- 
eating liquor did not have in his pocket a concealed weapon. 
The liquor, in the absence of the deadly weapon, might ca 
men to get into broils and fisticuffs, but rarely would the 
blood shed. But the liquor fires up men’s blood and cause 
the quarrel, and then, armed with a deadly weapon, the quarrel 
ends in a tragedy. 


oT) | 
anu 


9 
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If all the tears that these manufacturers of deadly weapons 
have been directly the cause of could be collected together, they 
would produce a mighty river of sorrow. If all the groans the; 
have caused could be concentrated into one sound, it would 
shake the universe with agony. If the blood they have car 
to be shed could be seen together, it would make a crin 

|ocean. If the widows and orphans which they have made could 
be gathered together, it would make an army that no man could 


number. If all the felons that they have cau 


“i conld be gath 
ered into one place of confinement, it would convert the eartl 


into one vast prison. If every gallows they have « sed to | 
erected could be seen together, it would make a 1 hty mor 
ment of horror. If all they have cost the people of the « 
could be converted into food and clothing, there id 1 
more want, hunger, or poverty. 

These men engaged in the manufacture of t! l 
weapons ought to be looked upon with more 
men engaged in almost any other business 
legalized? ‘This is a civilized country. No sa\ i 1! 
roams our fields nor lurks in the aileys of our I 
beasts infest our fair country. There is no r } i 


business should be fostered. They supply the means whi 
cause murderous men of civilization to be more dreaded than 
the savage red man or wild beast. ‘ manufa . 


tols, dirks, and stilettos are exerc 


customers for their deadly wares. They fill our: nd 
magazines with attractive advertisements to induce « boys to 
buy pistols that produce murderers. 

Why not tax them? What good reason can we give why they 


should not be taxed? Whisky, cards, and pistols go together. 
Why not tax them together? Whisky and cards would be less 
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harmful if there were no concealed weapons. Whisky now 
bears its burden of internal revenue; playing cards are also 
taxed. Whisky can be put to good uses. Cards may be used in 
innocent social amusements, but to what good use can a pistol 
or a dirk or a stiletto be put? They are made to kill human 
beings; not in the open, not to give a fair chance and equal 
opportunity, but to cowardly take your fellow man unawares 
and deprive him of his life. Why should men carry them ex- 
cept for this reason? ‘There can be no other. 

Let us tax pistols, not plows. [Applause.] 

let us tax dirk knives, not disk harrows. [Applause.] 

Let us tax pistol cartridges, not corn planters. 

If men will engage in manufacturing pistols, dirks, stilettos, 


the Government something when they do it. It is not the 
province of the United States Government to prevent their man- 
ufacture, but it is her right to levy a tax upon them to help 
pay the expenses of the Government, and it should be exercised 
at this time. Our Treasury needs the revenue. Let us get at 
least $2,000,000 by taxing this evil. It can not produce any 
evil, but a great good. 

Too many of the great daily newspapers are owned and sup- 
ported by the protected interests of the country, and they dis- 
courage any movement to raise revenue except through the 


tariff, which enables their masters to support them, to rob the | 


people of more than $10 where the Government gets $1 in taxes. 
So to raise $2,000,000 by a tax upon deadly weapons and car- 
tridges would cost the protected manufacturer $10,000,000 in 
profits, because you could then put a few necessities on the free 
list. They would rather let these men who manufacture deadly 
weapons and put them into the hands of the lawless for the 
express purpose of murdering American citizens continue in 
their aiding and abetting in all the homicides in the country 
than to give up the protection afforded by the collection of 
$2,000,000 of import duties. That is, when Congress assumes 
this attitude, it seems that they would make it cheap for men 
engaged in manufacturing deadly weapons by leaving the bur- 
den upon honest consumers, the men, women, children, widows, 
and orphans who toil, rather than tax these men who are en- 
gaged in manufacturing these deadly weapons. 

The only people who are consulted, the only advice that comes 
fo Congress, is from the rich. Congress is too far away from 
the people and too close to the interests. If all the good men 
in America who believe in placing a tax upon deadly weapons 


would write to their Congressmen and Senators the mail would | 


be loaded down. Let every minister of the Gospel, of what- 
ever faith or persuasion, every college professor, every school- 
teacher, every banker, merchant, farmer, and all law-abiding 
people who love life and not death, who would dispense sun- 
shine and not shadow, who would have the wine of joy and not 
the blood of sorrow to flow in our land, who would remove from 
the human eye a tear and from the heart a pang of pain be 
heard from in this land in the matter of taxing these deadly 
weapons manufactured and sold by these men engaged in this 
hellish business and there will be a unanimous voice in favor of it. 

My own people are sometimes charged with being “ pistol 
toters.” [Applause and laughter.] We are also charged with 
putting too cheap a valuation on human life. Well, why do 
you make these things and sell them to us? Either stop mak- 
ing them or stop lecturing us. [Laughter.] If you are going 
to continue to manufacture them, then tax them along with cards 
and whisky and compel those who indulge the luxury to pay 
for it. You can get $2,500,000 or $3,000,000 of revenue from 
this source. 

My distinguished friend from Mississippi [Mr. Humpureys] 
suggests another remedy. There is now a tax of 2 cents a pack 
on playing cards. Why not make it 10 cents? This would 
tax another business to an extent that the Government would 
derive some real benefit from. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. What would be the effect of 
your tax on pistols on marksmanship? Would that tend to 
discourage the practice of the noble art? 

Mr. SISSON. I think so; and if the mark was a human being 
it would be well to stop the training. Our boys shoot too true 
now. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I hope the gentleman is not 
going to put me in the position of opposing his effort to tax 
pistols. There is a great deal being said in the various civilized 
countries of the world as to making the citizen soldiery capable 
of handling firearms and hitting the marks at which they aim. 
Would it have a tendency to discourage that? 
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Mr. SISSON. I am glad to know that my good friend | 
opposed to my bill. Let us furnish them with rifles an »,; 
with pistols. Battles are won with rifles, not pistols. 

Mr. SIMS. And if you are dealing with deadly wea). 
you not think you ought to do something with automo) 
the way of tax? 

Mr. SISSON. I am glad my distinguished friend succeed 
automobiles in connection with deadly weapons. I am a 
try boy, and am now living in a small town, and I hav: 
more dodging and ducking to keep out of the way of those | 
than all other dangers combined since I have been in W:s 
ton. I think the gentleman from Tennessee properly . 


and other such weapons for sale, let them be compelled to pay a Oe eee Ses ses wee Wee we S Splendid sob. 


ject for an internal-revenue tax. 
AGRICULTURE. 


Now, gentlemen, I shall not detain the committee lo: 
want to say, in concluding my remarks, that whatever 
or tends to injure agriculture, whatever tends to dest; 
prosperity of the farm, will absolutely destroy the pros 
of this country. No man questions that statement. 1! 
why I am supporting this bill. Let us give farmers free to 
to work with. 

The great cities can not thrive, they can not live a sing! 
month, without the produce of the farm that is carried there 
to feed them. The great factories can not run without th: 
There is one business that always adds to the y 
of the world, and it is the only business that adds abs 
to the wealth of the world something that did not exist before. 
You may take, if you please, the iron in the bowels of {| 
earth, and you may convert it into different shapes and int 
usable forms, but you have produced no more iron. You may 
go into the gold mines and into the silver mines and you ca: 
dig out the last ounce, but there is one business that men engag 


| in by which they always, every year, add something t 


wealth of the world without taking anything from it. Yo 
plant and you reap ten, twenty, yea one hundred fold of ney 
wealth, wealth that did not exist before, and the world is richer 
thereby and no wealth has been used up. The farmer is the basis 
of all our civilization. Upon his broad shoulders rest a!! the 
balance of the human family. It is the duty of Congress to re 
move from these shoulders every burden that it can. Whether 
we live in the country or in the city our general prosperity will 
be advanced by advancing the interest of agriculture. 

The farmer needs more education and training than any otlie 
class of people. It requires the highest degree of int: 
development to make a successful farmer. It is necessary that 
he understand how to improve his land by building it up w 
proper cultivation. To do this requires some scientific | 
edge. Farm management, to be successful, requires good | 
ness training. 

In order to bring about this result the Government shou!) 
nish him with all available information that it can secure fro! 
experiment and observation. Every effort should be mace | 
make country life desirable. People have been deserting the! 
farms because life has not been attractive to their boys and eins. 
They long for better social opportunities and more 1 
avocations. To prevent our farms being deserted we must bring 
about a condition different from the past. The country boy ai 
girl must be given equal opportunities with those of the towns 
and cities. This can only be done by giving them good ! 
good schools, and good churches. This will enable the farm 
not only to get the products of his farm quickly and wil!) !ess 
cost to market, but it will enable his family to enjoy th: 
opportunities to worship and his children better scl t 
attend. The successful management of the farm, the improve 
ment of the farm, making country life desirable, fillinz te 
country with good schools and good churches, building £0 
roads, so that the farmers may not only get their produce 
cheaply to market, but that they may also enjoy the opportunt 
ties of worship, that their children may attend school, and (4) 
they may come in larger numbers and increase the efficic’ 
the schools—in order that you may maintain this strong | 
tion of all life it is absolutely essential that every acre 0! |! 
be made to produce the greatest amount during each given yeu! 
In addition to this, you must remove from his shoulders ev«'y 
unfair and unnecessary burden, so that farm life may be !.ce 
as profitable as possible. 

But under the system that has been in vogue under the sys! 
of taxation which has prevailed for 50 years the farmer 45 
been the one man who has received no benefit, but all the burcet 
from the system of taxation which you have put in operat'ol. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
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It is utterly impossible to devise a plan—human ingenuity can 
yise a plan—where you may enzble men to get cnormous 


| 


| Riddle of the Sphinx. The King 


nt 
t 5 for food products unless you make somebody else suffer. 
11 ve the farmer is entitled to a fair and full remuneration 


f ery day’s labor that he puts on the farm. But he does 
no vet that, for under this system of protection which you 
hat . instituted, under the special privileges which have grown 

der your protective system, a few men have been able to 


a gether and control the great food markets and fix the price 
t farmer and then fix the price to the consumer, and thus 
] both 


is there that does not believe that both cattle 
vat to-day in the great cities is not absolutely fixed by 
Trust? Who does not know A agp in the fixing of the 
e nearly all the necessities of life the y are fixed either 
,opolies or by trade agreements? I have sometimes had 
my d ubts whether the Sherman Antitrust Act was a blessing. 
It kas proven a complete failure, because it has not been en- 
force. It has been a mockery. legal comb 
errily along with full knowledge of those wh o should prevent 
it, [ven Presidents have condoned its violation. Law officers 
surts stand dumb and silent before their masters and de- 
to prosecute. If the Federal courts of the country had 
heen in hearty sympathy with the law, if the administrations 
had m heartily in sympathy witl e prosecutions at the 
very beginning of the illegal combination of capital, they might 
bave prevented that condition which to-day confronts us and 
wl is gradually growing to be world-wide. In ler words, 
] have so much power to-day by the vast combination of 
| that it is extremely doubtful whether, if any party that 
into power should endeavor to lay a restraining hand 
ul heir methods, it could prevent them by a single meeting 
of single board of directors of one institution from deciding 
to close down an industry for the sole purpose of bringing about 
a condition that will place the laboring man out of employment; 
n, when he is helpless, appeal to his hunger and to his 
and by this method he is coerced and forced to go with 
party which will restore trust control. Whether it be a 
Republican Party that endeavors to deal with the situation, 
or whether it be the Democratic Party that deals with the sit- 
uation, whatever may be the party that may attempt to regulate 
nd control them in that business, the question is whether the 
trusts will not be able to drive any party out of power that will 
endeayor to regulate them. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
It is one of the great problems which the people of this age 
have to solve. It must be solved, of course, and I believe it 
will be. But it is no boy’s task, it is no small day’s work, that 
has to be done. We must not invade property rights. I do 
not believe, however, that property rights should prevail 
the rights of man. [Applause on the Democratic side.] But 
we must have a safe preservation of property rights, because, as 
Mr. Calhoun has said, men who have the acquisitive desire will 
exercise that desire so long as they are safe in their property 
under the law. Therefore we must preserve property rights, but 
money should yield to man, and property should yield to the 
people. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Because property, business, machinery, all the marvelous ] 
mighty mechanism of the industrial world, if properly used 
and conducted, and if their products are not controlled by self- 
ish men, are a great and everlasting blessing to mankind; but 
there are many of these great institutions whose titanic power 
is equal to the ceaseless labor of a million slaves; and if the 
owners of these mighty machines, the owners of t great 
factories and industrial enterprises, the owners of th Sreat 
transportation companies, if they are selfish and are unwilling 
to give to labor that opportunity, that right, that fair and just 
division of earnings, then it is absolutely necessary to the pres- 
ervation of free government and to the happiness of mankin 
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that the strong arm of the law be laid upon these great engines | 


of oppression and that they be compelled to do right. [Ap- 
Dlause on the Democratic side.] 

_ There is not a particle of socialism in my make-up. I am 
Just as far from socialism as I am from anarchy, but when 
these people with all their power are capable of producing 
So much misery and woe some means must be devised for their 
control, and whatever that may be, whatever the wisdom of 
man may devise to that end, I pledge my hand and my heart to 
the support of that measure. [Applause.} I hope this bill 
will pass the House. I hope it will pass the Senate. [I trust 


it will be but the beginning of the solution of this great | 


Problem. I do not want to wait until the power of these op- 
Pressors becomes so strong and world-wide that one nation 
can not deal with them. 
fair, then God help the people! 


: [Applause on the Democratic 
aide. ] 


nations have gone | 


| 
| crepit with age he 


If it gets to be an international af- | 
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I read the story of the 
Thebes had been annoyed 
for a long time by the apninx that lived in the rocks near 
one of the roads through a mountain pass that his subjec ts 
were compelled to travel in getting into and out of hi is kingdom. 


The sp hinx would ask each passer- a riddle, and if he failed 


Mr. Chairman, when I was 





to answer it the sphinx would de your him. This iad great 
terror to the people and’great distress to the king. At last the 
Ix f Thebes heard of G&idipus, a wise and good man, and he 
sent for him and asked him, “Can you deliver us from the 
terrible sphinx?” C&dipus said he would try So ] vent 
out, and as usual the sphinx came and ked him a ¢ tion 


Those of you who are familiar with the story will 1 ll the 
question : 
What is it th 


at in the morning walks on four legs, at : n walks 
on tw ? 


», and in the evening walks on thre 
QGidipus very promptly r 
Man ; 


plied: 

a child he walks on all fours, when he Is 
walks on two | and when he is old and de 

3 with a st : 1 makes the thi leg 


when he is 
he stands uj a 





With a terrible cry of a 
he precipice on the rocks be 
lieved of the scourge. 


phinx in this coun 


herself over 
ins were re- 


agony, the sphinx threw 
th, and so the Theb 


tT 


‘ow, the s ry that has been feeding upon 


the American people is this gigantic Republican organization. 
For 50 years they have been juggling with the American farmer 
and the American laboring man, and at the electi he farmer 
and ihe laboring man have failed to answer the qu 1 aright, 
be cause you gentle men on the other side have bee! ible to de- 
eeive them. But education, training, and learning on the part 
of the people will finally enable them through their R senta- 
tives to answer correctly this riddle of the tariff. Applause on 
the Democratic side.] When they do that, the mighty sphinx, 











the Republican Party, will cry aloud as it is st from th 
precipice of power down upon the rocks of destruction below. 
[Prolonged applause on the Democratic side.] My friend from 
Indiana [Mr. Cuttop] has just given a perfect description of 
how this sphinx is —e ‘d and how dangerous it is to the 
liberty and welfare of the American people. I commend his 1 
marks to all patriotic Ameri ans who do not believe in the 
growing despotism of this tr ontroled Repub 1 sphinx 
May the Lord deliver us from this terrible m ry. [Appl 

on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsyly 1. Mr. Chairman, 1 1 the ¢ 
dian reciprocity bill made its appearance at the la f 
Congress I believed it to be an entering wedge f } 
tion of the policy of p: ao to American industry and voted 
against it. When it returned to th ep t session of C 
u inder Democratic auspices, my original estimate its ult 
effect was not changed, : ind IT ag ted in Wi 
purpose appeared to have been nevolent, I believed it to 
wrong il licy and calculated to bot! ‘ ‘rand 





industrialist of this oe ] 


reciprocity, the situation would be different, but without annexa 


tion reciprocity with Canada n 3a deflection of the populatior 
of the United States, unnecessary c ession to ¢ la and 


* 


Europe, and a reduction in the wage-earning power in the 








ited States. That undue co1 sions are being 1 » to ¢ 
ada —— appear from the failure of anyone advocating 1 
procity to propose similar terms to Mexico, which, being along 
our southern border, would seem to be entitled 
consideration at our generous hands as “the fair s to t 
north.” While we are throwing bouqu t Canada 
preaching the uplift, it is well to reme r that -¢ 
taining an entirely different and wholly unaltruistic attitude 
1 sister country along the southern border 
GIVING SOMETHIN : NOTH 
In the reciprocity bill we have actual] ve 
| exchange 0 of revenue approximately $5,000,000 p 
| would be just as serviceable to industry in 


vill be to Canada or to England, with wh 
in sy mpathetic touch. And there |} | 
Republican side for this o1 


altruism and the possible desire to obtain free wood pulp 








the United States, deside um anand 

ters in their letter to the Secretary of State, exp 

emphatically, reserved to the Canadian Pr 
Assuming the reciprocity bill } es, carry! 


of trade and Federal revenue, the Democratic P 
poses to further reduce the revenue and yet run 
by giving effect to reciprocity in a free-tr 
be in the interest of the farmer, but especia 
signed to benefit cotton planters, 


sibce more tual a 
’ 


$10,000,000 of revenue which the gentleman from Alabama [Mr 
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Unperwoop] says is to be saved the farmer in duty upon im- 
ports, is levied against bagging for cotton, sacks, burlaps, and 
so forth, and cotton ties. I can not agree that either measure 
is in the interest of the farmer or the cotton planter, or the in- 
dustrialist, and I shall vote against this properly labeled free- 
trade wedge with the same sincerity and earnestness that I 
yoted against the entering wedge of reciprocity. 
MAKING A CAT’S-PAW OF THE FARMER. 


Throughout this whole discussion it has been apparent that 
the American farmer was to be made the cat’s-paw of the 
Democratic propaganda. He has been held aloof from his co- 
worker in the mill and his best customer in the city, and has 
been made to believe he would be the sole victim of reciprocity, 
as the attempt is now being made to have him believe he will 
be a beneficiary of the so-called farmers’ free list. The oft- 
heard cry of monopoly and exorbitant profits in the mills has 
been repeated in this discussion to a fulsome degree, and no- 
where have our Democratic orators taken into account the 
wages involved in the recent wonderful progress of the Nation 
under the protective system, which it now seems to be the busi- 
ness of every competitive nation, aided by the Democratic Party, 
to destroy. 

Democrats have taken the reins in this House and they tell 
us they propose to improve upon the protective system, not by 
razing customhouses as of old, nor even by taxing incomes 
quite so vigorously as hitherto proposed, but by “ going gently,” 
keeping the customhouses, cutting down the expenses as well 
as the revenues, and placing a reduced tax upon incomes. And 
all of this is to be done in the interest of the American farmer. 
who is expected to continue as prosperous as ever and to secure 
the same high prices from wage earners out of work, as he 
was able to obtain from wage earners employed under a pro- 
tective system. Well, we have had two instances of Demo- 
eratic effort to run the Government. The first was under 
James Buchanan, when they bonded the Government for 
$40,000,000, and the second and crucial test was under Grover 
Cleveland, when, subsequent to 1894, they were forced to issue 
bonds to the extent of $262,000,000 to pull the country out of 
the financial hole into which they had plunged it. They may 
be wiser now than they were then. The proof of the pudding 
lies in the eating of it. 


REMINDER OF DEMOCRATIC TIMES. 


If the American farmer would be as wise to his true inter- 
ests, as I believe he will be after reciprocity and free trade 
have been imposed upon him by a Democratic House, he will 
make a few comparisons now, as those of us who have good 
memories and are not over-educated in populistic theories are 
making them in the great cities, as between that interesting 
former peried of Democratic control and the interesting period 
which is now promised under the new system for which the 
Democratic Party will be responsible. 

There is no essential difference in the problems and pretenses 
of the Democratic Party of 1893 and those of the present, so 
that it is fair to recall some of the disasters that were wrought 
upon the entire country—business man, farmer, and working- 
man alike—by the experiments put into effect in 1894. I have 
before me now, prepared by one of the great mercantile agencies 
of the country—Dun & Co.—a comparative list of mercantile 
and banking failures and of railroad receiverships for a long 
period of years. In 1893, when the Democrats in their last 
attempt to materialize their professions, were changing from a 
protective to a partial free-trade policy, the mercantile failures 
in the United States aggregated $346,779,889. There has been 
no such record in all the years before or since, and even in the 
financial flurry of 1907 the failures of this class did not equal 
one-third of the amount of that disastrous Democratic year. 
In the same Democratic year the banking failures in the United 
States amounted to $210,998,809, which was more than all the 
failures in the eight years from 1895 to 1902, inclusive, and 
was never approached by any one year, save that of 1907, a 
“pbank-paniec year,” having nothing to do with the tariff, when 
the liabilities of failing institutions exceeded those of the Cleve- 
land year by twenty-three millions. But the climax was capped 
in the railroad receiverships in 1893, when the total amount of 
capital involved was in excess of $1,781,000,000, an amount 
equal to the total involved in all railroad receiverships for the 
14 subsequent years from 1894 to 1907, inclusive. In the light 
of these staggering figures, carrying with them a story of idle- 
ness and distress in city and country such as we never want 
to see again, it is fair to presume that the American farmer, 
who has listened complacently to stories of monopoly and out- 
rage, will realize the meaning of that true reciprocity which 
some of us upon the Republican side have been preaching—the 
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reciprocity that begins at home in a square deal betwe: 
tiller of the soil and the worker in the mill, without the jj:op. 
ference of any foreign nation. [Applause on the Re) 
side. ] 

ALTRUISM AND BREADWINNING. 


Since reciprocity, as it has been communicated to us | , 
Democratic leaders, is now synonymous with free trade, whyo+ 
will it profit us as a people? Are we so prosperous that we ey 
give away our substance without inviting the shadow? Apo 
we not pursuing the course of him who “is worse ¢! 1 
infidel” if he provideth not for his own house? Or have wo 
become so powerful, so benevolent and so altruistic, that \. 
take all nations to our bosom and still retain our ind 
strength and fiber? And if we dared to do this, what as; 
have we that any one of the great nations would do | 


as we seem willing to do unto them? Out of the Treasury of 
the country we spent hundreds of millions upon Cuba aiid tie 
Philippines, and we are still spending lavishly for the uplift of 
the civilized and half-savage natives of the latter. § if 
will not be denied that we are taking of our substance fy (}is 


benevolent purpose and that we are not receiving any 
either in profit or appreciation, such as we might deri\ 

were to put our own money amongst our own people, \ it 
would strengthen the American fireside and give less cause for 
complaint as to the increase in the cost of living. 

It is estimated that we shall spend four hundred millions 1 
the Panama Canal, and that we shall spend from forty to fifty 
millions per year fortifying it against the possibility of som 
other nation refusing to reciprocate with us in that spirit of 
good fellowship we now profess to entertain for other : 
Would it not seem from this mere incident, to say nothing of 
our precautionary measures along the border of Mexics. that 
although we have been generous in constructing the c: : 
the benefit of the world, we have not yet full faith in the 
amiability of one or any of the other nations that mivit find 
the canal worth taking from us? 


CAN NOT DISASSOCIATE THE FARMER. 


From no point of view, Mr. Chairman, have I been ahi 
disassociate the farmer from the mechanic, or the clerk, or the 
industrialist of the city, so far as they will be affected by either 
the reciprocity or the free-trade bills. Many of those who have 
spoken for the farmer endeavored to make it appear thi 
man in the city was doing him great wrong. The trutli is to 
the contrary, since man for man, the American farmer of to-day 
has every advantage in health, in domestic comfort, and i! 
financial returns over the average urbanite. He has ore o 
life’s real comforts and by all odds is surer of his daily |read; 
he gets his food, whether he gets his wages or not. | have 
deeply regretted the efforts to show that either of these bills 
would mean an advantage to the dweller in the city over the 
dweller upon the farm, or vice versa. I am the Representative 
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of a great industrial and mercantile district, and deem it « duty 
to deny that the workingman or the working woman of the city 
desires a reduction of the farmers’ wage, and I confidently ex- 
press the belief that the farmer does not desire a reduction in 
the wage of the workingman. We have been taught in the 
cities, as you have been taught in the country, that protection 
to a nation against unfair foreign labor and its product, is as 
natural as the protection of the individual or the family ayainst 


the storm or the intruder. It is only when we prosper in tle 
cities that we are enabled to buy from the farmer and jy hin 
a fair price, and if the farmer prospers we look for a iar 
interchange of the commodities which we manufacture and 
sell to him. We understand the interests of these two gre: 
bread-winning factors of our country to be identical. T! 





farmer would knowingly strike down the industrialist who buys 
his products, or that the industrialist would knowingly strike 
down the farmer who buys his manufactures, is a preposterous 
proposition. Even though abuses may have crept into the pro 
tective system, it is equally unthinkable that because of a0 
oceasional fungus growth upon the giant oak of prosperi\y, Wwe 





4 


should abandon the law of our country which affords \'s % 
pruning knife and invoke the baneful aid of foreign « t 
tion to debase our home labor and lower our standard « 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

FARMERS RESPONSIBLE FOR CITIES GROWTH. 

If the effect of all this legislation be to cheapen commin!'!'°s, 
and incidentally labor, carrying with it uncertainty and dis'ress 
in the business world, wherein does it advantage the indus’! 
ist more than the farmer or the farmer more than the in 
trialist? We were all farmers originally, but we strove tr 
better conditions than prevailed in the hostile fields and '0¢ 
cabins of our forefathers, It was the farmer's boy striviis 
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improve upon “ Dad’s” way that built up the cities and turned his 
jndustry and ingenuity to profit. What fault is to be found 
with him if he labored in new fields of industry and made 
labor profitable so that more money might be put into the 
pocket of the farmer to give him a chance to come out of the 
backwoods? It was the farmer's boy, for there was none other 
to do it, who improved the old earthen roads and made trans- 
portation possible. He saw the advantages of reaching out be- 
youd the narrow limits of the eastern settlements, and it was 


he who penetrated the West with railroads that now make the | 


farmer and the city dweller akin. He created the intermediate 
occupations engaged in the carrying trade between the farm and 
the city. It was through him that new industries, new fac- 
tories, and new forges were established, and it was he, who, 
from the first act of the American Congress, insisted upon pro- 
tection—not tariff for revenue—but protection for the indus- 
tries of this country against the superior advantages in material 
prices, and labor conditions, in foreign lands. The farmer of 
the United States to-day is indebted to the farmer’s boy of yes- 
terday for the Department of Agriculture; for the advantages 
which have made rough farming scientific; for the advantages 
of this very tariff system which has relieved the farmer and 
the city dweller alike of direct taxes, while it has given us an 
opportunity to install telephones and build automobiles, which 
are now more in proportion a convenience to the dweller upon 
the farm than they are to the dweller in the city. It is due to 
the brains and industry of this farmer’s boy who came to the 
city that we have been able to advance the standard of living, 
and it is that standard we want to see maintained, 
FARM WAGES LOWER IN CANADA, 

During this discussion I have been amazed at the willingness 
of our Democratic friends to accept Canada and her products 
on equal terms with those of the United States. It has been 


admitted that the wage of the farm laborer in Canada is less | 
than that of the farm laborer in the United States, and it fol- | 
lows, if that be true, that the wages of the Canadian farmer, | 


with cheaper lands, must be advanced to our standard, or ours 
must be reduced to his. I have had an inquiry made as to the 
building trades—which are all skilled labor—and find iu nearly 
every instance that the hours of labor are longer and the scale 
of wages is lower in Canada than in the United States. Is this 
to the advantage of the American laborer or producer? Will 
the dweller in the city, brought into competition with a lower 
foreign wage scale, be enabled to reduce the cost of living if his 
own purchasing power be reduced? 

Statistics furnished in the President’s message of February 
28, last, giving a comparison of farm wages paid in Canadian 
Provinces and States of the United States, along the border, 
become extremely interesting now in view of the Democratic 
proposition to follow up reciprocity with free trade. On page 85 


of the President’s message on “ Reciprocity with Canada” the | 


average wages of the farm laborer in the United States along 
the border in 1909 were $29 per month. The average Canadian 
wages along the border were $22.50 per month. 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will yield to the gentleman. 

CONGESTION AND ACREAGE. 

_ Mr. SIMS. In view of the small number of laborers in 
Canada compared with the number in the United States, does 
not the gentleman think that wages in Canada will increase 
rather than bring ours down to the present Canadian scale? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have observed that many of 
our farmers are going to Canada, and if enough of them go 
there they may induce higher wages, but that, the gentleman 
should understand, would be sapping our own life and strength, 


and taking away the rich blood of this country and giving | 


it to a country that refuses to come under our banner. 

Mr. SIMS. But if we congest our country with labor, it 
must go somewhere. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have no fear of congestion in 
our country except in the large cities. I have no fear of the 
prophecies of Malthus here, for we have plenty of room. Within 
a radius of 25 miles of my home city of Philadelphia you can 
Secure plenty of good land with good buildings upon it, if you 
want to engage in farming, for as low as $60 per acre. Why 
should our people go to Canada, increasing in transportation 
rates the cost of what they would produce for the United States, 
when that cost must be charged up to the consumers of this 
country? 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield again? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SIMS. If the Canadians can buy as great a quantity of 


the necessaries of life for $22 in Canada as ours can for $29, 
how is he hurt? 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman is proposing to 
transfer the pure red blood of the American farmer into a for- 


eign country and depopulate his own country. is what I 
object to. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

If the gentleman wants to ask a question concerning the man- 
ufacturer, because there is a bone of contention, I will say that 
the fear I have is that the bill which the gentleman advocates 
means that men who have capital, who have enterprise, who 
can find more favorable conditions of manufacture in foreign 
countries where the labor is cheaper, will leave the United 
States and thus deprive the American farmer of the market he 


That 





now acquires from the wage earner who gets his wage in the 
existing American factory. 
THE MANUFACTURER AND HIS MONEY. 
Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman not think that it is the high- 
est evidence of an avaricious, dollar-loving spirit to live in this 


country and make money out of high protection, and then the 
very moment the manufacturer gets the money that he wants, to 
go off and use it in a country where money is worth more than 
it is here? The manufacturer has been made rich by protec- 
tion, and yet he deserts the country the moment that he has 
the money to go with. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad 
the gentleman has asked that, because I am a protectionist, and 
I want to keep American money here. I would far rather the 
people in the little town the gentleman represents in Tennessee 
and the large farming constituency thereabouts were able to 
make $3 a day in a factory than to make $1 a day upon the 
farm. [Applause on Republican side.] I believe their stand- 
| ard of living would be improved, and I believe the gentleman 
| would find that by reason of the increasing industry and 
| activity of his own people, his duties here would be so increased 
that he would find little time for debate in the House. 

Mr. SIMS. ‘That does not answer my question as to why your 
protected manufacturer deserts this country after he has made 
his millions from protection? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I say to the gentleman that 
this country was sought out by our forefathers. They came 
here and lived for a long time in the back woods. I listened to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hopson] a short time ago, 
and observed he spoke of the splendid conditions that prevailed 
in the days of the Washingtons and the Jeffersons. 

I would say to the gentleman that in those days the men who 
did the labor in this country were not the aristocrats; they 
wore the apron as a badge of servility. There were aristocrats 
| in those days, but popular education and the incoming of capi- 
tal and the encouragement of enterprise and the incentive and 
genius of the American spirit have induced us to go on and be- 
| come a world power. We have come out of the backwoods and 
the swamps where some of our forefathers lived. But 

the gentleman desires an answer as to the manufacturer who 

| makes his money and leaves the country, I will say to him 
that I have no sympathy with such a practice and would not 
| encourage it by the passage of a free-trade measure. The gen- 
| tleman can not go further than I do in condemning the man who 
makes his money here and then distributes it to the detriment 
| of our own people, but he may find this necessary under a 
| free-trade system. 








since 





LOSING OUT TO CANADA. 
The difference in favor of the Canadian employer over tly 
American employer of farm labor, as shown by the President's 
message, is, on the average, about one-fourth of the entire wage 





| Wherein would this reduction benefit anyone in the United 
States? That it is an inducement for employing farmers and 
of great advantage to Canada is shown in the announcement 


from Ottawa, immediately after the passage of the reciprocity 
| bill by the House, that 45,000 American farmers were prepa 

ing to cross the Canadian border to get cheap land and, in 

dentally, cheap labor, thus depressing land and Jabor in the 
| United States and transferring to Canadian Provinces no less 
| than $30,000,000. The dispatch relating to this is taken from 
the Philadelphia Record, the leading Democratic newspaper of 


Pennsylvania, and is so significant that I present it here in 
full: 
AMERICANS RUSH TO CANADA—45,000 FARMERS, WITH $30,000,000, cr 
BORDER 
{Special to the Record.] 

Ottawa, April 22.—Reports from the Canadian west, recieved at the 
immigration department here, indicate that the prairie Provinces ire 
now experiencing the greatest rush of immigration in western tory. 
Figures compiled by the immigration authorities show that the dally 
average of new arrivals for four weeks show that 50,000 newcomers 


have entered western Canada as settlers within that time At least 280 
new towns will be put on the map of the Canadian west this year. 








CONGRES 


Information supplied the passenger department of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway is that already upward of 45,000 American farmers are 
preparing to cross over the border and settle in the Canadian west. It 
is estimated that they will bring in at least $30,000,000 in property and 
cash. The rush is nearly as great on other lines, while almost a stam- 
pede of settlers, principally Scots, has set in from the mother country. 

Was it good policy to let these farmers go, and will it be good 
policy to send American manufactories after them, as suggested 
by the inquiry of the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if he knows how many men of the best in this country 
and how much money has gone to Canada during the last 20 or 
25 years to aid and encourage the industries of that country— 
if he has any statistics upon that subject? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have some data that I will 
put in the Recorp. I wrote this part of my address so that I 
would not have to deal with statistics offhand, but I will say 
to the gentleman, if he is interested, that I do know of certain 
concerns that have left the United States and have gone into 
Canada, taking over money to build enterprises there as they 
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did to get cheap labor in England, and who did it because they | 


could not get over the tariff barriers reared by Canada, which 
Canada still maintains. 
Mr. BOWMAN. I would also like to ask the gentleman—— 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Oh, I have only an hour. 


CANADA WILL NOT YIELD. 


Mr Will the gentleman yield for one more ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Go ahead. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Is it not better, in 
some of the best have gone over that lane of darkness, that a 
wall which is being built between these countries be taken 
ffown, so that they will be a part of this country rather than 

reigners and strangers and enemies to this country? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will answer the gentleman, 
who, I think, has some interests in Canada. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Not a dollar. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
in Canada. 

Mr. BOW MAN. 
them to be better. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Are the friends of the gentle 
man, who are now in Canada, prepared to say that they will 
connect with this country and do business under our laws? 


- BOWMAN. 


I think he has some eustomers 


tain American products, while they want our barriers lowered 
in order that their goods may come into the United States free? 

Mr. BOWMAN. My friends in that country will make as 
good Americans as any that live in this country. 


“MISS CANADA” AND MEXICO. 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will agree with the gentle- 
man that the Canadian is a fair brother, and that the pictures 
we see in the newspapers of “ Miss Canada” are fair pictures, 
but I point out to the gentleman the commtry below us, where 
the bayonets of the United States are supplanting the bouquets 
we are throwing at Canada. I point to Mexico, which may be 
just as fair as Canada, to whom we will give no concessions 
and against whom we shut the door. 

Mr. BOWMAN. And I would ask the gentleman if he desires 
the bayonets to be turned from that country toward this country, 
as they surely will, if you continue building this wall. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If I had time, I would be glad 
to go on with the gentleman. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say just one word, 
from my -personal knowledge, that I know of men and women 
who have left this country and gone to the Canadian Northwest, 
and who have taken hundreds of millions of dollars with them 
for investment into that country. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I thank the gentleman for 
that statement, which confirms what I have said. My informa- 
tion goes much further than the Canadian country, and I will 
say something about it a little later on. My information goes 
back te the days when under a Democratic tariff capital left 
the United States, mills were constructed in England, and we 
got their goods and they got our money; but I recall, too, that 
after we had put into effect a Republican tariff the investors 
eame back to the United States, built mills, spent their money, 
and while we got their goods we also got their money. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, the reciprocity bill will drive away annually 
five millions of revenue and assist in depopulating our western 


| Six, a dozen, fifteen? 

| $2 or $38; maybe $1.50. 
| He can get two pairs for 15 cents, and they wil! last 
|; months. 
| charges, we have to rear great plants, we have to 


view of the fact that | 
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; _ | worker to buy. 
I have some of the best friends, and I desire | 
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country. The farmers’ free-list bill will depress the wages of 
those who manufacture the articles that are used by the f r 
and must necessarily decrease the farmer’s profit. It s i 
be remembered, even by the farmer himself, that the rp 
earner in the streets and alleys of the great cities can not pyr. 
chase at fair prices, the eggs and the butter and the b: id 
the potatoes that come from the farm, unless a fair p: ig 
obtained for the harrows and the plows and the textil 


the bagging and the cotton ties that go from the cities. W) 
a manufacturer makes too much or too little, is a small | 
the question. The manufacturer is only one man. The w 
in the mills are thousands. What the manufacturer « 
trifling. It is what the workman eats and what the wo n 
has to pay for what he eats that most concerns us. The f 
buys from the city occasionally, but the dweller in ° 
must buy from the farmer day by day, and the wage mus n 
hand to pay or the worker will go hungry. 


me 


WHEN THE FARMER COMES TO TOWN. 


I would like to stop, if I had the time, and tell , 
much the farmer buys when he comes to town. How mu 
he take away from one of my textile factories where y 
pose to reduce the wages of the men and women who ar 
hosiery? How many pairs of hosiery will he buy in : 
Well, the whole bill could be sett 

He can get socks to-day for 10 


We have to spend vast sums of money in ov 


rentals and advertising, we have to pay labor in 
make these socks at that price. Not even a Democrat \ 1 
want them cheaper; and yet we have to pay for our e 
potatoes and meat every day in the year. We have to g 
farmer every day. Sometimes the farmer does not visii 
six months. 

How can the farmer expect to maintain the standard | v 
holds or to secure a continuance of fair prices if he de s to 
pay to the American wage-earner a fair price for man 
articles? If he buys them from Europe on a free-list | 
puts out of employment the American worker in the m i 
the factory, and thus puts himself beyond the power of the mill 
The farmer’s best market is not in Eur 
in the United States. He can not depress the was 
power in the city and still expect a profit upon the far 
better for the man in the city that the farmer should p: 


Or | and far better for the man upon the farm that the m: 
r i 


do they still say they want the barrier reared as against cer- | 


city should prosper. 
NO WEALTH WITHOUT LABOR. 


There are no articles upon the so-called farmers’ fr : 
did not originally spring from the soil—metals or tex 
manufactured products. They all originated in the grou I 
in their original condition were worth nothing, It was tl 1 
of the laborer and the artificer that gave them value. ‘ 
long time back, in my own great State of Pennsylvan 
farms were ripe with grain, but it fell worthless in th 1. 
The farmer had no market, except in his own environn No 
protective system had aided him in building up indust: 
means of transportation. It cost him $10 a hundred p to 
send his products from Pittsburg to Philadelphia. The ! 
was charged from 15 to 20 cents a pound for metal; he 
for a bushel of salt. His grain was all he had, and tl 
value he could get out of it was by converting it into whi 

He needed a market; he needed a railroad or a wate! 
get to the market. He needed the city consumer to mal 
labor worth something. He began to get it when the ce: I 
and the mechanic came. What thoughtful farmer wil! y 
the value of the architect and the laborer and the textil 
who build for him and who buy from him? The story 
wonderful Western development centers in the spread of 
industrial influence. Until it came there was no mone) 
to the wealth of the farm nor to the labor employed i! 
production. If we are to pay well for the products of tlie 
it follows that we must earn well in the cities, and if we 
continue to profitably interchange as between the cities a! 
farm, we must not withdraw from each other, nor permit 
selves to be alienated. 


DEMOCRATS MUST RECKON WITH LABOR. 


In my judgment the Democrats who are now menacing t 
business of the country by their insistence upon free trade, | 
have to account to the mechanic and wage earner of the | 
as well as to the farmer. They can not put him upon the | 
of his competitor in England, in Germany, in France, or 
Italy without hearing from him in no uncertain way. 


t 


‘ 








1911. 
Table 2 in the President’s message gives the “ Average wages 


of agricultural labor, with board, in specified States, eastern 
Canada, and British Columbia,” for 1909, as follows: 











By the month. 
In harvest. 
Hiring by | Hiring by 
the season.| the year. 
Un States | 
Males. | tedemanbbesencceaceseos guasaqee $27.60 $23.17 $1.63 
eat MEA HedeacWaceckvesscecascccssees 26. 00 22. 08 1.77 
MichIGO oc ccceccccccccccceccscoccccesccces | 5. 10 21. 57 1.75 
MEIER cerccwocttionceseencceosececccces 29. 25 23. 98 2.23 
Wt i eemaitntihdatenceeecednccoocc< 28. 57 24 39 1.79 
Worth Weecadeccddncccccccesccsccccces 33. 34 7.01 2. 58 
Bes cxcbbadddbsddwocscceccocsocccceaceces 28. 93 25. 63 2. 08 
OID ccc cctetbdeabeebevtees coscoonecseaveces 22. 11 19. 19 1. 67 
We et adbebthvetcrersceceeencaseces 26. 86 24.03 1. 73 
ee nase sececeesnncsoettoe 39. 29 35. 00 2. 23 
v Pike sbbhiekécts coccesadacsecs 36. 39 31. 32 2.34 
eee eine hawetnckecebuesodeeece 21.10 18. 85 1.50 
Ca 

EE iedincdestsdsasctseees 17. 25 BGP Uisitadasccucs 

mee a ee 21. 20 15.90 { = 
ae hab edbededcssddseccacccece 22. 59 Ge Chaneeetan :: 
Cpe Bidekncdecccncos<eccas 23. 33 | 17. 58 i - 
| * 

Cen ANNs ibdibddnaccseccscoseces. 21. 52 17. 63 \ - 
iid Sad oad. cove caine sccccee: 30. 50 | 20. 69 |{ = 

| 





WAGE COMPETITION WITH EUROPE. 
If these differences in the wages of farm labor are calculated 
to stir the interest of the farmer, what shall we say of the mill 
workers whom the free-trade bill proposes to put in competition 
with the factory labor of Europe? In the textile industry the 
wages in Great Britain are one-half those paid in the United 
States. You Democrats propose to put their goods against ours 
and their wage scale against ours. The wages in the textile 
industries in Germany and in France are little more than one- 
third the wages in the United States. You propose to put our 
working men and women on a par with the workers of those 
countries. When you had control of this Government in 1894 
you compelled American capital to leave the United States and 
rear factories in Germany and in England and in Canada. You 
propose now to enact a measure that will bring like results, 
and this, upon the pretense that you will reduce the cost of 
living. But stop a while! I want you to look before you leap. 
It has profited certain manufacturers to conduct establishments 
on both sides of the water to meet conditions arising from 
frequent tariff changes. They go to Europe to get cheap labor 
and they build here to keep within the tariff wall. They would 
prefer to stay here if you would let them, because the market is 
here. Hosiery, in particular, is manufactured in Germany for 
the American trade. 

Against what do our American wage earners have to compete 
in this trade? Here is a statement now officially before the 
Ways and Means Committee which invites our sympathetic 
consideration : 

The average rate of wages paid to skilled women sewing-machine 
operators in the United States varies from $1.50 to $2 per day. The 


same class of labor in France, Germany, and Switzerland receives from 
80 cents to 50 cents per day. 

Wages paid winders or spoolers in the United States varies from 
$1.50 to $1.75 = day. The same class of labor in the countries named 
receives from 35 cents to 40 cents per day. 

Wages paid knitters in the United States varies from $1.25 to $2 
per day. The same class of labor in the countries named receives from 
85 cents to 75 cents per day. 


The items of labor entering into the manufacture of cotton knitted 
underwear, over and above the actual cost of the staple, represents fully 
‘9 per cent of the total. 

In lieu of lengthy and confirmatory statistics showing the 
cheapness of wages in Europe as compared with better condi- 
tions in the United States I submit a letter recently published 
in the Protectionist. There is so much of human interest and 
such food for thought in this statement that a reading of it 


may help to a better understanding of the value of a fair Ameri- 
can wage. 


S. 


COST OF LIVING HERE AND THERE. 


Intended for circulation in the British elections, this illum- 
inating letter of Mr. Harrison Benn, of England and America, 
must be of intense interest to the American tariff tinker of free- 
trade proclivities. The statement, dated Beckside Mills, Great 
Norton, Bradford, follows: 

In order to put before the public a correct statement of the compara- 
tive cost of living, together with the wages paid in England and 
America, it is advisable to have as near as possible the same conditions 
both as to locality and the quality of work. As chairman of a company 
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with mills in Clayton and Bradford and president of a corporation with 
mills in Greystone, near Providence, R. I., America, I am _ in a prac- 
tical position to weigh the advantages and disadvantages of free trade 
and protection. 

The English and American mills comb, spin, and weave exactly the 
same classes of wool, alpaca, and mohair, and the same qualities of 
yarns and cloth are interchangeable. The machinery in all the mills are 
identically the same. Many of the work people at Greystone worked 
in our Bradford mills. At Clayton and Greystone are cooperative 
stores managed entirely by the workingmen, and it would be very dif- 
ficult, if not impossible, to obtain fairer conditions for comparing the 
cost of living in the two countries. 

A great amount of discussion is now being 


carried on regarding the 












prices of the “ food of the people,” and in order that every family can 
ascertain the difference in the cost of living between free-trade England 
and protectionist America, I give below a list of prices of son every 
day necessary articles of food.” The Greystone price list is dated I 
cember 10, 1909, and signed by the secretary of the cooperative stores, 
and the Clayton price list is of a more recent date. | a 
and simplicity I fave translated the American “cent” as ial 
to one halfpenny. 
Clayton 
prices price 
g d £ ad 
Best flour, per stone of 14 pounds........................- s3 , 
Best butter, per pound (Danish)........................-. Pi 11 4 
ek ea a 0 9 re 
Best cheese, per pound............. janseadhuxek feed 0 10 ® 10 
DN rdow tracks. 2 sta stokauea amu | 0 2 0 23 
DL Ccvddivenincdeandathaddauehnhedes sabia ckaanatal | 0 5 64 
Dil adecaadesunisaataabnndaawtiding 0 7 } 
Ns kee es Ra a 1 1) A 
UN itachi ce Dick Micias een Si eed hl ash nibs cel etbiabiir 1 8 l 2 
Gs ctacnceeasee« Gcncniisinnia’ osha haan ecetaccccccce! 0 1} 0 24 
Ham.... edb Gnaes eawnebhansaee sanii oiatii oe 1 l 1 i 
Pd ccnetducsubensecdaas - a peadaal 1 0 0 1 
Sidi akasducvhncuadlds ctetiiediipiake nn ccdbadwdebewe | 0 7 0 Ih 
i a a ean eae el 0 ; 0 4) 
Milk, per quart : 0 { 
i A.” eee 0 4 sh 
Nestle’s Swiss milk, per tin. . 0 0 : 
Potatoes, per stone of i4y is asics 0 5 12 ) 
SN: SE GNI hg cnccanteduccsonckéavea 0 8 » 6} 
1 American. 
ENGLAND AND RHODE ISLAND COMPARED 
A Bradford butcher employed by the Greystone cooperative st S 
joints are not cut the same, but the prices realized for the whole anim 
are just about the same as in England. 
Although coal is dearer, I question if the fuel cost per family for 12 
months is as much as in England, owing to the general use of slow 


combustion stoves. 


I have ascertained the quantities of the above-named “ everyday 1 
sary articles of food” consumed by families, ranging from 2 to 13 
persons, and find the average cost to each Greystonia s 33d. per 


week more than the Claytonian A family of 5 persons will je 
have to earn 1s. 63d. more per week to be equal to a Claytonian 








Having arrived at the cost of living as shown aboy I x w 
the wages paid at Clayton and Bradford for 554 hours per y cand at 
Greystone for 56 hours: 

| ( vt 1 
} and Brad- I 
ford. 

s. d.| 8 d 
Woolsorters (day work), per week. ...............-....- 32. «(0 (i . 
Peis WAU MII 6 og cnceccncesecécccececccccccscescees } 17 { 
rn dnadewns | 20 0} 7 
CO Oe GI inids di nddcccccdcecdcscesccccceccsacessccs | l f 
PI ditinnccingeibndeseeuseccdedsnsecsoeesecenace ‘ ] f 
DE ob inn: Sahin e iteeehenecudaetssnesbeeasenh ate 3 } 
Spinning overlookers......... en ee 0 62 6 
Girl spinners (according to number of spindles)......... 1] 
a ee a deena waiens silk 4 ) ! } 
a et i beheenaeenendhaeiie ] ) ) , 
sit bcecenicabacdencesascceneaus ” ioe 13 «(OO ae | 
tds dcheudedddcsbacawnnnedshedente a 15 10 { 
We CUE CVURIOOI oo bc ccccccccccccccccccccesce vila OO ( 
DL di deh chtadindbhkdtadtbenedeqdhekecnnceeoteseneeds st 610 f 
et ar oe See ea kd eeqedasianaaaeaesaes | 0 0 
ic dh hndcgdddcsccusdeecesessoccccccessesececese aan 2 0 

WHICH IS BEST FOR THE TOILER? 

When the extra cost of living is taken into consideration w the 
high wages received can the Greystone workmen's oft-repeated a P 
tions be questioned, viz, that they “can save more in Ameé than they 
could earn in England” ? ‘The “dear-loaf” bogy do not frighten 
the American workman. I ask the British workman whether he would 
not rather pay a trifle more for “everyday necessary articles of food,” 
as the Greystonian does, and have a substantial sum to put away at 
the end of every week, or have a “cheap loaf,” low wages, and irregu 
lar work, and, as one Yorkshire housewife put it, “a scrattin’ or 

I know it is most difficult for anyone who has not visited the States 
to realize how well off the working classes are out there A family 
who lived in very straitened circumstances in Bradford went to Amer- 
ica and at Greystone Mills earned £17 9s. 4d. per week I have never 
known a workman return to live in England, excepting for family 
reasons, poor health, homesickness, or through being a w re] Even 
then I doubt if 2 per cent return. The statements I have made are not 
based on conclusions drawn from reading either free-trade or protec- 


tionist literature. They are based on actual daily practical experience, 
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I say to the electors, think for yourselves, and if you desire to im- 

prove your position, receive higher wages, and have more constant em- 
ployment, like hundreds who have emigrated from the Bradford dis- 
trict to the United States of America, then vote for the tariff-reform 
candidate. 
I am, etc., HARRISON BENN. 
AGRICULTURE IN PENNSYLVANIA. 
Mr. Chairman, so often is Pennsylvania referred to as a bene- | 
ficiary of the tariff that I feel it due to the misinformed farmers | 
of the country to say a word about that State. It is true that 
Pennsylvania has profited by protection, but it is equally true 
that every other State in this Union has advanced in propor- 
tion. Witness the energetic and hustling West and the hopeful 
and rapidly developing South. We do not envy you, nor do we 
believe you can go back upon your own industries. You of the 
South, especially, because of your climate and resources, will 
some day be rivals in the great American market for manufac- 
tures. And for one I hope the day will come speedily, for I 
believe it will mean the regeneration of the South and a re- 
moval of those alleged barriers that sometimes seem to prevail 
as between us. 

But Pennsylvania—she has had certain natural advantages, 
being the greatest anthracite coal producer of the country; she 
has fought her way to her present prominence by industry and 
thrift, so commendable and conspicuous as to make mockery 
of the political assaults that are often directed against her. 
She is small in area, one of the smallest of all the States of 
the Union, yet her population is equal to that of the great 
Canadian country about which we have given ourselves so 
much concern. Pennsylvania came into the Union second in 
population and importance, and, while yielding then to Vir- 
ginia and yielding now to New York, she has maintained second 
place from the beginning of American history. She held first 
place in the production of coal, iron, steel, petroleum, and 
textiles, and in the output of these has contributed to the wealth 
and happiness of the world. She has more than that to com- 
mend her. Pennsylvania is out of debt. She spends thirty-four 
millions annually upon public education. 

GOOD FARMS IN THE KEYSTONE STATE. 


sut it is to the Pennsylvania farmer that I direct your at- 
tention. We have 19,000,000 acres of farm land in Pennsyl- 
vania, and according to the census of 1900—that of 1910 not 
being sufficiently advanced to give complete statistics for the 
State—68.2 per cent of that land was improved. And I will 
state that very much of the unimproved land has gone into a 
great forest reserve of nearly a million acres, which the State 
maintains without regard to the Government’s generosity in 
supporting State forest reserves in other sections of the coun- 
try, where now and then the unthinking inveigh against the 
“great corporations” and the “ grasping tendencies of the Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania.” 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman permit a question? I under- 
stood the gentleman to say the land was worth $60 an acre. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I said you could get land at 
$60 an acre within 25 miles of the city of Philadelphia, just as 
fertile and much nearer the market than some of that for which 
our friends are going to Canada. 

Mr. SIMS. It is good land? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Very good land. There has 
been an extraordinary development in the western country, 
that great Middle West the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
non] so frequently and so proudly speaks about, but during the 
past 10 years that country has grown so rapidly that perhaps 
the average prosperous farmer has overlooked a little the staid 
and steady Quakers, who are still going on with their busi- 
ness enterprises and their agricultural pursuits in Pennsyl- 
vania and the East. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

We wish them well. We have always wished them well. They 
have taken from us much of the best bone and fiber of our 
Commonwealth. They represent the native Americanism, and 
we rejoice in their prosperity. But sometimes it seems a ques- 
tion whether they remember all, and whether, in their youth 
and in their earnestness and their ability to do things, they do 
not forget that we are still in existence, doing the best we can 
and contributing our share to the progress of this Nation and 
to its fame throughout the world. 

DESERVE WELL OF THE COUNTRY. 


Think of this, my friends of the Middle West and the South! 
Pennsylvania, an industrial State, rich in coal and iron and 
steel, was tenth in the production of wheat, about which you 
have been telling us so much in your disputes as to whether the 
price was fixed at Liverpool, or Winnipeg, or Halifax. We 
have hardly thought of wheat in Pennsylvania, except as we | 
have wanted to see you protected in your industry in raising 
wheat. We have paid the same old price per loaf of bread 
through all your fluctuations in the price of wheat from 60 
cents to $1.25 per bushel. We have had other things to do in 
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that State, and so many of them that wheat has been 


dental, except as we have been buying it from you and f 


it to our people, proud of the knowledge that we were a) 
spend the money that we were making, in building you up 
Middle West and South, and taking your product rathe) 
to have you ship it into foreign markets. [Applause.] 
Our farm property in 1900 was valued at more 
$1,051,000,000. That figure was exceeded then only by I) 
Iowa, Ohio, and New York in the order named, and it 
sented one-twentieth of all the farm property of the « 
Owing to the growth of the Middle West in the last 10 , 
we may not hold that position now. But in 1909 we pro 
48,000,000 bushels of corn. 


duction of hay. The State turned out more than 3,742,00) 


and was exceeded only by Iowa, New York; Illinois, and © 


The Tennessee tobacco crop for 1909 was 53,000,000 | 
Pennsylvania produced 30,000,000 pounds. Surely we hav: 
interest in agricultural development if we can approach so « 
the output of Tennessee in her great staple. But even 

am reminded, when you talk of monopolies in the manu! 


ing world and shake your fists at “ hydra-headed trusts 


combinations,” that you do not hesitate even from the agi 


point of view to limit your output of tobacco sa that good | 


may be obtained; nor do you hesitate farther South t 
resolutions limiting the area in which cotton shall be gr 


no other purpose in the world than to obtain not cheape: 


higher prices. [Applause on the Republican side.] 


GOOD PRICES VERSUS CHEAPNESS. 


We were fifth in 1909 in the 


a 


oo 


But I believe in fair prices for all American commodities that 


are the product of our labor, including cotton. Potatoes a) 
ported through the port of Philadelphia from foreign cou 


They are produced abroad in certain seasons cheaper than they 


are produced here. I am glad a duty is levied on these potito 


sufficient to bring the foreign price up to the American pri: 
we are able to make the wages to pay the American pri 
would rather pay well than to grind down the grower. 
question comes home to every section of the country, as ii 
to Pennsylvania, for in that State in 1909 we produced 24,0 


bushels, the crop being exceeded only by those of New Yor 
Michigan, Maine, and Wisconsin. There is another produ: 


Pennsylvania worth mentioning. I have not the most : 


census figures as to dairy products and butter and cheese. bu 
in 1900 we produced 74,000,000 pounds of butter and cliees 


yielding only to the supremacy of Ohio and New York. 


and cheese made in the United States in 1900, and during t! 


Lue 


In fact, 
Pennsylvania produced about one-fourteenth of all the }b 


+ 


(ter 


1 


a 


same year only six States exceeded Pennsylvania in the produc- 


tion of eggs and poultry. 


Now, it would seem, Mr. Chairman, that these figures \ 
entitle any Representative of the State to speak out for I’ 


sylvania as an agricultural State. 
WEALTH IN MANUFACTURES. 
We are certainly able to discuss agriculture with the } 


the Middle West or Southern States, and have no reason 
ashamed of our progress as tillers of the soil; but much of 


State’s substantial growth has been overlooked because « 


prominent position in the industrial world. And what i 


industrial status? In 1905 the census showed a wealth | 


tion in manufactures for the Nation of $15,000,000,000 
Pennsylvania alone we produced about $2,000,000,000 of 1! 
wealth, or one-seventh of the entire wealth production 0! 


great country. 
And it is this great wealth production in the factory, « 
farm, and from the mine that has gone out to enrich the « 


through the wages and earnings we were able to make fo! 


purchase of the products of the soil. It is idle under th 


cumstances to attempt to array the farmer against t)) 


dustrialist in Pennsylvania, as it would be futile to atten 
line up class against class or trade against trade thro\ 
the country. There may be evils in Pennsylvania, as tl: 
in every other State, but we do not seek destruction « 
wealth and property to remedy our defects. You and 


sent into this great House to enact laws for the governn 


the people and the control of lawlessness, whether it a! 
in the individual or in the corporate form, and we are 01! 


lax if we fail to provide for the correction of abuses by 
as is the administrative arm of the Government if enacted 


fails of enforcement. 
KEEP THE WAGE EARNER EMPLOYED. 


Oh, it is most important, Mr. Chairman, if we are to 
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social and domestic peace and progress, that we keep the wice 
earner profitably employed. Good wages and an ability to uy 


free and generously is far more to be preferred than chea| 

But before we leave the farmer I wan ¢ 
remind him again of his duty to himself with regard to an 
No matter what his feeling may be con- 


and stagnation. 


free-trade measure. 
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) 
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ng reciprocity, no matter what the differences, aggravated 


ce . . 

hy demagogy and unwisdom, may have been in the past, the 
srmner can not now afford, even if he would, to be incon- 
++ . . . . . , 
¢ ate of the industrialist, lest he “spite his own face. We 


ha e heard so much of wheat and the effect of Canadian reci- 
ty upon this product that I am impelled to submit a simple 











<atement, compiled from Bradstreet’s Journal, giving the aver- 
ices of bread and wheat for a period of years: 
New York. 

Bread Wheat per 

per loaf. bushe 

Cente. 
Tr BOG. . ccoccccsdeccccecocecocccesccccccccesccoceceses | 4} $0. (47 
Ke a lw tshirt 4 | 648 
M itis ieasiah aedd aeccinm abe iced 4 | fl 
x TD noo cb8bb6O06 00000006 coomece ccccoeceeseeoocesees 4 | 1.08 
; WD oc cccccccccorcccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccces } 4} 1.2 
N baat Ma dhbeds obledbas wakes ceccobes eocecc ce sux 4) 


Iv this simple statement is the dependence of the farmer upon 
ihe city dweller clearly shown. Wheat went up, and wheat went 
1 - but the price of bread was just the same. It mattered 
not to us in the cities whether you were getting 64 cents or 
°5 a bushel for wheat, we had to have the loaf and we had to 
j the bill. It is beside the question to complain of the cost 
of transportation er the profits of the middleman. They may 
have been justly or unjustly earned; we had to have our daily 
pread, and we had to pay the same old price. I have never 
known the industrialist to be unreasonable when he knew the 
truth, and I do not believe the farmer will be. 
rail against the man in the city? 


Why should he 
He is better off to-day than 


he was yesterday; there are fewer mortgages on the farms and 
greater comforts and conveniences abound. Surely the farmer 


has been getting his share along with the man in town, but 
lest there be some doubting Thomas still, let me draw upon the 
statistics of the Bureau of Labor for a few concrete examples of 
the manner in which we mutually progress. 

OBJECT LESSONS IN VALUES. 

In 1896, 10 bushels of corn would buy 59 pounds of granulated 
sugar. In 1910 that same 10 bushels of corn would buy 131 
pounds of granulated sugar, or more than twice as much. 

In 1896, 20 bushels of rye would buy 142 yards of gingham. 
In 1910 that same 20 bushels of rye would buy 226 yards of 
gingham. 

We make gingham in my city, and the question is whether we 
getting as much for our gingham as we ought to get. The 
moment the duty is lowered, either upon gingham or hosiery, 
there is an influx of foreign manufactures, made at a lower 
wage abroad, and in the case of hosiery it has happened that, 
notwithstanding we obtained some additional protection in the 
last tariff bill, the price of production in Germany has been 
reduced to such an extent that they are still able to send over 
here large invoices of foreign-made hosiery, thus preventing 
the American workingman and manufacturer from getting the 
full measure of the protection it was intended he should have. 

But here is another illustration that should have weight: In 
1896, according to these same statistics of the Bureau of 
Labor, one hog weighing 1,300 pounds would buy 180 yards of 
cotton flannel. In 1910 that same hog would buy 353 yards 
of cotton flannel, or about twice as much. It is evident that 
the price of cotton flannel has gone down, due to a protective 
tariff, or that the price of the American hog has gone up. 
the tariff is in any way responsible for the increase in prices 
18 2 proposition that will not bear scrutiny. 

“ THATCHED-COTTAGR "' SPEECHES AND COLD FACTS. 
i trust the farmer who has been listening to the “thatched- 


ara 
ait 


cottage” speeches of some of our Democratic friends will note | 


fr m these examples, the interdependence of the two great 
wealth-producing factors of our country—the farmer and the 


man who feeds upon the products of the farm. ‘No specious 


sument nor any quibbling upon constitutional questions can 
appease these two breadwinners when it comes to the potato 


bin, the smokehouse, or the family market basket. And if the | 


actual producer in either direction permits himself to be de- 
ceived it will not take long for him to realize his error. 

_But some one says ““ What about tea and coffee and sugar and 
oil which the farmer uses?” Well, let us discuss them all for 
a moment, 

We impose no duty upon tea or coffee. Wherein, therefore, 
the tariff responsible for the high price of tea and coffee? 


is 


oftee comes into the United States at about 8 cents a pound. ' circulation and does the whole 


That | 
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| for high prices, have slipped a cog in the 1 
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What do you pay for it? Tea comes in as low as 11 cents a 
pound. How much do you pay for tea? There is no tariff 
upon either article. 

Or let us take sugar and oil, which are supposed to | ‘on- 
trolled by the very worst kind of trusts. There is a duty upon 
sugar and it produces a great deal of revenue, but notwith 
standing the great sums of money that | e gone into the 
construction of sugar and oil refineries the em 
ployment of hundreds of thousands of | the 
making of machinery, and the construc of he price 
of both these commodities has been enorn I 

When I was a boy we bought brown , i 1 bags, 
and went after it ourselves, for 15 and 14 « 1 d. 
Much of it was refined through the bare feet of of 

maica and the West Indies. To-day, notw t] 
existence of large corporations, the average 
order sugar from the grocer over the telephone, hay t in 
a highly ornamented delivery wagon, refined and purified he 
most scientific processes, all wrapped up in white ] r and 
tied with a string of white and gold, for 54 cents a po ! 

SOMETHING ABOUT SI R D I 

Would you go back to the old method of obtaining sugar at 
the old price, merely to get even with the refiners who have 
systematized the sugar business? I guess not. And if we vy . 
to take the duty off sugar, who would be benefited? Do yu 
think for a moment the farmer pays the $60,000,000 r nue 
wi! he buys sugar for 5 and 54 cents a pound? If you do, be 

ured that the sugar importer is your best friend and t 
great middlemen of New York are with you in the d ) 
give you relief? In common with other Members of the Hous 

have received the most pitiful appeals “in behalf of the 
American farmer” from the great importing war uses, and 
i am persuaded that if the duty is removed there will be no 
reduction in the price of sugar to the consumer, | S60,000,000, 
which is now taken from the importer, will be transplanted 
from the Treasury of the United States into the capacious 
pockets of the combination which is now appealing so valiantly 
in the farmers’ behalf. Would you rather the importer should 
pay the $60,000,000, or would you rather have it made up in 


some other way, yet to be devised by the Democratic Committee 
on Ways and Means? 


But let us not forget oil. Petroleum was an unknown com- 
modity in this country until discovered in Pennsylvania. Of 
what value to the owner or the tiller of the soil was the oil 
underneath, until the mechanic came with his drills and his 
pumps? And of what value was the gritty, dirty product, until 
the refiner came with his hundreds of thousands and mill s of 
capital to refine and purify and market it? Oil became valuable 
only as it was treated by those who were not the original own- 
ers of the soil. 

But the owner participated in the development, and profits 
and royalties followed, and farmers’ sons were lifted from 
mediocrity and drudgery to new and laudable ambitions and 
occupations, which aided in our common expansion. 

Punish the great corporation that violates the law, or that 
plays unfair in its dealings with the public, but bear in mind 


our modest beginnings, and the need we had for the man of 
genius and broad ideas to fashion the crude material 
finished product, and make it serviceable to a world in 
it had hitherto been useless. 

Merely for information, and to bring us back to a reasonabl 
basis of discussion upon the question of oil, I refer to 
simple incident: 

Some time ago, in Troy, Pa., I met a gentleman who told me 
he started in business in that town 44 y a that day. I 
asked him what line he pursued. He said he started to 
oil. I asked him what he got for oil 44 years ago, for t] 
close to the sperm-oil days. He answered that he pu 
upon the station platform and the farmer came and 
60 cents a gallon. That oil was not purified and 1 
delivered as it is to-day, and yet that oil, under ex 
ditions, can be had now for 12 cents a 
our friends who are charging the t 


“iff w 
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ars ago 
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gallon retail. Evident 
Vith the I MISIDLUILY 
oil and tea and coffee. 
RAILROAD MONEY IN CI TION, 

Why, Mr. Chairman, regardless of all you say against tl 
when a Rogers or a Rockefeller d word ¢ 
Their money goes not with them. If it did, great corp 
would go out of business, railroads 
sands upon thousands of men woul! irown 
own resources. The money of these men, whe 
made or wrongfully made, remains i 
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It is kept in 
It enters 
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directly 


into the wage account and establishes the farmers’ 
market, I have often heard from this floor assaults upon such 
concerns as the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. No matter 
whether it offends in some particular or not, it is still the ac- 
cumulator and the distributer of vast capital, which after all, 
it should be remembered, is the real inspiration of labor. If 
Edison had not invented the electric light we might still be 
without that great boon, regardless of the fact that a thousand, 
yea a hundred thousand, envious Edisons, now fully informed 
as to the value of electricity, declare they would have worked 
out the problem, if Edison had not. So we may account for 
some of the critics who can better manage railroads and corpo- 
rations than they are now managed, and so it may be with those 
who assail the Pennsylvania Railroad. But where does the 
capital come from that makes the Pennsylvania Railroad? I 
have sent for a report, and find there are 65,000 shareholders, 
who have faith enough in the company to risk their money with 
it. They are dependent for the return of every dollar they 
advance, upon the developing power of the railroad to bring the 
factory and the farm together. 

And these 65,000 shareholders are not all rich men, nor are 
they centered in any one State or country. More than 30,000 
of them are women, and many others are executors of estates 
and trustees or guardians for children. You do not, when you 
unjustly agitate against a railroad, do it so much injury as you 
tend to destroy the security of the savings of tens of thousands, 
and the wages of hundreds of thousands of employees. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I very much regret that I can 
not. I would like to yield, but I have not the time. If I could 
be given a little more time, I would be very glad to do so. 

A REMARKABLE SAVING FUND. 

There is another side to this story, Mr. Chairman, which I 
should like to introduce. In the wage-earning, food-consuming 
city of Philadelphia we have 350,000 separate homes. Not 
apartment houses, but separate dwellings, where each man 
stands with his family, the sovereign of his home. These sepa- 
rate dwellings alone are equal to the total population of the 
District of Columbia. Many of them have been acquired by 
their occupants through the building associations and many of 
them through savings which they have been able to lay away. 

But there is an institution in my city to which I must refer. 
It provides not the story of the rich man, but the story of the 
thrifty poor. I know of no society so unique in financial his- 
tory as the Philadelphia Saving Fund Society. It is one of 
several of the same kind which we encourage in the city of 
Philadelphia and to which we refer with pride. An organiza- 
tion intended to encourage savings, it was incorporated in 1824, 
and from that time to this has accepted deposits from the work- 
ing people, receiving no more than $500 from any one depositor 
in any one year. On the ist of January last there were 273,320 
depositors in this institution, and that number has since been 
increased to more than 276,000. These men, women, and chil- 
dren, who have no telephones or automobiles, are the owners 
of $111,000,000. Almost every nationality is represented by 
these depositors, the major number, of course, being natives of 
the United States. Wage earners predominate, and women and 
children are conspicuous amongst those who have adopted this 
method of saving against a rainy day. 

SMALL INVESTORS BUILD RAILROADS, 

I have here a table showing the occupations of the depositors 

who opened accounts with the society during 1910: 


Males: 
ok. teen a meme ween 11, 980 
6, 825 
ila tier icdnietibdnandisin-enienintnaneptarcecrmcsmesarwemenenmenen 
Professional men 
Business men 


Females: 
Wage earners 
Wives of wage earners 
Wives of salaried employees 
Business women 


4,618 


ee 


23, 196 


Females 
WORD cee cnsctnenese ncn pinmimentneoen En 46,340 
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When wage earners and their wives, whose deposi: 
necessarily small, appear in such large numbers in one 
tion in one year it speaks well for the faith and sta! 
the breadwinners of the country; but if we look deeper j)); 
subject we will again find that, after all, it is this sam. 
winner who stands behind the great undertakings wh, 
play to the activities of the captains of industry. W),», 
the deposits of the wage earners of this single institu! 
There must be some earning power to those deposits, { 
terest is regularly paid upon them to the depositor, and 
turn, has become the investor. The District of Colum) 
$500,000 of that money. It was employed in impro, 
beautifying the Capital City. Sixty-five other States 
and boroughs throughout the country—not in Penns 
alone, but in all sections of the United States—have }v; 
more than $25,000,000 of those savings to build scho 
and highways and sewers and needed public improvejey 
And every man who worked in any one of those comm 
was a consumer of the products of the farm. 

But this is not all. The money of these Philadelphia s 
fund depositors—these wage earners of my city—has 
into the development of the Middle West and the South he 
construction and maintenance of railroads that have made the 
farm profitable. 

It is this substantial and unseen interest of the working 
people of this country in its general development that I ww: 
draw to the attention of the House. The poor man is a y 
interested in legislation affecting our national prosperity as is 
the man of wealth. Whatever injures one as a body wil! affect 
the other, and if by reciprocity or free trade we transfer to 
other countries that which we have mutually built up for our- 
selves we injure neither class alone—we injure all. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

CONSTRUCTIVE INFLUENCE OF WAGES 


Numerous railroads enjoy the confidence of these working. 
men of my city, and they are payimg upon the bonds the) 
issued, the interest they promised to pay, which affords a 
turn to the wage-earning depositors. That it may be 
stood how far-reaching and beneficial is the effect upon the 
whole country of the wage-earning power in a smal! part of 
single city, I insert, without reading, a list of the railroad 
gridironing the country which are indirectly encour: 


xone 


Ss dee 


have 
re- 
r. 


under 


a 
and 
promoted by the workmen depositors of the Philadelphia s: 
ing Fund Society: 


Alabama Central Railroad Co. (Southern). 
Alabama Great Southern Railroad Co. (Southern). 


gel 


\\- 


Allegheny Valley Railway Co. 

Allegheny & Western Railway Co. 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co. 

Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co. of South Carolina. 

Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co. 

Baltimore & Potomac Railroad Co. (main line). 

Baltimore & Potomac Railroad Co. (tunnel). 

Beech Creek Railroad Co. (New York Central). 

Brooklyn & Montauk Railroad Co. (Long Island). 

Camden & Atlantic Railroad Co, 

Canada Southern Railway Co. 

Catawissa Railroad Co. 

Central of Georgia Railway Co. (Mobile division). 

Central Pacific porrer Co. 

Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co. os 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co. (Illinois division). 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Co. 

Chicago & St. Louis Railway Co. 

Cleveland & Pittsburg Railroad Co. 

Columbus & Toledo Railroad Co. (Hocking Valley). 

Continental Passenger Railway Co 

Delaware River Railroad & Bridge 

Easton & Amboy Railroad Co. : 

Elmira, Cortland & Northern Railroad Co. (Lehigh Valley). 
- Harrisburg, Portsmouth, Mount Joy & Lancaster Railroad ‘ 
sylvania). 

Jefferson Railroad Co. (Erie). 

Lake Shore & Michigan Southern Railway Co. 

Lehigh Coal & Navigation Co. 

Lehigh Valley Railroad Co. 

Lehigh Valley Railway Co, of New York. 

Long Island Railroad Co. 

New York, Chicago & St. Louis Railroad Co. 

New York & Erie Railroad Co. 

New York, Lackawanna & Western Railway Co. 

Norfolk & Western Railway Co. 

Northern Central Railway Co. 

Northern Pacific ener Co. 

North Pennsylvania Railroad Co. ae 

Ohio Connecting Railway Co. (Pittsburg, Cincinnati, Chicago 
Louis). 

Pennsylvania Co. 

Pennsylvania Railroad Co. 

Pennsylvania & New York Canal & Railroad Co. 

Perkiomen Railroad Co. (Reading). 

Philadelphia, Baltimore & Washington Railroad Co. 

Philadelphia & Erie Railroad Co. 

Philadelphia & Reading Railroad Co. 

Philadelphia, Wilmington & Baltimore Railroad Co. 

Pittsburg, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Railway Co. ia) 

Pittsburg, Virginia & Charleston Railway Co, (Pennsy vania). 

St. Paul ers & Manitoba Railway Co. 

Schuylkill River East Side Railroad Co. 


‘Co. (Pennsylvania). 


& St. 
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+th Carolina & Georgia Railroad Co. (Southern). 


S thern Pacific Railroad Co. of California 

<outhern Pacific Railroad Co. of New Mexico 

<+oybenville & Indiana Railroad Co. (Pittsburg, Cincinnati, Chicago 
. St. Louis). : . 
. Inion Pacific Railroad Co. ; 

rnited New Jersey Railroad & Canal Co. 

vircinia Midland Railway Co. (Southern). ; 

Wabash Railroad Co. (Detroit & Chicago extension). 

Washington Terminal Co. : 

a st ~ North Carolina Railroad Co. (Southern). 

Western Pennsylvania Railroad Co. 

West Jersey & Seashore Railroad Co. 

West Shore Railroad Co. 

WHAT FREE TRADE MEANS TO THE HOME. 
tnd now, Mr. Chairman, in the short time I have remaining 


I want to show what this so-called farmers’ free-trade bill 
means to the wage earner, as well as to the farmer. 
eyse for this bill, as explained by the Democratic leaders, is 
that it will “relieve the farmer of taxation” at the custom- 
house. This is familiar but discredited Democratic doctrine. 
During the last fiscal year we collected at the customhouses a 
tariff upon imports from foreign countries from importers and 
jobbers Who were well able to pay, a total approximating 
<9 000,000. This represented one-third of all our revenue, and 
the importer who felt the necessity of going abroad to spend 
his money paid it. In the collection of that tariff we avoided 
internal or direct taxation upon the people for one thing, and, 
for another thing, kept our mills running and our workmen 
employed. Now the Democrats propose to change this condi- 
tion and lop off $10,000,000 of that revenue, which must be 
replaced in some other way, upon the pretense that farm imple- 
ments and other commodities used by the farmer may be ad- 
mitted free. Well, we can get at this whole question very 
quickly by a rough and ready calculation. If we concede the 
Democratic contention that the tariff is a tax, what does the 
whole thing amount to so far as the masses of the people are 
concerned? Divide the entire 
population and you will find that the “ great burden” upon the 
people of this land amounts to about $3.70 apiece per annum. 
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$330,000,000 by our 90,000,000 of | 


Total abstinence from one hour's ride in an automobile or from 
one theater party in one year would wipe out that score if ap- | 


plied directly to the individual. Yes; one good Democratic 
dinner once a year in one first-class hotel in Washington would 
pay the bill. Or, if we were to calculate “the great economy ” 
which reciprocity and free trade are to bring us through Demo- 
cratic auspices, regardless of the direct loss to all the people 
in capital and labor, it would, if amounting in the aggregate to 
$15,000,000, represent a saving to the individual of the price of 
three cheap cigars in one whole year. 
WHERE THD SHOE PINCHES. 

But let us take up the bill which now bears the name of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unprerwoop] and see where it 
leads us. It puts upon the free list, first of all, “ agricultural 
implements.” And what was the duty collected at the custom- 
houses on these important articles during the last fiscal year, 
1905, for which we are given comparative figures? Why just 
exactly $2,775. That was all the Government received from the 
importer, and that is the amount which our Democratic friends 
propose to save to the American farmer. Why, Mr. Chairman, 
if the Democratic Party which is now in control of this House 
would put up at public vendue the automobile which former 
Speaker Cannon has turned over to Speaker Crarx, and which 
the gentleman from Missouri thus far declines to use, the 
American farmer, as well as the entire country, would be im- 
mediately relieved of this awful tax. [Laughter.] 

And where does the workingman come in on this propositi 
Let the farmer reason this out for himself. 


mn? 


There were 648 


establishments in the United States engaged in the manufacture | 


of 


vested was $196,741,000. The total number of wage earners em- 
ployed in these establishments was 47,394. They were all 
Sumers in the sense that they purchased the products of the 
farm. You propose now to jeopardize these American manu 
fa ‘tories and the wages of the men employed in them to save 
$2,775 at the eustomhouses. 
CALCUTTA CAN MAKE CHEAP BAGGING. 

But when it comes to bagging for cotton, sacks, burlap: 
So forth, which are used by the cotton planter exclusively, wh: 
are the facts? The duties here amounted to $4,879,870: on 
cotton ties, $2,576. Here is a full half of the entire ten millions 
to be saved, and I ask where the American farmer, outside of 
the cotton belt, comes in? I can not now give the figures show- 
ing the number of hoop and band iron workers engaged in the 
manufacture of cotton ties, but I shall submit a statement pre 
pared at the Census Office bearing upon this subject. 

I am able, however, to state that the census of 1905 showed 
that we had 16 establishments in the United States manufactur- 


eon 


agricultural implements in 1905, and the total capital in- | 


| 























ing jute and jute goods; that the had inv 1 upward of 
$11,000,000, and that they employed Ar can W s more 
than 6,000 men and women. Since t ns as made other 
establishments have been reared 1 to tl 1 fields 
employing labor in that vici W h is 3 distressed, be 
cause the removal of the duty wu] these < lit 1 1 
by the cotton planter means the « 1 the American 
|} manufactures and the introduction into this try of the out- 
put of the cheap and miserable labor of Caleutta 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of th f Penn- 
sylvania has expired. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsyivania. One minute more. 
Mr. DALZELL. I yield one more 1 ite to the gentleman, 
THE INDt 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. In tl ist minute I propose 
| to introduce a statement pr red | he Census Bureau at 
my instance, showing, paragraph by iragraph, so far as pos 
sible, the tremendous importance to industry of this fre ide 
“entering wedge”: 
Total for the United Stat for certain lected industri 
( 77 ] 1904).) 
i 
Ir r } ¢ ( tal + 
| 
' l o } i 
1 { ) ) 
| ] ] mn) l4 t 
| 1 | { ] 2 | ‘ 
| ) ) 4,134 } 1 
Fl a I 265, 117,000 } 110 | 
Food prey irations ial st ean } ‘ 754 1] 5 
Bread and other bakery ] | 15 x 81, 284 | 
Lumber and ti er pr lucts. . 24, } 000} 502,300} 827,465 
Se g machines and attachments.} 5 2 ”) 12,671 | 20, 87 
Sal | 146 | 5 ; { 
i Tere eee eee eee eee eee s ? i 
Hoop and band nd ir pro¢ ts inufactured y 
largely in rolling m 1 worl nd i le to 
pile statistics of capital, ¢ s, and tal value « produ 
} distinct from other branche f work c d 1 in t me e 
| ments; however, hoops, bar and cotton wel l in ] 
| from Pennsy! i Ohio nois, ¢ Ma h ind 
bama; Pennsylvania produced 200,461 tons: O 102.86 { 
the other 4 States, the r ning 335,939 t skelp is J l 
by Pennsylvania to the extent « 1,058 ton r 
product of the country. Ohio 1 ! 211,624 ; W Vir I 
192,644 tons; and Illinois, Connecticu ind New York produced tl 
I g 94,8 yn 
I re vir l ‘a | y 
i teel e t as 
ir » of wi lt t and f 
manufa d ts i pendently 
l i t , 4p] > 2 ), 
rHAN A MI % MEN INVOLVED 
| These figures are based upon the census of 1905 and 
| doubtless be vastly increased when the new census 
pleted. They are significant, and I mmend them to 
| careful attention of every Member of this House, and to « 
| citizen who may hereafter be called upon to yote upon tl! 
questions at the polls. In this mere free-trad ( 
wedge ” you strike at , 994 estal bh ’ ? 
than $2,000,000,000, with an annual |] inct 1 1905 
than $3,700,000,000. d the number of y 
ployed—and this, from my point of view, is 
aspect of the entire controversy—was in 
Why, Mr. Chairman 1d t 1, ‘ 
I ns 1.000.000 far lies of 5 ner 
not only the wages of 1,000,000 1 but 
if 5.000.000 souls, and this is « 
It is no time for the man in the V ! U 
to stand against his br ( l 
abuses, let him look to the f f 
law. To invoke the for 
to hurl the deadly be ! : ! 
;| We can not col i 
maintain the Ar 
| wage, we surely mn 
has afforded prosperity to 
continue to buy your eg 
i ra 
| want to continue to s 
our farming impleme! 
industrial and agricultural relat 1 i that 





the pressure of Democratic oratory may not divide us, nor 
prompt us, in theory or in practice, to * kill the goose that lays 
the golden egg.” [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CANTRILL]. 

Mr. CANTRILL. Mr. Chairman, as a farmer I rejoice in the 
great interest that has been manifested in this debate in behalf 
of the farmers of the United States. 

This safeguarding of the farmers’ interests is due in large 
measure to the fact that the farmers of ..e country are organ- 
ized, and it is not amiss to say that they are organized for 
the sole purpose of securing a square deal, which has long been 
denied them. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I hope the day will soon come when the farmers of the 
Nation will come into the full possession of all the benefits 
which are justly due them from all branches of one great 
government. 

As a farmer, one among the few farmers in this House, I 
favored Canadian reciprocity. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.|] As a Democrat I could figure no other course con- 
sistent with the declarations of my party in national council 
and in caucus in this House. 

As a farmer I heartily indorse the bill now pending before 
this body, for the main reason that the farmers of this country 
will receive untold benefits from its passage. 

As a Democrat I favor its enactment into law, because it is 
the redemption of one more pledge to the people by our party. 
So far as this House is concerned—which is the only branch of 
the Government we now control—I think I can safely predict 
the absolute fulfillment of every promise, which, when accom- 
plished, will give us next year absolute control of all branches 
of this great Government. Our record so far justifies this 
belief and this hope. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The Canadian-reciprocity agreement, of course, only applies 


. . | 
to Canada. This bill applies to the whole world. Should any | : 3 U , 
| benefits directly reach every person in our cities as w 


harm come from the first, the good of the second will largely 
predominate. 

No harm will come from the first to the farmer, but great 
blessings will flow to him from the second. 

Canadian reciprocity will prove a blessing; this free list will 
prove a godsend to the American farmer. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

I favored Canadian reciprocity because in agricultural prod- 


ucts the balance of trade between Canada and the United | ,,; . : : 

. : : : | this country that, in large measure, the prices of th: 
States was largely in our favor. I will vote for this bill be | ’ ’ : - ’ , _ 
— be" . | ucts depends upon their own action. I am a strong be 


cause in great measure it weakens the power of many great 
trusts which have plundered the farmer. 

I favored Canadian reciprocity because it was the beginning 
of the end of the protective-tariff system. I favor this measure 
because it means the prosperity of the farmer and because it 
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As the farmer receives no benefit from the nomina 
his production, he should not be burdened with a rea] | 
his consumption. 

To secure profits by legislation for any class means t! 
classes must be oppressed. It should never be the poli: 
Government to grant special favors to special classes. 
grants no special favor to the farmer in giving him » 
cles on the free list for his consumption, because his }1 
has been on the free list, in effect, at all times. 

This bill perfects the Democratic idea that as the fa; 
always sold in the free markets of the world he sho 
the right to buy in the free markets of the world. 

Considering the investment in meney, the uncertainty 
maturity, the great mental and physical labor inyo 
farmers as a class have reaped but small benefit compare 
other lines of business in the Nation. 

The main reason for this condition of affairs is due 
measure to the fact that the farmer in his consumpt 
heavy tribute to all other lines of business, which wu: 
protective tariff have organized great trusts to plunder 
nearly every article he consumes. [Applause on the Dey 
side.] This bill is a “ trust buster” of the first magnit 
every Member of this House who is sincere in his prof 
to curb or break down the trusts should support it. [ Appiays 
on the Democratic side.] 

This bill not only secures benefit to the farmers, but ¢, ) 
lions of people in other walks of life, and it must be considers 
upon a broader plane than affecting only one class of | 
zens. 

Boots, shoes, harness, beef, veal, mutton, pork, lard. floyy 
corn meal, biscuit, bread, timber, shingles, sawed boards sow 
ing machines, salt, and numbers of other articles whic) 
used by every citizen of our great country are put on tly 
list. 

Though commonly called an agricultural free-list } 


those upon the farms. 
This bill helps to break down the barrier between the citr 


|} and the farm, because it means increased trade among | 


shows that the Democratic Party is the only sincere friend the | 


farmer has in this country in national legislation. Applause | 
y : [ADI | land, by legal and honorable methods, by and through his 


on the Democratic side. ] 

With no financial investment of any character save in farm- 
ing operations, with no knowlege of any profession save farm- 
ing—and it is one of man’s noblest professions—I am willing to 
risk my destiny on the policies outlined by my party. If 
failure comes, it will not be because of Democratic policies. 

I have labored hard for the welfare of the farmer. I have 
given my time and means for his advancement. I am here 
because the farmers of my district trusted me. That trust is 
sacred to me. Their interest and their welfare is always upper- 
most in my mind; and as God has given me the light to see, I 
will advance their interest by my vote for this measure. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


The tariff-protected interests of this country have met de- | , 
| organizing a great trust of meat and bread. 


feat because of their greed to oppress the people upon the 
necessities of life. The farmers of this country produce the 
main sustenance of human life—bread and meat. Any policy 
which demands more than a reasonable price for these two 
great foods must bring disaster to the farmer, because he is 
but one-third of our population, and our form of government 
is majority rule. It has never been the policy of the organized 
farmers of this country to ask anything save a reasonable price 
for their products. There is nothing in this bill to prevent a 
reasonable and profitable price for farm products, but there 
are many items which insure a reasonable price for what the 
farmer consumes, and this will prove profitable as well as novel 
to the American farmer. 

The protective tariff on farm products is admitted a myth 
by Republican leaders; the taking away of the protective tariff 
from farm consumption of manufactured articles is but simple 
justice and true reciprocity as between the farmer and other 
classes. 

Levy no tax save for revenue only. 


| 
j 
| 
| 
| 
i 





people at home. The farmer will know that the value 

he buys is set by the natural law of supply and demand 

that he is no longer the prey of his city brother, who has had 

the advantage over him by the legislation of a protectiy: ff 
I can not impress the fact too strongly upon the farmers of 


farmers’ organizations whose object is to secure ress 
prices for farm products. ~I commend every organizati: 
tries to teach the farmer intelligent methods of marketing 
produce. Distribution is a prime factor in the pric 
products. 

No one can complain when the farmer, under the | 


organizations, secures a reasonable price for his labor 
product. 

I will always demand for the farmer a reasonable profit for 
his product, but to have that profit to come by his own efor 
and the use of his own sense in the sale of his cro; 
by some law which must oppress others to help him. 

As I would tear down the legal wall of the protecti' 
that oppresses the farmer, so would I vote to wipe out any /1\ 
which seeks to prevent the farmers from organizing to |)! 
their interests or the laboring man to secure good wages. |Al 
plause on the Democratic side.) 

The farmers could by organization bring the balance « 
world to their feet, because they have the power to st 


f tha 


You can not starve the farmer. He can live by himse!f He 
can produce his bread, his meat, his shelter, and his clotlies = 
necessary. Let the farmers of this country issue the order | 
for 60 days no wheat, no cattle, no hogs, no corn s! 1 go 
to the market and millions of people would face starvat 

The farmer has no desire to use his great power to ©! 


| other people, but he does demand, and rightfully so, 2 ! SOR 


able price for his product and the right to buy unrestr! 
arbitrary laws. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] ada 
The bill now pending before this House gives him this mss" 
The Democratic Party is responsible for it, and to our }ar) 
the farmer owes this freedom. ae 
In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I take great pride in °°! 
ing before this House certain legislation which has been ©” 
acted in my own State for the benefit of our farmers. | ha’ 
copies here of State laws which I will print in the RECORD 
a guide to other States, and I ask the membership of this 1 e 
to give them careful consideration. I trust you will have 
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them adopted in your States. They have rendered untold bene- 
st to Kentucky farmers, and will bring great relief to your 
farmers if you will adopt them. They have been upheld by the 
highest court in Kentucky as constitutional. I am glad to say 
that I had some part in their enactment, and the gentleman 
from the fourth Kentucky district [Mr. JoHNson] was largely 
responsible for the passage of some of these acts. 
Ar ‘act to amend section 3 of an act of the General Assembly of Com- 
~monwealth of Kentucky, approved March 21, 1906, entitled “An act 
permitting persons to combine or pool their crops of wheat, tobacco, 
and other products and sell same as a whole, and making contracts 
in pursuance thereof valid,” being chapter 117 of the acts of the 
General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky for the year 
1906. 


Re it enacted by the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Ken- 
ucky: 

' S! TION 1. That section 3 of an act entitled “An act permitting per- 
cons to combine or pool their crops of wheat, tobacco, and other prod- 
nets and sell same as a whole, and making contracts in pursuance 
thereof valid.” approved March 21, 1906, being chapter 117 of the acts 
of the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky for the year 
1906, be, and the same is hereby, amended and reenacted so as to read 
as follows: 

Such persons so entering into such an agreement or contract as is 
set out in the foregoing section are hereby permitted to select an agent 
or agents through or by or with whom said parties so_ entering 
into such agreement may classify, grade, store, hold, sell, or dispose of 
said crop, or any of them, and said agent or agents shall have the right 
to take, receive, hold, store, classify, grade, sell, or dispose of said 
crop so placed in said agreement for the purpose of accomplishing the 
obiect of such combination or agreement between such principals; and 
contracts and agreements entered into by such agent or agents for the 
purpose of classifying, grading, storing, holding, selling, or disposing of 
said crop so combined, united, or pooled, either in parcel or as a whole, 
are hereby permitted, and shall not, because of any such combination or 
purpose of sach original agreement of such principals so entering into 
said combination, or of such agent or agents, be declared illegal or 
invalid. All contracts heretofore made by any person or persons for the 
purposes set out in the foregoing sections are hereby declared valid, if 
otherwise legally binding on the parties. 

To prevent any breach or violation of any contract made for the pur 
poses set out in the foregoing sections a restraining order and writ of 
injunction may be written by a proper officer, as prescribed in the 
Civil Code of Practice. 

For any breach or violation of any contract entered into for the pur- 
poses set out in the foregoing sections the injured party may recover 
the damages sustained by him by reason of such violation of such con- 
tracts of the person violating the same, and also of any person who 
shall induce or persuade another to violate such contract, which damages 
shall include the reasonable expense and attorney's fees incurred by the 
injured party in prosecuting an action to recover such damages or to 
prevent a violation of such contract, if the party complaining shall sue 
ceed in doing so, which may be recovered in the same action or original 
proceeding. Said agent, when so selected as herein provided, shall have 
the sole right to seil said crop so pooled or combined, and it shall be 
unlawful for any owner of such crop to sell or dispose of same and for 
any person knowingly to purchase the same without the written consent 
of such agent, and upon conviction thereof he or they shall be fined in 
any sum or amount not exceeding $250 for each offense, to be fixed by 
the jury in their discretion. 

Sec. 2. Whereas many crops of tobacco and other products have been 
combined and pooled in this State under contract and agreement entered 
into for the purposes set out in the above section an emergency is now 
declared to exist which requires that this act shall take effect from and 
after its passage and approval by the governor. 

(Approved Mar. 13, 1908.) 


An act to prevent the sale or transfer of personal property where the 
possession is in one person and the title thereto is vested in another. 


; Be it enacted by the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Ken 
ud rue 

Section 1. It shall be unlawful for any person having the possession 
of personal property, the title to which is vested in another, to sell or 
otherwise dispose of such property without the written consent of the 
person in whom the title is vested. Any person guilty of such offense 
shall be fined not less than $100 nor more than $500 for each offense. 
Any person having notice of the manner in which such property is held, 
who shall purchase it of the person having the possession thereof, or 
of any other person without the written consent of the person in whom 
the title is vested, shall be fined not less than $100 nor more than 
$1,000 for each offense. 

Sec. 2. An emergency exists for the immediate operation of this law, 
therefore the same shall be in force from and after its enactment. 

(Approved, Mar. 24, 1908.) 


An act to amend an act entitled “An act permitting warehousemen to 
commingle tobacco of like grades,” approved March 25, 1908 

on hy enacted by the General Assembly of the Commonicealth of Ken- 

SECTION 1. That section 3 of an act entitled “An act permitting ware- 
he usemen to commingle tobacco of like grades,” approved March 25, 
1908, be, and the same is, amended, and the said act is amended by add- 
ing at the end of section 3 thereof the following words: “And it is pro- 
vided that any of such warehousemen may in such receipts agree and 
bind themselves to ay the person rightfully holding same and entitled 
thereto the value of the property described therein, in the event of loss 
oe from any cause while in the possession of such warehouse- 


So that said section when amended will read as follows: 


“ Sec. 3. All warehouse receipts so issued by any corporation, com- | 


pany, partnership, or individual engaged in the business as above set 
forth shall be negotiable and transferrable by indorsement in blank or 
by special indorsement and with like liability as bills of exchange now 
are and with like remedy thereon. And it is provided that any of such 
erehousemen may in such receipts agree and bind themselves to pay 
the person rightfully holding the same and entitled thereto the value of 

© property described therein, in the event of loss or damage from any 
cause while in the possession of such warehousemen.” 
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this Commonwealth is now 


Sec. 2. Inasmuch as the tobacco crop in 
i growers can not otherwise 


ing delivered to warehousemen, and the 


secure the benefit of this act. an emergency is declared to exist, ar d this 
act shall take effect from and after its passage. 

(Approved, Mar. 4, 1910.) 
An act to authorize and regulate the recordation of agreements for 


pooling farm products 


_Be it enacted by the 
Kentucky: 
SECTION 1. It shall be lawful for any person or corporation to whom 


General Assembly of the Commonwealth of 


or to which any article of farm products has been pooled or pledged for 
any purpose to record a list of the persons pooling or pledging same, 
together with a general description of the land upon which same was 
grown, or proposed to be grown, in the office of the clerk of the county 
court of the county in which said land is situated 

Sec. 2. Such recordation shall have the same effect as to ereditors or 
purchasers as the recordation of chattel mortgages 


Sec. 3. Any person buying or soliciting pool or edged property the 
list of which have been recorded as herein provided, shall upon conv 
tion be fined not less than $10 nor more than $1,000 or imprisoned not 
less than 15 nor more than 90 days, or both so fined and imprisoned 
Sec. 4. For recording the agreements herein provided for the clerk 
shall be allowed a fee of 2 cents for each 20 words. 
Sec. 5. Whereas it is greatly to the interest of the 
State that a public record should be kept which shall notice that 
their farm products have been pooled or pledged, an emergency is «: 
clared, and this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 
(Disapproved, Mar. 8, 1910.) 
Passed March 8, 1910, the objections of the governor to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 


farmers of the 





An act to declare lawful agreements to abstain growing crops of any 
given kind for any definite period. 
by the General Assembly of the 


Be it enacted Commonwealth of 
Kentucky: 

SEcTION 1. That it shall be lawful for the 
farm products to agree to abstain from growing any 
any given period or season. 


(Neither approved nor disapproved by the 


growers of any kind of 
kind of crops for 


governor.) 


An act to further regulate 

Be it enacted by the 
Kentucky: 

SecTion 1. It is hereby declared lawful for any number of persons to 
combine, unite, or pool any or all of the crops of wheat, tobacco, corn, 
oats, hay, or other farm products raised by them, or proposed to : 
raised by them, whether or not the said crops have been sowed, set 
pitched, or planted, for the purpose of classifying, grading, storing, 
holding, selling, or disposing of same, either in parcels or as a whole, iu 
order or for the purpose of obtaining a greater or higher price therefor 
than they might or could obtain or receive by selling said crops sepa- 
rately or individually. 

Sec. 2. Whereas it 
Commonwealth and a 
section 1 of this act 
declared ty exist, and 
passace. 

(Neither approved nor disapproved by the governor.) 

Almost every article placed on the free list in this bill is con- 
trolled by some great trust. The American people for years 
have taxed themselves to build up these great trusts, and now 
that they have grown to be oppressive industrial giants, more 
than able to defend themselves in the markets of the world, it 
is time for the people to cease taxing themselves and demand 
justice from their own creations which seek to destroy thei. 

One of .the fundamental principles of Democracy is 
greatest good to the greatest number.” There will never be a 
downward revision of the tariff in the interest of all of the 
people so long as each individual Member upon this floor se« 
to protect some special interest in his district. If necessity de- 
mands, we must be willing to make some personal sacrifice 
the common good of ‘our great country. I have the 
represent the great hemp-producing district in the 1 ed 
States. The production of hemp in the United States has been 
confined almost entirely to the Blue Grass region of Kent 
The placing of India hemp, or jute, upon the free list has 
effect, put our farmers out of business on that crop. Yet « 
farmers have not come to Congress with a single petitior 
for a duty on jute. 

The placing of a protective duty on jute means a higher price 
for hemp, but it also means a higher price for the twine of 


the pooling of farm products. 


General Assembly of the Commonwealth of 


is greatly to the interest of the farmers of the 
public generally that the privilege defined i 
should be speedily declared, an emergency 

this act shall take effect from and after its 


Tne 


honor to 


grain growers, for the burlap of the cotton growers, for the 
cordage of the entire Nation, and our people are not selfish 
enough to ask that a tax be placed upon every farmer of the 
Nation in order that they might add some value to their hemp 
crop. I commend the patriotic spirit of the people wiom I re 
resent. We are willing to contribute our share to a downward 
revision of the tariff in order to lighten the burden of labor and 
agriculture, so long overburdened with unjust taxation. 

I desire to add to my remarks a note on the hemp crop, which 
I will not take time to read, but will put it in the Recorp 

The loss of revenue to the Government under this bill is 
$10,028,989. This amount is inconsiderable in ce arison with 


the great saving and advantage to all of our people. By the 
policy of economy which the Democratic Party proposes to in- 
augurate there will not be the great demand for revenue, and 
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this amount will not be missed. The cutting off of one battle- | tration had dragged Kentucky farmers into the Federal « 
and convicted them because they dared to organize to p; 


shi; will fill up the gap caused by this free list. [Applause on 


especially on water.: [Applause on the Democratic side.] The 
American farmer has been unnecessarily frightened by Cana- 
dian reciprocity. My belief is that the farmer will receive a 
benefit therefrom. A Republican President (not his party) and 

Democratic House can share the honors of Canadian reci- 


procity. This bill was drawn and will be passed by the united | 


© Democratic side. Kentuckians are always for peace, and | themselves from the Tobacco Trust. 
the Democi 3 | 


At that time I used this language upon the floor of 


House: 


Is the President willing to go before the farmers of Ohio 
campaign to be held in that State this fall upon the issue of , 
the farmers have the right to fix the price of their products the; 


| either singly or collectively? 


Is he willing to have brought into the limelight the records 


Democratic Party upon this floor. If defeat comes in the | two worthies believed to be responsible for the prosecution of t! 


Senate or the veto comes from the White House, it will strike a 


just due. 


The Democracy did not hesitate to vote for Canadian reci- | 
procity for the reason that it was recommended by a Repub- 


lican President. With dignity and patriotism we met the issue 
and saved a Republican President from disgrace and humiliation 


at the hands of his own party. [Applause on the Democratic | 


side.] 

To-day we present this bill for the relief of labor and agri- 
culture. Will the Republican Party, in control of every branch 
of the Government except this House, permit labor to prosper 
and agriculture to blossom and ripen into a glorious harvest? 

The threat of corporate gold is beginning to be heard on 
account of the passage of this bill. The gentleman from Ala- 


bama [Mr. UnpEerwoop] has told this House of the threat of 


the Steel Trust in his district. No doubt threats to bring on a 
panic in the Nation will be made in other congressional dis- 
tricts. It is the old story of corporate greed. If the trusts can 


not rule the country, they will destroy its peace and prosperity. | 


That threat means a broader controversy than is embodied in 
this bill. It reaches to the foundation of American Govern- 
ment. The question must be settled, “ Which is the greater, 


the power of the people through their Government or the power | 


of the trusts?” [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
The trusts should take heed from the verdict of the Ameri- 
can people rendered at the polls last fall. If the trusts of this 


country undertake to punish the American people for that | 


verdict, they will “have sown the wind and shall reap the 
whirlwind.” 
For a great trust to deliberately and maliciously undertake 


to destroy the peace and prosperity of this Nation is as grave a | 


crime as for the anarchist to strike at the very foundation of 
Government by murder or treason, and I for one am ready to 
help write upon the statute books of our land any law sufficient 
to prevent the deed. It has been shown repeatedly that the 
Steel Trust and other great trusts of this Nation need no leg- 
islative protection. 

Their bluffs ané their threats should be called by this House 
and the issue taken direct to the people as to whether they or 
the trusts are masters. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, by the passage of this bill agriculture will be 
greatly stimulated. The cry has gone up from the over- 


crowded cities of “back to the farm.” The people now can go | 


back to the farm with new hope and new energy. Our boys 
and girls can stay on the farms, because the Democratic Party 


proposes to see to it that they will not be driven away by | 


unjust taxation. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The ne- 
cessities of the field and home will be put upon the free list, 
and the farmer boy will no longer be the serf of some great 
trust. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The farmer will gather new inspirations and new joys, and 
with good humor and good cheer, bountifully feed the work. 


Mr. Chairman, the farmer is the solid rock upon which | 


rests the security of this Nation. It is his labor, his conserva- 


tism, his patriotism, which is the great balance wheel in the | 


vast machinery of our national existence. Generous in nature, 
sound in sense, clean in morals, the American farmer turns 
back the tide which would sweep us either into plutocracy or 


into anarchy. In the American farmer is the main hope for | 
the continuation of a democracy. May God stay the day when | 


we forget the farmers. 

Nine billions of dollars each year is the contribution of the 
American farmer to the national wealth! 

Surely the Senate and the President will not deny the bene- 


fits of this bill to the makers of such magnificent wealth. If | 


they do, there will be a new Senate and a new President at 
the next election. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The farmers had a hand in the last election; in the next they 
will have both hands. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Just one year ago, upon the floor of this House, I warned the 
President against the oppression of the farmer. His adminis- 


> | 


| ley Tobacco Society? This question being answered in the afi: 
. _“ | Judson Harmon ought to be reelected governor of Ohio by a 1 
deadly blow at the home of every farmer and laboring man in | 


the Nation. I trust for once at least the Republican Party will 
forget partisan politics and give agriculture and labor their | 


of 109,000. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


side. ] 


ut 


I missed the figure only 377. [Applause on the Den 


As a Democrat I rejoice at the great work already d 
this House for the benefit of all of the people by my | 
There is more good yet to come. I rejoice at the solid 


A 


we present to the disorganized and dismembered party « 


other side. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


By org 


tion and by teamwork great victories are ahead of us. | 
Democrat pull back in the -harness—harness is on the fr 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] With free sewing 1 
the farmers’ wives can sew up our protection friends, t! 
patters, in free burlap and salt them away with free s 
keep until the final judgment day. [Applause and laught 


the Democratic side.] 


Mr. Chairman, the hope of the American farmer is in hi: 


organization and in the policies of the Democratic Party 


|}a great believer in organization. In referring 
made here in 1909 I find these words: 


to a 


When, by organization, the Democrats of the South stand 


| side and divide honors with the great States of Ohio and Indiar 
| other States North, West, and East that made such Democrati 
in the last election, we can land the Hon. CHamp CrLark in the 


er’s chair and the White House after that. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


CHAMP CLARK is in the Speaker’s chair [applause], a: 
White House is waiting for a Democrat. [Applause « 


Democratic side.] 


| longed applause on the Democratic side.] 


Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to t 


gentleman from California [Mr. Kent]. 


Kent] is recognized for 20 minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. 


Mr. KENT. Mr. Chairman, we novices in the art or pm 
| sion of manufacturing Federal law, subject, of course, 
vision by the Senate, the President, the Supreme Court, a: 
powers above, have eagerly absorbed what has been s 
| have learned much that can not possibly be true. H 


| it all be true when judged by the votes on 


the reci 


treaty and by the explanations given for those votes? 
| is no consensus of opinion on either side of the House, « 
amongst the most experienced and tutored as to the caus 


probable effects of that measure. 


In so far as the discussion relates to the protective 
theory, there is, however, some unanimity on one point, at 


|a partial agreement that the protective tariff should be 


garded as a “local issue.” That this particular national | 
| must be wrought out of the clash of class, section, distri 


| other special interests, and settled by a sort of mutual givea) 

| take, less euphemistically known as log-rolling. This make 
| of the tariff a sort of a grab bag, and we may reasonab 

| pect that the more powerful get the first, last, and biggest 


I am a Republican, or what used to be a Republican 
| plause on the Republican side], because I believe in the | 
tion of infant industries that stand some eventual chance « 
coming self-sustaining. That many of these industries, « 
fostered by protection, are now self-sustaining and do not ! 


| a protective tariff is abundantly shown and notoriously 
| fessed as to the great steel industry by Mr. Andrew Carne; 


Many industries, having outgrown the cradle, have not bee! 
quired to hustle for their livelihood, but have been ca! 
| bodily to a ward in a hospital where our stand-pat frie 


| advocate keeping them during all eternity, to be doct 

nursed, and nourished at the public expense. One is rem: :; 
| of the prayer of the man who possessed a cantankerous invalid 
| wife: “Oh, Lord, let her get well, or—or—something.” [Lau: 


ter. ] 


It is argued that by taxing one industry for the benefit f 


another industry, and vice versa, we create a home market tha 
is productive of wealth. This brings to mind a story told »» 


David Starr Jordan concerning the eagle and 


} 


the blue-tailed 


lizard. It seems that the eagle one day swooped down upon 


the lizard and bit off and ate the lizard’s tail; 


whereupon the 
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eagle acquired sufficient energy to lay an egg. The lizard 
«climbed the tree, sucked the egg, and, through the encourage- 
ment thus afforded, grew a new tail. This process continued 
through many years, apparently, without much profit to either 
party save as it added to the interest of existence. [Laughter. | 

A tale of similar import, but more profitable sequence, was 
related of a man who lived near the Petaluma marshes and 
started to raise carp. He was doing fairly well selling carp 
from his pond, when he suddenly conceived the idea of raising 
a side line of cats for the fur. He discovered that he could feed 


| 


the carp to the cats and the cats to the carp, so that he in- | 
creased mightly in his output of cats and carp and became | 


wealthy. [Laughter.] 
I have learned, Mr. Chairman, that it is customary to deco- 


rate the oratory of this floor with fruits, with flowers, with | 


flags, and with farmers in various states of happiness and 
misery. [Laughter.] I respectfully submit a poem produced 
by a laureate of my district and which concerned itself with 


the tariff speeches of my esteemed opponent at the primaries: | 


I read these tariff speeches o’er—the more I read of them the more 
I do not know, but then I can rely upon our Congressman. Upon the 
very slightest hint he puts a red-hot speech in print, and when he 
prints that speech, you see, he has it mailed out here to me. 

Mac makes it very clear just how if I pay more than I do now for 
socks and gloves and baby’s dress—while I pay more they cost me less 
And then he shows me where I lose by paying somewhat less for shoes, 
for though I pay less than before, my shoes they really cost me more. 

Ile makes it clear to me that what I lose I gain, you see; and on 
such things as clothes and shoes I seem to gain but really lose. Thus, 
if I buy my socks too low, they'll still be higher 


Dune says so—and 
shoes I thought were high last fall were really low shoes after all. 
[ Laughter. ] 
Mac says if I pay less for shoes or hats, the maker has to lose. And 


if he loses, then, you see, he charges up the loss to me. Now, when | 
have to pay him more, he reckons profits to his store, and Duncan 
finds a share for me in all of this prosperity. 

The speeches shed a radiant light upon the theme and make it bright: 
I merely read them o’er and o’er to find more’s less and less is more 
In buying hat, or coat, or vest; dear’s cheap, and cheap is dear at best. 
Higch’s low, low’s high, far’s near, near’s far, white’s black, black’s 
white—and there you are. 

We live in topsy-turvy land when McKinlay waves his magic wand. 


{ Laughter. ] 


Concerning the change and evolution that has come over the | 


early Republican protective doctrine, designed to foster infant 
industries, I would further submit the following: 

Mary had a little lamb, 

Its fleece was white as snow; 

It followed her to Pittsburg, 

And now you ought to see the darned thing. 

[Laughter and applause. ] sa 

The old idea of encouraging new industries is being destroyed 
by the present system, for, in so far as trusts and monopolies 
are being encouraged, individual enterprise and 
initiative are being suppressed. A monopoly need not confine 
its charges to a high percentage of profit on the product, but 
it can charge up to the public all the graft and mismanagement 
that may go to make up its costs. It is not compelled to be 
efficient. It can afford to dispense with improvements in ma- 
chinery and methods. 
storage. Thus the tariff, in so far as it aids the trusts, throt- 
tles progress instead of fostering industry. 

In song and oratory we are properly reminded of the grati- 
tude we owe to the Providence that placed us in this land of 
liberty and plenty. Is there not shown a lack of appreciation 
when we hear the solemn assertions made by some of the gentle- 
men that our prosperity is not due to the natural bounties of 
our country, not to the genius and efficiency of our people, but 
as system of taxing ourselves. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 
tive tariff an argument promptly adduced in its favor is one 
which was best phrased by the Hon. “ Bathhouse” Coughlin in 
the city hall of Chicago. He asked a fellow alderman how he 
could advocate the creation of prohibition territory and conse- 
quent loss of revenue from saloon licenses, when, as he stated 
it, “ we are all of us heartily in need of funds.” If either the 
Government or any interest happens to be “ heartily in need of 
funds,” there is always a means of raising revenue by boosting 
the tariff. I do not believe that it helps matters much to hold 
that we ought to lower the wall to such a point as to provide 
only for the higher wages of American labor plus a profit to the 
manufacturer or producer. This amendment still justifies the 
establishment in our country of industries that do not belong 
here. It would justify the raising of cocoanuts in hothouses. 
It would justify a tremendous tax upon tea in order that the 
laborer engaged in tea culture could be recompensed at upward 
of a dojlar a day, while he is now receiving probably less than 
10 cents a day on the other side of the ocean. I am unpatriotic 
enough to be grateful to the heathens who in their blindners 
are picking tea for us at that rate of wages, and I would not 


Whenever protest is made against the existing protec- | 


TAT 
advocate forcing them to adopt our standard of living by the 
wearing of American clothes, or even the drinking of Missouri 
champagne, Mr. Chairman, for I fear they might be brought to 
feel the necessity of charging us more for doing us this service. 

No one has ever shown any fund from which can be drawn 
the tax levied by the tariff and paid out in subsidies to the pro- 
tected interests except the fund that resides in the pockets of 
the people. Those who assume that the tariff is a means of 
creating prosperity or of creating wealth are much better at 
juggling and at picking coins out of the air than was Hermann, 
the magician. If we can tax ourselves rich, we can prove poker 
to be a productive industry. [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side.} Equally, an individual may become opulent 
by shifting coins from one pocket another, and the Nation 
can acquire wealth, if not merit, by unanimously consenting to 
the reciprocal picking of pockets by all the people. 

Economists would doubtless urge that this 
fairly distributed pocket-picking system . would 
tive, but we have had much of doctrinaire 
listen to any more of it. 


to 


universal and 
be unprodue- 
too teachings to 

It might be surmised that should the pocket-picking system 
become thoroughly established it 
able to all the people. 
others. 


would not be equally enjoy- 
There would be some more adept than 
There would probably be coteries formed in the pro- 
fession that would band together in “ strong-arm” or “ hold- 
up” work, and when, if perchance through popular clamor, be- 
cause of overactivity, the practice were put into partial disre 
pute, and there arose the question of proper limitation, it would 
be found that the least skilled and the unorganized would first 
be deprived of the privilege of picking pockets. [Laughter.] 
Through many of us newly elected Members the people are 
protesting, not against the wealth of the country, but against 
the present system of distri*yution, which fully the 
bitter resentment it has incurred. The evils of distribution are 
caused by special privileges and the protective tariff creates and 
licenses privilege. It would not interest the men 
the Pittsburg Survey, who are worked to death and thrown 
on the junk pile, to figure out and to ascertain how many 
wives per annum a Pittsburg millionaire could afford out of 
the dividends of the Steel Trust. [Laughter.] Rather would 
he be interested in supporting one wife and some few children 


deserves 


described in 


with less work and more pay. There would be little satisfac 
tion to a cash girl working for Marshall Field & Co. at a 


| weekly wage of $3 to know that she and that corporation were 


jointly worth over $50,000,000. [Laughter.] The people sare 
not satisfied with statistics of national wealth, they want better 


| conditions for themselves. 


individual | 


It can put valuable patents in cold | 


But after all, the greatest sin that can be laid at the door 
of the protective tariff is the economic waste which it encour 
ages. The fortunes piled up by the richest men of the country 
amount to nothing when set against the annual loss caused by 
the employment of men in unjustifiable occupations. 

A subsidy which supports those occupations must come from 
other occupations which belong on our soil and in our coun 
try, and the men engaged in either the wrong thing or the right 


| thing in the wrong place form an army which we might call 


| mathematical ability engaged in proving out what is logi 


the “army of the mal-employed.” They have to be supported 
by the well employed, just as much as every standing army is 
a charge upon industry. 

Some day I expect to hear our stand-pat Republican friends 
making the old confession. “ We have caused to be done those 
things that ought not to be done: we have left undone 
things that ought to be done, and there is no health in 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The Recorp, with its vast compilation of statistics, shows 


those 


a 


absurd. The accuracy of the almanac does not prove the value 
of the nostrum it advertises, nor can questions of ethics be 
determined by the use of logarithms. One is rather inclined 
to doubt the efficacy of such figures when they are used to 
prove views diametrically opposed. We certainly get into 
“ topsy-turvy land” when we try to follow the statistics. You 


must remember the old rhyme 


Down here helow two and 


two make four: 
Perhaps up in heaven they 


make six or seve n. 
The statement was made on this floor that the dividends paid 
on the stocks of the great 


corporations were the proof of the 
wealth of the country and meant prosperity. There might 
properly be query made as to whether dividends represent the 


fruit of production or extortion, whether 
by the use of plow and ax or spindle 
were “ produced ” at the point of a 
the pockets of victims rendered 


they 


and loom, or 


were produced 
whether they 
rched for in 
sandbag or 


revolver or se 


by 
y 


unconscious 


| lead pipe. 
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As a freshman in this course of education, I can not under- | [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


stand how a country can get rich by sharing its natural re- 
sources with all who choose to come, dividing our patrimony, 
as it were, and at the same time keeping out all possible things 
that can be excluded that would go to increase the size of our 
hoard. Privilege clamors for cheap labor and immediate de- 
velopment of everything. Statesmanship calls for readjust- 
ment of opportunity for ourselves and our children. 

The balance of trade argument is not entirely convincing to 
some of us. Whenever China or Russia improve their balance 
of trade by exporting foodstuffs in time of famine, there seems 
to be something the matter with the mathematical self-sufii- 
ciency of this theory. If a freezing tramp should sell his 
clothes, he certainly would improve his balance of trade, al- 
though not his condition. [Laughter and applause.] 

Anyone who has lived on the Pacific coast can not fail to enter- 
tain profound respect for the self-helping ability of the Japanese. 
They are the most remarkable self-helpers in all the world, and 
no one need ever again invite them to help themselves. Some 
two years ago, in the islands of Hawaii, just at a time when 


| 


the cane-grinding season was at hand, the Japanese engaged in | 


that industry unanimously struck. They did not appear to be 
satisfied with their wages nor disposed to recognize the contraet 
they had made with the planters, which procedure was not en- 
tirely original on their part. 
wrote a series of resolutions to the planters to the effect “that 
it was the duty of the planters, in accordance with the true 
American principle of protection, to get an increase in the sugar 
duty and thereby raise the value of sugar, and then out of the 
added profit they should divide with the laborers.” Strange that 


At some time or 
these patients, the “ invalid industries,” must leave the hos 
whether to turn their steps to self-support or to the cey 
{Laughter.] They can not forever remain parasitic. The ; 
has been too often revised upward by its friends. The , 
have commissioned its enemies to revise it downward. | 
we may have a more just system of distribution and 
equitable system of taxation, we must study the sources o;: 
wealth and the means whereby this wealth may be say 
increased for the benefit of the many. 

There is great hope in the growing ideals and the c! 
outlines of the great policies of State and national « 
tion. By saving the common wealth for all our people : 
wiping out the great special privileges in land and other n 
resources, by breaking down the extortions of monopo): 
by regulation of our public utilities, we shall make this « 
better for the average man, and no worse for any man. 
longed applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman from Massach 
{Mr. Hargis] 30 minutes. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, as a new Member 


| House I am a trifle hesitant in rising for the first ti: 


In the course of the dispute they | 


this simple and excellent and wholly American plan was not at | 


once adopted. [Laughter.] 

Let us consider some more phases of Hawaiian sugar. 
business was built up first under subsidy and then under a pro- 
tective tariff. The sugar land is nearly all of it in the hands of 
the great corporations. These corporations are paying large 
dividends on inflated values. This is the upper crust of the pie. 
Next there comes a filling of upward of 400,000 tons of sugar, 
for which, together with all other sugar, imported and domestic, 
the American people are paying heavy taxes. The lower crust 
consists of oriental labor. The yellow man is everywhere dis- 
The 
white man of small means has little or no chance to inhabit the 
“ Paradise of the Pacific.” It is to-day a country of corpora- 
tions and yellow men. The white men are so greatly outnum- 
bered that there seems danger that the pie may be turned over, 
to the obvious benefit of the under crust, but to the destruction 
of the upper crust. To prevent such an unfortunate occurrence 
and to protect the protected sugar industry we are taxed for an 
increase in our Navy. To protect the Navy, which must pro- 
tect the protected sugar industry, we must be taxed to fortify 
Pearl Harbor. To protect Pearl Harbor, to protect the Navy, to 
protect the protected sugar industry, we must keep near Pear! 
Harbor a considerable army of men, and these must be sup- 
ported out of public taxation. 


placing the white man, even in the skilled occupations. 


The 


| as 


present my views in the form of a speech. 

I was much interested, night before last, in the dream 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hopson]. His dream of 
in all things commercial, financial, and political, given and 
ordained by the Almighty, but still needing the aid and | 
tion of mere men for its perfect fulfillment, entranced : 

His wonderful revelation of the final purposes of All-\\ 
under the guiding hand, however, of the owners of the 
the cotton belt. was not, nevertheless, completely satisfyi: 

To my mind—developed in a harsher and less favored | 
where life is not one long, sweet dream of universal d: 
it is a struggle to find means to keep warm most 
year and to keep cool the remainder—it left some things | 
closed or undeveloped. When his dream is fulfilled, wh: 
people are converted from a fondness for wool, and tle 
shall have become as extinct as the dinosaur and tl 
when the taste of mutton and of lamb shall be as forg 
the favor of the viands at Belshazzar’s feast, will the | 
the soil in the cotton belt extend to the world and th 
thereof something of the grace that has been shown to t! 
will they take advantage of their monopoly and charg 
traffic will bear? [Applause on the Republican side.] 

When the peoples of those portions of the earth whe: 
has been grown and spun and woven and worn for ages | 
the soil of his empire was disclosed to the eyes of « 
man come knocking at his door seeking market f 
cheaper wares, will he invoke the law for their exclusi 
will he invite them to his feast? [Applause on the Repu! 
side. ] 

Pending the fulfillment of the dream and during the pro 
of construction, I am of those who can not see that harn 


| injustice has been done to him or his, because under a s) 


This is an illustration of the “American doctrine,” and the | 


American consumer can realize as he pays his grocery bills 
that he is not only patriotically encouraging an American in- 
dustry for the benefit of corporations and yellow labor, but that 
he is encouraging an indefinite increase in our Navy and a 
probable increase in our Army, always with the possibility that 
the Navy and the Army aforesaid may have to be actively used 
to further protect the protected sugar industry, with all the 
waste of life and of property incident to war, and at a very 
rough estimate with four hundred and eighteen thousand 
millions of dollars of pensions to pay in the years to come. 
[Laughter.] 

I can not agree with those gentlemen on the majority side 
who believe in a tariff for revenue. There is doubtless justifica- 
tion for a high tariff on certain luxuries, but there is no fair- 
ness in a revenue tariff laid upon necessities. The burden is 
not upon the proper shoulders. Mr. Rockefeller probably pays 
less Government revenue on the food he consumes than does 
the average hod carrier. He would doubtless like to pay as 
much, but he can not without eating as much. For the present 
we must look to the tariff for revenue. Eventually we shall 
provide for Government funds from income tax, from heavy 


taxation of community-created land values, from rentals of the | 
We | 


public domain, all of them direct and comprehensible. 
shall have internal-revenue taxation on articles not necessities. 

I have discussed theory without any idea that we could afford 
or should make any sweeping changes at once. Too many people 
inhabit the rickety structure to permit of its immediate demoli- 
tion. A revision downward, schedule by schedule, is the begin- 


of human laws industries have grown up here that giv: 
ployment to thousands who live in less favored spots, w! 
not expect to enter into his kingdom, that have furnished n 
ket for enough of cotton to give a manufactured product otf 
$450,000,000 each year, and other industries that use cotton : 
a part of their product, to the value of the cotton consumed | 
them of over $34,000,000 more. 

However, Mr. Chairman, I did not rise to engage in a ¢ 
debate on the question of protection versus free trade. 
tent myself with saying that I am a protectionist, and des'r 
foster every industry that needs it in this country. [AD! 
on the Republican side.] 

I rose to say a few words, present a few figures, and 
why the products of one industry should not be included in ' 
or any other free list. . 

As I come from a manufacturing State and from a distrc' 
which has a great and vital interest in this proposed bil!. | 
desire, however, to state why the proposed placing of } 


_ and shoes upon the free list works a great harm to a large | 
| of honest laboring people. 


I believe also that it will work ! 
to the people that the members of the majority of this 11 
claim that they desire to benefit. 

A protectionist by faith and by the demonstrations of re“ 
commercial history, I have believed that the claim of the bet 
fits of diversified industries is a sound one, and that by 
growth and increase the farmer has benefited and gained : 
advantage by the creation of markets at his door. In my jv 
ment the prophecy of the early exponents of the protecti\' 
policy has been bountifully and wonderfully fulfilled and 
the faith in it of my Republican predecessors marvelous) 


ning of the work, and a notice to make preparations to vacate. | justified. 








1911. 


CONGRE} SSION AL REC CORD—HOU SE. 





Mfy reasoning has been done on the basis of what I have seen 
‘+he manufacturing section where we are consumers of food 
incts and not producers. 
‘1 do not desire to trespass long on the time of this House, 
I do desire to call attention to some things. 
First, I want to call attention to the New England group of 
cintes. according to the last bulletin that I have been able to 
We have in that group of States wage earners in our 
and factories to the number of 940,750 people. We pay to 
m annually wages to the amount of $439,050,232, and they 
rn out products to the annua! value of $2,025,998,437. “he 
details of these figures I have set forth by States in the table, 
which I will not stop to read if it may be made to appear in 
the RECORD: 
New England wage eurners and wages. 





Talne of 
Number. | Value of 











Wages. 
| age | products. 

“ — ee 
Co WR. n dadccateewnescecccccuccccowccess 181,605 | $87,942,628 | $369, 082,091 
Maing. ....cceccsccescoeseccccccccccccccepeccs 74, 958 32, 691,759 | 144, 020, 197 
M OEE... coc ccocesesecs eeteccesoecccoos 488, 399 | 232, 388,946 | 1,124,092, 051 
New Hampshire... ......+2-0-+--cceeeeeee--e- | 65,366 | 27,693,203 123, 610, 904 
EE ES Re eee eee eee | 97,318} 43,112,637 | 202,109,583 
Wertneitt. <ccoccccccecedescccccncccccccccscees 3, 106 15, 221, 059 63, 083, 611 

i eitetdesarinientccnsseses ses 940,750 | 439,050, 232 | 2,025, 998, 437 


Following ‘th e usual method of cale -" ition, but giving a mar- 
gin for safety in the figures, we may allow four persons de- 
pendent on the wages of one wage earner—3,663,000 people who 
are looking to the work in the shops and factories for their 
livelihood. 

These wage earners spend their money, as we do, pretty 
largely for food, In my section they are accustomed to three 
meals a day, 365 days in the year, when work is plenty. We 
furnish the markets for the producers of the West, the far 
West, and the South. The grains and meats of the Middle 
West, the fruits of California, the early fruits and vegetables 
of Georgia, Florida, and the Carolinas, come to us to be con- 
sumed and find a ready and constant market. 

In the matter of the particular industry for which I wish to 
speak the figures are instructive, and at least furnish food for 
reflection. It is a widespread industry, free from trusts and 
combinations. It is an industry that is throughout the country: 


Boot and shoe industry. 
(1,316 factories.) 


en sheila Rieter ec de-stress cared cen $122, 526, 093 
NO a cabernet cnc ater anne eenierinen 149, 924 
Te italia cecal erences escent estonia $69, 059, 680 
ce _ccusciviteiueninnasiabeiemmianinn $197, 363, 495 
cee enauniesunscniabatisielminabintens $320, 107, 458 


This industry is distributed over 17 States, which turn out an 
annual product of $1,000,000 and upward, besides other States 
which have a smaller output. 

I have prepared a table of those 17 States, showing the num- 
ber of wage earners in that industry in each State and the annual 
value of the product of each. This table I will not read, unless 
it is demanded, if it may appear in the Recorp. It may be 
enough to say that the number of wage earners in those States 
varies from 579 in the smallest to 74,191 in the largest, and that 
the grand total employed in that industry is 171,891, and that 


the annual value of the boot and shoe product of those 17 States 
is $314,290,987. 


Wage earners in the boot and shoe industry in 17 States. 





LES ee Oe Se 819 
( ‘onne Al a A a 579 
ee. 4, 891 
NT ne... * 861 
Maine ———_ i 7, 001 
i 735 
74,191 
eee Srna etlsenbiciniliiccinicnntiinieigeasebientitndiidtidatiiinmmatnen 2 000 
Mit inn sota ES ES a a a ae 1, 930 
SR LA a er 11, 903 
a nee 12, 226 
eS 4, 483 
I 19, 086 
_ _\5- =e Se a a ene 15, 374 
oS RN I a en 9, 968 
ee eit 
I ieee. 3.008 
eee 171, 891 
Distribution of industry, States producing $1,000900 and over. 
So eae $1, 677, 688 
a 1, 279; 755 
a 9, 026, 238 
a ea eR 1, 029, 93 
_ haa 12, 351, 293 | 


| boots and shoes, 


Maryland 


Massachusetts _______________ aoe 144,291, 426 
M car oe 3,551, 028 
Minnesota . 4, 169, 732 
Mississippi 7 . 23, 493, 552 
N Hampshire 9 TOO 
N Jersey { 00 
New York ‘ 49 
o>} » 1 ») 2° 
Pennsylvania Sicianatie a . 14, 607, S67 
Virginia er 2, 627 i4 
Wisconsin iv @ n1°2 563 
i Ristinnatink acid 14, 290, 987 

In my own State of Massachusetts there are 502 establish- 
ments; there is an average number of over 62 yple em- 
ployed, which runs in good times to over 74,000 people; there 
are over $33,000,000 in wages paid out; there is a product of 
an annual value of over $144,000,000; and our average wage 
rate is the highest in that industry in any section in rid. 
Brockton, in my district, pays more than any othe I 
have prepared again a table, and those figures I will now read: 

Boot and shoe industry in Ma t 

Establishments... .-. ‘ 502 
Wage carners 62, 63 
Vas . $33, 106, 667 
Materials itiitashebibanadl 5 $88, 495, 009 
Value of product... _. . : $144, 201, 426 
Average wage eiatnapinnianaidata Bi $520. 44 
Above average $68. 84 


When I have called your attention to the 
industry I have told but half the story. 


figures of the shoe 


lor every wage earner 
in the shoe factories in the city of Brockton there are many 
others whose industry depends on his, but whose industrial 


product is mentioned in no tariff and is covered by no schedule. 


Shoemakers do not build the factories in which they work, 
the houses in which they live, the store in which they spend 
their money, the bank in which they deposit their savings, the 
schoolhouses in which their children learn to be good citizens, 
9 the churches in which they worship. 

The craftsmen whose product is the completed structure for 
all of these, built upon the spot, benefits as much and often 
more than the workman in the factory. The duty covers him 


indirectly but none the less surely, and he prospers when they 
do and goes without work and without food and clothes when 
they do. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

These men and their families, again, are consumers and 
producers of food. They, too, form a large army; they « 
large amount of money; and they, too, make the market for t 
products of the soil. All of these have been hard 
last few years. All the protection they now have is 
on boots and shoes. It is perilously low and leaves 
danger line now. 

With Germany 


not 
ma 


pressed the 
lor 
i pel 


them on the 


and France and Canada imposing 
with these countries equipped 


duties on 


; : 
with the same 


machinery that our own people have, copying the style and 
methods, gaining in efficiency in the use of our most approved 
machinery, and with a wage rate only about one-half of ours, 
can we expect to benefit the boot and shoe worker by putting 
his product on the free list? 

If you destroy or seriously injure so great an indusiry, if 
you send our manufacturers to Canada and Germany and fing 


land, to make there, with the same machinery but with cheap 

lubor, and send in here free of all duty that which has been 
made here and has supported so many, what answer will you 
make to the abandoned and desperate bedy of workers, and 


what will you say to the farmer who loses so great 
ket here at home when they ask you why you have done thi 
thing? [Applause on the Republican side.] 

You are proposing to do this to placate the farmer. I have 
more confidence in that same farmer than you |! I 
seen him in the days from 1878 down through 1870 and 
early eighties, when drovgeht parched his crops, when the 


a food 1 


hopper pest ate the rest, and when the resum] f 
payment imposed upon him an added burden o bi d ! 
with aching but brave heart and a good conscie! nd ref 
follow the Democratic-Socialistic doctrine of re) n 

the guise of “ greenbackism.”’ 

I have seen him from 1890 to 1896, when neither he nor 
workers in our shops and factories prospered 1 when thing 
pressed him hard, r2fuse again to follow the proposed remedy of 
16 to 1. 


I have seen him steadily following out and 
trine of protection because he believed that a W 
around him he profited through his own home 1 ts, 3 e 
relied more upon those markets than he did upon the dut { 
forth in the tariff schedule. 

That same farmer is a wise man. He notices that in the last 
10 years the population of this country has increased 12,000,000. 
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He believes that Mother Columbia is not yet sterile, and that in 
the next ten years she will add to her family some 19,000,000 
more. He knows that this added 19,000,000 have got to be fed, 
as \. ell as housed and employed, and that he will have his hands 
ful! in feeding the family. 

I have faith to believe that in offering to him old Doctor 
Democrat’s unvaried panacea for that “tired feeling,” and 
every ill, from toothache to smallpox—and like that liniment 
that was offered to Bill Sykes after his slaughter of the hapless 
Nancy, also good to remove spots from the trousers and stains 
from the soul—your Democratic free-trade mixture, you will 
find he will refuse to take it. [Applause on the Republican 
side. | 

In behalf of that industry I ask you to stop and pause be- 
fore you do us that harm. I live in the next town to the city 


of Brockton, which town is a little sister to that good city, as | 


they are both children of the one mother, old Bridgewater. I 
had my office in Brockton for many years. I was there in 1892 
and the years that followed. I know what happened to us when 
the shoe industry languished. I know what came to us when 
the factories closed and the work ceased. I do not want to see 
it again. 
facturers. 

The manufacturer will generally take care of himself, but 
when you say to these people that you are going to strike out 
that industry, you are going to open the markets of this country 
free to the world while every other country but England has 
a tariff from 174 per cent to 35 per cent against us, I do not 
believe you are going to do the shoe wviker or your farmer 
much good. In the interest of that industry and the 171,891 
people engaged in it, I ask you to stop and think before you 
do this thing. You will answer to them if you do, and what that 
answer will be I think I know in my section. You are 


going to deal with the affairs of the country. I invite your 
attention to some of the great internal questions of finance, 
commerce, and the regulation of these horrid monopolies, and 


I think you will find something there that is worthy for your | 


great wisdom to be brought to bear upon which will bring more 
benefit to the country than it will to remove the tariff wall 
and strike down the industries we have which are of benefit 
to the farmer in the West and the factory worker of the East. 
Take out those things which keep them apart, and do not make 


us compete with all the world in a fair market where we have | 


good wages and good living. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, how much time did the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts use? 

The CHAIRMAN. Sixteen minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CaNDLER]. 

Mr. CANDLER. 
Member of this House and a great privilege to have the op- 


portunity to address the Representatives of 90,000,000 free | 


Americans. In view of this I may occupy the liberal time kindly 
yielded to me by my good friend, the gentleman from Alabama 
{Mr, UnpDERWoop], and now, in the very beginning, I invite you, 


my brethren, to draw near and hear the true gospel of Democ- | 


racy, pure and simple, as it shall be proclaimed unto you by the 
prophet Ezekiel. [Laughter and applause.] 

Our distinguished and able Speaker, upon assnming the chair, 
when he was elected on the first day of this session, said this: 


My Democratic brethren, coupled with the joy of once more seeing a 
House a larger majority of which is of my own political faith is a keen 
sense of our responsibility to our country and our kind. It is an old 
adage worthy of acceptation that where much is given much is required. 

After 16 years of exclusion from power in the House and 14 years 
of exclusion from power in every department of Government, we are 
restored to power in the House of Representatives and in that alone. 


Weare this day put upon trial, and the duty devolves upon us to demon- | 


strate, not so much by fine phrases as by good works, that we are 


worthy of the confidence imposed in us by the voters of the land, and | 
[Applause on the Demo- | 


that we are also worthy of their wider confidence. 
cratic side.] We could not if we would, and we would not if we could, 
escape this severe test. We will not shirk our duty. We shrink not 
from the responsibility. 
which we find ourselves placed through our own efforts and by our 
own desires there can be no doubt, and the way to accomplish that is 
to fulfill with courage, intelligence, and patriotism the promises made 
before the election in order to win the election. 
Democratic side.] By discharging our duty thoroughly and well, sub- 
ordinating personal desires to principle and personal ambition to an 
exalted love of country, we will not only receive the indorsement of the 
people, but, what is far better, we will deserve their indorsement. 

Chief among these promises were: 

1. An honest, intelligent revision of the tariff downward, in order to 
give every American citizen an equal chance in the race of life, and to 
pamper none by special favor or special privilege; to reduce the cost 
of living by eradicating the enormities and cruelties of the present 
tariff bill; and to raise the necessary revenue to support the Govern- 
ment. * © {Applause on the Democratic side.) 

2. The passage of a resolution submitting to the States for ratification 
a constitutional amendment providing for the election of United States 
Senators by the popular vote. * * [Applause.] 


I am speaking for the workers and not for the manu- | 


in | 
control, and you advertise the wisdom with which you are | 


Mr. Chairman, it is a great honor to be a | 


That we will prove equal to the situation in | 


{Applause on the | 
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3. Such changes in the rules of the House as are necessary ¢ 
thorough and intelligent consideration of measures for the pul 
several of which changes are accomplished facts; if other chan: 
deemed wise, they will be promptly made. 

* * * * * . 


4. “Economy in the pebite expense that labor may be ligh: 
dened.” The literal fulfillment of that promise which so nearly 
the comfort and happiness of millions we have begun—and we 
at the proper place—by cutting down the running expenses 
House by more than $188,000 eee annum. Economy, like 
should begin at home. That is where we began. * * * 

The Constitution gives the House the practical control of the 
strings of the country, and the House should insist, resolutely 
firmly, on exercising that control to the end that the appropriat 
may be reduced to the needs of the Government economically and 

| tively administered. It is our duty to provide every dollar n: 
the proper and economical conduct of the Government, but it j 

| our duty to prevent waste and extravagance in public expendi 

we should never forget that it is a difficult task for millions of 
to live now in decency and comfort. Surely it is the part « 

| statesmanship, humanitarianism, and patriotism to legislate s 
reduce their burdens to the minimum. * * * No good citiz 

| to cripple the Government in any legitimate function, but 
citizen desires that the people be loaded down with unnecess 

5. The publication of campaign contributions and disburse: 
fore the election. The bill to accomplish that desired refor: 
prepared and introduced. It will be speedily passed by 

* 


* * 


} a 


| |6. The admission of both Arizona and New Mexico as Stat 
| plause.] I violate no confidence in stating that so far as th 
concerned, they will be speedly admitted and they will be 
together. [Applause.] 
These are a few of the things which we promised. We ar 
going to accomplish them, we have already begun the great ta 
we have done is only an earnest of what we will do. We 1 
report progress to the American people. The rest will folloy 
course, 


No man is fit to be a lawgiver for a mighty people who yie! 
demands and solicititations of the few having access to his « 
forgetful of that vast multitude who may never hear his voi 
into his face. [Applause.] 

I suggest to my fellow Members on both sides of the big 
which is the line of demarcation betwixt us as political pa: 
not as American citizens or American Representatives—that 
| his party best who serves his country best. [Applause.] 

These were the words of our Democratic Speaker—a | 
and honest sentiment, expressed in beautiful and in fo: 
language by a great and good man, whom we all delight to 
| our friend, Coamp CLARK, whose big heart beats in un 

the throbbing hearts of the toiling masses of the America: 

and who desires above everything else to do those thi 
| those alone, which will bring about the largest and best 
for the greatest number of all the people. I was one of the 
to propose his election as Speaker in a speech on the floor of t 
| House, and I am proud of it, and I predict that the his 
| record will show him to be one of the greatest Speak: 
| ever presided over this magnificent legislative body. [| 
How are we fulfilling the promises which we made ani 
| were enumerated in the speech which I have just read 
have already passed the bill providing for the election of | 
States Senators by direct vote of the people. I voted f 
| bill with a great deal of pleasure. I have advocated 
the stump and in this Hall heretofore. I believe t! 
source of all power is the people; and if left to me, I \ 
not only permit them to elect United States Senators, 
would permit them to elect every officer of this Govern: 
direct vote of the people, from the President of the | 
States down to the constable in the neighborhoods in which | 
live. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The offices belong to the people, and when an officer is el: 
he should serve the people, and they should have a vo 
selecting him, and he should be responsible to them for th 
| formance of his duties. 

We have passed the bill providing for the publication of « 
paign contributions. This bill provides that the pub! 
shall be made not only before the election and up to thie 
of election, but that it shall be made of those contribu 
| which may come later, subsequent to the election. The A 
can people are honest themselves as a rule. You may ti 
| plain citizen throughout this country, and in his heart the 
| integrity and honesty and sincerity and patriotism. He \ 
the same to be reflected by his officers in the posts which |! 
| hold, and therefore he demands that the elections in this 
| try shall be fair, that they shall be honest, that they sha‘! re 
| flect the sentiments he feels, and therefore he desires that the 
campaign contributions shall be known before the elect 
| well as after, in order that he may be advised of the intlue 
| 





that have been brought to bear in order to control elections 
| from what sources they come. 
We have passed the Canadian reciprocity bill which ca! 
| us, the pact entered into between Canada and the United S'\ 
| It has received the approval of this House and has gone tv (' 
| Senate. We have passed the apportionment bill providing " 
| the apportionment of Representatives in Congress throughout 


| the United States. 
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This record has not been surpassed by Congress, since I have Thus he discusses the balance of trade l says 
+ on a Member, in the length of time this Congress has been in Te , 
jon. This is but an earnest of the honest, energetic, and | ROR : ' the 1 ‘ 
. J P al 5 I ’ I ot { > 
ere efforts we propose to use in passing other remedial and ndi ot] than I j s: in t! 
1 legislation to follow. Every promise we have made as | ' s of 1 i t t i 
: ‘ated by our distinguished Speaker will be redeemed by : Se a ted : ; : 
rtvy now in power in this House. We believe not only ' 1909. The cor y was ti i 0, t 
g promise s and declarations to the people, but we beli ! ve $ i 
ning the promises and declarations when made. [Aj Sun ‘hia ae cn tnt > 
ce on the Democratic side.}] We do not believe that i n - me ' - 
r to secure the support of the people at the ballot box we | back as i has I 1 this 
d deceive them like the Republican Party did before the | ; a 4 18K “we : 
+ presidential election by promising before election to revise | this country a ‘ 1 S2ort f 
{ tariff downward, and then, after having by this deception ver z 7 1 eo 
A ‘ . . ° : was : 45,¢ ) i | ’ 
Ss 1 the election, with unblushing shame revise it upward. | gy. ae oa 
v" romised to revise it downward, and we will keep that go was $433,683,775 i 6 
nledg Therefore we have under consideration what is famil I en unbroken sit s 8 
jarly known as the farmers’ free list bill. This bill T will ne rhe total balance of trad nn rin farm prod f ’ 
now take the time to read in detail, but will incorporate it in | {<8 to 1910, inclusive ‘] ; of 
remarks, because I feel sure that all within the sound of | g¢577.427.791 But ore of th luets « | 
1y voice have read it and are familiar with its provisions. f furnished by the farms of country t \ W] 
It provides, however, for placing on the free list agricultural m trade there would b ! nee of de a 
implements, cotton bagging, cotton ties, leather, boots and | f; S6 to 1910 of more than $8,000,000,000. In view o 
shoes, fence wire, meat, cereals, flour, bread, timber, lumbe1 r +] a is Te I ask 1 ‘ n 
sewing machines, salt, and other articles. Do the farn rs le-.) Are tt the fart of this country entitled to the 1 , 
serve consideration at our hands? Should we consider wkat is | sjigeration at eur hands? 
for their welfare and for their good? I say that of all the I believe that they are, and, in view of that nire) 
eople in this country they deserve our highest considerati duced myself in the early days of this session ‘ : aies 
be e they do more for the Government and do more for the | free-tist bills. in which was inelnded 1 \ ’ 
try and they add more wealth to the wealth which we | ¢ontained in the present bill whicl ling | 7 
already have than any class of people beneath the shining sun. | we propose to give to the farmers of this co 
. : : rm . } ! i : =* . ‘ : : ‘ 
[Applause of the Democratic side.] Therefore I say they | f, t] nermous taxes with which they have been b 1 
should receive at the hands of every Re] resentative on this) s5 lone We propose to give them reco tion f { 
floor the most careful, candid, and sincere consideration. Let | ,, ar which they have pet 1 for . P 
us see for a few moments what they are doing for the country. | ,,,) Vhat has the Republ Port ‘ 1 ear . 
I call attention to the repert of the Secretary of Agriculture | , Sivrviae alee +] . bears qu 1] 
for 1910, which I have in my hand, the last annual report pub- | 4, ong arm of your unright ad ovvressive w. to 
lished. He says: hich taxes on evervthing on t of tl 
Nothing short of omniscience can grasp the value of the farm pred- | enagtriy which he was com ed to bi a } j 
ucts this year. At no time in the world’s history has a country hi ail s “3 Se ieee geet a 
produced farm products within one year with a value reachin mi to ¢ everytaing, pra ) c | 
$8.926,000,000, which is the value of the agricultural products « his trade market mpeti 1 \ h the world if ( 
ntry for 1910. This amount is larger than that of 1909 bread and yo Ive h You h 1 
$205,000,000, an amount of increase over the preceding year which i ; a ns a ‘ . mea 
s! for the more recent years. through Ih in ath G ! 
, ‘ { erniry demonstrate hea { +} 
Again he says: oe a Sg Il eka anne 
4 national asset amounting to 3,000,000,000 bushels, worth $1,500, n 1 tl . 
000,000, is found in the corn crop. Its production this year d t ha prot CLOW 
121,381,000 bushels, a crop that exceeds that of even the great h rot ted « ‘ she ! f ! 
g tural year 1906. It is greater than the average crop of the erines ee i wel 
receding five years by 14 per cent. ee ‘ ; er aes 
\ notable feature of corn production this year is the growing impor- ; t¢ ted comb, eats t | ‘ 
the South. This has been manifested in a small way in very his offer with ectec 
years, but now the increased magnitude of the crop in that se tected cup and s el ul « } f } 
tion, both absolute and relative to national production, forces itself | -, . |, : . 
n the attention. i t iork upon a prot ed s il 
Let a comparison be made with corn production in the South in the | chair. 
census year 1889, or 21 years ago. At that time the South Atlantic When he has finished 1 ) f | 
States produced only 6.2 per cent of the national crop of corn rhis | , al ac | s tal 
year they produced 9.1 per cent, or an increase relatively of about one aL ERE BUCS OU — tanen om Sees 
The relative increase for the South Central States is ven horse He jJeads him out and | s on him h 
greater, being from 14.8 per cent of the national crop of 1889 to 23.4 | epar and prepares to go to ! \W 
per cent in 1910. Then the South produced hardly more than one- hid hi , ith 1 at i eer a 
f of the national crop; now it produces one-third. opts ae: cP ne ce Pett? ; 
While the value of this corn crop is below that of 1909 and also of | tree attached by protected $ ‘ ) 
1908, its amount belongs to stories of magic. It can hardly be reck tock on which the sa pr te 
oned at less than $1,500,000,000, a sum sufficient to cancel the interest inished hi he hat i 
bearing debt of the United States, buy all of the gold and silver mined | © ae ae oy SS ae 
in all of the countries of the earth in 1909, and still leave to th to the gin in a protected \ tt 
marmers a little pocket money. protected gin, w pre 
In reference to cotton he says: protected ties ! s and : 
For many years the cotton crop was fourth in value among the | and then he has the ind final pr 
crops, being exceeded usually by corn, wheat, and hay. But in ‘ free-trade 1 kets of \ M I 
cays the price of cotton was very low. The crop of this ye may be | tection! [A , | y 
worth in lint and seed a round $900,000,000 at the farm, or more t ae —w 2 ‘ ‘ . y r 
the corn crop was worth in any year prior to 1901, or more than th But you are not s 7) re 
wheat or hay crop was ever worth. of clothing he and ev r 
\pparently the cotton crop of this year, including sced eve tax the cradle in which h ood w 
$129,000,000 more than the crop of last year, and that crop wos Se ta me agg 7 
ve any previous one in value. During the last five years th ‘tton | Only that, byt when he pass me U : 
had an average value of $685,000,000, so that the val! t in death, you compel him to be ht 
Fe r is 3 ov iv "en averace ; : 1 ‘4 
oe 13 per cent above the five-year averace. ected. You screw down the lid wit! 
shen he discusses hay, wheat, oats, potatoes, sugar, tobacco h a screw driver j 
bar ey, flaxseed, rye, rice, hops, and all cereals. Then he takes | of God. as he stands to } 
up the question of exports: { b. does so with the W ( 
r > value of the exports of farm products, after constant « iti should at least be ‘ 
— oe ised to the enormous amount of $1.017,.396,404 in 1% f Sy] thetic wou are fi 
which there was a decline in 1909 and another in 1910, for which | ~ a . ae 
‘er year the amount stands at $871.107,067, a value which has b ‘ tue Memocratic sSice.j 
— only in the years 1901 and 1906 previous to 1907. herefore I 
earn the exports of 1910 the principal item was cotton, th v e. | you pursus i 
_ 447,245. Next_ in order stands packing-house products, w ah a > Sam ; 
value of $135,959,373 ; third in order are grain and grain products ind to the ve ry gates ‘ 
< : at $133,320.418; after which are tobacco, $38,115,386; « ul | only relief in life ‘ 
ocake meal, $19,251,012; fruits, $18,504,591; live i ! ; rom tke Democr: | \ 
$e { ompared with 1909, there was a decrease in all of the principal Oe i BR eae » f ! ‘ 
8 except in cottem, for which the increase was old in death must com 


fruits about $2,500,000, and tobacco about $7,000,000, 
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about $33,000,000, | ‘ 
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vill call him from his protected collin in t 





~~ 
lWa 


above. 
protection and from this heartless policy of the Republican 
Pariy. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, this House is Democratic. 
that this bill will pass. 
bagging and ties. This is a just demand 

Mr. SLOAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CANDLER. Yes, sir; with pleasure. 

Mr. SLOAN. I was interested in your speaking of what was 
taken from the American farmer. Was that the reason why the 
exception was made in the lumber schedule here where it 
says ?— 

‘anks, deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed, except boards, 
planks, deals, and other lumber of lignum-vit#, lancewood, ebony, box, 


granadilla, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all other cabinet woods. | 2 . F , . L 
| know a tax on bagging and ties is unjust, inequitab 


These, J understand, are frequently used in the making of 
coffins, and they are excepted in your free list. Is that done 
so that you can make that kind of a speech, which we have 
heard, probably, on every stump in the United States? 

Mr, CANDLER. 
ing so many good speeches, but unfortunate in not being profited 
thereby. Iam sorry he did not learn something from them. 

Mr. SLOAN. I asked if that was the reason for the excep- 
tion. 

Mr. CANDLER. Oh, no; the exception was not for that rea- 
son. 
in coffins made out of rosewood. The rich only can afford 
them. Free lumber was put in this bill to help the thousands, 


yea, millions, of our people who do not own their homes to | 
build a modest house and own the roof over their heads, and the | 


exception was made because the lumber excepted is not neces- | : 
| polis last November. 


sary for that purpose. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I was proceeding, when I was interrupted, to discuss bagging 
and ties for a few moments. They are put upon the free list 
in this bill along with other necessities for the farmer. This is 
a recognition of a just demand by the farmers of the South, 
because they furnish that great product of this country—cot- 
ton—which travels across the water and brings back the gold 
that furnishes prosperity to it. Last year the Secretary of 
Agriculture says we exported $450,447,243 worth of cotton, 
which means that it brought in that much gold. 
but just to them that they should have the bagging with which 


they wrap the cotton and the ties with which they bind it free | , : ee 
| are unanimous against this bill. 


| men now present, kindly giving me their attention, and by their 


of duty and free of taxation. 

A few days ago the New Orleans Cotton Exchange passed a 
resolution upon this subject. 

In a copy of a paper called the Progressive Farmer and 


Southern Farm Gazette, founded by Dr. Tait Butler in 1895 at | 
Starkville, Miss., in my district, I find the following in the issue | 


of Saturday, April 22, 1911: 


That the Cotton Bagging and Tie Trust, “not satisfied with robbing | 


the American cotton planter of nearly $1,000,000 annually through un. 
= tariff placed upon bagging and ties under the Payne-Aldrich tariff 
aw, are planning to increase their levy on the cotton crop to $2,800,000 
annually ” is declared in resolutions adopted a few days ago by the New 
Orleans Cotton Exchange. The resolutions appeal to Congress to place 
bagging and ties on the free list, and urge the enactment of the neces- 
sary legislation at the present extra session of Congress. 

President W. B. Thompson, of the cotton exchange, in a letter 
* * * tells of-the great importance to the South of this tariff steal. 
He says, in part: 

“The cotton crop of the South yields annually an average of about 
12,000,000 bales, of this total approximately five-eighths, or 7,500,000 
bales, * * * are exported and exchanged for foreign gold. The mere 
statement of these facts attests the importance of the cotton-producing 
industry, emphasizes the ey ge which the country owes the producer 
of this crop, and establishes hi 
hands of the general lawmaking power. 

“ Under the present tariff law the duty on steel cotton ties amounts 


to 0.027 cent per bale, or to $324,000, on a crop of 12,000,000 bales. | 


This tariff is prohibitive, as is shown by the fact that no steel ties are | and nails of all kinds, now dutiable at from six-tenths of 1 cent 


imported. Therefore, the Government has no share in this impost 
which constitutes simply and safely tribute levied upon cotton farmers 
for = — of Se _ — > 

“ The duty on jute bagging impos y the present tariff law amoun 
to 0.05 cent per bale, or to $630,000, on a crop of 12,000,000 _ 
This tariff is, to a large extent, prohibitive, inasmuch as it yields only 
about $100,000 revenue to the Government. The balance constitutes a 
tribute paid by the cotton farmers to the Bagging Trust. 

“ But the ——. is not satisfied with its share of this impost. 
It desires to raise the duty to a figure which will not only prevent the 
Government from receiving any revenue therefrom, but will enable the 
trust to take from the farm four times as much as it has been able to 
take heretofore. 

“From the reasons stated it will incontestably appear that not only 
the proposed outrage, but the present tax on bagging and ties is in- 
equitable and wrong; and because the western farmer has now, and has 
had for more than 15 years his binder twine on the free list, the tax 
upon the southern farmer stands condemned of the additional vice of 
discrimination.” 


These are the facts, succinctly and concisely stated by Mr. 
Thompson in this letter. I received a letter—yesterday, I be- 
lieve it was—from a jute-bagging manufacturer, and in view 
of the present situation and in view of the further fact that 
they have so long had the benefit of this tariff, which they have 
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May the good Lord deliver us from this overdose of | 
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taken from the people and put into their pockets, inst, 


| it going as revenue into the Treasury of the United s 


| they are actually now down upon their knees. 
It is admitted, practically, | 
It contains in it a provision for free | 


your neighbor to do so. 


| prayers of the righteous that availeth much. 
The gentleman has been fortunate in hear- 


As a rule the plain people in this country are not buried | 


I say it is} . “ : 
sentatives upon the Ways and Means Committee, and I take it 


s right to at least just treatment at the | 


| them from their pockets to his own. 
| will never prevail. 
| country will give them the relief which they ask and the reli 
| which they ought to have. 


| in reference to this bill. 


} ers, 





| wholly or partly manufactured into 


We have , 
got them to praying, because in this letter I find this expres 
as he appeals that bagging and ties be not placed upon th 
list. He says: 

May God forbid such a result. 

And not only that, he goes further and says: 

We pray you, dear sir, to aid in averting such a calamity 
writing your Representative to vote against free jute. Aid 
And pray with us that such a calamity 
averted. 

[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Oh, you Republicans may applaud such sentiments, but 


wrong. 

The trouble with this manufacturer is that it is o) 
It is 
prayers of him who is willing by law to levy taxes on the « 
farmers and take the honest results of their toil and transfer 
The prayers of that man 
The Representatives of the people of this 


This bill, of course, could not pass in a Republican Ho 
the same majority existed in this House at the present | 
existed at the last session of Congress, of course this bil! wou! 
not be passed. Because you Republicans refused to give thy 
people relief and increased their tariff taxes when you prom- 
ised to reduce them is one reason why you met defeat at the 
We are going to give them relief, keep our 
promises, and reduce their taxes, and continue to defeat you at 
the polls until we have the Senate and the President, and th 


| we will give the people genuine reform and permanent relief. 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

How do I know this bill could not pass a Republican House? 
I know it because, in the first place, I hold in my hands the 
views of the minority, signed by S. E. Payne, Joun Davzett, 
S. W. McCatt, E. J. Hitr, J. C. NEEpHAM, J. W. Forpney. : 
NicHoLAs LoNeworta, comprising all the Republican Repre- 


they speak by authority and speak for the other side, and they 
I see several of these gentle 


silence I presume I state the position of their party correctly 
I know for another reason that it 
could not pass, because in 1908 I introduced a bil! covering 
many of the articles which are contained in the bill now under 
consideration. It provided for placing upon the free list the 
following articles: 


First. All kinds of agricultural machines and parts thereof, s 
cotton gins, steam plows, and other high-power agricultural ma 
agricultural drills and planters, farm rollers, cultivators, manur 
mowers, reapers, harvesters, hay tedders, potato diggers, fa! 
mills, thrashing and separating machines, and the like, including ' 
machines dutiable at 20 per cent ad valorem according to parag 
460 of the present tariff act of July 24, 1897. 

Second. All kinds of agricultural tools and implements, s 
plows, harrows, rakes, horserakes, hoes, spades, shovels, axes, |)! 
forks, and scythes, including those tools and implements dutiable 
per cent ad valorem according to paragraph 460 of the present ' 
act; handsaws, now dutiable at 30 r cent ad valorem according 
paragraph 168 of the same act; pruning knives, now dutiabie at 4! |" 
cent ad valorem and upward according to paragraph 153 of the sa! 
act; grindstones, now dutiable at $1.75 per ton according to p 
119 of the same act, and crowbars, hammers, sledges, wedges, | 
like, now dutiable at one and five-tenths of 1 per cent per pound : 
ing to paragraph 144 of the same act. 

Third. Horseshoes, muleshoes, and oxshoes, spikes, nuts, and w 


} Vg 


to 23 
cents per pound according to paragraphs 160 to 163 of the same act. | 
Fourth. All kinds of vehicles peculiarly adapted to farm work, s' 
as farm wagons, oxcarts, lumber trucks, horse sleds and sledges, Ww! 
barrows, and the like; also all parts thereof, including axles, \ 
tires, chains, cart and wagon skeins, and the like. : : 
Fifth. Hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to lens 
oops or ties, coated or not 
with paint or other preparation, with or without buckles or fastenh+ 
for baling cotton or any other commodity, now dutiable at five-ten 
of 1 per cent per pound according to paragraph i29 of the same 
Sixth. Iron or steel wire rods for making rivets, screws, Balls, ) 
fencing, now dutiable at four-tenths of 1 cent per pound and upwil 
according to paragraph 136 of the same act. = 
Seventh. Harness and parts of harness, suitable for animals °n+ 
in farm work, now dutiable at 45 per cent ad valorem accor: 
paragraph 447 of the same act. 
Eighth. Bagging for cotton or for wheat or other grain. g y 
cloths, and similar fabrics, suitable for covering cotton or grain, 
osed of — yarns made of jute, jute butts, or hemp, not ble 
yed, colored, stained, painted or printed, not exceeding 16 thr as 
the square inch, counting the warp and filling, and weighing * 
than 15 ounces per — yard, now dutiable at six-tenths of 
per square yard according to paragraph 344 of the same act. nother 
Ninth. Cioths, knit fabrics, flannels for underwear, and 4 _< 
manufactures made java | or in part of wool and valued at a. 
than 40 cents per pound, and ready-made clothing and wearins 


1 


D- 


a, 








1911. 


te 


a ¢ every description composed wholly or in part of wool and 
r at less than $1.50 per pound, now dutiable at rates averaging 
a .y cent ad valorem according to paragraphs 366, 367, and 370 of 
4 


e act. 


1) this connection I will insert in my remarks the text of the 
present bill now under consideration: 


(li. R. 4413) to place on the free list agricultural implements, 
: bagging, cotton ties, leather, boots and shoes, fence wire, meats, 
s, four, bread, timber, lumber, sewing machines, salt, and other 
mn» it enacted, etc., That on and after the day following the passage 
of this act the following articles shall be exempt from duty when im- 
: i into the United States: 
‘Plows, tooth and disk harrows, headers, harvesters, reapers, agricul- 
irills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, threshing ma- 
and cotton gins, farm wagons and farm carts, and all other 
tural implements of any kind and description, whether specifically 
ned herein or not, whether in whole or in parts, including repair 


, Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar fabrics, materials, or 
cov vs, suitable for covering and baling cotton, composed in whole 
: rt of jute, jute butts, hemp, flax, seg, Russian seg, New Zealand 
tow. Norwegian tow, aloe, mill waste, cotton tares, or any other mate- 
rials fibers suitable for covering cotton; and burlaps and bags or 
sacks composed wholly or in part of jute or burlaps or other material 


s e for bagging or sacking agricultural products. 
+? » or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths, punched or 
not punched, or wholly or partly manufactured into hoops or ties, coated 
or t coated with paint or any other preparation, with or without 
buckles or fastenings, for baling cotton or any other commodity; and 
. for baling hay, straw, and other agricultural products. 
Grain, buff, split, rough and sole leather, band, bend, or belting 
eather, boots and shoes made wholly or in chief value of leather made 
attle hides and cattle skins of whatever weight, of cattle of the 
ine species, including calfskins; and harness, saddles, and saddlery, 
) sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, composed wholly or in chief 
if leather; and leather cut into shoe uppers or vamps or other 
rms suitable for conversion into manufactured articles. 
Barbed fence wire, wire rods, wire strands or wire rope, wire woven 
nufactured for wire fencing, and other kinds of wire suitable for 
fer g, including wire staples. 
Beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and meats of all kinds, fresh, salted, 


pickled, dried, sthoked, dressed or undressed, prepared or preserved in 
any inner; bacon, hams, shoulders, lard, lard compounds, and lard 
substitutes; and sausage and sausage meats. 

Buckwheat flour, corn meal, wheat flour, and seminola, rye flour, 


bran, middlings, and other offals of grain; oatmeal and rolled oats, 
and all prepared cereal foods; and biscuits, bread, wafers, and similar 
articles not sweetened. 


limber, hewn, sided, or squared; round timber used for spars or in 
building wharves; shingles, laths, fencing posts, sawed boards, planks, 
deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed, except boards, planks, deals, 
and other lumber of lignum-vite#, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, 
0 gany, rosewood, satinwood, and all other cabinet woods. 


Sewing machines, and all parts thereof. 
Salt, whether in bulk or in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages. 


A comparison of the two bills will show that they have the 


same purpose in view—that is, to give the farmer relief. 

rhe bill that I introduced in the Sixtieth Congress was re- 
ferred to the Ways and Means Committee, of which a large 
majority of the members were Kepublican. I made a speech 
upon the floor of this House, in which I advocated the passage 
of that bill, and I called special attention of the Ways and 
Means Committee to it. I made that speech on February 3, | 
1909, when, I understood, the Ways and Means Committee was 
then considering the tariff questicn and preparing what is now 
known as the Payne-Aldrich bill. 


[ not only introduced the bill, which went.to the committee, but 
I emphasized it by making a speech on the floor of this House and 
called attention to it. But it received no consideration at their 
hands and was not reported by them. 
and to hardened hearts in the interest of the misses of the plain 
people of this country, and my appeal received the same answer 
as such appeals always received at the hands of Republicans. 
The answer was: “ We will bless you; we will make you happy; 
we will enrich you by increasing your taxes instead of by 
decreasing your taxes.” [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
And when the bill prepared by the Ways and Means Committee 
of the Sixty-first Congress passed the Republican House it not 
only did not reduce the taxes, it not only failed to put the items 
in my bill on the free list, but it increased the taxes from about 
45 to about 50 per cent. Hence I repeat again that when the 
people asked you for bread you gave them a stone. You prom- 
ised them reduced taxation; you gave them increased taxation. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

rhe pending bill will pass this House because the righteous 
indignation of the American people, aroused by the continued 
oppression of exorbitant taxes, demands its passage, and be- 
cause the bill is supported by the loyal Democrats on this side, 
who represent the people, the masses of the American people, 
and represent no classes and represent no special interests and 
do not favor giving special privileges to anybody. Believing 
in equal rights to all and special privileges to none, we believe 
the farmers of the country should receive the relief which they 
are asking and which they have the right to demand. In view 
of that fact, we propose to pass this bill and relieve them of 
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I appealed to deaf ears | 
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[Applause on the 


HOUSE. 


the burdens under which they have labored. 
Democratic side. ] 

It is estimated that the bill will reduce the revenues of the 
Government by the sum of $10,028,089 


This, however, is a 
mere drop in the bucket in comparison with the other great 
benefits it will confer upon the American people. While it 


will reduce the rovenues about ten million, it will take from 
the trusts and leave in the pockets of people ten times 
that sum. We propose, by a reduction in the running expenses 
of this Government and by cutting off extravagant expendi- 
tures wherever we have an opportunity to reduce them without 
affecting the efficiency of the public to accomplish a 
saving more than sufficient to compensate for the loss of revenue 
which may be brought about by the passage of bill. Not 
only will that amount be saved, but I dare say much more will 
be saved, especially if we are given a lease of power and suffi 
cient time in which to accomplish it. As was so well stated by 
my distinguished colleague from Mississippi [Mr. Sisson] this 
morning, we at present find in a situation brought 
about during the last session of the Republican Congress where 
by their legislation extravagant appropriations have 
been made, and they must be met, and the revenue must be 
obtained necessary meet them. We will maintain the na- 
tional credit and with patriotism meet that condition and di: 
charge those legal and binding obligations, but when that 
done we can and will then give to the people an economical! 
administration of all governmental affairs. 

I appeal to you, my fellow Members in this House, r¢ 
of party, to rise, if possible, above party above 
interest, above the mere interest of your district, and to vote 
from a patriotic standpoint in the interest of the whole peop! 
and for this bill. A vote for this bill is a vote against the Agri 
cultural Implement Trust, against the Bagging and Tie Trust, 


the e 
service, 


this 


ourselves 
alr } 
aiready 
to 
is 


-rardless 


lines, self- 


against the Leather Trust, against the Steel Trust, against the 
Beef Trust, against the Flour and Cereal Food Trust, against 
the Lumber ‘Trust, against the Sewing Machine Trust, and 
against the Salt Trust. [Applause on the Democratic side.] <A 


vote against this bill is a vote in favor of all these trusts. I 


appeal to you to vote for it, not only in the interest of the 
farmers and the toiling masses who make their living by honest, 
hard labor beneath the sun of heaven in the open field. and who 


, 


produce the wealth of this country, and who have during 
these years brought the balance of trade to our shores, but I 


appeal to you in the interest of the housewife and of the sewing 
woman who needs a sewing machine. The Sewing Machi 
Trust have been selling sewing machines abroad for a great 
deal less than they have been selling them to the working 
woman making an honest living by sewing day by day and 
sometimes far into the night. I appeal to you to let eve 
sewing girl have her sewing machine without taxing it to such 
an extent that she is unable to pay for it. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

In conclusion, I ask you on which side do you stand? Will 
you stand with the people and for the interest and welfare and 
development and prosperity of the whole country, or will you 
| stand upon the other side and vote in favor of the trusts in this 
|country? One way to destroy trusts is to put their produc 
on the free list. This bill does that. Your vote upon t) 


question will record you upon one side or upon the other. Y« 
profess to feel great interest in the farmer. Oh, how of | 
I hear that sentiment expressed during the debate u 
reciprocity bill. I do not criticize you for that. I 
abiding interest in the farmer myself. He is among my y 





best friends. That is one reason why I have always stood a 
expect to continue to stand for everything I honestly and 
scientiously believe in my heart is for his interest. In my « 
trict he is my friend and I am his friend and he knows it. I 
am, again, a member of the great Agricultural Committee | ’ 
unanimous vote of a Democratic Congress, and I hope b 

of that position to render him better service if possil 

plause on the Democratic side.] 

Another reason why I believe in giving the farmer what 
he wants is that whatever is for his interest is for the est 
of the whole people, and when I am serving him I am serving 
every class and condition throughout this country, becaus 
as was very beautifully said by the distinguished g ‘ 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Canrtriti], he is the foundation 
rock upon which the whole superstructure stands If t 
foundation should crumble, the whole superstructure must 
down with it; but when we do those things which 
him prosperity, which will benefit him, through him y 
every avocation, every calling, and every.trade throug! t 
broad land, from ocean to ocean. Therefore, if you really are 
interested in him, if in your heart you really feel concerned in 





—_ 


be)é 


i 


his welfare and prosperity, I appeal to you to show it 
prove it by your Do not try to prove it alone by your 
words, by your speeches, because they are easily made, and, 
like promises, sometimes easily broken and forgotten; but a 
vote upon the record stands as a monument through all 
years to come as to what your sentiments and what your real 
purposes and intentions were. 


votes, 


i appeal to you to vote in the interest of the farmer, because | 
him the prosperity of this country would be gone. | 
You upon the other side of the House have claimed during all | 


without 


these years that you were in favor of protecting the infant 
industries of the country. You have taxed the farmers and the 
masses of the American people you say to furnish revenue to 
run the Government? Yes; but you have taxed them in order 
also to furnish protection to these great manufacturing indus- 
tries throughout this country, and they have received the 
benefits of it, and from it they have 
vast fortunes, of them so great that they have found 
difficulty in being able even to give them away 
they have accumulated in their coffers. If the 


some 


manufacturing interests during all these years, it is an old 
saying that turn about is fair play. I appeal to you to take 
away some of that protection and give the farmers the benefit 
of the reduction and let the infant industries, which 
longer infants but giants and able to compete with the nations 
of the world, contribute something to help the farmers and 


Republic. 
Without 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


these great agricultural interests, without 


factories, the fires would die out of your furnaces, railroads 


would cease to operate, the wheels of commerce would stand | 
lawyer would | 


still, the merchant would close his store, the 
shut up his office, the doctor would close up his office, and your 
cities would become waste places, and barren deserts. 


Therefore, my friends, fellow Members, I appeal to you to | 
vote for this bill and to vote as you shall answer to your con- | 


stituency, to your people, to your country, and to your God. | pyout Springs, Gallinas Canyon, San Miguel County, 


I thank you for your indulgence, your patience, and your close 
and kind attention. [Loud and prolonged applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee determined to 


rise 5 


of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 


reported that that committee had had under consideration the | 


bill H. R. 4418, to place agricultural implements and other 
articles on the free list, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House without leaving 
copies papers in the case of James W. Belvin, Fiftieth Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. Cary, by unanimous consent, was given leave to with- 


draw from the files of the House without leaving copies papers | 


in the case of John Clark, Sixty-first Congress, no adverse re- 
port having been made thereon. 
ADJOURN MENT. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
minutes) the House adjourned until 
April 29, 1911. 


to-morrow, Saturday, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- | 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. HARRIS: A bill (H, R. 7958) t 
state and Foreign Commerce. 


the salaries and to provide for the retirement of certain judges 
of the island of Porto Rico; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 7960) appropriating 
$10,000 for the construction of a reservoir in Sandoval County, 
Territory of New Mexico; to the Committee on Irrigation of 
Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7961) to authorize the exploration and 
purchase of mines within the boundaries of private land claims; 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 
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and | 
| Dona Ana County, N. 


the | 
| Forest Reserve and to the Alamo National Fore: 


amassed and accumulated | 


as fast as | 
farmers and | 
the mass of the people of this country have so enriched these 


| to prohibit 
| to 
the plain people and the masses of the citizenship of this great | the Committee on the 
these | 


farmers, the smoke would disappear from the chimneys of your | desert lands 


| Assembly 


and the | 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. ALEXANDER, Chairman | 


| erection of a public building at Webster Springs, 
Mr. Speaker, I move that the House | 


(at 5 o'clock and 5 | ; 
7 | approved March 38, 1911; to the Committee on the Ju 


» promote the effi- | 
ciency of the Life-Saving Service; to the Committee on Inter- | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7962) 


M ex. 


to quiet title to certain 
; to the Committee on tl! 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7968) pensioning the surviving offi 
enlisted men of the New Mexico and Arizona Volunt 
ployed in the defense of the frontier of the Territories 
Mexico and Arizona against Mexican marauder 
depredations from 1855 to 1890, inclusive, and 
poses; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7964) to add to the Lincoln 
t R 
New Mexico, certain portions of the Mescalero Indian 
tion in New Mexico and to provide for the sale of cert 
now embraced in said reservations for the creation 
for the benefit of said Mescalero Indians; to th: 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7965) to amend an act entitled “A 
provide for the adjudication and payment of clai 
from Indian depredations,”’ approved March 3, i891 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 7966) amending act of June 27, 1 
mitting payment of pensions to officers and men of | 


Com! 


| and their widows, between 1849 and 1854; to the Co! 
| Pensions. 
are no | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7967) to amend an act entitled 
the passage of local or special laws in the T 
Territorial indebtedness, and for other | 
Territories. 

7968) to authorize the Secret 
convey the unappropriate 
nited States; to the Committ 


limit 


Also, a bill 
Interior to 


(zi. me 
and 
the U 


sel] 
of 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7969) donating the southwest q 
the northwest quarter of section 36, township 1 sout 
34 east, New Mexico principal base and meridian, in 
to Bedford Forrest Camp, No. 1606, United Conf 
erans; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Iso, a bill (H. R. T7970) to establish a fish-cultural 


to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheri 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7971) to validate an act of the | 
y of the Territory of New Mexico, with refei 
issues of certain bonds; to the Committee on the Ter 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7972) to establish a soldiers’ h 
Fe, Santa Fe County, N. Mex.; to the Committee 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7973) authorizing the Secretary 
terior to allot agricultural lands in the Mescalero A) 


| dian Reservation to the Indians resident therein, 
| aside the remainder of said reservation as a nati 

| for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Afi 
Mr. Huaues of Georgia, by unanimous consent, was given | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7974) to authorize the issue of br 
by the county of Valencia, in the Territory of New } 


| the Committee on the Territories. 


(H. R. 7975) appropriating $10,000 f 
reservoir in the Manzano Mountains, 
Mex.; to the Committee on Irrig: 


Also, a bill 
struction of a 
County, N. 


| Lands. 


By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 7976) to prov 
VW 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7977) to amend section 115 of 1 
codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 

By Mr. SLOAN: A bill (H. R, 7978) to place on t! 
salt; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 7979) to place on the free li 
chines and all parts thereof; to the Committe 
Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7980) to place on the fre 
and lumber; to the Committee on Ways and Mea! 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7981) to place on the free list b 


| harness, saddles, and saddlery; to the Committ« 
By Mr. SLAYDEN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7959) to fix | 


Means. 

3y Mr. SIMMONS: A Dill (H. R. 7982) 
of an act approved August 30, 1890, entitled “An a 
for an inspection of meats for exportation,’ prohibitil 


to amend 
a. 


portation of adulterated articles of food or drink, and 4 


ing the President to make proclamation in certain ca 
for other purposes”; to the Committee on Ways and M 


3y Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 7983) to establis 


APRII 


cultural station in the State of Georgia; to the Comm 


the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
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ny Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 7984) authorizing the Public 
printer to pay pro rata leave to temporary employees of the 
Government Printing Office; to the Committee on Printing. 

py Mr. KIPP: A bill (H. R. 7985) providing for the admis- 
sion. care, and maintenance of disabled or indigent employees 
of United States of America on the Panama Canal in the 
several soldiers’ homes of these United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

py Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 7986) to establish a fish- 
cultural station in the western part of the State of Massachu- 
setts; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 7987) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide for an enlarged homestead,” ap- 


proved February 19, 1909, in so far as it applies to the State 
of Oregon; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7988) providing vor the erection of a public 
‘ilding at Portiand, Oreg.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
gs and Grounds. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 7989) to 
improve Lake Traverse in the States of South Dakota and Min- 
nesota; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WEDEMEYER: A bill (H. R. 7990) granting relief 
to certain members of the Seventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, War of the Rebellion; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7991) providing for 
the retirement of certain officers of the Philippine Scouts; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HEALD: A bill (H. R. 7992) to provide for the ac- 
quisition and improvement of the Chesapeake & Delaware 
Canal; to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7993) to extend the benefits of the act of 
June 27, 1890, as amended by the act of May 9, 1900, granting 
pensions to soldiers and sailors who served in the military or 
naval forces of the United States, their widows, minor children, 
and dependent parents, and the act of February 6, 1907, grant- 
ing pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who 
served in the Civil War and the War with Mexico, and the 
general pension law granting pensions to those who contracted 
disabilities in the service and in the line of duty; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7994) making an appropriation for the 
construction of an inland waterway from Rehoboth Bay to 
Delaware Bay, in the State of Delaware; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Resolution (H. Res. 136) authorizing the 
Committee on Expenditures in the State Department to have 
printing and binding done; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. LEVER: Resolution (H. Res. 137) to authorize the 


bi 
in 


- 
vot 


Committee on Education to have printing and binding done; to 
the Committee on Printing. 


3y Mr. GRAHAM: Resolution (H. Res. 138) to provide for | 
necessary printing and binding by the Committee on Expendi- | 
tures in the Department of the Interior during the Sixty-second | 


Congress; to the Committee on Printing. 
By Mr. STANLEY: Resolution (H. Res. 139) to investigate 


Violations of antitrust act of 1890; to the Committee on Rules. | 
By Mr. ANDREWS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 80) approv- 


ing certain laws of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of New Mexico; to the Committee on the Territories. 


laws of the Territorial Legislative Assembly of New Mexico; 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
82) to provide for printing of 1,000,000 copies of what is known 
as Uncle Sam’s Cook Book; to the Committee on Printing. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


T nder clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 7995) granting an increase of 
— to Michael Grigeois; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 7996) granting a pension 
to Miguel Romero; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7997) granting a pension to John H. 
Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7998) granting an increase of pension to 
peta J. G. de Anaya; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7999) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius J. Demorest ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8000) for the relief of Capt. H. OC. Smith; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8001) for the relief of Juan Estevan Vigil; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 8002) for the relief of the k 
representatives of J. H. Latta, deceased; to the Committ 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: 
relief of David C. MeGee: to the Committee 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 8004) 
payment of $5,000 to the widow of the late Tranquilino Lun: 
full for his contest expenses in the contested-election ca 
Manzanares against Luna; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8005) for the relief of the heir a 
representative of R. W. Daniels, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8008) for the relief of Jose Antion 
reras; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8009) for the relief of W. J. 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8010) for the relief of Louis Kahn; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8011) for the relief of Rebecca 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8012) for the relief 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8013) for the relief of Pedro Salazar y 
Garcia; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8014) for the relief of F. 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8015) for the relief of I 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8016) 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8017) for the relief of W. A. Walker: to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8018) giving the Court of Claim 
tion to adjudicate two claims for Indian depredation the 
estate of Blas Lucero, late of Albuquerque, N. Mex.; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8019) granting to the Women’ 
Union of El Paso, Tex., unappropriated land 
public sanatorium; to the Committee on the Publie L: 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 8020) granting an incre: 
of pension to Warren J. Hazell; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 


A bill (H, R. 8005) 
on War Cl 


to autl 


R006 ) for the relief of Nathen Bibo, sr 
Claims. 

8007) for the relief of Eduardo Martinez; 
Claims. 


io Bar- 
Goodwin; to 
J. Miller; 
of Ventura Maestas; 
Hf. Biernbaum: 
‘.. Nerio Gor 
for the relief of John 


S 


Bowl 


Migsior y 
for a 


‘ertalir 
cervain 


inds 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8021) granting an increase of 7 1 to 
Richard Murphy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8022) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore EF. Garvin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8023) granting an increase of pension t 
Hiram Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8024) for the 
relief of the estate of Joseph G. Murphy; to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 8025) granting a 


’ 2 ; : | Susan BE. Whitmore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 81) disapproving certain | 


By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 8026) granting a | 
sion to Elizabeth Teets; to the Committee on Invalid Per ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8027) for the relief of Emanuel Newland; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 8028) granting 
of pension to George W. Nobles; to the 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H..R. 8029) gran 
of pension to William Burnett; to the Com 
Pensions. 


an incr 
Committee on In | 


ting an ine 


mittee on It ! 


By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (1H. R. 8080) grant- 
ing an incregse of pension to Jacob Israel; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DODDS: A bill (H. R. 8031) granting an increase 
of pension to Moses Casner; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. DONOHOE: A bill (H. R. 8032) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Bridget McAloon; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 8033) referring to the Court 
of Claims for adjudication and determination the claims of the 
widow and family of Marcus P. Norton and the heirs at law, 
assigns, legatees, or legal representatives of others; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 





CON 


DUPRE: 8034) to 


Ross; to the Committee or 


$035) for the relief of John Streckfus; to 
‘laims 
bill (H. R. 8036) granti 


iam Ham; to 


ng an honorable 


the Committee on 


* GILLETT: 


sion to Edwin 


A bill (H. 

Hiobbs; to the Committee on In 

, a bill (H. R. 8088) granting an increase 

rt A. Miller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

iy Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 

ension to Horatio B. Baker; to 
P¢ sie ils. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (HL. R. 8040) era 


of pension to Ri 


of pension to 


8059) gran y 


the Committee on Invalid 
nting an increase 
hard Holt; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HARRIS: A bill (H. R. 8041) for the relief of Andrew 
H. Russell and William R. Livermore; to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. HEALD: A bill (H. R. 8042) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Rust; to the Committee 
sions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R, 8043) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas R. Henthorn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 8044) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward Skinner; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
. ions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8045) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip D. Carroll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8046) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8047) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel A. Cooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 8048) for the relief of 
Andrew J. McWhirter; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 8049) granting an increase 
of pension to Eliza Crall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIPP: A bill (H. R. 8050) granting an increase of 
pension to Eugene A. 8S. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LATTA: A bill (H. R. 8051) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas L, Curas; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

$y Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 8052) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Helen K. Krischenmann; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 8053) granting a 
pension to Francis G. French, alias Frank Jones; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8054) granting a pension to Carlos Dins- 
more; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (CH. R. 8055) granting an increase of pension to | 


William Walsh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 8056) grant- | 


ing an increase of pension to Maria A. Van Kleek: to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8057) granting a pension to Monta BE. 
Milligan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 8058) granting an increase of | 


pension to Luther L. Humphrey; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8059) granting an increase of pension to | 


William J. Teed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8060) authorizing appointment of Hugh T. 
Reed upon retired list of the Army with rank of captain with 
20 years’ service; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 8061) for 
the relief of John D. Johnson; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. J 


By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 8062) granting an increase | 


of pension to William M. Miner; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8063) granting an increase of pension to 
Washington T, Alsup; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8064) granting a pension to Eliza B. 
Herbst; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 8065) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles Larkin; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 8066) for the relief of 
Walter F, Lockhart; to the Committee on War Claims. 
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hk. 8037) granting an increase | 


(H. R. 8067) gra 


W. Fellows; to the ¢ 


" 


By Mr. WEDEMEYER: A bill 

crease of pension to Augustus 

Invalid Pensions. 

bill (HL R. for the relief of Delos 

W. Clay, and Herman Y. C. Hart, committ 

irse those who subscribed and paid for sit t 

lilding at Adrian, Mich; to the Committee on Publi 

1d Grounds, 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 8069) granting an 


iso, a SUGS ) 


|} pension to Catharine Harris; to the Committee on hl 


1 increase of | 


| of ! 


| Richardson 
on Invalid Pen- 


| Hurst, C. 





| passage of the Hanna Dill, paying additional 


|immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and 





sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8070) granting an increase of 

‘th Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. S071) f 

f Mrs. L, A. Royster; to the Committee on Claims, 


“yt 


v 
. A 
i 
A 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and pape: 


rk’s desk and referred as follows: 
ALLEN: Petitions of Thomas Fox P: 
Paper Co., of Lockland, Ohio, agai 
reciprocity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petitions of Parr Bros., 
Thomas, Frank & Co., G. M. Fribley, A. J. Harris, 
W. Seott, C. E. Lashmers, William Lewis, 
and V. Aeme Bros. Co., all merchants of New | 
Ohio, against parcels post; to the Committee « 


on the Cl 
By Mr. 


Kline, 
phia, 


| Office and Post Roads. 


By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Papers to accompan; 
the relief of the estate of Joseph G. Murphy, of Jacks 


|'Tenn.: to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. CAMERON: Petition of citizens of Pho 
requesting the sum of $25,000 be appropriated for the | 
devising means for checking the spread of the alf 
weevil; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Local No. 270, Int 
Molders’ Union of North America, of Pittsburg, Pa., 
against tax on oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agr 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of citizens of La Salle, | 
ing a national department of health; to the Commiit 
penditures in the Interior Department. 

sy Mr. GILLETT: Petition of South Amherst Ad 
Class, of Amherst, Mass., requesting the passage of : 
bidding the transmission of race gambling; to the Com: 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of North Dakot 


| Canadian reciprocity ; to the Committee on Ways and } 


Also, petitions of citizens of Mapleton, N. Dak., fa 
compel! 
rural free-delivery carriers; J. Pedersen, of Medora 


|} against parcels post; and S. T. Henderson and W. V. 
| son, of Crystal, N. Dak., protesting against raising tl 


postage on magazines; to the Committee on the Post O 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. HEALD: Petitions of Washington Camp, N 
Violi, Del.; Camp No. 3, of Kenton, Del.; and Car 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring legislation 1 
zation. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Affidavits to accompany H. R. : 
remove the charge of desertion from the record of J 


| Hubbard; to the Comntittee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. KENDALL: Protest of citizens of Sigourne; 
t the parcels post; to the Committee on the P 


|}and Post Roads. 


By Mr. LAMB: Resolutions of Trade and Labor As 
Savannah, Ga., favoring amendment to the oleomar 


| reducing tax on same, and by Trade and Labor ‘ 


Lowell, Mass., favoring amendment to the oleomarga! 
reducing the tax on same; to the Committee on Agric 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: Petition of John Ri 
others, favoring the establishment of a national 
partment; to the Committee on Expenditures in tl 


| Department. 


By Mr. MOORBD of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of W: 
Camp, No. 427, Patriotic Order Sons of America, urgins 
ment of an illiteracy test; to the Committee on Imn 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Resolutions of Washington C 
102, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Steelton, Pa.. 
the illiteracy test with relation to the admission of ali 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


APRITI 2s 








ste O'SHAUNESSY : Petition of Division No. 57, Brother- 
: Locomotive Engineers, Providence, R. I., to admit to 
, : as second-class matter periodical publications issued 
. o« ynder the auspices of benevolent and fraternal socicties 
~ , oders and institutions of learning or by trades unions, and 
her purposes; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
; ate PRAY: Petition of Trades and Labor Assembly of 
1, Mont., in faver of parcels-post law; to the Committee 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 
‘fe Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: Petition of citizens of 
srocsachusetts, against any legislation for a national depart- 
sont of health; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Inte- 
rior Department, - 
" By Mr. STONE: Papers to accompany a bill to increase the 
neneion of Thomas A. Dobbins; to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 
— Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of Avoca Manufacturing Co., 
¢ Avoca, N. Y., protesting against jute bagging for baling cot- 
on being put on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and 
Mean 5. 


> 


ss > 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, April 29, 1911. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., as 
follows : 

Eternal and ever-living God, our Father, incline Thine ear 
and hear our petition. Thou art infinite; we are finite; Thou 
art all inclusive, while we are but integral parts of a stu- 
pendous whole. Hold us close to Thee, that we may feel the 
warm, life-giving currents of Thy loving heart, and believe 
that whatsoever Thou dost order for us is better than anything 
we could desire for ourselves; that we may harmonize our 
thoughts with Thy thoughts, our ways with Thy ways, and 
submit our will to Thine. In the spirit of the Lord, Jesus 
Christ. Amen, 


approved. 
THE TARIFF. 


of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
4413, a bill to place agricultural implements and other articles 
on the free list. 


The motion was agreed to. 


the W iole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the free-list bill, with Mr. Atexanper in the chair. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 


nr 


print in the Recorp the speech delivered by President Taft in 
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with other burdens of the office, is th 
lic, and is to be taken, as every thorough and 


g the pul 


Y l 8! Lilli 
golfer will understand, as a “rub of the green 
Your toastmaster has been good enough to mention, as ' 
ject upon which our minds will meet, a general art at 
treaty with Great Britain. I believe that t ] osal 
this is moving along with as much rapidity 


care in drafting the agreement and securing for it 


scope as possible. 
It may not be inappropriate for me to refer to a kindred sub- 
ject that will indirectly stimulate i will 


be a substantial step in that direction, to wit, the reciprocity 
with Canada. 

I am glad to have the opportunity of speaking t 
which fully represents the most important 
formation of public opinion in this country upon a qui 
which has now reached a critical point in its settlement. 
agreement is a commercial one, and affects the duties on 
ports from each country into the other, and, therefore, it 
difficult to say that a detailed discussion of tariff schedules i 
not relevant and important in considering its wisdom. But the 
general, commercial, economic, and social arguments in its 
favor are so convincing that I may be pardoned if I do not 
dwell on specific rates. 

The treaty provides for free trade in all agricultural products, 
and in rough lumber down to the point of planing. It reduces 
the duties on secondary food products by a very substantial 
percentage, and it makes such reductions on a number of manu 
factured articles that those engaged in making them have 
assured us that the reductions will substantially increase the 
already large Canadian demand for them. 

We tendered to the Canadian commissioners absolutely free 
trade in all products of elther country, manufactured or natu- 
ral, but the Canadian commissioners did not feel justified in 
going so far. It is only reasonable to infer, therefore, that 
with respect to those articles upon which they refused free 
trade to us they felt that the profitable price at which they 
could be sold by our manufacturers in Canada was less than 
the price at which their manufacturers could afford to sell the 
same either to their own people or to us. Hence it follows that 


agencies for tl 


: | their refusal to agree to free trade in these articles, as we 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and | 


proposed, is the strongest kind of evidence that if we should 
take off the existing duty from such articles coming into the 


| United States it would not affect in the slightest degree the 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- | 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state | 


price at which those articles could be furnished to the public 
here. In other words, the proposition to put on the free list 
for entrance into the United States all articles that Canada ha 
declined to make free in both countries would not lower tl 
price to the consumer here. Thus the reason why meats were 


| not put on the free list in this Canadian agreement was because 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of | 


New York on the evening of April 27, 1911, on Canadian reci- | 


procity. I ask that this be done in view of the speech made by 
the gentleman from Tinois [Mr. Prrnce] on yesterday. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to print in the Rrcorp the speech delivered by 
President Taft in New York the night before last. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. DALZELI. Mr. Chairman, the committee has no power 
to consent to the publication of the speech. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to pritit that speech as a part of my remarks. 

‘ The a If there is no objection, it will be so 
rdecred, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

The President’s speech is as follows: 


Ur. Toastmaster, and Gentlemen of the Associated Press and 

American Newspaper Publishers’ Association: 

I thank the toastmaster for his gracious and kindly intro- 
duction. He seems to expect a few candid remarks by me upon 
the press of the country, and has offered me this occasion as an 
seoeetaatiy for getting even, as it were, with some of its mem- 


ts. But I shall disappoint him. I have no grievance. This 
th aoe world we have, the press is its chief instrument in 


th ation of public opinion, and I could not hope to change 
© tone of the press by what I might say here by way of sug- 
gesting improvement, and, so far as I am personally concerned, 


might make it a deal worse. I i 
every act of mine we or: am in a position where 
cOmment 


Canada felt that the competition of our packers would inju 
riously affect the products of their packing houses. If that be 
true, how would it help our consumer or lower the price of 
meat in our markets if we let their meat in free while they re- 
tained a duty on our meat? 

The same thing is true of flour. They would not consent to 
free trade in flour, because they knew that our flour mills could 
undersell their millers. If that were so, then how much com 
petition and lowering of the price of flour could we expect from 


| putting Canadian flour on the free list? 


And yet gentlemen insist that the farmer has been unjustly 
treated because we have not put Canadian flour and meat on 
the free list. And it is proposed to satisfy the supposed gr 
ance of the farmers by now doing so, without any compensa 
concession from Canada. This proposal would be legis! 
passed for political-platform uses, without accomplishi 
real good. 

In another aspect, however, the effect of the proposal mi 
be serious. Of course a mere reduction of our tariff 





| putting of any article on our free list, wit! 


fairly subject to review, and whether the | other nation. This clause has been cons rue 
be friendly and judicial or hostile and unfair, it goes | not to involve us in an obligation to exten: 





corresponding change in the Canadian tariff, will 
with the contract as made with Canada. Canada 
to our giving her greater tariff concessior 
to give her under the contract. But if we do! on 
cessions, without any consideration on the part of Canada 
without any quid pro quo, so to speak, after the contra 

been tentatively agreed upon by those authorized to m 

tracts for ratification in both Governments, then we 
danger of creating an obligation against us in favor of : 
foreign countries with whom we lh 
taining what is called the “favored-nation” clause. By; 
clause we agree to give the same commercial p ‘ { 
country with whom we bave mace the treaty ¢ 


3 than we] agreed 


. ict i . 
ave ¢ is { 


y as we ye to 
“1 | 0 statesr l 
1 a privilege to all 





nations which we confer upon one nation in consideration of an 
equally valuable privilege received from that one nation. In 
other words, it has been held not to include special bargains 
or contracts where there is a consideration moving to each side 
for the obligation of the other. 

But the serious question that would arise is whether if, now 
that the contract has been tentatively agreed upon and is about 
to be confirmed by Canada, we should grant to Canada more 
than the contract requires, we could claim that this extra con- 
cession was not a pure gratuity and one which was necessarily 
extended to all other nations under the favored-nation clause. 
There are two objections, therefore, to inserting in the bill con- 
firming this Canadian contract additions to our free list from 
Canada. The first is that they are a concession that is of no 
value to those whom it is proposed to propitiate by adopting it, 
and the second is that it may involve us indirectly in a doubt- 
ful obligation in respect to trade with other countries. If we 
desire to put meat and flour and other commodities on the free 
list for the entire world, that is one thing; we can do it with 
our eyes open and with a knowledge of what it entails after 
an investigation, but to put such a provision in a Canadian 
treaty and then have it operate as a free list for the entire 
world is legislation necessarily ill considered. 

More than this, those proposed gratuitous concessions are in 
the nature of an admission that in some way or other we have 
done an injury to a particular class by this Canadian reciproc- 
ity agreement. I deny it. It is said that it injures the farm- 
ers. I deny it. It is strictly in accordance with the protective 
principle that we should only have a protective tariff between 
us and countries in which the conditions are so dissimilar as to 
make a difference in the cost of production. Now, it is known 
of all men that the general conditions that prevail in Canada 
are the same as those which obtain in the United States in the 
matter of agricultural products. Indeed, if there is any ad- 
vantage, the advantage is largely on the side of the United 
States, because we have much greater variety of product, in 
view of the varieties of our climate, than they can have in 
Canada. 

We raise cotton as no other country does. Of course they 
raise none in Canada. 

We raise corn, and hogs and cattle fed on corn, and with 
the exception of a very small part of the acreage of Canada, 
in Ontario, it is not possible to raise corn at all in the Do- 
minion. 

With respect to wheat and barley and oats, conditions differ 
in different parts of Canada and in different parts of the 
United States. Classing them together, and on the whole, the 
conditions are substantially the same. In prices of farm land 
the differences are no greater between Canada and the United 
States than between the different States in the United States. 
In the matter of farm wages, they differ in different parts of 
Canada as they do in the United States; but, on the whole, they 
are about the same—tkigher in Canada at some places than in 
the United States and less at ethers. But there is no pauper 
class of labor in either country, and the only difference between 
the two countries is that Canada is farther north than the 
United States, a difference which, as already said, gives the 
advantage agriculturally to our side of the border. 

It is said that this is an agreement that affects agricultural 
products more than manufactures. That is true; but if we are 
to have an interchange of products between the two countries 
of any substantial amount the chief part of it must necessarily 
be in agricultural products. As it is we export to Canada more 
agricultural products than we receive from her, and so it will 
be afterwards. The effect is not going to lower, in my judg- 
ment, the specific prices of agricultural products in our coun- 
try. It is going to steady them; it is going to reduce the 
rapid fluctuations, and it is going to produce an interchange 
of products at a profit which will be beneficial to both coun- 
tries. 

If objection can be made to the treaty on the ground that a 
particular class derive less benefit from it than other classes, 
then it is the manufacturer of the country who ought to ob- 
ject, because the treaty, in its nature, will not enlarge his 
market as much as it will that of the farmer. 

I am quite aware that, from one motive or another, a great 
deal of effort and money have been spent in sending circulars 
to farmers to convince them that this Canadian treaty, if 
adopted, will do them injury. I do not know that it is possible 
to allay such fears by argument, pending the consideration of 
the treaty by the Senate. It usually takes a considerable time 
by argument to clarify erroneous economic views of this kind 
having no foundation in fact, but only in fear, stimulated by 
misrepresentation and exaggeration. But there is one way— 
and that a conclusive way—of demonstrating the fallacy and 
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unfounded character of their fears to the farmers, or 
class that believes itself to be unjustly affected by t 
and that is to try it on. There is no obligation on 
tion to continue the reciprocity arrangement any lon; 
desires, and if it be found by actual practice that + 
injury, and a permanent injury, to the farmers of this 
everybody knows that they can sufficiently contro! 
to bring about a change and a return to the old 
Those of us who are responsible for the Canadian 
willing and anxious to subject it to that kind of a t 

have no doubt that when it is put in operation the c¢! 

have been exhibited to frighten the agricultural c!: 

laid forever. 

Another anda very conclusive reason for closing | 
is the opportunity which it gives us to increase t 
our natural resources which, with the wasteful: 
dren, we have wantonly exhausted. The timber 
Canada, which will open themselves to us inevital), 
operation of this agreement, are now apparently in 
I say “apparently inexhaustible,” for if the same 
were to be adopted in respect to them that we | 
in respect to our own forests I presume that they 
be exhausted. But fortunately for Canada and f 
they have learned much more than we realized two 
with respect to the necessity for proper methods 
and of lumber cutting. Hence, we may be safe in 
under proper modern methods the timber resourc 
in Canada may be made inexhaustible and we may de: 
supplies of timber from Canadian sources, to thx 
Canada and for our own benefit. 

There are other natural resources, which I need | 
enumerate, that will become available to us as if « 
we adopt and maintain commercial union with Ca: 
this is one of the chief reasons that ought to « 
Canadian agreement to the farseeing statesmanshi; 
of American public opinion. 

But there are other, even broader, grounds thar 
should lead to the adoption of the agreement. Canada’s s 
ficial area is greater than that of the United States | 
the oceans. Of course it has a good deal of waste 
far north, but it has enormous tracts of unoccupied | 
settled so sparsely as to be substantially unoccupied, w 
the next two or three decades will rapidly acquire a subst 
and valuable population. The Government is one « 
controlled by the people, and the bond uniting the D 
with the mother country is light and almost i 
There are no restrictions upon the trade or eco 
ment of Canada which will interfere in the slightest wit! 
carving out her independent future. The ait 
people is that of affection toward the mother co 
sentimental loyalty toward her royal head. But 1 
purposes the control exercised from England by I 
Parliament is imponderable. 

Canada has now between seven and eight mill! 

They are a hardy, temperate, persistent race, bra 
and enterprising, sharing or inheriting the good 
all their ancestors, and with a national pride in t! 
that grows with the wonderful success and prosje! 
attended them in the last three decades. They art 
bors; we could not have better neighbors. It is 
hundred years since a hostile shot was fired across 
and they are like us because our conditions ar 
because our traditions are similar. 

They are more restrictive in their immigration ! 
and perhaps they grow less rapidly; but they have | 
a wonderful expansion in population, in agricultul 
business, and they offer to any nation with whom 
sympathetic relations, and with whom it is profital 
to deal, a constantly increasing market and an ever 
trade. : 

The question which we now have to answer is Vv 
propose to maintain an artificial wall across the « 
3,700 miles in length and of indefinite height to pr 
natural trade that would flow between two great 
people of the same language, of similar character, | 
business habits, and moral aspirations, when the r* 
that wall would furnish to each country: the economic 
tage of its vorresponding enlargement of prosperous 
tion and territory without the added responsibility ©! 
ment and political control. : 

The theory that trade is not profitable to one party 
it is done at a loss to the other party is at the bottun 
great deal of the economic fallacies of the past and the — 
Trade is mutually beneficial. It is profitable to both port 
for if it is not it can not and ought not continue. As betweel 


‘ 








1911. 
eases 


nada and the United States, the trade and the mutual benefit 
«.» the trade will increase. 

> ig amusing—and I am not sure that it has not some ele- 
-< of consolation in it—to find that all the buncombe and 





ae at tia exaggeration and misrepresentation in politics and 
f the political ghosts are not eonfined to our own country, 
that there has entered into the discussion in Canada, as a 

cal , for defeating the adoption of this contract by the Cana- 

gisn Parliament, a fear that we desire to annex the Dominion; | 


s~j the dreams of Americans with irresponsible imagirations, 

3 . to talk of the starry flag’s floating from Panuma to 

. are exhibited by the opponents of the Canadian treaty 

apada as the declaration of a real policy by this country 

s an announcement of our purpose to push political con- 
our neighbor of the north. 
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I appeal to this company, representing as it does the press 
of the United States, to see to it that it is made clear to the pub- 
lie that this contract ought to stand or fall by its own terms, and 
that its passage or defeat ought not to be affected in any regard 
by other amendments to the tariff law. Such a method is a 
recurrence to the old way of making a tariff bill, which has been 
properly criticized and condemned, by w! 


r 





ich its passage is se- 


| cured not on the merits of particular schedules, but by the sup- 


port that may be secured in the House or Senate through giv- 
ing a tariff on particular products of particular localities. 


I think there is a general sentiment now in favor of 





V revising 
the tariff, schedule by schedule, and of making s vision 
dependent on exact information as to each ~d ered 
| by impartial investigators. To amend this Canadian ntract 
and te make its passage dependent on other tariff tislation is 
to continue the eld methed of tariff revision char: zed, 1 


m t an anti-imperialist, but I have had considerable ex- 


in the countries over which we have assumed tem- 
; y eontroL. I do not know when that control will end, but 
I do knew that im respect to those countries we have taken over 
the duties and obligations, the weight of which ought to 
des y any temptation to further acquisition of territory. 
1+ would be invidious to institute a comparison between the 
Government of Canada and this country, but there is one part 
of our jurisdiction and that of Canada that come together 
entiviently close to enable the Canadians and ourselves to realize 
the sample of government that we exhibit is not alluring. 
fer to the control of Alaska as compared with the control 
by Canada of her northwest territory. The talk of annexation 
: Everyone who knows anything about it realizes that 
it is bosh. Canada is a great, strong youth, anxious to test his 
s, rejoicing in the race he is ready to rum. The United 
8 has all it can attend to with the territory it is now 
governing, and to make the possibility of the annexation of 
Canada to the United States a basis for objection to any steps 
toward their greater economic and commercial unien should 
be treated as one of the jokes of the platform and should not 
enter into the consideration of serious men engaged in solving 
a serious problem. 
Why sheuld not we have a closer union with Canada? Think 
f the absurdity of separating Manitoba and Minneapolis by 
s creat a distance as Manitoba and Liverpool when certainly 
lence intended that their separation, secially and commer- 
should enly be that of their geographical distance. 
( ns have furnished us a large number of our best eiti- 


S Sil. 


_—s 






Z We are giving them a large number of the pick of ovr 
y farmers. Let us open the gateways between us. Let us 


give to both countries the profit of the trade that God intended 
ween us. Let the political governments remain as they are. 
Let us abolish arbitrary and artificial obstructions to our asso- 
n with our friends upon the north and derive the mutual 
profit that it will certainly bring. 
fhe Canadian contract has passed the House substantially 
lopted and in such form that if adopted in the same way 
by the Senate it will go into effect as soon as the bill now pend- 


+ 


ing in the Canadian Parliament shall be passed by that Parlia- 


[ desire to express my high appreciation of the manner in 
which the present House of Representatives have treated the 
reciprocity agreement. It has not “played polities.” It has 
taken the statesmanlike course in respect to it. 

| am very hopeful that the Senate will treat the agreement 

> Same way and that no amendments will there be added 

For the reasons given, I think they are dangerous. 


to the bill 


[t is not for me to question the good faith of those who pro- 
pose to introduce and adopt them, but it is appropriate to say 
that the use of amendments is a very common method of de- 
leating legislation when the responsibility for its defeat is one 
that the movers of such amendments de not desire openly to 


assume. 





‘t may be that the Canadian contract does not go far enough. 
In making it we were limited by the reluctance of Canada to 
go as far as we would wish to have her go, but the fact that it 
dees not go far enough is the poorest reason for not going as 
far a8 weean. We were making a contract, we were balancing 
considerations; we were not making a genera) tariff law or a 
general tariff revision. It was no part of our duty to reduce 
the tariff generally in this contract with other countries. If 

‘s to be done, and if there is a sincere desire to have it 


, then it ought to be done by separate legislation, and the 





dor ‘ 


passage of the present agreement, which I regard as epoch 
ae in the commercial relations between the two countries, 
uld not be endangered by making its passage conditioned on 


the passage of tariff " 
miovancy tn the revision or other legislation having no real 


without reason, as a local issue 

I have said that this was a critical time in the solution of the 
question of reciprocity. It is critical, because, unless 
decided favorably to reciprocity, it is exceedingly probab! 


biiisy } pra ; at Sree! 





no such opportunity will ever again « to the United States. 
The forces which are at work in Er ind and in C i to 
sepnrate her by a Chinese wall f: the United States and to 
make her part of an imperial « al b reachi from 
England around the world to England y a system of 
preferential tariffs, will derive an impet n the r tion 
of this. treaty, and if we would have reciprocity with L the 
advantages that I have described, and that I earnestly and sin- 
cerely believe will fellow its adoption, we must take it now or 
give it up forever. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield « our to th 
man from Indiana [Mr. CraumMPpacKkenr]. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, the policy of tariff for 
revenue only, as it is interpreted and proj 1 to be ap l by 
the Democratic Party, is the most un losophical, the st 
illogical, the most inconsistent tariff p< y that was ever pro- 


posed to an intelligent people. That is a broad statement, but 






1istory will attest its truth. Ther ) primary tariff 
cies—one is the policy of disc in the impositio f 
customs duties for the purpose of developing dom« ct ~ 


and the other is the policy of free trade. There is no 
ground that is tenable from the standpoint of logic or « 
or from any other standpoint. ' i i 














i | ll 5 
or it is wrong. If it is wrong, it is just as wrong if it be « 
lished under a tariff for revenue only as it is if it be pr 
labeled and go to the country without disguise. Th 
great free-trade country in the civilized world, : t ti 
Britain. That country has a tariff-for-1 nue 
real sense of the term. It levies its cu 
upon noncompetitive products. Our pe 
that duties wpon competitive products inci 
imported article to the a1 nt of the dut ! 
enables the producer of the domestic article to a 
equal at least to the price of the imported | ] a 
the duty. Therefore, if that contention is ind, any d 
is imposed under any pret Ww pon ! 
cles enables the producers of those articles in ¢ 
to impose an artificially high pri upon the e 

It does not make a bit of diffe > Y C you 
or the policy under which it is imposed; s in 
you call it protection or tari r revenue 
the same thing in essence and it prod s t 
country in the w r ad I 
policy as it is d I .’ ) 
rotectionists or » tri 
acter of the bill » I 





y follow their own logic, they « 





My - 
raders. If revenne is t 
our importations of non 
cient to yield ali the revenu that w 


from our foreign trade. The only 
istent attitude of that party l 
hey have opposed the policy of pr 
sistently and have denoun i 
the courage to be candid now and 

wrong all of these years and t! 

been right, so they are driven to the n 
hybrid policy—half protection and half 
cloak of tariff for reyenue only. 

They seek to give protection to favored ind 
policy of tariff for revenue only t 
denounce protection as robbery. T: ugar, for inst Ve 
import about one-half the sugar we consume, and the price of 


Ss 
+ 
l 
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sugar in this country is the price of imported sugar at our 
ports plus the duty. There can not be one price for the home 
product and another price for the imported product. Sugars, 
foreign and home made, sell in our markets side by side at 
identically the same price. We receive a revenue out of sugar 
importations amounting to about $55,000,000 a year, and if the 
Democrats are right, it costs the sugar consumers of the United 
States over $120,000,000 a year to put $55,000,000 of revenue in 
the Public Treasury. 

The consumer pays over $2 of bounty or duty upon sugar for 
every dollar that goes into the Treasury of the Government. 
If you Democrats are right, why do you not take the duty off 
of sugar altogether, put it on coffee or some other noncom- 
petitive commodity? A tax of 5 cents a pound on coffee would 
produce substantially the same amount of revenue as the pres- 
ent duty on sugar yields, and there are no home producers of 
coffee to reap the unearned and undeserved benefit of the tariff, 
so that every dollar of additional cost that the consumer would 
pay on account of the tariff on coffee would go into the Treas- 
ury. You understand the philosophy of that proposition. You 
want a tariff for revenue only, you insist, so the home producer 
will not be able to rob the consumer. Then, why do you not 
put sugar on the free list and put your duty on coffee? You 
dare not do it. You run from your own logic. I believe in the 
policy of protection. I believe in discriminating in the impo- 
sition of customs duties upon competitive products with the 
view of promoting industrial growth in our own country. I 
believe in discriminating for the purpose of giving employment 
to more wage earners at good wages; for the purpose of main- 


taining a high standard of wages and a high standard of living | 


among the American toilers. In my judgment, Mr. Chairman, if 
the policy of protection should be abolished the inevitable result 
would be that wages in the United States would gravitate to the 
level of wages in European and other cheap-labor countries. 
Nothing could prevent it. Wages and values, like water, seek a 
universal level. The tariff wisely levied under the policy of 
protection operates like a dam in a river. It maintains a 
higher level above the dam than the level below it. Destroy 
the dam and the water above and below seeks a common level, 


but the water below the dam neyer goes up to the level of the | 
water above, but the water above, by the immutable law of | 
It has been the | 


gravitation, finds the level of the water below. 
experience of practically every great producing country in the 
civilized world that the best results come from a wise 
rational policy of protection. 


Up to about three-quarters of a century ago Great Britain | hain tendin ae O imate os 
operated under that policy, and when she attained the position | ee "ade In farm implements. 


of industrial and commercial supremacy among the nations of 
the earth she abolished her protective system and established a 
policy of free trade, or tariff for revenue only, with customs 
duties upon noncompetitive commodities exclusively. And what 
has been the result? For 25 years Great Britain’s commercial 
supremacy has been waning. She is no longer commercial pre- 
mier among the nations. It is said that under the doctrine of 
Adam Smith, Ricardo, and Jchn Stuart Mill, the great free-trade 
philosophers, there is a more equitable distribution between 
labor and capital of their joint products, that the laborer re- 
ceives a more munificent return for his toil. Has that been the 
experience in England? Does the wage earner in England un- 
der the policy of free trade enjoy a higher degree of prosperity 
than the wage earner in America or the wage earner in France 
or in Germany under the policy of protection? 
well advised in relation to it, but I understand that Great 
Britain is the only one of the great industrial countries that 
has found it necessary to adopt and maintain the policy of old- 
age industrial pension. When her toilers have worked and 
struggled in factory and mine for a bare subsistence until they 
can work no longer, they are paid an annuity out of the public 
treasury. They are unable to provide for the exigencies of age 
and disability out of their earnings. They can not hope for 
assistance from the sons and daughters they have reared, for 
the sons and daughters are no more than able to provide for 
themselves and those directly dependent upon them. In the 
light of England’s experience can it be maintained that protec- 
tion takes from the toiler that just share of the joint creation 
of labor and capital that would be his under the policy of free 
trade? Under free trade there is so little to divide between 
labor and between labor and capital after paying the necessary 
expenses of production that they both share meagerly. 

Mr. AUSTIN. May I ask the gentleman if it is not true that 
they use the public funds with which to feed the school children 
in England and Wales? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is suggested they use the public 
funds to feed and support their school children in free-trade 


I may not be | 
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England. That, Mr. Chairman, is an object lesson of ; 
trous results of free trade. If there is a just and eq 
tribution of wealth under the English free-trade po! 
labor and capital dividends on stocks must also be ; 
the public treasury. 

The biil now under consideration is advertised thr 
country as the “ farmers’ free-list bill.” Our politi 
ries, wise and patriotic as they are, and good citizens 
have been for generations denouncing the Republican p 
class legislation. Judging from their preachments, + 
been standing in solid phalanx against legislation t 
interests ”; and now, preparing for the campaign of 1:10 
less they have taken the American farmer to their sy) 
bosom and propose to give him the benefit of a gs) 
trade list. Is that class legislation? 

Is this a tariff-for-revenue-only bill? Where does ¢} 
feature appear? It proposes to surrender $10,000(4» 
revenue, and I am unable to discover where there js 
pensating advantage in return. Are the farmers of t 
States asking for special legislation? Are they ; 
made the beneficiaries of tariff discrimination? | 
not. They can not afford to be, because the farmer 
the few producers in this country who is unable to 1 
his products, and he should stand like adamant at ; 
under all conditions against legislation for spe 
against class legislation of any kind or character. If 
and proper to legislate specially for the benefit of tl. 
why is it not also wise and proper to legislate speci 
industries? The farmer is too wise to be fooled by 
tion that is as thinly disguised as this one. It wil! 
him no good, but it will do him positive harm. 

This bill, instead of being entitled a bill to put c 
on the free list, should be entitled a bill embodying t} 
the Democratic leaders to secure the farmer vote in | 
paign of 1912. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will my colleague yield for a qu 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, I yield for a question. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does not the gentleman | 
the farmers in his district would readily agree to ! 
tural implements put on the free list? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Perhaps they would. I do 
any farmer that would object to it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Do you know of 


and | turers that would? 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
not what you are proposing to do. 


I have made no inquiry 
We already |! 
We already 
tariff that implements coming from any cou! 
our implements into its ports free of duty s 
without any duty in our ports. The farmers in 1 
Indiana are patriots; they are sensible people, a 


| somewhat in the old Blaine policy of reciprocity 


obtain something that will be of substantial bene'i'! 
valuable concessions to other countries, it is good s 
and good business to do it. You propose to open 
free to commodities that now yield us $10,000,000 
revenue, without securing to the farmers of 
market for a single additional barrel of fleur or 4 
pork. You are securing nothing in returu 
sions; you will have nothing in your game bag is 

your wild chase after votes in 1912, and you s 

get the votes. 

I can scarcely believe that the Democratic ! 
and introduced this bill with the intention, « 
hope, that it would become a law. ‘This is 
rial for 1912, and the expense of printing and 
will not be set out in the report of the treasur 
paign committee under the publicity act. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yicld f 
question ? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. For a question. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The statement you made 
ago I have heard made repeatedly time and time as 
last 15 days, namely, that we now have free trade in 
implements with the nations of the world. I want 
that statement. I have consulted with Mr. Curtis, of 
toms Department of the Treasury, and he informs me | 
are only two countries that give free trade—Eng!: 
Russia—in farming implements. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. England manufactures and 
farm implements in considerable quantities, and her ex|' 
this country pay no duty. I did not say that we had : 
free trade in implements; I said we had reciprocal fré e 
I said that we have a law authorizing the importation 0! 
implements free of duty from all countries that accept 0 


far + 
Lol \ 
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plements duty free. The American farmer does not expect this 
Government to open our markets to foreign countries free of 
charge unless they make the same or equivalent concessions in 
favor of our exporters. 
from foreign countries into our ports free of duty while they 
exclude our wagons and plows from their ports by high tariffs? 
That is not reciprocity nor good business sense. This country 
must not become the international “ goat,” if you will pardon a 
slang term. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I believe our farmers want this bill 
nassed with these additions to the free list. I will say that to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not think the bill will deceive 
anybody, either here or throughout the country. It is not the 
function of Congress to legislate happiness into the hearts or 
money into the pockets of the people if it could do so. It is the 
duty of the Government to create conditions under which the 
per yple may provide for themselves, having a due regard for the 
rights of each other. 
enterprise of the people, after all, must create the wealth. 
is the duty of the Government to carry into effect, as far as it 


Should we admit wagons and plows | 


The industry, the intelligence, and the | 
It | 
| nothing. 
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can do so by proper laws, the principle embodied in that great | 


political classic, the Declaration of Independence, that all men 
are created equal. They should be equal before the law, and 
it is the duty of the Government to keep the door of opportunity 
open wide and on equal terms to every citizen without regard 
‘to rank or fortune. 

It is the business of the Government to see that every citizen 
has an equal chance with every other citizen to work out his 
own destiny. The man with only 1 talent should be as ten- 
derly regarded, from the standpoint of government and law, as 
the man with 10 talents. 

When the Government shall have established conditions of 
that kind it will have done substantially all it can to promote 
the common welfare, and each citizen must then, in a large de- 
gree, be left to work out his own salvation. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan? 

Mr, CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. The gentleman stated that all 
men are created equal, and a moment afterwards he referred 
to the case of the man with 1 talent and the man with 10 
talents. Does the gentleman think that the man with 10 talents 
and the man with 1 talent were created equal, and does he think 
that a man with a diseased liver or diseased mind and a man 
with a healthy body were created equal, and so on down the 
line? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I 
not make the statement he imputes to me. I said they were 
created equal so far as government and law are concerned. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. But the gentleman did not 
make that distinction. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. “A man’s a man for a’ that.” Men 
are not created with the same capacities, the same aptitudes, 
the same tastes and ambitions. That is taken for granted. 
But they are all equal in the right to make the highest and 
best use of the faculties of mind and body. They are all equa 
in the right to enjoy the same opportunities under the same 
conditions, These rights belong to every human being, in virtue 
of his manhood. 

There has been a marvelous increase in the aggregate wealth 
of the United States in the last 15 years, an increase that has 
not been equaled by any country in the world’s history. 

It is true that the accumulation of a vast amount of wealth 
is not in itself the highest proof of real progress. But we must 
bear in mind that there can be no permanent progress among 
any people unless there be economic and industrial independ- 
ence. The man must be free, economically free, and industri- 
ally free, and he can not be either in a poverty-stricken country. 
So the accumulation of a great amount of wealth during the last 
15 years does signify something. It does amount to a great 
deal in connection with other conditions. It means much if 
there has been a corresponding growth in the moral and intel- 
lectual lives of the people. Has there been? 

Evidence abounds on every hand that our people have never 
progressed intellectually and morally more than they have dur- 
ing these recent years of good times. Note the advance that 
has been made in methods of production, in the employment of 
scientific methods, and in the substitution of mechanical power 
for muscular power in all the industries, including agriculture. 
In the enlarged application of the forces of nature, in the grow- 
ing supremacy of brain over brawn in all lines of work, ad- 
vancement along these lines was never more remarkable in 





the world’s history than it has been during the last 15 or 20 
years. And I appeal to Members of this House for vindication 
when I say that the standard of ethics, individual and social, 
has never been higher in the world’s history than it is to-day. 


| More is exacted of the citizen, more is required of the business 


man to-day in the way of righteous living and fair and honest 
dealing than there ever was before. So it seems certain that 
this large increase in wealth has been accompanied by at least 
an equal advancement in the moral and intellectual lives of our 


people. True, much must still be accomplished along these 
lines before there is perfection. But the world is growing 


| better. 


But now to the problem of distribution. Our political 
versaries agonize over the fact that some men have 
rich, that the accumulations of labor and capital 


ad- 
grown too 
have not been 


| equitably distributed among the people. 


I admit that if the vast increase in aggregate wealth has been 
centered in the hands of a comparatively few people, while 
great masses have been toiling and struggling in poverty 
distress, it means nothing in the way of real progress, 
What are the facts? Let us consult » statistics re-- 
specting savings institutions throughout the country. More than 
4,000,000,000 are deposited in the savings banks of the country 
by more than 8,000,000 depositors, an average of about $420 to 
the depositor. Who are those depositors? Are they the pluto- 
crats ind trust promoters? No. They are the wage earners in 
the factories and the mines, the clerks in the stores, the school- 
teachers, the telegraph operators, and others who have been 
able to accumulate and lay by this vast sum of money. And 


the 


and 


s than 


: 


+} 
tilt 


| the deposits in the savings banks by no means constitute the full 


| been something near 


| have during these years? 


did | 


measure of the surplus earnings and accumulations of these 
classes of toilers. 

They do not include the multiplied millions that have been 
vested in homes, in insurance, in building and | 
ments, and in numerous other forms of investment 
seem that from the standpoint of the wage earners 
an equitable distribution of the 


in- 
establish- 
So it does 
there has 
joint earn- 


n 


ings of labor and capital. Not perfect, I admit, but the situation 
shows marked advancement in the right direction. 
What is the situation in respect to the farmer? The aggre 


gate value of farm property during the last 15 years has mor 
than doubled—has increased fully $14,000,000,000. Farms alone 
throughout the Middle West have more than doubled in value. 
Was there ever a time in the history of the world when the 
farmers have done as well as they have during 
Has there ever been a time when the farmers have receive 
great a share in the distribution of accumulated wealth as they 
Every farmer in 
answer this question in the negative. 

So, on analysis, we find that the wealth of the country 
all in the pockets of a few men. I admit that tl 
who have not received as much as they desired, 
they deserved. On the other hand there men 
prompted by greed and avarice, by selfish motives, and 
dowed with great ability, have taken advantage of the oppor- 


these ye 5% 


das 
the country will 
is not 


ere 


nor 


are many 
much 
who, 


en- 


as 


as ure 


tunities that have been open to us all and appropriated to 
themselves much more than their fair share. It is an easy 
thing to find fault. It is easy to criticize an existing po 
because the creations of man are not perfect. It does 
require a great deal of mental energy to discover flaws | 
remember that when you come to establish a new yj. ‘ 
that is an improvement upon that under which we |! di 
such gratifying progress, the task looms large with d 
It is much easier to tear down than it is to build up 
requires less character and brains. 

During these years the Republican party, in yp. 
branches of the Government, has enacted more great 
measures, calculated to elevate the standard of In S 
ealeulated to bring about a higher measure of decen nd 
tice among the people in all their relations, than had 
enacted before in all history of the Government. And, 
more, those laws have been made a living fo b i 
ful execution. The great and powerful lawbre: beer 
taught that laws are made to be obeyed in letter and in 
pose; that the Government is no respecter of persons; tl 
laws must be observed by the high and mighty as well 
the lowly and humble. The record of these achieven 
imperishably engraved upon our national life and char 

Our civilization is not perfect. It never will be perf 
the day of the millenium, but it is moving al n the right 
direction. The movement of the great current of humanity is 
onward and upward toward a higher and better plane of exist 
ence. There are counter currents and whirlpools and eddies 


that retard progress, but they can not stop it. With the proper 
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etl e great underlying forces that make for uni- 
ee a individual misfortunes will be ameliorated and 
the injustices reduced to the minimum. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Can the gentleman from Indiana give us any 
statistics about the savings in the banks of the country and the 
farm values during the last Democratic tariff-for-revenue-only 
administration? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not have those statistics, but the 
deposits in the savings banks have almost doubled and the value 
of farm property has more than doubled since the Republican 
Party took charge of the Government in 1897. 

They talk about the lack of opportunities for the poor. That 
is an effective way to excite the prejudices of the people. There 
are always more poor people than rich people in the world. 
“Niches” is a relative term. There always has been a wide 
disparity between the condition of the capable and the condition 
of the less capable, and I presume there always will be. Men 


of great capacity have been able to take advantage of their | d t 
a ¢ 1 trusts, if I may be permitted to define them. 
| monopolistic combination that uses its power unfairly to sat 


epportunities and accumulate large fortunes. Some of those 
fortunes have been made honestly and some of them by ques- 
tional methods. Honestly acquired wealth is entitled to the 
respect and protection of the law. 
honest poverty merit condemnation alike. 

The Government can not arbitrarily equalize wealth without 
regard to merit or capacity to earn. That would be industrial 
socialism of the most objectionable character. Some men will 
succeed where others fail. 


Why is that possible? It is because they 
They have what the people want and are 
That same condition exists in all 


aii 


In literature the world has had 


their community. 

have the capacity. 
willing to pay for. 
physical and mental activity. 


but one Homer, one Shakespeare, one Milton, and yet the field | 


was open to all. So in the field of invention, in the field of 


finance, men of great capacity will succeed while others fail, | 


and if their success is honest and honorable 
ground for complaint. 


there is no just 
It is the duty of government to see that 


cunning do not monopolize the 
close the field of opportunity against others. 


great agencies of production nor 
It is the duty of 


the Government to protect the masses of the people against / 


extortion and oppression and injustice on the part of those who 
occupy positions of power and influence, either private or pub- 
lic. This is the great work the Republican leaders have been 
engaged in for the last 10 or more years, and in which such 
splendid progress has been made. 

We all believe that private corporations are indispensable to 
industrial progress. ‘They are created by government for the 
purpose of promoting the welfare of society, and it is the duty 
of the Government to regulate them to the extent that is neces- 
sary to secure to society the full benefit it may justly expect. 
I have no prejudice against honest corporations and no respect 
for dishonest corporations. They should all be made to obey the 
law and deal honorably and justly with the people. When was 
railroad transportation ever in as satisfactory a condition as 
it is to<lay? I undertake to say, without fear of successful con- 
tradiction, that any shipper with a ‘single earload of traffic 
can get identically the same rate between given points any- 


where in this country that is given the great shipper who may | 
furnish millions of dollars a year to the transportation com- |. y 
| it was tried before. 


panies. The vicious system of rebates has been destroyed. Our 


railroad service is cleaner and better than it ever was before | 


in the history of the country. 


is good and helpful in existing conditions, and by wise and pru- 
dent methods eliminate as rapidly as possible everything that 
is wrong and hurtful. A long and uninterrupted period of con- 


trol of the affairs of the Government finds the Republican Party | 


somewhat disintegrated, but that condition is only temporary. 
The party is fundamentally right and will, in the nature of 
things, be the controlling factor in national affairs. I have no 
Sympathy with the attempt to divide the party into warring 
factions. While we may have different views upon matters of 
method, they are too unimportant to be the basis of permanent 
factional division. The party is progressive and always has been. 
It is progressive in histery, tradition, and purpose. It has met 
and suecessfully handled every great problem that has arisen 
in American politics for the last 60 years. This is the most 
progressive civilization in the entire world, and no party can 
secure and retain for any considerable period of time control of 
this great Government unless it shapes and fashions the laws 
and policies te meet the wants and the needs of a progressive 
people. [Applause on the Republican side.] I do not like the 
terms “ standpatter,” “ progressive,” “insurgent.” 


Dishonest wealth and dis- | s ¢ C 
| destroy the industrial organization; it is not necessary to 
| cute a citizen because he may do something that is not 


In the profession of the law it is} 
often seen that two or three lawyers monopolize the business in | 


lines of | 


: a ¢ | th 
men deal honesty with each other, to see that men of craft and | the 


| would not be a vital issue in our politics. 
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I do not believe in Bourbonism. I do not believe in radica) 
ism. The great progressive force in the Republican Party, tl 
force that makes for permanent progress, is composed of the S: 
or 90 per cent of the members of that party who believe in m 
ing forward along safe and sane lines. ‘Fhey believe in taki 
no step in advance unless it can be held, and in making eye: 
forward movement that can be maintained. This force is 4) 
ways advancing, because it refuses to hearken unto the ad) 
of either reactionary or radical. [Applause on the Republi 
side. } 

The party has thus avoided the Scylla of Bourbonism on o 
side and the Charybdis of radicalism on the other side, and { 
is the only way permanent progress is possible in our polit! 
I believe in that kind of Republicanism. [Applause on the R 
publican side. ] 

Our Democratic friends have consumed a lot of time 
energy in denouncing the trusts, and they have promised 
all manner of things to them. I do not have any love 
A trust 
its greed. It is the business of the Government to protect 
people against monopolies of all kinds. It is not necessar; 


gether right. It was said by a distinguished statesman 
the poorest use society can make of a man is to hang him. 
even that may be necessary sometimes. I do not beliey 
hanging a man for stealing a sheep, as was the custom in E 
land a couple of hundred years ago. I do not believe in 
stroying corporations because they combine and monopo!l 
but I do believe in destroying the monopolies and comm 
the corporations to serve the interests of society. The Rep 
lican Party stands for construction rather than destruct 
The Democrats prate about their «bility to destroy the tr 
but their remedy is worse even than the trusts can possib! 
A farmer had a fine shepherd dog which was unfortunat 
fested with fleas. He saturated the dog with kerosene oil 
pests. One of his small boys struck a match and n 
fuse of the dog’s tail and in excruciating agony the dog ran wu! 
the barn for shelter. The barn was soon enveloped in {i 
and with its valuable contents was completely destroyed. \W 
it was all over the farmer surveyed the ruins and said: “ 
there is one consolation, poor Carlo will no longer be pe: 
with fleas.” [Laughter.] I admit that the Democrat 
something to the trusts, but their remedy is altogether too « 
sive. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HAMILTON of Mr. 
gentleman yiel 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. While the policy of fre 
may be able to do something to the trusts, what w 


Michigan. 


Chairman, 


A 
us 


| meanwhile be doing to the small independent producer? 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. It would sweep over the country \ 
the fury of a cyclone and leave nothing in its wake. It \ 
do again what was done under the last Democratic ad 
tration. It would stagnate business and devastate indu 
from ocean to ocean, and, like the plagues of Egypt, would 
discriminate between the lawful and the lawless, befween 
good and the bad. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Well, we know what their policy wrought in the country 
We know something about the Dem 
capacity to destroy trusts. The bill that is now up for con 


| eration is the most grotesque proposition that has been prop 
The policy of the Republican Party is to preserve all that | 
I ° 


in Congress for a number of years. 
bill could be 


If the provisions of 1 
limited exclusively to Canada I would have 


| objection to it, because it would supplement the recipro 


measure that has already passed the House, and we need 
protection against Canada. If conditions respecting w 
standard of living, and cost of production were the same in 
other countries as they are in Canada the policy of prot 
We can compete w 
Canada in all lines of production, but we can not compete wi 
Europe and Asia where the population is dense and wages ‘ 
workmen are not more than half what they are in this count 

But this bill proposes to admit products free from all over t! 
earth—meats from Mexico and Australia and Argentina 
everywhere else. It proposes to admit bagging for cotton 
gunny cloth, and other fabrics free of duty from all countri 
It also allows farm implements, and leather and all manufactur: 
thereof to come to our ports without duty. I have a letter in 
my desk from a manufacturing cencern in North Carolina ap- 
pealing to the Republican side of the House to save the cotton- 
bagging industry from this attack upen it by the Democratic 
Party. 








1911. 
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Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit an | this, that these manufacturers in the gentleman’s State are 


interruption? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Certainly. 

Mr. KENDALL. Is that the industry that they claimed to 
have 400 men on the pay roll, and that they will all be deprived 
of employment if this bill shall pass? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; that factory has several hundred 
laborers on its pay roll, and of course they will all be deprived 
of employment if this bill should go into operation. That leiter 
states also that there are four or five other cotton-bagging plants 
in the State of North Carolina. 

Mr, KENDALL. And South Carolina. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And other States in that section of 
the country. I know of a number in other parts of the country | 
employing thousands of laborers at good wages who are able to 
buy the products of the farm, and if this bill goes into operation 
those factories will be compelled to close, and who will be | 
benefited? The cotton planter may receive a small benefit. be- | 
cause he may possibly get cheaper bagging for his cotton and 
cheaper ties. He may be benefited to the extent of 2 or 3 cents 
on each bale of cotton. But that benefit will come at the ex- } 
pense of whom? At the expense of the wheat growers, the 
eattle and hog raisers of the country, because it would destroy 
the market they now have in selling food products to the 
thousands of men who are now employed in those mills. The 
duty on cotton bagging is only six-tenths of a cent a yard. We 
import great quantities of it now. It is manufactured in 
India-—— 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Cotton manufactured in India? 

Mr, CRUMPACKER. Yes; cotton bagging. It is not made 
of cotton, it is made of jute, and is a cover for baled cotton. It 
is manufactured in India, where wages are only 50 cents a 
week, and our manufacturers are barely keeping their heads 
above water in the face of such competition with a duty of 
only six-tenths cent a yard. There are a number of such estab- 
lishments in this country employing several thousand men. 

These men must seek employment in other channels or go 
without work, and all that is to be done in the interest of the 
farmer. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield for a question. 

Mr. PAGE. Has the gentleman any other evidence, except | 
the mere statement of the people who are engaged in the manu- 
facture of jute bagging, that the removal of the duty that is 
now on it and placing it upon the free list will put them out 
of business? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do have, because under the present 
duty we import over 25,000,000 yards a year, chiefly from India, 
which is more than half our entire annual consumption. That 
is the very highest and best proof that is procurable. If you 
take the duty off, how can the manufacturers in this country 
subsist? Of course it means the destruction of the cotton- 
bagging industry in this country, and gentlemen should care- 
fully reflect before doing a thing as serious as that. North 
Carolina is interested on both sides of the proposition. Then 
take the question of free steel and iron. There are some kinds 
of steel and iron, I think, which the steel mills in this country 
can produce as cheaply as they can be produced in any country 
in the world, such as pig iron, steel rails, and heavy structura! 
steel. But when the highly wrought, completely fabricated 
products are considered, such as hoop and band iron and steel, 


finished and cut and painted and provided with buckles, all | 


involying a great deal of handwork, it is a different question. 


Our mills can not compete on equal terms in making that class | 


of products with the cheap-labor countries. I am not willing, 
Mr. Chairman, to vote on a mere guess for a measure that may 
clése industries in this country that employ thousands and 
thousands of men. It is too serious a proposition. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. PAGE. Will the gentleman yield for another question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does-the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. PAGE. I merely want to suggest to the gentleman that 
my information, particularly in regard to those establishments 
which are in North Carolina that are engaged in the manufac- 
ture of cotton bagging, is that they are entirely engaged in mak- 
ing the product out of old bagging and—— 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman has said enough to get 
his idea into my speech. 

Mr. PAGE. Well, sir, I desire to say to the gentleman that 
my intention in interrupting him was not to inject myself into 
his speech, but to see if I could bring out some information 
which the gentleman had not given. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Admitting that my speech might be 
improved from the standpoint of the gentleman, I only know 


| was cheap? 


| appealing to Congress against this free-trade bill. 


Mr. PAGE. Just as every other protected interest of America 
is appealing for protection. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
Not because of any necessity but from the standpoimt of pro- 
tection. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman knows better than I 
do of the charactér of men who are engaged in this business 


in his own State, but we all know this, that when the Demo- 
crats had control of the Government and put into operation 
their tariff policies that practically all the industries in the 
country were closed, and manufacturers are naturally afraid 
of Demoeratie tariff legislation. A burnt child avoids fire. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] Show some fruit “ meet 
for repentance” before you ask the people to repose confidence 
in your wisdom respecting tariff legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I would like to have about 15 minutes 
additional time. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield the gentleman 15 minutes di 


tional time. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I believe in a just and 


rational pro- 
tective tariff myself, and I am not ready, Mr. 


Chairman, 


0) 
vote for this free-trade bill unless we have trustworthy infor- 
mation that we can produce all the articles covered by the bill 
as cheaply as they can be produced in foreign countries. If 
that can be done, I am willing to vote to take the duty off, but 
no one pretends that that is the case. If this bill becomes a 
law, a number of factories will close their doors and thousands 
of laborers will be out of work. I stand by the policy outlined 


in the last Republican platform, of maintaining a duty suffi- 
ciently high to cover the difference in cost of production here 
and «abroad plus a reasonable profit to the American producer, 
I believe in a nonpartisan expert tariff commission that will 
ascertain with practical certainty the difference in cost of pro- 


duction between this country and other countries. I want to 
know to a moral certainty that any tariff measure proposed 
will not destroy our industries before I can give it my support. 
I am not willing to act upon guesswork, because the con 
sequences that would follow a mistake are altogether too 


serious, 

They want cheap meats without reducing the price of cattle 
and hogs, so they put meats of all kinds on the free list and 
leave the duty on animals. A bright idea! We had cle 
meats for several years, not a great while ago. 

Mr. McGUIRB of Oklahoma. And cheap soup. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Cheap everything. I do not know 
what the effect of this particular bill will be upon the cost of 
meats, but I know this, that we can not affor e 
mills—even the steel mills or the cotton-bagging mills—and turn 
labor out of employment for the purpose of making meats cheap, 
although that will do it. We can not afford to secure cheap 
living by destroying the producing capacity of our people. We 
never have good times in this country, and never will have good 
times, except when prices are good. Such a thing is impossible, 
I do not believe in abnormal prices, in unjust prices, but I be- 
lieve in good prices as the result of natural, economic law, 
law of supply and demand. When prices come that way it is 
evidence of prosperity. The complaint about the high cost of 
living seems to be general throughout the country. 

I remember very well when living was cheap 
ing the last Democratic administration. 


' 
p 


1 to close t 


} 
the 


that was dur- 
Living 


was chenp 

enough then. Meats were cheap, but what good was l 
hungry man who was out of a job and who had no credit 
because he was out of employment, to say to him that it 
The people of this country procure the nec eg 

and the comforts of life much easier to-day than they did 15 
or 16 years ago. That is evidenced by their greatly increased 
consuming capacity. If times were so hard, prices were so high, 
the people would not be able to consume the enormous amount 
of products they do now. The average American consumes 
more of the necessaries and the comforts of life than 10 of the 
average of the world’s population outside of this country. Our 


90,000,000 of people constitute as great a market for the prod- 
ucts of toil and capital as 900,000,000 (more than half) of the 
average of the world’s population in other countries. 

If times were so hard and prices so high we could not b 
much. There can be no consumption without there is produc- 
tion. The consumer must produce something to exchange for 
the things that are necessary to satisfy his wants. 

I remember very well the campaign following the McKinley 
act in 1890. That act wens into operation in October. The 
election came in November following, and the Democrats swept 
the country. There were hardly enough Republican Congress- 
men elected to fill the “Cherokee strip” on our side of the 
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Chamber. The critics and the faultfinders had created so much 
dissatisfaction and the demagogues had made so many promises 
that could not be performed that the people were cajoled into 


voting the Democratic ticket. And McKinley and McKinleyism 
were declared to be dead and buried forever. Even Mr. McKin- 
ley himself went down in defeat in his old Ohio district, the 
only time in all his illustrious career that he was beaten at a 
popular election. And there were others. 


The campaign of 1892 was waged against the “ iniquities” of 
the McKinley tariff and for a tariff for revenue only, that 
promised everybody all the good things conceivable. The result 
of the ction seemed at the time to be the death knell of pro- 
tection and the consignment of Mr. McKinley to his political 
sepulcher. But he never faltered in his faith. True to the tra- 
ditions of his party, he went down in honorable defeat. The 
Republican ship was wrecked upon the shoals of prejudice and 
misrepresentation, but it had on board the ark of the covenant 
of the Republicanism of Lincoln, and of Sherman, and of Mor- 
ton, and of Blaine, and of Harrison. When the country dis- 
covered what an awful mistake had been made at the election 
of 1892, rescue parties were organized to raise the ship and 
restore it to its proper position of supremacy on the sea of 
American politics. It required four long, long, impatient years 
to do it. During those years there was commercial stagnation 
and industrial paralysis throughout the country. In this land 
of plenty there was hunger and distress. But the end came, 
and the hopes of the people were fulfilled and their prayers 
were answered at the presidential election in 1896. There 
was joy in millions of hearts when the tidings went over 
the country that McKinley was elected President. “The 
stone which the builders rejected is become the head of the 
corner.” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield 
to tae gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I would like to know if the gentleman 
thinks that a high tariff was responsible for the hunger and 
distress that occurred after the 1907 panic, that closed up the 
banks of the country, so that the people could not get what 
little money they had there? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will answer the gentleman by saying 
that the “hunger and distress” in 1907 was like the “ milk 
sickness” down in Illinois when I was a boy. It was said that 
“milk sickness ” existed in that country, but it was always over 
in the next county, and nobody was able to locate it. [Laugh- 
ter.] In the State of Indiana we only knew of the panic in 
1907 through press reports. Our people decided that if there 
was a real panic in 1907 as a result of Republican legislation it 
was far preferable to Democratic prosperity at high tide. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. And it was only Democrats 
whe called it a panic. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana. The gentleman from Indiana re- 
ferred to the part of the State where he lives, I presume? 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I refer to conditions all over the State. 
I did some campaigning while the panic was at its worst down 
in the gentleman’s section of the State. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

History, it is said, sometimes repeats itself. Will the experi- 
ence of 1892 repeat itself in 1912? Will the Democratic Party 
carry the election next year [cries of “ Yes” on the Democratic 
side] on such measures as they are proposing to-day? I say no, 
because the awful experience which the country went through 
during the last Democratic administration is still fresh in 
the minds of too many people to permit it. It was burned too 
deeply into the lives of the citizens to be forgotten so soon. 
I have no fear of the result in 1912 if the Democratic House 
passes this bill and other bills of the same general character— 
free-trade bills, bills that will close industries and turn labor 
out of employment. 

The tumult and the shouting dies, 
The captains and the kings depart; 
Still stands thine ancient sacrifice— 
An humble and a contrite heart. 


Lord God of Hosts, be with us yet— 
Lest we forget—iest we forget! 


[Prolonged applause on the Republican side. ] 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 45 minutes to 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Hammonp]. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota is recog- 
nized for 45 minutes. 


el 
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Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, this is the fifth of a se; 
of important legislative measures considered in this extr: 
nary session of the Sixty-second Congress. 

The first of these measures was a code of rules pr 
by the majority of the House for its government. Her 
the Speaker of the House has possessed the power of ap 
ing its standing committees. Here, and throughout the cou 
there was much criticism of the practice. It was claimed + 
the Speaker’s influence in legislative matters was too 
trolling, and that one of the greatest aids to the maintenan 
that influence was his power to select from the membershi 
the House the members of its great legislative committees. 
Democratic Party was not alone in its denunciation of | 
power; many Members of the Republican Party have as 
terly assailed it and condemned it as did the Members of | 
Democratic Party. In 16 years of uninterrupted Repub 
control of this House, in spite of complaints and denunciat 
the practice prevailed. The Democratic Party in the very 
beginning of its ascendancy inserted a provision in the rules 
of the House taking away from the Speaker the power to 
appoint the committees of the House and vested that power in 
the House itself. 

Of course, the rules are not perfect; they may be, and un- 
doubtedly will be, bettered from time to time, but those who 
sincerely desired a change in the manner of the selection o! 
committees might have been expected to welcome the chance 
made by the present rules and heartily to support them. Under 
the pretense, however, of making them better than they are, 
many of those whose support, from their previous declarat 
might have been expected hindered and imterfered with 1! 
adoption. Many of those who opposed the rules presented to 
this body admitted that they were fairly good rules, and w! 
the final vote was reached upon the question of their adoption 
there were none who made manifest a desire to go on record as 
opposed to them. 

It may then, I think, be assumed by the people of the 
country that in their first measure the Democratic Party lived 
up to its declarations and its promises and reformed the ru 
without the aid or the assistance of those members of ihe 
Republican Party whose principal stock in trade for the 
four or five years has been the denunciation of the so-calle 
legislative evil eliminated by the rules of the Sixty-s 
Congress, fashioned and put into effect by the Democratic 
majority of that Congress. [Applause on the Democratic sid 
Chaos, anarchy, and confusion have not followed the ma! 
of that reform, and it has been demonstrated that the House 

Representatives can select its own committees without 
strife, great delay, or great interference with legislative wo1 

The second measure was the joint resolution to amend 
Constitution of the United States, so that Senators ma) 
elected by the people of the various States instead of b; 
State legislatures. It would be untrue to say that only | 
Democrats favored this resolution, for similar resolutions h 
been favorably acted upon in this House when the Repub! 


only opposition that manifested itself upon the floor of { 
House to this resolution came from the Republican Party 
the only votes against the resolution were Republican \ 
It was noticeable also in the debate upon this measure t 
some of those who most vociferously advocated the reform ! 
and elsewhere when the time for action came were promi 
in criticism and in efforts to cripple or to injure or 
the legislation by amendments demanded by no condition 
vailing at the present time, but which might have a tend 
to drive from the support of the measure many who \ 
earnestly for it and might also have a tendency to defeat 
ratification of the proposed amendment to the Constitu 
some of the States of the Union. But again it would 2) 
that the unamended provision was a fairly good one, bec 
upon the final vote 296 Representatives voted in favor o! 
and only 15 were recorded in opposition. [Applause on 
Democratic side.] oe 
The third of the series to which I have referred was the ! 
to provide for publicity of contributions to campaigns in w 
Representatives in Congress are elected. The present law [' 
vides that such publicity shall be made after the election; 'Y 
the new legislation it is proposed to make the publicity | 
to the election as well as after it. It is an attempt to m: 


to dest? 


good law a better law. But again opposition was offered anc 
amendments proposed of doubtful constitutionality and wh 
could not be deemed necessary, unless it be assumed that | 
several States lack either the wisdom or the desire to ma'n 
tain or enact wholesome and effective election laws. However, 
when the final yote was taken upon this Democratic Dill ~\: 


} 
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Representatives voted “Aye” and 
tly it was a good bill without 
urged. [Applause on the Demo- 
i Lit I lian 
ler t! ir ‘af 
gress with tl th 
an ts Y 
zis] n conf 
en e Cal 
ared it. P 
‘ all rocity proposition, t in 
us, yumittee, and Congress of w el 
I do ) not propose to eee the trade agreement at lengt 
- to it because of its relationship to the pending free 
1 “which I most heartily support. [Applause on the 


ratie side.] 
re has been a great deal of disci 
Canadian trade agreement, if en 
tural products of this country. 
lly those in the Northern States, have vigorously 
cainst its passage, but those favoring the ment 
aimed that the farmers were misled by published state 
and articles emanating from persons who were not in- 
ted in agriculture itself, but in other things. It is, 


ission relative to the effect 
acted into law, upon 


The farmers themselve 


agret 





of | 


se. true that others than farmers bitterly opposed the reci- | 


ty proposition. The lumbermen and the print-paper manu- 
faeturers opposed it; so did a number of gentlemen upon this 
floor who felt that it was a blow at the system of protection, 
which they were devoted as a national policy. On the other 
hand, it was claimed that the brewers of the country, bec 
would be benefited by free barley; the flour manufactur- 

rs, because they wanted free wheat; the railroads, 
wanted the Canadian hauls; and a number of 


ause 


because 


tH gentlemen 
who believe in free trade were earnest in their advocacy of the 
measure. Tables of figures showing exports and imports of 


: yarious commodities that may be affected by the agreement 
nd other tables of market quotations have been read and re- 
ad during the discussion. It was shown that the price of 








wheat in the Winnipeg market is less than the price of wheat | 
done you 


in the Minneapolis market, and I suppose it is admitted that 
the Canadian farmer will sell his wheat in the best market, 
i unless the price in Winnipeg increases or the price in Min 
neapolis decreases, so that the markets will be about the same, 
the Canadian wheat, free of duty, will seek the American mar- 
ket. The State of Minnesota produces in the neighborhood of 
90,000,000 bushels of wheat each year, about one-eighth of the 

l =e of the United States. It is what is known as 


hard wheat. Canada produces about twice as much as the 
State of Minnesota, but with its great area of untilled lands 


and its great increase in immigration, its production will in- 
rease in amount very rapidly, while we can not look for so 


in this country. If the 

t in the Min 
“to iat twice 
sale in that market as 


Cana 
1eapolis 
nut h 
at the present 


great an increase in prod ction 





ket, it is ‘not an exaggeré atior n 
wheat will be offered for s 


si as 









time, and it can not be denied that the greater the quantity 
of any commodity offered for sale in any market the less the 





price of that commodity is likely to be. 
The gentleman from North Dakota, 
ttention to the fact that a village 


aan the debate, 


called 
cated on the V 


bounda 





line between North Dakota and Can: ada had two wheat mar 
ke - one on the American side and on the Canadian side 





the price paid for wheat on th yet ‘an side was 
In excess of the price paid on the Canadian side. ' 











hing between the two selling places except 
and a tariff of 25 cents a bushel upon whea 
h as transportation facilities from each selli 
Same it would look as though either the line ) 
$8 a bushel tariff made the difference in ‘ Tl 
from North Dakota asked an advocate of the reci 
ment to tell him why the price was higher on the A1 
side of the line than on the Canadian side, and th 
“It is a local condition.” That is an easy ansv but 
very convincing. If, as the advocates of reciprocity h 
ined, Liverpool fixes the price of wheat, it is strange that 
uld fix the price much lower on one side of the | 
: e other. It is singular that it would fix the price 
peg than at Minneapolis, for it must be remembered 


t Winnipeg is nearer to Liverpool than Minneapolis and t! 


portation rates are no greater. It is pointed out, however 


that the United States exports wheat, and because of that fact 
is claimed that the export price governs the price in this 


country. 


= - I do not admit that the export price is so « entrofiing 


even if it were, it would not affect the cor the 


ndi tt] 


Aiud 


m in 
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Nort] S eat tl 5; e 1 
country i t ed I l 
n > l 1 « li i 
; n I No 
1e% d fi I 
l enough here i é 
wheat 

‘ rt barle } bu 

I lin the N ‘ 

ry : a 3 

v b a | 

to ke bat ma ; 
that is produced. ‘I 1 into th 
barle fields of Canada 
of Minnesota and the > ! ” 
barley or sell ata pr i ] i 
re Ig. 

Because I do believe he farm of this « I will 
suffer loss if the ¢ t igreement | i I 
am in favor of the t t fre ist bi I t 

Lit 1 id, to some ist, to compens 
for his loss on account of the 1 rocity agre¢ 
I have listened with much pleasure, as well ; profit, to 
| di guished gentleman from Alabama, the | ‘ of the 1 
jority in this House. I have heard him more th once declare 
himself to be in favor of a tariff for revenue—a low tariff, nec- 
essarily covering a great many artick raw as l inu- 
factured. 

My own views accord with those I have oft had the pleas 
ure of hearing him express. I have listened, also, to statements 
of their positions made by gentlemen of the n r who have 
declared themselves in favor of a tariff for prot tion, but a 

| low tariff, and a tariff distributing its advantages among all 
classes of our people. It seems to me that the man who rs 
a low tariff for revenue and the man who fave a low “iff 
for protection are really working to the same end. Su e 
you put a tax upon wheat of 10 cents a bushel and cal! a 
revenue tax; suppose you put a tax upon wheat of 10 cents a 
bushel and call it a tariff for protection, you may » in all 
the academic discussion you please, but after al d and 


have 10 cents a bushel on wheat. It is for revenue, 
for if wheat is imported there will be revenue for pré 
tection, because to the extent of 10 cents a prohibits 
importations into 





bushel it 





our domestic markets, and to that extent 

lessens competition in those markets. Every vendor of a com 

dity knows that the market where there is the least competi 
tion is the best market for him. 

I am in favor of low tariff duties, and do not deem it very 

material whether you call them revenue duties or protection 


duties. My own 
obtain revenue for the 


in 
country. 


purpose voting for such duties 


But I believe that 


would be to 
uch duties 












imposed upon artic! and products similar to those made 
produced in our own country tend to a greater or less degree to 
give to our domestic makers or producers a better market, be 
ca » of the exclusion of competition, than there would be if 
their competitors were permitted to enter our markets freely 
with their goods and products. 3elieving, then, that certain ad 
vantages to manufacturers and producers come from th 
siti of tariff taxes, great or small, I think those advant 
should be distributed as well as may be among the different 
classes and sections of this country. I think the farmers uld 
have them just as well as the manufacturers. [Applause ‘ 
Democratic side.] In the northern part of Minnesota we 
great tract of land rich in iron ore. Beneath its sui ( | 
millions of mineral wealth are stored, da great 
employs an army of laborers to take that wealth f 
rround and ship it to the manufacturing cent 
years there was a tariff tax on iron ore of 40 
I ° I ler th Payne Ww. 15 nts ron I } 
poration, it is said, pays to the workingmen 
workingmen of the iss receiv 1 of 
fo } reason these workingmet 
idopt a higher standard of living than similar 
other countries. If it be true, and r t I 
let be admitted, suppose an ‘ le ! 
itself of another great tract of land in t 
that State, a tract of land in wi | » | 
wealth, and suppose it sho em] 
to plow the land and to harrow and 1 eer] 
care for the crops raised 1 it 
them and to take them away to the 
there any reason why that cor] 
large as the wages paid b iron- 

Should not the working! 1 in th } 

e permitted to enjoy th e same high st lard « ind 
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how can anyone, really believing that the tariff tax brings about 
improved conditions among the workingmen, favor the imposi- 
tion of a tax in favor of the iron-ore corporation but not a tax 
in favor of the corporation cultivating the land for crops? 
[Applause.] It is said that corporations are necessary, but few 
claim that they are in themselves blessings, Suppose the agri- 
cultural corporation should be dissolved and the workingmen, 
instead of working the land for the corporation, should work 


the land for themselves; no one would claim that they are less | 


deserving of all the advantages this country may furnish them 
through its legislation. 

We hear a great deal about equal rights for all and equal 
laws for all. I think when laws give advantages the advantages 
should be distributed as widely as possible among as many 
classes of our people as may be. I opposed the Canadian trade 
agreement because it seems to me that it takes away from the 
American farmer advantages given other classes of our people 
under our tariff laws, and I favor the present farmers’ free-list 
bill because it is an attempt to give to the farmer the same kind 
of a market in which to buy as he is obliged to enter when he 
has to sell. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Believing that a great part of the revenue of the country must 
come from the imposition of tariff duties, and that by taxing 
imported commodities like those manufactured or produced in 
this country an advantage is given to the American manufac- 
turer or producer of such commodities in our markets; holding 
that these duties should be low, so that all competition may not 
be excluded from our markets, and that they should be widely 
distributed and should be imposed upon a great number of arti- 
cles the like of which are produced in this country, so that the 
privileges and advantages resulting from the tariff charges 
should be as widely distributed among the people of this country 
as is possible, I am not inclined to favor additions to the free 
list. If it were not for the Canadian trade agreement, which, it 
seems to me, absolutely deprives one class of our citizens, and a 
very large and important class, too, of advantages which other 
classes obtain under our tariff laws, I would not deem it so 
necessary or advisable to enact the legislation now under con- 
sideration, 


The views I have expressed accord with the declarations of | ae ; 
sented of obtaining that amount of income from anot! 


the Democratic Party as I read them. Section 4 of the national 
Democratic platform for 1892 is as follows: 





Sec. 4. Trade interchange on the basis of reciprocal advantages to | 


the countries participating is a time-honored doctrine of the Democratic 
faith, but we denounce the sham reciprocity which juggles with the 
people’s desire for enlarged foreign markets and freer exchanges by 
pretending to establish closer trade relations for a country whose arti- 
cles of export are almost exclusively agricultural products with other 


countries that are also agricultural, while erecting a customhouse bar- | 


rier of prohibitive tariff taxes against the richest countries of the world, 
that stand ready to take our entire surplus of products and to exchange 
therefor commodities which are necessaries and comforts of life among 
our own people. 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


In 1892 it seems clear that the Democratic Party did not | 
stand for closer trade relations between this country, whose | 
articles of export are almost exclusively agricultural products, | 


and other countries, like the Dominion of Canada, that are 
also agricultural, while tariff barriers were maintained against 
other countries that would take our surplus and exchange 
therefor the things necessary for the comforts of life among our 
own people. But now that these closer trade relations are 
likely to be made between this country and the Dominion of 
Canada, some of the barriers between this country and the 
other great nations of the world ought to be removed. 

Again, in the national Democratic platform of 1896 we find 
this statement: 


We hold that tariff duties should be levied for purposes of revenue, 
such duties to be so adjusted as to operate equally throughout the 
country and not discriminate between class or section, and that taxa- 


tion should be limited by the needs of the Government, honestly and 
economically administered. 


Here is a declaration for a revenue tariff. Nothing said 
about protection, but the privileges and advantages arising 
from 1 revenue tariff are recognized, and it is stated that the du- 
ties should be so adjusted as to offer equal advantages through- 
out the country; to do that best the duties must affect a great 
number of articles, because the greater the number of articles 
affected by it the better the tariff will operate equally among 
the people of this country who make and produce those articles. 
It is stated that the tariff duties ought not to discriminate be- 
tween class or section; the more than ten millions of agricul- 
turists ought not to be discriminated against; the section of 
this country occupied by our northern farmers ought not to be 
discriminated against. 

Again, in the national Democratic platform of 1904, we read: 


We fayor a revision and a gradual reduction of the tariff by the 
friends of the masses and for the common weal, and not by the friends 
of its abuses, its extortions, and its discriminations, keeping in view 


} 
| 





the ultimate ends of “equality of burdens and equality of 
ties’ and the constitutional purpose of raising a revenue 
to wit, the support of the Federal Government in all its ini 
virility, but in simplicity. 

Here the principle which I believe should underlie 
legislation is expressed in the seven words, “ equality « 
and equality of opportunities.” 

I have endeavored to present to the House my r 
supporting this measure, although not inclined to 
free list. The circumstances are exceptional, and b 
their exceptional character, brought about by the pas: 
Canadian trade agreement, I think it is the duty of 
to enact into law the legislation now proposed. 

This bill is called the farmers’ free-list bill beca 
moves the tariff duties from a great many articles us: 
agricultural classes. The measure should be consid 
three viewpoints—first, from that of the farmer hii 
ond, from that of the manufacturer or producer of | 
affected; and, third, from the viewpoint of the Fe 
ernment. The Government is interested in the matt 
nue, Its expenditures in the past have been enormor 
though we hope that economies will be inaugurated 
annual charges of the Nation may be materially 
nevertheless, the expenses of maintaining the Gover 
be very large, and an income great enough in amow 
those expenses must be provided. No doubt, in line \ 
has heretofore been done, many amendments will b 
adding other articles to the free list, in many cases 
articles with tariff rates that can not be defended, | 
nected with other articles that it would be unwise 
late concerning them independently of the schedule 
they are placed. There will be legislation proposed 
the woolen schedule, and I think that it would be b 
up that schedule as a whole and not pick from it an 
and an item there and put them in the free list. I | 
legislation will be presented affecting the sugar sc} 
would be folly, it seems to me, to amend this free 
clude raw sugar. The Government can not afford to 
its annual income by $60,000,000, which would be 
of putting sugar upon the free list, unless some w 


The Government will lose by admitting free the arti: 
in the measure now under consideration about $10,0%) 
annum. The exact amount, based upon the importati 
the year ending June 30, 1910, is $10,028,989, but s 
of this amount will be lost through the Canadian t: 
ment—that is to say, included in the amount I hav: 
duties collected upon importations from Canada that 
after the Canadian trade agreement goes into effe 
revenue. This loss of revenue is, of course, consid 
in view of the great number of articles placed wu 
list, it is not large, and more than one-half of ¢! 
result from cotton bagging, sacks, burlap, and so 
upon the free list. Therefore, so far as the Govern: 
cerned, although by the passage of this bill the reve 
reduced, the reduction will be small when compar 
large number of articles that wili be affected. 

Now, as to the manufacturers and producers of tl: 
Of course they are not enthusiastic about the rem: 


| tariff duties. As I have endeavored to point out the 
| tariff duty upon articles like those produced in this « 
| to give to the domestic producer a better market, and | 


market is furnished him by making it more diflicu 
competitor to enter it. The fewer the vendors and tli 
the number of buyers, the greater vendors’ market 
has been the claim of protectionists that, although for 
petitors might find it more difficult to enter our dom 
kets by reason of our tariff duties, the number of 
producers would increase’so that we would still have a 
tive market. It happens that many of the producers 
articles mentioned in this free list have found a way to + 
themselves against competition without the aid of a pr 
tariff, and because of that fact, the advantages they mi: 
rive from the tariff they have more than secured by meas 
combinations, trusts, and business agreements. For ins 
agricultural implements are placed upon the free list, ©: 


makers of agricultural implements will, of course, lose whatey:T 
advantage the present tariff duties give them. But they ! ve 
successfully restricted competition in our home market. }9 


1880 there were in this country 1,943 agricultural-implemen' 
establishments, having a total capital of $62,109,668. Ten yours 
later, in 1890, the total capital had increased to $145,310," 
but the number of establishments had decreased to 910. _ Ten 
years later, in 1900, the capital had increased to $157,707.01, 
but the number of establishments had decreased to 715; and !0 
1905 the capital had increased to $196,740,700, and the estab 












(911. 


ts had decreased to 648. It looks as though the makers 
ural implements do not need the protective tariff in 
nrotect themselves from competition. Now, as to the 
re of salt: In 1880 there were 276 salt establishments in 
ntry, with total capital of $8,548,640. In 1890 
l 
ased In 1900 the capital had increased to 
- 000.000, and the establishments had decreased to 159; 
10> the total capital employed was $25,586,282, and the 
numbered 146. So far as the American 
neerned, looking at this question from the viewpoint 


ra 
a 


to POO, 


} . 
hments 


of the manufacturers and producers of the articles 
in this free list, they may, with much reason, claim 


is no necessity of giving to such manufacturers 


and 
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| 


| 


the 
‘inereased to over $13,000,000, and the establishments | 


the benefits of a tariff tax, since their own methods | 
dso effective in securing much greater advantages in 
of destroying competition than could possibly be secured 


f a moderate tariff tax. 
from the viewpoint of the farmer. 
» the articles included in this bill: Agricultur: 
cotton bagging, sacks, burlap, ete.; cotton es: 
boots, shoes, and saddlery; barbed and other fence 
rods, strands, ropes, etc.; fresh and preserved meats; 
reals, and bread; lumber, laths, and s 

- and salt. 


sition oO 





It is only neces 


I 

Li 
4: 
ul 


hingles; sewing 









‘ can look into the future and determine to an abso 
tainty just what effect upon the selling price of this 
at article a tariff change will make. Those who 
Canadian trade agreement will not seriously hurt the 
may be correct; I hope they are. Those who say the 

ce of the free list will not be of benefit to the farmer may 
t: I hope not. I fear, however, that the effect of the 
{ n trade agreement will be bad for the American farmer. 


believe that this measure, if enacted into law, will do him 
good. In any event I believe it is a sincere and honest 
mpt to modify the existing tariff law for the benefit of the 


tural interests of the United States. I think, in view of 
enactments, they are entitled to the benefits, and all the 
that can possibly be derived from this legislation 
‘ore I support it, and hope it will be enacted into law 
aterial amendment. [Prolonged applause on the 


cratic side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to yield 30 

on this side, if agreeable to the gentleman from Penn- 

[Mr. Datzett]. I yield 30 minutes to the gentleman 
Indiana [Mr. CLINE]. 

Mr. CLINE, Mr. Chairman, a democratic form of government 

f upon principles that in their exemplification are 

ail—the rich and poor—to all classes of men in every 

and under all conditions, commercial and social. 

iquire what the great Democratic Party stands for? 


lec] 
iu 


Do you 
I answer, 





of “equal rights for all and special privileges to none,” 
We believe alone in the Constitution as a rule of legislative 


Democracy is forever opposed to the theory, to that 
exegesis of the Constitution that the Federal power may 


priate and exercise those powers originally conferred 
States if the States choose not to exercise them. 
refuses to recognize the right of any correlative 


of the Government to encroach upon or usurp the func- 
‘a coordinate branch. We would keep forever separate 
‘tions prescribed in the Constitution, believing that in a 
lherence to that doctrine lies the safety of republican 

is. The Democratic doctrine of construction that 
ividual citizen is the unit in the Federal structure, and 


is 


t i his equality before the law in every particular is the 
s safeguard. [Applause on the Democratic side.} 


n 8 of the Constitution, among other things, prescribes 


ess shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duti im- 
nd excises, to pay the debts and provide for the defenses and 
welfare of the United States. 


Under the authority therein granted more battles have been 
| ** . . 
than under any other provision of the Constitution. 


; 





suffi- 


always will be, how to equitably and justly raise 
revenue to defray the expenses of the Government. 


it is not, Mr. Chairman, a question of how much we shall 
‘e, but in what manner we shall raise it and how it shall be 
rsed. I believe in an economical administration, but that 

ny does not mean to impair the revenues necessary to 

elop our widely diversified natural resources. It means 
that however much we shall take out of the pockets of the 
People shall be wisely and directly expended. [Applause on the 


cratic side.] 


_ Because of the taxing power under this section of the Con- 
‘tion parties have sprung up advocating methods they be- 


eved would be remedial of the abuses and advan the é 
ests of the people. The “ general-welfare” clause of the C 
stitution has, in the latitude given to its construction, sufficient 


ype to admit all 


parties 















I want to pause here, Mr. Chairman, to say that this country 
is committed to the theory of ising money to defray the ex 
penses of the Government by a duty 1 import We shall 

|} never get away from that theory. Our exp re so enor- 
mous and constantly increasing that in all pr our re 
trenchment and reformation will be, not in rai ich les 
revenue, but in more judiciously expending i Democratic 
Party has stood for a duty on imports from th ry beginning 
of the Government. It believes in a tariff for revenue only, the 
only difference between Democrats being tl n which 
the rate shall be laid and not in the the nder which it shall 
be laid. I have no consideration for the demagogue who 
charges that the Democra Party is a fre le party It 
whole history impeaches that declaration, and those charg ire 
| only made when reason and argument fail and ys with a 
icious motive. [Applause on the Deme itic side. ] 

The Democratic Party has stood for a hundred years for a 
tariff for revenue only. It has seen partic id “ism 
f <i upon unscientific economic theories come and go, and it 

iinues to ad ate with popular favor those essential prin- 


ciples announced by its founder. 
And I call the attention of the gentleman from Indiana 














CRUMPACKER], who has just spoken, to the fact that the differ 
ence between the Democratic Party and the Republican Party 
in laying a rate of duty to produce revenue is that w ’ tl 
Democratic Party lay the rate of duty with the express | ( 
of raising revenue, while the Republican Party lays a rate of 
duty for the purpose of protection, and the revenue is an inci 
dent to the levying and not its main and original purpose \p- 
plause on the Democratic side.] No tariff has been written by 
the Republican Party in 20 years in this House that did not 
have as its chief feature and its controlling purpose the pr 
tion of the manufacturer and not simply the ra g of 1 
the principal purpose of rate. 
But, Mr. Chairman, what is the contention here Are re 
out in the open advocates and sympathizers with the trusts and 
combinations in the discussion of this bill? Me who ; in 
favor of confiscation of property under the guise of hig! 
tection? As a rule its advocat hide behind sou pretes LO 
|} accomplish by indirection that which they will t espe i 
the open. It has taken 50 years to precipitate t mite It 
| has taken all these years to force the Republican Party 

open on the question of tariff taxation. It fled t 

in the declaration made in its platform h 

tion in 1908; prior to that time we had driven i on nal 
to another until there was no further escape the f 
protection never was a wise and equitable philo It a 
ways has been an expedient and an auxiliary to constitu } 
Government a party in private enterprises. You ood f 
first as a war measure, then as a protector of inf ind 3 
then as protection to American labor, when you invi 
foreigners to come to his shop door and bid for | j b i 
said the foreigner paid the tax, and for a wil ( i 


people. When you have been route ! 

you declared that you were in favor of a rate of p1 ti 
to the difference in the c of prod 

profit to the manufacturer. 


Two great parties constructed upon widely d 


ST 


| have prepared for this present contest. O 


| in 


an end to the colossal fraud of high pi 
beneficiaries of that tariff are the tru and « 
whom it was created. For 14 years the 
free themselves from their unjust burdens. | 
made under the most engageme 
Driven from the last stand, the Republican 
an ambush from which it l 


solemn 


thor 
It declared as a new departure that i 
in cost of production at home and abi 





| sonable profit to the manufacturer. That 


atest question that has always confronted the Iegislator | 


| is not a man in the party but wi 


to the country that the Republican P had 
the manufacturer and against tl ’ yf ti 


Aldrich bill had been constructed u] the old 
promulgated, viz, that the rate should | 
ference between the cost at home and 

not have collected a dollar of r: 1e f 
the boot and shoe schedule, the cotton sched 
amount from the woolen schedule. No 
has risen on the floor of this House to defend h rty 
monstrous proposition of levying a tax against all the people to 
make a private business profitable much less to fl 
per cent to express a reasonable profit. 


man. fo 
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Mr. Chairman, the dollar I receive as a payment for labor 
bonestly performed is my dollar, subject only to a lien first of 
the General Government to pay my just proportion of the 
expenses of the Government that protects me and my property, 
subject next to the law of my State to defray its necessary 
expenses, then to the demands of my county and municipality 
to meet my just share of their burdens. When I have done 
that, the balance of that dollar belongs to me, and the right to 
possess it is an inalienable right that no constitution can either 
give or take away from me; and yet, in violation of that right, 
you assume to take my money and that of every other citizen 
of the 90,000,000 to swell the profits of the Beef Trust, 
the Steel Trust, and the Rubber Trust, for which the prohibitive 
tariff of your party is directly responsible. You guarantee the 
manufacturer a reasonable profit. Why did you not guarantee 
the carpenter, who puts his money and his brains into his work 
in the construction of homes and business houses, a reasonable 
profit on his business? Why did you not guarantee the miner, 
a thousand feet under ground, putting his money and ability 
into his business, a reasonable profit? 

Mr. BOWMAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CLINE. I do. 

Mr. BOWMAN. May I ask the gentleman if there is any 
better way to pay the miner a good wage than by having the 
industries of the country flourish? 

Mr. CLINE. I assume that, according to the reports from 


the Bureau of Commerce and Labor, in Pennsylvania you do | 


not pay the miner there any more than he earns. 


Mr. BOWMAN. May I inform the gentleman that they pay | 
ee per- | 


a higher rate of wages than are paid to any other 
forming the same amount of labor anywhere in the 
States, according to the records? 

Mr. CLINE. Not in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BOWMAN. In Pennsylvania they do, and I will read 
you from the records which I have in my desk in a moment. 

Mr. CLINE. The gentleman can read them in his own time. 
I am simply stating the facts as brought out on the floor here 
the other day in a colloquy between the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. KitcH1n] and one of the gentleman’s colleagues 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BOWMAN. A question of veracity. It was stated by 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kitcu1n] and contro- 
verted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Focnut]. 

Mr. CLINE. And the gentleman from North Carolina pro- 
duced a voucher for the pay for 12 days’ labor, and the amount 
was eight dollars and some cents. That is the kind of living 
wages they are paying to the miners in Pennsylvania. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BOWMAN. I will produce to the gentleman a voucher 
for two weeks’ work of over $100. 

Mr. CLINE. The gentleman can do that some other time 

Mr. BOWMAN. And I will repeat that the labor in the an- 
thracite and bituminous districts of Pennsylvania is paid as 
much or more for the labor performed than in any other place 
in the United States or in the world. 

Mr. CLINE, The gentleman’s declaration does not make it 
any stronger in the face of the bills issued by the companies at 
a good deal lower rate. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Why did you not guarantee the farmer, with his savings of a 
lifetime invested in his business, with his ability, his integrity, 
a reasonable profit in his business? Why this deep solici- 
tude for the manufacturer? You stand for an unjust and 
discriminatory system of taxation. 
us shall make enough out of our unprotected business, exposed 
to the competition of all the world, to take a part 
profits and make on the manufacturer’s business, who has no 
competition, a ‘* reasonable 


United 


the different “saws” he plays on the phrase “ Equal rights for 
all and special privileges to none,” 


leave the farmer exposed to competition is equal rights for all 
and special privileges to none. No; we do not. 


has steered the farmer up against every brace game that the 
Dingley law and the Payne Act is capable of housing. 

A Member of this House that assisted in passing the late 
tariff act that exposes the products of the farm to the com- 
petition of the world’s 
Trust to destroy all competition and looks on complacently while 
that trust gathers a profit of 164 per cent on woolen blankets, 
ought to be modest in the use of the phrase “ Equal rights for 
all and special privileges for none.” The Republican that 
helped to frame up the present tariff act and forced the Ameri- 
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| Republican Party? 


You demand that some of | 
out of our | 


” profit, whatever that may be. The | 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HAamintTon] tauntingly asks in | 


whether we believe the | 
proposition to protect every large industrial division and} 


And yet the | 
gentleman from Michigan and the party to which he belongs | 


markets, that is assisting the Woolen | 


can producer and American farmer to reap his profits i; 
wide competition and then forces him to submit to ¢| 
tions of the Meat Trust so that it reaps a profit of 
watered and otherwise, ought 
sensitive in the use of the expression “ Equal rights fo; 
The party that makes com) 
and consumer in a tariff bil! 
under which the American Steel Trust 
billion and a half of capital, two-thirds of which is y 


per cent on its stock, 
special privileges to none.” 
chandise of the farmer 
Payne bill, 


double its capital every four years, ought to deny 
right to comment upon the language “ Equal rights { 
special privileges to none.” If there is a prohibitive 


industry in this country that has not had its inni: 


farmer I would like to know what oneitis. These gen: 
shed for the farmer! 
What foundation is there for that criticism? The 
Republican legislation invites a comparison. Wh 
treatment has the cotton farmer received at the | 
Scourged with four long years 
war of his own choosing, the most terrific in all the 
the race, that swept the fair southland with its bla 
ished by the “ black hand” of Republican reconst: 
withered his credit like.a simoon from off the des: 
two generations out of the ashes of that fierce fire 
the humiliation of defeat, she redeemed her credit 
like a colossus astride this commercial continent. It 
very power of her might against prejudice and wi 
tion until now she grows the cotton and well nigh 
cloth to clothe the world. A million spindles are : 
a melody of revolutions in the march of progress of 
and chivalric people. They were entitled to your « 
When they came to ask you to give her free bagg 
cotton ties at the time you made up the Payne bil! 
in the language of the street, that the Bagging Tr 
Steel Trust had “beat them to it,” and the cotton 
not get it. He was only asking that you give him 
and ties for his cotton crop, as you had given his nort 
farmer free binding twine for his wheat crop. He 
with his just claim, and we are going to give it to the 

But we as a party are charged by the distinguis 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] that we 
power by telling the people that they were paying 
for their living and that the price of living could 
without reducing the wages of the workingman. 
man was fair in many of his statements, but wit! 
acteristic grapevine logic for which the New E 
noted, he did not charge that the statements we! 
sentations. Mr. GAarpDNer is an agnostic; he neither 
denied. I confess we did say so to the consun 
working for a fixed wage, that the price of livi 
vanced without lawful reasons and ought to be red 
I am going to prove it by Republican at > J 
take the manufacturers of woolen goods, agric 
ments, tobacco (including chewing, smoking, oe 
sale meat slaughtering, upholstering material. four o! 
businesses in the country, and inquire what th 
combinations in these trades were upon the consun 
sequently upon the wage earner? 

I take the reports of 1905, the last available: 

__Woolen goods. 


umber . 
factories. 


1, 035 | |} $124,386, 262 | 
792 | 140,303, 


1243 | 215,916,225 


1 Decrease. 
What does this show? 


793, but increased their 
millions, 
the value of their output nearly $24,000,000. 

Take upholstering materials, and a still greater 
made. I give the table as I did for woolen goods: 


Upholstering materials. 





Number of 
factories. 


270 | $7,593,298 
236 9, 293, 120 | 


1, 699, 822 | 


1 Decrease. 


APRIL 


It is urged that this is a sect 


That in the woolen busi! 
| concerns reduced the number of establishments in 
| from 1,035 to capital near 


and with only an increase of 3,654 workmen 


< 


Capital. a 


“ty 








1911. 


et 


, reduction of 34 establishments, a reduction of 386 em- 
coe put an imerease of watered capital of nearly two 
ns and an increase in value of products of 2,629,336. 
\why have not we a right to charge that these combinations 
shrough the grace of the Republican Party were fleecing the 
timate consumer? 

T: ke tobacco, including chewing, smoking, and snuff, and give 
this trust the same treatment : 


Tobacco, including chewing, smoking, and snuff. 
ee 


u 








= , Number of ; . Value of 
Years. factories. Capital. jEmployees.| product. 
__s Se eee 
. _.. . cocesescoseesseesoses 437 | $43, 856, 370 29,161 $103, 754, 3642 
a onenenee 433 | 178, 847,556 23,990 | "116, 767, 630 
14 | 134, 990, 986 15,171 | 13,013,268 
P i a apn lh tected indices ienpeincitenen 
1 Decrease. 


A reduction of 4 establishments, a reduction of 5,171 em- 
ployees, but an increase of $134,990,986 in watered capital and 
an increase of more than thirteen millions in value of the 
yutput. 

Let me take the wholesale slaughtering houses and apply the 
ame test: 
— Wholesale slaughtering houses. 


Number of | —— 
Years. establish- Capital. |Employees. Ss 
ments. output. 
—$3§.é | 
PP 557 | $173, 866,377 64, 681 $697 , 056, 055 
1905... ..sceencccccecceccccses 559 219, 818, 627 69,593 | 801,757,137 
2 104, 701,072 


45, 952, 250 4,912 | 
With the’addition of only 5,000 employees on an increased 
capital of forty-six millions the trust increased their value of 
products one hundred and five millions. 

Take the American Harvester Trust: 








Number of . 
4 : ‘ | Value of 
ars. sta - Capital. (En ‘ 
Years = ‘apital. | mployees.| output. 
1000... ..cccossecbansenoenmned 715 | $157,708, 951 46,582 $101, 207, 428 
1005. . . .cconcesncunianannnnal 648 | 196,740,749| 47.304 | 112,007,344 
167 | 239,082,749 | 2812 2 10,799,916 





1 Decrease. 2 Increase. 


I have a right to say to the consumer that when you amalga- 
mate these great concerns into one combination, decrease the 
number of employees, increase the stock with all the water it 
will carry, increase the value of their output by the millions, 
we correctly charged that, under your Republican theory of 
government that has bred this nest of commercial conscripts 
which you confess you are unable to exterminate, they do in- 
crease the cost of living to the millions of consumers. 
plause on the Democratic side.] You say that to take off the 
tariff will not affect these criminal combinations or reduce the 
price of their commodities. Well, I will tell you what we can 
do and what we are going to do—we are going to dissolve the 
copartnership between them and this Government that you 
have created and let the trusts violate the law on their own 
responsibility. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Is that 
not worth while trying? Is this country so far in the vicelike 
grip of these corporations that there is no relief from them? 
You confessed to the people your inability to control the situ- 
ation, and the people have commissioned the Democratic Party 
to try it. I know you say you have prosecuted the Beef Trust, 
and a greater farce comedy was never enacted by any court 
of justice. These are the legitimate fruits of a prohibitive pro- 
tective theory. Protection is an unjust civic principle, because 
its. fullest development depends upon discriminating between 
citizens of a common country. Any system of economics or 
any element entering into such a system that reaches its fullest 
development in the civil state by prejudicing the interests and 
rights of one class of citizens in favor of another class is an 
imperfect and unjust system. Protection, in its essence, is 
Socialism, because it implies a benefit to one class of citizens 
by taxing another class to produce the benefit for which the 
citizen receiving the benefit gives no compensation. The greater 
the scope you give to a protective tariff the wider the injustice 
and the more exclusive it becomes with its benefits. You gen- 
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tlemen across the aisle stand for and defend a character of 
government under this iniquitous theory of absolute protection 
that permits these vast unlimited capitalized combinations to 
crush out small competition in trade as remorselessly and with 
as much apparent satisfaction as a wild beast crushes and 
devours its prey. You permit and encourage, as a part of your 
System, these immense concerns to scatter ruin and disaster 
in their pathway when honest citizenship attempts to compete, 
unless they capitulate and yield to their demands. 

No Republican in this House has risen and denounced the 
covert threat of these great organizations to create a national 
stress in business if the Democratic Party seeks to enact legis- 
lation touching their interests. No Republican has condemned 
the cowardly act of the American Steel Co. in the Birmingham 
district in Alabama turning hundreds of men out of employ- 
ment. The act could have had but one purpose, and that was 
to terrorize and bulldoze the Democratic Party into a surrender 
of its purpose to revise the steel schedule. Your attitude to- 
ward and sympathy with this concern and those of its kind 
may be inferred by the country from your conduct. 

What is the duty that the Democratic Party owes the coun- 
try? In the political clearing house the Republican Party has 





| been discounted and charged off so far as the tariff is concerned. 


| along sectional lines. 


[Ap- | Pay 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] The people issued a new 
proclamation in 1910, and they demand that patriotism shall 
be above party and party alignment, and that the good of all 
the people shall be first in the mind of the citizen. Stand- 
patism must learn that a blind and fatuous idolatry of a party 
name is not a license to usurp the rights of the people and de- 
stroy personal liberty of trade. The time has come when the 
demagogue can not fan into sectional hate and prejudice for 
his own selfish ends the firing on Fort Sumter. A new align- 
ment of the electorate of this people is at hand, and it is not 
The evangel that shall call the people 
in the future will be the evangel of equity and justice. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

But, Mr. Chairman, I want to make an observation or two 
on a new theory of economics proposed in this House by the 
distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. Htnps]. In a pessi- 
mistic speech on the Canadian reciprocity that gentleman an- 
nounced a doctrine so at variance with the history of the whole 
Anglo-Saxon race that it ought not to go unchallenged—a doc- 
trine that would turn backward the wheels of industrial and 
social progress of this Republic; a doctrine shocking to a man 
who believes and wants to know that his country is a world 
power in the opening dawn of this twentieth century. I do not 
desire to misquote him, so I read from the Recorp, beginning 
at the closing paragraph on page 290: 

INDEPENDENCE OF THE FARM HOME AND ITS RBLATION TO MANUFACTURES, 


A century ago the farm home was more preeminently the unit of 
civilization than to-day. It was almost independent within itself. The 
father and sons tilled the fields, cared for the cattle, and especially the 
sheep, while the mother and daughters kept the house and spun and 
wove the clothing. The daughters were the spinsters, and to this day 
an unmarried woman, whether she dwell in humble cottage or princely 
castie, is a spinster—living monument of the old independence of the 
farm home. In process of time the factory has taken over the family 
industries, as well as most of the village trades. The farmer and his 
family devote themselves to the simpler products, the raw materials; 
and after their own food supply is secure, must sell enough surplus to 
for the manufactured goods, professional services, and so forth, 
which are needed to satisfy their wants and tastes It is obvious that 
if all in the world were farmers, there would be no people to buy the 
surplus. It is evident, then, that there must be other people, not en- 
gaged in farming, to buy and consume this surplus of the farmer, els: 
he will be unable to purchase manufactured articles It seems most 
consistent with reason that these other people who are to purchase the 
farmer’s surplus should be his own neighbors, or, at least, of his own 
Nation or region, and especially those of his neighbors who are engaged 
in manufacturing the very articles which he needs to buy. And it is 
evident that both farmers and artisans will be most prosperous and the 
happiest when there are enough farmers to take the artisan’s goods at 
a fair price, and enough artisans, professional men, and so forth, to 
take the farmer’s surplus at a fair price. 

EQUILIBRIUM BETWEEN AGRICULTURE AND MANUFACTURES 


This brings us to the question of proportion, or equilibrium, of manu- 
factured and agricultural products. And it is right here on this point 


that the whole situation likely to be created by this reciprocity treaty 
develops itself. Our manufactures, syndicated as they are by trusts 
and associations, are easily controllable and do not tend to run into 


an overproduction, disastrous to profits on capital or the wages of labor. 
But the farms, being an aggregation of homes, disorganized, and each 
impelled by its own necessities, tend constantly to overproduce. And 


this overproduction becomes disastrous unless the l\{mitation of acreage 
possible to be cultivated intervenes to parent. Therefore the element 
of prime importance in this discussion is the relation of acreage to the 


capacity of the home market furnished by the nonagricultural classes 
And this is the definition of equilibrium, the new Utopian 
philosophy of economics. Equilibrium means stagnation, com- 
mercial paralysis. It means the destruction of commercial ac 
tivity. The only country believing in and practicing the theory 
of equilibrium between agriculture and mechanical production 
is China, and she has followed it for 40 centuries. It means a 
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country without a commeree and without the greatest possible 
civilization, for commerce is the mightiest civilizing power in 
the world. The gentleman yearns for the independence of the 
“bomespun and flax-wheel period,” the time when the farmer 
must produce only what surplus his neighbor can consume and 
the manufacturer only what his farmer friend can take. Those 
were the times when the farmer teok his surplus wheat or pork 
50 miles to market and slept under his wagon on the road both 
ng and going. Those were the days of pencheon fioors 
and greased paper window lights. 
kind of 
there 


Col 


independence and equilibrium? Under this new theory 
is an overpreduction in agriculture if the local manufac- 


turer can not use it, and the production ought to be limited, so | 


he says, when in the markets ef the world are the hungry mil- 
lions asking for bread. 
there are hungry mouths to feed. That is a narrow and selfish 
policy that shuts the doors of the graneries of the Egypt of this 


| 


APRIL 29. 


I represent a district through which more than 40 ; 
of all transcontinental roads pass. Last year they carri 
the interior of this country more than 250,000,000 tons of 
produced in the shops and on the farms. The spreadi 
of agricultural richness in northern Indiana, unsurpass 
tility and grandeur, constitute the home of a great 
and happy people. 
their own toil. 


Luxury and magnificence is thei) 
Her cities are scattered closely 


| than 130 miles of territory, out of the chimneys of \ 


Great God! do we want that | 


eontinent in the face of the world when men are crying for | 


bread. Last year we exported 1,800 million: 
and mechanical products, a very large portion of it coming from 
the farm direct to the coast and much of it being the raw ma- 
terial for the manufacturer. As against this theory of equanim- 
ity that would take our foreign trade from the ocean, let me 
say that if the farmer did not export his products, stimulate 
our manufactures, and thereby induce imports this country 
would go into the hands of a receiver under the present system 
ef collecting revenue. I come from the greatest agricultural 
section im this country. 
Indiana than they raise in the entire State of Maine. 


of agricultural | 


; nomic heresy. 


We raise more corn in a township in | 
Indiana | 


took the sweepstakes in the world’s contest, not only for the | 
best and most perfect corn, but for the greatest production to | 


the single acre. . 

The 12 upper Mississippi Valley States produce six-tenths of 
all the agricultural products of the United States. We raise 
our share of the 3,000,000,000 bushels of corn in the United States 
and we want a market for it. The gentleman says they have 
abandoned their farms in Maine and gone into the truck busi- 
ness, and we must not raise any more corn than we can sell 
to “our neighbors or to our Nation, or in this region.” If this 
equilibrium teeter board philosophy is to be adopted, lock up 
the Panama Canal. through which we were to have opened 


up our trade with the South American Republics. If this policy | 


is to rule, take down the customhouses and abandon the seas. 
If this political heresy is to obtain, tell the world we have no 
use for the open door to the trade of China and Japan. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.} Take out the maximum and 
minimum tariff section of the Payne bill and abandon your 
colonial. policy in which you have embarked. Such a policy 
would stifle and destroy our commerce, and as an economic 
theory, in its fullest analysis, has no more stability than a 
cob house in a Kansas cyclone. My friend says that his theory 


has not been heard from among English-speaking races since | 


the time of the Napoleonic wars. It is to be hoped that it will 
not be heard from for another century. To brace up this 
propaganda its auther says that the English statesmen recom- 
mend a tariff on agriculture. Who are the English statesmen? 
They are the English high-tariff leagues, headed by Sir Joseph 
Chamberlain. This was in a report on social economics, so I 
am informed, from which this gentleman quoted, and Mr. Cham- 
berlain undertook to change the current of English doctrine 
that had prevailed fer a century. He saw our cutlery in Shef- 
field. He saw shoes made in this country on the counters of 
English shopkeepers. He saw our cotton cloth on the shelves 
ef English merehants. He knew the English colonies that 
England had seattered ocean wide in both hemispheres were 
buying more goods made by us than from the mother country. 
He tried to obstruct our trade, just as the gentleman from 
Maine is trying to do now, by erecting a wal! that we could not 
get over. Why should England lay an import duty on the 
bread that she must buy abroad—lay a tax on the bread that 
goes into the children’s mouths? A suicidal policy. Let me 
remind the gentleman who advances the new dogma that in 
all the history of the race no nation ever attained prominence 
without a great export trade. Our trade abroad is second only 
to that of the British Empire, that carries to every harbor on 
the globe a part. of two and one-half billions of trade. We 
reached the enormous export trade last year of $1,800,000,000. 
We gained this last February—February, 1911—over February, 
1910, $51,387,775; and if we shall continue to make that gain 
for the entire year we shall gain more than $600,000,000, and 
we shall sell to the nations of the world from the farm and 
factories more than $2,400,000,000 worth. And that, too, after 
a Democratic Congress was elected for the express purpose of 
revising our fiscal policy. 


tories the belching smoke clouds the “sky by day, an 
her furnace fires light up the heavens like the bonfi: 
come to the returning victor of a Roman conquest.” 
this thing the “man from Maine” would change 


| theory of equilibrium to save the truck patches aro 
There ean be no overproduction when | 


land. [Laughter and applause.}] Such a policy wo 
the value of every acre of corn Iand and every ac 
land in the United States. Consider but for a m 
cotton States in the South that produce the cotton 
limiting its growth and commerce to conform ti 
equilibrium. Think of the 12 upper Mississippi \V: 
that produce, as I said before, six-tenths of all our 
that constitute the meat and bread basket of the cont 
ing in their mighty conquest for trade for the evolut 
theory of equilibrium! No Anglo-Saxon community 
for itself and its country ever indorsed or practice 
Such a teaching strikes at the very 
agricultural supremacy ; and yet this sophistry was aj 
the minority contingent as a wise exhibition of si 

Let me say to the farmer who is inclined to fear th 
the reciprocity bill that of the eighteen hundred 1 
port trade we had last year more than twelve hundr 
of it was foodstuffs from your farms. What would 
that vast amount if you did not have a foreign marke 
to sell it? Why not open up trade relations with 9,0 
new customers just across the line for a part of thi 
stead of carrying all of it over seas? Of what v: 
export beef, pork, and mutton—the finished product 
farms—if you have no market for it? 

Give us a broad, liberal, unrestricted market 
genius, thrift, and skill of the American citizen ca 
race for supremacy in trade without a hobble or han 
petition with Canada! We have developed 92,00 
ulation in less time than Canada has developed a jx 
8,000,000. We have accumulated one hundred and thi 
of capital while Canada has accumulated ten billions 
ditional market that comes to this 92,000,000 of peo) 
their opportunities for trade. It is said that we «1 
this free list as a salve to the wounds we have ini! 
the farmer. Let me show you how seriously the far 
wounded under the present trade agreements beiv 
and ourselves, which no man denies are against h 
your attention to the increase of trade with Ca 
month of February, 1911, just passed with that of | 
1910—a comparison for just one single month. 
Canada in February, 1910, and in February, 1911, a 


oe | 


\\ 





February 


Electrical machinery 
Tron and steel......... 


Agricultural implements. ..................cccceceeeeeeeee | $264, 994 


1 In 8 months ending February, 1911, 1,717,253 bushels. 

Do these figures look like calamity to our trade with © 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] The men who oppes 
reciprocity pact are opposing tie free-list bill, not so L 
the theory that it will injure any class of citizens, but | 
it is a blow at the exclusiveness of high protection. Li 
have a word on the wheat question. Wheat‘is one of the ©! 
est cereal products of the United States. We produce 
wheat than any other country in the world. Then, in the or 
of their production, come Russia, France, India, Austria- 
gary, and Canada. Liverpool is the world’s market for the 
plus of all these countries, and it fixes the price of that sur 
brought there, and that price governs the price of what we c 
sume at home. The price of wheat in New York, Paris, 








1911. 








cow, Vienna, and Bombay, for their respective countries, under 
norn al conditions is the Liverpool price, less the cost of trans- 
nortation, insurance, brokerage, and other proper charges. 

Every man against the reciprocity agreement denied that 
proposition, and he did it in the face of every respectable author- 
ity and in the face of the actual fact. They were compelled to 
deny it, because to admit that the Liverpool market fixed the 
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price, both in our market and Canada, meant the abandonment | 


of the argument, For the purpose of securing the most reliable 
information on this point, yesterday I telegraphed to the Win- 
nipeg Chamber of Commerce and the Chicago Chamber of Com- 


merce this inquiry: “ What is the cash price of wheat to-day in | 
I have | 


your market and on what basis is this price fixed.” 


received answers to these telegrams, and they are as follows: 


CHIcaGo, ILL., April 26, 1911. 
Cyrus CLINE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
One and two red, 91. Liverpool and Continental markets prominent 
factors in establishing values, but do not control absolutely. 
J. C. F. Merrity, President. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 


Hon 


You are applauding a little too quick over there; wait until | 


you get another one: 
n WINNIPEG, MANITOBA, April 26, 1911. 
Cyrus Curing, M. C., 
Washington, D. C.: 
One red winter 90 cents on basis Liverpool; our 1 northern, 94. 
our prices generally based on Liverpool markets. 
store Fort William, 


All 
Those prices are in 
N. BAwLr. | 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Let me submit a proposition¢hat a boy in the first year of his 
high school ought to have no difficulty with. Granted that both 


| rectly informed. 





the United States and Canada are exporters of wheat and elimi- | 


nate the question as to how the price is fixed here, except that 
the price in the world’s market is governed by world-wide de- 
mand and supply. If Canada has two hundred millions of 
wheat for export and refuses to sell in the Liverpool market, 
and concludes to dump her surplus in our market, then is it 
not true that the world’s supply would be that much short and 
the price iv Liverpool go up corresponding to that shortage? 
What difference could it make, then, whether we market this 
surplus or whether Canada markets it, except so far as the 
facilities for shipping in one country or the other may affect 
its local market? A singular feature in this contest is pre- 
sented when the farmers in Canada are passing resolutions 
against the adoption of the reciprocity agreement for fear that 


the cheap wheat from the States will ruin their market, and | 


the American farmers are passing the same kind of resolutions 
for fear that the cheap wheat from Canada will destroy their 
market. 

I call your attention to the articles of the free list in this 
bill and the enormous value of the product of each of them for 
a single year: 


$9, 540, 824 


miterel SR iti sin cninnnenmceene 112, 707, 544 
sagging for cotton, sacks, and burlaps.__.......__-. 26, 031, 644 
Cotton ties, hoops, and band fron..._..........._._.. 12, 639, 953 
Leather, boots and shoes, harness and saddlery________ 493, 005, 263 
Barbed and other fence wire..................__... 113, 027, 205 
Freeh O00 ie een enoas 801, 757, 137 
Flour and grits, cereals, and bread_.........___.____ 713, 033, 395 
Lamber, Gt il Mi ec ec one 580, 022, 690 
Sewing SACRE) Seinen enciecconcens 20, 869, 547 

Ss Oe eee 2, 881, 945, 002 


bill are as follows: 

Salt, 11 cents per 100. 

Agricultural imprements, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Begging for cotton, sacks, and burlaps, 0.6 cent per square 
yard, 

Cotton ties, hoops, and band iron, 0.3 cent per pound. 

Leather, boots and shoes, harness and saddlery, 10 per cent 
ad valorem and up. 

Barbed ‘and other wire fencing, } cent per pound. 

Fresh and preserved meats, 1} cents per pound. 

Bacon and ham, 4 cents per pound. 
ane grits, cereals, and baked bread, 25 per cent ad valorem 

up. 

Lumber, $1.25 per thousand feet. 

Laths, 20 cents per thousand pieces. 

Shingles, 50 cents per thousand pieces. 

Sewing machines and parts thereof, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The rates of duty on these products have been high enough 
ws keep out all importations, practically, and consequently give 
te the producers power to fix the prices in a market where there 
S ho competition. The products of these few industries alone 
amount to the enormous sum of three thousand millions of dol- 


vil 


— 





lars in a single year, and every one of these articles enters into 
the daily use of the farmer and ultimate consumer. There is 
not an article in this list but what the manufacturer of it has 
been able to enter into combination to advance the price of the 
article. The truth of that statement is confirmed by the fact 
that these same organizations sell the same goods cheaper 
abroad than they sell them to the farmer at the very door of 
the manufacturing concerns, and no one denies it who is cor- 
We propose to remove the prohibitive rate on 
these goods and give the farmer competition for his money or 
compel these combinations to sell as cheap to the farmer as 
they do to the foreigner. 

What does it cost the Government to do this? We lose in 
revenue on importations that have gotten over the tariff wall 
with a few goods in these lines, behind which these combina- 
tions have been concealed, less, probably, than $10,000,000, but 
if we can reduce the price through competition, by putting these 
productions on the free list, by even 10 per cent of the duty now 


| levied under existing law, we can save the farmers and con- 


sumers of this country $300,000,000 a year. Is there a man 
representing an agricultural district that dares to withhold with 
his vote this benefit from the farmers in his district? The inquiry 
has been made why we did not amend the reciprocity measure 
by adding the free list as a separate section, if we were not 
playing politics. We did not for two reasons: We proposed to 
save the reciprocity measure by sending it to the Senate as it 
had been agreed upon by those who negotiated it, so as to insure 
its passage; and, secondly, we proposed to hand this free list 
up to you stripped of all conditions and compel you to elect 
whether you would stand by the farmer and the great con- 
suming class or whether you were against them and with these 
great commercial combinations. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] We did not propose to combine these bills and give you 
a chance to vote against both of them and protect these com- 
binations under the plea that we wanted to give the farmer 
Canadian competition in his wheat market for which you would 
not stand. The farmers of this country are going to have a 
record made, so that they may know where the men who 
represent them and volubly profess their friendship really 
stand. We propose to smoke you out and make you stand up 
and be counted. 

If you are for reciprocity and the free list, you ought to want 
these measures presented in such a way that both will pass. 
If you are against either of these measures, it does not come 
within your province to criticize the manner in which they are 
presented. I have no complaint to make against manufacturers 
or corporations that obey the law and do not violate it by com- 
bining in restraint of trade. This is a progressive age, and I 
recognize the benefits that flow to all classes of citizens through 
a thorough system in business methods. Honest capital and 
honest corporate interests that obey the law in the conduct of 
their business have nothing to fear from the Democratic Party. 
We are their friends and want to protect their business by 
giving to them all the encouragement that legislation can pro- 
vide, if such legislation creates no favoritism. We know and 


| understand that the small business interests of the country are 





| is a patriotic preservation of that liberty. 


as tired of commercial domination as the common people are. 
We know that they are with the Democratic Party. Their rights 
shall not be prejudiced by any unfair legislation. 

The United States, more than any other nation, is self-sup- 
porting. The very vastness of her territorial expanse, the multi- 


| plicity of her industries, the interdependence of the millions 
The rates of duty on these articles under the Payne-Aldrich | 


engaged in them but serve to exaggerate the demand that there 
shall be fair and equal legislative treatment to all. The sov- 
ereignty of the Nation rests with the people; they can not long 
suffer injustice and wrong that legislation can correct, if they 
but will it so. The great problem of the age is to keep in 
steady and equal march all the heterogeneous forces that make 
for our national life. Commercial favoritism by governmental 
agency must cease, 

The great Democratic Party is the sure refuge of every hum- 
ble citizen as well as the possessor of wealth. The Anglo-Saxon 
race has struggled for personal liberty for a thousand years, and 
at last finds its surest type a nation on “the crown of all the 
continents of the world” and the conservator of the personal 
liberty of every race. The greatest duty God ever gave to man 
[Loud applause. } 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. Martin]. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate 
the courtesy of the gentleman from Pennsylvania in yielding me 
liberal time on this debate from the fact that while I agree with 
my Republican colleagues as to the principle of protection, and 
as to the policy that ought to contro! in the application of that 
principle to all American industries, yet I can not agree with 
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many of them, probably not the majority of them, as to what 
ought to be the attitude of Members of Congress representing 
agricultural States toward this particular measure. 

Now that a minority of high-protection Republicans have 
joined with the majority of free-trade Democrats to place all 
agricultural products on the free list so far as our great 
competitor to the north, Canada, is concerned, it is not an easy 
matter for a Republican who believes implicitly in scientific 
protection as defined in the Chicago national platform of 1908, 
to keep his bearings at all times in this Chamber. [Applause 
on the Republican side.) 

I certainly shall not oppose the course of the Democracy in 
this bill to administer some free-trade medicine to the high- 
tariff manufacturer protectionists on this side of the Chambcr, 
and the probability is that when the time comes for me to cast 
a vote on this measure the vote will be in accordance with that 
suggestion. 

I trust I shall make it plain before I shall have consumed the 
hour yielded to me that if, perchance, I should record a vote in 
favor of this measure it will not be because I believe it will 
bring any great direct benefits to the farming population of the 
United States, but rather that it may bring some confusion, 


which I think it due, to the high protectionists who are inter- | 


preting the policy of protection to mean a high protection upon 
the articles manufactured in their districts and no protection 
upon the rest of the industries of the country. A man who 
stands on the Chicago platform and believes that for the first 


time in history a scientific definition has been evolved that | 
ought to control the application of the principle of protection to | 


all American industries is, since the passage of the so-called 
Canadian reciprocity agreement and the introduction of this 
pending legislation, figuratively speaking, between the devil 
and the deep sea. It is more than likely that I shall conclude 
between these alternatives, neither of which I take easily to, by 
taking a plunge temporarily into the Democratic deep sea of 
free trade. But in doing so it will not be because I enjoy the 
cold bath by any means, but that I may take down with us 
as we are going down the second time some high protectionist 
Republicans who have forgotten the principles that ought to be 
observed in applying protection to American industries. 

A man was very much disturbed and broken of his sleep by 
the perpetual howling of a dog under his window outside. His 
wrath finally reached a pitch where he could stand it no longer. 
He jumped from his bed and, without making a proper toilet 
for the cold winter night, rushed out and succeeded in grab- 
bing the dog. “There,” he said, “you brute; I will hold you 
here until you freeze to death.” He in a measure succeeded, 
but he got extremely cold himself. [Laughter.] I had a 
client—a farmer—whose crop was destroyed by a hailstorm. I 
happened to be driving down in his neighborhood shortly there- 
after and was very much shocked by the evidence of devasta- 
tion upon all sides. He was a plain German, with clear intel- 
lectual processes, but with imperfect English. In describing 
one of his predicaments, where he had tried to reach the barn 
from the house in the midst of the storm, he said: “A hail- 
stone the size of my fist struck me on the head and knocked me 
sensible.” 

Mr. Chairman, I think some Massachusetts Foss Republicans 
who have come to the conclusion that protection is made for 
them alone and not for the great Northwest and the farming 
industry, wherever it is being carried on, would be benefited by 
a halistorm. [Laughter and applause.] It is an heroic case, 
requiring heroic remedies. I have great hopes that a cold- 
water plunge, a hard frost, and a hailstorm may bring some of 
our Republican brethren to their senses. 

You may say that retaliation is not a high order of states- 
manship. It is sometimes the only effectual statesmanship. 
The boot and shoe interests and the leather interests were ex- 
tremely Glamorous for free hides. They got free hides in the 
Payne bill, but the prices of boots and shoes and leather prod- 
ucts are maintained at the old standards. The same inter- 
ests are now exceedingly anxious to try the free-trade experi- 
ment on the balance of the products of the farm. My idea is 
that it will be instructive to try the free-trade experiment on 
boots and shoes and on some other manufactured articles at the 
same time. This will hasten our return to Republican sanity 
and fair play. 

it was particularly unfortunate, from a Republican stand- 
point—and I will be frank in all I have to say—that following 
the splendid progress that had been made in the enunciation 
of the scientific basis for the application of protection in the 
Chicago platform, following the legislation that the Republicans 
were seeking against Democratic opposition to place perma- 
nently on the statute beoks in the form of a law which would 
aid in the carrying out of that application to all industries by 
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the creation of a permanent Tariff Board, which in 
tial way would gather the facts as to all American 
and the difference in the cost of production of all « 
here and abroad—lI say it was, to say the least, unfort 
the standpoint of the country and certainly from the 
of Republicanism—that in the very initiative of the 
of that policy we should be confronted with a bill ; 
so-called Canadian reciprocity bill, which proposed, 
and spur, to immediately pass legislation seriously aft. 
basis of our greatest industry, agriculture, without a 1 
our Tariff Board as to the difference in cost of product 
two countries of the articles to be affected by this 
and far-reaching agreement. 

Ve were expected to legislate upon that agreeny 
investigation, and the suggestion was made that as | 
schedules—the woolen or the cotton or the man 
schedules generally—it would be in good form if 
wait until the facts could be collected by the Tariff 2 

It was entertaining this afternoon to hear the gent 
Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] plead for delay in the co 
of the bill now pending until the Tariff Board could i 
the facts affecting the cost of production of jute. 
certain iron and steel products that this bill would 
free list. His counsel against destroying or crippling 
ican industry without knowledge of the facts was 1 
pathetic. But he and some other Republicans from 
turing districts, equally inconsistent, when the Ca: 
first passed the House, were not restrained in thei 
farm products on the free list by the considerati 
Tariff Board had made no repor® on the facts. No 
upon this great question was furnished us by 1 
agents who negotiated this remarkable agreement 
the United States, and none was offered from our 1: 
Between the first and second passage of the bill ¢! 
House a report of the Tariff Board was obtained. 
brought forth by a corkscrew process in the form of : 
from the Senate of the United States asking for thi: 
tion. And when it was placed before this Congress { 
sideration it appeared that there was a great differ 
cost of the production of agricultural products in C 
in the United States amounting to at least 20 per cent in ! 
lower cost of production in Canada than in this country. 

It is indeed unfortunate that a piece of legislation r 
completely in class and sectional advantage should | 
forced through this body almost without consideratio: 
is simply class legislation, if not apparent to every \! 
this body, will become so by the merest perusal of t! 
both sides of this Chamber upon the question. It 
ease of the city dweller against ‘the farmer, the « s 
against the country districts. Take our neighboring Stu 
Minnesota, for example. Nine high-minded Members | 
the constituencies of Minnesota upon this floor. Thres 
hail from city districts—Minneapolis, St. Paul, 

Six of them come from the districts over the bala 
State. The three from the city districts, representing t! 
ment, as they believe, of the people in those districts 
recorded in favor of the reciprocity agreement. ‘Tlic 
the country are all against it. One of them is 2 De 
a member of the Committee on Ways and Means, 21d \ 
involves partisan politics, he is not able to blind his e) 
fact that this is a sectional measure. It is a contr 
tween country life and city life, and this House ! 
record as supporting the city side of that propositi 

in our history when, if there ought to be one Amer 
more prominent than another on both sides of this ' 
which ought to be espoused independent of politics, it 
well-conceived policy that will check the mad rush 0! 
tion from the country to the cities. 

Now, my friends, I see no reasonable expectation t 
will be any modification of this Canadian pact unless 
fied before it becomes a law. Once fixed, in my opin! 
have to remain until it is repealed. It is perfectiy ¢ 
the people of the north, the Canadians, have obtai! 
agreement all that they desire in the adjustment of t 
tions between the two countries. Perhaps your atte! 
already been called to an extract from the speech of | 
John Charlton made in the Canadian Parliament 
which, referring to the great prosperity of the United 
and the great disadvantage of Canada in business relat 
tween the two countries, he spoke as follows: 

The American policy has been applied not only to us but to 
world. The object of the United States has been to sel! all th 
sibly conld of the products of its soil and its mills and its w 


and to buy just as little as it could from other countries, and t! 
ing as much of the balance of trade in its own favor a8 possivic 


| 
mel, 


result has been that the balance of trade in favor of the United Sta 
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to $600,000,000 against the whole world—$71l, 

sinst Canada. That is a good thing for the United States 

| be her policy as long as the rest of the whole world will 
r to do it, but it is not a good thing for us. 


coes on to say: 


hing must be done to change the trade relations that exist be 
» Tnited States and Canada. Free trade in natural products 
ford a reasonable adjustment. Nothing short of this will do it, 
- condition of free trade of natural products must be granted 
United States without a solitary concession from Canada fur- 
, it has already made. We can not afford any more. 


amounted 


present trade agreement gives to Canada precisely what 
losed by that statement as being desired by Canada, and 
nly no reasonable man can expect at any time to get more 
fi rable concessions from Canada than in this agreement unless 
obtained here and now before this legislation is concluded by 
two Houses of Congress. 
rhis campaign in favor of a new trade policy with Canada, 
ie from such infiuence as may have been brought into the 
ampaign in the interest of the great newspapers of the country 
who were not satisfied with what they were obtaining in the 
; of print-paper concessions in the Payne-Aldrich Act, has 
heen brought about and promoted in large part, and almost en- 
ly, upon the outery against the high cost of living. We 
it make the same complaint against the high cost of dying 
against the high cost of liy 
are living in times of great prosperity. High prices 
always prevail in eras of prosperity. Eras of low prices have 
ays been eras of hard times, and instead of adopting the 
iev of bringing down the general prosperity to a lower level, 
‘ourse of statesmanship would have been to adopt a policy 
that would lift the scale of wages of the wage earner and of men 
on fixed salaries, up to a level of the great era of prosperity in 


no 


Line 


which we are living. 

We, following the Democratic leadership, have started upon 
the other course, the killing of the goose that lays the golden 
eggs, instead of a more equitable distribution of the eggs. 


There can be no doubt that the agreement with Canada, if 


adopted in its present form, will work some degree of injury 





to the great agricultural interests of the country. To what ex- 
tent and with what measure of disaster it might apply we can 
only guess. I think it would be difficult to find any subject 


whick so much sophistry has been spent as upon the effort 
by the friends of this pact to show that, in the first place, the 
American farmer will not have to take any lower prices for his 
lities, but that the American consumer would be bene- 
fited as the result. 

The truth is, if we can safely anticipate the truth, that the 
very reverse of that is likely to happen under the bill in its 
present form. The American farmer will be compelled to take 
] his commodities; but it is, indeed, extremely doubtful 


ess for 
whether any portion of that reduction will filter through for 
the benefit of the ultimate consumer. As long as the middle- 


men in this country are organized to appropriate whatever 
additional advantage may arise from a lower purchase price 
the consumer is not likely to reap the benefits. 


| 


In the case of the reduction recently of the rates in the wood- | 


‘ 


priated the reduction. When we placed a reduction of prac- 
ly $2.75 per ton on wood pulp in the Payne-Aldrich bill, 


‘ 


it 


was anticipated it would bring about a reduction in the price 
of print paper in this country. My information is that exactly 
t! everse has been the case, and the price of print paper to 
the consumers of that product is higher to-day than it was 
When the Payne-Aldrich bill was passed. 
Mr. KAHN. Two dollars and twenty-five cents. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. My understanding is that 
the final effect of it is $2.75; but that is unimportant. 

. But it is said, and by so able a gentleman as the gentleman 
‘rom Massachusetts [Mr. McCatt], that the price of wheat in 


tl 's country is fixed by Liverpool and not by the competition in 
this country. I questioned the gentleman from Massachusetts 
on that subject when he was on the floor. Some of you may 
remember that I asked him, if the price of wheat is fixed, not 
m the United States but in Liverpool, whether the passage of 
‘his Canadian reciprocity agreement would affect the price of 
Wheat in this country; and his reply was: 


)vhen I say the price of wheat is fixed in Liverpool, of cour: 
y popularly correct. 


Whatever that may mean. 

rhe price of wheat is fixed, 

Said he, 

Vompared with the world’s demand and the world’s supply. 

- ane on fact about this price of wheat in Liverpool? Is 

Of a ore) necessary that when we approach the discussion 
“ great economic question we must abandon our common 





> that is 


pulp schedule in the Payne bill the Paper Trust simply appro- | 


sense and our usual methods of reasoning? The United States 
produces 700,000,000 bushels of wheat every year It consumes 
600,000,000 bushels, shipping about 10 000,000 bushels to other 
countries. The price of wheat in Liverpool may have a very 
marked effect upon the price of that 100,000,000 bus! that 
must be sold outside of the United States, but the price of the 
600,000,000 bushels that must be consumed in the United States 
Ww lepend upon the competition that Amer m las 
to supply the 600,000,000 bushels. If Livery it wheat 
and import it into the United States, she might beco1 om 
petitor in this market and have eth ut 
would be the price of that 600,000,000 bush 
But as long as we have an export the price of t we export 
will necessarily be controlled very much by tl et; 
and if you look through the Liverpool, Win me 
apolis market reports upon wheat from time to t ‘yo ll 
find that it is very rare indeed that the price 
Liverpool is sufficiently higher than the price of the 
grade of spring wheat in the United States to pern f ex 
portation at all. It requires a difference of price in favor o 
Liverpool of at least 15 cents before the American farme1 
get his No. 1 hard wheat into the Liverpool market, and sé 
tables, prepared by our own Tariff Board, I find that hue 
entire year 1910 there was not a month, according to the of! ! 
figures here given, when the difference in price betwe the 
United States and Liverpool upon that grade of wheat was sucl 
as to justify its exportation at all. During the one month of 
July, 1910, the price of wheat of that grade was actually higher 
in the United States than in Liverpool. 
That old saw about the price of wheat being fixed in Liver 
pool, and not in the competitive market where it is used, I have 
had handed out to me in debating clubs since I was a boy [t is 
so old and ancient and unphilosophic that it has not only whis 
kers, but gray, shaggy whiskers upon it. [Laughter.] rhe 
price of wheat consumed in this country is never fixed in Liver 
pool, although it may be somewhat influenced by it, until a time 
when that price is such that Liverpool could be 1e, in a sense 
a competitor in supplying what we consume here at home. On 
the other hand, if you examine these same tables, pre ed by 
our Tariff Board, you will find that the difference in pri be 
tween Winnipeg and Liverpool, from month to month, generaliy 
represents just about the difference in freight that it yuld 
take to carry a bushel of wheat from Winnipeg to Live l 
That country produces vastly more than it can consume, and 
therefore Canadian wheat is much more influenced by the 
market in Liverpool than is the wheat grown in the United 
States. ; 
But I have taken too much time in the discussion of x 
matters in detail. I believe in a protective policy in the adjust 
ment of tariff rates in the United States. If I were to le} 
take to state my reasons therefor you would say that the re 
academic. That may be true, but I believe, my Republican 
friends, that this is one of the times when academic principles 
and fundamental doctrines had better be tried out befor 
make radical changes in the basis of a great industry 
I was pleased to hear the speech of the gentleman from M 
nesota [Mr. Hammonp]. I think it was as fair a statement 
the fundamental differences between the Democratic doctt of 
a tariff and the Republican doctrine of a tariff as « i be 
made. The gentleman reminded you Democrats on that | 
as I like to remind my Republican colleagues on this sid hi 
a great part of the discussion which we engage in wit ucl 
| heat, not only in these legislative debates but Iso upon the 
stump, is a mere confusion of terms. When you place 

upon any article that is or can be produced in this « 
whether you call that a tariff for revenue or a t fi 

tection, it in effect is a protection upon that commodit 

amount of the tax, and any other statement is a mere | 
over definitions and terms. If I am engaged i 

industry in the United States, if I am engaged J 
dustry in the United States, and as between the | ed § es 
and our main competitor in that article of pr r 
rate is placed upon the commodity, as, for ex: L' 
bushel on wheat or 50 cents a barrel on flout 
American market in that commodity just to t extent, 

you call it a tariff for revenue or a tariff for pi 

And right here is the essential difference be een t 
cratic and Republican theories of the tariff. We must 
$300,000,000 per year by tariff duties to help pay t f 
of Government. The Democrats ignore the tect 
ciple and would apportion rates to different artic! ( th 
a view to their revenue-producing quality. Re 
raising the revenue, would apportion the rate 1 a2 manner to 
foster and protect all industries that can be fita carried 


on in this country. 
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There are disadvantages and perils in the protective system 


as well as great advantages, and it has become incumbent upon | 


us as members of the Republican Party to eliminate, so far 
as practicable, those perils and dangers from the system. The 
perils of protection—and they grow out of any tariff, no matter 
what you call it—are, first, the difficulty of preventing protec- 
tion which is too high, and, secondly, the fact that if the pro- 
tection is too high, it encourages the formation of trusts or 
combinations in the United States to control that particular 
line of industry. Primarily it has been the Republican doctrine 
that protection was made, in its chief purpose, for infant indus- 
tries. Yet we find in practice that an industry may grow gray 


it will be done under protest; and we have not always, as 


Republicans, exercised the proper judgment and firmness in | 


scaling down protective rates which have become too high 
for the best good of the industry and the people of the country. 

When the conference committee was appointed by this House 
after the Payne bill had passed the House and gone to the 
Senate and had there been amended in many particulars, I 
made a brief address upon the floor of this House, not antici- 


pating, of course, that my view would control, but still stating | 


plainly my convictions upon the subject, that the Republican 


Party had undertaken, in the campaign, to hold out reasonable | 


assurances that the revision of the tariff which we were to 
make would be a revision downward; and I suggested, in the 


placed much lower in the House than in the Senate amend- 
ments, and many other schedules had been placed in the Senate 
lower than in the House—I suggested as a Republican policy 
that the conference committee, just as far as possible, should 
accept the lower rates where the Senate had made an amend- 
ment downward, and insist upon our rates when our rates were 
lower than the Senate rates. 

That may have been done in some instances. 
in all. 
spared the party much of the criticism that has since been made 
against the tariff act. It would have given us the pulp and 


It was not done 


newspaper interests. It would have saved the Republican Party 
from the absurdity of increasing the Dingley rates on cotton 
cloth. 

I made personally a very careful investigation of the changes 
that were made in the Senate upon the cotton-cloth schedule. 
Very full hearings were had before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. We have not an older manufacturing industry than the 
cotton industry. If I mistake not, the centennial anniversary 
of that great industry in this country is being celebrated this 
year, or will be. Witnesses came before the committee from 


the cotton mills of the South and the cotton mills of the North. | 
exception, | 


Overy witness before that committee, without an 
stated that that industry was in a healthy and normal condition ; 
that they did not need any increase of rates, but they asked 
that no reduction should be made. Amendments were made in 
the Senate which very much increased the rates upon countable 
eotton cloths, 
was made to get the schedule back again to the Dingley rates, 
with the result that when the conference report came in, while 
some slight modifications were made, the Republicans were 
placed in the absurd light upon a very important schedule of 
materially advancing the Dingley ra‘*es on an industry that 
every witness from the industry said ought not be increased; 
that they were large enough. 

It is not necessary for me to guess what influences made those 
changes. They were made, and our efforts to reduce them seemed 
ineffectual. When, in the face of that sort of proceeding on 
the cotton-cloth schedule, we see Members from districts very 
closely related to the cotton industries coming upon the floor of 
this House as ardent and active champions of a trade pact with 
Canada that will bring about free trade with our principal 
competitor upon farm products, there need be no surprise that 
the American farmer is hastening to the conclusion that some- 
thing is necessary to bring about consistency again upon the 
part of our Republican colleagues in the manufacturing districts. 
I said then, and I say again, that it is such instances of greed 
that bring the American protective tariff system into disrepute 
in the house of its friends. 

This particular bill will bring no great good to the farmer. 
The man who named this the farmers’ free-list bill had a yery 
fine sense of humor. The Canadian pact places all the products 
of the farm upon the free list, so far as Canada is concerned. 
This proposed farmers’ free-list bill in effect places all of his 
products upon a free-trade basis with the balance of the world. 
That is probably a logical justification for calling it the farmers’ 
free-list bill. 
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| serve the American forests. 


| forests would disappear from view. 


If that course had been generally followed it would have | 
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Agricultural implements are proposed to be placed 
free list. An American farmer would not use any othe; 
ments than those made in this country if he could get | 
ported free. The wooden plow of India or the agricul; 
chinery of most civilized countries, indeed, would } 
place upon an up-to-date American farm. It develo) 
debate to-day that already by the reciprocal exchane 
sion under the terms of the Payne bill we can now ¢& 
tural implements from Germany and from England fre 
and if there is any country in the world that would | 
to make any implements that an American farmer wou 


| this country and maintain his self-respect, it would | 
with age, and still when you reduce the tariff upon that industry | 


those. There were only $79,000 worth of agricult 
ments imported into the United States in 1910. W, 
this country the agricultural implements of the world, 
ing 1910 $28,000,000 worth of agricultural implements 
ported from the United States to other countries. T) 
that an American farmer can get out of that Dem: 
of free agricultural implements, under a condition in 
miy now come in from England and Germany free, is 
ble that he will never be able to realize it. 

Lumber is to be placed upon the free list. That y 
western farmers a little. We from the Middle West, 
have stood for free lumber. If in that we have se 
sis.ent, I think it can be argued that the question of f; 


| is one of high public policy; that is, there are othe: 
face of a condition whereby many of the schedules had been | 


tions surrounding it than that alone of tariff rates. [| is 
known that it has become a question of public yx 

A forest does not grow 
time; it takes generations to develop a forest. By « 
wasteful methods in this country, under private 
enterprise, we were fast reaching a point when thi 
A forest has + 
utilitarian purposes besides furnishing lumber. The 1 
the mountain is an ornamentation to the landscape: 
back the snow, fills the springs, and conserves the safi 
valley below. We are spending millions of dollars 


| an effort to conserve the American forests, and t! 
paper schedule in a form generally satisfactory to the great 


done because we have reached the place in our 4 
where it has become necessary in order that great 


| that enter into civilization and progress shall not 


from this country. 

Now, then, the reduction of the tariff upon lumber | 
a reduction to that extent, but the $1.25 upon lum 
now levied since the Payne bill went into operatio: 
significant element in determining the price of lumbe: 


| it is all applied directly to the purchaser of lumber. 1 


of lumber is inevitably high because of the conditions 
I have referred, and therefore I think it should be 1 
to invite free transmission of lumber from other cow 
ing great forests into our own, in order that we m 
the remaining forests as far as we can for the gener 
ing after us until other forests can be grown. That 
the self-interest of the American farmer. But it w 


| ing to compensate him for what he will suffer by reason 
Some of you know something of the effort that | 


into free-trade markets upon his great products. 

It is, indeed, a very narrow policy to throw a great \ 
industry, an industry which has in the value of its ca) 
money invested than all of our manufactures and 
railway capitalization combined, I say it is a very 
policy that will throw a great industry of that kind int 


ing protection upon manufactured products. I say it 
narrow, unrepublican, and, I believe, un-American po 

It is a very little consolation to the American far 
you have reduced, perchance, by sharp competition fr 
countries that can produce cheaper the profits of his | 
because usually 20 per cent in cost of production is | 
ence between prosperity and adversity—I say it is v 
consolation after in a measure you have injured t! 
prime industry of the United States to cheapen the 
tools the farmer works with. 

I do not believe, however, that this bill will at least 
diately seriously injure the American farmer beyond \ 
will already be injured by the Canadian pact, if it sha 
law. It is true that all grain products and all meat 
are placed on the free list. But under present econom 
tions in the United States, as compared with other coun! 
the world, it is at least doubtful whether we will attract" 
countries south of us—Australia, Argentina, and Mex’ 
sharp a competition upon meat products as to further 
the American price to the American producer. I find 
examination that we imported from all countries of tle 
during 1910 less than a million dollars’ worth of meat [P™ 
of all kinds—smoked meats, preserved meats, and fresh ! 











r. We only imported about $700,000 worth in 1910. 


-y mouths of continental Europe and Great 
ne. 0 10.000 worth. 

‘es SHACKLEFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 
«te MARTIN of South Dakota. I will yield to the gentleman. 
\~. SHACKLEFORD. I understand the gentleman in 
ee of putting up the home market so as to get a high price 


: ‘acricultural products. Does he think that it would be fair 


is 


the people to sell them their products at a very high price | 


ad to sell the surplus to foreign countries at a lower price? 
\f- MARTIN of South Dakota. Not at all. My view is that 
-~ important American industry that has suflicient dignity 
- its development as an American enterprise should be pro- 
ed to the extent of the difference in cost between the produc 
» abroad and at home, and the only question is how it shouid 
cnniied so as to get only a reasonable profit and still preserve 
edvantage to the American producer. But I certainly do 
vor any policy that would give any better opportunities to 
tha American producer of manufactured products than to the 
smerican producer of agricultural products. I simply say, as a 


ether hand, the United States exported to help feed the | 
Britain | 
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| 


- of fundamental American policy, if we are to abandon | 


rotective principle to American industries, considering the 

nitude of agriculture, its importance in this country—— 

r. SHACKLEFORD. But the gentleman does not come to 
int that I made. 


- MARTIN of South Dakota. Oh, iet me finish the sentence 


and then I will come to it. Considering the importance of 
Iture in this country, I say it should be the last indus- 


if we are to have an order of procedure, from which pro- 
ection should be removed. 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. In defending this home market and 
nloiting it as the gentleman does, is it the notion of the gen- 
xan that we should sell to each other, farmer to the manu- 
urer and artisan, and artisan and manufacturer in turn to 
he farmer, at higher prices than we sell the same products, 
her manufactured or natural, abroad? Do you want to sell 
ur home market at a higher price than you would sell our 
rplus for to a foreign market? 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 


rer 9 
iCi a 


¢ 





i 


I want the American manu- 
nd farmer to sell his product in the best market in the 
d, which is the American market. I want him to have a 
ittle advantage in getting into this market, because I insist 
we should have the American market primarily for the 

an producer. He is an American citizen, and we have a 
igher standard of living in this country than in any other coun- 
y. It is the best market in all the world. The internal com- 
rerce of the United States is as great as all of the foreign com- 

ce of all of the countries of the civilized world. 

{ say this market should be in the first place protected a 
ast to the extent of the difference in the cost of production 
re and elsewhere, making a liberal provision for the Ameri- 


nh wage earner, who ought, as an American citizen, to be paid | 


larger wage than any other citizen of the world, and he ought 
t to be thrown into competition with the labor of monarchical 


countries that do not undertake to have the high standards of | 


tizenship and living that we have. 
{ know in actual practice it is not possible always to ga 


uge 


se same implements sold to 
his Argentine, Canadian, or Russian competitor, who is selling 
with him in open competition at the Liverpool market? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. You can have an answer 
either way to that question, whatever side suits you best. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I suppose the gentleman will make the 
answer that suits him best. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. My answer is already made. 
I think the American farmer ought to be able to sell the prod- 
ucts produced in this country with a reasonable irgin of 
profit, and I say that if we apply the Republican coct e of 
protection as we have announced it, and apply it to each Amer 
ican industry, whether agriculture or manufacture, on the basis 
of the difference in cost of production here and clsewhere, with 
a reasonable margin of profit—a question not always « to 
determine, although I think in most instances the differ 
freight, particularly from Europe, will perhaps be a reas 
margin of profit—there will be no danger of the American yp 
ducer receiving an unreasonable price from the America i 
sumer. And I say, if we will apply the Republican dect » of 
protection as we have announced it in our platform, we w 
refuse to enact any legislation, as Republicans, that is not « 
sistent with this doctrine; we will eliminate the high ta 
that may apply to certain specific industries under the present 
schedules, and we will proceed with a successful rel: be 
tween all American industries, whether farm or factory 

Mr. CANNON, Will the gentleman yield to me for g 
gestion? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Just along that line. There is a hig] 
tax upon alcohol and a high internal tax upon whisky, 
tobacco, and upon cigars that the American consumer buys, yet 
the whisky that is made from the corn that is raised 
souri, when it is sent abroad, is relieved of a tax of $1.19 
gallon, or two dollars and something if it be alcohol, und 
system, and it has always been so. Last year, in round 
bers, $7,000,000 that was exported was relieved from the excise 
tax, and yet the gentleman from Missouri, perhaps, is n« ppy. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. May I also suggest to the gent! in 
reply to the question asked by the gentleman from } 
that the practice of selling a small proporti f t 
abroad is by no means an American institutio: It is « ! 
every nation in the civilized world, with a tariff or wi 
tariff; in fact, the expression “dumping process,” b: *h 
term this method is known, was invented to apply to fre le 
England. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I think entirely too n 
sought to be made by our Democratic opponent W y 
radical differences on the subject of the tariff 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Not until I ¢ throug h 
this sentence, then I will be glad to yield to anyone f tl 
fact that in certain isolated instances, and perhay] ul l, 
less is accepted for the surplus of a manufactured article 
abroad than at home. It is one of the exigencies of trad 
As any man of business knows, it is difficult at the end of the 

| year to dispose of his surplus if he has manufactured 


he manufactured output, for example, precisely to the local | 


demand, if an effort be made to do it. 


+ 


I know, furthermore, 


isely to the demand. The industrious American farmer 
ways raises all that he can of anything that he thinks will be 
value. Therefore, we have a surplus in this country. It 
cht to be our policy to continue to have a surplus in this 
ntry, and thereby, from the exigencies of the market, the 
manuf cturer will be glad to take from some foreign country a 
ower price for his surplus than he has succeeded in getting in a 
ve American market. 


turist, 

8 in the Liverpool market than he has obtained for what he 
4s sold in the American market. 
[t is nothing against the American system, it is nothing 
isainst the producer or the manufacturer of these articles. It 
‘s simply due to natural business conditions. We can afford to 
“es our accidental surplus in a foreign market for a quick 
return, éven though it does bring somewhat less than the pre- 
“ting prices for the portion of the commodity needed in this 


cour try. 


ir 


aie. SHACKLEFORD. The gentleman refers to our acci- 
“ental surplus. Dees he not think that we ought to have an 
“ntentional surplus both of manufactured and farm products, 
me does he not think it would be manifestly unfair to that 
Pee, for whom he assumes to be speaking this afternoon, to 

arge him for agricultural implements that he uses in raising 


© agricultural p ts Ss impossible to gauge s FD etal it i i 
products, it is impossible to gauge the supply | with farm products it is practically the same way. You 


There are many times when the agri- | 
the grower of wheat, accepts a less price for his sur- 


| he 


>» = 
ééed 


his wheat a higher price than 


Lait 








than can be consumed at home, and he sells, even at: l 
vantage, abroad in order that he may get in the realy mor ts 
set into operation active business for the coming year 


he sells grain 


as well criticize the farmer because 
abroad than at home. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina rose. 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Let me i 
You take the Liverpool market of wheat for th 
January, 1910, a year ago this last January. The 


Minneapolis of No. 1 hard, the average for tl 


$1.154. The price in Liverpool was $1.22, a dif 
64 cents. Now, if a bushel of No. 1 hard w 
rketed in that month by the American fa I 


would have lost the difference betv 
cents, which it would cost to get it 
would have put to the American mer tl 


ing the industry by selling his heat « 
home. There was no month during 1910 : \ 
farmer, who grows northern spring wheat, if 


Liverpool, would not have accepted a | 
the freight, than he would have gotte: 
month. 


Mr. JOHNSON of South Caroli: Mr. ¢ 1 
like to ask the gentleman a ques D ( 


lieve that a bushel of wheat ever went to er t 
was cheaper in Liverpoool than it { ' 











~m~ se 
wit 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Well, “ever” is a long 
time: and if it did, it was an economic mistake. 


Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Then it is not true he 
sells in Liverpool cheaper than in America. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I have just made the state- 
ment that any month of 1910 he would sell in Liverpool at a 
lower price than here. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
would or not, but—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I am not 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I said he would get a better 
price here—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of South 
export State—— 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I have yielded freely to the 
gentleman, and I do not care for the gentleman to make a speech 
in my time, but if he has a further question I will be happy to 
meet it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 
bales of cotton from the South, and we get for every bale of it 
in Europe more than we can get in America. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
that reason is a splendid protection for our southern brethren, 
and I do not criticize at all their advantage in it. I am glad 
for them. But the United States grows three-fourths of all the 


And he would accept it? 
I do not know whether he 





Carolina. I happen to live in an 
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If so, they ought to be put upon the free list, not | 
American farmer wants it to be done, but beca 
mentally, the principle of protection, that we as I 
subscribe to, has placed them there. I suppose a J) 


| free list—although some Democrats can better def 


We sell about 7,000,000 | 


There is reason for that, and | 


cotton of the world, and why should it sell any abroad unless it 


got as good a price as could be gotten here? On the other hand, 


we do not grow three-fourths of the wheat, and have only’ 


100,000,000 bushels more than we consume, and we have to seek 
a foreign market for a little of our product, and have to accept 
that price after we pay the freight. 


I do not wish to be misunderstood on the subject of Canadian 7 : ; mak 
| every able-bodied American a producer and give him a gj 


reciprocity. I said at the beginning of that controversy that I 
was favorable to the general idea of Canadian reciprocity, and 
I would be iv favor of either of two horns of a dilemma. I 
would be willing to have Canadian reciprocity on all American- 


produced products and Canadian-produced products upon the | 


principle of the Republican doctrine of protection, or difference | American citizens ought to be producers. 


| the Republican policy is that it has always kept our f: to 


in cost of production, whichever way it might be; or I would be 


| American producer. 


myself, for they have a consistent doctrine that 
should be adjusted simply for the purpose of raisi 

and the principle of protection should be lost sight of 

I suppose, logically, a Democratic free list would 
articles that the placing of a tariff upon them would dex 
their revenue-producing quality; that is, would 
portation. If there is any other Democratic idea 
served in a free list, we will find it out from 
definition. 

There are fundamental differences, my friends, | 
two parties upon this question, and as a Republican | ay 
ious that we shall not lose sight of these differences 
legislation which is pending and that may be brouz 
the consideration of both these legislative bodies. 

I concede that the Republican doctrine of protection js , 


Di 


primarily for the American producer instead of for the Ame 


can consumer. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. May I have 10 | 
more? 
Mr. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman 10 minutes 
The CHAIRMAN, 
utes more. 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I concede, I say, t 
Republican policy of protection has in view, first « 
Our theory is to encourage product 


| reward generously every man who will labor, either wi 


willing to accept the other alternative and have free trade with | 


‘anada on every product produced in the two countries. I am 
not opposed to either idea. I am opposed to a reciprocity, so- 
called, with Canada that gives free trade on the products of the 


hands or his head. Our theory, further, is that if you will: 


wage or price for his products he will be able to pu: 
that he can consume. 


Of what avail are low prices of living or of dying ify 


All American citizens are cons! 
And one adyu! 


have not the price? 


at work; it has kept everybody busy, and the rewards of 
fort and a good support have come to the man who w 


| The Republican policy has always worked well in experia 


farm, but retains our high protective duties on the products of | 


the factories. 

I am, in other words, opposed to a Canadian reciprocity that 
must be purchased at the cost of the disturbance and overthrow 
of our reciprocity here in the United States. 
shall have the same proper adjustment between the industries 
of the farm and of the factories as heretofore, and do not 
want them sacrificed to a scheme that will place one great 
industry on the free list while preserving a protective tariff 
upon the balance. 


Now, we as Republicans have long ago, I think, or at least | 


in* part, declared in favor of schedule-by-schedule revision 


of the tariff. > ly, v i lead ay one so, | 
the tari Certainly, very prominent leaders have done so, | would appear that between the farmer and the consumer! 


| organized corporations and industries organized for the purps 
| of handling the farmer’s products, changing their form, |* 


and the prominent leaders upon the Democratic side, at least of 
this body, appear to have come to about the same conclusion. 
Schedule-by-schedule revision of the tariff is all right if we 
have a principle to guide us in that revision. 
upon the old system is that no principle fundamentally believed 
in by either party has controlled in a revision en masse; that 
the revision of the tariff has often become—and it is as much 
chargeable to Democratic tariffs as to Republican tariffs—too 
much influenced by the practice of compromise and barter and 
sale, the keeping of one industry upon a high-protection schedule 
if another one can be put there or kept there. 

But I want to remind Members on both sides of this Chamber 
that there can be no worse revision of any tariff than a revision 
by schedule that has no fundamental principle to determine it 
except the brute force of votes. 

If we were proceeding as Republicans to revise the tariff, we 
should revise it upon the principle of the difference in the cost 
of production at home and abroad. There is no place for free 
lists in either a Democratic or a Republican revision of the 
tariff, unless you can place some principle at the basis of it. 
There is no basis for a free list in a Republican revision of the 
tariff, whether by schedule or any other way, unless it should 
be applied to an American commodity that can be produced here 
as cheaply as abroad, or to some article that can not be eco- 
nomically produced here. I think it can be applied to many. 
We applied it to some additional articles in the Payne bill. 
My opinion is that agricultural implements can be manufac- 
tured in this country just as cheaply as anywhere in the world. 


The criticism | 


| reasons for the high cost of living or the high cost of food pro 
The Secretary of Agriculture made a thorough invests 
He reported that the difficulty, so fr 








I want that we | tion upon this subject. 


On the other hand, the policy of our Democratic friends has,s 


far as I have observed, worked poorly in practice. 
We have had investigations, official investigations, as t 


ucts. 


as the price of food products was concerned, was not t! 

American farmer was receiving an unreasonable price for 
commodities. 
showed that it could not be said that the American far 





As I remember, the result of that investig toa 


The gentleman is recognized for 10 pj. 


in these prosperous times, was receiving to exceed 6 per cent 


his investment. 
by the Senate committee—the Lodge committee—investiz 
the high cost of living. From both of these investiza 


and passing them on to the consumer, are adding to tlie ors 
price all the way from 50 per cent to 150 per cent. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield? 


Practically the same conclusion was real 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Dai 


yield to the gentleman from Indiana? 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Yes. 
Mr. COX of Indiana, 

and I state that truthfully. Does the gentleman take into 

sideration this fact in connection with the ultimate pri 


That is a very interesting sfateme 


the ultimate consumer pays a great rate of interest upon wal’ 


stock? 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Yes. 
But it is very well worth consideration. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I have already said that the provis’ 
this pending bill to place all meat I 


There is a great det 
of truth in that, but that is only a remote phase of the quest 


yroducts upon the free |" 


will, to some extent, further cripple the advantages of tlic Am 


ican producer of beef—the farmer. 
vantages, and I want to do it justice. Those of you wo 


It has, however, some ad 


took 


interest enough to observe know that I sought to amend 


Canadian pact in this House so as to place meat products © 


far as our trade relations with Canada are concerned, po!" 
I have said at different times that this Cana’ 


agreement did not go far enough. By that I meant to S‘y by 


free list. 





if we were to have free trade at all with Canada, it shou 
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| along the line, and I am not at all deaf to the altruistic 
ereyments that are produced to show that we ought to have 
joeer trade relations with Canada. 

But in saying that it ought to go all along the line I have 
‘wavs referred to our trade relations with Canada and not our 
rade relations with the whole world. But under this bill meat 
roduets from all over the world are placed on the free list. 
My opinion is that that will not, at least for a few years, injure | 
the American producer of meats. When you load meat on a 
chip, either from Australia or Argentina, and start it on its des- 
tination to market, it will not naturally seek the American mar- 
ket first, where we are already exporting $106,000,000 worth of 
preserved and dressed meat annually, but it will seek the world’s 
parket. 

' There is plenty of opportunity to market meat in Germany, | 
which must buy every year of some countries at least $100,- 
000.000 of food products, and my judgment is that any injury | 
to the American farmer by reason of extending these particular | 
provisions will not be serious, at least for some years to come. | 





( 
I 
] 


' 


On the other hand, we are gaining something in the economic 
adjustment of our relations with Canada. I believe that agree- 
ment ought to have provided for free meats with Canada if we 
are going to have free live stock. This legislation, while a very 
roundabout method, would give us at least free fiour, free bread | 
products, free meat products from Canada as well as from the 
rest of the world, and therefore would have a very marked | 
effect on the system, so far as the present Canadian pact is con- 
cerned; and my candid judgment is that the consumer, by rea- 
son of bringing this element of competition in against the Ameri- 
can Flour Trust and the American Meat Trust in our relations 
with Canada, will gain sufficient in the matter of meat und 
lower-priced flour and bread products to compensate, probably, 
for any additional danger to the American producer of live | 
stock by reason of bringing in competition from the other 
countries. 

I have tried to speak candidly of this bill. I believe it is 
radically wrong in the principle that it starts out upon. It is | 
a companion piece of another piece of legislation that is rad- | 
ically wrong in principle. We either should have trade rela- 
tions with Canada that preserve for the American producer the 
difference in cost of production here and there, or if for altru- 
istic and fraternal reasons we should treat them as brethren 
and bring them in under one industrial system, we ought to 
have universal free trade with Canada. 

Now, you are seeking to cure a latent and inevitable defect 
in that system by another bill, in the nature of a reprisal. In- 
asmuch as you have given a hard blow to the American farmer 
in that piece of legislation, you are now seeking to give a hard 
blow to some American manufacturers, in order that the farmer 
may even up. I do not believe that legislation of this char- 
acter can be permanent. The present bill is justified, from a 
Republican standpoint, only upon the ground that it will hasten 
our return to industrial justice and fair play. 

The worst is yet to come. We shall have a fair test of Demo- 
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cratic tinkering with the tariff, as we have already had once | 


in my lifetime. History will repeat itself. 
come back again to their faith. ‘They will realize that they 
can not, and that they ought not if they could, place in opera- 
tion a protective system that ignores the American producer of 
food products, 
that will bring back, without its former defects, the American 
Republican protective system. The tariff hog and the free 
trader will both be repudiated. American markets will be 
primarily for American producers, and the United States will 
again resume its march as leader among the great commercial 
nations of the world. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Her tn]. 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, the exercise of the taxing power | 
is and has always been one of great moment to the American | 


people, It was the arbitrary exercise of that power by Great 
Britain that plunged the United Colonies into war with the 
mother country. England laid a tax on tea, and our fathers re- 
sented it. It was not because English tea was so delicious that 
our people objected to the tax; it was the principle involved. 
We really had here a substitute far better than English tea, and 
that was the old-fashioned sassafras tea. [Laughter.] In my 
youth time I used to dig the red roots from the ground, and I 
thought that they made the finest tea that ever tickled the palate 
of man, How sweet its memory still! Does it seem strange to 
you on that side of the House now to think that the thirteen 
Colonies staked so much and dared to do so much because Eng- 
land taxed just one item—tea? What would the fathers think if 
they could come back to this Republic and see this Government 


Republicans will | 


| oppress the people? 
Out of it all we will have a political revolution | 





i 


under the control of the Republican Party laying a tax on more 
than 4,000 items of the necessaries of life? [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

The gentleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. Martin of 
South Dakota] boldly said that there is no place in a Repub- 
lican schedule for a free list. Mr. Chairman, Henry Clay, the 
ablest champion of the protective theory that this country has 
ever produced, predicted nearly 70 years ago that the day was 
not far distant when protective duties would be abandoned. He 
pointed to the day when the industries of America could get 
along without taxing the consumers to support them. He asked 
the people in that early time to submit to this extraordinary tax 
only temporarily, and he assured them that in a little while 
these industries could compete with the world. Henry Clay has 
been dead more than half a century, and has the Republican 
Party abandoned the policy that he said should only live while 
our industries were in their infancy? No, Mr. Chairman; that 
party has become the tool, the handy instrument, of the inter- 
ests that Clay sought to help when they needed help. I can 
not believe that Clay ever dreamed that the temporary protec- 
tive system that he helped to establish would produce such 
evils as afflict and curse our country to-day. The captains of 


| these industries led Clay to believe that they would voluntarily 


request the abolishment of protective tariff duties in a very 
short time. Did they do so? No, sir. They had grown rich, 
and they wanted the American masses to continue to work for 
them. Instead of doing as they had induced Clay and the 
people to believe that they would do—cease to ask the public 
to contribute to them under the requirements of law—they went 
into politics, formed combinations of special interests, and spent 
money helping to elect men who would serve them and helping 
to defeat men who opposed them, and to-day they have grown 
so powerful that they hold up the producer with one hand and 
rob the consumer with the other. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, this is a great battle that we have to fight. 
The powers that oppose us are tremendous, but the people are 
more powerful than they. All that we have to do is to reach 
them with the truth and the whole truth. God grant us the 
strength and the courage to keep up the fight. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Work on bravely God's own daughters, 
Work on bravely God’s own sons, 

But till you have smoother waters, 
Let truth fire her minute guns. 

We hear it noised around this Capitol and whispered through- 
out the country that if the representatives of the people under- 
take to reduce the tariff tax so that the average man can have 
a decent chance in the struggle for existence, the haughty 
barons of high protection will cause trouble in the business 
world. Aye, we are told of their power to create panics. Mr. 
Chairman, have we reached that awful time in the history of 
our country when a few men, grown fat on special privileges, 
ean frighten us away from our patriotic duty? Shall these 
men continue to rob and plunder the American people because 
they desire to do so, and because they would become offended 
and create temporary disturbances in the business world if we 
dared to disturb the cruel power that they now employ to 
Did the fathers who followed Clay in the 
early days as he gathered tariff taxes from the people for the 
benefit of infant industries dream that they were inaugurating 
a system that would one day control national legislation in per 
petuating its existence to the detriment of the rights and 
liberties of the people? [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
The time is ripe for us to educate the people regarding this 
great evil, and they are being educated. There are subsidized 
newspapers doing all they can to keep the truth from the people. 
I do not mean that all the newspapers are subsidized—not at 
all—for a great many of them helped us in the battle for the 
people in 1910. [Applause on the Democratic side.] But I 
mean a great number of them are subsidized or owned by this 
vast tariff money power, and that the purpose of their exist- 
ence is to deceive the people with regard to tariff blessings, 
and to keep them in the dark regarding the awful evils of high 
protection. Mr. Chairman, we have had a hard time in 
reaching the people because so many of these vehicles of infor 
mation, the newspapers, have been owned or controlled by the 
interests that want to keep the people ignorant of conditions 
as they are. The people are at last waking up, and we intend 
to continue our war against this band of tariff marauders who 
collect taxes on everything that we use, from the cradle to the 
grave. When I came to Congress we had only 127 Democrats, 

But to-day 227 Democrats respond in the name of the people 
in this House. [Applause on the Democratic side.}| This great 
change in party representation in this branch of Congress is 





178 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


indeed significant. It means that the principles for which we 
have so long contended are at last commanding the approval of 
the people. Why, Mr. Chairman, the Republicans had been 


i 


beating us so long that two years ago a Republican ball team, | 


composed of Members of this House, challenged nine of us 


Democrats to meet them on the diamond. I took part in that | 


game. Speaker CANNON was there to encourage the Repub- 
licans and to rejoice with them in their victory—if victory they 
should achieve. But, Mr. Chairman, we met them and we con- 
quered them. And I then and there made the prediction that 


our victory over the Republican players was a forerunner of | Ps : . 
| law, speaking of the Republicans: 


Democratic victory in 1910. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
[f I may be permitted to indulge in prophecy on this occasion, 
I will say that the victory achieved for the Democratic Party 
in 1910 is the forerunner of a glorious Democratic victory in 
1912. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The high protective 
theory has been condemned by the American people. The sys- 


tem has grown in greed and avarice, until to-day its withering, | 
blighting influence is felt in every avenue of American life | 
and its evil agents are here in the Congress of the United | 


States pleading to be permitted to continue in the name of the 
law their robbery of the American consumers. This is a de- 
plorable and a humiliating situation. The lamented Senator 
Dolliver, of Iowa, a Republican, ina great speech condemning the 
Payne-Aldrich tariff bill, said: “ Congress has become a bargain 
counter.” Mr, Chairman, that was an awful indictment of the 


Republican Congress, made by a Republican Senator. Congress | 
a bargain counter—a place where the privilege to increase the | 
tariff tax is sold to the highest bidder! The American people | . 
| But I must hasten. The gentleman on the other side said 


believed, with Senator Dolliver, that Congress had become a 
bargain counter, where those who fattened on the Republican 
tariff system could by the aid of their swollen fortunes have a 
Republican Congress put tariff taxes on new articles or raise 
them on old ones. “ Make a fat contribution to the Republican 
campaign fund—help to perpetuate the system—and tell us 
what you want in the way of a tariff tax, and we will make 
the people pay it; make out your check and turn it over to the 
campaign committee, and all will be well.” This, I imagine, is 
what took place, in view of what Senator Dolliver said about 


the Republican Congress being a bargain counter. [Applause | 


on the Democratic side.] 


taxed to build up colossal fortunes for men like Carnegie, whose 
whole property when the Dingley tariff law went in effect, in 
1897, was valued at $10,000,000, and in less than three years, 
under the higher tariff tax granted him at the bargain counter, 
his property had increased so marvelously that it was estimated 
to be worth $360,000,000. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

That is the sort of legislation that you have placed upon the 
statute books of this Nation. These men who contribute so 
generously and lavishly to the Republican campaign fund get 
it back multiplied thousands of times in tariff taxes from the 
people. Mr. Chairman, I have heard Republicans in this House 
laugh and make merry when we have from time to time as- 
sailed the protective theory that has caused so much trouble 
and distress among the masses of our people. But, sir, the 
time for their mirth and laughter has passed. Behold the 
haughty agents of these tariff taxgatherers, frowning upon us 
for the last few years for daring to suggest a revision of the 
tariff downward, coming out in 1908 with their faces wreathed 
in deceptive smiles proclaiming that they, too, believed that 
the tariff should be revised, but they said, “ We will revise it 
downward, trust us once more”; and the people trusted them 
once more, and what did they do? They broke their plat- 
form promises and crucified their campaign pledges. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] President Taft called an extra 
session of Congress. The gentieman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALzeELL], the high priest of protection in the Republican Party, 
said that he did not know whether the tariff would be revised 
up or down. Another Republican in this House, the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. Nye], said the whole country knows that 
we met here to revise the tariff downward. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, if there is any one thing that the American 
people know and know well, it is the sad fact that the Repub- 
lican Congress did not revise the tariff downward. The bill 


that they put through the House vastly increased the tariff | 


burdens of the people, and when it got through the Senate it 
was the worst tariff law ever written. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

When it reached the President, he admitted that it was not a 
full compliance with the promises made to the people by the 


Republican Party, but later on, in his Winona speech, he said | to the laboring man under the present tariff syst 





, . l¢ i ‘0 7 Oo ) American people tl 
What else could he mean? A bargain counter where the peo- | continued to cry out to the American peopk 


ple’s rights were bartered away. Ninety-odd millions of people | 
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it was the best tariff bill ever written by the Republican P 


which goes to prove the saying that— 


Vice is a monster of so frightful mien, 
As to be hated needs but to be seen; 
Yet seen too oft, familiar with her face, 
We first endure, then pity, then embrace. 


[Applause on the Democratic side.]} 


Let me quote a Republican authority upon your faily 


keep your promise to revise the tariff downward. 


The 


delphia North American, a Republican paper published in | 
delphia, said just after the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill bee: 


They have kicked the national platform into the wastel 


And then, speaking of the bill, said: 


It is a revision drawn only to fatten the profits of the 


grind every consumer a little nearer to poverty, and ju 


1 


gle d 


that they become prohibitory. The party is shamed as no part 


was before. 


Concluding, the paper says: 


The law will be a cheat and the burden will be laid upon t! 
sumer and the wage carner to pay more toll to special priviles 


Mr. Chairman, this Republican newspaper's criti 


iery 
iSsiil 


; Republican Party is justified by the facts of that party's b; 


promises to the American people. [Applause on the Den 


side. ] 


The election following your betrayal of the people 1 


a majority of Democrats to this House, and this, 


I 


the forerunner of what we are going to do unto you 
tire country next year. [Applause on the Democratic 


rey 


in t) 


days ago that the reciprocity agreement with Canada 
take seven or eight million dollars of revenue from the G 


ment. 


Mr. Chairman, I had rather let this seven or eight 
dollars in revenue remain in the pockets of the Americ 


sumers than to take it from them to be squander 


“] 


7 


and extravagant expenditures by Republican Party 
We have charged the Republican Party with having wast 


lions of the people’s money. We have charged the 


1 witl 


less extravagance. And what did they say? They smi 


said that we did not know what we were talking 


taxing them to obtain money to meet useless ex} 


when the people were convinced that we were rich 


Taft, a Republican, admitted that they were ex 
nually a hundred million dollars more than was 


r+ 


} 


41 


. 


+ pp 


nond 


the conduct of the Government. This admission on the | 


a Republican President puts the Republican Party 
ugly predicament. It brands that party with wi 


in 97 


1] 


gance or with utter inability to run this Governm 


economic, business way. But, Mr. Chairman, thei 
Republican whose familiarity with the necessary 


sary expenditures of this Government is greater tl 
the President. I refer to Senator Aldrich, who was 


4. 191 
S 


of the Republican Party in the Senate until March 
said that we are uselessly expending or wasting 
of the people’s money every year. [Applause on tl 
side.] Yes, Senator Aldrich has admitted that if 


e 


, 


+ 


il 


d 
t} 
su) 

Det 


he ( 


ment were honestly and economically administered $300, 


could be saved to the tariff taxpayers of Ameri 


taxing the American masses to put $300,000,000 into t! 


of extravagant Republican officials, and these cust 


li 


people’s funds are squandering them in a shameful and 1 


way. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


The Payne-Aldrich tariff law collects about $355 


mw) 


year from the pockets of the American people, and a f 
Senator Aldrich, says that you are squandering $500,000 


this money. So we have only $35,000,000 of thi 
to aid in defraying the legitimate expenditures « 
ment. [Applause on the Democratic side.] W! 
Republicans do? You try to deceive the lab 
telling him that tariff taxes are laid upon the Am 


| for his benefit. God of our fathers, how many 


been committed by the Republican Party in the 


laboring men of this country? [Applause on the 


side.] The high protective tariff system that now so : 
American people is the worst enemy that the labori 


has. What is the treatment that you accord the i 


5 


4 


Den 


aborit 


of America? You say the manufacturer gives him em] loy 
Well, that is true, but he does so because he needs his 


and profits tremendously by it. The laboring man « btains 


good wages because he is organized and is constantly 


‘ 


dema? 


la living wage, but in spite of all your boasted benefits acc! 
‘T??, 


the lal 
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« man continues to have a hard struggle and to live in humble 


“ »roundings, While the trust magnate for whom he toils lives 
; » mansion surrounded by all the comforts and luxuries that 
on to make up a life of ease. Mr. Chairman, that is not all; 
all bring foreigners here by the hundreds and thousands—yes, 
by the millions. And if the organization of the laboring man 
demands of your trust kings greater wages, saying that the cost 
of living has so increased that he can not support himself and 
wife and children on the wage that he receives, what happens 
to him? Why you turn him out of your factory and you take 


these foreigners from whose labor in Europe you have promised 
to protect him and you bring them here and put them in the place 
of the man whose only offense was a demand for decent wages. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] And that is not all. You 
make him a slave. 
people are demanding that the tariff tax be reduced on the 
eommon necessities of life, your tariff-fattened captains of in- 
dustry tell him, “ Unless you vote as I vote, you lose your job.” 

And that is not all. You sell the product of the American 


When election time comes around and the | 


laborer in the foreign land to the foreigner cheaper than you | 
sell it to the laboring man here at home, and cheaper than you | 


sel! to any man in America. So, Mr. Chairman, the Republican 
Party brings the cheap labor of Europe here to take the place of 
the American laborer whenever he manifests a desire to better 
his condition by demanding a better wage. [Applause on the 
Democratic side]. The capital of the laboring man in this 
country is his manhood, his skill, and his energy. But you do 
not care for that. The Republican Party has never manifested 
much concern about such things. When Henry George said, “I 


| chance 


am for men,” he struck a note that rang around this Republic like | 


a trumpet eall. [Applause on the Democratic side.] To pro- 
tect and preserve the rights of the people will continue to be 
the chief end and aim of the Democratic Party. This country 
needs an old-fashioned revival of patriotism, and, Mr. Chairman, 
the way for this Government to have and hold the affections 
of its people is to be so just and fair that no man can truth- 
fully assail it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Did you 
ever hear any talk like that on the other side of this House? 

No; you are always talking about reasonable profits for the 
purse-proud plutocrats that your tariff system has created. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] This reasonable profit 
for a favored few is the rock upon which your party is breaking. 
You now have the standpatter, the insurgent. What is a stand- 
patter? Why, the very name suggests inactivity and decay. 
There is no standstill place in life. We progress or we retro- 
grade. 
stand-pat Republican is like the Irishman’s turtle—dead and 
don’t know it. [Laughter and applause.] Then there 
insurgent. The trouble with him is he does not insurge long 
enough. Now and then he breaks away from the old guard 
and, like a bantam rooster mounting an ash hopper, crows 
vigorously for awhile, displaying, you would think, considerable 
courage; but let him see a trust hawk circling in his direction 
and right under the Republican barn house he goes and you 
do not see him any more. [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side.) They are clever fellows, some of them, but 
they will not insurge far enough. 

An insurgent Republican studies more about his immediate 
political future than all other things put together. And now 
I am going to tell him how to save himself and serve his coun- 
try. Let him leave the time-serving Republican Party and he 
will obey the Seripture, which says: 

Come ye out from among them and be ye separate from them. 

[Laughter and applause.] 

The Republican Party’s claim that high-tariff taxes are levied 
to protect the laboring man is a delusion and a snare. It 
fact well known to the Republicans of this House and to the 
country that when the McKinley tariff law went into effect, 
tariff duties were increased and yet wages were cut all over the 
country, and this was true when the Dingley law went into 
effect, and the Payne law also. Would the same thing have 
happened if the tariff had been reduced? 
us with a panic if we dare to disturb your robber band as they 
go about the Republic gathering enormous tariff taxes from the 
People. You threatened us in 1892 and 1893, and your tariff 
clans gathered and put into operation forces that brought on a 
panic in 1894, 

It was a Republican panic. 
for printing the bonds, w 


1g, 


You had the steel plates ready 
hich were later issued and this before 
the Republican President went out of office. You held the panic 
back until President Cleveland went into office, an% then you 
let it go, and when you saw that Republican panic afflicting the 
country you called it a Democratic panic. But the distress 
and suffering that the country experienced in 1894 were the bitter 
fruits of the tree that you had planted. For years you deceived 


The power unused is the power that perishes, and the | 


| promise, and they drove you from power in this House. 


is the | 


is a | 


Again, you threaten | 


> 
te- 


the country by proclaiming it from the housetops that the 
publican Party produced prosperity and that the Democratic 
Party produced panics. But the Republican panic of 1907 when 
| you were in control of every branch of the Government has ex- 
posed your false claim to the world. Yes, you boasted that your 
protective system brought prosperity. Mr. Chairman, I am 
| reminded of the story told by Mr. Bryan about the chanticleer, 
who told his sweetheart, the pheasant, that his crowing brought 
the dawn. For months and years she believed him. She heard 
his shrill voice ringing out in the darkness before day and then 
she saw the east radiant with the dawn. She gazed proudly 
upon the handsome chanticleer and firmly believed that his 
crowing brought the dawn. jut one morning he was boasting 
|of his power—still deceiving his sweetheart—and the dawn 
came before he crowed. 

The long-deceived pheasant showed her embarrassment and 
her disappointment, and there in her presence stood discredited 
and humiliated the once-proud chanticleer, whose hypocrisy had 
made him contemptible in the eyes of her who had loved and 
trusted him. [Laughter and applause.] You were in power in 
every branch of the Government in 1907 when the panic came, 
and your claim of power to produce prosperity and prevent 
panics was proven to be false; and your party stood discredited 
before the American people and your bypocrisy stood exposed 
to the world. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The Ameri- 
can people who had believed you and trusted you so long said, 
“Away with the Republican Party. We will trust it no more.” 
And then you said, “Trust us once more; give us one more 
and we will revise the tariff downward.” [Laughter 
and applause.] You made that promise to the people, and they 
gave you another chance, and what did you do? You broke that 
| Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.}] We have not had a lick at 
the Republicans in the other branch of Congress who helped 
you to break your promise to the people, but we will have soon, 
I am reminded of the story of a tramp who, while walking 
along the road, came upon a crowd of people at a picnic. He 
was very hungry, and he said to them, “ Won't you give me 
something to eat?” And they gave him some cake and some 
pie, and if there is anything on this earth that 
loves it is pie. [Laughter and applause.] And they gave him 
some meat and fruit and a little of everything good to eat. 
They put it in a large napkin and told him to take it with him. 
He was very grateful and went his way rejoicing. Not far 
down the road he took a seat under a mulberry tree and ate his 
lunch. After he- had eaten it he felt drowsy and fell asleep. 
The mosquitoes came around and lit upon his hands and upon 
his bare feet. The flies crawled over his face and over his 
feet and hands. He determined at first to drive them away, 
and then he said, “No; the people who gave me that lunch 
have been exceedingly kind, and I will let these insects enjoy 
themselves for awhile.” [Laughter and applause.] And 
lay there and slept. Finally a yellow jacket came along and 
struck him square between the eyes. Smarting with the sting, 
he smote the yellow jacket and said, “For that you will all 
get off.” [Laughter and applause. } 

As I have said, you Republicans in this House are the only 
ones that we have had a lick at. For your broken promises and 
for the increased cost of living caused by your service to the 
trusts you have gone out of power in this House, and now for 
these sins and others you will all soon get out. [Laughter and 
applause.] The Republican Party has raised up here a 
of tariff barons who, when we want to put a stop to r 
pression of the people, threaten us with a panie. Th: 
threaten us in order to frighten us away from a revision of 
tariff. And when they do bring on a panic like the one 
came in 1907, the big fish eat up the little fish. [Laug 


1 


a Republican 


SO he 


gang 


thei oD 


that 


hter and 


| applause.] If there is any one thing that delights a Repub- 
| lican—a trust-tagged and tariff-owned Republican—it is to see 
| the big fish mercilessly devour the little fish. [Laughter and 
applause.] In these panicky times money becomes scarce and 


then trouble begins for many of the stockholders in the trust- 
controlled concerns. The big man says to the little man, “ You 
must buy my stock or sell me yours.” And the little man 


Says, 
“T can not buy your stock, and I would like to keep mine.” 
And then the big man fastens the bony fingers of the panie 
around the little man’s throat and chokes him to death. [Ap- 


plause on the Democratic side.] The little man is crushed and 
a few big men profit by reason of the hard times produced by 
Republican panics. When the people cry out for a change in 
conditions a trust Goliath stalks around and defies the Amer- 
ican people. He tells us that if we interfere with him and his 
gang, as they go about reaping where they have not sown, and 
gathering where they have not labored, he will punish us by 
producing a panic. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
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But, Mr. Chairman, there is a Democratic David in the land, 
armed with sling and pebble, representing the courage and de- 
termination of the people and a righteous cause, who will come 
aloug next year and destroy this cruel giant of the trust mag- 
nates. I want to see the doy come, and I expect to see it come, 
when the changing of this Government from one political party 
to another will not affect legitimate business in this country. I 
want to see the time come when the platform of each party will 
declare for governmental honesty, for rigid economy, for justice 
and fairness to all the people, and that only those laws shall 
be enacted which will bring about the greatest good to the 
greatest number. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

And I trust that we shall never see again those truckling 
lines to the trusts written in the Republican platform of 190%, 
where you guarantee to the tariff barons a reasonable profit. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] The gentleman from Illi 
nois [Mr. CANNoN] referred the other day to the fact that when 
we have war with other countries, we call on all the people to 
fight our battles. I was glad to hear him say that. It is re- 
freshing now and then, although it may be a dropstitch remark 
to hear a Republican say something that suggests his friend- 
ship for the people. Republicans only think of the people when 
they want them to go to war or to bear increased tariff-tax 
burdens. But when it comes to dispensing blessings they think 
only of a few men who make large contributions to their cam- 
paign fund. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Mr. Chairman, 
some amusing things have occurred during this debate. The 
other day a gentleman on the other side of this House, the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Prince], undertook to frighten 
the farmers of this country into opposing the reciprocity agree- 
ment with Canada. And after that bill passed the House he 
tried to frighten all of the Canadians by threatening to annex 
them to the United States if they dared to ratify the reciprocity 
agreement. [Laughter.] Another gentleman on that side of the 
House urges us not to mistreat the American farmer on this 
side of the Canadian line. Let us see, Mr. Chairman, how the 
Republican Party has treated these same farmers and sheep 
owners. Here is what you do in the interest of the Wool Trust. 
If an American farmer owns a flock of sheep on this side of the 
line between the United States and Canada, and if he owns land 
just on the other side of this line in Canada, the Republican 
Party will not allow him to take his own sheep out of the United 
States and graze them on his own land in Canada and keep 
them there over six months and return them to the United 
States without paying a tariff tax to the tariff barons of this 
country. [Applause on the Democratic side.]) Do you blame 
the intelligent farmer out there for going into Canada to live? 
How can you? Who are they that have increased the popula- 


tion of Canada so rapidly in the last few years? I will tell you. | 


They are the farmers who live near the Canadian line. And 
why have they gone in such large numbers to Canada? Because 
they have found your talk of tariff protection to the farmer to 
be a delusion and a fraud. These so-called tariff-protected 
farmers of America are flocking over to Canada by the hundreds 
and thousands. They have gone there because they wanted to 
get away from the tariff burdens of the United States. You 


have pretended always that you were protecting them here and | 


making them rich. From time to time they have gone into 
Canada, and when they returned they told their neighbors that 
all this talk about tariff helping the farmer is bosh. And they 
said to their friends and relatives here, “Come, go with us to 
Canada. We have made more money there than we could make 
in the tariff-cursed United States.” 

And some of them go there to get away from the criminal 
horde that you are pouring into this country every year from 
foreign lands. Mr. Chairman, under the reign of the Repub- 


lican Party more than a million foreigners come into our coun- | 
try every year. I have nothing to say against the men who | 


come, in limited numbers, of their own accord, with the desire 


institutions. But I protest against the black hand, the bomb 
thrower, and the anarchist who are being poured into our 
country by the thousands. Under the reign of the Republican 
Party this criminal horde is being emptied into the United 
States every 12 months. They make life cheap in our country, 
and they constitute a great menace to the peace and happiness 


of our people. They make life miserable for thousands of | 
Americans. And why does the Republican Party permit them | 


to come in such large and alarming numbers? I will tell you 
why. You permit it because the steamship companies have 
found that this traffic in these criminal beings furnishes to 
them a lucrative trade and they contribute to the campaign 
fund of the Republican Party. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

When will this evil end? That is not all that you do. You 
sell to the foreigner cheaper than you sell to the people at 





home, and you violate that principle of Scripture whi 
| charity should begin at home. [Laughter a 
sell the farmer’s wife a sewing machine here for $29 ; 


sell the same machine in Scotland or in any 
try for $19. 


A friend of Mr. Burnett, of the seventh Alabama 


vii 
) annian 
nd applau 


other foreig 


was in New York some time ago and he saw a sewing 7 


that he liked very much. Upon inquiry he 


found that 


cost him $29 to purchase that machine. He decided t 


and when they asked him for his address, h 
send it to his mother in Edinburgh, Scotian 
surprise he was told that it was not necesss 
machine; that they had sent to Edinburgh, 
just like it, and that their agent there wo 
chine to his mother for $19. [Applause 
side.}] So, Mr. Chairman, this is a sample 


lican Party is doing in this country, and the fact t] 


e said he « 
d. And the 
iry to purcl 
scotiand, 1 
uld deliv« r 
on the J] 
of what the 


Uli 


disclosing these things and acquainting the people 


facts are the reasons why you are being 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
It is high time that this Government we 


driven fron 


‘re bei 


the barnacies and jellyfish that are upon it. On 
Mobile Bay on a revenue cutter I saw at a distan: 


fish leap from the water high into the air 
water again. I asked the captain of the 


and then 
boat wh 


leaped out of the water, and he said, “ Why, he wa 


by jellyfish and probably covered with tl 
from the water into the sunlight in order 


em, 2nd ive 
to shake tl 


My friends, the old ship of state sailing under the m: 


of the Republican Party is so completely 


fish of the bloodsucking kind—trusts and t: 


will take heroic efforts on the part of an ar 


covered Ww 
riff baro 
oused and 


electorate to remove the ship of state from the sick: 


of privilege. [Applause on the Democratic 
A majority of the people of this count 
Republican Party, but the gentleman from 


side. | 
ry are ti 
Indiana [M 


PACKER] said here to-day that the people did not trust 1 


cratic Party. I wonder what more the 


gentien 


conyince him that the people do trust the Dem er 
than the victory that we achieved at the polls last 


plause on the Democratic side.] Has he fo 


rgotten tl 


an election last November? When he looks upon 


the House and sees such a large majority 
not reminded that something has happene: 
Party. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


of Denk 
1 to the 


You have fooled the people of this country for a 
Mr. Chairman, Sir Walter Scott was anxious 


classmate in his answers to questions 


propou 


teacher. It was a difficult task. One day Scott 


when a question was asked the young man 


he wo 


of a button on his coat and fumble with it while h 
in search of the answer. Scott cut the button off, a: 
time the young man was interrogated by the teach 


the button and stood confused and con 
of the button was broken. Its inspiriting 


founded 
charm |! 


Scott triumphed. The Republican Party has been a 
the western farmer’s vote in the Republican « 


you led him to believe that your tariff law 


s broucht 


verity. Whenever the question was asked what have } 
: j 


for the farmer you took hold of this long-v 


vorn and 1 


damaged tariff button and said: “We give him 


through the protective tariff system.” H 
voted the Republican ticket; but, sir, the d 


e believed } 
ay for 


confused and confounded in the presence of the America! 


is near at hand. When this reciprocity a 


greement wil 


ada becomes a law, your button is gone, and when th 


your deception has been torn away and the 
has been duped by you, he will vote the I 


Mr. Chairman, gentlemen on the other si 


farmer finds 
tepublican t 


| more forever. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
to better their condition, and who will love and support our | 


de assail thi 


ers’ free list. Did you ever read the Republican free 


respects the most picturesque counterfeit on 


| ever perpetrated upon a free people. He 
things that you have permitted to come into the United 


without paying a tariff tax, and all for 
farmer. Listen to it: Acorns, persimmons, : 
ter and applause.] Beet-root ashes, hog | 


| the farmer? Well, sir, it is the most grotesque and il 


a free list tl 
re are some 
r the benefit 
ind ipecac. [I 
yristles, and per 


from Brazil. [Laughter.] Seaweeds and croton oil. [Lat 


and applause.] Then comes dragon’s blooc 


1, dried insect 


horsehair. [Laughter and applause.] Then we have 


blood, beeswax, and catgut. [Laughter.] 
bone, tobacco stems, and human skeletons. 
that is not all. Fishskins, insect eggs, and n 


ter and applause.}] Then we have hair, rags, and moss. 


of morbid growth, leeches, and lemon peel. 


Then comes ¥ 
{Laughter. ] 
ux vomica. [Li 


Ss 


[Laughter and 
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lense.) The farmer asked you for a fish and you gave him his 


skin. ~Laughter.] He asked you for a horse and you gave him 
his nair. And he asked you for a hog and you gave him his 
bristles. [Laughter and applause.}] He asked you for tobacco 


and you gave him the stems. He asked you for clothes and you 
eave him rags. [Laughter and applause.} There are some 
othe + things on your Payne-Aldrich free list for the farmer. 
Listen: Manna, balm of Gilead, and sesame. These are on the 
free list. [Laughter and applause.] Mr. Chairman, manna is 
that food that the Almighty rained down from heaven when the 
children of Israel were about to starve in the wilderness, and 
1 do not blame the Republican Party for putting manna on the 
free list, for that party knew of the hard times to come under 
the Payne-Aldrich tariff law. And it expected that during the 
core trial of the people that before the good God would let them 
starve he would again perform the miracle of raining down 
manna from heaven. [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
eratic side.] Now for balm of Gilead. Mr. Chairman, that 
stuff has been scarce since Edgar Allan Poe cried from the deep- 
est depths of his sorrowful soul, “Is there no balm in Gilead?” 
fLanghter and applause on the Democratic side.] Then there | 
is sesame. When I was a boy I read the tales of the Arabian | 
Nights, and I remember there was a gang of hunters or robbers | 
who inhabited a cave, and when one of their number went out | 
in search of food or other things he could not reenter the cave 
until he gave the password “Sesame.” ([Laughter.] So, Mr. | 
Chairman, the Republican Party has put on the free list in the 
Payne-Aldrich tariff law the password of the Arabian Nights. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 
Now, let us see what you put on the free list for the rich man. | 
Diamonds, in the rough and cut, and radium. Do you know | 
how much radium costs? A thimble half full of that stuff 
would cost $1,000,000. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And | 
only trust magnates and tariff barons can buy it. So you let | 
that come in free of tariff tax. Then you have diamonds on | 
the free list. Why, a diamond in the rough as big as a goose | 
egg, struck three times with a grinding rock and flashed under 
a brilliant light would put any Republican’s eye out in this 
House. [Laughter and applause.] How about the farmer? He 
asked you for free lamp wicks, and you gave him lightning bugs. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] He asked you 
for free matches and you gave him fox fire. He asked you for 
the opportunity to buy untaxed kerosene oil, and you gave him 
croton oil. [Laughter and applause.] He asked you for free 
pork, and you gave him dried insects. He asked you for free 
wheat, and you gave him a dose of ipecac. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] Mr. Chairman, let us contrast the Republican Party’s 
treatment of the farmer with the treatment accorded him by 
the Democratic Party. We are putting agricultural implements 
on the free list—the things with which the farmer toils in pro- | 
ducing the stuff that feeds and clothes the world—and we have 
put many other neeessities on the free list. Here are some 
of the items on which you tax the farmer in a shameful 
manner: On $100 worth of harness you collect from him in 
tariff taxes $16.70, to say nothing of the trust profit, which is at 
least $15 or more. On $25 worth of buckles—and buckles were 
diseussed here this afternoon—you make him pay a tariff tax 
of $10.90. On $100 worth of salt in bulk you make the farmer 
pay in tariff taxes $44.20. No wonder you do not want the 
farmer to have a free list. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
You let diamonds come in free and you let radium come in 
free, because the trust kings do not want any tariff tax added 
to the price of them. But when the farmer asks you to put 
Window glass on the free list, you put $22.85 of tariff taxes on | 
every $50 worth of common window glass that he buys; and on 
every $50 worth of machinery for the farmer you place $23.05 
in tariff taxes. On every $50 worth of iron shovels that he buys | 
you make him pay $15.05 in tariff taxes. On every $50 worth 
of hoes that he buys you make him pay $15.55 in tariff taxes. 
On every $50 worth of blankets that he buys you make him pay 
a tariff tax ef $25.85. On every $50 worth of linen wearing 
apparel you make him pay $18.75 in tariff taxes. On every $50 | 
worth of woolen dress goods you make him pay $25.65 in tariff 
taxes. [Applause on the Democratic side.] On every $50 worth 
of flannels that he buys you place a tariff tax of $29.55. 
On every $50 worth of ready-made woolen clothing you make 
him pay $20.25 in tariff taxes. On $50 worth of plain china- 
ware you make him pay a tariff tax of $17.25. These are a 
few of the items that I have called your attention to in order 
that the country may know how you have been imposing upon 
and oppressing the farmer. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
And yet you talk about tariff benefits for the farmer. The 
farmer feels your tariff blessings about like the old negro did 
the possum. Old Rastus went out one night and caught a big 
fat possum. He cleaned him good and put the oven on a bed 
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| to see one.” 
| Ephraim got over in the woods he heard a dog bark some 


| have been to the farmers of the West, : 
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of rosy coals. And he laid the possum in the oven and put 
some yam potatoes around him and some butter and pepper 
and salt. Then old Rastus said: “I’m gwine ter lay down here 
fer a little while and I’m gwine ter dream erbout eatin’ dis 
possum, and den I’m gwine ter eat ‘im shore enuf, and I’ll enjoy 
‘im twice.” So old Rastus fell asleep. Sambo came along and 
smelt the possum cooking. He looked in and saw old Rastus 
sound asleep. He lifted the oven lid and took the possum out. 
He was baked brown, smoking and smelling good. Old Sambo 
ate him. He took some of the grease and smeared it on the 
mustache of old Rastus and put a little on his chin, a little on 
his hands, and piled the bones down beside Rastus’s head, and 
departed. Rastus finally awoke and said: “Sholy I a’int eat 
dat possum. Sholy I a’int eat *im. But heah’s grease on my 
lips, and grease on my hands, and heah’s de bones lyin’ by me.” 
Then, pressing his hand gently against his stomach, he said: 
“Tf I did eat dat possum he weighs lighter on my constitution 
and has less influence wid me dan any possum dat I’se ever 
eat in mah born days.” [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.]} 

So, Mr. Chairman, the tariff-produced prosperity that the 
Republican Party has handed out to the farmer weighs lighter 
on his constitution and has less influence with him than any 
prosperity that he ever felt in his born days. [Laughter and 
applause on the Democratic side.] 

The Republican Party taxes the farmer and the masses of 
the people generally in order to make good its contract with 
the manufacturing trusts, to which it guarantees a reasonable 
profit. Do you suppose the people of this country are going to 
permit you to single out one class of individuals and bind the 
great body of the people to work for them in creating colossal 
fortunes? 

This contract that you entered into with the trust mannfac- 
turer to give him a reasonable profit reminds me of old Uncle 
Ephraim. His master told him to go out and hunt a colt that 
was missing from the lot. Old Ephraim said, “ Yes, sah; I'll 
go, Massa John, but I jes’ nacherally know that I’m gwine to 
see a ghost on de journey.” His master said, ‘“ Never you mind 
about a ghost.” Uncle Ephraim said, “ Yes, sah; but I’m shore 
It was late in the afternoon, and when Uncle 


distance from him. Then he heard something running 
the leaves, and he stopped and said, “There it is now.” Then 
he heard a dog bark again. Then he saw a great, big buck 
coming out of the woods, running toward him. The deer was 
looking back toward the dog and running sideways toward 
Uncle Ephraim, and he could see nothing but his side. There 
was a lane leading down a long ridge, not a great distance from 
Uncle Ephraim, and there were mock orange trees on either 
side, so when he started down that lane he had to go to the other 
end or turn back; there was no getting out along the sides. 
The deer and Uncle Ephraim darted into the lane about the 
same time, and the deer, with his great head of horns, was 
moving with the speed of the wind. Uncle Ephraim, with his 
hat in his hand and grunting every time he hit the ground, 
finally got a little in the lead of the deer, and he said to him, 
“Tf you expect to run wid me, you’!! have to throw dat rocking- 
chair off yer head.” [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side.] To my Republican friends I want to say that if you 
ever expect to run with us again before the American people, 
you will have to throw that manufacturer’s reasonable-profit 
rocking-chair off your head. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say a few words regarding 
bagging and ties. You have been giving the farmers of the 


in 


| West free binding twine for their grain, and you have given 


them free wire with which to bind their hay, and the farmers 


of the South have never objected to that. I am in favor of 
them haying free binding twine and free wire for their hay, 
but I want you to be as fair to the farmers of the South as you 


nd give them free bag- 


ging and ties. [Applause on the Democratic side.}] This bill 
of ours puts bagging and ties on the free list. Some of you on 
that side of the House, when the reciprocity agreement with 


Canada was up for consideration, talked as though you would 
vote for free bagging and ties if they were put upon that bill. 
I knew that you were not in earnest—that you were trying to 
kill that bill with amendments. One of the frankest men on 
that side of the House—the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
ForpNey]—admitted on this floor that he wanted to load the 
reciprocity bill down with amendments, so that it would be 
defeated: and that was the purpose of all of you. 

Now that you have an opportunity to vote for free bagging 
and ties and free agricultural implements you are obeying your 
trust masters and are opposing the measure. By taxing the 
farmer on his bagging you have built up a Bagging Trust, and 
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it has our farmers at its mercy. You have denied here that 
there is a Bagging Trust. I will prove that there is such a 
trust, and I will show you how it has destroyed competition 
in the bagging business. Mr. McMillan, of New Orleans, stated 
to the Ways and Means Committee during the Sixty-first Con- 
gress that the American Manufacturing Co., of New York; the 
Ludlow Manufacturing Associates, of Boston; and the Peru 
Bagging Manufacturing Co., of Peru, Ind., owned and controlled 
every mill in America then making bagging for cotton. He 
said that the first two companies agree at the beginning of 
each season upon the price to open the market at, and the Peru 
company follows. Mr. McMillan stated, further, that a few years 
ago there were several independent mills engaged in making 
bagging, but that these companies that I have just mentioned 
managed to put them out of business by underselling them for a 
little while and embarrassing them financially, so that they were 
compelled to sell their property, and that these three companies 
bought them and dismantled them, leaving a clear field for the 
Bagging Trust. Mr. Chairman, during the discussion of the 
Payne-Aldrich tariff bill in this House, in 1909, Mr. Burleson, 
of Texas, one of the best friends that the farmer ever had 
in Congress, said of cotton ties, that almost the entire output 
of cotton ties is controlled by the United States Steel Corpora- 
tion, and that the tariff tax on cotton ties is so high that it 
shuts out competition and makes the southern farmer pay 25 
per cent more for cotion ties than he would have to pay if the 
tax were removed and competition restored. Our free-list bill 
has bagging and ties on it and I expect to see it pass this 
House, but what will the Republican Senate do about it? 

Will not you insurgents vote with us for this free list for the 
farmer? I think some of you will. And if the old guard—the 
standpatters—get after you about it, come over and join us 
permanently, They have been trying to lecture some of you of 
late. If they make it too hard for you over there and undertake 
to read you out of the old stand-pat party, I imagine some of 
you will be like old Yad Potter, down in my district, who kept 
getting drunk and the brethren of the church kept excusing 
him, until finally they told him that if he got drunk any more 
they would turn him out of the-church. Whereupon Yad said, 
“Turn me out if you want to, and I will go kerplunk into the 
Methodist Church.” [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side.] So if the stand-pat gang turn you out, just come ker- 
plunk into the Democratic Party. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, a good deal has been said here about promises 
made to the people. The Republican Party will promise the 
people anything in campaign times in order to remain in power. 
But it soon forgets its promises. You all remind me of the old 
negro in Mississippi who was a candidate for baptism. He 
stood down by the water’s edge with his hand resting against 
a hickory tree, and the old parson said to him, “ Come right in, 
my brother.” But the old fellow had his eyes firmly fixed on 
something out in the water, and he said, “ No; I ain’t er comin’.” 
The parson insisted, “Come right in, my brother; come right 
in.” The old negro said, “No; I ain’t er comin’.” “ What is 
the matter with you? Has your faith stumbled? Don’t you 
remember when the whale swallowed Jonah, God Almighty 
smote him on the back with a red-handled wagon whip, and the 
whale cast him up on the sand? Don’t you know if your faith 
is right and an alligator swallows you he will cast you up on 
the sand?” Whereupon the negro said, “Parson, you may be 
acquainted with whales, but you don’t understand these Mis- 
sissippi alligators. If ever a Mississippi alligator swallows a 
‘Negro, he will go off and go to sleep and forget all about him.” 
[Laughter and applause.] 

So, my friends, we are educating the people to the fact that 
they have not understood these Republicans with regard to 
making promises. A Republican will make a promise in cam- 
paign times, and when he gets in office he goes off and forgets 
all about the people and the promise he made them. [Laughter 
and applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I would like to have 10 minutes more. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is recog- 
nized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Now, Mr. Chairman, there is so much to say 
about the sins of the Republican Party that I can not begin to 
do justice to the subject. [Laughter and applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to say one more thing about the for- 
eigners who come here and compete with our home laborers. 
They take out or send out of the United States every year more 
than $300,000,000. You are pouring a stream of foreigners in 
here of more than a million a year. They are taking out more 
than $300,000,000 of money. Senator Aldrich says that you are 
squandering $300,000,000 a year, and yet the American people 
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are called upon to meekly submit to this system of robhe, 
plunder. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I beloy: 
party, Mr. Chairman, that has lived and battled for the 


for more than a hundred years. 


[Applause on the De) 


side.] Other parties have come and gone. The Re, 

Party came into existence, claiming that its mission \ 
the Negro. You paraded that bo: 
fore the American people for years and years. If yo 
destroyed a form of slavery that existed for 6,000,000 ~ 
slaves, you have instituted a form of industrial slaye;, 
serfdom in this country that affects 50,000,000 of white | 
[Applause on the Democratic side.]_ By your tariff sys: 

are gathering money at the door of every poor man j; 


abolish the slavery of 


country. 


You are depriving millions of the necessities of life j 
to pile up fortunes for a favored few. [Applause on the |) 
cratic side.] I recall the picture drawn by Senator Sy 
South Carolina. He was standing near Kings Mountain 
close of an autumn day. The sun was sinking in the wes: 
flood of gold played upon leaves of red and brown and ye! 


as he looked upon this lofty mountain, he said, “ This ist! e tn ot 
gorgeous sight that ever attracted my gaze.” Then I ti 


from the scene and I looked down into the long valley 
The mist and fog had gathered, and darkness had already s 
there. The farmers of the valley had retired for the | 
Then he said, “ How true is this picture to the prosperity | 
country, the sun of this tariff-produced prosperity is light 


the castle-crowned rocks of the trust kings and tariff bar 2 
while over the masses of millions of the plain people th 


ae 


hovers the cloud of distress and over them the darkness of | 
times has settled.” [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. Chairman, I want to see the time come when patriot 
will be the thing paramount in the minds and hearts « 
American masses. I want to see that time when all ni 


love the flag, and when Congress shall serve the whole pe ple, 
and not be given over to legislate reasonable profits into t 
pockets of trust manufacturers. 


side. ] 


[Applause on the De: 


Gentlemen have made reference here to the South 


from that glorious section of our great country. I ain pr 


that I live in the South. 

To you, my Democratic friends, permit me to say that | have 
seen the time when Republicans, loaded down with campaigt 
funds furnished them by the trust kings and tariff barons, de- 


feated you in the East, in the West, and in the North. | |! 
seen the time when not a single Democratic governor answered 
to his name in the North, in the East, or in the West, and « 


a very few Democratic Representatives came here fre 
sections, but, thank God, the South, that section which gay 
Jefferson, the father of the Democratic Party, to the Un! 
to the world, has stood victorious with unfurled flag ¢ 


the sacred ark of our covenant in political affairs. [A 


on the Democratic side.] We saw you battling against t! 
forces that rob and oppress the people, and we saw y: 
through the valley of defeat and sore trial, and we said t» the 
faithful Democratic warriors of the North, East, and West, 
“ Fight on and on, our cause is just and victory will con ! 
to the standards that we bear in the name of the |" 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] You said to us, 


“eg 


firm and fear not. We will keep the faith,” and to-day \ 
behold a reunited national Democratic Party controllins | 
people’s branch of Congress, and next year we will drive ! 
power the enemies of the Republic and restore this Gover! 
to the people. [Long and loud applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 


tee do now rise. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Accordingly the committee determined to rise; anc 


] 


Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Arexanper, Chia'! 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | 
reported that that committee had had under considerat!:! 
bill H. R. 4413, putting agricultural implements and 
articles on the free list, and had come to no resolution tl 


Leave of absence was granted, by unanimous consel', “5 


follows: 


Mr. Suarp, for four days, on account of sickness in his f 


LEAVES OF ABS 


ENCE. ‘ 


¢ 


} 


Mr. Foster of Vermont, indefinitely, on account of imp! 


official business. 


RECESS. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the I! 
take a recess until 11 o’clock on Monday morning next. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order ' 


that motion is not a privileged motion as against the res 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


I ask that t 


order, and I demand the regular order. 


he calendar be called. 


d 


we 








1911. 
“fr. DALZELL. The regular order is the bill the House is 
now considering. 
F UNDERWOOD. ‘The House has just disposed of the 
r the present that is now being considered. If the House 
desires to take it up again, it can. 
” \ir. DALZELL. General debate is still under way. It is not 
the only bill on the calendar. I would like to call the gentle- 
man’s attention to the fact that if his motion prevails we will 
wot have an opportunity to consider the pension bill on Monday. 
UNDERWOOD. I calli the attention of the gentleman 


pill 


wir. 
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| 


from Pennsylvania to the fact that there is no pension bill in | 


order on Monday. 
Mr. DALZELL. 


And I call the gentleman’s attention to the | 


fact that the Calendar of Motions to Discharge Committees | 


ig in order, and the pension bill is the second bill on that 


calendar. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman has overlooked the fact 
that under the rule of the House a bill must be on the calendar 
q certain number of days, and that the pension bill has not 
peen on the calendar the necessary 7 days. It must have 
peen before the committee for 15 days, and it must be on the 
calendar for 7 days. 

Mr. DALZELL. If the gentleman will bear with me, I will 
read the rule. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Very well. 

Mr. DALZELL (reading) : 

\ny Member may present to the Clerk a motion in writing to dis- 
re a committee from further consideration of any public bill or 

esolution which may have been referred to such committee 15 
rior thereto. All such motions shall be entered in the Journal 











Discharge Committees. Immediately after the Unanimous 
Calendar shall have been called on any Monday, it shall be in order to 


up any such motion which shall have been entered at least 7 days 
r thereto. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is why I called the gentleman’s at- 
tention to it. 

Mr. DALZELL. I have been informed that this motion has 
been entered for 7 days. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will examine the cal- 
endar, he will see that it has not. 

Mr. DALZELL. It has been on the calendar since April 25. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Always in estimating the number of 
days you exclude the first or the last, include one and exclude 
the other. 

Mr. DALZELL. There are bills on the calendar that could be 
considered on Monday. The immigration bill is on the calendar. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. But the point the gentleman was mak- 
ing was that we were trying to postpone the pension bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman did not say so. That is mere 
inference from what the gentleman did say. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I understood the gentleman, he 
stated he objected to taking a recess, because it would displace 
the pension bill. I call his attention to the fact that it will not. 

Mr. DALZELL. I did not give it as a reason at all. I in- 
sist upon my point of order, that this motion is not in order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that this 
does not displace the pension bill, and I am desirous of having 
full latitude of debate. I do not think it is necessary to take 
up the Discharge Calendar on Monday. I think it is better for 


prio 


the House to proceed on Monday with the consideration of this | 


bill. Now, it might set aside some bills that are on the Dis- 
a Calendar on Monday. It does not set aside the pension 
bill. 


I have tried to exercise due latitude and to give every 
man in the House, whether on this side or the other, full op- 
portunity for debate. I am anxious to have the bill run along 
and = have debate disposed of at as early a date next week as 
possible, 

As the Members of the House do not desire to stay here after 
5 o'clock in the evening, I would like to have the morning ses- 
sions begin at 11 o’elock, and thus get in six hours of debate. 
That is my purpose. I regret very much that the gentleman 
should see proper to try to interfere with it. 

Mr. CANNON. But does the gentleman seek to cut the Honse 
off from that privilege which has been wrung from an unwilling 
majority, the Calendar for Discharge of Committees, when 
2,000,000 of people are seeking to have a majority work their 
will under a rule obtained through a great revolution? [Laugh- 
ter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I will say to the gentleman that 
while I consider the Discharge Calendar a very important part 
of the rules of this House, and a right every Member ought to 
exercise, yet we are seeking to lower the taxes for 92,000,000 of 
people, and I consider that of more purpose. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 


— DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be candid with the 
oa I made the point of order for the reason assigned by 


gentleman from Missouri, that we might have an oppor- 


yrinted on a calendar to be known as a Calendar of Motions to | 
Consent | 


| establish a fish-hatching and fish-culture station at a | 





| of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
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tunity to consider on Monday the pension bill, which is on the 
Discharge Calendar. I was mistaken as to that, and I with- 
draw my point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Alabama that the House do take a recess until Mon- 
day, May 1, 1911, at 11 o’clock a. m. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House’ stood in recess until Monday, May 1, 
1911, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





SIXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
taken from the Speakers’ table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitti: 
in response to a resolution of the House, copies of orders : 
regulations relating to the use of waters of the Rio Grande 
tributaries for irrigation purposes (H. Doc. No. 39); 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands and orderé 
printed. 

2. A letter from the Chief Justice of the Court of Claims, 
requesting the return of certain findings transmitted to Con- 
gress March 16, 1908 (H. Doc. No, 38); to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 


were 


ig. 


and 
and 
to the 
1 to be 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

3y Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8072) to amend an 
act relating to soldiers and sailors’ homesteads; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8073) to 
int in 
or near the city of Biloxi, in the State of Mississippi; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 8074) to 
amend section 2297 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

sy Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 8075) to amend section 953 
to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8076) to amend section 1537 of an act 
entitled “An act to establish a Code of Law for the District of 
Columbia,” approved March 3, 1901; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas (by request): A bill (H. R. 8077) 
to define the true intent and meaning of section 48 of the act 
of August 28, 1894, levying taxes upon distilled spirits, to regu- 
late the business of reclaiming waste spirits from empty whisky 
barrels, and to define the status of persons engaged in such busi- 
ness; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 8078) to prohibit interfer- 
ence with commerce among the States and Territories and with 
foreign nations, and to remove obstructions thereto, and to pro- 
hibit the transmission of certain messages by telegraph, tele- 
phone, cable, or other means of communication between States 
and Territories and foreign nations; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. SLOAN: A bill (H. R. 8079) to place on the free lis 
fence wire; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 8080) to divide the St: 
of Oregon into two judicial districts; to the Committee on th 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 8081) for the purchase of 
and the erection of a public building at Lancaster, Wis.; to th 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8082) for the purchase of a site and 
erection of a public building at Reedburg, Wis.; to the C 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


a sit 


By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 8083) for the extension of the 
post office over the entire business of public transportation; to 


the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bil! (H. R. 8084) to p 
agricultural implements on the free list; to the Committee on 


Ways and Means. 

$y Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. to regul 
of service in tropical countries of enlisted men and to efi 
economy in the United States Army; to the Committee on M 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8086) to regulate the payment of travel 
allowances and to effect economy in the Military Establishment ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8087) to regulate the issue of clothing and 
payment of clothing allowances in the Army and to decrease 
expense therein; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SOS5) 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8088) to consolidate departments, to sim- | 


plify administration, and to effect economy in the United States | 
Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8089) to fix the term of enlistment in | 
the Army and to provide a reserve corps; to the Committee on | 
|} on Invalid Pensions. 


Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 8090) to establish a fish- 
cultural station in the State of Pennsylvania; to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8091) to establish a fish-cultural station | 
| crease of pension to Zimri Harrison; to the Comn 
| Pensions. 


in the county of Cumberland, in the State of Pennsylvania; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R, 8092) to enlarge the juris- 
diction of the Interstate Commerce Commission by giving to 


that body the power to fix reasonable rates, based upon physical | 


valuations, to be charged by railroad, express, telegraph, and 
telephone companies and all other common carriers, in the trans- 
action of interstate business, and also giving to said commis- 
sion the power to fix reasonable prices to be charged by persons 
or corporations when found to be exercising a monopoly in the 
interstate sale of any commodity; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 8093) to establish a fish- 
cultural station in the southern section of the State of Mis- 
souri; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

3y Mr. COX of Indiana: Resolution (H. Res. 140) authoriz- 
ing the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department 
to have necessary printing done; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: Resolution (H. Res. 141) relative to the 
addition of a new rule to the House rules; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. GARNER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 83) requesting 
the President to consider the expediency of effecting a treaty 
with European powers providing for the neutralization of the 
Philippine Isiands and to protect an independent government 
there when established; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 84) for the 
appointment of a commission to investigate the status of the 
full-blood Indians of Oklahoma; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 8094) granting an increase of 
pension to John A. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 8095) granting an increase of 
pension to Jane E. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8096) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Carson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8097) granting an increase of pension to 
James 8. Middaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8098) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Fairchild; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8099) granting an increase of pension to 
James McCormick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8100) for the 
relief of the estate of M. R. Buchanan; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr: COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 8101) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Abrams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8102) granting a pension to Nancy E. Hop- 
kins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R, 8103) granting an increase of 
pension to James H. Maclay; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8104) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Broadbeck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8105) 
granting an increase of pension to John Moyer; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 8106) granting an increase of pension to 
Salathiel S. Stalnaker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8107) granting a pension to Alfred J. 
Osborn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8108) granting a pension to William M. 
Pomroy ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 8109) for the relief of 
the heirs of Larkin Nash, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8110) granting 
an increase of pension to Lucen T. Vance; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8111) granting a ae to Virginia Nor- 
ris; to the Committee on Pensions, 








By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8112) for the relic; 
Wilme erding-Loewe Co., of San Francisco, Cal.; to ¢| 


| mittee on Claims. 


By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 8113) 
an increase of pension to Francis M. Sageser; to the (\ 


By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 


| the relief of the heirs of Adolphus Dobke; to the Com 


War Claims. 
By Mr. LINDBERGH: A bill (H. R. 8115) granting 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8116) granting an increase of m 
William B. W ek to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

Also, a bill (H. 8117) granting an increase of } 
Richard Elliott; to "tee Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 8118) granting an 
of pension to Samuel W. Keymer; to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 8119) granting a: 
of pension to Polk D. Southard; to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 8120) er: 
increase of pension to William G. Baker; to the Com: 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8121) for the relief of Charles F. | 
to the Committee on Military. Affairs. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 8122) granting an ; 
of pension to William W. Padgett; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8123) granting a pension to Sar 
heiser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 8124) granting an i: 
pension to Florence 8S. Green; to the Committee o 
Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 8125) granting an incr 
pension to John Niar; to the Committee on Invalid I’ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8126) granting an increase of | 
Albert Fletcher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 8127) granting an ine 
pension to John L. Temple; to the Committee on Inv: 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8128) granting an increase of pe 
Thomas J. Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 8129) granting a } 
Charles Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8130) authorizing the payme 
widow of Dorence Atwater of compensation for ser\ 
dered the United States of America; to the Com: 
Claims. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 8131) granting an i: 
pension to Jasper N. Kelly; to the Committee on Iny: 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8132) granting an increase of |» 
John W. Rowe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8133) granting an increase of | 
Isaac Weaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 8134) granting au 
of pension to Henry Dye; to the Committee on Inv: 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8135) granting an increase of | 
P. W. McReynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 8136) granting : 
of pension to Harrison Statler; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers w: 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ALEXANDER: Papers to accompany bil! to i! 
pension of Thomas A. Dobbins; to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 


By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of John L. Brown and ‘ 


merchants of Waynesburg, Ohio, against parcels post; 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of the Sioux ! 


and Vermilion conferences, Norwegian and German Lut 
at Sioux Falls, S. Dak., protesting against the passage « 
bill 255, as contrary to the Constitution of the United * 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. BURLESON: Resolutions, petitions, letters, e'° 


testing against the 10-cent tax on colored oleomargar! 


asking Congress to repeal it; also asking Congress [0 !! 


gate and endeavor to check the spread of tuberculosis an 
diseases carried through dairy products were presented 
ganizations throughout the country as follows: Interns 


fs 


a | 
29) 
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Brotherhood of Blacksmiths and Helpers, Local 433, Walter Con- 
stance, recording secretary, Springfield, Mo.; Trades and Labor 
Council, Charles E. Anderson, secretary, 32 Middle Street, Lowell, 
Mass.: Progressive Study Club, Mrs. P. R. Noble, secretary, Re- 
villo, S. Dak.: Painters, Decorators, and Paperhangers of Amer- 
ica, Local Union No. 20, J. P. Edwards, recording secretary, box 
636, Westfield, N. J.; Railway Mail Association, Women’s Aux- 
viary, Mrs. T. B. Walker, Mrs. W. 8. Kirk, and Mrs. J. M. 
\jiller, committee, Denison, Tex.; Woman's Club, Mrs. Ida D. 
pird, corresponding secretary, Kankakee, Ill.; National Brother- 
hood of Operative Potters, Local No. 24, W. A. Aughinbaugh, 
cecretary, Wellsville, Ohio; Women’s Club, Mrs. M. A. Mann, 
Everett, Wash.; International Brotherhood of Locomotive En- 
gineers, Subdivision No. 475, J. S. Gallegly, secretary and treas- 


il. 





urer, Smithville, Tex.; Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association, 
Branch No. 95, W. H. Gass, secretary, Brackenridge, Pa.; 


Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, Independ- 
ence Lodge, No. 483, C. O. Torgeson, recording secretary, 1419 
South Main Street, Crookston, Minn.; Granite Cutters’ Inter- 
national Association of America, Cape Ann Branch, Gloucester 
and Rockport, Mass., Abraham Lurvey, corresponding secre- 
tary, Pigeon Cove, Mass.; Painters, Decorators, and Paper- 
hangers of America, Local Union No. 713, Robert Hamilton, 
president, and F. W. White, recording secretary, 34 Franklin 
Street, Port Jervis, N. Y.; Chester Federation of Labor, 
Plumbers, Gas and Steam Fitters Local No. 403, George P. 
Smith, 1309 West Third Street, Chester, Pa.; Trades and Labor 
Assembly, Savannah, Ga.; Racine Retail Merchants’ Associa- 
tion, Racine, Wis.; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Ry Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill for 
the relief of the estate of M. R. Buchanan, of Rutherford 
County. State of Tennessee; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Resolutions of Washington Camp, No. 603, 
New Columbia, and Washington Camp, No. 321, Huntingdon, 
Pa.. Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring the illiteracy 
test: to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition asking that a iaw be passed au- 
thorizing the payment of the Coeur d’Alene Indians for certain 
lands within the former Coeur d’Alene Reservation; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of numerous citizens of Idaho, against parcels 
post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Chicago shoe manufacturers, 
in opposition to placing shoes on the free list; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: Petition of Sturgis Grange, 
Sturgis, Mich., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of Gem, Medina, and 
Pigree, N. Dak., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Eckman, N. Dak., favoring the 
passage of the Hanna bill, providing for paying additional com- 
pensation to the rural free-delivery carriers, and T. F. Woods, 
of North Dakota, against parcels post; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Petition of citizens of Ottumwa, Iowa, 
against parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

ty Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition of L. E. Henry, Jacob Brown, 
and C. E. Bell, of Sauk Rapids, Minn., favoring the passage of 
the Sherwood bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Renneby, Minn., protesting against 
sending troops to the Mexican border; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

sy Mr. PALMER: Resolutions of Washington Camp, No. 541, 
Patriotie Order Sons of America, of Lehighton, Pa., urging 
passage of illiteracy test; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. PRAY: Petition of 39 citizens of Park County, Mont., 
favoring the parcels-post law; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of James L. Cowles, secretary and 
treasurer of Postal Progress League, favoring cheap parcels 
post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

sy Mr. RICHARDSON : Papers to accompany H. R. 7577, for 
the relief of L. C. Chisholm; to the Committee on War Claims. 
_ By Mr. SIMS: Papers to accompany bills for relief of Jasper 
N. Kelley, Linden, Tenn., and John W. Rowe, Hollow Rock, 
Tenn.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. WEDEMEYER: Petition of various citizens of North- 


ville, Mich., against parcels post; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 
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SENATE, 
Monpay, May 1, 1911. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and 
approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution passed 
by the Fifty-seventh General Assembly of the State of Ten- 
nessee, which was referred to the Committee on Finance and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Senate joint resolution 14 

Whereas the Sixty-first Congress of the United States of America at 
its first sessiom begun and holden at Washington, in the District of Co- 
lumbia, on Monday, the 15th day of March, 1909, by joint resolution 
proposed an amendment to the Constitution of the United States in 
words and figures as follows, to wit: 

“Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House 
concurring therein), That the following article is proposed as an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, which, when ratified by 


the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, shall be valid in 
all intents and purposes as part of the Constitution : 

“ArT. XVI. The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes 
on incomes, from whatever source derived, without apportionment 
among the several States and without regard to any census or enumer- 
ation.” 

Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the senate and house of representatives of the State of 
Tennessee, That said amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States be and is hereby ratified; and be it further 

Resolved, That certified copies of the foregoing preamble and resolu- 
tion be forwarded by his excellency the governor of Tennessee to the 
President of the United States, to the Secretary of State of the United 
States, to the Presiding Officer of the United States Senate, and to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, respectively. 

Adopted April 7, 1911. 

[SEAL.] N. BAXTER, Jr., 

Speaker of the Senate. 
A. M. Leacn, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Approved, April 11, 1911. 

Ben W. Hooper, Governor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted by 
the Twentieth Continental Congress of the Daughters of the 
American Revolution, favoring an appropriation for the eree- 
tion of a memorial to the signers of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, to be placed in the Capitol Building, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the City Council of 
Helena, Mont., relative to the persecution of American citizens of 
the Jewish faith in Russia, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. : 

Mr. GALLINGER presented memorials of the Trades Assem- 
bly of Fort Edward, N. Y.; of the Village Board of Trusices of 
Fort Edward, N. Y.; and of sundry citizens of Keene, Swanzey, 
and Canaan, in the State of New Hampshire, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agree- 
ment between the United States and Canada, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the congregation of the Fifth 
Seventh Day Adventist Church of Washington, D. C., remon- 
strating against the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in 
the District of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM presented « memorial of the National Associa- 
tion of Tanners, remonstrating against leather being placed on 
the free list, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a resolution, in the nature of a 
memorial, of the German-American Alliance of the State of 
Connecticut, remonstrating against the ratification of the pro- 
posed treaty of arbitration between the United States and Great 
Britain, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, 

Mr, BURNHAM presented a memorial of the Boot and Shoe 
Workers’ Union of Boston, Mass., and a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Canaan, East Swanzey, and Swanzey, in the State 
of New Hampshire, remonstrating against the ratification of 
the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the United 
States and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. BRISTOW presented a resolution, in the nature of a peti- 
tion, of Lew Gove Post, No. 100, Department of Kansas, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Manhattan, Kans., praying for the 
passage of the old-age pension bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented memorials of Black Fills Pomona 
trange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Whitewood, and of sundry 
farmers and business men of Ottumwa, Gann Valley, Desmet, 
and Brown County, all in the State of South Dakota, remon- 
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strating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade 


agreement between the United States and Canada, which were | ing the eleventh session. 


referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Progressive Study Club of 
Revillo, S. Dak., praying for the repeal of the present oleomar- 
garine law, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Plymouth, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
ealled parcels-post bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Reads. 

He also presented memorials of the State Board of Agricul- 
ture, of sundry employees of the Central Paper Co. of Muskegon, 
and of sundry citizens of Otsego, all in the State of Michigan, 
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal 
trade agreement between the United States and Canada, which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FLETCHER presented a petition of the National Busi- 


ness League of America, praying for the ratification of the pro- | 


posed reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the State Pilots’ Associa- 
tion of Florida, remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation to further regulate pilotage by the Government, which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey presented petitions of Washing- 


ton Camp No. 22, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Jersey | 


City; of Washington Camp No, 148, Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, of Suceasunna; and of the congregation of the First 


Presbyterian Church of Hoboken, all in the State of New Jer- | 


sey, praying for the enactment of legislation to further restrict 
immigration, which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

He also presented a petition of Local Branch No. 14, Glass- 
tottle Blowers’ Association, of Woodbury, N. J., praying for 
the repeal of the present oleomargarine law, which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the German-American Al- 
liance of New Jersey, praying for the ratification of the pro- 
posed reciprocal trade agreement between the United States 
and Canada, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 152, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of New Market, N. J., and a memorial 
of Riverside Grange, No. 125, Patrons of Husbandry, of Three 
Bridges, N. J., remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the United States 
and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of John C. Lennon, of Newark, 
N. J., and of sundry citizeas of Wharton, N. J., remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed treaty of arbitration 
between the United States and Great Britain, which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. : 

Mr. BORAH. I present a joint memorial from the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Idaho, which I ask may be printed in the 
tecorD and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 

House joint memorial 2. 
To the President of the United States of America: 

Your memortalist, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully 
represent : 

Whereas the Coeur d'Alene Indian Reservation was opened to entry 
and settlement on May 2, 1910, to those citizens whose rights to select 
homesteads therein had been previously determined by drawing; 

Whereas certain of these homesteaders made their selections on land 
bordering on the St. Joe River within said reservation, having taken up 
about 6,500 acres; 

Whereas a temporary easement had been granted by a former Secre 
tary of the Interior, permitting the flooding of these lands along the 
St. Joe River has been revoked by the present Secretary of the Interior, 
but as yet no steps have been taken by the officials of the National Gov- 
ernment to afford adequate relief to these homesteaders, whose homes 
and health have been put in jeopardy on account of this temporary 
grant; and 

Whereas the testimony taken at the hearing ordered by the Secretary 
of the Interior upon the matter of revoking this easement and now on file 
in his office will show the conditions which now confront these home 
steaders, but unless prompt and immediate relief is given they will not 


be able to do scarcely, if any, tilling of the soil this spring, and im some | 
cases none at all, owing to the flooding of these lands, and also pre- | 


yenting them from making those improvements required under the home- 
stead laws, and can not maintain themselves or their families as a re- 
sult of these conditions: Now therefore 

Your memorialist earnestly urges that relief be granted these home- 
steaders by virtue of the executive power vested in you as the President 
of the United States of America, and your memorialist will ever pray. 

This memorial passed the house of representatives on the 24 day of 
March, 1911. 

Crartes D. Srorer, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


This memorial passed the senate on the 8d day of March, 1911. 
L. H. SWEETSER, 
President of the Senate. 
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. hereby certify that the within memorial No. 2 origina 
rouse 
[SEAL.] James H. Warr 
Chief Clerk of the House of Repres« 


Mr. BORAH. I present a concurrent resolution ad 
the Legislature of the State of Idaho, which I ask 
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee 
Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary and order 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Senate concurrent resolution 6. 

Be it resolved by the senate (house of representatives con: 

Whereas under the present internal-revenue laws of the Un 
the Government of the United States sells to any person ap) 
for a license to sell intoxicating liquors in any State, or dlyi: 
State, regardless of State laws regulating or prohibiting 
traffic; and 

Whereas it is manifest that the sale of such internal-1 
authorizing the sale of liquor in States, or portions of Stat 
sale of the same is prohibited by the State laws, retards ani 
with the proper enforcement of such State laws: Therefore | 

Resolved by the senate of the State of Idaho (the hous 
sentatives concurring herein), That our Senators and Ix 
in Congress be requested to do everything in their power to 
internal-revenue laws of the United States so amended ¢ 
States licenses shall not be sold or issued to any person 
intoxicating liquors In any State, or portion of a State, wh: 
of such liquors is prohibited by the State laws. Be it furt! 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to 
and Representative in Congress by the secretary of state. 

The within senate concurrent resolution No. 6 passed th 
the 15th day of February, 1911. 


y 


L. H. Swe 
President of t 
The within senate concurrent resolution No. 6 passed 

representatives on the 24th day of February, 1911. 

° CHARLES D. S1 
Speaker of the House of Repr: 
I hereby certify that the within senate concurrent 1 

originated in the senate of the eleventh session of t! 

the State of Idaho. 
[SEAL.] Cuas. W. D 
Secretary of t 
Mr. BORAH. I present a joint memorial from 

ture of the State of Idaho, which I ask may be pri 

RrcorD and referred to the Committee on Public La: 
There being no objection, the joint memorial was 1 

the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be 

the Recoxrp, as follows: 
House joint memorial 9. 

To the honorable the President of the United States, the } 
Secretary of the Interior, and ihe honorable the Se: 
culture: 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Ida! 
represent that 
Whereas townships 54 and 55 north, range 2 east, Do! 

State of Idaho, are included in the Coeur d’Alene Nati 

serve, and the land in said townships was burned ov 

fires of 1910 and practically denuded of all live tim! 
appearing that whatever value shall be saved from 

must be saved within the next year; and 
Whereas the lands included within the said towns! 

most part settled upon by homesteaders who entered 

prior to the including of the area within the nation 
Whereas the Government is resisting the claim of t 

to the said lands, and by reason thereof the settlers ! 

to incur heavy expense and are in uncertainty as to tl 
Whereas the settlers have suffered heavy loss by re: 

of 1910, which swept over these lands; 
We therefore pray that townships 54 : rth, 

Boise meridian, be eliminated from the Coeur d'Alene N 

Reserve and that they be made available for homestead 

Be it 
Resolved, That the secretary of state transmit a copy 

rial to each of the following officers: The President 

States, the Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of - 

to each Member of the Idaho congressional delegation. 
This memorial passed the house of representatives on t 

February, 1911. 


\< 


Speaker of the House of Re] 
This memorial passed the senate on the ist day of Ma 
L. H 
Preside 
I hereby certify that this joint memorial originated 
representatives of the Legislature of the State of Id: 
eleventh session. 
[SEAL.] 
Chief Clerk of the House of Repre 
Mr. BORAH. I present a joint memoria! from t! 
ture of the State of Idaho, which I ask may, be print 
Recorp and referred to the Committee on the Judiciar 
There being no objection, the joint memorial was ! 
the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be 
the Recorp, as follows: 
Senate joint memorial 4 


JAMES H. WALI 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of th: 


States in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, res! 


represent that— 


Thereas a bill is now pending in Congress having for its pur 


guaranteeing to the respective States the fullest jurisdiction 


of Representatives of the Legislature of the State of [d. 


ove! 








toxicants consigned to them from the time they enter the State, said 

> known as the Miller-Curtis bill, being bill No. 23641, House of 
contatives, and bill No. 7528, Senate; and 

eh eeoae we believe that under the present laws the State is seriously 

; ed in carrying out its policies relative to the liquor traffic and 

‘he passage of such act would be of great benefit to the several 

<sates: Now therefore 
your memorialists urgently recommend that said bill be enacted into 
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ne secretary of state of the State of Idaho is hereby instructed to | 


ward this memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of 
rnited States and copies of the same to our Senators and Repre- 
ves in Congress. 


« senate joint memorial No. 4 passed the senate on the 9th day of | 


I 
ary, 1911. 
i L. H. Sweerser, 
President of the Senate. 
nate joint memorial No. 4 passed the house of representatives 
24th day of February, 1911. 


CHARLES D. Srorey, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


the senate during the eleventh session of the Legislature of the State 
fae Cuas. W. DemMPsTer, 
ee Secretary of the Senate. 
Mr. SHIVELY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the ratification of the 


in 
of 


proposed treaty of arbitration between the United States and | 


Great Britain, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
telations. 

Mr. WARREN presented a memorial of the Trades Assembly 
of Fort Edward, N. Y., and a memorial of the Village Board 
of Trustees of Fort Edward, N. Y., remonstrating against the 
ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between 
the United States and Canada, which were referred to the Com- 
wittee on Finance, 

Mr. CURTIS presented memorials of Highland Grange, No. 
249. Patrons of Husbandry, of Scranton; of the Farmers’ Club 
of Burlingame, and of sundry citizens of Glen Elder, all in the 
State of Kansas, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the United States 
and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES presented a petition of N. B. Page Post, No. 94, 
Department of Washington and Alaska, of Cashmere, Wash., 
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RECIPROCITY TREATY OF 1854, 

Mr. SMOOT. From the Committee on Printing I ask to have 
printed as a public document a history of the reciprocity treaty 
of 1854 with Canada by Mr. Chalfant Robinson (S. Doc. No. 17). 
It is found in his book, beginning with chapter 1 to the end of 
that article. 

Mr. SHIVELY. I thought there was an order made by the 
Senate the other day for printing the history of that treaty. 
I believe, however, it had reference only to the debates in the 
Senate. 


Mr. SMOOT. It had reference only to the debates in the 
Senate and House. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; only to the debates in the 
| Senate. 


I hereby certify that the above senate joint memorial No. 4 originated 


Mr. SHIVELY. Only to the Senate, as I recall it. 

Mr. SMOOT. This is an article by Mr. Chalfant Robinson, a 
very eminent writer. 

There being no objection, the order was agreed to, and it was 
reduced to writing, as follows: 

Ordered, That the history of the reciprocity treaty of 1854 with 
Canada, by Chalfant Robinson, be printed, with accompanying illustra- 
tions, as a Senate document. 

Mr. STONE. I should like to ask the Senator from Utah, 
the chairman of the Committee on Printing, when these publica- 


| tions which have been ordered will be likely to be ready for use? 


Mr. SMOOT. In relation to the order that was made lust 
Friday, that matter was referred to the Finance Committee, and 
as soon as they meet they will doubtless take immediate action 


to have the order of the Senate carried out. The orders which 


| have been authorized by the Senate to-day will be ready for the 


and a petition of Green Lake Post, No. 112, Department of | 


Washington and Alaska, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Seattle, Wash., praying for the passage of the so-called old- 
age pension bill, which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

He also presented memorials of Linnea Grange, No. 244, of 
Mount Vernon; Local Grange No. 221, of Bayview; Pine Lake 
Grange, No. 324, of Monohan, and of Sulphur Creek Grange, 

o. 391, of Riffe, of the Patrons of Husbandry, and of sundry 


ilizens of Freeman, Lowell, and Everett, all in the State of | 
)ashington, remonstrating against the ratification of the pro- | 


sed reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented a petition of sundry citizens of 

isconsin, praying for the passage of the so-called parcels-post 
“ill, ses was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
‘ost Roads. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Oakfield, 
Germania, Forest, Byson, Garfield, Eden, Ashford, Friendship, 
Eidorado, Osceola, Fond du Lac, and Waupun, all in the State of 
Wisconsin, remonstrating against the ratification of the pro- 
posed reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


LANDS ALONG ANACOSTIA RIVER. 
Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 


Senate within four or five days. 
Mr. STONE. How long does the Senator think it will take 
to print the documents which have been ordered to be printed? 
Mr. SMOOT. Only the time required to get the contents ready 
for publication. 
ALASKA COAL-LAND CASES. 


Mr. SMOOT. From the Committee on Printing, I ask to have 
printed as a Senate document a decision rendered by Judge 
Hanford, of the United States district court for the western 
district of Washington, in reference to coal-land laws of Alaska 
(S. Doe. No. 18). 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT 


Mr. BORAH. From the Committee on the Judiciary, I report 
back favorably without amendment the joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 39) proposing an amendment to the Constitution providing 
that Senators shall be elected by the people of the 
States, 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I should like to inquire if it 
is not rather premature for a report to come from a committee 
whose jurisdiction commenced to-day at 12 o'clock? We passed 
a resolution for the organization of the committees in which it 
was provided that their jurisdiction as committees should com- 
mence to-day. 

Mr. BORAH. It is now 30 minutes after 12. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, | merely make the sugges 
tion in the interest of orderly procedure that a committee having 
charge of a measure of this importance should at least give time 
and opportunity to Members of this body to present their views 
with regard to it to that committee. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, this joint resolution was con- 


VOTE. 


several 


| sidered by the committee which had charge of it, and the joint 


referred Senate resolution No. 15, submitted by Mr. GaLLINcer | 
on the 13th ultimo, reported it without amendment, and it was | 


a by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows (S. 
oc, No, 19) : 


. Resolved, That the letter from the Commissioners of the District of 
columbia transmitting the second report of Mr. Hugh T. Taggart, spe- 
cial counsel, on the ownership of lands and riparian rights along the 
Anacostia River, in the District of Columbia, be printed, with accom- 
panying illustrations, as a document. 


PRINTING OF CANADIAN CUSTOMS TARIFF ACT. 


Mr. SMOOT. From the Committee on Printing, I ask that | 
the Canadian customs tariff act of 1907 be printed as a Senate 


ee (S. Doe. No. 15). It will be found on pages 102 to 

Mr. SHIVELY. What is the act? 

Mr. SMOOT. The Canadian customs tariff act of 1907. 
the existing tariff act of Canada. 

There being no objection, the order was agreed to, and it was 
reduced to writing, as follows: 


Ordered, That the Canadian customs tariff act of 1907 be printed as 
& Senate document. * 


It is 


resolution has been reported in the orderly course of business 
I have no doubt that the senior Senator from Idaho will have 
ample time to present his views to the Senate regarding it, but 
as we had no request from him and no supposition that he «: 

sired to come before the committee, of course we did not 
for him. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I merely desired that it should not appent 
in the Record that no notice was taken of this pauper’s b 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BORAH. There was no danger of that happening while 
the senior Senator from Idaho was here. 

Mr. HEYBURN. ‘That is true. Mr. President, with the 
permission of the Senate I desire to ask a further question. Tlas 
the Committee on the Judiciary had a meeting for the conside 
ation of this joint resolution since it was a legal committee at 
12 o'clock to-day? 

Mr. BORAH. I do not remember at just what time the com- 


wi 


mittee adjourned, but we had a regular called meeting of the 
committee. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Since 12 o'clock. 
No; not since 12 o'clock. 


Mr. BORAH. 
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Mr. HEYBURN. You were not a committee until 12 o’clock, 
because we said so by resolution. I want the Recorp straight 
upon this question. I may want to move to rerefer the joint 
resolution to the committee. 

Mr. BORAH. I understand it is always within the power of 


t] ator to move to recommit. 


ne 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I call attention again to | 


] 


the fact that, while the Senate committees have been reorgan- | 
ized by a resolution, the old organization of the Senate was 


continued by a resolution adopted at the last session. So there 


was no necessity for the reorganization of the Senate Committee | 


on the Judiciary, although it did meet this morning under the 
new arrangement and the new assignment, and agreed to report 
the joint resolution favorably. 


committees and provided for the time when they should take | 
jurisdiction as committees. So that until 12 o'clock to-day | 


there was no Judiciary Committee authorized to sit and direct a 


report to be made, and whatever meeting may have been held | 
this morning was merely a meeting of individual Senators, but | 
they had no authority or jurisdiction to act upon this question | 


and to instruct any member of the committee to make a report. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be placed | 


on the calendar. 
PROPOSED COMMISSION ON COMMISSIONS. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, on April 20 I introduced a 
bill (8S. 1876) to previde for a commission to investigate com- 
missions and to make recommendations concerning the same, 


and had it referred to the Committee on Public Expenditures. | 
That committee has simce then ceased to exist. I do not know | 


whether the intreduction of the bill frightened the committee 


on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

The bill (S. 1885) to provide for a commission to investigate 
commissions and to make recommendations concerning the same 
was read twice by its title and ‘referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC EXPENDITURES. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I should like to make ‘an | 


inquiry of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 
The Senator from Mississippi hes just stated that recently the 


Committee on Public Dxpenditures has gone out of existence. | 


I wish to inquire of the Senater from New Hampshire, as this 


plished and how. 
Mr.-GALLINGER. It was the judgment of the committee on 
committees of beth sides of the Chamber that the committee 


had not done anything to justify its continuance, and it was | 


dropped from ‘the list. 

Mr. NHWLANDS. if the Senator will permit me one mo- 
ment, I will say that I greatly regret that that was dene. I 
realize, of course, that the Committee on Public Expenditures 
was not made an active cemmitittee, but the reason why it was 
not made an active committee was because the-acting chairman 
of that committee did not call the committee together. That 
committee was devised for a great and useful purpose, and that 
purpose ought to have been pursued and the results expected 
from it ought to have been accomplished. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will suggest to the Senate that the act- 
ing chairman is not now a member of the body and can not 


answer for himself. I apprehend that he did all he could to | 


put life into that committee, but it was dead from its birth. I 
think it is.a post-mortem on the part of the Senator to diseuss 
the question. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. iI will say upon that subject the purpose 
of that committee was to determine upon the budget of the 
Government and to inquire into the public expenditures with a 
view to so limiting the expenditures of the various departments 
as to square our expenditures with our income, a thing which 
has not been accomplished. It was expected that whilst the 
committee itself was te be composed of the. chairmen of the 
appropriation committees of the Senate and a certain number 
ef other Senators, the chairman himeecif should net be the 
chairman of any appropriation commitice. but should be a 
Senator who would be unembarrassed by any other duty and 
who would attend thoroughly to the duties of the Gonmmittee 


ever appointed or selected. The chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations assumed the position of acting chairman, and we 
went on practically without -effective organization. It was 
called together on only twe or three eeccasions, if my memory 


is ri 


If that committee h: 


because of the lack 
part of the member 


ight, and we started the 


would, i ny judgment, hi 


creation of that cen 
I can recall that the 
| priations urged this 
e 


unifttee was considered a bus 
» then chairman of the Comm 


side of the Chamber to a 


xperienced men upon that committee, stating 
of it was to make it a 


eat and efficient body. 
has proved its incompeten 
of capacity or the lack 

s of that committee, but b 


chairman of the committee was so absorbed i 
| he failed to call its 
| J hope that this matter will come up again for 
| and that that committee, or some committee sim 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the resolution continuing the | 
committees was subject to the action of the Senate. The Senate | 
has acted and rescinded the original resolution continuing the | 


duties, will be rest 
of coordinating the 


members together. 


red, and that we will have t 
various appropriation commit 


now acting independently in some such way as to 1 


penditures of our 


sovernment square with the 1 


Government and to promote economy and effi 
| department. 


Mr. MARTIN of 


Virginia. Mr. President, I 4 


that the minority had no part or pareel in the cr 
committee or in its abolition. When the make 


mittees was being «¢ 


onsidered the chairman of t} 


mittee of the majority party informed me that 


| was to be abolished. I made no issue about i 


created by the majority party after the senior §S 


Rhode Island [Mr. 
ate that the expend 


Artprici] had stated on the flo 
itures of the Government could 


$300,000;,000 per annum by ‘preper attention to t! 


tions. 


This committee, as I understood it, was created t: 


that it failed in th 
I understood that 


| that great economy—360,000,000 per annum. We 
out ef existence or not. I rise now for the purpose of reintro- | 
ducing the bill, and I ask that it be referred to the Committee | 


e accomplishment of any suc!) 
the majority party which had 


committee had come to the conclusion that it v 


| had determined to 


be abolished and I : 


|} without going imto 
| the course pursued by the majority party. It v 
| sponsibility, and they disposed of it. Whether ft! 


it wisely or not it 


abolish it. I was notified 
iecepted it as the edict of the : 
a discussion of the wisdom or 


is useless to discuss. I sim 


the responsibility for the creation of the committ 


abolition rest with 
part of the respons 
Mr. WARREN. 


is the first intimation I have heard of it, when that was accom- | he made any object 


the majority party without 
ibility for what was done in ei 
I wish to ask the Senator, if I 
ion to the abolishment of the 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I did not. I s 


| that I made no obj 


ection and I did not diseuss it 


fied that it was to be done. Tt had been, as far as | 
lutely useless, and I was not surprised that it was 


Mr. WARREN. 


I had no hand in the formati 


mittee two years ago, although placed upon it. W 


meetings were mad 


e the committee was in atten 


duly organized as a committee and with subcom 
not understand that there was to be any other a 


the chairman was 


concerned, than that the 


Committee on Appropriations should act as the 


committee. 


At one of the meetings of that committee a 
committees were appointed. ‘The several chairm 
committees were selected from Senators who wv 
men of appropriating committees, or, to be mor 


bers of committees in charge of general aj 


Each subeommittee 


| priating committee, 
priating conmittee 


chairman, ‘being a nonmembe 
had on his subcommittee as 


bers two or three of the members who were on | 


ing appropriating c 


ommittee. 


The subcommittee to which the bills I had 
referred, and whose chairman was the Senator 
Burton], met as directed to do and consid 


should be considers 


“i by that subcommittee. I d 


to the other subcommittees. 
At another meeting of the full committee we | 


joint committee of 
whole matter of ex 
«- the Senate, the 
ments. We could 


| newspapers stated, 
on Public Expenditures. No chairman of that committee was | 


the House and the Senate to 
penditures, especially as fo th 
House of Representatives, 


get no cooperation on the ho 
while the Members of th: 


were in conference providing fer their commit! 


| would be a comm 


ittee on public expendiiu! 


But after due consideration, as I am informed, 
the House of Representatives decided that it \ 


or, if necessary, it 


vas not the time to consider it, atid 
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ld | ’ € i House sid That body 
no i ( ress, i therefore the 
rs of tl mn on < mittees wel [ tl unani- 
1 ce ding it i was unnecessary and useless to con- 
} ithout the cooperation of the 
r. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I am glad to know that the 
ritv is able to a it itself of any 1 msibility for the de- 

tion of this committee. 
, reply to the Senator from Wyoming, who declares that the 
hers of this committee were practically unanim that 
was no reason for the cont 1 « ence of the commit- 
t [ have to say that I have no knowledge of any meeting of 
tl ommittee at which any such question was discussed. I 
think the Senater must rely for his view on the expressions of 
jual Senators in conversation with himself, for certainly 








there was no action of the committee upon that subject. 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does 

ield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator from Nevada must not misun- 

derstand me. I was speaking of the committee on committees, 

















the Senator from Nevada 
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which had that matter under consideration, and not of the | 
members of the former committee. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I thought the Senator referred to the 





Committee on Public Expenditures. 

The President of the United States has now for the first time 
in recent experience, so far as I know, sought to bring about 
the coordination and cooperation of the various departments 
with a view to reducing public expenditures and with a view 
to securing a well-defined budget, a thing which we have not 
secured. This matter, as we all know, has been one of 
Cabinet discussion. The chiefs of the various departments have 
been brought into cooperation with a view to making a reduc- 
tion of the public expenditures and with a view to increasing 
the efficiency of the various departments. The President of the 
United States, acting first upon his own initiative, and after- 
wards, I believe, with the authority of Congress, opened at the 
White House itself a bureau or service, of which Mr. Cleveland 
is the head. Mr. Cleveland, with a corps of experienced men, 
is now making a study of this important question. In connec- | 
tion with that work the Committee on Public Expenditures of 
the Senate was organized. 

At that time the then chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations was impressed with the importance of such an or- | 
ganization. Years ago the Committee on Appropriations had 
charge of all the appropriations of the Government, the appro- 
priations for the different departments coming under the juris- 
diction of subcommittees of that committee. Later on the 
jurisdiction of the general Committee on Appropriations was 
gradually diminished by the Committee on Military Affairs, the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, the Committee on Commerce, the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and other com- 
mittees assuming, with the sanction of the Senate, jurisdiction 
of the appropriation bills which referred to matters under their 
charge. Thus gradually the Appropriations Committee of the | 
Senate was weakened in its power of making a study of the 
entire field of appropriations and of parceling out the public 
moneys to each department according to some well-defined plan 
of fair apportionment. 
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_ The result was that each independent committee, reaching out | 
for power and an extension of authority and jurisdiction, as 
mmittees always do, was increasing the appropriations, and 







the committees were in a race with each other as to which 
could get the most money from the Federal Treasury. This 





8 also the condition of the departments themselves. They 
were not working together with a view to securing efficiency 
and economy in the general public expenditures, but each de 
partment was reaching out for an enlargement of its jurisdic- 
tion, for an increase of its force, and for an increase of the 
appropriations coming to it. We all recall how the then Sen- 
ator from Iowa, Mr. Allison, called attention to this as a gradual 
weakening of the power of the Senate through its Committee on | 











Appropriations over the entire field of appropriations, and it | 
has been suggested that we should resume the old practice, take 
away from these several committees the power of appropriation, 
and confine them simply to the duty of reporting bills author- | 
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» works or creating pub ‘eaus and 





arti nad ¢ ( 
Now, as a subst { r 
on publie ex] litures was 1 l ! 
br ll the chai ( S 
jurisdiction of appro 
tion the chairmen of 
and to impress them, and t i ] 
hey were chairmen, and t 












the organization of that 
incompetency, proposes 


committee, now comes and 


to throw down the entire wel 


| Warren; 


A bill 
Collins ; 
A bill (S. 1800) granting : J i l; 
A bill (8S. 1801) granting a pension to Anna KE. Ward 


(S. 1799) 


granting an l ( ! i 






Mr. Hale, the chairman of the ! 
wi particularly insistent that é ( | 
capacity should put 1 
met. My recollection is th ry} 
not that its chairman shou 
on Appropriations, but that uld be one s 
| Members who were not chairmen of any y 
having charge of appropriation bills, so th we would | 
chairman not charged with resp: bility in any er 
mittee, who would see to it that there were regular 1 
and that the attention of the committee w: lled to matters 
properly coming within its jur i 

So far as I am concerned, my objection f1 a 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriatio in illed 
as acting chairman of the Public Expenditures Committ : 
his hands were full with the duties of the Cor n 
propriations. This was the prim difficult d 0 
this the committee was not } le eflicient; 1 were 
brought up there which ought to have been ght uj rh 
cooperation of the legislative branch of the G rnment with 
the executive branch of the Government in pr efficiency 
and economy was not accomplished. The majorit al MLV 
ing urged this reform clearly in the line of bus fl cy, 
having failed to do the least thing to carry out th irpose of 


abolish this committee. So far as I am concerned, I wish 
to raise my protest against this action. 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the s 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 

| as follows: 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 1784) authorizing the acceptance of the ded l 
of certain land for a street, and for of! Irposes 

A bill (S. 1785) to amend section 647, chapter 18, Code of Law 
for the District of Columbia, relating to annual statements of 
insurance companies; 

A bill (S. 1786) to provide for an addition to the courthouse 
in the District of Columbia for the accommodation , 1e 
juvenile court and the municipal court of the said district (with 
accompanying paper); and 

A bill (8S. 1787) to amend “An act to regulate the pract 
pharmacy and the sale of poisons in the District of Col 
and for other purposes,” approved May 7, 1906 (witl 
panying paper); to the Committee on the District of 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 

A bill (S. 1788) granting an increase of pension to 

| B. Sawyer ; 

A bill (S. 1789) granting an increase of pensi ) 
Summers; and 

A bill (S. 1790) granting an increase of px to . 

C. Allyn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: 

A bill (S. 1791) to correct the military 1 L « 
Duffey (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1792) to correct the military record of 
Shriner; and 

A bill (S. 1798) to correct the milt 
Kearnes; to the Committee on Military 

A bill (S. 1794) granting a pension to J 

A bill (S. 1795) granting a pension to Lu J 

A bill (S. 1796) granting an increa of | 

| Foote; 
A bill (S. 1797) granting a pension to Char R 
A bill (S. 1798) granting an ine ; R 





Tr 
i 


oo ‘ Ts 
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A bill (S. 1802) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Morrow ; 
4 bill 
Gray ; 


A bill € 
A bill 


SSIONAL I 


(S. 1808) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
‘. 1804) granting a pension to Katherine Van Strate; 
*. 1805) granting a pension to Mary A. Dawes; 

Al s. 1806) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Wigzi 
A bill 
A bill 
Vahue; 

A bill ¢ 

A bill ( 

A bill ( 

A bill 
Barton; 

A bill (8S. 1818) 
Wickware; 

A bill ¢ 

A bill ¢ 

A bill ( 
Horton; 

A bill (S. 1817) granting a pension to Lucy Ann Palmer; 

A bill (S. 1818) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Stroup; 

A bill (8S. 

A bill (8. 

A bill (8S 
Tift; 

A bill 
T. Bush; 

A bill (S. 1823) granting an increase of pension to Anthony 
Peterson; 

A bill (S. 1824) granting an increase of pension to George | 
Alexander ; 

A bill (S. 
Philbrick ; 

A bill (S. 1826) granting a pension to Sarah J. Fitzgibbon ; 

A bill (S. 1827) granting a pension to Sarah J. Fix; 

A bill (S. 1828) granting a pension to Mary Caroline Douglas; 

A bill (S. 1829) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Brown: 

A bill (8. 1830) granting a pension to W. H. Rugg; 

A bill (S. 1831) granting an increase of pension to Jane E. 
Ecker ; 

A bill (S. 1832) 
S. Whitman; 

A bill (S. 18338 
Graham; 

A bill (8S. 

A bill (8S. 
Flame; 

A bill (S 
Selak; 

A bill (S. 1837) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Mulliken; 

A bill (S. 1888) granting a pension to Agnes Hunt; 

A bill (S. 1839) granting a pension to Nora Julia Buchanan; 

A bill (S. 1840) granting a pension to Verona H. Coon; 

A bill (S. 1841) granting a pension to Robert Fletcher; 

A bill (S. 1842) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
M. Barnes; 

A bill (S. 1848) granting a pension to Susan M. Sumner; 

A bill (S. 1844) granting a pension to Rachel F. Prince; 

A bill (S. 1845) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Battenfield ; 

A bill (8S. 1846) granting a pension to John Waalkes: 

A bill (S. 
Hapeman ; 

A bill (8S. 1848) granting a pension to Almira J. Sterling; 

A bill (S. 1849) granting a pension to Hattie L. Fox: 

A bill (S, 1850) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Boyer: 

A bill (8. 1851) granting a pension to Lydia A. Brigham; 

A bill (8. 1852) granting a pension to Mary E. Smith; 

A bill (8. 1853) granting a pension to Alvena Wiggins; 

A bill (8. 1854) granting an increase of pension to William S. 
Dailey ; 

A bill ( 
Smith ; 

A bill (8. 
Moore; 

A bill (8S. 1857) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Riegle; 

A bill (8. 1858) granting a pension to William Cordes; 


S. 1807) granting 
S. 1808) granting 


a pension to Emeline C. Seger; 


an increase of pension to Charles 8S. 


. 1809) granting a pension to Samuel Limenstall ; 
. 1819) granting a pension to Leonard C. Wiswell; 
. 1811) granting a pension to Emma J. Pride; 
(S. 1812) granting an increase of pension to Joseph | 


granting an increase of pension to Eunice C. 


S. 1814) granting a pension to Helen Mirrin; 
S. 1815) granting a pension to John C. Hurst; 
S. 1816) granting an increase of pension to George M. | 


1819) granting a pension to Archie H. Wright; 
1820) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Slayton; 
. 1821) granting an increase of pension to Geraldine 


(S. 1822) granting an increase of pension to Albert L. | 


1825) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 


granting 


) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 


7 


834) granting a pension to Louisa Moorman; 


1 
1835) granting an increase of pension to Frank La 


8. 
Ss 


S 
8. 


1855) granting an increase of pension to Sidney M 


1856) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 


Daniels 


| Putnam 


ineran a nai Panis in | . : 
an increase of pension to Benjamin | the Committee on Claims. 


| James M. 
ing paper); 


. 1836) granting an increase of pension to Martin | 





1847) granting an increase of pension to John | 
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A bill 1859) 
Burnham: 
A bill (S. 1860) granting a pension to Louisa BE. Law; 
A bill (S. 1861) granting a pension to Sarah Elise G; 
A bill (S. 1862) granting a pension Lucinda 
Hyning; 
A bill 
Ransom: 
A bill 
A bill 
Golding; 
A bill 
A bill 
Gaylord; 
A bill 
A bill 
A bill 


(S. granting an increase of pension to M 


H. 


to 


(S. 1863) granting an increase of pension to R 
B. 
(Ss '4) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 


) granting an increase of pension to B 


Sy 
(Ss. 


iS grant 


ing a pension to Annie B. Jacks 
(S. G7) grantin 


g an increase of pension to \ 
(S rs ng a pension to Hiram S§S. Mi 
i) granting a pension to George W. De: 
70) granting an increase of pension to C] 


(Ss. 


(S. 


Norris; 


A bill 
indell: 


A bill 


(S. 1871) granting an increase of pension to J 


R: 


(S. granting an increase of pension to (: 


| Peaslee; 


A bill (S. 


io) granting a pension to Margaret A. PB 
A bill (S. 1874) granting a pension to George Sewari 
A bill (S. 1875) granting a pension to Emma R. Walt 
A bill (S. 1876) granting a pension to Elizabeth F. 
A bill (S. 1877) granting a pension to James O'N: 


| accompanying paper); 


A bill (S. 1878) granting a pension to Charles H. s 
(with accompanying paper): 

A bill (S. 1879) granting an increase of pension to EH 
(with accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 1880) granting a pension to Samuel A. H 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1881) granting an increase of pension to | 
Rivhardson (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1882) granting a pension to Albert Rayny 


|} accompanying paper) ; 


A bill (S. 1883) granting a pension to Albert A 


| (with accompanying paper); and 


A bill (S. 1884) granting an increase of pension to | 
(with accompanying paper); to the Con 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: 

A bill (S. 1886) for the relief of Maria Elizabeth B 


By Mr. WILLIAMS (for Mr. Percy): 

A Dill (S. 1887) for the relief of the legal represent 
Brabston and Roche H. Brabston (with : 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr, SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 1888) granting 
Simpson; and 

A bill (S. 1889) granting 
H. McKay: to the Committ 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 1890) granting an increase of pension { 
O’Callaghan (with accompanying paper); to the Con 
Pensions. 

ty Mr. SWANSON: 

A bill (S. 1891) to provide for the construction, m 
and improvement of post roads and rural delive 
through the cooperation and joint action of the Nati: 
ernment and the several States in which such post 
rural delivery routes may be established; to the Com 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 1892) for the relief of the heirs of John C. ° 
deceased : 

A bill (S. 1898) for the relief of the heirs of John s 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1894) for the relief of A. M. Randolph 
other children and heirs of Robert Lee Randolph, dec 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1895) to provide for the purchase of a si! 
the erection of a public building thereon at Farmville 
State of Virginia; to the Committee on Public Building 
Grounds. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: 

A bill (8. 1896) to provide for the purchase of a site 2 
erection of a public building thereon at Spanish Fork, 
State of Utah; and as 

A bill (S. 1897) for the erection of a public buildine 
Ephraim, Utah; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
Grounds. 


an increase of pension to 


an increase of pension to 
ee on Pensions, 














i911. 


CONGRE} SSION AL RECO 





RD—SE IN A TE. 9 


> 
d 


I 








“tion of the intere 


hill (S. 1898) providing for the prote sts 
‘ . United States in lands and water: mprising any part 








Anacostia River, or Eastern Branch, and lands adjacent 





eto, and for other purposes; and 
' ill GS. 1899) to repeal a portion of an act heretofore 
ed relating to the alienation of the title of the United 
S: :tes to land in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on | 
th Distric t of Columbia. 
By Mr. CUMMINS: 
, bill (S. 1900) granting an increase of pension to William 
g h Lackor; 
il 1901) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
SP 
ll (S. 1802) granting a pension to Cill L. S. Fee (with | 
my anying aper) ; 
4 bill (8. 1903) granting a pension to Clarence W. Failor | 
(with accompanying paper); and 
A bill (S. 1904) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


Vanderveer Holland (with accompanying 
mittee on Pensions. 


papers); to the Com- 


Ry Mr. KENYON: 
A bill (S. 1905) granting a pension to Samuel H. Portz; 
A bill (S. 1906) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
G e;and 
bill (S. 1907) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


to the Committ 
ill (S. 1908) for 
mittee on Claims. 
By Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama: 
A bill (S. 1909) for the relief of the he 
ec: to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. PENROSE: 


Pengion 
Ve ions 


fo if Harry Fosdick; to the Com- 


ee on 
the reli 


irs at law of A. J. 


By 

A bill (S. 1910) to grant an honorable discharge to Patrick 
Quinn; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1911) for the relief of James R. Brown; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

pill (S$. 1912) granting an increase of pension to William 

© TT, ols - 

4 bill (S. 1913) granting an ase of pension to William 
Roberts 

A bill (S. 1914) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Casson; and 

A bill (S. 1915) granting a pension to Caroline M. Anthony; 
to the ae ittee on Pensions. 


GUGGENHEIM : 
\ “bi il 7 (S. 1916) to provide for the purchas 
erection of a public building thereon at and 

\ bill (8. 1917) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building the at Canon City, Colo.; to 


> of a site and the 


ae Sar ngs 
riugo, ©oio.; 


reon 


the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
A bill (8. 1918) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Cassedy (with accompanying paper) ; 
bill (8S. 1919) granting an increase of pension to Hannah 


8S. Caward (with accompanying pa 


i) 


per) ; 


, 


(S. 1920) granting an increase of pension to Jerome 


b. Greenslate (with accompanying paper): 

bill (S. 1921) granting an increase of pension to Jobn B. 
Farris | Ws accompanying paper) ; 

bill 1922) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
( 


n | ith accompanying paper); and 
A tli (8. 1923) granting an increase of pension to William 


i. Top ing (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 


Pe 
By 


Mr. GAMBLE: 


A bill (S$. 1924) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
B gis (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pen- 


By Mr. CURTIS: 
A bill (8S. 1925) to correct the military record of Charles W. 
Cathers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


a bill (S$. 1926) granting an increase of pension to George 
hderson : 

A bill (S$. 1927) granting a pension to Ada Ward; 

A bill (8. 1928) granting a pension to J. J. Peasley; 

A bill (8S. 1829) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min C. Rickards (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bin (8. 1930) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Waymire (with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (8. 1931) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Fogleman (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

sy Mr. MARTIN of Virginia: 

A bill (8. 1932) for the relief of the heirs of Powhatan Per- 

kins; to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. JONES: 

\ bill (S. 1988) granting an ir of pension to Seeley 
Clark: to the Committee on Pen: 
; By Mr BORAT: 
A bill (8. 1934) ; ing an in of 1 to Al Lee ; 

A bill (S. 1985) granting an ine pension to Be min 
Mill 
A bill (S. 1986) granting an incre of | itol der 
| M. Mudgett; 

A bill (S. 1987) granting an increase of | to Walter 8. 
McArthur; 

. i (S. 19388) granting an increase of 1 to Rebert 






A bil (S. 1959) granting a pension to Ge W. Perry; 
|} A bill (8S. 1940) granting a peusion to i th Parker 
A bill (S. 1841) granting a 1 ion to Cx j 
A bill (S. 1942) granting an in se of } » I :D 


Re 


A bill (8. 


1943) granting a pension to T! B. Ryan 
\ bill (S. 1944) granting an increase of pension to Mortimer 


| Seymour; 





\ bill (8. 1945) granting an increase of pension to Karl 
Someriatt; 

A bill (S. 1946) granting an increase of | 1 to Stephen M. 
Van Camp; 

A bill (S. 1947) granting a pension to James M. Woods; 

A bill (S. 1948) granting a pension to Will » Whit 

A bill (S. 1949) granting an increase of peusion to Benjamin 
C. Zeitler : 

A bill (S. 1950) granting an increase of p ito Wi in R. 
Amen; 

\ bill (S. 1951) granting an increase of p« 1 to David E. 
Banks 

A bill (S. 1952) granting an increase of , 1 to Michael 
Barret 

A bill (S. 1953) granting an increase of | to Jar N 
Bas ue > 

A bill (8. 1954) granting a pension to Har be 

A bill (S. 1955) granting a pensicn to Ber 

A bill (S. 1956) granting an increase « to Mary B 
ington: 

A bill (S. 1957) granting a pension to J M.B 

A bill (8. 1958) granting an increase of | n to Darwin 
Coykendall; 

A bill (8S. 1959) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


Curtis; 
A bill ¢ 


S. 1960) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Fenning ; 
A bill (S. 1961) granting an increase of pen to | lin 
Fearing; 
A bill (S. 1962) granting an increase of pen nto J iine- 
gan; 
A bill (S. 1963) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 


Greenstreet; 


A bill (8. 1964) granting an increase of pension to Albert H. 
Heath; 

A bill (S. 1965) granting an increase of pension to J M. 
Herman; 

bill (S. 1966) granting an increase of p« n to | am 

M. Hill; 

A bill (S. 1967) granting a pension to Jose 

A bill (S. 1968) granting an increase of 
D. Joy; 

A bill (8S. 1969) granting an increase of pension to H 
De Witt; 

A bill (8S. 1970) granting an increase of pension to Cy1 N. 
Doom 

A bill (S. 1971) granting an increase of pe: 1 to H FH. 
Fackler ; 

A bill (8. 1972) granting an increase of pension to A HH, 
Johnson ; 

A bill (S. 1973) granting an increase of pension to D 1 
Jones; 

A bill (8S, 1974) granting an increase of pension to N r, 
Kimball; 

A bill (8. 1975) granting a pension to Jacob Korby; 

A bill (8S. 1976) granting an increase of pension to Ira N, 
Levalley ; 

A bill (8S. 1977) granting an increase of 7 1 to W im 
Akin; 

A bill (S. 1978) granting a pension to Wi \bernathy ; 

A bill (S. 1979) granting an ise of | to Samueb 


Fietcher (witb accompasying paper) ; 
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A bill (S. 1980) granting an increase of pension to Robert B. | PRINTING OF TARIFF DOCUMENTS. 
' 


Horrie (with accompanying paper) ; Mr. WILLIAMS. The other da . ; yer 
, , arnt md aa ean ; Mr. sLIAMS. y requests were made { 
A bill (8S. 1981) granting an increase of pension to George | publishing certain letters of Robert J. Walker when s; 


W. Holsted (with accompanying paper) ; | of the Treasury \ u sys 
; ‘ z ‘ : , Saw ; reasury. ASS pplemental to them, and as aiding s 
ar y »ns « Sew? yj . : . : ™ 
A bill (8S. 1982) granting a pension to Martin W. Sewall (with tors in the determination of the questions involved 


accompanying paper) ; messages, I ask that suc nites 

; : , , ; sages ‘ at such parts of Executive Document 
ll (8. 1983) gre gf crease ns o Harriso : : : ons = 

S we ana ee as a of pension to Harrison | heing a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury—t! 

mA bill ‘Ss 1984) Caan Gietabocesn of pension to Alwilda | 5°cret@ty being still in office—dated December 11, 1. 
Ss nith (vw ith ebidienientin ne > er “Fe ~— . ~ | printed in the document (8S. Doc. No. 16). The parts 
vine ee aoa panying paper) ; ' ; _| I have marked are the parts which relate to reciprocity 

A bili (8S. 1985) granting an increase of pension to Peter Lory | , re s wy 

P and to the tariff. Let the same course be taken with it 
(with accompanying paper) ; taken with the others 

i S. 1986 "re ing increase ¢ Nnsio o Nels . a an aiaruredindel ‘ 

A bill (S. 1986) granting an increase of pension to Nelson The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 1! 
Miller (with accompanying paper) ; | hears none. It will then go to the Committee on Fi 

A bill (S. 1987) granting an increase of pension to James C. : ao mm Pinat 
Bowerman (with accompanying paper) ; ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY. 

A bill (8S. 1988) granting an increase of pension to Robert B. Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have made diliz 
Baldwin (with accompanying paper) ; quiry on both sides of the Chamber, and I find that, y 

A bill (8S. 1989) granting an increase of pension to Samuel | exception of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stone], s 
T. Bennett (with accompanying paper); and are not ready even to make speeches for the next two . 

A bill (S. 1990) granting an increase of pension to William | days. For that reason I move that when the Senate ; 
O. Campbell (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on | to-day it adjourn to meet on Thursday. 

Pensions. | The motion was agreed to. 

sy Mr. = F (3.3.1 oo octal eae. 2 RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA. 

d : -solutic S. J. Res. 22) : ‘izing < ‘ecting —e . . ; 
tl ; eae oe tA = sansa —~ om ca Mr. STONE. Mr. President, the reciprocity agreem 

> arsté rce SS ascerts > Vi eo s . 8 ae =~ 
a “ ic 4] pro atom of ene Cie sap tems & Potomac "Tel in ne between the executive officials of the United States and « 

> RICE ner Ss SF Ake . oto ac +t) me Z S c 
Co "ta tl e Gor mittee on Interstat C 1 nere sepnone | and the measures which have been introduced in Cong 

o.5 oes ” , on — session and last for the purpose of carrying that agree 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY BILL, effect have caused widespread and animated discussions: 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment relative to the salary | sidering the variety of interests immediately and prosy\ 
of the assistant clerk to the Committee on Immigration, etc., | affected by the proposed measures, it is not to be wi 
intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appro- | that many interested people are busying themselves ; 
priation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appro- | legislation; nor is it at all surprising that a great 1 
propriations and ordered to be printed. misstatements have been made and circulated as to 

INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. ngreement really is, and as to its probable effect 

Mr. PENROSE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. ae oats the commie. It a as if a pi 

/ ; ) : vas be sliberately exploited to excite itn on 
28), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control | W@5 — ene b : ‘d eos ew 

- i . . sj 2 "Og nt, ase sre ‘ese é i and 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: ee ee | ai ' 7 ad on misrepresentation, and 
ne receive ai istead, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and they are hereby, | adits " “be a" , 7 Se aA ae a 
authorized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to make investi- Mr. President, my purpose in addressing the Senate 
gations of internal-revenue, customs, currency, and coinage matters, | to correct some of these misstatements of the truth. | 
and to compile and prepare statistics and documents relating thereto | to-day to confine my observations to two things: First, 
as directed from time to time by the Senate and as may be necessary, | -., °.. f the * reve oe “giant ge : : 7 
and to report from time to time to the Senate the result thereof; and sideration of the comparative wages paid for farm 
for this purpose they are authorized to sit, by subcommittee or other- | United States and Canada; and, second, to a consid 
wise, during the recess or sessions of the Senate, at such times and | the comparative values of live stock in the United s 
places as they may deem advisable, to send for persons and papers, Canad: 
to administer oaths, and to employ such stenographiec, clerical, and other anada. 5 ' 
assistance as may be necessary, the expense of such investigation to I shall confine myself to those two things to-day, | 
be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate; and the committee my colleagues now that it is my intention in the near 


is authorize © order such printing and binding as may be necessary , ‘ ‘ 
—— 7 — : ~~ | inflict upon the Senate and to encumber the Recorp 


COST OF LIVING. additional addresses on this reciprocity agreement. | 
. . » fir se speeches ‘ "ESS vse 1 ( 
Mr. BRIGGS. I have an article, taken from the Times weekly ee ae eee oe a - sen eg = = ae 
edition, London, April 14, 1911, on the cost of living in the the ae eee and oder . tee e snd ti 
United States—wages, rent, and food—in comparison with Great ie on cath m I one % . ttl : fe ee nits a. T ] . 
Britain. I desire to have the article printed as a Senate docu- | 1. oie to ana aes of an tear oe ‘ovis > ts . ee 
ment, and ask that it be referred to the Committee on Printing Anal ae — Se ee eee 
for action. (8. Doc. 22.) cultural implements, and other things covered by the 
ait . ». . he . 2 » Sen; > > yo ee > take uy 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the article will ae ooo creas aie Miaberaid tie a 
be referred to the Committee on Printing for recommendation. |~ ~~~ ~~ é : 2 : J — 
LABOR. 
CORRECTION OF ERRORS IN APPROPRIATION ACTS. we bh : : aol - 
> § y § ¢ » ¢ enna}? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate all tet ne -aien Se caaananiaiemienms weld in 
ir aS i ing ‘ar rO avi s av vhin 1as ‘ "5 ao « . i ages < i t 
aiale creas coming over from a previous day, which has | countries, the contention being made that the wage 
. < . . ara 4 - . a ta m am aoe a a Tniter 
The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 1) to correct errors in the vag: aly lp eggieele rag ee : 
enrollment of certain appropriation acts approved March 4, | “" - re ae eo 


; ; | free to the markets of the United States it will make 1 
1911, was read the second time by its title and referred to the | ~ -7 4: ee : : ET ieie tones 
Committee on Appropriations. |a reduction of the price of farm labor in the States. 


I hold in my hand a printed report of hearings had 
SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. ruary last during the closing days of the last Congress | 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I desire to call up Senate resolution | the Senate Finance Committee. That committee wasted 
No. 6, introduced by me on the 6th of April and now on the | ber of precious days on those hearings. I say “ wast 
table. cause many of the same witnesses had not more than a 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the | before appeared before the Ways and Means Committe 
resolution. | House and covered the same ground in statements th 
The Secretary. A resolution (8. Res, 6) to appoint a special | all of the same witnesses did not appear before both com! 
committee to investigate certain charges relative to the election | those who did appear before both committees traveled t! 
of WiLLriaM LORIMER. road and discussed in substantially the same way the 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin | subjects. One hearing was but a repetition of the ot! 
call up the resolution for present consideration? seemed to me then that it was a useless expenditure 0! 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; I call it up, Mr. President, to ask | useless, if there had been any desire on the part of a! 
that it be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the | of the Senate committee to pass the bill which had 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. passed the House. If it was the desire and purpose of tl e 
The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the | mittee to kill time and prevent the passage of the bi 
resolution will be referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- | Senate, then the days consumed in the hearings were ©) 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. | occupied. I think there is no doubt that the majority ¢! 





1911. 


e Committee did employ the so-called hearings as a 
: o defeat the consideration of the bill in the open Senate. 
i er, the hearings were had, and now I wish to quote from 
: me sample expressions and then show how unreliable 
ieless they are. 

¢ the witnesses who appeared before the Finance Com- 
vas Mr. Nahum J. Bachelder, of New Hampshire, master 
National Grange. Speaking to the question of wages, he 
this statement: 


Y 
LI 


the = 


or is it not, a fact that the cost of growing the great staple 
h as wheat, barley, oats, and hay; of raising cattle, horses, 
»; and of producing butter, eggs, poultry, cheese, appies, 
in this country than in Canada? We affirm that such is 
1 would state in support of our contention the further facts 
that the wages paid farm labor in Canada are much lower 
this country. 


etc., 


the 


oceasion, while Mr. Bachelder was addressing the com- 
to ask him some questions, and I desire now to read a 
f that examination : 


r Srone. Can you tell me what the difference in the 

n is on a bushel of wheat, for example, in the United States 
, Canada? 
BACHELDER. I can 


not state it definitely. 
than it is in the 


United States for the 


The 


reasons 


cost is less in 
that I have 


r Srone. You said it was because of cheaper labor. 

BACHELDER. Yes. 
Stone. That was 

BACHELDER. Yes. 

- Stoner. How much cheaper is the labor in Canada than it is 
United States? $y about what per cent? 
BACHELDER. I understand it is 25 per cent cheaper, sir. 
tor Hate. At least. 
tor Sroxe. That, I 
hat data do you 


one reason. 


would be 
statement 


should think, 


a disputed question. 
base that 


that it is 25 per cent 


BACHELDER. I base it upon the testimony of the farmers in the 
rn part of the country, who go to Canada to employ their labor, 
get it, they tell me, 25 per cent cheaper than they get labor 
le of the line. 
McCumper. I am informed, Senator Stone, that within the 
ek the Agricultural Department has reported the difference in 
of producing grains in Canada and in the United States, and 
inges from 30 to 50 per cent. I do not know how correct that 
t it from outside. 
tor Stone. My information is very different from that. 


| be observed that Mr. Bachelder says that farm wages 
United States are 25 per cent higher than in Canada. 

d now from page 45 of the Senate hearings a statement 
yy Mr. Charles M. Gardner, master of the Massachusetts 
Grange. Mr. Gardner says: 


} 


ion to this matter of farm labor—not to go into detail, but 
give my observation—I will say that we are not very far 
Canadian line, perhaps 150 miles or so; but it is true that 
t few years we have been getting all the labor we could 
ecause we could get it cheaper than other farm 
tts; and at the same time very men have 
lily because they were bettering their condition by coming. 
McCumBer. By coming from Canada? 
\RDNER. By coming from Canada. And I want to say to you 
the suggestion of 25 per cent less in the wage rate is not 
ed; that it is a fair statement. 


of 
labor in 
come over 


na? 


these 1 


ning to page 50 you will find some questions I propounded 
. Gardner and his answers thereto. I will read a part of 
examination : 


You say the difference in price of labor in Massa 
and in Canada, immediately across the line from New England, 
t 25 per cent? 

GARDNER. I understood, sir, the national master to 
that was a fair presentation of the difference. 
or STONE. And you agree? 

RDNER. I said that in my observation I thonght that was at 

t an exaggerated statement. I think it is a fair statement. 

tor STONE. You mean by farm labor, men who are hired to work 


tor STONE. 
' 


say that he 


s 


GARDNER. I mean the men who do the work on the land. 
tor Stone. For a wage? 
GARDNER. For a wage. 
r Stone. Do you in Massachusetts hire men 
oth, usually, for farm work? 
GARDNER. By the month, usually. 
tor Stone. Do you furnish them their board? 
GARDNER. There are so many different conditions in connection 
those things that it is hard to say. In some cases their board 
nished. In others, if there are little houses on the farms for the 
‘aborers, they live there. There are so many different arrange- 
ts that it is hard to say what the prevailing method is. 
senator Stone. Aside from furnishing things of that kind—board 
one ike accommodations—what do you ordinarily pay in Massachu- 
Setts per month to laborers? 
Mr. GARDNER. There is such a difference in the different sections that 
ald be very glad to ask two or three of these gentlemen to tell 
ou about what it is in their sections. 
- 7 : * * = 


nator Stone. No; I mean the State of Massachusetts. 


by the day or by 


GARDNER. That is a hard thing to state, because there are so | 


different kinds of agriculture and so many different rates of 
‘ If I might ask these gentlemen to answer that single ques- 
1 as to the prevailing rates in their particular sections 

; nator Stone. Where do you reside? 

Mr. GARDNER. Just west of the Connecticut River. 


Senator Stone. What is the town? 


| We 


cost of 


| cerned in 
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Mr. GARDNER. Westfield. 
Senator Stone. Do you reside in the town or out on 
Mr. Garpner. Just outside of the town We at 
are not a great agricultural section in that 
Senator Svone. What particular branch of 
gaged in? 
Mr. GARDNER. I am interested in the 
Senator Sronge. In the dairy busines 
Mr. GARDNER. Yes, 
is much taken up 
Senator STone 
Mr. GARDNER. 
Senator STONE. 


farm? 


milk | 


sir; bu 
with my 
With what we 
With my grange work, as nu 
What is paid for farm | 
ibor that is employed in running a dairy, 
in the section with which you are fam 
GARDNER. In my own particul: part of 
principal staple raised is tobacco. That is al 
clusive agricultural work. I can ) ell 
price. If you will ask Mr. Healey, of Conn 
tobacco section, I think the conditions in 
materially different from ours. I do not 
price there is. 
Senator STONE. 
Mr. GARDNER. Not very much 
Senator STone. But to 
Mr. GARDNER. To a very 
Senator STON! or 1 
Mr. GARDNER. To a 
Senator STONE. Do 


Iave you much gardening in your 
some extent you h 
limited extent. 

irket purps 
very limited extent 
you know what 


ive? 


for Springfield 

price is paid for 
J GARDNER. I am not sure about tl 

this matter up with some of our men at 

the agricultural board. I am 

of agriculture, and I have asked taem 

could, from the averages in our State 

them from Canada, the price of farn 

drawn from the information that they 

State, generally. 
Senator STONE 
Mr. GARDNER. 

been in Canada 

way to get at 
senator 


And not from your p 
Not from my personal! 
for two or three ye 
the average of 
STONE. Do you 
labor—that is, for the men « 
t i in Canada? 
RDNER. I can not 
it was suflici 
STONE. I 


k now 


RDNER. If 
. . I can not 

Senator STone. Tl 

Mr. GarpNer. I thint g 
from our State board of agriculture, 
across the line or ¢ nd have tol 
of fully 25 supposed that w 
rely upon, 

Senator Stone. Then your 
have read or heard read, rather than up 

Mr. GARDNER. I would not say reports, 
term. My judgment is based on inform: 
that way. I did not feel, sir, that it 
section, or any otl ; 


per cent I 


information 


section of Canada, and to get - the n 
that we try to get a fair average 
learned what I have testified to as 

Mr. President, there is 
these hearings and in the heari 
and Means Committee a month eat 
is ample to indicate the 
tion made by those who appeared befor 
reci 
wish to read a resolution 
committee of Chariton Cou 
lished in the Globe-Democrat, of 
April 22: 


nuch 


general 


pose this 
Now, I 


eentral 


procity agreement. 


Resolved, That we beties h 
and ruinous to the farmers that the 
to farm laborers can not be maintained, 
wages, discontent, and idleness among 


satisfactory. 
Mark 


that this 


liberal 


language— 


this 


measure will be so 
ale of wages paid to 
not even in Missouri. 

Mr. statements 
these distinguished re 
resolution I have read, could be re} 
if I cared to multiply them; and 
them are based on a total 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER () 
the Senator from Missouri yield 

Mr. STONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I 
which the Senator 
correctly he was quoting from 

Mr. STONE. Yes; I 
Hampshire and Mr. Gardner of 


President, such 


‘presentative Ss 


misappre 


Pr 
re 


have 


has been qu 


que ted 
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Mr. DILLINGHAM. Is there anything in the testimony | same subject. So far as the Tariff Board is concern 
which indicates that they were speaking about the wages preva- | say that the figures the board gives ought to be ac: 
nt on either side of the line—that is, as distinguishing between | conclusive by our friends on the other side. They | 
the wages east and west; in the Province of Quebec, we will | beating the air and clamoring for a Tariff Board. so : 
and New England, or the wages prevailing in the north- | might accurately ascertain the difference in wages pa 
west territories of Canada and the corresponding parts of the | United States and other countries in all the various ing 
United States? For myself I have never had much faith in a Tariff PB 
ur. STONE. If the Senator will take occasion to read what | have always opposed the creation of a Tariff Board 
I have read (and I am not taking time to read it all) he will | still opposed to having one, particularly an Execu 
discover that the whole trend of the statements made was to | Tariff Board. But since we have a Tariff Beard a 
compare the wages paid in Canada as a whole with wages | tion of Senators on the other side, and espe My of 
paid in our northern border States as a whole. ators as my friend from Iowa [Mr. Sanaa, ) cr 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. As a whole. I do not know whether | them for the purpose and with the assurance tha it it w 
the Senator intends to refer to the report of the Tariff Board | ply Congress and the country with absolutely tru $ 
published during the month of March. formation—it seems to me that the mouths of | sp 
Mr. STONE. I do intend to refer to it. I have it here for | closed against protest when I quote the Soares furn 
tha t purpose. — ; that body. 

Mr. STONE. Clearly. and it and in —- 5 “| especial benefit of my distinguished friend the senio1 
we cre a eee , von By cease a deindicin tills tai siliwe | from North Dakota [{Mr. McCuMBES) ; in fact, for t] 
in New England for farm labor are very much higher rae “ —_ Emetees teen det. Eee Se Be have in 
<a —— ' against this trade agreement. Let me read from the r 

Canada. the Tariff Board: 
Mr. STONE. It is true that the Tariff Board report gives a f : 
higher average wage in New England, particularly on yearly | , T2¢ tables submitted herewith relate to wages of farm he 
2 ; : . . in the Provinces of Manitoba and Saskatchewan, Ca 
hirings, than in the eastern Provinces of Canada. But I will | states of North Dakota, Minnesota, and South Dakota 


come to that phase of the subject presently. The Senator is | States were secured altogether by personal interviews wit! 
anticipating owners of thrashing — ae eae wi 

" TAI a f “ dian Provinces were secured by personal interviews wit 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I will not interrupt the Senator as long | owners of thrashing outfits employing help, and also f: 


as he intends to refer to that report. of the commissioner of immigration at Winnipeg. 


Mr. STONE. I intend to get to it in due course. In general it may be said that the wages of experienced 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. P ident ~ (hands employed for a period of seven, seven and ; 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Presiden months, beginning about April 1) are on the same genet 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- | toba and Minnesota and also on the same gencral level j 
souri yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? and North Dakota, and they are higher in the two last 

Mr. STONE. Yes, sir. than in the two first named. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator bas quoted from the master I desire to call the attention of the North Dakota 8 
of the National Grange, and I think also from the master of | this report, both of whom, in February last, i fted 
one State Grange. quent voices in such vehement protest against this 

Mr. STONE. Of Massachusetts. because of the fear they had that American far m was 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of Massachusetts. I will ask the Sena- | be reduced if Congress should enact the agreement in! 
tor if he has carefully read the statement of Mr. T. C. Laylin, | Remember what I have just read is from the repo 
master of the Ohio State Grange, on this question, and would | Tariff Board, and what I am about to refer to is also f 
it interrupt the Senator if I read four or five lines? report. I have a Tariff Board table before me, and f! 

Mr. STONE. No; it will not interrupt me. I find that— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Laylin says: | The anon ae paid nee pent, bed and 

, » s tak r 1910, in Nort akota, was $350, while in Saskatchey 
ga ave ape Sane ches from the repert of the Departamat ef Com- | across the line, it was $370. That was the averag 
his is ; . : | wage paid in 1910. Then they hire hands by the 

This is not outside talk at all; it is official— pol running from seven to eight months, beginning 
= it — oS a a ene ~~ bape 2 Sane and in the | Season hands, with bed and board, were paid in 1910 i 
just a tew of the places ‘and give ‘the ‘average on both sides. In this Dakota an average of $33.79 per month, while in Sas! 
table Eastport, Calais, Fort Fairfield, Van Buren, Fort Kent, and two | the monthly season wage was $35.14. 
other places — apiece are Mo Som Scotia (right Mr. WARREN. Per month? 

Tie average coxt of labor Is castern Maine is trom $20 te $91 atmerm, | Mr. STONE. Per month for season hands, the : 
The average cost of labor in Nova Scotia or New Brunswick is from | ning from seven to eight months. 
$17 to $24 @ month. | ‘This table shows that, whether by the year or by | 

And on page 60 Mr. Laylin inserts a very illuminating table | the monthly wage paid in Saskatchewan was his 
from the report of the Department of Commerce and Labor, | paid in North Dakota. The Tariff Board then goes | 
showing that there is substantially that difference all along | ticulars and furnishes a table of wages as to special 11 
the line in the case of farm labor. |} employments. Here are some of the comparisons: Sp 

Mr. STONE. What difference? ers in North Dakota received $3 a day; in Saskatc 

Mr. GALLINGER. The figures themselves show, I should | day. Field pitchers in North Dakota, $2.50 to $3; il 
say, 20 to 21 per cent; and if it would not trouble the Senator | wan, $3. Engineers—that is, thrashing-machine eng 
or in any way disarrange his illuminating speech I would like | ceived in North Dakota $5 to $6 per day; in Sask 
to have that table inserted right here. It is an official table. to $7 per day. Separator men in North Dakota, $5 to 

Mr. STONE. I think I would rather not put that into my | Saskatchewan, $5 to $7. Water haulers, without t 
speech, for I have not examined that table and am not pre- | North Dakota, $2.50 to $3; in Saskatchewan, $2.5! to 
pared at this moment to analyze it or pass judgment upon it, | dle haulers, without teams, in North Dakota, $2.50 t 
and it would have to go in without any answer from me. That | Saskatche wan, $2.50 to $3—all showing that in every 
would hardly be fair to me or to the cause of truth. | the wage paid in Saskatchewan was equal to, and 

Mr. GALLINGER. I observe that while the Senator did | instances greater than, the wage paid in North Dakoi 
interrogate ex-Goy. Bachelder and one or two others he did | same description of labor. 
not take Mr. Laylin in hand, and I am surprised that he did I invite the prayerful attention of my friends 
not. Dakota to this report of their Tariff Board, aye 

Mr. STONE. I was not present when he addressed the com-| Board. If they care to contradict or to join i 
mittee nor have I since examined the table alluded to. | board they have my permission. I am free to say 

Mr. GALLINGHER. We can have the table inserted later on. | not myself profound confidence in the accuracy of 

Mr. STONE. It can be inserted later in the Rrcorp. | given. I have not profound confidence in their acc 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a very valuable exhibit. | reason, as I shall show later on, that according 

Mr. STONE. I intend now to submit some data on this sub- | scale given by the statistical authorities in Ca 
ject of wages prepared by the Tariff Board and sent to the | actually paid in the Provinces is higher than (1) 
Senate near the close of the last session of Congress by the | the Tariff Board. But I ask the North Dakota Sen 
President in response to a Senate resolution calling for the in- - mind that the wage as given by the Tariff Board 
formation. After that I intend to submit other data on the! in Saskatchewan than in their State. 
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vow. I leave my North Dakota friends to cogitate on these 
oe gnd turn to give respectful, though brief, attention 
-.»e of my Missouri friends. Accordingly I bow to the 
n County Republican committee, who in solemn con- 
expressed a grave fear that reciprocity was going to 
.ce the munificent wages now being paid to farm laborers 
\icsouri. I am going to show these ill-advised constituents 
-¢ mine that they are wholly mistaken, and that they have been 
; el as to the facts. I say they have been deceived as to 
and I will add that I believe they have been de- 
tely deceived by secretly interested parties. 
1 wi 1 pause here long enough, Mr. President, to say that 
henever any move is made to lower the burden of tariff taxes 
anything, and especially on the productions of any impor- 
industry, the great protected monopolies of the country, 
which bave grown enormously rich through extortions on the 
ing public, become alarmed and forthwith put an oppos- 
in motion. They not only stand ready to support, but 
hey first secretly initiate and then support movements intended 
to eyctte alarm among the people immediately affected in the 
hope that the threat—any serious threat—of tariff reduction 
may be suppressed. In this instance there is an organized 
effort, adroitly worked, to alarm the farmers, and to that 
end a propaganda has been established to scatter misinforma- 
ion among the farmers with the hope and expectation that they 
will rush forward and thrust their hands into the fire to pull out 
the chestnuts of the very monopolists who seek to use them. 
The monopolists may not be immediately interested in a given 
movement to reduce tariff taxes, and they are not immediately 
interested in the removal of duties on agricultural products; 


the T is 


, force 


but they are afraid of every movement in the direction of tariff | 


reduction, fearing that the tide might run on until it beat 
against their own fortress. Hence they are against everything 
iat tends to disturb the status quo and menace the strongly- 
protected and opulent privileges they enjoy and have enjoyed 
for so many years. But I will not longer digress. 
the Chariton County Republican committee. 

Let me read again from the report of the Tariff Board so as 
to give my Chariton County constituents information somewhat 
more reliable as to wages paid farm laborers than that they 
seem now to possess. The Tariff Board gives the average wage 


paid by the month in 1909 for season hiring in Missouri at 
$21.10, and gives the average wage paid per month on yearly 

ng at $18.85. Now, Ontario lies practically due north of 
Missouri, and it is fairer perhaps to compare the wage paid in 
Ontario with that paid in Missouri than to make the compari- 
son between the State and any other Province. The Tariff 
Board says that the wage paid with board for this same year 


in Ontario per month on hirings for the season was 
o2, as against $21.10 in Missouri; and that the wage paid 
in Ontario on yearly hirings was $17.63 per month as against 
18.85 in Missouri, thus showing that the wages in Missouri 
nd in Ontario, according to this Tariff Board report, are sub- 
stantially the same, 
Mr. President, I wish now to call attention to some figures for 
especial benefit of our lamented friend, former 
I say “lamented,” because I believe it to be true that 
subsences We Democrats, of course, find a soothing consola- 
iu the fact that he is displaced by a Democrat, and a fine 
Democrat at that. If you recall what I have read from the 
hearings it will be remembered that Senator Hale in- 





Now, take three of the eastern Provinces of Canada—New 
Brunswick, Quebec, and Ontario—and I find that our Tariff 
Board gives the monthly wage on season hiring in those Prov- 
inces as follows: New Brunswick, $22.59; Quebec, $23.33; On- 
tario, $21.52; making an average of $22.48. Now, group these 
three averages and we find: For the three States, per Tariff 
Board, $24.40; for the three States, per Crop Reporter, $22.50; 
for the three Provinces, per Tariff Board, $22.48, 

The difference thus disclosed in monthly wages between the 
three States and the three Provinces, as shown by the Tariff 
Board report, is $1.92 per month; while the difference as dis 
closed by the Crop Reporter report for the States and the Tariff 
Board report for the Provinces is only 2 cents per month. 
that, instead of the average difference in farm wages, even in 
the Eastern States and eastern ) per cent, 
they are substantially equal. 

I wish it kept in mind as we go along that the Canadian wage 
as given by the Tariff Board is lower than the Canadian wage 
as given by the statistical authorities of Canada. When we 
examine into this difference between the official reports of the 
two Governments we find a very interesting phase of this sub- 
ject, and I shall advert to it presently in a specific way. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. the 
souri yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM, Does the Senator intend to give the com- 
parison between the New England States and the Province of 
Quebee and the other eastern Provinces of Canada? 

Mr. STONE. In a way later on I[ will do so, but not so spe- 
cifically as with the States I have named, and for the reason 





So 


Provinces, being 25 


Does Senator from Mis- 


| that I can not go on multiplying specific comparisons indefi- 
nitely, and besides it seems to me that New York, Ohio, and 
Michigan can well be taken as being even a little more than 
typical of the Eastern and Middle-eastern States. I shall, how- 


I retura to | 


Senator | 


ator who served with Mr. Hale misses him and regrets | 


| what Mr. Gardner and Mr. Bachelder said to the effect | 


ere is a difference of 25 per cent in farm wages as be- 
a the United States and Canada. When Mr. 
i to the Finance Committee that labor was 


25 


per 


Bachelder | 
cent 


er in Canada than in the United States, Senator Hale re- | 


s;onded, “At least.” Let me further quote from the Tariff 

rd, getting nearer home to Senator Hale and Mr. Bacheldey. 
I that the board gives the wage per month for season hir- 
= lie season running from seven to eight months beginning 
‘peril l—in New York, at $26; Michigan, $25.10; Ohio, $22.11; 
liaking an average for the three States of $24.40. 


hi 


publ ‘ation dated March, 1911, and given out by the Depart- 
nent of Agriculture in what is known as the Crop Reporter, a 
departmental periodical issued under the auspices of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture. According to these figures given by the 
Agric ultural Department, the average wage for farm labor per 
month in the three States of New York, Michigan. and Ohio is 
48 lollows: For New York, $23.50; Michigan, $23; Ohio, $21: 
average, $22.50. The department does not say whether these 
figures are for annual or season hiring. 


‘These figures are somewhat higher, though not materially | 
‘sher, than the figures given for the same States in a tabulated | 


ever, embody tables in my address covering the subject of farm 
wages in all the States and Provinces. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM. My reason for interrupting was this: 


Of course the agriculture of New England differs from the agri- 
culture of any other section of the Union. It has its near-by 
markets, and it suits its preducts to those markets. By the 


report from which the Senator was reading I see that the aver- 
age rate of wages for the season in Maine and Vermont would 





be $27.23 per month, while in the Province of Quebec, lying 
directly north and being the great general agricultural Province 
of Canada, the wages were only $23.33, or 16.70 per cent less in 
the Province of Quebec than in those States. If the comparison 
were made between those States and Prince Edward Island, 
Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, and Quebec combined, the wages 
of those States would be 22 per cent more than in the Prov 
inces I have named. I only mention it because I see the Sena- 
tor is inclined to be fair and wants to bring out all the facts, 


and the agriculture of New England being so peculiar to itself, 
I thought that a comparison between the wages paid there and 
in the near-by Canadian Provinces rht to appear in the 
debate. 

Mr. STONE. 


ous 


= ALL 


1] 


I will sav to the Senator that presently I shal! 


lay before the Senate and put into the Recorp complete tal 
showing the wages of all the States in New England and « 
where and the wages of all the Provinces of Canada, so tha 
the comparison can be made by anyone who wishes to make it 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
souri yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The 
ures, I take it. 


Senator will put in the official fig- 


Mr. STONE. I will put in the figures I get from official 
documents. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The Canadian Government issues a pub- 


lication called the Canadian ( 
and in the issye for January, 1911, 


nsus 


Monthly, 
found a state 


and St 
there will 


itistics 


be 


ment of wages. 
Mr. STONE. I have it here, 
Mr. GALLINGER. And our Agricultural Department |! 


taken up this same subject. 


Mr. STONE. It has. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I know the Senator, of course, aims to 
be fair, and I merely suggest that I trust the figures w } 


official, because a great many wild statements are made out 


side. 


Mr. STONE. Every figure I have given and every figure I 
shall give will be taken from an official document, and I will 


bame the document. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I am very glad to know that, and I will The table referred to is as follows: 


t: examine them iater on, Table ehe ig arcrage wage per month paid i 
Mr. BACON. Does not the Senator from Missouri think that ae goes b on both “°° and yearly | 
it i ertinent to re rk in connection with what the Senator Teiep mibbenand Gienaaasokateceaeeas 
Ver it [M I i AM is said as to wages in his 
particular tion, tha >» hims has given the explanation Provinces. | Year 
of the perio: age in that particular rt of the country 








j t fa pl y to the great cities? It — ws cremated 2 
to me that the question ages i ie of general ave! ¢ 
ge throughout the country, and I am sure that if the general | * , Po wndesenpaghaes 1 
average throughout the United States were taken it would be | No SOP aw se RD : 3 
far less than the general average roughout Canada . as f 
Mr. STONE. It is, as I will show presently. eer ee er ene ee . 3 
Mr, DILLINGHAM. Mr. President Quebec. .................. 
The PRESIDING OFTICER. Does the § OE Sees Bete | Obtario. ..... no cnncccnccccncoecccds & 
souri yield to the Senator from Vermont? a : 
Mr. STONE. Senators are anticipating me, but I will yield | ~~ ation wel ‘atadied tod {1 
to the Senator. Saskaichewan............-.0s-+++s tooo 3 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. I simpiy wanted to say, in reply to the | aymerta { 1903 40 
suggestion of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], that the eT Riad tes We aree tt aaa 
State of Maine is very little nearer to the markets of New | BU@tsh Columbia...............-.... + 1910 | 
England than is the Province of Quebec, which produces 674 Sate OM Bk 
per cent of the dairy products of the whole Dominion of 1 Estimated. 
Canada. | Mr. STONE. According to this table the av 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President, the figures read by the Senator | month on yearly hirings in Quebee and Ontar 
from Vermont from the report of the Tariff Board—they are | stead of $17.60 as given by the Tariff Board. <A 


from that report, are they not? Tariff Board the yearly wage in the Eastern St 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. Yes. above the yearly wage in the eastern Provi: 


Mr. STONE. Those figures from the Tariff Board report are | table gives the yearly wage in those Provil 
unquestionably as the Senator has stated them, and they show | bigher than it is in the Eastern States. A little 
, : . om : she YW . ; > ‘ a te } 
a somewhat higher rate of wage in Maine and Vermont than in | S2all show, Mr. President, the plan adopted 
Quebec. Board by which it figured wages for the Provir 
A : + , gitar, the Canadian Government puts them, but for I 
3ut while the Senator from Vermont is in a large measure | jarely an a pientian to ie. fact that the ace 
bound by what his Tariff Board says, I do not place, and am | beaver than the fieures given ow the Can di: i a 
under no such obligation as he to place, implicit faith in the| “5, president. I have compared farm wace 
figures the board gives to the Senate and the country witl + nb ate ao - eo Ve 
te ~ Canadien aii ‘I - all oe a Sea’ te | western States with farm wages in the Northwest 
4 ’ > « 4 « aoe >. . ta i ; i » 2 as : : 
: , . ; : a f > o subst: ally al, as shown | 
show that the wage in the Canadian Provinces is higher than and find them to be substantially equal, a 
; : 2 : i : . Board report. I have compared wages paid in M 
that stated in the report from which the Senator read and | wages paid in Ontario, especially for the |! fi | 
* 1" * Ss ati é \y ‘ t , r the penent: < I Kt 
from which I have read. I have read from the Tariff Board lican sree in Chariton ‘County and find that 1 
report partly to impress my argument on our friends on the onant or month we almost exactly ~ Sagauntiangehliiet 
other side, for, although they may deny the accuracy of other eetieiihe as a ern from the Ts riff B : “d r : : 
statistics, they are estopped in all good faith from assailing I cane nenaanad the three aahae casey 
what their pet Tariff Board furnishes to us. To Republicar | , . a ys sane Stent ce pei “2 
~ . ; co 0 ae * States of New York, Michigan, and Ohio with ea 
Senators the Tariff Board should be sacred and its deliver- Provinces and find the differences to be slicht. ; 
ances above reproach. A little later on I will call attention to | goureg furnished by the Tariff Board  eotaie 
* x : ’ f ; i ard, vison ] 
the Canadian wage as given by the Canadian Government, | the comparisons supa the States ates i ss Dp 
which, as I understand the statistics, show a much higher pa : eee Sear 
named, which are based on figures furnished 


level of wages in Canada than that given by the Tariff | Board and cur Agricultural Department. be k 
Board. ‘ t - { pe nt, be k 


| that for the present the figures furnished by the ‘ 
ernment be put aside. Comparisons based on ‘ 





Now, so far I have directed my remarks principally to monthly 
wages on season hirings. I will now call attention to monthly | oonstitute another and a quite different stor 
wages on yearly hirings, and make comparisons between the | pasos of comparison should be kept senarated. Now 
Provinces and the States on that basis. The average per mouth | of New York, Michigan, Ohio, Missouri, and North I) 
for yearly hirings in New York, Michigan, and Ohio, as given | whieh I have used for comparative purposes, m:! 
by the Tariff Board, is $20.94, while the average, as given by | average level of wages than the average of all the s 
ihe meme board, for the Provinces of Quebec and Ontario, is | tact that is true of all the northern border States? t 
ee py A inny | nae to ahene figures, there is a larger ageis higher than the general average. These Stati 
demand for labor during the winter months in the States than up among the leading industria! and agricultural 
in the Provinces; and, according to these figures, wages during Union and the rate of wages paid in them for a! 
the winter months are somewhat higher in the States than in | j, much above the general level of the whole count 
the Provinces, while during the seven or eight months which | 4 eeording to a table printed last month in Crop R 
cover the farming season the wages are substantially the publication — of the Agricultural Department, the 
same. met - ee ees eee the ener wage | waves paid per month, with board, for farm lab. 
ziven by > Tar oar r yearly ‘ings 1e Canadis Titea & T is the aver 
easkanns is hee atom that aac i the ieeate yee me ae eee ae — oe ae » — A 

- . ' ’ oe 7 * | States. If you will examine the eight South A 
themselves. you will find the average monthly farm wage, as s! 

I hold in my hand the publication to which the Senator from | table, to be only $13.77. If you will take the eight S 
New Hampshire [Mr. Gattincer]} referred, entitled “Census | tral States, you will find the average wage to be on! 
and Statistics Monthly,” a statistical periodical published by | If you will take the 9 North Atlantic States, 
the Dominion agricultural department. On page 2 of that | to Pennsylvania, inclusive, you will find the a 
publication for the month of January I find a table giving the | be only $21.65. According to the Tariff Boar« 
average farm wage, including board, for both season and yearly | average wage on yearly hirings paid in these th 
hirings, in all the Provinces for the years 1909 and 1910. The! States—that is, the 8 South Atlantic States, the 8 § 
average wage given in this table for Prince Edward Island is | tral States, and the 9 North Atlantic States, or 29 ° 
$25.27 per month on season hirings; Nova Scotia, $31.20; New | all—is $16.90, whereas the average monthly v 
Brunswick, $32.59, and so on with the other Provinces. Mr. | hirings. as shown in the Tariff Board report, pa 
President, I ask leave, at this point, to insert the table referred | dian Provinces, is $18.45, or $1.55 per month more 
to and from which I have just quoted, or so much thereof as | in the 25 States named. Mr. President, I wish : 
will make clear what I am endeavoring to show. insert the table to which I have referred, print 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the request | Reporter, March, 1911, at page 19, wader the tte | : 
will be granted. | wages.” This table gives the wage, with and a 
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fh for all the States on 1 riv } nee T unde . | R 
ble be based on yearly : tt evished 
SOT iy es, tt ‘ rr] +} + a Pe ad f lx nnear , 
ave to insert that table or 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the. re- | bas | 
it i ‘ ti l Ww t | | 
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ures from the same source on yearly hirings; and in the fifth 
column I give the average value in the Provinces of board per 
month. 

The table is as follows: 
Comparison of average wages of agricultural labor in specified States 
and Provinces in Canada. 





























the other hand, it does not appear in the Tariff Board report that the 
board of the laborer was deducted from his wage in the States, 
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port, included | 7 a of| Average 
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1This table in the Census and Statistics Monthly of Canada, January, 
1911, gives value of board in Saskatchewan as $16 for 1909 and $14 for 
1910. Evidently these figures should be $14 for 1909 and $16 for 1910. 
This table shows that with two exceptions the Tariff Board arrived 
at the monthly wage paid in the Canadian Provinces as shown in col- 
umns 1 and 2 by subtracting the board of the laborer from the monthly 
wage as given in the Census and Statistics Monthly of Canada, Janu- 
ary, 1911, from which the Tariff Board obtained their statistics. On 


Mr. STONE. I will now show the process followed by thé 
Tariff Board in fixing the wage in the Provinces lower than the 
wage was fixed by the Canadian authorities. It was done in 
this way. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. GRONNA,. Will the Senator give us the figures as to 
the amount paid by the season in North Dakota? 

Mr. STONE. I have done that, and at the time regretted the 
absence of the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. GRONNA. I desire to say to the Senator from Missouri 
that I tried to listen to his address, but I was called out of the 
Chamber for a few minutes. I wish to say to the Senator that 
I am a farmer, and I am paying by the season $35 per month 
for laboring men. No farmer pays less than $30 per month for 
the season. The season is generally about eight months. 

Mr. STONE. That is right. 

Now, for the benefit of my friend from North Dakota I will 
again read what I have already read from the Tariff Board 
report with respect to wages in North Dakota and in Sas- 
katchewan. I hope the Senator from North Dakota will not 
impeach or repudiate his Tariff Board. It is an official body 
that the Republicans have been so—— 

Mr. GRONNA. It is not my intention to repudiate anything. 
I am simply stating facts which I know to be absolutely true 
and which I know of my own knowledge. 

Mr. STONE. I do not question anything the Senator says he 
knows of his own knowledge, and in this instance it is not 
necessary for me to do so, for the Senator and the board do not 
disagree. In what I said I was only seeking to impress on 
my friend from North Dakota and on all my friends on the 
other side, that they are not in position to reproach, much less 
to condemn and repudiate what the Tariff Board furnishes the 
Senate as the wages received by laborers of any kind in any 
country. 





Missouri 
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Now, here is what the Tariff Board says about North PD 
The Senator spoke of season hiring 
.s of season hiring also, and for the ye 


and Saskatchewan. 
Tariff Board syx« 





the Tariff Board gave the average monthly wage for 
hiring paid in North Dakota at $33.79, and gave the : 


wage paid for the same year in Saskatchewan at $35.14 





other words, the wage in Saskatchewan was $1.35 per 


higher than in North Dakota. 
if this reciprocity agreement goes through the farm labor 


Does the Senator still thi; 


North Dakota are likely to suffer seriously from cheap | 


Saskatchewan? 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
The VICE 


Mr. President 


PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from M 





yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 


Mr. STONE. 
Mr. 


I do. 
GALLINGER. 


I am not particularly enamore: 


tariff boards or tariff commissions, but the Senator is . 


from the 
Chamber 
from the 
from the 
ruary 23, 1911. 


responsible for it. 


sage he will find this statement by the Tariff Board: 


Where North 


Tariff Board and holding the Republican sid 
I have in my hand the 
President of the United States transmitting :; 
Tariff Board in response to Senate resolution o! 
If the Senator will turn to page 86 of t! 


Dakota and Manitoba join each other the w 


season hands are about $5 higher in North Dakota than in M 


Now, it seems to me that either the Tariff Board is 


erably mixed on its figures or else the Senator's cont: 


not sustained. 


Mr. STONE. 
toba. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
other. 

Mr. STONE. So they 


North Dakota and Manitoba 


do, and so do 


North Dakota adjoin each other. 
Here are some figures, to which I invite the attentio: 


Senator, given by the Tariff Board for monthly wages 


son hirings for 1910: 


NE CN in cits itieicsncneniaiin 
OT Ea 


Minnesota 


I rile serena de eticntncietnelie 


These two States and two Provinces lie 
Manitoba is 


bunch. The wage in 


somewhat 


adj 


Saskatchew 


North Dakota, but so is the wage in Minnesota below 


North Dakota. 
and the Provinces. 


of North Dakota it is still a little above that of M 
And here I will call the attention of my friend f: 
Hampshire to the fact that the Canadian authorities ¢ 
average wage on season hirings in Manitoba for 1910 


per month. 


I did not compare North Dakota witl 


altogeth« 
below 


The differences are common alike to th: 
If the Manitoba wage is a little m 


It is not my province to defend what the Tariff Bon: 


or does. 
the other side. 


That burden lies upon the shoulders of Sen:t 
The board is of their creation, not of 


ours, For myself, I think the board is subject to criti 
the way in which it prepared and published its figures « 


wages in Canada. 


age wage in 1909 in Prince Edward Island on season | 


$17.25, 


how did the Tariff Board arrive at its conclusion? 
how it was done: The Canadian Government in the sin 


in which it gave the average monthly wage also gave | 
age value of monthly board. 
value of board was fixed at $8 per month. 
subtracted the $8 board from the $25.27 


In Prince Edward 


The Tariff Board, for example, gave t! 


while the Canadian Government gave it at $25.27. 


Is] 


The Tat 
wage, and the 1 


der was put down as the average wage for that Province 


Nova Scotia for another example: The Tariff Board fi 
Canada fixed the wage at $31.20, 


wage at $21.20. 


the. average value of the laborer’s board at $10. 
Board subtracted the $10 from the $31.20, and that Icf! 
which the Tariff Board set down as the average wae 


Province; and so on with the other Provinces. 
was not applied to wages and board in the States. 


The 


Th 


me as strange, to say the least; it is inexplicable; 


know why it was done. 


I do not know why the T 


subtracted the board of the laborer in Canada from 


and did not subtract it from the wage paid, to the \) 
They put down so much as paid the Americon 
with board, and left it stand at that, but they subtrac! 
board from the Canadian wage and set the remainder \ 


laborer. 


as the sum received. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 





+ or 
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\ 


May 1. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mi: 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 


Mr. STONE. I do. 

















t) 
‘ 


1911. 











\tr, GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator if that fact appears 
e report of the Tariff Board or in any official document? 

“we STONE. It does not, so far as I have been able to find. 

; GALLINGER. Where did the Senator get his authority 
»vaking the statement? 


it 


‘i 
” Vir. STONE. I got it from the Census and Statistics Monthly 
isst i by the department of agriculture in Canada, coupled 
with the statisties furnished by the Tariff Board. 

oy GALLINGER. It seems to me inconceivable that any 
poard in making up a table could do so absurd a thing as to 
su t the price of board in one country and not in the other. 


Mr. STONE. And it seems so to me. 

GALLINGER. It certainly must look so to everybody, 
and I think we had better wait to hear from the Tariff Board 
n that subject. 

Mr. STONE. I tried to get the board this morning by phone, 
was unable to do so. I would be glad to hear an explana- 
but that is the way the matter appears in the tables and in 
the reports. Possibly it can be explained, and I hope it can be. 

ur. President, I ask permission to insert this table. 


fhe VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
gi d. 

The table referred to is as follows: 

fable showing monthly wage, with board, on yearly hiring (1910) 
pald farm laborers in States named, as shown in table > aes by 
United ates Agricultural Department in Crop Reporte r, Mareb, 1911, 
t ‘showing monthly wage, with board, on yearly hiring (1910) 


paid farm laborers in Canadian Provinces as shown in table published 
, Canadian agricultural department in Census and Statistics Monthly 
fanuary, 1911. 


50 
5. 00 





STONE. Now, Mr. President, I 
labor phase of this discussion, 


am through wi 
at least for the present. 


if this official data, abstracted from the official reports 

countries, can be relied upon I have demonstrated { th 

waces are not higher in the United States than in Cana 1a. 

own Official figures prove that they are not higher, while the 
Canadian statistics prove they are lower. If these official 





figures can be relied upon, then all this hullabaloo about higher 


waces being paid farm laborers in the United States than are 
pi like laborers in Canada is the merest bosh. 
. PAGE. Mr. President—— 
VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missor 


yield to the Senator from Vermont? 
STONE. With a great deal of pleasure. 
ir, PAGH. The Senator from Missouri is always so candid 
and fair that I am sure he does not want any statement to go 
0 the country that he does not fully believe, and so I am 
going to ask him a plain question. Does the Senator believe 
that, as between the wages of farm laborers in this country 


if farm laborers in Canada, they are really 
more in Canada than in this country? 


50 per cent 


Mr STONE. No. I do not so believe. 
‘ir. PAGE. Then I misunderstood the Senator, because I 


understood him to state that the labor wage in this country i 
91.21, as against $30 in Canada; in other words, more than 
” per cent more in Canada than here, 

' STONE. Does the Senator mean 
wl ole country? 
. PAGE. I took the Senator’s statement as he gave it, and 
isunderstood him I want to be corrected. 
t. STONE. This is my answer to the Senator’s question as 


3 


the average of the 


itt m 


T i understand him: The figures I have given show the 
average Wages paid farm laborers in all the States to be $19.21 
= month. These figures I have taken from official connate 
‘Urnished by the Agricultural Department of the United States, 
ane ‘verage wages I have given for Canadian labor in all the 
; ovinees I have taken from two sources, first, from the re port 


A 


he Tariff Board, and, second, from a report given out by the 


I 
yf 7 
I 
vr 
£1 


ricultural department of Canada. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN 


Comparing the average | in the particular Province; but when 





VATE. 
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monthly wage on yearly hirings for the whole United States 








as 


given by our Agricultural Department with the average of all 

the Previnces according to the estimates of the Tariff Board, 

we have this result : 

Average for the United States — isle siniiebnictindy ane 

Average for all the Provinces sens on 19. 50 
Comparing the same average for the United States with the 

average of the Provinces as given by the Canadian Government, 

we have this result: 

Average for the United States ans $19. 21 

Average for all the Provinces JO. 44 


According to our own statistics, the average wage in Can: 





slightly higher than in the United States, while the ¢ 
statistics show the average wage in Canada to be much high er 


than here. Does the Senator me to say that th 
tural Department of the U nited States, so long and so a 
ducted under the wise and judi supervision of its distin- 
guished and venerable head, publishes statistics that are ine 
rect; that they can not be relied upon; that they are absolutely 
untrue; or does he ask me to say that the agricultural depart- 
ment of Canada has cooked up and falsified figures, without any 


US 


A 


rricul- 





V con- 


‘ious 


~") 
a 


apparent object, to deceive’ 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, I am not seeking to question the 
figures of the Senator from Missouri. I am simply asking him 
if he wishes it to go out to the world oo he believes (and he 
certainly has given us language whic prompts us to think he 
believes) that as a matter of fact ae wages of Canada are 50 
per cent more than they are in this country. That is a plain 
question as to the Senator’s belief. 

Mr. STONE. If the Senator wants my belief as to whether 


the official figures furnished by the agricultural departments 


of the two countries are reliable, I am bound to say that prima 
facie they are reliable. Being from Missouri, until I « be 
shown to the contrary, I must accept tl official data as 


accurate, 
Mr. PAGE. I simply wish to press the matter home. Does 
the Senator say to me that he believes in his own h t 












Mr. STONE. My heart does not exercise the function of 
believing. [Laughter.] 
Mr. PAGE. Of course I would not insist that the Senator 
was uncandid. He can not be. 
Mr. STONE. I am not uncandid, nor do I intend to be 
Mr. PAGE. But living as I do within the sha tl 
border wall, as I am only - miles from the line, I know it is 
not true. I know that it can not be true. I believe the Senator 
himself knows as well as I a that it is absolute! may le 
I remember that during the contest over the tal 
1909 the question of wage in the nite industry in Ve 
and across the line came up and I took pains to inve . 
I found that in the town of Stanstead, Quel: ibout 501 3 
from where I live, the price paid for the comm kind of 
labor was 20 cents per hour in the granite quarries, and it 
15 miles from where I live, in Hardwick, Vt.—and 1 towns of 
Stanstea ad and Hardwic k are ¢ nly about 35 or 401 wins 
the wages were 5 conts per hour or 25 per « } 
side of the Can: rdian border than on the other. Any 
lives on the b yrder, as, for instance, our good friend tl 
ator from North Dakota, knows that it can not be pos 
wages under like conditions are higher in Canada 
United States, and yet we have a ht to infer 
ator from Missouri believes they are. LI do not b 
been correctly shown anything of that kind, for nothing 
kind really exists. 
Mr. STONE. Mr. President, the S ito! fre m V« 
somewhat too provincial in the scope of his thougl 
this particular matter. He speaks of wages in Vern 
the adjoining Province, while at the time he i: . ty 
was reading comparisons made in official fi 
the § states of the Uni n and all the Prov f 
f call the attention of my friend f ’ 
iat the average n ly ¥W for 1 
i sh Columbia- was $57.40, i | ( 
ment, and the average value of t 
at $17 per month. If we should » rule « 
by the Tariff Board and su! 17 I 
vould still remain $40.40 
nearly double the cash \ 1 in I ni r 
The wages in the other P 
so high as in British Columbia, 
wage is very high, and in of m 
in Vermont. You can, of course, sel 
England or elsewhere and « 
State with the wages paid n pa I 1 
| find that the wages in the particular State a n 
mu ft gures ag 
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given by the two Governments and average them as a whole | these things. I do not in saying that disparage the \ 
you will get a totally different and more accurate result. I | the present board at all, but I want it to be fully m 

have no reason to question the accuracy of the statistics pub- that the existing system is not one to my liking, and {: 
lished by the agricultural departments of the two Governments. | I intend to use what little influence I have to change 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, I apprehend that the Senator | soon as I can. I tried it at the last session, but I f, 
from Missouri is not only giving the Senate his views, but is | Senator from Missouri a great obstacle in the way of | 
giving to the country at large his opinion with reference to the | about the change that we so much desired. I hope the s 
comparative wages in the United States and in Canada. I want | from Missouri will follow me in this reference. The s 
to believe that he desires to be candid, and I want to believe | has stated that in Table 2 of the message of the Pres 
that he means to have the public understand that he has com- | the United States, transmitting this information in res 
pared like with like. If he takes the wages paid in the Klon- | a resolution which I had the honor to offer, on pag 
dike and compares them with the wages of South Carolina, un- | determining the monthly wage of workers in the Unite s 
der conditions so vastly different, he may reach conclusions | or in certain States of the United States and in certain p 
that can be explained away. inces of Canada the board in dealing with the Canadin; 

Mr. STONE. But I have done nothing of that kind, nor | has deducted the price of board. I marvel at this, be 
have I had the remotest thought of doing so. table begins with this statement: 

Mr. PAGE. But the general proposition that wages are Average wages of agricultural labor, with board, in speci 
higher in Canada than they are here is something that is so eastern Canada, and British Columbia, 1909. 
foreign to those who have lived near the border and who Now, if the Tariff Board has deducted the cost of li 
understand those conditions from personal contact that I did the wages of the Canadian workingman, then the statem: 
not feel I ought to allow the Senator to make the statement | tained in the beginning of the table is an error, | 
without question. declares that these are the average wages of labor wit! 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President It will be observed that with reference to the Canadia: 

Mr. STONE. If my friend from Vermont will pardon me for reference is made to the Canadian Census and Statistics \ 
saying so, it seems to me that he follows closely the Yankee January, 1911, page 2. I have not that publication at n 
fashion of answering a question by asking one. I put a direct Mr. STONE. I have it here. 
question to him which he evades by a counterquestion. I now Mr. CUMMINS. But I ask the Senator from Missom 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. it is entirely for information and not in the way of « 

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to ask the Senator from Missouri ing what he has said, if the pamphlet to which refer 
a question for information. I am greatly interested in this dis- | made shows that the average wages in Prince Edwari! Is 
cussion, I ask the Senator whether in making this average it are twenty-five dollars and some cents per month with | 
does not make a very great difference that the colored labor of Mr. STONE. The Senator asks me if the pamphict 
the Seuth is very much cheaper than the labor in any other part that fact. What pamphlet? 
of the country? Mr. CUMMINS. I mean the pamphlet to which reference | 

Mr. STONE. I think that should be and will be taken into here made. It is alleged or suggested here that these tig 
consideration; and yet the colored laborers of the South are are taken from the Canadian Census and Statistics M: 
chiefly engaged in farm work, and they constitute a part of the January, 1911, page 2. 
great army of men who work on the farm. Of necessity they _ Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I will hand the Senato 
are included in any average of wages made for the United Iowa the table printed in the Canadian Census and si 
States; but undoubtedly the wage paid the colored laborers in Monthly, January, 1911, to which reference is made in thie 
the Southern States is below the average paid to white laborers port of the Tariff Board. 
in the Northern States. Now, here is what I wish to call the attention of the s 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; but inasmuch as the laborer is paid to. There is nothing that I have found in the report 
so much less per month or per day than is paid in the North, Tariff Board showing in so many words that the | 
especially in the States along the border, States this reciprocity board was deducted from his wage, but here is what | 
agreement is going to very seriously affect, it is proper that we in this table. The Senator can see by examining that the wage 
should keep that in view. is given for both season and yearly hirings, and that the aver 

Mr. STONE. I will say to the Senator that the tables I shall ®ge value of board per month is given in the last column of ( 
print contain complete data which any intelligent man can use table. 
to make any comparison he may desire between different Mr. WARREN. Will both Senators be kind enouzh, so far 
States or between different States and Provinces. I will fur- 28 they can, to state to us what table it is and the pax 
nish the material for any kind of comparison any man wants Cause we shall want to look it up hereafter, and do : 
to make, and from that he can draw such conclusions as will like to break in and ask questions? 
best appeal to his own judgment or afford him the greatest Mr. STONE. The table which I handed the Senator f 
comfort. Iowa is printed in a publication issued by the Canad ( 

Mr. GALLINGER. I venture to make the assertion, and I partment of agriculture, entitled “Census and % 
will endeavor to substantiate it before this debate closes, that Monthly.” The table appears—— 
taking the rate of wages paid in agricultural pursuits, starting Mr. WARREN. What date? 
in New York State and going to Eastport, Me. we pay from _ Mr. STONE. I was going to say it appears in the issuv of 
20 to 25 per cent more than is paid across the line in Canada. January, 1911. 

I make that statement without any qualification whatever. Now I am going to ask my friend from Iowa [Mr. Cum iss] 

Mr. STONE. Very well, we will wait to discuss that promise to hold that table in his hand while I read from a tabi 
until the Senator makes his showing. prepared partly from it and partly from the report of the | 

Mr. President, I have now concluded what I have to say on Board. Let us take Prince Edward Island for com): 
the subject of labor for a short while. I will now direct my season hirings—— 
attention, and, so far as I can, the attention of the Senate to Mr. CUMMINS. I beg the Senator to remember tha‘ 
the comparative prices or values of live stock in the States and asked with regard to yearly hiring. 
the Provinces. | Mr. STONE. Then, we will take the yearly hiring 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President—— | monthly average wage for annual hirings in Prince ! 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri Island, as shown in the report of the Tariff Board, is $10.5: 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? board; while the monthly wage on annual hirings as s! 

Mr. STONE. I do. the Canadian publication, which the Senator holds in bi 

Mr. CUMMINS. Before the Senator from Missouri passes is $18.87. 
to this new subject I want to be clear about one thing, because Mr. CUMMINS. I beg pardon of the Senator. 1! 
the statement made by the Senator from Missouri is a startling not appear in just that way. Here [indicating in the 
one, and if it be a just criticism of the Tariff Board it is one are the yearly hirings. The figures are given for tlic } 
that well deserves examination. Mr. STONE. They are; but the amount stated is $22! 

May I say here, in answer to the very kind reference made | year. 
to me in my relation to the Tariff Board, I beg the Senator Mr. CUMMINS. For male labor. y 
from Missouri will remember that I have never been an adyo-| Mr. STONE. Yes; and if the Senator will divide >--" 
eate of the present system—that is, the present Tariff Board | 12 he will find the monthly wage to be as I give it, $15. 
or a board of experts. I have been doing what little I can| Mr. CUMMINS. I take it for granted, however, that th 
for the establishment of a permanent as well as a nonpartisan | age is intended to be the average for both male and fei 
and independent tariff board, with a continuous existence and Mr. STONE. I think not. 
with the necessary power to ascertain the truth in respect to Mr. SMOOT. It says “ agricultural labor.” 
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\y STONE. Well, I have been speaking of agricultural 
and the figures used relate only to wages paid to males. 

‘iy CUMMINS. And it will be remarked that under the same 

f here the price paid to female help, as 


against $226.47 for 
» help, is but $144.27. 
Mr. STONE. I have not taken up female wages, for the 


, that it has not been the subject of calculation in the 


is I have used them. 


\r. CUMMINS. It might be necessary, however, Mr. Presi- 
de ; . 

er STONE. We are talking about agricultural farm labor, 
end females are not reckoned as farm laborers, but domestics. 
But, aside from that, what I want to do is to show the Senater 
that whereas the Tariff Board fixes the monthly wage on annual | 


hirings in Prince Edward Island at $10.87, the Canadian Gov- 
ernment fixes it at $18.87. The laborer’s board is valued at $8 
per month in Prince Edward Island. Now, if you subtract $8 
from $18.87, it leaves $10.87, the exact amount given by the 
Tariff Board as the wage, with board, paid in that Province. 


In Nova Scotia the Tariff Board gives the monthly wage at | 


¢15.90, while the Canadian Government gives it at $29.90. I 
think there is a mistake in the figures given by the Tariff 
Board: I think they should be $19.90 instead of $15.90. 
tract $10, the value of the board, from 
$19.90 left. 


$29.50 and you have 


Mr. SMOOT. The figures are $15.90. The Senator had them 
right in the first place. 

Mr. STONE. But I think there is a typographical mistake. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator had the figures right in the first 
lace. 

Mr. STONE. Very well. Run down the list, taking New 


Brunswick, Quebec, Ontario, and so on, and you will find that 
in each instance the Tariff Board deducted the value of the 
monthly board of the Canadian laborer from his total compensa- 
tion including board, and gave the remainder as the wage re- 
ceived. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, it is very evident that a 
serious mistake has been made in the table presented by the 
Tariff Board, no matter upon what basis it may be considered, 
whether including all the males and all the females, or simply 


the males, 


Mr. STONE. My friend can take the average for yearly hir- 
ing in Ontario-—— 

Mr. SMOOT. That includes males and females. 

Mr. STONE. No; I am taking males, and I have the figures 


both for season hiring and yearly hiring. 
figures 

Mr. WARREN. Aside from the figures which the Senator 
from Missouri has quoted, in the Senator’s personal knowledge 
does he believe that those figures are correct? 


Mr. STONE. I have only a limited personal knowledge about 
the matter. 


Let me give the 


Mr. WARREN. They do not seem to conform to any knowl- 
edge that we have. 
Mr. STONE. My statement is that if you will subtract the 


average board as given by the Canadian Government for Cana- 
dian workmen from the laborers’ wage as given by the Cana- 
dian Government, the remainder will be the wage as given by 
the Tariff Board for Canadian farm labor. 

Mr. WARREN. How much per month is the average board 
for agricultural laborers in yearly hiring? 

Mr. STONE. It varies in different Provinces. 

Mr. WARREN. We know the figures are absolutely incor- 
rect as to the yearly price of labor and the price per month. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Srone] is 
not now dealing with the price of labor in this country, but he 
is dealing with the price of labor in Canada. 


Mr. WARREN. The comparison is in my mind, and it is 
incorrect in both eases. 
ae STONE. I will put it up to the Senator from Wyoming 
oir 


WARREN] as I did to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 


Pace). The figures as to this country are taken from the 
official report of our Department of Agriculture, indorsed by 
= Tariff Board. The Canadian figures are taken from the 
The ial report of the Canadian Department of Agriculture. 


‘ Senator may wave his hand arbitrarily and say that these 
ficnres are false; that the Tariff Board and the Secretary of 
Ag riculture of this country and the minister of agriculture 
in Canada are ignorant and that they are giving statistics to 
the people of their respective countries which are absolutely 
inreliable. The Senator can take that position if he pleases. 

Mr. WARREN. Oh, well, there are opportunities for mis- 
understandings; but facts which are in the minds of those 
who are observant, of course, can not be set aside upon the 
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of 


array any man’s figures until we have had at least the 
opportunity to compare them 

Mr. STONE. What are the average wages paid farm labor- 
ers in Wyoming? 

Mr. WARREN. They run from $25 to $45 a month. 

Mr. STONE. What will that make the average? 

Mr. WARREN. Of course, they have board besides. 

Mir. STONE. That mekes what average? 

Mr. WARREN. An average of $35 a month 

Mr. STONE. I do not, of course, know the extent of the 
Senator's knowledge or the extent of his inquiry into the sub- 
ject, but I accept his assurance. Now this table I hold, 
printed in the Crop Reporter, was made by the Department of 
Agriculture and, the officials say, was compiled after diligent 
inquiry, and on that showing I hold that prima facie it is en- 
titled to credence. Let us test its accuracy in Wyoming. In 
this table the Department of Agriculture gives the average 
monthly wage in Wyoming for 1910 at $35, being exactly what 
the Senator from Wyoming says the average monthly wage is 
in his State. 

Mr. JONES. With board? 

Mr. STONE, With board—just as the Senator from Wyo- 
ming says. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Curtis in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from 
Washington? 

Mr. STONE. I do. 

Mr. JONES. I merely asked whether the figures given by 
the Senator from Missouri included board. I understood the 


Senator from Wyoming to say that his figures did not include 


board. 

Mr. WARREN. Farm laborers in Wyoming get $35, with 
board. 

Mr. STONE. I understood the Senator in the first instance. 

Mr. WARREN. Net. Of course the farm laborer has his 
board. 

Mr. STONE. So I understood the Senator. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri 


asked me what my information was. I dislike to inject my 
personality into the debate, but I will say that I have paid 
wages to not less than a hundred men and from that to several 
hundred men a month for a great many years, engaged in 
agricultural pursuits. 

Mr. STONE. In herding or in farming? 

Mr. WARREN. In both. 

Mr. STONE. How much is paid to those engaged in farming? 

Mr. WARREN. The wages do not vary much in farming and 
herding. Since the Senator has been good enough to ask me 
regarding my State, I wish the Senator would tell us from his 
personal experience what farm laborers get in his State. 

Mr. STONE. Does the Senator from Wyoming refer to farm 
hands? 

Mr. WARREN. 
they receive. 

Mr. STONE. They get much less than in Wyoming. 

Mr. WARREN. I should like to know from the Senator’s own 
knowledge and then consult the figures and ascertain if they 
come out as well as they do for Wyoming. 

Mr. STONE. I am not so ready to speak from personal 
knowledge as are the Senators from Wyoming and Vermont. 
My own knowledge is somewhat limited, and I could not speak 
from that standpoint with confidence, but the figures as given 
by the Agricultural Department put the Missouri average much 
below that of Wyoming and the other new and rapidly grow- 
ing States of the Northwest. The wages, with board on annual 
hirings in Missouri, are put down in the table prepared by the 
Agricultural Department, and from which I have read to the 
Senator, at $21.50 per month. The Tariff Board 
Missouri wage somewhat below that sum. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 


Yes; I should be glad to know what wages 


places the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. Observing the difference in wages in Mis: 


souri, a central State, and in Wyoming, near the northern line, 
does not the Senator think that the wages in the States border- 
ing along Canada should be considered as apart, perhaps, from 
those in the extreme southernmost State when comparing them 


with Canadian wages and trying to ascertain what might be 
the effect of this reciprocity measure which the Senator is 


indorsing? 

Mr. STONE. If it had been convenient and agreeable to my 
friend to have been present during the remarks I have made to 
the Senate and heard all that I said, he would know that I did 
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compare the border States with the border Provinces, and then I shall not take up the subject of wheat at thi 
I took up and compared the two countries as a whole. We were | already indicated my purpose to do that later on 
upon this latter phase of the subject when the Senator came in | fine myself to live stock now—one thing at a tin 
and had his attention called to the matter. | I wish also to read part of a letter that I receive ‘ 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— ; a friend of mine residing in Texas—a large csitle ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- | shipper. I think he was at one time president of 
uri yield to the Senator from Utah? | association in the Southwest, and I know he w: 
Mr. STONE. Yes, sir. the president of the Western or Trans-Mississ' 
Mr. SMOOT. In examining both reports I can not arrive | Congress. I refer to Col. Ike T. Pryor. He h: 
any other conclusion than that which the Senator from | letter protesting against the proposed reciprocity 
Missouri has reached, that the Tariff Board has made a mis- | which he says: 
take in relation to the Provinces of Canada by deducting from | The stockman_and farmer can not compete with Mexico . 
the statement of wages the amount of board, as referred to | {more especially Mexico) in producing live stock, on competi 
in the Canadian Census and Statistics Monthly of January, | states it is high. In the second place, land on which | 
1911, page 2. There is no doubt in my mind but what the mis- pecences a Eeeaiee ao wor —- while in Ge United 
take has occurred in this report just as the Senator from Mis- | reasonably high. both of which facts would give Mexi. 
sourl has indicated. I can not conceive how the board made | jot overly selfish in holding these views, and I need n 
the mistake, but they evidently have done so in this particu- | live stock be placed on the free fist it would result in 
lar report. of the cattle business in the United States and tal 
occupation in Mexico; and I believe in this I voice th I 
Mr. STONE. So it looked to me. It may be that the mistake | great many thousands of live-stock producers in the Uni 
is only apparent and can be explained. It is not my purpose to Mr. President, I will dispose of that part of thi 
criticize the Tariff Board unduly or unjustly. I merely desire to | ring to Mexico by saying, that there is no propositi 
call attention to what appears to be a mistake. Possibly it can | pending to put Mexican cattle on the free list rtai 
be explained to our satisfaction. So far as my argument goes, | this reciprocity agreement, for that relates to ( 
it is in no wise materially affected even if the board has com- | and there is no proposition pending or expected, so 
mitted no error. If no error has been committed, and if the | know, to put the live stock of Mexico on the free li: 
figures given by the Tariff Board are correct, it still remains there is no need to consume time in discussing that. 
that according to the statistics of both Governments the wages | friend, Col. Pryor, seems to think that if Canadian « 
in Canada, taken as a whole, are somewhat higher than in the | put on the free list he will have to go out of the cattle | 
United States. The only effect of the mistake I have indicated, | 9; go into Mexico if he would continue in it. Like the | 
if a mistake has been made as seems to be the case, is to im- | farmers who met at Sikeston, Col. Pryor fears Canadi 
crease the margin of difference in favor of Canada above that duty free, to say nothing of Mexican cattle, would dri 
shown by the figures of the Tariff Board. of the cattle business. 
Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President I want to show Col. Pryor and these friends of 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-} Sikeston, and all others who suffer from this ap; 
souri yield to the Senator from Iowa? that they are mistaken so far as cattle and other | 
Mr. STONE. Certainly. are concerned. I want to show them that they have ! 
Mr. CUMMINS. Inasmuch as I asked the question which | posed upon and that there is no danger of 
precipitated this examination, I desire to say that the conclu- | cheap Canadian cattle into the United States. 
sion of the Senator from Missouri seems to me to be true. | facts: First, let use see about dairy cattle. 
There must be a mistake in the table as reported by the Tariff | Tariff Board report, at page 109, here is what 





Board. ; . : dairy cattle. I will read it: 

Mr. STONE. The mistake consists in the fact that the Tariff Prices of dairy cows range from $33 to $39 a head in M 
Board ought not to have deducted the laborer’s board in the eeeae ett Crmees. S26 a —_, In a Wi 
Ieawtnnon antt? . San op ‘ States sota, anc orth Dakota the range is practically the 
Pre ae without deducting it in the States. western border States of Montana, Idaho, and Washington 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not know whether it was deducted in | from $41.80 to $46.50. In eastern Canada prices of dairy « 


the States or not. from $32 to $48, and in western Canada from $39 to $41. 


7" 71 . : ‘ . ; e t s $4 ( io as agains $46.50 j 
Mr. STONE. I do not find anything to indicate that it was. oe awl gy ey bang ee ae 


Mr. CUMMINS. I have no information upon that point, but h TYBURN =f , ‘kk the § 
the Tariff Board refers to the pamphlet that I hold in my hand, a ee Seen, mays eek the 
furnished me by the Senator from Missouri, as the source of 
its information. Consulting that source, it is manifest that the 4 . ‘ 
board has deducted the cost of living in the Canadian Prov- = COMM Cartan a ee 
inces, and therefore that the statement at the beginning of the| 4s, HEYRURN. Is the Senator reading from the r 
table is incorrect, because it does not represent Canadian wages the Tariff Board? > 
with board. aoa le inne 

Mr. STONE. It is the report of the Tariff Board 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— : iets 

— ED EREEN wT aice ae the Sen : { solutic 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- ot. 2 Son eae deememen 
sourl yield further? ‘EYRITRN | pm i a 

Mr. STONE. Certainly. Mr. HEYBURN. And it gives the price of cows in 


Mr. SMOOT. There is nothing except the heading of the oy Deieetiene deokee neaih and gives the price 
table in the report in relation to the wages of American | 95 ¢5 $45 per head? * 
farmers to suggest that the cost of board has not also been Mr STONE tat we see. It says: 
deducted in that instance. Therefore we can not say whether eieaadienh RemRes Mines ef Mebtend Bésho, and We 
the Tariff Board has deducted that item or not; but, even | range is from $41.80 to $46.50. 8 
-With the board added to the wages paid to the farm laborer in Mr. HEYBURN. They readily command, I think | 
Canada, there is but very little difference between the wage safely say double that. 

paid in Canada and the wage paid in the United States, ac- Mr. CUMMINS (to Mr. Stone). On page 110 you \ 


cording to this table. Idaho specified. 
; NE. i ’ at page. 
Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I will leave the wage question oo SAESEGEEC “What rome “tps 
at this point and proceed to discuss the comparative values of Mr. STONE. Page1l0. On that page is a table givi 
live stock as between the United States and Canada. Pre-|4n various States and Provinces. The average in Id 
liminary to that, I will read a part of a resolution or address dairy cows is fixed in this table at $41.40. 
recently adopted at a mass meeting held at Sikeston, Mo., on Mr. HEYBURN. Forty-one dollars? 
April 22, by citizens of my State who are interested in agricul- Mr. STONE. That is the average. ; 
tural pursuits. This meeting was held to protest against this Mr. HEYBURN. That is above the other averac 
reciprocity agreement. I read from the address, as follows: Mr. STONE. No. 
oon painfully aware of the fact that owing to such favorable Mr. HEYBURN. But it is very much below the f c 


bas : Mr. STONE. It is not above the average of the 
The alleged favorable conditions having been previously re-|4mn what I first read. That covered three States 
cited in the address— Idaho, and Washington—and gave a range of valu 
Owing to such favorable conditions Canada has in the past been able | three States of $41.90 to $46.50. 


to pay the duty and make large shipments of cattle and wheat to this "PIIPN rs . - at is conside! 
country, and we can not but believe were the tariff barriers withdrawn Mr. HEYBURN. In my State a cow that Is consid 


the effect would be ruinous to many of our agricultural sections, keeping and feeding will bring $75 and upward. 


question? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator fi 


LIVE STOCK. 
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Mr. STONE. The Senator can settle that with the Tariff 
Bos rd—his Tariff Board. The Tariff Board claims to have in- 


restigated the facts and to speak with definite information. 
will not stop to exchange offhand opinions with the Senator. 

‘vir. BACON. If the Senator from Missouri will permit me, 
of c urse that means that that is the general average on the 


oneral range of cattle. It does not mean that there may not 


I 


be here and there, in connection with private residence, a cow 
running up to $70. At the same time there are a great many 
on the range that run down to $20. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Dairy cows are not kept on what we call 
the range. They are kept within an area where they can be 


found at least twice a day, and they are fed and taken care 
of, as they should be in any country. The price of dairy cows 
that are considered worth keeping is above $75. The accidental 
scrub cows, of course, have a price according to the individua: 
“OW. 

Mr, STONE. I am speaking not of scrub cows, but of dairy 
cows. I do not know whether the cows described in the report 
are Jerseys, Holsteins, or what, but they are dairy cows. 


Mr. HEYBURN. The price will run up above $100 when 
vou get into that class of catile. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 
vield to the Senator from Texas? 


Yes. 
The average dairy cow is a grade cow and 


Mr. STONE. 
Mr. BAILEY. 


worth less than half as much as the Senator from Idaho esti- 
mates. Of course the registered Jersey cows are worth more, 


and, taking the highest as well as the lowest prices of them, 
would perhaps average $100. But the average dairy cow of 
the country will not command one-half that much. They cer- 
tainly will not equal $50 per head. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The effort has been for years to raise the 
standard of our cattle, both beef cattle and dairy cows, and it 
has resulted in the establishment of some of the best cattle- 
breeding farms in the United States, and it has resulted in rais- 
ing the grade even of the ordinary dairy cow so far above what 
it was a few years ago that unless you have kept pace with the 
advancement in the betterment of the grade of dairy cattle you 
are apt to be mistaken in an estimate. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Will the Senator from Mis- 
souri allow me to say just a word? As a farmer all my life, I 
can assert that throughout New Jersey and the most of New 
York it is a rarity to find a milch cow in the dairy districts that 
will command over $50. There are instances, as the Senator 
states, where dairy cows will run from a hundred to one hun- 
dred and fifty dollars, and I have neighbors who have paid 
as high as $2,500 for a cow. But the average cow throughout 


County, the dairying county of New York State, and through 
Sussex County, will not average over from forty-five to fifty 
dollars. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. STONE. Yes, 

Mr. JONES. I simply desire to state that in the dairy dis- 
tricts of the State of Washington a cow at less than $50 is a 
rarity. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. 
them for $40 throughout Sussex. 

Mr. JONES. I am speaking simply of the State of Wash- 
ington. I know nothing at all about New Jersey or New York. 

Mr. STONE, The Senator from Washington might buy cows 
in New Jersey and sell them in Washington at a good profit. 

Mr. JONES. Not very well, with the expense of sending 
them out there. It is too far. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Just a word. It does seem to be conceded 
that the dairies of the East are composed at least in part of 
mixed breeds of cattle. Among men who engage in dairying 
es in the West they do not keep mixed cattle to any 

nt. 

Mr. STONE. It certainly will not be contended seriously by 
the Senator from Idaho that in his State, or in any State, 
dairies kept and run as a business for milk and butter are made 
up of thoroughbred. cows? 

3 = HEYBURN. ‘To a very large extent, and more so every 
Mr. STONE. My observation has been and my belief is that 
dairy herds are made up for the most part of mixed blood or 
oes cattle. The thoroughbreds are used chiefly for improving 
© grade cows. Thoroughbred bulls are often sold at high 
Prices, and cows, too, for breeding purposes. 
Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator from Missouri should consider 
t in a new country, where we are stocking up for the first 





I can find you hundreds of 


Will the Senator from Missouri | 


| argument, we are not going to get any benefit 
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time, we are not apt to have any carried-over stock, as it were, 
while in an older country they have a remnant of a condition 
that is not the same as that which prevails in a new country. 
We have very little of what you would call the old breed of 
cattle. Whatever we have is new and the best. 

Mr. STONE. There is at Columbia, Mo., a thoroughbred dairy 
cow called Missouri Chief Josephine, now about 8 years old, 
belonging to the State agricultural farm, valued at $20,000. 
One of her calves sold for $3,000. But that cow is of course a 
rare exception. Such cows are produced only in Missouri. 

Mr, GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We have a herd in New Hampshire that 
will compare favorably even with that famous Missouri cow. 
But that was not what I rose to inquire about. This ai 
interesting phase of this discussion. As I understand from 
this table which the Senator has quoted, the average value of 
dairy cows in the United States is $35.79? 

Mr. STONE. No; not in the United States: in 17 States. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, in 17 States—the dairy States? 

Mr. STONE. Yes. 


Mr, GALLINGER. They comprise the dairy States. 
five dollars and seventy-nine cents and in Canada $43? 

Mr. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have never believed we 
would get much for the United States out of this reciprocity 
agreement. People have talked about its beiag a great boon to 
us to get into the Canadian market for cattle, and yet it seems 
that that is a delusion and a snare. According to the Senator’s 
from that, and 
is a myth. 


from Missouri 


is 


Thirty- 


the claim that reduced cost of living will result 

Mr. STONE. I think we would get benefits from reciprocal 
trade in Canada. But I will not now be diverted into an argu- 
ment about benefits, which would lead me entirely away from 
what I am discussing and thus confuse when I 
instruct. Later on we will 
One thing at a time. 

Mr. BAILEY. With the permission of the from 
Missouri, I have here the Statistical Abstract, which gives, on 
page 148, the number and value of specified farm animals. The 
number of milch cows in this country in 1910 given as 
21,801,000, and the value of those milch cows as $780,308,000, 


am seeking to 
discuss the question of benefits. 


Senator 


is 


| making an average value of less than $40 per head in the 
United States. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The average. 

Mr. STONE. As the Senator from New Hampshire has 


, —— : 3 . . | already called attention to the average price of dairy cows in 
the dairy districts of New York State, up in great Orange | 17 states and in the Provinces of Canada, showing the average 


| in the States to be $35.79 and in the Provinces $43, perhaps I 


| which this average is made. 





had better read into the Recorp the names of the States from 
They are Maine, New Hampshire, 
Vermont, New York, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, 
Minnesota, Iowa, North Dakota, South Dakota, Texas, Montana, 
Idaho, Washington, and Oregon. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Missouri will permit me 
for a moment, although I hardly will get credit for it, I have 
had some little experience in this business. The trouble with 
the Senator from Idaho is that he estimates the value of a cow 


Senator from Missouri 


| when she is at her best, giving milk, whereas the average of the 


same herd of cattle is based upon the value of the cow when 
it is not in that condition of productivity, if I may use such a 
term, and when it is giving no milk at all. Therefore the two 
things are very different. A cow is productive, practically, for 
only one-half the time; of course she gives milk largely more 
than half the time, but the average value is not the value at 
her best. A cow in full milk is worth fully 50 per cent more 
than when she is not giving milk. So the average must be 
taken that way. 

Mr. HEYBURN. A cow is averaged up for a year, and she 
sells on her yearly average. It is not a dairy cow after it 
ceases to be productive. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, yes; they are all dairy cattle. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is converted into meat or 
can be converted into. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly that is what is meant when they take 
the average of dairy cattle. They mean dairy herds. They do 
not mean simply the cattle at their best in giving milk. 

Mr. HEYBURN. A cow that has a record or can make one 
is worth as much at one time of the year as another, 


whatever it 
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with your 
average for 
to make 

States, 


per- 
the 


SOLIS 


STONE. Mr. President and Senators, 
mission, I will now proceed. I have given the 
Provinces. I wish now 
particular comparisons. In the eastern border 
a New York, prices for dairy from 
$39 per head; in the Middle States, from to North 
Dakota, inclusive, dairy cows likewise range from $33 to $39 
per head; in Montana, Idaho, and Washington the range of 
prices rises from $41.80 to $46.50. In the eastern Provinces of 
( ida the valine of dairy cows ranges from $32 to $48, as 
against $38 to $39 for the Eastern States. In western Canada 
the value runs from $39 $41, as against $33 to $39 in t! 


and $41.80 16.50 in Montana, Idaho, and 


17 States aud for the 
rom 
cows range $33 to 


e to I 


Michiga 
michigan 


to 


to $ 


*, President 
iryman 


, I wish especially to commend these figures to 
Gardner, the master of the Massachusetts State 
I Iie is engaged in the dairy business, and when before 
he Finance Committee last February he seemed to be suffer- 
ing acutely from an oppressive fear that if this reciprocity 
agre t should be consented to by Congress the prices of his 
dairy stock might be disastrously affected. 

Having said this much about dairy cattle, I will now speak 
of other cattle. I will begin by reading - "eX cerpt from page 
110 of the Tariff Board’s report: 








Mer 


Prices of other cattle vary in the United States from $14.30 a head 
in Minnesota to $27.40 in Montana, wr hile in Canada the range of 
prices is from $31 in Saskatchewan to $34 in Ontario. 


Does no one rise to dispute that? 

Next I will cal] attention to some figures given a 
of the Tariff Board report, which furnish a 
prices—specific prices—in certain cities. The first comparison 
to which I call attention is between Buffalo, N. Y., and Toronto, 
Canada. According to the table of prices given by the Tariff 
Board the producer’s price for beef steers and heifers ranges 
from $4 to $6.20 per hundred pounds at Buffalo, while at 
Toronto the price runs from $4 to $5.65. These figures are for 
January, 1911. 

Next, take stockers and feeders. At Buffalo the price for this 
class of cattle ranges from $3.30 to $4.75; at Toronto, $3.75 to $5. 
This table covers other descriptions of cattle, but instead of 
reading all of it I will insert it. 

Now, let us compare Detroit, Mich., with Windsor, Ontario. 

seef steers and heifers range in market price at Detroit from 

$3.65 to $5.30 per hundred pounds, and at Windsor from $3.95 
to $5.60 ‘per hundred pounds. Stockers and feeders range at 
Detroit from $2.45 to $4.15 and at Windsor from $3.70 to $4.90 
per hundred pounds. 

There is also in these tables a comparison of wholesale prices 
as well as the prices of producers, and relatively they run 
about the same. There are other tables and other comparisons, 
but what I have given should suffice. However, Mr. President, 
I will ask leave to insert in my remarks the two tables on page 
130 of the Tariff Board’s report to which I have alluded. They 
can be studied with profit. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
granted as requested. 

The tables referred to are as follows: 


page 130 
comparison of 


Without objection, permission is 


Comparative prices of agricultural products, January, 1911. 
LIVE STOCK AND MEATS. 
























{Prices quoted Jani a 
Buffalo, N. Y., and Toronto, Canada. 
| | eo 
Commodity. | Price Producer's price. Wholesale price. 
oe a illite 
| Highest. Lowest. Highest Lowest. 
—_— —— — -+—-- +  —- —_—— — —_—_—— —— —---- — 
Per 100 lbs. Per 100 las. Per 100 ibs.| Per 100 lbs. 
Beet steers and heifers.......{ 4° ca + eS as 
Difewee (; 4. 4.890 3. 55 5.35 4.00 
Se ee ts 4.75 2. 69 5. 25 3.00 
saad j 4.75 3. 30 5. 25 3.75 
Stockers and feeders. . i 5.00 2. 75 5. 50 4.25 
: eA. 6.55 5.35 7.25 6.00 
GIBVEB. cc cwiccs evoedusesss \ 7.80 2. 50 8 50 3.00 
s, | Pe;head. | Per head. | Per head. | Per head. 
Milikers and springers...... K Cc. | 7 o == = = = 
. P er 109 Ibs. | Per 100 lbs. | Per 100 lbs. | Per 100 lbs. 
. es $4.15 $6. 50 $A. 7: 
Lambs.......-+++-++--++++- : j 5.20 6.25 5. is 
A. 2. 25 4.50 2.70 
Bheep......---eeee-reree-e-1} C, ret 2. 55 4.65 3.00 
Hogs 7.75 5. 40 8. 50 6.00 
wswcecncnenassoamaneson 9.30 6. 50 10. 00 7.15 
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ATE. 











Detroit, Mich., and Windsor, « 
Commodity. Price. Producer’s price. . 
Highest. | Lowest. | H 
Per 100 lbs. | Per 100 ths.| Per 
Beef steers and heifers...... C +3 el ? 
‘ . ov. oo , 
le ie f A. 4.00 3.00 
Beef CowS.......-----++++-- \\ C. 4.65 2. 50 
Stockers and feeders........ > y eq 
i fA. 8.75 3. 40 
NE Lc. | 7.95 2. 50 | 
j 
| | Per head. Per heed. Pe I 
Milkers az ringers... .__ f A. $47.00 } $20. 00 | 
(c. | 70. 00 | 25. 00 
| Per 100 lbs.| Per 100 ths. | Pe 
a iA. | £5. 60 3.90 | 
Lambs................-++- a Cc. 5.65 §.15 | 
j A. 4.70 | 2 
Metsseeniinivecsnness 1c. | 4.15 | ’ 
rh fA. | 8. 40 | 5 
aii oa eke Sateen rc. 9. 20 
(In this table A. stands for United States and C. for C 
Mr. STONE. Now, I wish to eall attention to 
sider a rather important fact. During the five ye: 
1906 to 1911, the value of all cattle, dutiable and 


ported from Canada into the United States was 
while the value of the dutiable cattle exporied dum 
period from the United States to Canada was $1,578,179 
ing an excess of exports over imports of $384,383. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President-—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I desire to ask the Senator from 
a question at this point, because I do not think that 
clusions can be drawn from the statement that he 
made without either explanation or an addition to it. 


Senator from 


Mr. STONE. I am going to make one explanation 

Mr. CUMMINS. Namely, what are the duties 

Mr. STONE. I am just going to refer to that. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Very well; then I will withhold 1 
tion. 

Mr. STONE. The Senator from Iowa anticipated 1 
moment. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Yes. 

Mr. STONE. The Canadian and American tariff d 


. 1 S } 
duties levied 


cattle are not materially different. The 
respective countries are as follows: 
Canada, duty on all cattle, 25 per t ad valorem. 
United States, duty on cattle under 1 year old, $2 e: 
Duty on cattle over 1 year old and worth not 
head, $3.75 each. 
Duty on cattle worth $14 or over, 274 per cent ad val 
On imported cattle which come in under a specific 1 
necessary to ascertain their value in order to 
equivalent ad valorem. Accordingly I requested Mr. | 
M. Pepper, the head of the Bureau of Trade Relati: 
duce specific duties to ad valorem duties and inform 
was the ad valorem duty paid on all Canadian cattle i 
into the United S’»tes for the last fiscal year ending J 
1910. I assumed that the imports of that year would r 
a fair average of the imports for a series of years. Re 
to my request Mr. Pepper wrote me as “i 


United States ditiahle imports for consumption of ca 
Canada during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, consisted 
head, valued at $109,772, a per capita value of $21.21. Re 
Canadian export statistics shows that approximately thre 
these were over 1 year o:d and were therefore dutia! 
cent ad valorem, only 28 pev cent higher ul nan the ¢ 


een 


ove 


esti 





25 per cent against American cattle. The | remainir e-foul 
dutiable at but $2 each, an average ad valorem of only 21 p 
In the face of identical ‘duties, Mexico du ring the same period 
the United States $2,594,796 worth of cattle, the maj rity 
were taxed at 27% per cent. This shows that if Canada had 


sell her cattle in the United States she could havg found a good 
in spite of the duty. 

So, Mr. President, it appears that of the cattle Importe 
Canada last year three-fourths paid a duty of 274 per ¢* 
one-fourth a duty of 21 per cent ad valorem as agains: 
cent paid on our exports to Canada. It will be obser 


the average ad valorem rate paid on cattle going fr 


States to the Dominion and coming from the Dominion in' 


States was almost identical. ; 
And now, Mr. President, I desire to introduce 2 disting 
Canadian witness. I will take the liberty of reading a 





er 








1911. 


sract from an address delivered in the Canadian House of 
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Mr. WARREN. 
Mr. STONE. 


Mr. President—— 
If the Senator will indulge me a moment I 


| will then yield. 


a wmons on March 7, 1911, by the Hon. Mr. Currie, a member | 
of that bedy. I have been reading with keen interest the | 
det te in the House of Commons, and I find that there are | 


members of that body as intensely opposed to this reci- | 


nrocity agreement as any Senator on this floor. 
one of them. I read as follows from his speech : 
une * 


ar a great deal about the eattle trade in Ontario. The hon- 
. member from South Wellington [Mr. Guthrie] told the House, 
a great deal of chest beating— 


Mr. Currie is 


‘They bs 
this side of the line— 

he would warrant that the statistics of the Mail were very 
ie, and that if one opened the Mail he would find that at any 
in the last 10 years the price of beef cattle was higher in Chicago 
an in Toronto. 
Tt t seem 4 strange to me, because when I was a young newspaper 

“| used to write the market reports for the Mail, and I know a 
ttle about the business. 


co? 


Ts 


Thereupon Mr. Currie, like the Senator from Vermont and 
the Senator from Wyoming, proceeded to testify and give his 
personal experience. Proceeding, he says: 

However, I went to the library and I hunted up the files of the 
Mail, and I took the prices at haphazard for each two weeks during 
those several years; and I have prepared a table and that table shows, 
among other things, that when a professional man talks to an in- 
tellizent audience like this he ought to speak the truth, because I 
never heard im all my life so many absolutely improbable and untruth- 







ful—if that is a parliamentary expression—statements made with 
regard to any question as have been made about this treaty. To get 
these prices I took the steer weighing about 1,100 pounds, which would 
av about 70 per cent of the cattle. Of course, there may be a 


high-priced bunch that would fetch a dollar a hundredweight more 
than the ordinary animals for Christmas beef or something like that, 
but I took the prices for the standard animal in Toronto and Chicago 
from the files of the Mail and Empire from 1901 to 1910, and this is 





the result: 
ee we 
Toronto. | Chicago. 
— ~t . 
| 
ieee 6 Utah cin med deh te Nes dic ciccccccccdcdases costae $4. 25 $3.95 
Ma‘ 4, 1902 beds bsnNORNECENERS coheed cececesceceseecoceebieer 5.25 5.00 
eR ae aliitaalicn a dnntens exiting tient 4.90 4.06 
oe ha cb ap SOSR REED GS COegbececeeerenc cenenesogeasec a 4.90 
BY DB, TID. owe cece ceseeeoews cect cece cceccccsceccccceceecss 5.7 5. 50 
May 10, 1906........ OSSSSseesdeccscecccoccecceucesocesosees | 5.10 4.00 
May 17, 1907... ncocececeescevecccece=covccsec ee ccvcecnce- 5. 124 4.00 
~ 15, a LatiethUReheathinens cs8<cdscepeaqtusecensheues 4 5.00 
RY Gey Besa as cddabnn beVeducnebetewescccccccuceccoccesced 5.7 5.10 | 
ey CE Rises diana as brit ns ected = ccctinabeeeel 7.00 | 6. 25 
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It seems as if Sir Wilfrid Laurier is having his troubles, 
too. Over there, as over here, there are powerful influences 
operating to defeat this trade agreement, and they use much 


the same kind of arguments against it that we hear in the | Chicago on the 13th day of the month in comparison with 


|; Omaha and take the 26th day of another month, and it is per- 


American Congress, only they say if the agreement is ratified 
and carried into effect, it will ruin Canada, while on this side 
we are told it will ruin the United States. It must be a fearful 
pact, indeed, that the President and Sir Wilfrid have concluded 
if it would be ruinous to both countries. 

Mr. President, this concludes what I have te say about 
cattle. Just a word now about sheep. I want, if I can, to allay 
the apprehension of my friend from Wyoming [Mr. Warren], 
the watchful guardian and champion of wool growers and sheep 
herders, that the sheep industry is in danger of destruction 
from this agreement. Let me read some statistics about sheep. 
Possibly the Senator from Wyoming is all cocked and primed 
to show that these statistics are unreliable; but they, too, are 
statistics furnished by his Tariff Board. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. STONED. I do. 

Mr. WARREN. I assume the Senator is approaching the 
figures with a good deal of apprehension himself that they are 
incorrect. 

Mr. STONE. No; I am not. I have no reason to doubt the 
accuracy of the data furnished by the board, and, having no 
information to the contrary, I must accept what they say as 


Soe On page 110 of the Tariff Board report I read as 
OWS: 


. Prices of sheep are much lower in the United States than in Canada, 

Sue to the fact that Ontario sees on pedigreed flocks, as appears 

or on. In the United States they range from $2.90 per head in 

ui to $5.30 in Illinois and Iowa, while in Canada the range is from 
in Nova Scotia to §7 in Ontario, Manitoba, and Saskatchewan. 


With these higher prices prevailing in Canada as compared 
with the prices given for the States, it would not seem that 
there is any imminent danger of the sheep herders of Wyoming 
or any other State being overwhelmed by an undue influx of 
Canadian sheep into the United States. 


Mr. WARREN. 


Certainly. 
Mr. STONE. 


I have already obtained leave to insert some 


| tables showing the comparative. prices of sheep in different 


| leading markets in both countries. 


are almost as complimentary over there as we are 0a | 


I will ask Senators to ex- 
amine those tables, and thus relieve me of further referring to 
them at this time. I am getting weary from this protracted 
speech, and I fear the Senate is also. 

I yield now to the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. WARREN. Since the Senator has so broadly 1 


ferred to 
me, I am tempted to make an observation or tw 


I notice that when he quoted the price of beef in Chicago and 

in Toronto he quoted various days in different months. If one 
| wants to make an absolutely correct statement, he ought to take 
the price every day during the month in one market and the 


| 


i 





price every day in the other, and compare the averages, or if he 
wants to abbreviate it, he ought to have the market price taken 
on the same day of the month in each month quoted. I observe 
that the prices quoted are on the 26th day of the month in one 
case and the 13th day in another, and so forth. 
and down in the various markets. Sometimes they are lower 
in one and higher in the other. I notice that difference often 
between the Chicago and Omaha markets. 

Mr. STONE. I will ask the Senator to be a little more defi- 
nite so that I may better understand him. I do not know just 
what the Senator means. 

Mr. WARREN. I was alluding to the quotation which the 
Senator made from figures given at two places in comparison. I 
will not charge the Senator with any unfairness. 

Mr. STONE. I read what a member of the Canadian Parlia- 
ment said. 

Mr. WARREN. ‘That is very true. 

Mr. STONE. Giving the figures for a series of years. 

Mr. WARREN. That is true. 

Mr. STONE. For the same day in each town. 

Mr. WARREN. The same day in each town, but the Senator 
did not take the same day of the month. 

Mr. STONE. Let us settle that fact. Take May 4, 1901, 
The price is given in Toronto and Chicago for that day. 

Mr. WARREN. I observe that. 

Mr. STONE. Take May 13, 1910, the same thing is done; 
and so with the others. 

Mr. WARREN. But why did not the Senator take May 3 
or May 4 in every year? It shows to me the effect of juggling 
figures not in a way, I will say, that is not prevalent with a 
man who likes to make his case. You may take the market of 


Prices go up 


fectly easy to prove from such figures that one market is higher 
than the other. 

Mr. STONE. But in the table quoted the same day of the 
month is taken for each year. 

Mr. WARREN. No; but you are comparing them. 

Mr. STONE. The comparison is made for the same day in 
each year. 

Mr. WARREN. I understand. Now, then, a comparison of 
the price of sheep between the United States and Canada 
proves nothing. In the first place, if they are that much higher 
in Canada I do not know any reason why we should remove the 
tariff; I do not see any benefits that we would get from it. 
But, on the other hand, sheep in Canada are grown largely 
for the sale of thoroughbreds for breeding purposes, and of 
course they average higher. They have not the large flocks 
of plain mutton sheep and plain wool sheep that al 
in the United States. I do not see that it cuts any figure what 
ever as to the tariff whether the prices there are higher or 
lower. 

Mr. STONE. But it has been contended that this agreement 
would injure the American sheep raiser by letting in the cheaper 
sheep of Canada. I have endeavored to show that that assump- 
tion is not well founded. To show that is the full scope of my 
present purpose, and the Senator from Wyoming now says 
that it cuts no figure, so far as the tariff is concerned, 
whether prices in Canada are higher or lower than in the 
States. I think I can afford to dismiss the sheep question at 
this point. 

As to swine, I will just put in a little bit in passing. There 
is not enough exchange of swine between the two countries to 
make this subject worth discussing. 

Mr. GORE. Put in a few shoats. 

Mr. STONE. There are not hogs enough going and coming, 
even with the shoats, to make the subject interesting. 


there are 
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On page 110 of the Tariff Board's report I find what I read: 


Prices of swine are slightly higher in Canada than in the United 
States. In our eastern border States—Maine, New Hampshire, Ver- 
mont, and New York—they range from $10 to $11.50 a head; and in 
the central border States the range is about the same. In the western 
border States the range of prices is from $10.40 to $11.10. In the 
great agricultural States of Indiana, Illinois, and Iowa, prices of 
swine vary little from those already quoted. In eastern Canada the | 
range of swine prices is from $10 to $13, and in western Canada from 
$12 to $13. The highest American price is $11.80 a head in Wisconsin, 
as against the highest Canadian price of $13 a head, which is quoted 
for Quebec, Manitoba, and Saskatchewan. 


In addition to that I will ask Senators to examine the com- | 
parative prices of swine in leading markets of the two countries, 
as shown in the Tariff Board tables I have obtained leave to 
insert in my remarks. 

Now, a word or two about horses and I am done. 
109 of the Tariff Board report I read: 


Prices of horses range from $106 to $125 per head in Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, and New York. In Michigan, Wisconsin, Min- 
nesota, and North Dakota the range is from $111 to $126, and in 
Montana, Idaho, and Washington from $80 to $108. In eastern Canada 
prices of horses range from $107 to $139 per head, while in western 
Canada the range is from $107 to $156. In the great agricultural | 
States of Indiana, Illinois, and Iowa prices range from $120 to $124. 


On page 


In all the Canadian Provinces except Prince Edward Island, Mani- | 
toba, and Nova Scotia the prices are higher than in any of our 
States. 


I wish to call attention to the average price of horses in 17 
States: Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, New York, Indiana, 
Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Texas, Montana, Idaho, Washington, and Oregon. 
The average price in these States is $108.19. The average price 
in Prince Edward Island, Nova Scotia, New Bruuswick, Quebec, 
Ontario, Manitoba, Saskatchewan, Alberta, and British Colum- 
bia is $133. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Is that last year? 

Mr. STONE. It is for 1909. 

Mr. President, the table I hold here, found at page 110 of 
the Tariff Board report, shows the comparative prices of | 
cattle, sheep, and swine, as well as horses, as between cer- 
tain States and Provinces, and I ask leave to insert it in my 
remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
granted. 

The table is as follows: 





Without objection, the request is 


Number and average value per head of live stock on farms, by classes, in 
specified States and Canada. 


—— 











Dairy Other ae | 
Horses. cows. cattle. Sheep. | Swine. 
Number of live stock on farms 
(in 1909): | 
United States 1............. 21,040,000 /21 ,801 ,000 |47,279,000 |57,216,000 |47, 782,090 | 
CN Sse cide divddeycet 


Average value per head (in 
1910): 
United States 1— 

















is <5 ink enninceiin $33.00 $16. 90 $3.70 $11.50 
New Hampshire....... 36. 20 20. 30 3.70 11. 50 
VeRMnONE «62 5ce8scanet% 34. 20 14. 40 4.00 10. 00 
eer Fk é on dese odes 39. 50 18. 20 5.00 11.50 
ss tan cunbeistad 41.00 24. 50 5. 20 10.00 | 
eae 42. 80 26. 40 5.30 10. 90 
Nd. oka cdoblbens 39. 50 18. 50 4.70 10. 50 
i age 36. 60 16. 40 4.50 11.80 
a aa 33. 00 14. 30 4.00 11.530 
tn aS ee 36. 00 22. 20 5.30 11.30 
North Dakota......... 33. 90 20. 50 4.00 11.00 | 
South Dakota.......... 33.00 21. 50 4.00 11.10 
GR 29. 50 15. 30 2.90 6.60 
BOOMERS. .scossennace 46. 50 27. 40 4.20 10. 10 | 
Dies i cutncbeut ian 41.40 21.40 4.70 8. 70 
Washington............ 41.80 19. 90 3.90 9. 40 
Aired nvcge shee ce 39. 60 | 18. 50 } 3. 70 8. 20 
Average.........<.... 35.79 19.41/ 4.08 9.14 
Canada *— | 
Prince Edward Island. . 107.00 32.00 23. 00 6.00 10.00 
Nova Scotia 113. 00 37.00 29. 00 4.00 11.00 
New Brunswick 131. 00 34. 00 28. 00 5.00 2.00 
Quebec 139. 00 31.00 31.00 6.00 13.00 
Ontario 133. 00 48. 00 34. 00 7.00 10. 00 
Manitoba 107. 00 40.00 23. 00 7.00 13. 00 
Saskatchewan 156. 00 41.00 31.00 7.00 13. 00 
Alberta -| 126.00 39. 00 30. 00 6.00 12.00 
British Columbia....... soa cdins deb ane cen bitbindacéAecscochen diascdeante 
hss fests Sf fh els SSD 
Ts cttnarnneed 133. 00 43. 00 31.00 | 6.00 11.00 
1 Crop Reporter, United States, Feb , 1911. 
*Census and Statistics Monthly, Connie, January, 1911. 


Mr. STONE. Mr President, I am through with what I 
have to say relating to live stock; and having shown from 
these official figures the comparative prices of live stock as 
between the United States and Canada I want to ask the Re- 
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| trade with Canada in live stock. and that farm labor 
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publican committee of Chariton County, and also my 
ean and Democratic friends who assembled in mags | 
Sikeston, Mo., to protest against reciprocity, what the 
of cattle, sheep, or swine, or the horse breeder has 
from Canadian competition ? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from \ 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. STONE. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator, who has ed 


| us two more speeches on this subject, if he is going ty 
| agricultural products? 


Mr. STONE. I have so stated. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Then I will venture the obser, 


| inasmuch as the Senator has proved, not to my entire 


tion but from so-called statistics that labor is higher in « 
that cattle are higher, swine higher, sheep higher, a 
higher, I utterly fail to see what benefit is going to 
the American people from that phase of this reciproc: 
ment? As an illustration, we are promised a lower 


| living; it is going to lessen to the American consume 


whom we have heard so much, the price of living. \\ 
it is not going to do so in the matter of meats. | that 
reason, I inquired of the Senator if he is going to 
agricultural products, because possibly he may prove | 
there is some advantage to the American consumer ; 
line. I do not know whether he will or not, but the 
has absolutely refuted, in the statistics he has given us 
the claim that we are going to have lower prices and 
living if this reciprocity agreement becomes a law. 

Mr. STONE. The Senator is shifting his position. 
I have not been trying to prove that the people of thi 
States would be benefited by free trade in live stoc! 
the farm laborers of the United States would be ben 
this reciprocity arrangement. I have not so far soug 
tempted to point out what benefits would acerne to « 
from the agreement, but I have been endeavoring to s 
the people of the United States would not be injured 


not be injured by this reciprocity agreement with C:: I 
have been endeavoring to refute the contention wid le 
that injury would result to farm laborers and the pro s 
| live stock if this bill should be enacted into law. Having 
futed that contention I am now asked to tell in what 
agreement would benefit the United States. I will sa) [ 
doubt whether free trade in live stock between this coun! ! 
Canada will result in cheaper meat to the consumer, 
tainly not immediately. If it will not lower the price o! 

and it will not, then it will not on that account lower | 

of beef. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is my judgment. 

Mr. STONE. More than that, I am not prepared to s 

this reciprocity agreement, standing alone, will resul! 
| immediate material benefit to the people of the United 1 S 
a whole. It will materially aid some industries, and th: 
| is more to the point, it is a decided advance in the « 
| of broader trade relations with the world, and that 

in the right direction. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And yet we give away $10,000.01" 
revenue to Canada. 

Mr. STONE. We give away $10,000,000 of revenue, but ' 
ada also gives away a part of her revenue. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A million and three quarters or so 
bly two millions. 

Mr. STONE. I have not the figures at my finger ti) 
if they give away a million and three-quarters or (\ 
lions, that to Canada is about as much as ten millions | 
United States. 

However, I can not now take up the question as 
benefits would result to either country. I think in tlh 
there would be great resultant benefits to the people « 
countries. It is my purpose later on to discuss that, | 
now. 

For the present it is sufficient for me to say that I w 
for this bill because it is a movement in what I think 
right direction. Freer trade with our great, growing 
prosperous neighbor on the north will, I believe, open 
to freer trade with the world. But while I am heart 
this trade agreement, I shall insist upon following 
additional legislation that will result in immediate anc 
ceptible benefits to American consumers. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the Senator be in favor of co 
that additional legislation with the agreement? 


Mr. STONE. If the Senator from North Carolina and 
Senators around me, on both sides of the Chamber, like 








e 
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canaters from New Hampshire, Iowa, and Utah, will vote for 
the reciprocity bill, coupled with the free list embodied in the 
~onding House bill, or substantially that, I will be more than 
happy to join them in passing the bill in that form. 


GALLINGER. Mr. 
STONE. If we can pass a bill in that form, I will be 
only too glad to aid in passing it. 
“Me, GALLINGER. Speaking for myself, I will say I 
ereat pleasure in voting against them both. 
(r. STONE. I supposed the Senator would do that. 


President 


will 


‘Ir. SMOOT. I suppose one reason why the resolutions were 
nacsed in a certain county in Missouri in relation to eattle was 
hey knew the free list included cattle from all the world 


ir. STONE. The reciprocity agreement 
for free cattle for all the world. 

ir. SMOOT. No, not the reciprocity agreement with Canada. 

Vr. STONE. The resolution referred to the agreement. 

fr. SMOOT. I thought it referred to Mexico and all the 


does not provide 


STONE. 
nroduction in Missouri. 
‘ity 


have been trying to show them that 
with Canada will not reduce the price of cattle in 


sour. 
Mr. REED. The bill pending in the House does not put cattle 
on the free list. 
. STONE. As my collengue suggests, 
the House does not put cattle on the free list. 
fr. SMOOT. It puts meat on the free list. 
Mr. STONE. Oh, well, the Senator said cattle. 
Mr. SMOOT. Of course, meat is simply slaughtered cattle, 
it could come in that way just as well as on the hoof. 
Mr. STONE. And so the coat the Senator has on is the prod- 
uct of sheep's wool, but it is not a sheep's fleece. 
ir. SMOOT. No; and neither could the sheep come in free. 
Mr. STONE. No; they do not come in free. I appreciate 
what the Senator has in mind, namely, that if meat is put on 


Af, 





ww? 
the free list it opens our markets to meats slaughtered in Ar- 
gel Mexico, or anywhere. But, Mr. President, we have 


been discussing the reciprocity bill, which is before the Senate, 


and not the free-list bill, which is not before the Senate. I will 
diseuss that bill after it passes the House and reaches the 
Senate. For the present I will stick to the bill we have before 


us, and I shall not allow others to run away from it and con- 
fuse the argument by shifting the ground. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. STONE. Yes, I will yield; but as I am through I would 
prefer to yield the floor. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Idonot believe that my friends, the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINncer] and the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Smoor], would like to be grouped with me upon 


matters relating to the tariff, and I hasten to relieve them of | 


the somewhat embarrassing situation in which the remarks of 
the Senator from Missouri left them. 

Mr. SMOOT. There is no embarrassment whatever. 

Mr. STONE. I did not mean to embarrass either Senator. 
Rather did I suppose that to couple their names would be 
esteemed by each as a compliment to all. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I am not in the least em- 
barrassed about the grouping; but I wanted to be permitted 
to ask the Senator from Missouri one or two questions before 
he closes, because there must be some conclusion to be drawn 
from the facts which he has stated, facts which, I think, are in 
the main well sustained by the proof. 
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No; they were discussing the effect on cattle | 


the bill pending in | 





price at the market to which the export goes. If that is true, 
then I assume that he will agree that, with respect to all 


these 
things, free 


trade between Canada and the United States will 
inerease the price in the United States; that, in other words, 
the price of cattle, of horses, of swine, and of she will be 


higher in the United States than that price | 
I simply want to fasten one proposition clearly 
the Senator from Missouri and of the Senate, that, far 
these things are concerned and upon evid *. instead 
reducing the cost of living, the tendency will be to i 
cost of living. 


as hitherto been. 
in the mind of 

so f as 
of 
rease the 


thi 


Mr. STONE. Another proof that our friends on that side are 
shifting their position. Now, as to whether fre le in live 
stock—since we are confining oursely to tha 

Mr. CUMMINS. I confine my suggestion to § 

Mr. STONE. Vould result in an imerease of s to Can- 
ada. I think it is safe to say that if the relative | iven 
in the statistics I have submitted, should be mai Ll; that is 
to say, if the prices for cattle, horses, and so forth, should be 
higher continually in Canada than in the United States, the 
natural impulse of our export trade would be to Canada 
evitably so; but with free trade between the Provinces of Can- 
ada and the United States, it seems to me as certain as the sun 
shines that prices would seek a common level, very much as 
they do between the Stites where we have free trade In 
some of the States prices are higher than in other Sta as 


in some of the Provinces prices are higher than in ot] 


| inces. Cattle may be higher in the Northwestern Pr 1 
| in the Northeastern Provinces, and higher in the Nortliwestern 
States than in the Northeastern States, but there is r 
ceptible movement of live stock on that aceount from » Kast 
to the West either in Canada or in the United States. Can- 
ada and the United States adjoin as Iowa and Missouri adjoin. 
With free trade between the two countries the prices of catt! 
in the two countries will find a common level, and the trade 
will be regulated by the same economic principles which no 


obtain between the States or between the Provinces 
There would be no more re 


Oorts 


ison for larger ex] into Can- 
ada than there is for exporting New Jersey dairy cows to 
Washington. If it be true, as I have no doubt it is, from wh 
my friend from New Jersey says, that dairy cows commard 
the price he gave in his State; and if it be true, as I have no 


doubt it is, from what the Senator from Washington says, that 


dairy cows command a higher price in his State than in New 
Jersey, why, as I asked the Senator from Washington, are 
not dairy cows shipped from New Jersey to Washingt 


The Senator from Washington said that transportation char; 
and other considerations would make that impracticable and m 
profitable. No more can you transport dairy ¢ ! 


ws, or any 


cows, from Quebec to British Columbia for market purposes, 
And if we had free trade on live stock between Canada and 
the United States, you could no more ship cattle from Quebee 
| to Washington than you can from New Jersey to Washingto: 


Assuming that it is true that horses and cattle of al! kinds | 


and sheep and hogs are higher im price in Canada than in the 
United States 
Mr. SMOOT. Labor is higher 
Mr. CUMMINS. 








| any of these articles if we establish free trade in t! 


I shall not discuss the labor question now. | 


Then, with the tariff duties removed as between the two coun- | 


tries, I assume, under a perfectly well-recognized law of po- 
litical economy, or, rather, of commerce, that the movement 
of trade with respeet to these things will be from the United 


States into Canada, rather than from Canada into the United | 


States, The Senator from Missouri will recognize that. 
Mr. STONE. My friend from Iowa is now endeavoring to 


a Mr. Currie and other members of the Canadian Parlia- 


not. 


that well-established law of trade and commerce. 
* that he 
1s 


I assume, 
recognizes that the price of a commodity of which 


| 


Mr. CUMMINS. No; you will observe presently that I am | 
I assume that the Senator from Missouri will recognize 


Nation is a large exporter is fixed chiefly, at least, by the | be am appreciable reduction in the cost of livii 


The same law of commerce would obtain, and the prices of 
eattle of all kinds, young or mature, calves or beeves, would be 
substantially the same in the markets of the two countries, I 
believe that is true. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I fully agree with the Senator from Missourt 
with regard to his general analysis; but there is a single reason 
why these things are higher in Canada, if they are higher l 
I think they are—than in the United States; and that is because 
it eosts more to produce them, assuming that they want 1 
profit there than we do. If it costs more to produce them 
Canada than it does in the United States, then the prod 
of Canada will give way to the production of the United Sta 
and I am sure the Senator from Missouri will adm 
least there will be no tendency whatever to red 


1O 


the United States and Canada. That is all the | t that 
sired to suggest to the Senator from Missourl, be » L wanted 
him to draw a conclusion before he left the fa 

Mr. STONE. I do not know just what character 
sion the Senator desires me to draw that I have no 
and hence I am ata loss. I have already id that I not 
believe that Canadian cattle raisers would be impe1 1 by reel 
rocal free trade, although many Canadians contend that t 
would be. If the Senator means to ask whether I believe th 
free trade in cattle between these two countr! ’ 
the cost of beef in the United States or in Ca: eB 
to him that I dowbt it. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Well, Mr. President, I simply want this 
discussion, so far as I can help it along, to | wpon ’ 
true basis. There are some people who think, ‘ently, that 
if we enter into free-trade relations with ¢ 2da there will 
1. I do not so 
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believe. If there is a reason for entering into this relation— 
and I do not say that there is not—it is not because it will 
reduce the cost of living. The conclusion that I drew from the 
Senator's very lucid and illuminating statement was that, with 
respect to live stock at least, no hope could be based upon these 
statistics for any reduction in the price of horses or dairy cows 
or other cattle or sheep or swine, and when we reach that con- 
clusion, if that be the proper one, we are prepared to examine 
the proposition from some other standpoint. 

Mr, STONE. I think the Senator understood me correctly. I 
have said several times that my chief purpose has been to show 
that free trade in live stock between Canada and the United 
States would not result in depreciating the value of cattle in 
the States. As to the benefits that might result from this agree- 
ment, that is another and totally different phase of the question. 
In due time I will express my views on that phase of the sub- 
ject, but I will wait until I reach it in the course of my plan 
for discussing the whole subject before taking it up. 

Mr. President, I wish now to thank the Senate and Senators 
for their attention and kind indulgence. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, before the Senator concludes, 
I desire to ask him a question. I do not know that I understood 
the Senator a little while ago when he made reply to an inquiry 
I put. I am very much interested in his reply. After the 
Senator had stated that he was in favor of the free-list bill, 
which is now pending in the other House, I inquired if he would 
favor joining that free-list bill with the reciprocity agreement, 
so as to incorporate them both into the same act. That was the 
scope of the inquiry I made of the Senator, but I am not sure 
that I understood the Senator’s reply to that question. The 
Senator said he was in favor of both, as I understood him. 

Mr. STONE. I can not make myself more intelligible than 
I attempted to do in the reply. I made to the Senator’s question. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator may have made himself clear 
to others, but I did not hear him distinctly. 

Mr. STONE. I am in favor of a free list, and without 
having examined it critically, I will say that in the main I 
approve the free list embodied in the bill before the House. 
Personally, I would be more than willing to incorporate the 
free list as an additional section on the reciprocity bill, if it 
can be done without defeating the whole legislation. I would 
like to know, however, something more than I now know as to 
the effect such an amendment would have on the chance of pass- 
ing the reciprocity bill. I am for the reciprocity bill; I am also 
for the free-list bill, and I would be delighted if we could pass 
the two together as one. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am delighted to hear the Senator say 
that. 

Mr. STONE. But at the same time I would want to have 
some conferences with other Senators with respect to that mat- 
ter before committing myself unreservedly to a program of 
that kind. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then I understand the Senator to say that 
he sees no objection in the nature of the two bills to coupling 
the legislation, and that he would be in favor of doing so, pro- 
vided he was assured that the two measures so coupled could 
receive a majority vote of the Senate so as to become a law? 

Mr. STONE. Oh, certainly. 

Now, Mr. President, I feel considerably fatigued, and if there 
are no further questions to be asked, I will again thank Sena- 
tors for their kindness and close this installment of my reci- 
procity series. I hope my future addresses will not be so pro- 
tracted as this has been. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. In view of the fact that the Senate has agreed 
to adjourn over until Thursday, I think it important that we 
should have a brief executive session. I therefore move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After six minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
21 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Thursday, May 4, 
1911, at 12 o’clock meridian. 








NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 1, 1911, 
SuRvVEYoR ofr CusToMS. ; 
Perry M. Lytle, of Pennsylvania, to be surveyor of customs in 
the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania. (Re- 
appointment. ) 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL, INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 
Charles W. Cobb, of California, to be Assistant Attorney Gen- 
eral for the Interior Department, vice Oscar Lawler, resigned. 
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| Supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico. 
ment, his term having expired.) 


ee 


Medical Reserve Corps with rank from April 27, 1911. 





May | 


— 


; 





AssociaTEe Justice, SuPpRreEME Court or New Mry 
John R. McFie, of New Mexico, to be associate justi 
(A ri 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 
James Ward, of Pennsylvania, to be first lieutens 


To be first lieutenants with rank from April 28, | 


Rufus Bartlett Hall, of Ohio, 

Richard Henry Whitehead, of Virginia. 
John Overton, of Tennessee. 

Charles Sherman Carter, of Alabama. 
James Jesse Peterson, of Alabama. 
William Henry Condit, of Minnesota. 
Robert Emmett Austin, of California. 
John Elmer Bacon, of Arizona. 

Joseph Lawyer Bell, of California. 
Caspar Ralph Byars, of Texas. 

Malone Duggan, of Texas. 

Charles Henry Fischer, of Colorado. 
Albert Pope Fitzsimmons, of Nebraska. 
Edward Burke Bailey, of Alabama. 
Bonaparte Preston Norvell, of Oklahoma. 
David Wilmot Overton, of New York. 
Archibald Moltz Wilkins, of Ohio. 
George Francis Wilklow, of New York. 
Charles Franklin Smith, of Michigan. 
Daniel Baen Street, of New Jersey. 
Joseph G. Wilson, of New York. 

Robert Emmett Caldwell, of Maryland, 
Gerry Sanger Driver, of Colorado. 
Francis Valentine Langenderfer, of Ohio. 
Fred Fellows Sprague, of California. 
Michael Edward Connor, of Massachusetts. 
John Milton Armstrong, of Minnesota. 
Thomas Andrew Burcham, of Iowa. 
Frederick Ellsworth Clark, of Vermont. 
Herbert Clay Lieser, of Washington. 
Frederick William O’Donnell, of Kansas. 
Cassius Derby Silver, of New York. 
Alfred Harrold Thomas, of New York. 
Frank Christollo Vanatta, of Wyoming. 
William Cotman Whitmore, of Maine. 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 















Chaplain Aldred A. Pruden, Second Infantry, to b 
with the rank of major from April 26, 1911. 





PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 





Commander Harry Phelps to be a captain in the Navy ! 
4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Lieut. Commander George W. Williams to be a con 
the Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a va 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Alexander S. Wadsworth, j! 
lieutenant in the Navy from the 4th day of March, 1511, 
vacancy. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Kenneth Whiting to be a lie 
the Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a va: 

Machinist James J. Cullen to be a chief machinist in | 
from the 29th day of December, 1910, upon the con) 
six vears’ service as a machinist. 

The following-named carpenters to be chief carpentc! 
Navy from the 7th day of March, 1911, upon the com) 
six years’ service as carpenters: 

Stuart P. Mead, 

William H. Sampson, and 

Louis Haase. 




















PoSTMASTERS. 





ILLINOIS, 
E. E. Nicholson to be postmaster at Beardstown, I!!., | 
of John S. Nicholson, deceased. 
INDIANA. 


Hood P. Loveland to be postmaster at Peru, Ind., in | 
Hood P. Loveland. Incumbent’s commission expired | 
19, 1910. 





‘ 







IOWA. 


Louis C. Kurtz to be postmaster at Des Moines, Iowa 
of Joseph I. Myerly. Incumbent's commission expired | 
28, 1911. 












1911. 


—— 


MISSISSIPPT. 

Sallie Millsaps to be postmaster at Hazlehurst, Miss., in place 
of Sallie Millsaps. Incumbent’s commission expired May 7, 
1910. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Robert F. Emerson to be postmaster at East Rochester, N. H. 

Office became presidential January 1, 1911. 
NEW YORK. 

Frederick Rohde to be postmaster at Stapleton, N. Y., in place 

of Adolph Lienhart, removed. 
OKLAHOMA, 

Clay Cross to be postmaster at Skiatook, Okla. 

presidential April 1, 1911. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 

William M. Deihm to be postmaster at Honey Brook, Pa., in 
place of Thomas F. Hampton, deceased. 

John W. Ramsey to be postmaster at Midland, Pa., in place 
of Frank P. Oberlin, who failed to qualify. 


Office became 


G. Clinton Williams to be postmaster at Spring City, Pa., in | 


place of G. Clinton Williams. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 21, 1911. 


TENNESSEE. 

John R. Richards to be postmaster at Oliver Springs, Tenn.. 
in place of Abraham L. Williams. 
pired January 18, 1911. 

H. Filmour Shoun to be postmaster at Greeneville, Tenn., in 
place of Joseph W. Howard. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 30, 1910. 

VIRGINIA. 


Incumbent’s commission ex- | 
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Charles A. Lacy to be postmaster at Houston, Va., in place | 


of Charles A. Lacy. 


27, 1910. 


amt, 


Incumbent’s commission expired April 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 1, 1911. 
UnITep STATES MARSHAL. 
William Lindsay to be United States marshal for the district 
of Montana. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Reed M. Fawell to be a lieutenant. 
Midshipman Arnold H. Vanderhoof to be an ensign. 
PosSTMASTERS. 
FLORIDA. 

Horace M. Bradley, Green Cove Springs. 

ILLINOIS, 
John C. Hale, North Chicago. 
iE. E. Nicholson, Beardstown. 

INDIANA, 
Edgar T. Botkin, Farmland. 
Enos Coffin, Carthage. 
Robert B. Hanna, Fort Wayne. 
William H. Hathaway, Aurora. 
John Lynn, La Fontaine. 
Joel F. Martin, Bourbon. 
Frank R. Morrison, Galveston. 
William O. Nash, Jasonville. 
Percy V. Ruch, Mulberry. 
John C. Sehleffler, Wolcottville. 
IOWA. 

Daniel P. Ellsworth, Lohrville. 
0. C. Hill, Clearfield. 
Louis C. Kurtz, Des Moines. 
Almon C. Steele, Coon Rapids. 

LOUISIANA. 
B. F. Edwards, Marksville. 
Richard E. Hodges, Jena. 


MAINE. 
Abial H. Jones, Wilton. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
Chestina B. Robbins, East Templeton. ; 
Harriet F. Seaverns, North Scituate. 
MICHIGAN, 
Charles Gauntlett, Milan. 


MINNESOTA. 
Cornelius Berghuis, Clara City. 
Sarah Dahl, Cottonwood. 

Fred W. Olson, Raymond. 
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MONTANA, 
John J. McDonald, Townsend. 
Don E. Schanck, Libby. 
OHIO, 

John Shaw, Leroy. 

PENNSYLVANIA, 
Clark D. Eckels, Cambridge Springs. 
Burd R. Linder, Orwigsburg. 


TEXAS. 
John H. Carson, Dayton. 
William D. McCaslin, Detroit. 
Rufus H. Windham, Newton. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 1, 1911. 
[Continuation of the legislative day of Saturday, April 29, 1911.} 


The recess having expired at 11 o’clock, the House was called 
to order by the Speaker. 


BOARD OF DIRECTORS, COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR THE DEAF 
DUMB, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to make the following 
announcement: Hon. Epwarp L. Taytor, Jr., of Ohio, is hereby 
appointed a member of the board of directors of the Columbia 
Institution for the Deaf and Dumb. Hon. Tuetus W. Sims 
holds over. 


AND 


THE TARIFF, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 4413, a bill to place agricultural implements on the free 
list, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 4413, a bill to place agricultural im- 
plements on the free list, and for other purposes, with Mr. 
ALEXANDER in the chair. 

The bill was read by title. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Moss]. [Applause.] 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, at the beginning of 
this debate it was not my purpose to engage in it. There are 
so many crators among the Members of this distinguished body 
that to sit and listen is not only a pleasure, but it seems to be 
almost a duty since one orator rarely enjoys the orations of 
other men. If some men love to talk, others should prefer to 
listen. But, Mr. Chairman, this whole debate has raged around 
the farmer and the interests of the farm; assertions have been 
made with such recklessness that I am in sympathy with Mark 
Twain when he said that he did not object to any speaker know- 
ing all about his subject, but that he did object to any- man 
knowing so much that was not true. The farmers of our coun- 


| try are patriotic citizens whose only interest in good government 


is that it shall promote the common interests of all our people 
and not the special interests of a few of them; and I wish 
to voice my protest against the good name and reputation of 
the farming classes of our country being used to protect the 


| well-known abuses which have grown up in our Government 


and that the supposed interests of the farm shall be used to 
defeat progressive legislation which is intended for the benefit 
of all our people. 

This is not the first instance, Mr. Chairman, when an attempt 
has been made to use the virtue which has its home on the 
farm to shelter the vice which exists in the commercial systems 
of our great cities. We have only to recall the debates on the 
floor of this House in 1906, when the frauds and corruption in 
the great packing houses was exposed to public view. The 
Beef Trust was then known to be a criminal corporation which 
had been systematically robbing the farmers on every load of 
cattle which were driven across the scales which lead from the 
feed lot to the slaughter pens. They were even then under 
indictment and active prosecution for crimina! exploitation of 
the products of the farm; but when it became noised about 
that their methods of preparing and distributing their products 
were even more destructive to the general welfare of society 
than their methods of buying their produce from the farmer— 
that both producer and consumer were exploited—and that not 
even the public health was protected from their insatiable 
greed for gain, what influence was invoked to shield them from 
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exposure? 


It was a frantie appeal to the President to hold bis | 
| 


hand, because the expcesure would hurt the imterest of the 
farmer. If ever brazon effrontery were carried further it is | 
at the present moment, when the same appeal is being made to | 
defeat tl progressive legislation now under consideratien. | 
When will good citizenship be respected by the representatives 
of the special interests of this country? 

I’. J. Hagerbarth, vice president ef the American National | 
Live Stock Association, was among the first to attempt to use 

+s . . ° : * | 

virtue to shield crime. In a signed statement published in the | 
National Provisioner of June 16, 1906, he says: 

TI President has seen fit to fgnore urgent requests from official | 
representative f the live-stock industry requiring him to withhold any | 
radical message or reports to Congress bearing on abuses of the pack- | 
ing inte ts or the r yn that such n f if heralded over the | 
world would rk irreparable loss, both at home and abroad, to t! 
producers of live stock. 

What a libel on the patriotism of the American farmer, that 


he could wish to coin the health and the well-being of the world 
and weigh it in the balance against the profits on his cattle. 
What convineing evidence of the power of money to dwarf 
even the soul of a man, born in the image ! Not | 


of his Maker! 
a thought was given to the welfare of the thousands of em 

ployees who worked in these insanitary plants; not the least 

eoncern manifested for the health ef the world; but the demand 
went forth that all this vice be smothered in order to protect | 
the cattle growers of the Mississippi Valley from irreparab!e 
losses. 

This plea for the farmer soon found its way to the floor of this | 
House. In the National Provisioner of the same date is found 
this significant statement: 

Members of Congress, inspired by the feeling of indignation among 
their constituents over the injury done to American industry by the 
President's ignorant and il-considered assault on the meat trade, cou!d 
not wait for a committee report on the meat-inspection bill, but began 
to express their sentiments as early as Tuesday of this week on the 
floor of the House. 

The editors of the American Economist must have read this 
statement before writing some of their recent editorials about 
President Taft and Canadian reciprocity. This feeling of in- 
dignation was first aroused in the breast of the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. Monpetr]. The Recorp shows that he asked 
unanimous consent that he should address the House on this | 
important subject before the report of the committee brought it 
regularly before them for consideration. Mr, Monprtt appears 
in the Recorp as saying: 

These reports and criticisms seattered broadcast, highly colored and 
exaggerated as they were passed along, have resulted in inealculable 
injury not only to the packers, but to the livestock industry of the 
country generally. It was a bad day for Chicago and the packing and 
live-stock industries of the United States when that now historic 
porker slipped his trolley and fellk—just where he fell is in contro- 
versy—and he goes down im history as entirely eclipsing that other 
famous Chicago animal, Mrs. O’Leary’s cow, tn the awful havoc and 
less he has wrought. [If the packing industries of this country were 
alone affected, their rights should demand attention; but the great live- 
stock industries of the country are equally affected. They have already 
suffered losses amounting to many millions by this agitation. 

Now, was not that an awful blow to be landed on the solar 
plexus of the honest farmers of our country merely because 
the packers were selling decayed and diseased meats to the 
country and were destroying the health of their employees as | 
well as of their customers? This message of President Roose- 
velt was nearly as destructive to the farming industries as the 
reciprocity pact ‘as seen by the gentleman from Wyoming. 
Is it not wonderful how the American farmer manages to re- 
cover from these irreparable damages and recoup these incal- 
culable injuries? And to think that these plagues should be 
visited on us one after the other by the headstrong action of 
Republican Presidents. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
No wonder that western papers are running an advertisement 
in the want columns for a candidate for President on the Re- 
publican ticket. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I do not wish to weary the committee with numerous quota- 
tions from the Rrcorp. If time permitted, it can be shown that 
many Members who profess to believe now that the recom- 
mendations of President Taft will ruin the farmer were equally 
convinced that the recommendations of President Roosevelt 
wonld ruin the stock grower in 1906. 
cratic side.] They were wrong then, Mr. Chairman, and they 
are mistaken now. Their former efforts fastened an army of 
tax eaters on the Federal Treasury for life in order to give a 
decent reputation to the commercial products of “ Packingtown ” 
in the markets of the world, and their purpose now is to defeat 
the enactment of pregressive legislation which will revise 
the tariff fn the interests of the great consuming masses of our 
citizenship. 

The policy of reciprocity has been attacked on the ground 
that it is inimical to the farming interests of the country, and 
that it is being adopted hastily without investigation or informa- 
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[Applause on the Demo- | 
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The gentleman from Maine [Mr. H1inps] 


enough of his reputation to hazard such a statement. 


5 1 


You are proposing a great new policy that goes to t) 
fabric of America, and where is the great committee of tl 
has probed to the bottom of it and where is th k tl 
its investigations before the American people? 

This well illustrates, Mr. Chairman, the diff 
a famous specialist meets when he gets beyond his 1 
[Applause on the Democratie side.] If the gent] 











Maine were as familiar with current agricultural) lit: 
1¢ is with the contents of Hinds’ Precedents he could - 
been betrayed into so glaring an error. I do not kn: 
mate the firmers of Maine will put on this point of « 
is raised by the distinguished parliamentarian az 
pending legislation, but it will be a revelation to 
gent and progressive farmers of the Middle West 
discussed this question for years and have been 
at the doors of Congress and demanding the enactmen 
reeal legisiation im the broadest terms. In the fe 
which have been allotted to me I can not atte: 


| cilates on the Tariff Board have not had time to make a 


| National Live Stock Association, American Short Ho 


| which was appointed by President Taft, and one of t! 


i 
i 


| more meat than is required for home censum 


| their manufactures here, and they have retaliated by gradua 


| take up the cudgels in this matter against those who for 






liscussion of the advantages which reciprocity will 
the farmers of our Nation, but I trust that I s 





to show that the wonderful growth of public sentime: 
of reciprocity in this country is due to the inte] 
sion of agricultural thought and of the agricultt 
gentleman from Maine regrets that Mr. Emery 
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ive report on the subject. Does he not know that 
ders, who is Mr. Emery’s associate, has written exha 
this very subject, and that he did so after careful 
personal investigation? No student who is at all fa: 
agricultural literature or the evolution of progressi 
in the minds of the American farmer could have 
ignorance which has been displayed in this debate by tft! 
be leaders of the farmers. 

The great national movement among the farm 
United States to advance reciprocal legislation beg 
meeting held in the Grand Pacific Hotel in Chicago 
There were present at that meeting delegates repr 
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tion, National Live Stock Exchange, Chicago Com 
sociation, Millers’ National Federation, and other gr 
ing and exporting interests. It was decided to hold 
conference to advance reciprocal tariff legislation. Mr. 
Saunders was chosen as the leader of the new move! 

is Mr. A. H. Saunders? He is a member of the Tar 














cording to the gentleman from Maine, who could so w 
scientific investigation of this subject. Mr. Saund 
ime was the editor of the Breeder’s Gazette, the 1 
ential and widely read farm journal in the United St: 
accepting this appointment, Mr. Saunders issued a si; 
ment as to the purposes of the conference and of the 
for its organization. This statement should prove int 
those who have assumed that no investigation has | 
and that no authority stands sponsor for reciprocal | 
Mr. Saunders said: 


The managing editor cf the Gazette was unanimously r 
act as chairman of the committee on arrangements. He has 
to do so with the specific understanding that the interests of t 
ers and stock growers should be paramount; that their want 
receive first consideration, and that partisan politics will have : 
in the campaign to be waged. 


I call particular attention, Mr. Chairman, that 
ment at the very beginning was to be devoted to the 
of the farmer and the stock grower, and that it was t 
partisan in its character. The statement went on to 


Ve have in years of average production a large surplus 
stuffs and provisions for export. We grow more grain and 
potion. The | 
ty governed bj 
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for the product consumed at home is large 
commanded by the surplus for which a market must be 
We have virtually prohibited France and Germany from 
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in 


mie 


that s 





their markets against us. It is time therefore 


poses destroyed Blaine’s reciprocity conventions, slaughtered 
treaties, and are still barring the American stockmen and gra 
from a large and lucrative outlet for their goods. : 
There is no question of Republicanism or Democracy invol\ 
proposition. It is simply a matter of passing an act of Con 
will enable the President and his suecessors, no m&tter to w 
party they belong, to open the doors of the hungry million 
put a roast in every French and German pot, and a loaf of ¢ 
can bread upon every shelf from Rome to Copenhagen, and in 
put probably $100,000,000 per annum in the pockets of the / 
producers. s 
The thing can be brought about if we will drop party lines 
none but friends of this proposition in positions of Federal | 
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Senators and the present Members of the House of Representat! 
not do this thing, the people have the power to send men to W ashi 
who will exercise that power. The sooner our public men unde 
this the better. This fight for better markets, worth unknown 0 
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wor year to the farming communities, will not be won in a week or a 
var. It means a battle royal against intrenched power, but it will be 
won because it is right. 

Mr. Chairman, that is the report to the farmers of this coun- 
‘ry by a member of the present Tariff Board, which they have 
<tudied for six long years. I am not surprised that the gentle- 
man from Maine has never read it. It was published before 
he began the study of farm economics. There is always that 
disadvantage in a sudden change in occupation, but I can not 
forget the impression it made on my mind when I first read it. 
I was then an active farmer and was walking behind the plow 
and through the feed lots. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
I had shipped my cattle to markets which were glutted, and had 
seen the sellers begging to receive decent bids for their offerings, 
and had my stock sold for prices which did not leave me the 
reasonable profit which was guaranteed to the manufacturers 
in the last Republican platform. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] I enlisted in that campaign against intrenched privilege 
and helped to fight the battle because it was right. I was 
with Mr. Saunders for reciprocity then and I am for it now 
whether he is with me or against me. 
plain American citizen on his honor as a man than to take my 
opinions from an official whose salary may depend upon the 
official reports he may sign. I did not foresee that I was one 
of the men who were to be sent to Washington with the power 
to act to take the place of some of those who having the power 
were refusing to act. But I am here, Mr. Chairman, ready to 
act, and I am proud of the intelligent vote which sent me here. 
I may not be able to fight the good fight, but I am willing to 
keep the faith. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

No better presentation of the subject of reciprocity from a 
farmer’s standpoint can be made than this statement made by 
this member of the Tariff Board, and I commend it to those who 
need instruction cn this subject. It leads up to the very point 
which the gentleman from Maine well says is the “ whole situa- 
tion,” the equilibrium between agriculture and manufactures. 
The gentleman says: 


But the farms, being an aggregation of homes, disorganized and each 
impelled by its own necessities, tend constantly to overproduce. And 
this overproduction becomes disastrous unless the limitation of acreage 
ossible to be cultivated intervenes to prevent. Therefore the element 
P 
of prime importance in this discussion is the relation of acreage to the 
capacity of the home market furnished by the nonagricultural classes. 

The gentleman from Maine was chosen to open this debate 
and therefore is the leader of the opposition to reciprocal legis- 
lation; his words are an orthodox statement of stand-pat Re- 
publicanism as applied to the development of our agricultural 
industry. Now, what does this statement mean? The gentle- 
man from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] denounced the scheme of 
valorization or monopoly by which the Brazilian Government 
is seeking to maintain an equilibrium between the production of 
coffee and its consumption. This system, simply stated, is a 
limitation of the acreage which can be devoted to the cultivation 
of coffee. Mr. Norris says: 

This agreement has been in successful operation since the latter part 
of 1908. In accordance with its terms, the Brazilian Government en- 
acted a law preventing the planting of additional coffee trees and pro- 
viding for severe penalties for any offense against this provision of the 
statute. Inspectors were appointed who went through the country and 
destroyed any new trees that had been pas and administered severe 
punishment against those who were guilty of an infraction of the law. 

Did the gentleman from Maine get his ideas of yalorization 
from Brazil, or did the Brazilian statesmen come to Maine 
for inspiration and instruction? Which nation has the genuine 
and which one possesses the “ phony” statesman? The burden 
of proof is in favor of Brazil, because the gentleman himself 
informs us that “we have heard little of this doctrine of equi- 
librium of the home market among English-speaking nations.” 
Therefore he kindly informs us just what it means— ” 

And it is evident that both farmer and artisan will be most pros- 
perous and the happiest when there are enough farmers to take the arti- 
sans goods at a fair price and enough artisans, professional men, and 
80 forth, to take the farmer’s surplus at a fair price. 

And to bring this ideal state about he proposes to limit the 
acreage to the capacity of the home market. Now, what does 
that mean to the farmer and to the Nation? We sold last year 
im the foreign markets over $1,000,000,000 worth of the surplus 
products of American farms. This new statesmanship proposes 
to stop this production, refuse this enormous national income, 
and threw out of employment the thousands of farmers and 
their sons who produced this vast volume of wealth. Why 
take this radical action? Why, to establish an equilibrium be- 
tween agriculture and manufacture. The southern farmers 
Sold $450,000,000 worth of cotton to foreign nations. The cotton 
acreage will have to be reduced until the equilibrium is restored. 

rhe farmers of the West sold $135,000,000 of surplus meat 
products. The breeding of cattle must be checked until our 





I would rather follow a | 





home markets can consume the entire output. We foolishly sold 
$133,000,000 of grain. The plows must be stopped. Our farmers 
sold $38,000,000 of tobacco; the planting must be stopped, the 
equilibrium is in danger. This new statesmanship resembles 
the fable of the monkey dividing the cheese between the two 
cats [applause on the Democratic side]; if the yield of grain 
is heavy, let more acres lie idle; if the mills are supplied with 
improved machinery, employ fewer hands. But whose lands are 
to lie idle and whose mills are to be closed down in order to 
maintain this sacred equilibrium? Who is to be the monkey and 
who will consent to be the cats? I do not know what the people 
of Maine think of such wisdom, but in Indiana the whole scheme 
would be called monkey business. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

We grow a surplus of farm products beyond any possible needs 
of our population. The latest report of the Department of Agri- 
culture says this is true back as far as inquiry has been made. 


| We grow more grain and mature more meat than our Nation 


can consume. In 1910 we exported $286,728,126 in value of 
grains and meats from our farms. Yet we are told by some of 
the Members of this House who practice law in the great cities 


| and who see the farms from an automobile or car window that 


reciprocity will ruin the farmer. 
port trade on prices? 
and the People,” says: 

It is the export business that absorbs the surplus live stock grown 
by American cattlemen and farmers and steadies and supports the 
home markets for live stock. If this export business were taken away 
or even reduced, the effects of it would be directly felt by every farmer 
who raises a steer, sheep, or hog for market. 


This testimony by Armour is fully sustained by Mr. Holmes, 


What is the effect of the ex- 
Mr. Armour, in his work, “ The Packers 


| Chief of Division of Foreign Markets, Department of Agricul- 


ture. In Bulletin No. 55, speaking of the influence of our ex- 
ports of meat products on domestic markets, Mr. Holmes says: 

If such an immense quantity of surplus meat food were to be con- 
fined within this country by the refusal of foreign countries to buy it, 
there would follow consequences to farmer, rangeman, slaughterer, and 
packer which would be financially disastrous. 

Mr. Saunders knew these facts, and without ever a thought 
of restoring an equilibrium by limiting our production, and thus 
destroying industry and the national wealth and income, he 
proposed to enlarge our foreign markets and thus encourage and 
stimulate industry and increase our national wealth and income, 

There are but the two ways of maintaining an equilibrium 
between agriculture and manufacture. The gentleman from 
Maine proposes to restrict the agricultural acreage to an arti- 
ficial basis, and thereby decrease production. The member of 
the President’s Tariff Board would increase our markets so as to 
stimulate industry and increase our national wealth. The choice 
between these two theories is really a choice between a tariff for 
revenue and a tariff for protection. Our prohibitive tariff laws 
prevent the people of continental Europe from selling to us, and 
in retaliation they prohibit us from selling our agricultural 
products to them. This reduces the competition in the markets 
where the farmer sells and also prevents competition in the 
markets where he is compelled to buy. This naturally reduces 
selling prices and increases buying prices to the farmers of our 
country. This destroys the equilibrium between manufacture 
and agriculture, from the farmer’s viewpoint, and is the condi- 
tion which the American farmer is most anxious to remove. 

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Chairman— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield? 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. With pleasure. 

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana if the Hinds theory of economics is fol 
lowed and the restriction of the agricultural products of this 
country is limited to what the manufacturers take, if that 
would not have a tendency to reduce very materially the value 
of farm lands in the upper Mississippi Valley, and, in fact, the 
value of lands that are suitable for agriculture generally? 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. There can be no question in the world 
of that, Mr. Chairman. It is high prices for the products of the 
farm that make high-priced land. To reduce the total income of 
all the farms of the United States is to reduce the value of these 
farms, because if you were to destroy entirely their productive 
capacity you will have destroyed their selling value. 

Do you wonder that the farmer is in deadly earnest about 
reciprocity and that he has been the real leader in the great 
educational movement which has grown strong enough to over- 
throw the Republican majority in this House and which prom- 





ises to make Democratic success nearly certain in 19127 [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 
This national conference of agricultural organizations was 


the beginning of a new era in our political world; it was the 
genesis of that spirit of insurgency which has since become so 
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rampant in both political parties that Gov. Woodrow Wilson 
is quoted as saying: 

The only essentials in American politics to-day is the difference be- 
tween the progressives and the reactionaries. We have in the last 
10 years come out of the merely negative in politics. 

That great movement to center public thought on measures 
of legislation and not upon the party organization to which any 
man may belong goes back to that day when the farmers of this 
Nation declared that legislation was not a question of Repub- 
licanism or of Democracy, but of the enactment of laws, and 
they will not seon forget that fundamental truth. This great 
conference was attended by more than 600 delegates, repre- 
senting every principal agricultural organization in the Nation. 
I will print in connection with my remarks a complete list of 
these organizations. From the State of Indiana were the 
Farmers’ Congress, Society of Equity, Angus Breeders’ Asso- 
ciation, Live Stock Exchange, and State board of agriculture, 
and at the close of its session the following resolution was 
passed : 

That we recommend that a permanent organization be formed under 
the style of the Reciprocal Tariff League, and that a committee of 15 
be appointed by the Chair with full power to organize and further the 
work for which this convention was assembled. 

I do not wish, Mr. Chairman, to follow this movement fur- 
ther; it is an active, virile force in our body politic, molding 
public sentiment, breaking down slavery to party organization, 
and creating a commendable spirit of independence among the 
yoters of our country. It was significant that at the very mo- 
ment when this great convention was sitting in Chicago trying 
to secure better foreign markets for our food products that 
2,000 butchers and meat dealers in Germany were holding a still 
greater convention to demand that the Fatherland should open 
up the frontier and permit importations of American cattle, so 
that the German workman might have meat on his table. What 
a strange situation. ‘The farmers of America willing to sell and 
the workmen of Germany eager to buy; we desirous to trade 
a small portion of our surplus food for a small proportion of 
their surplus manufactures, so that the people of both coun- 
tries should be better fed and better clothed, because labor in 
both countries will be better rewarded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes addi- 
tional to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to interrupt the 
gentleman, but I wish to ask the date of that convention. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. It is August, 1906. I can give the 
gentleman the exact date. 

This beneficent result is prevented by a prohibitive tariff sys- 
tem in both countries, behind which the industrial trusts and 
combinations of this country are sheltered and from which the 
landowners of Germany secure equal freedom from competition. 
Thus we have the swollen fortunes and idle rich nourished and 
sustained in republic and empire by the same methods of legisla- 
tion. 

The gentleman from Maine was again unfortunate when 
he applied his celebrated theory of equilibrium to the agricul- 
ture of Germany and England. It seems that he had read a 
book on agriculture written by a railroad man [applause on the 
Democratic side], and after comparing it with his home-market 
theory he established the following facts about equilibriums: 

As we turn from England and her sad picture we find another story 
in Germany and France, where statesmen and pecple united to preserve 
the equilibrium of the home market. 

As his whole argument rests on equilibriums, I am going to 
call a witness as to the conditions actually existing in the 
markets of England and Germany. I am not going to summon 
a railroad man, but will call on a member of President Taft's 
Tariff Board. I shall quote from a signed article written by 
A. H. Saunders while he was in Engiand and published August 
5, 1908. The article states that he was in personal attendance 
at the markets in question. Mr. Saunders says: 

The English are the best-fed people in the world. 
open to the feod supplies of all nations. 

That is the picture that a member of our Tariff Board draws 
of the English people—that they are the best-fed people in the 
world. Now, what splendid condition did he find in France and 
Germany to contrast with this picture? He says: 


But a few hours distant by steam across the English Channel there 
are millions of people who scarcely know the taste of a good rib or 
loin of beef. hat little beef there is on sale is mostly lean and 
teugh. No wonder horsefiesh sells readily alongside of it. No wonder 
that the canine and feline creations are cal on to make good the 
dearth of good bovine supplies. 


Now, that is another way of keeping up the equilibrium in the 
home markets. The Germans can kill dogs and cats to supply 
the beef which they have not got and can not get. [Applause on 





Their ports are 


the Democratic side.] But the gentleman from Maine says that 
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this proud position of the German farmer is due to the wisa 
Bismarck, who investigated and then acted, instead of . 
first and then investigating. The record shows that t! 
ment was applauded by the membership of this Hous 
side of the aisle. What does Mr. Saunders, of our Tariff }; 
say is causing this condition of the German Nation? j! 
to mention the wisdom and statesmanship of Bisma) 
says that— 

Continental parliaments are in the grip of the landed propyri 
prefer to see a virtual meat famine among the laboring 
classes, with cattle and hogs selling at 12 to 15 cents per | 
weight, rather than to consent to the relaxation of the rigid 
high tariffs by which foreign-grown foodstuffs are excluded. 

After this signed article had been published in the fy, 
Gazette an Iowa farmer wanted to know the “ true ca 
America and Germany could not get together on a trad 
ment. Mr. Saunders replied as follows: 

The true reason is the effective opposition up to date of 
are profiting largely by the status quo—plethoric German ag 
the one hand and certain well-fed interests on the other. 
are very active in the German Parliament and the latter in + 
ican Congress. 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Since the publication of this report many a Repub ( 
gressman has failed to maintain his equilibrium at |! 
box. I commend these reports to the gentleman fr 
when he begins a revision of his theory of equilibri: 
home market. 

Agriculture is the basis of our national wealth, an 
this foundation secure for the future generations we : 
serve the fertility of our soil. Every bushel of grai: 
sell abroad reduces our national wealth to the ext: 
loss of plant food which produces that product. We « 
on forever selling our raw grains to be fed on foreig: 
cause you can not take away from the land without 
return to the land. Grain farming encourages soil 
thus lowers or destroys the life-sustaining power of 1! 
two ways—by washing away of the soil particles and | 
of the chemical elements which produce the growth of 
In both of these directions our losses are appalling. [1 
mated that 1,000,000,000 tons of soil washes from 
farms and is carried to the sea by our rivers every y: 
waters of the Potomac are never clear, and the might: 
of the Mississippi can not carry its burden of silt to 
Qur farmers are spending millions of dollars for 
every year, and the tax is an ever-increasing one. We! 
have no fear ot an increasing population if we can « 

a decreasing soil fertility. For this reason alone i 
statesmanship to extend our markets for finished food 
rather than to stand paralyzed with fear of competiti 
grains. The best farmer in any community is he wh 
products in their most concentrated form and who say 
products to increase the fertility of his lands. This 1 

the progressive farmer is in reality a manufacturer 
grains, his grass, and his hay are only raw products; his eggs. 
his cream, butter, and live stock are his finished 
Under this system of agriculture it is possible to retur 
cent of the fertility to the soil, and by a scientific roiat 
crops maintain the fertility of the soil for all future tim: 
thus insure the future prosperity of our Nation. ‘! 
possible under any known system of grain farming. | 
ponents of reciprocity are laying much stress on the | 
competition in wheat. 

Our experiment station in Indiana sent a wheat trail 
our State last fall to demonstrate that wheat is now = 
a loss in Indiana under our present methods. Every iar 
knows this to be true, but his only remedy is to tu! 
creased live-stock farming if he would increase his yi 
wheat. Intensive farming would double the present « 
our farms. This would add billions of dollars to our nit! 
income every year. If some method of extracting ann 
billion of dollars from the rocks of our hills could b« 
ered it would usher in a golden era in the life of our * 
yet this is a small sum compared to the possible incresse 
annual output of our farms; but intense agriculture | 
sible, except as it may be based on live-stock industry. 
is thus a direct relation between our prohibitive tariff sys" 
and our crude agriculture, which is so rapidly exhaus t 
fertility of our farms and thus depleting our nation?! 
We can not go to intense farming without stimulating o™ 
stock industry; we can not increase our live stock, be c 
can not sell our meat products in the markets of Cont 
Burope; and we can not sell in their markets, because ¥ 
hibit them from selling in ours. Thus our prohibitive | 
really forms a vicious circle, which is reducing the fert! 
our soil, driving the boys from the farms, and is rapidly c! 
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« from an agricultural nation to a manufacturing nation. At this point, Mr. Chairman, I want to give s of tl 
‘ present high-tariff system is thus actually destroying the | sons why I voted against the ree city pact \ C ula, and 
. of the soil as the most desirable occupation among men, | later some reasons why I w ! diy pport this ed 
; all other occupations should be subsidiary. farmers’ free-list bill, if were modified in 
: rhe gentlemen on the other side of this question are prepar- | strip it of at least some of its un t and unfa ro 


i to appeal to the farmers for s appere at the ballot box. I In - judgment, the high cost of liv 
the test. It has been said that there must be a na- | birth to the reciprocity treaty with Canad tw the hope 
revolt against the worship of manufactures and trade | of reducing the cost of living and r t : of 



































































hat 
only forms of progressive activity among our PB opie. | burden that the reciprocity 1 a Sty 
Chairman, this revolt has come and it will be sustained by | of all disguise, that was, and I ‘ 
eliberate judgment of farmers, whose labors are tl very | President inti: 1 so much in ] 
¢ in from which all other occupations flow and io: which | when he said: 
show are nourished and fed. [Loud applause. ] ee ee 3 
ollowing is a complete list of all agricultural and live- | effect on the cost of living to food 
etock associations which appointed delegates to the national The President v 
. 4.2 . i ACsiGg i vale, 
reciprocity conference in Chicago: | of living in this country 1 that t f 
Live St : Association, a — | the American people de on ther 
‘ “an Shorthorn Breede: fereford | hy lamoacratic Party + * 
| ders’ Association, Am eders’ As- | ., The De AMUCEaUC LF Arly, WI! Car | i 
4m n Aberdeen-An Ameri- | the hope of ingratiating it he <Al 
‘ br ed Assc iati a Cr 1 coupled with ce t} ' — 
ion Ifolstein-Friesian sreed y Ls l 2 Ayrshire sill cama far : ac t) : ' 
ciation, American Ciydesdale As lation, <A rican | 4's = a. ee , b= ; ; d 
Horse Breeders’ Association, French Coach-Horse Society measure en oe f} 1a R in 
American Saddle-Hor reeders’ A n, Ald i f livi } 
A iation, American Sh ny ¢ \ rican Suf ' s ' 
; Horse Association, American hir Shee} Ass ition, , - eee 
: n Oxford Down Association, American Suffolk Flock Regi try, i 
lor! heep Association, Hamp s Dov rs’ Asso- t a if 
n rica, the Continental Dorset Club, <A! Cheviot : ' ’ 
Sheey American Milch Goat Record Assoc! uthwest a “geet 
| ina Record Association, American Yorks! lation, i ae \ 
in I land Cl = Record Association, American s ) h, 
National D e-Jersey Record As ion, Stock a sand } . 
s’ Association of tl eo Wheat Belt, Cattle Growers’ Ass ion of . - : 
Indiana Aberdeen-Angus Breeders’ Association, Corn-Belt Meat cure i 
j rs’ Association, Wi sconsin Shorthorn Breeders’ Association, Cat farme I 
Growers’ Association of New Mexico, Ohi Wor 1 Growers’ Associa- i ‘ ed 
‘ Ohio Horse Breeders’ Associ ion, Ok: 2 Imy oved Breeders’ 1 } 
‘ ition, North Dakota Live Stock Ass« iael m, Pennsylvania Live a ' 
§ k Association, Kentucky Liv: Stock \ iation, Rock Co inty \\ iu 
Minn.) Breeders’ Association, Western Live Stock Protective Associa- the f If the f 
. ast Missouri Shorthorn Breeders’ Association, § h Pn, ] 
east Growers’ Association, Shorthorn Breeders’ Association . * . 
of Sout Virginia, Platte Valley Live Stock Association, North r 
\ iri Combination Cattle Sales Association ‘ountatr Iiere 1e© expense f 
Breeders & Feeders’ Association, Ray Breed 1 lea l ul | I 
et Association, Central Mis ri iation. id leave f 
Marion C ounty Improved Live Stock Ass $s Wilt i 
born Breeders’ Association, Keokuk wears upon his 
A ti D, (Chicago Live Stock Ex« vise too high i 
change, Ex Buffalo Stock Exchar thte hill? % 
Kansas C it ty Stock Exchange, Louisville e CS Dill LO 
$s : Exchange, Omaha Stock Exchange, Peoria Stock Excl ] h tl farmel \ ‘ do 
burg : Exchange, St. Joseph Stock Exchange, St. I n1 / the things \ 
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State Board of Agriculture, Minnesota State Board of A lov Under t ; recip1 vy agreem« d ) 
State Board of Agriculture, Nebraska State Board of Agriculture, W t ner I ee - 1 ¢ a ail ji 
Michigan State Fair Association, Wisconsin Farmers’ Institute, Mi ee ae ee pr ' 
ta Farmers’ Institute, Illinois Farmers’ Institute, Illinois Far sel whi ( y ot +i yn 
Institute of the Third Congression District, American So » flour , the far bury 1 
Equity, Illinois Seed-Corn Growers’ : »ciatio Farmers’ Mutual Ber of Canad ; { fe} f 
fit Association, Rob Roy Union American ety of Equity, ¢ on | * , 3 _ a ; 5 
Growers’ Protective Association, Farmers’ National Congress, Kansa: farmers their wheat free id ft ng » « 
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Growers’ Association, and International Apple Shippers’ Association. | conta per rr 
Delegations appointed by governors of States: Under this Canadian pact a tariff duty of 10 cents 
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Illinois, Iowa, Missouri, South Dakota, Nebraska, Wyoming, and New | 245 veel removed from th l waren I 
Mexico. | a duty of 50 cents a hundred pou | n l 
™ ‘ 7 . mtmea Al “Oller ats n ee t of the on } ( 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania | ‘ itmeal and rolled o: , : 


farmer free. 


desire to yield time now? er 1 . : ws 
" Is it righ for the Beef Trust and th: 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gen- t the nanated te tae eee tive dock fro eae 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. LoncwortnH]. [Applause.] Mr. Chair- rad a ieaiad a ne af Th gente em eve 
in, before doing that I would like to yield two minutes to - Se ee . 

‘ nt] - . : which the farmer buys 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Powezs]. Ts it fair and just and right to 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I had intended to ask con- Senate me toh yates ee the 
siderable time to discuss this measure, but I have received a ner 100 lion a a 
ae this morning which will carry me to the State of a it 4 ~~ id ‘ust and richt t 
Aentucky at 2 o'clock to-day, and therefore I shall have a few aan ad a eaten re th aed 
things to say upon this subject at this time wr ' che wi 5 equate age Seaws 
ls is my first term in Congress. I am inexperienced in ( is ' 

‘if legislation; and since the tarif umount i 
fore the 

















American people between a 

ues in this country, and since the ripened judg: t and 
re ed statesm anship of bo th parties have for years struggled 
im to arrive at any satisfactory settlement of this vexed an 

i stion, you can readily realize with what trepidation I | eoncerns. the mil 
pproach the discussion of any phase of this great problem. should be protected i 
J was opposed to Canadian ais and voted against that | buy from i e farmer fre 

“sure. After that bill had passed this House, after the farm- Inder ity : 

ers products of our fanates had through its provisions been | produces and has to sell w 

exposed to unjust discrimination and injury, both at home and | things which he can not p1 

abroad, I had hoped that the farmers’ free-list bil!, now under | on the protected list. In ot re 

disc ussion, would be presented to this House in such a form as] ucts, in the main, are protected; the fa "SB | 

that I could give it my hearty support, main, are unprotected. Both Canada and the United St 
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under this agreement, propose to protect their factories, but 
mutually agree that the products of the farmers of both coun- 
tries may enter the markets of the other free of duty. Is it 
right that the American manufacturer should be permitted to 
buy the things he consumes from the Canadian farmer free and 
go on selling his manufactured and protected products to the 
unprotected farmer of our own country? Grant that the price 
of living is too high; is not that which the farmer buys too 
high as well as that which the farmer sells? And, as a matter 
of fact, the farmer, in the main, is not getting an exorbitant 
price for the products of his farm. 

The Secretary of Agriculture, in his report (1911), shows 
that the farmer does not get 50 per cent of the price the con- 
sumer is forced to pay for agricultural products. He also 
points out that the prices received by farmers in many in- 
stances were even less than the cost of production; and that 
the middleman, and not the farmer, is the one mostly responsi- 
ble for the high cost of foods. The trouble lies with the mid- 
diemen. The profits are made after the farmer’s products 
leave him and before they reach the table of the consumer, Is 
there anything in the reciprocity pact designed to remedy this 
evil? Nothing. Should the farmer be singled out as a victim 
and made the burden bearer for all other classes? In an effort 
to reduce the cost of living should the farmer’s pocketbook be 
the only pocketbook called upon to contribute to that end? But 
the argument has been made here by gentlemen on this floor 
that the reciprocity agreement with Canada will reduce the 
cost of living and at the same time will not affect the price of 
farm products. Since it is conceded by the President, the 
author of the reciprocity agreement with Canada, that the 
agreement will chiefly affect the products of the farm, and 
since the farmer’s prod@ucts are the ones put upon the free list 
in this bill, it is beyond my conception to understand how the 
cost of living is going to be reduced without reducing the cost 
of farm products, and it is equally incomprehensible to me 
how the farmer’s products are going to be reduced in price and 
the farmer profited thereby. How it is going to help the 
farmer to sell what he has got to sell in a low market and buy 
what he has got to buy in a high market is a problem the solu- 
tion of which the champions of this measure will have to solve, 
for they solemnly tell us that the farmer is going to be blessed 
and benefited by the transaction and that he should welcome 
the day when he sells cheap and buys high. 

Canada has a population of about 7,500,000 people; the United 
States has a population of over 92,000,000. In other words, the 
United States has about twelve times as many inhabitants as 
Canada. The advocates of this bill tell us that it is going to 
be a blessed privilege on the part of the farmer of this coun- 
try to have the glorious (?) opportunity of selling his farm prod 
ucts to one Canadian in return for the privilege on the part of 
the one Canadian to sell his farm products to 12 Americans. 
In other words, that the farmers of this country should welcome 
the day when they have the right, without tariff interference, to 
at least partially stop selling their products to 12 Americans in 
exchange for the privilege of selling them to one Canadian. 

Republican protection has built up for our farmers a market 
here on American soil amounting to $25,000,000,000 a year, and 
it is now proposed by Canadian reciprocity to turn that over to 
the Canadian farmer free. We are told that even if our Ameri- 
“an farmer should get no market of any consequence for the 
one he gives up, and even if he is forced to sell his products 
into a foreign market at a reduced price, and even if the Cana- 
dian farmers have contributed nothing to build our bridges 
and roads and churches and schools, or to maintain or keep up 
our institutions, that the American farmer should look upon 
this Canadian agreement from a “high plane”; that the things 
I have just mentioned are sordid considerations; that Canada 
is our neighbor, “nd that free intercourse with a neighbor na- 
tion is a lofty sentiment and one which should control our ac- 
tions in this matter. In answer to that argument I want to say 
that this reciprocity pact with Canada is not a matter of senti- 
ment, but a matter of business; it is a transaction involving 
the welfare of the American farmer, and the American, not the 
Canadian, farmer is the one entitled to our sympathy if there is 
any sentiment at all in this proposed agreement. 

Most of the gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber have 
been loud in their praise of the reciprocity pact, because it is 
a free-trade measure, they say; or, to say the least of it, “a 
long step in the direction of free trade”; and with that state- 
ment I fully agree. This pact is a good deal more than a re- 
ciprocal agreement with Canada. It is not a pact for the pur- 
pose of exchanging with Canada what we have for what she has 
not, or what she has for what we have not. It is putting our 
farm products in open competition with the farm products of 
Canada. It is not reciprocity; it is free trade. If our farmers 
are to be exposed to free trade with Canada, why should not 
our manufacturers be exposed to free trade with Canada? If 
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free trade with Canada is a good thing for the America; 
and the American people generally, why is not free tr: 
the world a good thing for the American farmer and th, 
can people generally? 

I can understand why the Democratic Representatives 
House and the Democratic Party of the Nation seize 
portunity to pass the Canadian reciprocity measure. |; 
not mainly for the purpose of enlarging our trade with « 
and securing the Canadian market, for we already h 
We now have 60 per cent of Canada’s entire foreign tr 

The reason why the Democratic Party embraced \ 
undisguised delight the opportunity to pass the Canad 
was that it is a heavy blow to the time-honored « 
Republican protection. In fact, it is in many respects 
cal free-trade measure. It does not stop with the “ for 
revenue only” doctrine of the Democratic Party. It does pos 
look to revenue at all. Its most earnest advocates 
we will loose from two to ten million dollars in revenyes 
by reason of the passage of this bill. It would not s 
if we lost yearly $50,000,000 in revenue. 

The central idea in the fertile brains of the I 
Members of this House, and the motive which act 
hearts in the passage of the Canadian reciprocity mea; 
to strike a body blow to our protective system. 

They are not unmindful of the fact that our prote 
system is a logical whole; that protection must eithe: 
all industries or apply to noné. You can not protect { 
facturers and leave the farmer unprotected. Prote 
protect everybody that needs protection or protect no! 

I have made these observations, Mr. Chairman, ex 
of my vote on the Canadian reciprocity measure and 
tory to a few observations I am now going to make « 
called the farmers’ free-list bill now pending before this li 

As I have intimated heretofore, I had hoped to | 
give what some are pleased to call the farmers’ f1 
my hearty support. As an original proposition I ( 
opposed it in whatever form presented. What I n to say 
is, that if the Canadian reciprocity bill had not t 
House and if this misnamed farmers’ free-list bi! 
introduced as an original proposition, and not as an int l 
balm (supposed in the minds of some to rehabilitate the status 
of and compensate for the injury done) the Americin | 
by the passage of the reciprocity bill, I would hay 
vote against it because of its free-trade provisions. That this 
measure is a blow at our protective system no one doubts or 
denies, and that the United States owes her great 
great measure at least, to our protective policy is th: 
many of her citizens. 

The truth is that the protective system has been the 
accepted economic policy of the United States. For | : 
people have been divided as to the amount of prot: nd 
about just what should be protected and what sho t 
protected; but few of our people have been open adv S 
free trade. The Republican Party has stood for suc! 
imported articles (coming in competition with our own) as w 
furnish protection to American capital and Ameri 
The Democratic Party has stood for such rates of d 
ported articles as would furnish us sufficient revenues 
the Government when economically administered, 
without regard to the effect on American capital and A 
labor. The “insurgent” and “ stand-pat” Republicans 
matters here and there, but all stand for some sort o! 
tion and none for free trade. The tariff is essentially 
question. The Democrats want a tariff for revenue © i 
Republicans want a tariff not only for revenue, but a 
levied as will protect American capital and Amer 
Most everybody wants a tariff levied on the products of ! en 
countries coming into our own country, in order to raise s 
cient revenues to defray the necessary expenses of this <1 
Government. We differ as to just how to get this mo 
all agree that it is much to our liking to get it from the 
of the foreigner, if we can, rather than to take it out of 
own. And here at home I find that our views as individtn's 
are much warped by how tariff duties, or the lack of | 
this article or that are going to affect us. The Midd’ 
and their Representatives here, or the most of them, \ free 
lumber and protection on agricultural products. W)) be 
cause they produce the one and do not produce the other. 
want to buy as cheap and sell as high as they can. The 
producing districts want protection on lumber and w 
to see farm products on the free list. Why? Becaus 
want to sell what they have to sell as high as they can ss 
what they have got to buy as cheap as they can. The New ©) 
land manufacturer is interested in having protection 
product he manufactures and apparently would take qu’ 
delight, some of them, in buying products of the farm frou 
farmer free. 
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sas been wisely said that the tariff 
‘om, and the author of that saying c 
“and a selfish question.” The tariff will 
os a whole, or it can not stand at all. 
through their representatives here, have put 
. products of the American farmer on the free list, so far 
Cenada is concerned; and Canada is our closest and most 
us competitor. It seems to me that any unprejudiced 
admit that great — iry has been done the farmer 
passage of the recipro< ‘ity agreement with Canada. In 
e Democratic majority the Ways and Means Com- 
eo. in making a report on farmers’ free-list bill, ad- 
ted that the American farmer was getting the worst of it in 


local 
vith 
have to 


question is a 
uld have added, 
truth, 


» Democrats, 
nust 


on 


et 
Lue 


iprocity agreement with Canada, and urged that the 
’ free-list bill be passed to remedy that wrong. In the 
inst referred to this significant language is used: 

ion on the Canadian agreement involves the necessity of 
und immediate action in removing a number of duties on 
from other countries, in order that justice may be done to 


t army of our agricultural producers. 
e Democratic Party knows that the American farmer has 
mfairly dealt with in putting his products in open com- 
m with the products of the Canadian farmer. ( 

a new and undeveloped country, 

nd unbounded resource 

seems that many, if not most, Americans realize this fact, 
{ in the year 1909, $304,000,000 belonging to enterprising 
inhabitants of the United States were invested in the Dominion 

* Conada, most of it being put in mines and timber and 

ber lands. 

Ninety thousand nine hundred and ninety-nine 
he United States left this country in the j 
their future homes in Canada. North 
16,000 of this number, while Minnesota 
Washington each furnished over 11,000. 
Canada, 


‘anada 
with matchless possibilities 


residents of 
par 1899 and made 
Dakota furnished 
and the State of 





able for export. Her total yield that -year was 166,744,000 
bushels. She, therefore, produced twice as much as she needed 
for her own consumption, and actually exported that year 
51 000,000 bushels of wheat, much of it coming to the United 
tes. In that same year the United States exported only 
ii 114,000,000 bushels of wheat. This gives some idea of what 
Canada will do along this line when her 8,000,000 people reach the 
92,000,000 point, which we boast of possessing in this country. 
The Canadian wheat lands, of which there are 30,000,000 acre: 
in the Provinces of Manitoba, Alberta, 1nd Saskatchewan alene, 
vhen in cultivation, 22 bushels of wheat to the acre, 
while the average yield of the United States is only 15 bushels 
per acre. Experts say that Canada is capable of producing as 
much wheat yearly as is now produced in the United St ; 
Canada exported to the United States in 1908S $2,582,001 
worth of live stock, cattle, hogs, sheep, and horses. In 1909 
Canada shipped to the United States $1,847,836 worth of bread- 
stuffs, wheat, rye, beans, and so forth. In the same year she 
shipped $382,118,000 worth of provisions—beef, cheese, eggs, and 
so forth—to the United States. 
In the year 1909 Canada produced $2,912 


Te 
Crase, 


,009 worth of 


hore 
hogs, 


$2,705,890 worth of sheep, and $7,234,085 worth of cattle. In 
the same year she produced 55,398,000 bushels of barley, 


ors 


166,744,000 bushels of wheat, and 353,466,000 bushels of oats. 
The total field crops of Canada in 1909 were 
992,100. 


valued at $552,- 
In the year 1908 Canada stood tenth among the na- 
tions of the world as a wheat producer, and in 1909, one year 
later, she held the fifth position. 

These figures show something of Canada’s capacity along 
agricultural lines and something of her danger to us as a com- 
petitor in agricultural products. 

For these and other reasons I voted against the reciprocity 
agreement with Canada and did what I could to avert its pas- 
sage, believing that great harm and injury would result to the 

nerican farmer by reason thereof. But since that bill has 
passed this House, since the Democratic Party has, through 
iS passage, made this onslaught on the farmers of our coun- 
tty—about one-sixth of our population—in the interest of 

“cheaper food,” and since our farmers are, as far as Canada 
is concerned, forced to sell the products of their farms in a 
free market ‘and buy the things they have got to buy in a pr 
tected market, I repeat that I much re; gret that the farmers’ 
free-list bill, now soon to be voted on here, has, what app 
to me, So many unwise and unfair provisions in it. 

If this free-list bill had been one to benefit and, 
“ppease the American farmer, it would have rg my 
Support. If it had been a bill really to help the Ame 
farmer and not to make political capital at his and othe1 . ex 
a it would have had on the floor of this House no advocate 

© earmest than I, although, as I have said, I would have 
en against it as an original proposition, 
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in 1910, produced 95,000,000 bushels of wheat avail- | 
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Now, let us look at some of the provisions of 
farmers’ free-list bill. at Asser ‘that ‘plows, t 
disk harrows, headers, harvesters, apers, agric 
and planters, mowers, horserakes, ivators, t 
chines, cotton gins, farm wagons, carts 
agricultural implements—whatever may 1 

ifically ment 


kind and description, 

not, whether in 
, shall be 

United States.” 


whether specifi 
whole or in parts, ineludi: 
exempt from duty when 














The gentlemen on the epposite side « is ¢ 
tain that they prop to pa his bill in #1 
American farmer. at being their avowed pur] 
be well to look dispassionuately at the situation 
or not this portion of the bill, if pas vi 
benefit of the farmers of our country, and to \ 
any. If this part of the bill, when passed, w 
our farmers, then it ought to receive the irty 
the Members here. 

To ascertain whether or not this part of the bi 
into law, will benefit our farmers, it is necessary 
at least three things: 1. What is the nt statu 
cles mentioned in this part of the bill relative to 
2. on are the prices on these various arti 
( 8 country and abroad? o. And wl f 
passage of this bill have on the price of the art 
herein? 

Addressing myself to the first inquiry I find 1 
of our present tariff law, which i in 
‘plows, tooth and disk harrows, harvesters, re 
tural drills and planters, mowers, horserake: 
thrashing machines, and cotton gins, and so fort 
ported into this country free of duty,” provid 
duty” shall be imposed on us, “on like articles 


the United States” 
foreign country 


ments, 


into other countries, and in 
refuses to let 
and so forth, free of duty into 
country 15 per cent ad valorem f hiy li 
into this country and enjoying the privilege of 
markets. 
Is there anything radically wr« 
our present tariff law? We offer 
yuntries come into this country f 
let our farming implements go into their country 


mg a I l 
to let farmi 





Anything unfair about that? Is it rig fi ri 
ous countries of the world a free ma t for t 
implements in this cox untry r and, in turn, be deni: 


‘ 
‘tt in theirs? Should 


any pent of tl 


for our agricultural mark 
against our own industi 
the industries of foreign countries? Shou ld tl 

facturer, simply because he is a manufacturer, 
well-paid American labor, be discriminated agai 
another manufacturer, who employs cheap-paid 
Is it right that American manufa¢ 
me! who employ American labor, should 1 
a duty on the agricultural implements whi 
countries and let the manufacturers of ag 
of other countries, who employ foreign 
cultural implements into 


ies, or 
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ican labor. And, besides that, it is 
International Harvest er Co.—and which is 
to as the Agricultural Implement 
plants not only in America, 
France, and Germany ; 
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cheap, or about as cheap, in America as they ar 

If that be true, and if this tariff law, which 
enacted here, is to remain long in force, would } 
idea for the International Harvester Co. and ot! 
the United States engaged in making farm i 
move their plants to Canada and e! here 
sands of dollars annually which are now paid t 
in tariff duties for the privilege of shippi 
cultural implements into this « 

In that event this Gove1 ‘ would 1 ( 
thousands of dollars paid in tariff dut but our 
vould lose $50,000,000 annually now paid Amer 
the manufacture of agricultural implements. 


In 1905 the United States produced $111,544 
agricultural implements. There were in f 
46,582 wage earners employed in the Unit 
manufacture of agricultural implements. in t 
was $157,707,951 of American money inve ! 


facture of ‘Bese implements. The State of k 
had $1,735,595 invested in this enterprise, 


wage earners over $300,000. The State of 
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labor, sen 
this country free of du 
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$62,202,320 invested in the manufacture of agricultural imple- | 
meuts, apd paid over $9,000,000, exclusive of officers and clerks’ 
salaries, to American wage earners. 

To let the cheaply made agricultural implements be shipped 
into this country free of duty would be, indeed, an unjust and 
unfair discrimination against American capital and American 
labor, especially in view of the fact that tariff duties must be 
paid by us on all the agricultural implements which we send 
for sale to other countries. 

Since agricultural implements are already as cheap in this 
country as elsewhere, and since we lose thousands of dollars in 
revenue for this Government and transfer millions of dollars 
from American to foreign labor, it is evident, it seems to me, 
that this section of the farmers’ free “fake” bill if enacted 
into law, will hurt, not help, both the American farmer and the 
American people generally. 

This farmers’ free “fake bill” provides also “that on and | 
after the day following the passage of this act beef, veal, mutton, 
lamb, pork, and meats of all kinds, fresh, salted, pickled, dried, 
smoked, dressed and undressed, prepared or preserved in any 
manner, bacon, hams, shoulders, lard, lard compound and lard 
substitutes, sausage, sausage meats shall be exempt from duty 
when imported into the United States.” Before the passage of 
this bil! I propose to introduce the following amendment: 

Provided, That beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and other meats stipu 
Jated in this section of the bill, and which are produced in the United 
States, shall be admitted free of duty into the country or countries, 
dependency or dependencies, which import any of like articles into this 
country. 

I have no idea that the amendment I will offer will pass this 
House. The truth is that the Democratic 
here have already held a caucus on this bill and have already | 
decided that no amendment, however meritorious, shall have a 
chance to become incorporated into and made a part of this 
measure when enacted into law. 

The Democrats of this House have decided that this farmers’ 
free-list bill shall pass this House without amendment from | 
anybody. That, however, shall not deter me from offering 
whatever amendments, which, if enacted into law, would, in 
my judgment, prove to be beneficial to the country at large, 
and especially the district I have the privilege and honor of 
representing. The Democratic Party, through its Ways and 
Means Committee, said in its report on the farmers’ free-list | 
bill that great injury had been done “the great army of our 
agricultural producers” through and by reason of the passage | 
of the Canadian pact; that “the advantages of the agreement 
are greater for the people of Canada than for the people of our 
own country”; and hence the introduction of the farmers’ free- 
list bill to remedy that wrong. But does it remedy it? Will 
this section of the farmers’ free-list bill, which removes the duty 
on beef, mutton, pork, and so forth, actually help the American 
farmer—the American producer? 

We produced in this country, in the year 1905, $760,764,477 
worth of fresh and preserved meats, while only $477,755 worth 
was imported into this country from other countries for con- | 
sumption. 

In the year 1910 we produced in this country in the neigh- 
borhood of $1,000,000,000 worth of fresh and preserved meats, | 
while only $736,165 worth were imported into this country | 
from other countries for consumption and on which $159,865 in 
duties were paid to us by foreign countries. But they tell us 
if we will let foreign meats come into this country free of duty 
that we can well afford to lose $159,865 yearly in duties paid 
to this country, because they say that if we permit free meats 
to come to this country it will greatly reduce the price of meats 
and therefore the cost of living. 

If it be true, as contended by Democratic Representatives here, 
that the importation of meats into this country from foreign 
countries free of duty will greatly reduce the price of meats, 
and therefore the cost of living, on whom, I ask, will this bur- 
den of reduced cost of meats fall? The American farmer raises 
eattle and hogs and sheep, and so forth, from which beef and 
pork and mutton, and so forth, are produced. Now, if the price 
of beef and pork and mutton, and so forth, are greatly reduced, | 
will not the price of cattle and hogs and sheep, and so forth, 
be necessarily reduced and will not the American farmer be 
the great sufferer from this transaction? 

We now have over 6,000,000 farmers in the United States, 
and no legislation should be enacted here or elsewhere that 
fails to give their interest due consideration. 

The interests of the farmers and stock raisers of our country 
are already greatly imperiled by the importation of cheaply | 
produced frozen meats from other countries. A number of our | 
competitors in such meats are the countries of Canada, New | 
Zealand, Argentina, Australia, Mexico, and other countries, | 
which produce much more of meats than they consume and are 
already exporting largely to other countries, 
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| Cotton ties (hoop or band iron).. 
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Canada, three years ago, shipped $11,000,000 wort) 
on the hoof, to Europe; five years ago we shipped s 
worth of meats to Europe; and last year we sh 
$12,000,000 worth of meats to Europe. 

The-countries which I have already referred to. 
producing cheaper meat than it is in our power to pro. 
already taken much of our foreign markets from 
tina, for instance, in 1909 sent $32,000,000 worth of 
Europe; New Zealand sent $17,000,000 to Europe: 
tries were and are heavy meat exporters. 

The authors of this free-list bill propose to let all ; 
countries send their cheaply produced meats to 
States and enjoy the privilege of the American mark 
paying a cent duty for the privilege of doing so: 


| our farmers and stock raisers are denied the privilege 


ing their meats to other countries without paying, in 
stances, heavy tariff duty thereon. But we are told ¢! 
the American farmer does have to sell his farm products 
and, especially his meat products cheaper, by reas 
passage of this free-list bill, that in turn he ean bu) 
has to buy so much cheaper by reason thereof that hy 
end be greatly benefited. Let us look into that clain 
moments and see what truth, if any, there is to that 
The Democratic Party has for years contended that 1 


| of any given article to the consumer is increased by 


of the tariff duty levied on that article. In other w 
the consumer pays the tax. I am not saying that that 
but if it be true, as contended by the Democratic P 


| see whether or not the American farmer will be bh. 
’ the 


passage of this farmers’ free-list bill. 


Taking 


| valorem rate of duty in the year 1909 on the articles | 


in this farmers’ free-list bill, which the farmer has to ) 
the farmers’ consumption of these articles herein 
1905—the only one on which I now have the figures at 1 
mand—lI find that the farmers of our country under | 
cratic theory would save $93,869,914 in buying ma 
articles and other things he has to buy which are e 
in this free-list bill. But while that is true, the sany 


of calculation shows that the farmers of this country. 


lose each year $292,618,285 by the reduction in prices 
products, or a total loss of $198,758,371, or $33.12 a 


| every farmer. 


TABLE 1.—Showing supposed reduction to farmers in 
products which the farmer buys, included in H. R. 4413, 
farmers’ free-list bill. 


| 
Ad valo- 
rem duty 
1910. 


Consumption 
of article in 
United States 
1905. 


Supposed 
reductio 
in price 


Articles. 


$90, 637, 110 


26,031, 614 
12, 639, 953 


Agricultural implements 20 
Bagging for cotton sacks, burlaps, 


etc 


$18, 127, 422 


28 7, 288, 85 
36} 4,541,3 
Leather, boots, shoes, harness, 


saddles, saddlery, etc 493, 005, 263 


22 £1n 
33, 51f 


| Barbed and other fence wire, 


wire rods, strands, ropes, ete... 
Lumber, laths, and shingles..... 
Sewing machines and parts of.... 


31, 647, ¢ 
699, 599, 293 55, 963, { 
8, 497, 464 


9, 540, 827 


Average annual gain to | 
GRO TMG... ...< cecccses 


In the above table I have assumed that farmers wil! : 
benefit of all the reduction in prices of farm implements 


| bagging, cotton ties, and barbed and other wire for fen 
| leather, boots and shoes, lumber, sewing machines, an 


used by all classes of citizens. I have therefore assu! 
the farmers would consume one-third of these art 
hence should be credited with only one-third of the red 
the cost of these articles. 


TABLE 2.—Showing supposed reduction in price of articles 
from farm products, which the farmer selis, included in 
which would be a loss to the farmers. 


| j i 
Consum ytion | Ady 
of article in |, 
United States 
1905. 


Supposed 
reduction 
in price. 


alo- 
rem duty 
1910. 


Articles. 


| 





| — 
| oa is 
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Fresh and preserved meats | $614, 895, 219 | 
Flour and grits, cerealsand bread.| 665,041, 533 | 21 


139, 658, 721 


Total annual loss tofarmers.|..............|-.-.----- 292, 618, 285 
Average annual loss to each | 


ec aR 
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I 


1) other words, by taking the Democratic contention and 
»yes which I have referred to, it is shown that by the pas- 
of this bill there will be a total loss annually to the farm- 
the United States of $198,75S8,371, or each farmer will 

, net loss of $33.12 yearly. 
e exported, in 1910, $106,844,808 worth of fresh and pre- 
i meats to other countries, American markets having first 


\\ 


supplied by the products of the American farmer, all | 


$736,165 worth of meats, which were shipped into this 
from other countries. 
it is proposed by the framers of this bill not only to 
over the entire annual American market of about $1,000,- 
a free to all the countries of the world, with a loss in 
of over $200,000 annually, but at the same time to 
force us to pay a tariff duty on all the meats, and so forth, we 
export to other countries. 

Tnder this arrangement all the other countries of the world 
have the benefit of the American market without paying 
nper for the privilege of selling their meats, and so forth, 

in this country ; but when we seek a market in which to sell our 
cyrplus, then we have to pay for it in the shape of tariff duties. 

The amendment I have referred to and which I propose to 
will remedy this evil will at least force foreign coun- 
tries that make us pay a duty for the privilege of selling our 
meats, and so forth, in their markets likewise pay a duty to 
us for the privilege of selling their meats, and so forth, in our 
markets. It is not fair nor just nor right to furnish free mar- 
kets to the world and in turn be denied by the world free mar- 
kets for our products. 

I will not attempt to discuss at length the leather, boot, and 

shoe schedule in this bill. The truth that the American 
shoe worker is paid from 35 to 90 per cent more for wages 
than the foreign shoe worker, but he does more work and better 
work than his colaborers in other countries. 
Our present tariff of 10 per cent on shoes made of bovine 
nd calf and 15 per cent on shoes made from other leather 
fall far short of equalizing the wages paid in foreign coun- 
tries, which, excepting England, have practically a prohibitive 
duty. In Canada it is 30 per cent; France, 57 to 95 cents per 
pair; Belgium, 27 cents per pound; Germany, 25 per 
Austria, 20 cent per kilo; Japan, 40 per cent, and so on. 

If the tariff duty of from 10 to 15 per cent which is now in 
operation in this country is wiped out, as is proposed in this 
bill, without requiring a similar concession from other coun- 

it puts both American capital and American labor at 
great disadvantage. 

\ccording to the last Government report, the United States 
pays her boot and shoe employees an average of $38.33 per 
month, or five times as much as they are paid in some of the 
foreign countries. 

Tan bark is used in the manufacture of shoes from hides of 
cittle, and so forth. We produce in the eleventh congressional 
district of Kentucky a good deal of tan bark, and if the boot 
and shoe industry of the United States is crippled, it will 
y cripple that industry in the district I have the honor 


(mnt 


revenue 


offer 


is 





cent ; 


Treat 


to represent, injuring both the laborers and owners of tan 
bark, as well as those owning the timber from which tan bark 
iS taken 


There is another provision in 
which ought to defeat its passage. 
which I refer provides that— 


this farmers’ free-list bill 
The section of the bill to 


Timber, hewed, sided, or squared, or round timber used for spars or 
In building wharves, shingles, laths, fencing posts, sawed boards, 
planks, deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed, etc.— 

Shal. be— 
exempt from duty when imported into the United States. 


_ We produced in the United States in the year 1910 $724,- 
105,700 worth of lumber, laths, and shingles, and we exported 
in that same year to other countries $47,504,809 worth of lum- 
ver, laths, and shingles, The lumber has been and is yet one 
of our big industries. At one time the United States was the 
greatest timber country in the world to its size. There was 

time when the forests of the United States covered 850,- 
"1.000 acres, It is claimed that we have left something near 
009,000,000 acres of timber lands, but great inroads have been 


made upon the supply of valuable timber in all parts of this 
cou 


try. 

We now take from our forests yearly 20,000,000,000 cubic 
feet of wood, 90,000,000 cords of firewood, 40,000,000 feet of 
‘umber board measure, 118,000,000 hewn ties, and a billion and 
a half of staves, besides immense quantities of lumber used in 


— ways, and it is a heavy drain upon the forests of our 
country, 
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In my judgment a pretty hard blow was struck at the lumber 
business of the United States in the passage of the Canadian 
reciprocity agreement, although a duty of 10 cents per 1,000 
pieces was retained on laths, and a duty of 30 cents per 1,000 
pieces was retained on shingles, and a duty of 50 cents per 
1,000 feet, board measure, was retained on “sawed boards, 
planks, deals, and other lumber planed or finished on one side.” 
It is true, of under the reciprocity agreement, that 
‘sawed boards, planks, and other lumber not otherwise manu- 


course, 


factured than sawed,” as well as “timber hewn, sided, or 
| squared, otherwise than by sawing,” and so forth, were put 
upon the free list with Canada, but not with the rest of the 
world. In other words, rough lumber, in the main, was put 
upon the free list with Canada under the reciprocity pact, while 
lumber partly or at all manufactured was not. But under 
this free-list bill lumber of all kinds, except mahogany, rose- 
wood, and a few others, are put upon the free list. Shingles 
and laths were put upon the free list, and while Canada can 


now ship shingles and laths into this country free of duty, we 
will have to pay a duty for the privilege of shipping our shingle 


and laths into Canada. 

In lumber, shingles, laths, and so forth, our northern neigh- 
bor, Canada, “the lady of the snows,” is our closest and most 
| dangerous competitor. 

Canada is a vast country in area, containing 700,000 square 


miles more territory than the United States, leaving out Alaska. 
It is a country largely undeveloped, with boundless resources. 
Take British Columbia, for example. That Province possesses 
the largest compact area of merchantable timber anywhere to 
be found in the whole of North America. The truth that 
western Canada will soon be furnishing lumber for a large part 
of the world’s requirements. The lumber produced in British 
Columbia now finds a market all over the world, large quan- 
tities of it being shipped into the United States, 

The Province of Ontario produced $24,399,077 worth of lumber 
in 1909; the Province of Quebec produced $10,838,608 worth the 
same year; while other Provinces in Canada rushed the grand 
total up to $54,439,036. In the same year Canada produced over 
$1,000,000 worth of laths and over $3,000,000 worth of shingles 

In the month of October, 1909, Canada shipped i? 
worth of planks and boards into the United States, $244,525 
worth of laths, palings, and pickets, and $178,119 worth of 
shingles. If Canada can ship this much stuff into the United 
Statés in one month and pay our tariff duties on same, what 
may we expect now, when she has no tariff duties to pay? Lm 
bering will for many years of the chief industries 
Canada. Much of her virgin forests are yet untouched by the 
hands of man. 

To expose to the cheap-paid labor of Canada, and without 
tariff interference, except to our detriment, the lumber interests 
of this country, big and little—whether on the country 


is 
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be one 


farm 


|} and in the tree or at the mill and manufactured into planks, 


boards, or otherwise—is to me a proposition so preposterous as 


to merit the condemnation of every fair-minded American. 

The reciprocity pact with Canada did give the lumber interest 
of our country a little protection in that our lumber was put 
upon an equal footing with Canadian lumber, except we wer 
exposed to the cheaper paid labor of that country; but under 
the free-list bill, Canada has the privilege of sending practically 
all of her lumber to this country free of duty, while the United 
States can not send any of her lumber to Canada that i 
partly, or at all, manufactured without paying a heavy du 
on same. That this is an unfair discrimination against us and 
in favor of Canada, as well as other cowntries, it seems D 
no one can either doubt or deny. 

In behalf of the lumber owners (not the Lumber Trusts) 
and the lumber industry of the United States, and especia 
in the interest of the farmers of the eleventh congressional! dis 
trict of Kentucky, who have tracts of timber on their farms, 
and others engaged in the lumber industry in that district, I 
propose to offer an amendment to the lumber section of the 
farmers’ free-list bill, which will provide that no country that 


charges us duty on our lumber, when shipped into its territory, 


can ship its lumber into this country free of d 
The amendment I have prepared and which, at the proper 
time, I shall offer, is as follows: After the words “ cab 


woods,” in the section of this bill providing for no tariff 
charged or levied on lumber, and so forth, when shipped into 
this country, add the following: 


Provided, That each and all the articles specified In this 
and produced in the United States, shall be admitted free of d it 
all countries, dependency, or dependencies, which imports an 1 
articles into this country. 

This is a fair and just amendment—one that ought to pass 
this House. No country that charges us a duty for the privilege 
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of shipping and selling our lumber, and so forth, into its market 
should be permitted the privilege of shipping and selling its 
lumber here, in our market, free of duty. 

I feel sure that the amendment I have offered will not pass 
this House. No amendment offered by any Republican will 
pass this House, because the Democratic majority here have 
determined to pass this bill without amendment; but I want 
to enter my protest against its unfair provisions. There are 
some things in the free-list bill I would be glad to vote for, 
and would vote for, if presented separately and not coupled 
with such unfair provisions as the lumber and meat schedules, 
for instance, 

If the southern rice planters and sugar growers or producers 
are to have the privilege of buying free lumber, those who own 


4 


from their neighbors in the South, who are permitted to buy 
their lumber free. 


neighbors to the south produced 1,000,000,000 pounds of rice. 
Why did not the framers of this farmers’ free-list bill put rice 
and sugar on the free list? Its authors put ground meal and 
wheat fiour on the free list. They are produced in my district 
and in the North and West, but lemons, oranges, grapefruit, and 
rice and rice flour, which are produced in the South, are left 
on the protected list. Did the framers of this bill put lumber 
and ground meal and wheat flour, and so forth, on the free list 
because they are produced in certain sections of the United 
States, and leave sugar and rice and rice flour and lemons and 
oranges, and so forth, on the protected list because they are 
produced in certain other sections of this country—certain 
Democratic sections of this country? 

This is the first time in 16 years that the Democratic Party 
has had a majority of Representatives on the floor of this House. 
In the main, for more than a score of years, the Democratic 
Party here has been a party of obstruction—a party of theory. 
And the political tidal wave that brought the Democratic Party 
in the majority in this House was not so much of an-expres- 
sion of confidence in the Demoeratic Party.as a rebuke to what 
the people thought was a dereliction of duty to them upon the 
part of the Republican Party, coupled with a lamentable divi- 
sion in its own ranks. The Democratic Party does not now 
have the confidence of a majority of the American people. 
The Democratic Party can win that confidence only by wise and 
constructive statesmanship. It can not win it by striking down 
an industry here and an industry there. It can not win it by 
legislating for one class of our people and against another 
class of our people. It can not win it by legislating for one sec- 
tion of our country and against another section of our country. 
It can not win it, and it does not deserve to win it, by legislation 
more favorable to other countries than our own. The cham- 
pionship of the people’s rights should be confined by this House 
to the championship of the rights of Americans, Let foreign coun- 
tries, except in extreme cases, look after their own. [Applause.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, in the bill which we have 
before us we see the concrete result of 16 years of Democratic 
deliberation. I regret that I find myself unable to compliment 
the majority of my colleagues on the Committee on Ways 
and Means on this their first essay in tariff legislation. The 
product of their deliberations is a bill which they themselves 
can not explain except in the vaguest terms. If there is one 
thing desirable in a tariff bill, and particularly in one like this, 
which affects millions of people and perhaps billions of money, 
it is clarity, and clarity is a feature of this bill that is con- 
spicuous by its absence. It is utterly impossible for either 
friend or foe of this measure to more than guess at what it 
means. Its friends do not seem able to explain what they in- 
tend it to mean. Its opponents can form no idea of what it 
does mean. No one knows, or if he does he has not so far ex- 
plained, either what industries this measure is intended to af- 
fect or what industries, as a matter of fact, it does affect. 

We are told in the report of the majority of the Ways and 
Means Committee that it is hoped that it will not cause a loss 
of revenue of more than about $10,500,000; but we can not be 
sure from apything that we have so far heard that it may not 
amount to millions upon millions more. In their zeal to show 
that, at least upon its face, this bill is intended to benefit one 
particular class of the community, its proponents have employed 
general terms. For instance, the word “agricultural” is used 
in so loose a way that it is impossible to tell how the provisions 
in which this word appears shall be construed. In reply to 
questions asked by some of us on this side who really want to 
know what we are voting for, we are asked to wait until the 
courts in the future shall have construed this measure. 


timber up in my district, or engaged in its manufacture, would | 
. . . . . | 
like to have the privilege of buying free rice and free sugar 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpbErwoop). 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means, wy 
friend, and the one man on that side of the Ho 
qualified to discuss any question of the tar 
to cite me the other day the paragraph in | 
to which an item on which I questioned him y 
later on, when I happened to hazard the remar! 
graph might be difficult of construction by the Tre 
he replied, with a rather contemptuous refere 
priced Republican machinery which we had )p: 
construction of tariff measures. I devoutly hope, \h 
that this “high-priced Republican machinery ” 
called upon to construe this bill. But in the m 
to me that the membership of this House is « 
what we are voting upon now. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], the 
this side of the House, in his speech the other « 


| measure so full of holes that neither the polishe 
In the year 1910 there were $79,000,000 worth of beet and cane | 
sugar produced in the United States, and in the same year our | 


my friend from New York [Mr. Harrison] nor tli 
quence of my friend from Kentucky [Mr. Jamrs] « 
pretense of stopping them up. 

There are such phrases as these: 

All other agricultural implements of any kind or ¢€ 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I will ask not to be inte: 
will be glad to yield further on to my colleague 

Also the following: 

Other materials suitable for bagging or sacking ag: 

Wire for baling hay, straw, or other agricultural p: 

Other kinds of wire suitable for fencing. 

All prepared cereal foods. 

They all occur in this bill. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] and 
asked what these phrases mean. Your answer h: 
mean what they say.” Now, that is no answer. 
is no argument to say that we upon this side of | 
unduly technical, as the gentleman from Kentucky 
said the other day. The membership of this Hous 
to know what it is voting on. It does not know t 
can not know under the language in this bill. 

We have, at least, the right to know how m 
are voting away from the Government, and there 
upon this floor that can more than vaguely gu 
lions. In the absence of any satisfactory exp! 
how this bill should be construed, in the absenc: 
ment or amendments which would clarify its lang 
duty as Members of this House to vote it down. 

This House, intrusted as it is with the origina 


< 
le 


legislation, ought not to pass a bill such as this, 1 


how unfavorable the ultimate prospect may be oi 


| a law. 


In the time at my disposal I do not intend to d 
feature of this bill, and only one in any great deia 
this feature not only because it affects million 
thousands upon thousands of workmen, not only | 
a great industry in the district which I have the ! 
sent, but because it is the best example I can imag 
trating the present and future policy of the 1 
with regard to the treatment of American ind 
the shoe and leather schedule. 

If I approved of every other feature of this | 
man, I should oppose it because it undertakes 
leather made from cattle hides on the free 
sition, it seems to me, strikes at the very f 
Republican theory of protection. If we are to ' 
sition into the law we might as well fore\ 
thought that we shall in the future give any 
whatever to American industries or to America! 
ing up tariff bills. 

We are here asked to wipe out absolutely th 
that is still maintained upon leather and s! 
is placed there to equalize the difference b 
of production here and abroad. Not the sli 
made to show that there is no such differen 
production, but we are simply told that if shoe 
placed on the free list it may possibly in the 
price in the hands of the consumer. J 

The interests of the consumer are alone « 
interests of the producer, both employer and ¢! 
thrown absolutely to the winds. If there were 2 | 
shoes and leather ; if it were claimed that there we! 


profits made in their manufacture; if any oue of you \ 


remotely suggest that there is a combination in | 
leather business there might be some excuse for | 

proposition at this time. But no such statement ha: 
No such statement can be made. The duties on 
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EE 
are the lowest of those on the products of any great 
AI n industry in a highly manufactured state; in the one 


+ 5 per cent, in the other case but 10 per cent. 
In the report of the majority of this committee the average 


shoes 


- oO 


anty on the paragraph in this bill is placed at but 7.38 per 
uo> Does anyone, even the most radical free trader, claim 
that q duty of 7.38 per cent is prohibitive, or even excessive? 
Cal vone claim that a duty so small as this adds perceptibly 


ost of an article in the hands of the ultimate consumer? 

¢ there is one industry in which the keenest competition ex- 
nd always has existed in every part of this country, it is 
ee and leather industry. 
. eambination in a portion of it—that is, the tanning industry— 
- was killed absolutely by the passage of the Payne law, which 

ed hides upon the free list. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I voted for free hides, not in the interest 


the si 


the independent tanner. The prospect seemed to be that if 
hides were not placed upon the free list, if the existing duty was 
maintained, the Chicago packers would go into the tanning 
business; and controlling as they would practically the entire 
American supply of hides, they would have had an advantage 


over their competitors of not less than 15 per cent, because their 
eompetitors would be thrown back upon the foreign market 
and have to pay a duty where the packers did not. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The placing of hides upon the free list 
has made free competition among all the tanners of this coun- 
try, and they have now a duty of only 5 per cent as against all 
their competitors throughout the world. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the gentleman from Colorado? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I will yield for a very brief question. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Did the gentleman take into con- 
sideration, when he voted to put hides upon the free list, the 
interests that the farmer and the stock grower had in the hide 
industry in this country? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Why, I believed at the time I voted to 
put hides on the free list that it would not reduce the price of 
cattle to any farmer, and the results seem to have proved that I 
was right, because the gentleman from Colorado may remember 
that immediately after the passage of the Payne law hides 
began to go up in price. 

I have always accounted for that by the supposition that the 
independent tanners were so afraid that a duty would be main- 


If there had been any chance of | 


f the shoe manufacturer nearly so much as in the interest of | 


| 
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why not announce it as your policy with regard to all indus- 
tries? Why do you single out this industry in particular, upon 
the flimsy excuse either that representatives of this industry 
ask for free trade, or that a duty of 7.38 per cent is a great 
burden upon the consumer? 

But you say that the American manufacturer is not entitled 
to any protection at all, because under a duty of 25 per cent 
he was able to sell largely abroad and practically to control the 
American market. It is true that with modern machinery and 
modern methods American genius has been able, with a 25 
per cent duty, to beat its competitors abroad in some classes of 
this trade, and this moderate duty has been sufficient to prevent 
the flooding of this market with foreign shoes of an inferior 
grade. But the situation to-day is very different. The shoe 
manufacturers in every country abroad have adopted our 
methods. They have installed our machinery in their factories. 
It will not be many months before practically every large factory 
abroad will enjoy every advantage, both in method and equip- 
ment, which has enabled the American manufacturer to com- 
pete with them in the past. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. GARDNER] cited the instance of the factory in Helsingfors, 
Finland, which is being equipped with precisely the same 
machinery as that in the largest factory in Haverhill, Mass. 
Already foreign competition is making itself very substantially 
felt in our market, and not only that, but our business in every 
country in Europe is rapidly falling off. It has ceased almost 
entirely in South America, where a very few years ago we had 
a large trade, and it has absolutely ceased in Australia, because 





or 


| Australia has just imposed a 30 per cent duty against us, three 
| times our present duty against Australia. 


Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to | 


| ditions have materially altered. 


tained on hides and that they would be at a disadvantage of | 


15 per cent, as compared with their big Chicago competitors, | was at its height and when 


that they were not buying in the hide market at all, and when 
hides were put on the free list all of them at once began to buy 
their raw material. 

Now, in their wildest moments our opponents upon the other 
side of the aisle have never claimed that there was a combina- 
tion of the shoe industry. 
the only trust that is absolutely absent from their vocabulary. 
There are more than 1,800 shoe factories in this country, and 
they are not confined, as some people seek to prove, to the ter- 
ritory of my friend from Massachusetts. In fact, New Eng- 
land altogether produces probably less than half of the shoes 
produced in this country. No one has ever claimed that 
the cloak of combination has been thrown over either few 
or many of them. On the contrary, 
mittedly is fierce everywhere. 
them their principal raw material—hides—free, Congress a 
few years ago reduced their protective duty 65 per cent, and 
it is today only 10 per cent. You propose now to wipe this 
absolutely out, still leaving the existing duties on the many 
other materials that are used in making shoes. Is this fair? 
Does this industry deserve the punishment you intend to inflict 
upon it? 
manufacturers came before the Ways and Means Committee 
and said, ‘Give us free hides and we will take free shoes.’ ” 
Now, my recollection of that incident is that there was just one 
man who ever made the statement in a public hearing that he 
was willing to have shoes go on the free list if hides were 
placed on the free list. But if it be true that anyone from New 
Fngland advocated free shoes, it is not true, so far as I know, 
that anyone from any other part of the country did; and it is 
certainly not true as to any shoe or leather manufacturer in 
the district which I have the honor to represent. 

I am not willing, if I can help it, that legislation should be 
— which would wipe out these industries or, at the very 
fast, cause a certain reduction in the wages of the labor em- 
ployed therein. If you are for free trade in leather and shoes, 


You say, “Yes; because some New England shoe | 


found in the rival produc 


a 2 : | the belief is inspiring the new venture and furnishing food for 
The word “shoe” trust is perhaps 


I desire to insert at this point an article from the Boot and 
Shoe Trade Journal, of London. I will only read a sentence 
or two now, as it is somewhat long. 


ENGLISH AND AMERICAN SHOES. 


Our readers will receive with some amazement the news that it Is the 
intention of the W. L. Douglas Shoe Co., of Brockton, one of the largest 
direct shoe-distributing houses in America, to open stores in England. 
A few years ago we should have hesitated to use so strong a. term of 
astonishment, but many changes have taken place since then and con- 
Nevertheless, the pluck displayed by 
this concern in endeavoring to find a footing in England in the face of 
the now existing circumstances is worthy of all praise To the manu 
facturers of America we owe much, and to those who have opened retail 
stores here we owe perhaps a little. To the shoe manufacturers of the 
United States belongs the credit of waking up the shoe manufacturers 
of England, and we grant it to them in no ungrudging spirit, because 
we are not only thankful that they came and woke us up, but the 
awakening has been to the shoe trade of this country a veritable god 
send, for we are now fully able to meet their competition at h 


ne and, 


furthermore, carry it with undoubted success into the very heart of 
America itself. The Douglas Shoe Co., therefore, comes to us under 
vastly different and vastly more difficult conditions than those firms 


who established their stores here when the demand for American shoes 
the makers of American shoes could lay 
claim to features in their productions which were not to be found in 
goods of British manufacture. To-day the facts are otherwise. There 
is no good point in an American shoe that can not be found in British 
goods of equal value, and there is in addition much that is not to be 
tion. If the belief therefore exists that our 
American friends will again forge ahead and leave us behind, and that 
conso- 
lation amongst the proprietors of the American stores established here, 


| then the sooner the delusion dies the better. This might not be the 
case if we were not meeting Brother Jonathan in an open field, if we 
had not his competition to meet at home and on the Continent, and if 


we had not to meet the competition of the continental manufacturers, 
who are waking up to new methods as ours have done. Although the 
consumption of American shoes is declining in this country and on the 


| Continent, we have no doubt that very considerable quantities will con- 


| 


their competition ad- | 
In consideration of giving | 


| 





tinue to be sold here and there, but such goods will undoubtedly be 
distributed mainly through the medium of American-owned stores. The 
more stores of this kind there are the less there will be for each Few 
retailers stock the American article, and those who do are car! 
in diminished quantities each year. Looking at the figures just to hand 
for the last seven months of 1910, we find that America sent us only 
$799,453 worth of shoes as against $988,762 worth during the 
yeriod of 1909. Her shipments to France fell in like manner 
B529,028 to $165,814, and to Germany from $371,266 to $300,718. 
the other hand, the shipment of English shoes to the continent went 
increasing, and indications point to a further increase in the n 
and extent of the transaction. 


ying it 


sa 
from 
On 
on 


imber 


Let us take the case of Belgium as an 
example of the influence of the British boot on the Continent. France 
and Germany are her nearest neighbors, yet England supplies the great 
est part of her imported footwear. The following are the principal 
figures: Great Britain, value of sales last year, £67,400; France, 
£25,750; Germany, £20,600; Austria, £4,500; United States, £9,000. 
The reason is not hard to find. We are selling shoes to America, and 
the world knows it pretty well by now. The continental buyers of for- 
eign shoes know it, too, and doubtless reason with themselves in this 


way: That if England is selling shoes to America it is because they are 
better and that it is policy for them to buy HWnglish shoes instead. In 
this way the continental trade in foreign shoes is drifting from 
America to England. It is, of course, a matter of much gratification 
to us not only because it brings extra grist to the Britisher’s mill, but 
because this journal was instrumental in getting British shoes onto 
the American market. It is gratifying to us to know that our ploneer- 
ing work has been successfully followed up and that a steadily growing 
trade is being built up in the United States and Canada. This week 
the representatives of six British firms start out to lay their samples 
before the buyers of the above-mentioned countries, and in our minds 
we have no doubt that the results will be pleasant to the firms in ques- 
tion. The interest displayed by both American and Canadiaa buyers 
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ause the American 
nge his boot 
hing tter; and,’ despite 
tic contemporaries in the 
i twear, our good are 
: , anc now more ré 
tish re best, that they are all we clai 
money for money, they are, - to our natio 
ns and cheaper methods of prod m, of exceeding 
, 1 the Boot and Shoe Trade Journal, Londor 


I call the English shoe manufacturers themselves to witness 
that they can produce shoes of the same quality cheaper in E 


land to«lay than we can and undersell us in our home market. 
under these 


And yet your proposition is to put boots and shoes, 
conditions, on the. free list. 

Why can they produce shoes cheaper 

can here? This brings me to the very foundation of the ques- 
tion before us. Have the English shoe manufacturers any ad- 
vantage by way of machinery over us? Not at all, because they 
have our machinery, or at least machinery manufactured on 
the same lines, in accordance with their patent laws. 
Have they any advantage of method over us? Not at all, be- 
cause they have adopted our methods. What advantage, then, 
have they? Simply and solely a lower wage scale. The wages 
in England are somewhere about one-half—possibly a little 
more, but in most cases about one-half—what they are in this 
country. 

Now, if it be true that England can produce cheaper than we 
can, then it is all the more true that other European countries 
can produce cheaper even than that, because there their wages 
are lower than England’s wages. They are anywhere from 
two to four times lower than they are in this country. Here, 
Mr. Chairman, we have an industry competing not only for the 
foreign, but to-day even for our home market, with every Euro- 
pean nation, an industry ir which we have no advantage what- 
ever over any one of our foreign competitors and but one 
marked disadvantage, to wit, the high wage cost here. Here 
we have the Republican policy of protection reduced to bed- 
rock. We do not have to argue in this case about insuring 
profit to the manufacturer. 

The question here at issue is insuring reasonable wages to 
American workmen; and that is all there is to it. In your zeal 


in England than they 


for cheapening cost you propose to do it by reducing wages. | 


You can not get away from it by any high-flown rhetoric or 
appeal to the farmer or anybody else. Your proposition is to 
make shoes cheaper by paying less wages to the man that makes 
them. You propose to reduce his purchasing power to the level 
of that of the worst paid laborer in any foreign factory. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

How about the shoe workers themselves? Do you think they 
are going to receive this proposition with equanimity? I call 
your attention to a letter printed in the Recorp of April 24, on 
page 566. I will only read one sentence of it. This letter is 
written by Mr. John I’. Tobin, general president of the National 


300t and Shoe Workers’ Union, protesting against the passage | 


of this measure: 


The greater ecffictency of labor in the shoe industry in the United 
States as against any foreign country is not sufficient to offset the 
lower standards of living in all foreign countries as compared with 
the United States, notwithstanding cheaper labor prices which prevail 
in foreign countries. To put shoes and finished leather on the free list, 
or in any way to reduce the present tariff, would compel the American 
shoe manufacturers to meet foreign competition through the only 
avenue open to them, namely, to attack the wages of the shoe workers 
and thereby bring about a standard of wages lower than at present, 
and which would result in an industrial warfare, and no doubt eventu- 
ally wenn lower the standard of wages and constantly lower the stand- 
ard of living. 


There you have the whole question in a nutshell. 


ican workmen more than make up to the manufacturer for the 
difference in wages. 
here. Admitting that the American shoe worker may be more 
intelligent than his competitor abroad, his equipment and his 
means of production are no better. They are on exactly the 
same basis, Therefore, what Mr. Tobin says is perfectly true, 
that if you put shoes on the free list, the only recourse the 
American manufacturer can take if he desires to retain the 
American market will be to reduce wages. 

My friend the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. James] the 
other day made a witty and eloquent if not a thoroughly con- 
vincing speech upon this bill. He devoted much time to the dis- 
cussion of the free list, and apparently enjoyed himself hugely 
in enumerating many of the articles that are contained therein. 
He reveled in the pronouncement of such items as broken bells, 
dried blood, fossils, and junk. He displayed some familiarity 
with the humors of this paragraph. He was funny, but he 
might have been funnier. He spoke of “catgut” and “ whip 


It has been | eyt out some of the humor by transferring it to 
one of your stock arguments that although wages were higher | 

here than they were abroad, the increased efficiency of the Amer- | 
| comic 
If that is true anywhere it is not true | 


| labor on an exact equality with the ill-paid labor o 


gut,” but he forgot their ancient companion, “ y 
mentioned “junk,” but he forgot its romantic col] 
He spoke of “ fossils,’ but he forgot “ bones.’ 
‘dried blood,” but he forgot “ pula” and “ divi 
tioned “ leeches,” but he forgot “ unmanufactured 
played an almost inexcusable unfamiliarity with s 
more abstruse features of the free list—and I call 1 
larly to the attention of my friend from New York 


| son], because he is an authority upon the chemical 


all the products of chemicals—by neglecting to n 

stance, “ amidonaphtolsulfoacids,” “ binitrochlor 

midostilbendisulfoacid,” “dimethylanilin,” and ot 
of the kind which will readily occur to any close s 
free list. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. He did not for 
only forgot how to pronounce them; that is all. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. His failure to enumerate 
“burgundy pitch,” ‘“‘cudbear,” “cuttlefish,” “ dr 
“uncleaned horsehair,” “ jalap,” “‘ munjeet,” “1 
bolans,”’ “nux vomica,” “salep,” sometimes 
“ skeletons,” “turmeric,” “ witherite,” and last, | 
“ gaffer,” was to my mind reprehensible, if not 
a member of the majority side of the Ways and 
mittee, who was essaying to enlighten this House 
try upon the tariff in general and the Republica: 
particular. 

Now, these and many other things upon the f 
funny, and they are always brought in to illuminat 
times turgid speeches of Democratic orators u 
question. Why are they funny? Simply and 
they are not produced in this country. They are 
the average man. No American capital is invested 
them. No American labor is employed in produci 
American capital and American labor made these 
would be nothing funny about them. There is no1 
humor in the word “ zaffer” than there is in the w 
There is nothing funnier about the word “ munieet 
the word “shoes.” There is nothing more inh: 
about the word “spunk” than there is al 
“leather.” And yet the pronouncement of “vw , 
and “shoes” does not make people laugh. It is for 
that shoes and leather and wool are great Ameri: 
and conducted in sharp competition with other na 
world, that they are not upon any Republican free 
hope never will be on any free list. 

Our policy is to put noncompetitive articles on th 
articles which can not be produced here at all. It 
that it is the policy of our opponents to put competi 
upon the free list, articles which can be and 
home. Under our present law about half of evs 
ported into this country comes in free of duty, 
because we are unwilling to risk the increasing of t 
any article to the consumer unless some Ameri 
be established and maintained and some Ame! 
given employment. The logical result of the the 
men upon the other side of a tariff for revenue is 
should be placed upon every article which can not 
in this country, because what can not be produ 
imported, and must produce revenue if you put 


| That policy, carried to its logical conclusio: 


every American consumer without benefiting a 
producer. 
We are opposed to a policy which would burd: 
unless we are certain thereby to benefit some oth: 
Your free list would not be so humorous as oul 


list and add to its seriousness by a transfer of s 
from the dutiable list. In your desire to make the 
you will undoubtedly succeed if you are « 
power in the Nation. When you have transferred 
well known in the everyday vocabulary of the Am 
when you have placed the American producer on iu ' 
with the foreign producer; when you have placed 
the world, there will be mighty little left to lsug! 
free list. And that is the result of the Democratic [y 
tariff for revenue! [Applause on the Republican side 
Upon this side of the House we have recently dilier 
as to the true conception of the doctrine of protection 
us have evidenced by our votes on the Canadian reci} 
that we do not believe that a duty upon any compe! 
should be abolished or substantially lowered, even !' 
some one country, and whether we get corresponding 
tages in the way of lower ‘duties from that countty 
There are others of us, of whom I was one, who evidet 
belief that the ordinary rule does not apply in the ca 
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1 arrangement with one other country only, one sim- 
ted and where industrial conditions are substantially 
al ere. by a mutual policy of give-and-take, what- 
nd where, b) ] J 


hle detriment we may suffer in one direction would seem 

ysated for by corresp< nding advantages in others. 

: the difference between a duty fixed by Congress to 

the terms of a reciprocal agreement negotiated with 

yntry and a similar duty fixed in the gene ‘ral tariff 
differ: nee between black and white. To me the distin 

xeen a free list of eompetitive articles in a reciproc al 

ment and in a general tariff is as clear as day is from 


¢ the reciprocity bill which lately passed the House had con- 

1 free flour and free meat, I should have been glad to vote 
¢ : I wish it had. I am perfectly willing to give Canada 
Px fl uur and free meat if she will return the compliment, but 
[am n t willing to put meat and flour on the free list as against 
her country in the world whether they make any cor- 
nail on ai ng reduction to us or not; nor am I willing to give free 
a , Australia when Australia still retains a duty of 30 per 
por against us. I am in favor of reciprocity in some cases in 
competitive articles, but I am opposed to free trade with the 
worl d in competitive articles. 


But I do not intend to discuss in detail the question of reci- | 


‘ity now. It is probable that the distinction which seems 
jar to me is a distinction which may seem to be without a 
difference to some of my colleagues. But upon the proposition 
that we are to place on the free list, as applied to every nation 
in the world, articles which cost more to produce in this coun- 


aad 


nr 


ub 


tal is invested and American labor employed, I believe there is | 
We stand together upon the tariff | 


no difference among us. 
plank in the last Republican platform. We insist that upon 
every i which we produce in competition with every nation 
in the world that the duty shall be maintained at least equal 
to the difference in the cost of production here and there. In 
this bill you have in one article, at least, 
working of this theory of protection in its simplest form. You 
are asking us to put upon the free list an article which it is 
proved costs 
any country 
ference in the labor cost there and here. In your alleged zeal 
in the interest of the consumer you ignore absolutely the in- 
terest of the American producer, both employer and employee; 
you consider only the interest of his foreign competitor. If 
there were nothing else in your bill that is objectionable, this 
alone ought to condemn it in the eyes of any man who believes 
in the Republican theory of protection. Upon such a proposi- 


do, regardless of what may be the ultimate fate of this bill, we 
haye done our duty to American industries and to Ameri- 
an Is ibor. We shall have been true to the principles and tradi- 
ons of the Republican Party. [Loud applause on the Repub- 
ie n side.] 

Mr. HELGESEN. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. 
before he sits down? 


Mr. LONGWORTH. 





Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Will the gentleman yield for a question 


Yes; I will first yield to my colleague 


from Ohio [Mr. Cox]. 
Mr. COX of Ohio. It is the contention of my colleague that 
the part of the bill which relates to boots and shoes will be 


harmful 


to the shoe industry in Ohio, 
Mr. 


LONGWORTH. It is. 


is it not? 


Mr. COX of Ohio. Is it not true that the largest manufac- 
turer of boots and shoes in Ohio besieged this body two years 


go with a request to take the duty off boots and shoes because 
it was unnecessary ? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I do not know whether it is true or not. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. You do not know whether the Wolf Bros., 
of Columbus, asked this House to take the duty off boots and 


shoe »g ? 


Mr. r. LONGWORTH. 
Mr, COX of Ohio. 
s0L ter, 

ss: LONGWORTH. I did not. 

fr. COX of Ohio. It is the contention of the gentleman from 
= ‘o that two years ago, if I am correct, boots and shoes might 
a for- 


I am not aware of that fact. 
Every Member of this House received a 


ive been placed on the free list, but that since then the 


“gi manufacturers have adopted modern American machin ry. 

Is that correct? 
Mr. LONGWORTH. It would have been safer then than now. 
“a Mr. COX of Ohio. Then, the duty two years ago should not 
¢ been put on boots and shoes, because our methods of mak- 


ing them were much more modern than foreign methods? 


try than abroad, and in the production of which American capi- | 


an example of the | 


more to produce here than it costs to produce in | 
in Europe, by an amount at least equal to the dif- | 


on as this I believe that we upon this side can unite, and if we | 
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F Mr. LONGWORTH. Iam not discussing now whether a dut 
of 25 per cent on shoes in consideration of the fact that there was 
| a duty of 15 per cent on hides was the absolutely correct duty 
not. [ am simply discussing the question as to whethe 
mares of a duty of 10 per cent would not absolutely destroy 
boot ind shoe industry. It may be possible that some gentle i 
in Ohi io begged 1 iv friend and other Members of Congress to put 
| hides upon the free list, saying, in an excess of ent! n, that if 
| hides wens nitenh on the free list the large manufa rer could 
| Sti nd free shoes. That was the stat t , one indi 
| vidual before the Ways and Means tee. I do1 <nOW 
| whether it was correct or not. I do know that the gentleman 
who made it, and who was representing at that ti » of the 
New England shoe manufacturers, within a very f day ime 
back and withdrew the statement absolutely 
Mr. COX of Ohio. The promise was made to the Way a 
Means Committee that if hides were placed on the free list 
that boots and shoes would be placed on the free list? 


Mr. LONGWORTH. No such 

Mr. COX of Ohio. If the gen 
of the humor of the situation. I think, in our State particu 
larly, if he obtrudes the observation that two years ago shoes 
could have been placed on the free list, but now they can not, 
inasmuch as the foreign manufacturer has recently adop ted 
American machinery, he will be c contributing | considerably to the 
humor of the situ: ition. 


promise was ever ma 


leman will permit, he speaks 


Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman now, I think, is con- 
tributing somewhat to the humor of the situation. I said that 
the humor of the situation consisted in the enumeration by 


Democratic orators of funny things they found on the Republican 


free list. Would the gentleman like to have wool on the free 





| list? Would he see any humor in that? 

Mr. COX of Ohio. No. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
| I will say frankly that I am not for free wool at this time 
| favoring a cut of about 50 per cent in the whole woolen schedul 

But I would like to ask the gentleman this question: ‘p wo years 
ago he dilated considerably upon the virtues of the maximum 


|} and minimum provision. 
| to it to-day. Why? 


It is significant that you do not refer 
Has it not worked out well? 


Mr. LONGWORTH. It has worked out beautifully 
| Mr. COX of Ohio. Is it not true that the maximum is not 
} in operation? 
Mr. LONGWORTH. It has worked out so well that there 
| is not a country in the world that does not give us as good 
| treatment as it gives to any other country, and there is no 
| occasion for enforcing the maximum. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. As a matter of truth, Germany, whose 
| tariff relations with us are not as desirable as with other 


and the gen 


countries, has been given the minimum provisions, 
| the beginning of the Canadian re 


tleman himself knows that 


procity it was inspired by 


moveme! the fact that the maximum 

and minimum provision had proven an absolute failu 

Mr. LONGWORTH. On the contrary, it has been an eminent 
success. : 

I now yield to the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Her- 
GESEN]. 

Mr. HELGESEN. In speaking of the position taken by the 
Republicans in their last national platform you said that 


stood for a duty that should equal the differen 


‘e in the cost of 


production abroad and at home; is it not also true that the 
said plus a reasonable profit to the manufa rer 

Mr. LONGWORTH. ‘That is quite true, and | id that | 
was a case where we do not have to haggle about that It 


come down to the absolute labor cost. It is the rem 
wages paid to shoemakers abroad and the shoemakers at 

Mr. HELGESEN. Was that element taken into consid 
when the Canadian reciprocity qu 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I have just said tha 
distinction—not admitted by some ot! 
opinion may be worth a good deal 
a substantial difference between placing 
list or reducing’it substantially in 
country, where that country makes the co onding red 
and doing the same thing in the general! tariff. 

Mr. HELGESEN. In all the discuss! that have been | i 
on the floor of this House during the consideration of the ¢ 
dian reciprocity question there has not been one mi: 
gested that under the new arrangement the farmer 
a reasonable profit, and therefore I w ke to | 
the gentleman and others w! 


witnm wee Aten 
SLO! vas dis ] 
tf 
{ 


nore thar 


an agres t w } 


who voted for th 

lieved that in the question of guaranteeing profits the 1 
facturers were the only ones be considered and ne 
| farmers? 


to 
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Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, I will say that that question did not | 
occur to my mind in my vote on reciprocity. 

Mr. LENROOT. I would like to ask the gentleman, in refer- 
ence to the distinction he makes between reciprocity legislation 
and tariff agreements, whether he would be willing to have free 
trade with the entire world provided it should be secured 
through reciprocal agreements? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, no. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman tell us the particulars 
of the distinction in that case? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I was speaking simply of this particular 
reciprocal agreement negotiated by the duly authorized repre- 
sentatives of this country with the authorized representatives 
of Canada. I do not regard it as a blow aimed at the policy 
of protection as enunciated in the last Republican platform, 
even if, perchance, there may be some duty which by that ar- 
rangement might be lowered below the competitive point. I 
hope that in this case there is not. I doubt whether there are | 
many such instances, if any, in the Canadian reciprocity agree- 
ment. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Following the gentleman’s viewpoint on the 
question of protection and reciprocity, is it his idea that there 
is no advantage to this country in the lowering of duties on 
goods from Canada other than that which comes from having 
the Canadians lower their duties to us? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, no. That is one element in it, but 
there are a great many other elements. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Let us follow that a moment. The gentle- 
man admits that an advantage is obtained from the lowering of 
the duties, aside from what Canada gives us in the way of a 
wider market? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, certainly. For instance, Canada at 
present has a duty of 3 cents a pound on meat. We have a duty 
of 14 cents a pound on meat. We are therefore at a marked 
disadvantage in trading with Canada, with her duty 100 per | 
cent higher than ours. Canada, in consideration of our reducing 
our duty, reduces hers. I wish they had gone the whole length; 
I wish they had put meat on the free list. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman if, in his 


| 
} 





opinion, we only get an advantage by reason of having the | 


Canadian market made easier of access to us by the lowering ! 


of the duties? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That is an advantage. 

Mr. SHERLEY. And we may or may not get an advantage, 
from the gentleman’s viewpoint, from the lowering of our du- 
ties? I would like to ask the gentleman what his idea is as to 
the effect of our lowering our duties on Canadian products, 
without regard to the advantage we get in the Canadian 
market? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. 
vantage to us. 

Mr. SHERLEY. In other words, then, the gentleman's justi- 
fication for the reciprocity treaty is simply the opening up to 
us of the Canadian market? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That is a large element. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I will ask the gentleman if, in his opinion, 
that is not the only one? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The proposition in the Canadian reci- 


I doubt if there is any substantial ad- 


mately the benefit of the pulp wood of Canada, by the removal 
of the restrictions which now prevail in some of her Provinces, 
is worth an immense amount. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Then, the gentleman thinks we can have.an 
advantage by getting imported into this country cheaper some- 
thing from a foreign country? 


Mr. LONGWORTH. I did not say we would get anything 
from Canada cheaper. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Oh, well, the gentleman says the great 


justification of the treaty is the pulp-wood provision. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I said that this is a case of a treaty be- 
tween two countries which are substantially similarly situated, 
where the people are of the same kind and where the industrial 
conditions are substantially the same. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Let me put a concrete case to the gentleman. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I will say this to the gentleman, that I 
would not be willing to give Canada free entry into our market 
on anything of which the cost of production was greater in this 
country than there under any circumstances, unless she would 
give us a corresponding advantage. That is as far as I am 
going. I submit that that does not apply in this case, because 
here the question is of a free list open to the entire world, with 
no possible reciprocity. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If I understand the gentleman aright, then 
there is no circumstance in the home market that would war- 
rant, in his judgment, the taking off of a duty on any article 


| of the product of the American farmer. 


| the reason he was in favor of protection on shoes 
| the fact that American machinery was now being 
| rope for the manufacture of shoes? 


; ; : : : , | ket is being taken away from us, and that our ex) 
procity treaty, which I believe is going to insure to us ulti- | 


| give us the foreign market. 


| foreign pauper labor, which has been the excuse he! 


brought in from another country unless the other « 
us a similar concession? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Not where there is a subst, 
ence in the cost of production in those articles here 

Mr. SHERLEY. Not even where the market was 
controlled by the home producer and there was a 
exacted? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. If it developed that there w 
ence in the cost of production here and abroad, | 
willing to put such article on the free list. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But suppose there was a differe 
home market was being absolutely monopolized at a { 
Mr. LONGWORTH. I am opposed to any duty 
offer an opportunity for a monopoly. I would be ¢ 
to reduce that duty; and wherever it is shown t 
as I am in Congress, that the duty in this country 
higher on any article than the actual difference | 
cost of production of that article here and abroad 1 
opportunity to make monopoly prices I will vote to 1 

Mr. SHERLEY. Why is not the burden on th 
to show that the duty is needed? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The burden on the gentlen 
for a bill like this, is to vote according to the platfo: 
he was elected. 

Mr. SHERLEY. That is a very easy way, and I 
the gentleman upon finding such an easy method. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That is a very pleasant nx 
enjoy it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I should like to ask the 
question, if he will permit. Is the pulp-wood fea 
nection with the reciprocity bill any different now 
Canada is concerned, than it was before? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, decidedly. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. We have made a reductio: 
did not have any tariff on it any more than she h:; 
Mr. LONGWORTH. I will say to the gentle: 
involves quite a long discussion, showing what ma) 
in the removal of the restrictions of the two Ir 

now impose an export duty. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It was the same way wit! 
Canada has made no reduction in lumber. It is ey 
was before, but the United States did give Canad 
tage of lowering her duties, to pay Canada for putt 
cultural products into the United States, to put d 
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Mr. ANSBERRY. Will the gentleman yield for a 

Mr. LONGWORTH. How much time haye I 
Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. 
Ohio [Mr. ANSBERRY]. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Did I understand my colleague ' 






About one minute more. 
Then, I will yield to my « 










Mr. LONGWORTH. For that and other reasons. 
reasons are that our home market is in danger, our ! 







ing off every day. 
Mr. ANSBERRY. 





I do not understand that | 






Mr. LONGWORTH. It is simply an illustrati: 
that the duty to-day is as low as that industr) 
stand, and I am not willing to put it lower. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Yes; but I understand the © 
take the position he does for the reason that he 
tion against American machinery in Europe, and 










Mr. LONGWORTH. 





I am not talking about A! 
chinery in Europe. I am simply stating the chang 
of manufacture over there. Their method of pro 
their equipment are now as good as ours, and tl 
vantage they have over us is the reduced cost of lab 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman fr 
expired. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. I yield one hour 
tleman from Colorado [Mr. Rucker]. 
Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman and 
the Committee: 

Confess your faults one to another, and pray one for } 
ye may be healed. 

For the benefit of the membership I wish to in! 
that this passage is from the Scripture, and they w''' | 


} 














‘ 


















the fifth chapter of James and the sixteenth verse. [1+ 


‘ 





1 congratulate you—the Ways and Means Committee—for 
wn. forthcoming of this bill. It is familiarly known as the 


t..mers’ free-list bill. It is a confession that the measure 
eooontiy passed by the House and denominated “A bill to pro- 
s reciprocal trade relations with the Dominion of Canada, 
and for other purposes,” was an inconsiderate blow at the 


ennt-producing toilers of our land, and as merciless as their 
wane and needy condition was undeserving. [Applause.] I 
tone and trust with you that by the passage of this bill you 
will heal the wounds you have received and avoid the others 
thoee producers had in store for you because of the pas- 
-s of the other bill. This bill may well be denominated in 
narlance “A bill of confession and avoidance.” The bill 
assed, called “A bill to premote reciproeeal trade relations 

, the Dominion of Canada, and for other purposes,” viewed 


the standpoint of these toiling sons is a misnomer. They 
' e in contractual parlance it should bear another cogno- 
men, namely, “A bill to promote reciprocal trade relations be- 
tween the people of Canada, parties of the first part, and the 
‘ litan newspapers and the trust manufacturers of the 
I i States, parties of the second part.” [Applause.] Again, | 
. “1 to legal parlance, the bill might be more comprehensive 


¢ i it read, “The metropolitan press, the trust manufac- 
turers of the United States, and the Dominion of Canada 
on the relation of the President, petitioners, against the farm- 
ers and growers of the United States, respondents.” 
pplause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that some good friend, either upon 
the Republican side or upon our side, and I am thankful their 
name is legion, will remind me before I am through to give 

views about what is meant in the bill by the “and for 


” 


- purposes.” Before I go any further, however, allow me 


. 
Stock 
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to advert to what may be regarded as a matter personal to 
myself. You know I opposed the reciprocity agreement, and it 
has been intimated by some one—and doubtless, so far as I 
know, has been well circulated in this body on our side of 
the Chamber—that under the caucus rule I could not absolve | 





myself and therefore was not at liberty to vote against the 





ereement. Upon that I wish to say I was before the cam- 
en, and have been ever since, connected with three great 
organizations, namely, the Grangers, the Farmers’ Union, and 
Stock Growers’ Association; that at their picnics, county | 
fairs, and all my meetings during the campaign, when honored | 
by members of any of them as auditors, I pointed out the | 


very condition of things which might occur and 


: which has 
rred by the presence of that bill in Congress. 


I took as 





my text the report of the Massachusetts commission on the 
high cost of living, which report is found in Senate Document | 
No. 523, Sixty-first Congress, second session, presented by 


Senator Lopez, and I quote therefrom as follows: 


On the other hand, however, it is clear that in a period of rising 


1 

pr like the present the tariff cuts off possible relief to con- 
sumers by closing access to the cheapest sources of food supply in the 
wor markets. In the past, the duties on the necessities of com- 








ition, foodstuffs, have been largely inoperative, because the 
try produced not only its own food supply, but a large surplus for 
} tion. 

Che United States appears, however, to be approaching rapidly the 
¢ point when it will become instead of a food-exporting a food- 
ng country. 

der these conditions, as the duties on foodstuffs become actually 
perative, their effect must be to increase the cost of living to wage 

! and the expenses of production to manufacturers, thus hamper- 
> development of industry and defeating the very purpose of the 

ne “~iwn + li 
ure v 


» commission is therefore of the opinion that when the tariff shall 



















L 
fu r be revised, the expediency of removing all duties on food 
ts be considered carefully by the Natior Congr and it 
hopes that the Tariff Commission will be equipped such funds and 
P T's @8 may be necessary for researches adeq' a basis for | 






tuture changes, to be founded on a commercial rather than 


rat 


political 
ation. 


I pledged them that when the time came tha 
br uct was asked to be put upon the free list I would resist 
- iy utmost such action, until all of the articles of consump- 
a purchased by the farmers were simultaneously free 
listed. [Applause. } 

the rule of the caucus I invoked for the purpose of absolving 
he trom being bound by its action is as follows: 


nei: .8 deciding upon action in the House involving party policy or 
‘ineiple a two-thirds vote of those present and voting at a caucus 
jecting shall bind all members of the caucus: Provided, The sald two 
Ho: 3 vote is a majority of the full Democratic membership of the 
cast, 4nd provided further, That no Member shall be bound upon 
— ns involving a construction of the Constitution of the United 
= (eS or upon which he made contrary pledges to his constituents 


on 


ae to his election or received contrary instructions by resolutions or 
pi : ™ from his nominating authority. 

either henever any member of the caucus shall determine, by reason of 
ith 


found ot the exceptions provided for in the above paragraph, not to be 
duty, tf, the action of the caucus on those questions, it shall be his 
y, if present, so to advise the caucus before the adjournment of the 


the farmers’ | 


| 
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meeting, if not 


or present at the meeting, to promptly notify the 
Democratic leader in writing, so that the party may be advised before 
the matter comes to issue upon the floor of the House 
I complied with the rule. I said to my constituents that the 
Republican Party had maintained its imperial power by impos- 
ing on the credulity of the farmers and stock raisers; that to 


obtain their votes, and for that reason alone, the party had 
for years kept on the statute books laws placing high duties 
on all the flocks of the pasture, , fields, the 
products of the garden, and the fruits of the orchards; that for 
all those years practically everything they 


tha tald f 
Line yieid it the 





‘onsulmed was also 
by these same laws protected by high duties; that the differ- 
ence, however, was that the laws in the one case were inoper- 
ative and useless to them, in the other actively operative 
against them. The duties on the things he produced not 
into competition with those of any other country, and there- 
fore these duties were mere “ make believes,” or, in other words 
“ fakes,” and deliberately calculated to deceive. [Applaus 

I recalled to them that the Republican Varty had always 
attributed their improvement to these duties on their products 
| that they well remembered improvement in their condition 
| never omitted to be mentioned by the advocates of high pre 
tection; that if one thing above all others was indelibly t “il 
upon their memories it was that one word “ improve il 

I told them that, reading between the lines, I could see from 
the tenor of the report of this Massachusetts commission that 
if the Republican Party should be returned to power a | 
would soon be heard at the doors of Congress, de! ling that 
| now, since those old fake laws were about to | 
|} and the farmers and stock growers might receive a _ benefit, 
the time had arrived for their repeal. And I begged of them, 
if they would avoid such a calamity, to dethro the party 
of false pretenses and bring back to power the grand old 
Democratic Party—their tried and true friend. I told them 


that in the revision of the tariff its first main effort w 
to lift the yoke from their bowed necks and u! 
stooped shoulders from excessive taxation. 
Mr. Chairman, in the main I am for the 
has the merit of a good name 


ould be 
burden their 
f hoianen 7 

pr it bill It 


ussa > Low's 





Without its } g vel 
I am afraid the farmers would liken it and the reciprocity bil! 
to an incident occurring in one of the villages in my distr 


where lived an old 
and 


German She was taken 


and his wife. 





sent to a hospital. Hans, as he passed from day to 
day to and fro from his work, would ask the attendant 
“How is mine vife to-day?” The attendant would ISsW 
“Improving.” This went on for many days, and the last t 
he asked “Vell, how is mine vife to-day?” the attenda 





| answered: “‘ We discharged the old doct« r, nd bef 
one could quite understand the case she id 
away.” Hans, rushing off to the first loon to ] 
grief, said to the barkeeper: Mine Gott in ! ‘ Me 
von glass of beer; mine poor vife, she } avay.”” “ Why,” 
said the barkeeper, “Hans, this is very sudden.” “ Y: 
answered Hans, “sudden vass yot de ( lit, b 
had von bad disease unter the old docto1 “Why, H 
what was that?” asked the barkeeper Hat nsw 
dot disease vot dey calls ‘in ‘ ta’? {Laug 
applause. ] 

As I am in duty bound as a good Democrat, I proj 
back to my old farmer friends and tell them that 
right in discharging the old doctor; that the improve 
their condition claimed by the Republi Party was i 





ful sense but an imperfect cauterizat 
that the disease was complex as well as chronic; and 
no wonder the 





<r t . ¥ + 
new doctor got « 


sed in 
the patient at first the wrong dose, | it 
been given than he saw the black shadow 
immediately administered the antidot 

to a wise Providence, the patient is in r 


[Applause.] 
I am happy to bear ba« glad 
me, “ The reciprocity bill passed the 


was signed by the President, but tle f ‘ 

| not pass the Senate,” I shall say to them f the Dx 
| this floor who voted to send the two ‘ f ho 
separately—alil of them, with the possil ion of t 
tleman from New York [Mr. Iirz vhom I 

the excuse that he was not under th, or somet 
kind—swore they believed both ! res would 

and be signed by the President. I do not want to be { 
to tell them—and I am assured b: y friend at 

I will not—after their long upon sore feet * f l 
from the broiling sun, begrimed with soil of the far 

frozen ground with gloveless fingers benumbed, and f n 
feet, shod in worn-out but costly brogans, shivering in 1 r 
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shoddy and threadbare common clothes, unsheltered by any | serve that he and his colleague Mr. Prerers appear 
friendly windbreak from the cold blasts—no; I do not want to | accord in their sympathy with the manufacturers of | 
tell them that the cars on this route do not carry a trailer; | and are equally oblivious to the heavy burden the fa: 
that the only car is loaded with the well-to-do city folks, and | carried and are still carrying, and view with equan 
they must walk. No; I must tell them that the trailer is surely | revenues derived by their constituents at the exyx 
attached and it is especially reserved for them; that the con- | farmers through the high protective duties under 
ductor has been directed under penalty of instant discharge to | tariff system. [Applause.] It will serve no purpos 
collect only the usual fare, and not to side switch the trailer. | further to the many other scholars of the other 
[ Applause. ] schools whose equally divergent views are spread o) 

No, my fellow Democrats, do not have any misgivings but | orp. Suffice it to say that, in my judgment, the reac: 
what IF will make doubly plain to them that you are sincere | pages in years to come will cease to regard the deg 
and that if anything happens to these measures, either at the | sion that fell upon the tongues of the plainsmen of s 
other end of the Capitol or at the other end of the Avenue, it | at all marvelous. [Applause.] 
will not be chargeable to any intentional blunder on your Mr. Chairman, denuded of veneer, subterfuge, sop! 
part. demagogy, what are the simple facts, and how 

It is proven beyond cavil that, considering the high prices of | terests of that third of our population constituting ¢ 
things the farmer consumes, the increase of wages, and so forth, | the Nation to be affected by the reciprocity measur 
he is not making a profit beyond his due. Even the Massachu- The Dominion of Canada occupies a space to o 
setts commission, the Senate committee, and the testimony of | tending from one ocean to the other, a distance of : 
the Secretary of Agriculture, as well as the arguments in the | The five great western Provinces have a domain eq 
debates on the subject in these Halls, concede that fact and | of the combined States of Illinois, Missouri, Iowa, \ 
with one accord they all agree that the middleman gets the | Minnesota, the two Dakotas, Kansas, Nebraska, © 




























profit; that such profit measures the increase of cost to the | Texas, and Colorado. The prairie Provinces, Mai Sas 
consumer. katchewan, and Alberta, equal the domain of Eng 
The following food bill of New York City for last year teils | Germany, and Italy combined, and therein are over - “ 
this story: acres of land upon which a furrow has not yet 
——— — |} capable of growing wheat of a production of °%.\) Ki 
Received by | Paid by con- | bushels annually—five times as much as we pr 
| farmer. © sumer. year. Besides that, these Provinces have an acr 
Scag j___. | 250,000,000 of the best grazing land now known. It 
i ee A rts ae sie $821,000 $8,212,000 | Within the last 10 years that any considerable att: 
REA din acl sea Uda cap ts decode ebiosketcsnactul 8, 437,000 60,000,000 | been given to the development of the section, yet thie 
— oat tence eecececceseneecseteccensccessereceeenes | 2,402,000} 12,009,000 | of wheat from the whole area last year was approxi: 





ovececossooe 35 9 ° . 
Cabbages voetens | oes third of our own. A false impression has gone al 
ME Uds Athi Mikve bamausebtinn <henaciachiadbascoscuss. | 22,912,000} 48,880,000 | effect that in the three great Canadian Provinces t\. 3 
EBES.~ +a ees anne neenenceneerereeeereececeecscrececees | _ 17,238,000) 28,730,000 | so intense that production of crops and stock raising 
I onda dnniannteish bitaianicimeteapawka 219,300,000 | 291,000,000 | 


: sible. Yet the facts are that stock are turned out « 
| 274,289,000 | 464,147,000 | in early March and are not rounded up until Octol« 
= plowing is carried on up to the last of November. 











From the foregoing table it will be observed that of the prod- I know it must appear strange to this membership I 
ucts enumerated the middle man received of the sum expended | so dense upon such questions as the cost of the manu! t 
for onions, ten-elevenths; of potatoes, seven-eighths; of coffee, | eyelets and shoestrings, that enormous product of | S 


nearly five-sixths; of rice, more than four-fifths; of cabbages, | Massachusetts [laughter], but they should not start 

five-sixths; of milk, more than two-thirds; of eggs, more than | ment when I tell them the rigors of the late spriiz 

three-fifths; and of that expended for meat and poultry, more | months, even in Colorado—a place of perennial suns 

than one-half. mile or more nearer Heaven—forbids the growing 0! 
Therefore, why reduce the farmers’ price? If he is not get- | the raising of stock as economically as appears to 

ting more than his just allowance, why not strike at the middle | Canada. 

man and make him yield a part of his profits? [Applause.] Those who prophesy that these Western Provinces \ r 
But some of these economists tell us that to tear down the | be settled up and their products come in competit 

wall between Canada and this country and allow their farm | American producer should take warning if they w: 

products to come into competition with the products of our | member that such statesmen as Josiah Quincy, of 

farmers can not hurt the latter, because, forsooth, that country | setts, opposed the Louisiana purchase on the ground 

is bleak and cold and its soil of short-lived productiveness. | only inhabited by blanket Indians and half-breeds 

Why then tear down the wall at all? If the farmer is not to be | would be settled by white men, and threatened s 

injured and the consumer is not to be benefited, does it not | the part of Massachusetts if the purchase was © 

appear an unnecessary performance? Economists of another | He, by the way, was the original secessionist of 1! 

school tell us that our farmers are a shiftless lot—they do not | and when called to order by the presiding officer wa 

work hard enough, their methods of farming are antiquated, | to retract the threat. The same may be said to have 

they ought to produce more, and if they would only rise a little | opinion of another great statesman from that Com: 

earlier in the morning and work a little later at night, perspire | Daniel Webster, who entertained the same views 

a little more, and so forth, they could produce enough to fully | great statesman of a much later period, Horace 

satisfy the middle man and cheaper food would pass on to the | joyed the same opinion respecting that portion of | 

consumer, Others tell us the farmer is rolling in wealth and is | lying west of the Mississippi River. After his visit 

spending his time in idle luxury. The gentleman from Massa- | in the sixties, he advised the readers of his paper f 

chusetts [Mr. McCati] emphasizes this idea by his good-natured | west in search of the precious minerals, and yet 

sarcasm when he referred to the old farmer cheerily sitting be- | hardly grown firm upon his grave—at least, his 

fore his blazing fire, produced by corn fuel, smoking his cob | sonality and ability as a journalist and statesn 

pipe, and his sons rejoicing they did not have to chop wood, | fresh and green in memory—when the State of (o! 

| Laughter. ] up to 1908 contributed to the wealth of the world $ 
When the gentleman from Massachusetts was thus demon- | minerals the grand total of $1,052,303,180.36 ; and fro 

strating his utter ignorance of the present-day condition of the | forward has maintained its average contribution. 

farmer, I not only recalled that it was also but a piece of the You all remember that side-splitting speech of Pr: 

same cloth of indifference shown by the Massachusetts commis- | of Kentucky, delivered in this House 40 years ago 

sion, to which I have referred, but I was also reminded of a | ary, known as the Duluth speech. When a measure \ 

bey I once knew whose father lived on the opposite side of the | Congress for the granting of certain lands to build 

ereek from where I did. His father was taken very ill, and | whose terminus would be Duluth, such,a place « 

being solicitous concerning his condition, I often hallooed across | found on the map. He opposed the bill, not so much | 

asking the boy how his father was. After his illness had lasted | was paternalistic, but because no one, as he said, \ 

quite a while, on making another inquiry of the boy one morn- | ride on a railroad to such a far-off, unknown, and un 

ing, he answered, “ Oh, dad’s dead, but I’ve got his jackknife!” | country, and that we were not in special need in this 

[Laughter and applause.) of pine bushes, the only product, he asserted, that 
I will not diverge further to express my disapproval of the | found there for a back haul. [Laughter.] 

sentiment of derision at the expense of the farmer, revealed by And yet we behold, contrary to these early as w' l 

the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatt], than to ob- | modern prophets, that within the borders of the | 











































1911. 





purchase is contained practically one-third of the population of 
United States; that the little village of Duluth, which was 
on the map 40 years ago, has added to its population 2,000 
every year since Proctor Knott made that speech, and the popu- 
n of that shrubbery State in which it is located has in- 
( until it is now close to seventh in rank among the 
States of the Union and produces one-eighth of the wheat crop, 
etropolis, Minneapolis, has increased from 13,066 in 1870 to 
«1408 in 1910, and its capital, St. Paul, has grown from a | 


sed 
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agreement, the prediction of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Perers] will come true that we of the West and Middle 


West must soon turn our wheat fields into “ truck-garden 
patches.” [Laughter.] 
The following is a table showing the wheat statistics of 


Canada and the United States for the years 1909 and 1910 on 
wheat production, home consumption, and exports, together with 
average yield per acre for 1909: 


a | Wheat statistics Bushels 
ati 20,030 in 1870 214,744, as show > the rece r gee 
population of 20, in 1870 to 214,744, as shown by the recent | wheat produced in United States, 1910 691. 767, 000 
census report. Wheat exported ishe { 7 
Further than that, they should remember that in 1790 our | Flour exported (8,370,251 barrel: do 666, 129 
population was under 4,000,000 and the population of Canada | my, v “1 
: ‘ 
was 180,000. Basing our population at 90,000,000 to-day and | Wheat consumed in United State ; 631. 843. 479 
that of Canada at 8,000,000, the advance of Canada’s population | _ eS = 
is nearly double ours, and based on the increase of latter years Wh. - eee in Canada, 1909 ee 166, 744, 000 
the population of Canada in the next generation will equal | Flour exported (1,000,000 barrel do $. 500. 000 
the number we have to-day. 53, 500, 000 
fhese lands in Canada, according to statistics, yield more | a ; oe : 113. 244. 000 
tl 5 bushels per acre more than the average of ours; their 
farm lands are selling from one-third to one-half less than ee produced in Canada, 1909 166, 744, OOO 
arn : Theat produce ‘ obs bushels 2% ) 
ours; normal wages are from 25 to 30 per cent less than ours; | Wheat produc . 2 oe —_ oo com? ane 
a - . a a. mea roat I SiusSkK cl van ao ’ ‘ 
that country enjoys the benefit of the preferential duty with | Wheat produced in Alberta do 9, 579, OOO 
the mother country to our disadvantage of from 25 to 35 147, 482, O00 
per cent. Wheat produced in remainder of Canada 19, 262, 000 
The following is a table which speaks for itself: we ; ' : ; ' 
rhe foll , . I rhe three Provinces of Manitoba. Saskatchewan, and Alberta 
or , ) "a Init States tari . — > 7 
- Comparison of Canadian and United States tariff. | produced this yield of wheat with less than 12,000,000 acres 
| Canad tari 0 : estes tent under cultivation. They have an available area suited to the 
anadian tariff, | nited States tariti. | cultivation of wheat of 220, 000 000 acres, 
————_—_——_—————— —— aoe } uel 
Sy eee ee 90' 14 
F Ee a 15 wer ebm... ..cce<s 60 per cent. cenaume _— ol wheat per Scre, ( nada, 1900 <= - os 
Tir lr RA la kn ER Ke os ook 45 per cent. Average yield of wheat pet re, United States, 1909 Los 
TINWAME.....-+creceeeeeneeeseneee | 15 per cent............ Do. A fair idea may be gained as to what the future will bring 
- s kinds Free forth under free-cereal exchange between the two countries by 
N GU iin diasedacens 10 per cent. .......c<e- 75 cents per 100 pounds. observing what was the relative position of the two countries 
Hats... ccccccccccceccecccescceces 20) per cent........... 55 per cent. last year respecting the principal cereals, wheat and oats. It 
Sugar.....-- ee cecncerccccccscccecss SO POF CONE. 2... ccceee SO per cent. 3 ; follows: 
( i tithe ee ak 174 per cent.......... 60 per cent. | i aS L0HOws; vs 
0 CB nc cccsepevcesccoccccsccecce 25 per cent....... 45 per cent. SLES LIC 
a eee oh we OUI nica conus 35 per cent. Wheat imported into Canada +. O64 
Ct I a icccctsvcckaes 25 per cent... Zy 50 to 6 per cent. | Wheat imported into the United States 152, 383 
BORD. wccccccscccsscovessceccs .-..| 65cents per 100 pounds) 5O per cent. | Oats imported ivto Canada 1 
( MG Di vdcbcccccscesccse 22} per cent... 60 per cent Oats imported into the United States 946, 4 
a Mn Oe Ga wacdcentcas 70 cents per dozen pairs a . . : ' } 
| and 15 percent, to $5 The merest tyro in economics will correctly solve the prob 
| perdozenpairsand55 | lem that if the world’s consumption amounts to only so many 
eens socd 15 per cent eiuia sams bushels, that the production of a bushel more will lower t 
Svtomobile iarke Weeks. .....--...| 38 per camt........._.| a pet conte | price. If Canada can take away from us even a part of the 
I SS Ae ee eee 5) Spe Do. | foreign market, it lowers our price, and when she ¢ bey l 
ee on ie | that and invades our home market, she will indeed drive our 
h NOE ono ocuss.noecs 5 per cent... sp eRe! 60 per cent. farmers out of the business of growing wheat at a profit \] 
ae a ere i ticetnnassecdan 10 per cent. plause. ] 
\ HUCTCIOLNING.. 220+ 0+e2eeeeeee ee 22} per cent..........- ' 45 per cent. etek But, it is said in answer, only the border States d near-by 
i ddebsteeieiabsscksenhanis ie die nha ermaet 11 cents per 100 pound ae ‘ > 7 " ‘ ; : 
6 eee 15 per cent............ 45 per cent. markets will be immediately involved. We reply that our 
i GO Ee 20 per cent........ Do. terests are interwoven: that the same degres if patrio i 
CV ENS. «00s eeecceceeereerscceecees nae PTL. we eee eee abides in our hearts as it did in the hearts of the founders of 
paedbaladeéee0eeecce we sanene “are LM od ‘ . 
et Sper cet. .....2222!] 4s percentand up. | this Government when they were confronted with the situa 
k fo) ee |)... aS 5O to 65 per cent tion that moved them to resolve to hang together to avoid be , 
e chine ae eee Ere tere ek 30 eoce*. hanged separately. [Applause.] 
‘ ‘ ~ Mil Pe eccccceoescosecs ~- ) 4 Abe ~ ver ¢ nt. . o a 
ee aes Tee 1 cent per pound and 30 All I have said applies to the oat, barley, potato, and n 
per cent on ti k- | production of that country. But, it is said, admitting 
es : — aoa things you say are true, the time of their fruition is a long 
Le Dinecinicitbidiitemitdiasecces agile baabicetdadaiaition 1} cents per pot ! os .* a. tae : hot ee aad 
| and 30 per cent on | Off. Even if this were true, in behalf of the t ng third of 
= the package Nation I say that Congress is charged with the duty 1 
i BIASS «we eeeeeereeeceecees d ee per 100 : ped? ae of passing laws for the welfare of its present citize | 
WMeccceesoecsesecesecesceeceece x) ” cen A es D ) poul 3 " ° . 
pounds. , the future ones as well, and at | times the o "N 
WR and edhe we habebtsc cs cces: 40 cents per 100 pounds | $1 per 100 pounds and | cornucopia should be allowed to remain at home 
Jute bag 15 per cent aaa | But, to continue. Already the flower of our country has 1 
SE se a a S PC. scadaceewe 45 per cé t in a. 
( We accessce 174 per cent......... “Do | robbed of from 500,000 to 1,000,000 emigrants e ¢ 
I ey nn ee Se OTE 15 per cent............ 60 to 100 per cent. | not vet.” I find in my mail this morning the latest ad i 
himneys | ¢ > OT ) cent | i? : ” 
—— Ee ee ee ees a eae this subject: 
UNDG KGuals eee ees Sedcen se cheno. s@Bscccccsccccocces] 45 00 O0 per cant CANADIAN IMMIGRATION 
ee a NE Bs 40 to 60 per cent. | The minister of the interior at Ott t 
I r coats ie a i tina * ee 35 per cent. into Canada from April, 1910, to Feb ‘ 
i ots and shoes........... ae oak Do | ‘lhe number of British immigrants w 104,000 
NO dane Skah daduangtss ove coed SN oe oe ee ee 25 ner cent | Continent numbered 60,000. id those ft ' ‘ 1 
] “ ; a i NN aie Ss iy at 23 cents per pound. The increase in British imr ition « pe i 
( ks and watches................ 20 per cent...........- 40 to 60 per cent. the previous year was 100 per cent Continen i i I l 
__ eS = te AE ea aN abies: sine tee io 45 per cent by 53 per cent, and United St <4 pi { i 
total immigration in the same | d wa 54 per cent I 
"1 3 —— — . ey = _ 7 —— from the United States durir M I wed t iat I F 
Much is said about the place where the price of wheat is | same month last year. 
fixed. Let us assume alone, for the sake of argument, that the We offer the bounties I have only barely suggested for these 


President is right. and the time is fast approaching when we 
Will become importers of foodstuffs instead of exporters, then 
it follows we borrow the day by the passage of the reciprocity 
agreement to not only shut out our wheat, can be demon- 
strated, from the Liverpool market, but bring the products from 
Canada into our home-market place to compete with ours. 

If the figures given are correct, and they are if the Govern- 


as 


ment reports are to be relied upon, then, by the terms of the| But it is objected that these Canadian lands will be, 


people to run away. We se not only the person of 1 


citizenship, but the help they owe us to pay off our immense 
war and other debts. We, moreover, enable them to build up 
an alien empire, whose citizens will soon come to sharp com 
petition with their kindred at home. Their expatriation serves 
as well also to exempt them from the duty of shouldering a 





musket for our national defense should the oecasion ever a 


neverthe- 
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less, some day occupied. This may be conceded, but why borrow | 
the day by the giving of these immense advantages to this for- 
eign country at such a frightful expense to our own prosperity? 
Many forge t that our own country is not yet fully occupied; 
that knowledge of the soils and their adaptability is yet in its 
infancy; that improved farming methods have not yet been fully 
adopted so as to insure a maximum production which will for 
years to come be sufficient for our home consumption, and, but | 
for this untoward event, enable us to compete in the open mar- 
kets of the world with our surplus. 

Let me call your attention for a moment to the fact that we 
have in this country, untouched by the plow, 711,986,409 acres 
of unappropriated and unsurveyed lands, and in addition 
thereto, in round numbers, about 200,000,000 acres of agricul- 
tural, timber, grazing, and mineral lands in the forest reserves. 

I want to point out that, together with bounties offered for the | 
occupation of the Canadian lands, there is a corresponding dis- 
couragement to the occupation and development of our own. 
Our Government has, contrary to all precedent, gone into the | 
business of capitalizing for revenue purposes every natural 
product of the undisposed part of the public domain. This is | 
illustrated by the separation of estates of coal land—leasing 
the coal right and enforcing new and such burdensome regula- 
tions for obtaining titles to the surface as well as title to the 
balance of the agricultural domain, and a legion of other inno- 
vations and obstacles, such as on the grazing land, selling 
the timber right—all operating to drive the homeseeker away. 
In my State alone last year it is estimated that 75,000 home- 
seekers were so discouraged at the prospect of a successful 
contest with the Government to obtain a home that they turned 
back and went to Canada. The same restrictions are thrown 
around obtaining title to mineral land, and the development of | 
that portion of the public domain has ceased. 

Why drive our citizens to a foreign country instead of giving 
them a home in their own? Why exempt this vast domain 
from the taxing power? Why keep in hiding its great mineral | 
renpuanes? {Applause.] But this is another story, to which 
expect shortly, on another occasion, to draw the attention of the 
House. 

Some economists of the altruistic type point to the fact that | 
Canada is a great and growing country—is largely now and 
will continue to be a field for the expansion of our trade. They 
do not see in this argument a contradiction of their brother 
helpers in the passage of this agreement, whose main claim is 
that the farmers can not be hurt because of the inability of 
Canada to produce anything that would come into competition | 
with their products; and along this line an appeal has been | 
made to the farmers of the Middle West to cease their com- 
plaining for the present, because the agreement will afford 
immediate market for their live stock. 

The figures of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLE- 
FORD] have been juggled with for that purpose, but, in this con- 
nection, it should be borne in mind the exportation of live stock | 
in that direction could of necessity be only of short duration, 
such as is temporarily incident to the settlement of all new 
countries. And the figures are misleading, because the tide has 
already set in the other way, for last year the value of hors« 
shipped from Canada into the United States was $484,560, 
$86,657 more than the value of those we sent into Car nor the 
tariff of both countries being the same. How about cattle? 
The exports are $25,150; the imports, $109,772, or $84,622 more | 
than the value of those we sent to Canada, the tariff of both |! 
countries being the same. 

Therefore the outlook for the expansion of trade so far as | 
stock raisers are concerned is “nipped in the bud” at the! 
threshold. But when we come to the interests 
facturer there seems to be a firm foundation for 
that the agreement will offer the means of great expansion for 
their trade. The great Steel Trust is given absolute free 
trade with Canada; the great Agricultural Implement Trust | 


or 


of the manu- | 
the argument 
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| competition indirectly the cattle of Mexico, 


| facturing 


| avarice! 


| taxation must be equally distributed, 





and the Automobile Trust have favorable reciprocal tariff | 
duties on their goods. The exports into Canada last year by | 
the Steel Trust amounted to $2,476,930 in value. The imports 
of these products frem Canada for the same year in value was 
only $15,088. Agricultural implements exported last year to 
Canada amounted to $5,151,870, and there was only imported 
inte this country from Canada $84,618 in value. Of automobiles | 
there was exported $1,764,089 worth and none imported. 

Based upon last year’s exportation of agricultural imple- 
ments, with the reduction in duty fixed by this agreement, the | 
great Agricultural Implement Trust is presented with the nice 
little sum of over $250,000, and the automobile manufacturers, | 
wkth the reduced duty fixed by the agreement, is presented with 
thr nice little sum of over $80,000, and the list, when followed | 
thr--=gh, results in finding like benefits to other manufacturers. 


| the reduced duties provided in this bill will reach 
| farming population. 


May 


We remit to Canada, based on last year’s importatio; 
round sum of approximately $5,000,000, which sum m 
recouped in some way to be devised by the Ways and \ 
Committee, in order to relieve the taxpayers of this coun 
the loss of that revenue. On the other hand, Canada rey 
round numbers only $2,500,000. This is in the ratio of 
two, and yet it is called “reciprocity.” [Applause.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, I must hasten along, and I shall 
observe, have the time I would like to go into detail exp! 
how our stock growers are affected by the trade agree: 
know something of their condition—what they have 
contend with in the past and the problems confronti: 
now. They do not belong to a trust; they are the victi 
trust. They have felt the fangs of that trust as well 
uliimate consumer of their product. You did the stock 
a grievous wrong when you robbed him of from $1.50 
(aggregating millions of dollars) upon every cow or st 
met its death either, in the bog or on the block by ta! 
duty off of hides. He told you then, through me on 1 
that the blow, although aimed at the trust, would be 
by him. He tells you now, through me, that your lett 
this country from Canada live stock free of duty, 
aimed at the trusts, will be nevertheless received 
[Applause. ] 

In proof of this let me digress to ask you if any of | 
received a single letter from, or inspired by, the Be 
protesting against the measure, and how many bask« 
janitors of your offices have emptied of letters in pr 
the stock growers? And whilst on this subject of | 
petitions received by you, let me ask you how many 
protest did you receive from the Harvester Trust, 
Trust, the Automobile Trust, the metropolitan press, 
meal mills, the middle men, and, lastly, the maltsters. 
you hear the brewers’ voice in protest? No; and can it 
sible that the Democratic Party, under the leadersh 
Republican President, likewise is about to forsake a: 
its tried and true friends for the malted kind? Alas, 
fortunes have fallen athwart our pathway! [Lau 
applause. ] 

You seek to parry the blow by allowing the free 
of live stock only from Canada, but have you thought 
possibility of the building of packing houses the 
side of the Rio Grande by the great Meat Trust and 
itself of the free-meat clause of the pending bill, | 
and the y 


on 


may be said of Argentina and Australasia. 

The Massachusetts commission said something on t 
ject also. After quieting the fears of those engaged 
in its State, and demonstrating that Car 
not compete with them, it said: 

These will at least not be discouraged if we can mak 
for cur people to buy their food in the cheapest market 
chances to profit by supplying our needs to some small ex 
the better both for Canada and for ourselves. But the: 
why we should restrict our new purchases to Canada. If 
Argentina, or Australasia can help us out, let us turn to tl 

There is not a syllable of sentiment, not a th 
remembrance for that third of our population whi 


°S / and year out have lo these many years meekly suff 


the fleecing knife to fill the exchequer of protected 


| not a word of sympathy accompanying this adieu. 
| knife 


” 


is theirs. 
the quality 


Out, out, I say, 
of such greed, 
[Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of a revision of the 
downward revision, to a revenue basis. But the 
it must not be 
and I am not entirely enamored with the beginning u 
direction of the Ways and Means Committee, for I am 
to know what is going to become of the hindmost 
thought of the farmer is: “ What will the harvest b: 

We have thus far seen that the Canadians hay 
sented with $5,000,000 of our revenue. The cotton 
be given under the pending bill more than half of the 51 
in revenue we lose by this bill. Scarcely any of the ! 


} 


upon such n 


be ingratitude, and 


I know you say they will get the benefits of tl 
tion in the products of leather, but we say that bene 
sought to be discounted when you took the duty of! o! 
and neither you nor we received any. And, what is n 
reyenue we are deprived of by the Canadian agreeme 
the present bill must be raised by increasing the tax 
other imports, and the farmer is anxiously waiting 
ing to see if in the end he is not again to be made the - 
I warn you here and now, I will stand as a rock agains 
further invasion of their rights. [Applause.] 








il. 


es 


10 
We know that the export trade of meat, and especially the 
hoof exportation, is practically monopolized by frozen meats 
from Australasia and Argentina, and you seem to forget that 
the great beef trusts own and operate plants there, so why not 
Mexico? Meat can be frozen in the Tropics as well as in the 
frozen north and as cheaply. What, then, will become of our 
eattle growers when you let in from Canada the live animals 
d from the other countries the dead ones? You will simply 
eatch the stock raiser a-coming and a-going. [Laughter.] 
rhe distinguished gentlemen who have spoken in favor of the 
ereement, and especially the gentlemen from Massachusetts, 
were kind enough to tell us what would become of the farmer, 
what he could turn his hand te, namely, “truck farming,” but 
have not essayed to advise the millions of stock raisers what 
we may have the liberty to do for a livelihood. I object to this 
reckless oversight on the part of our Massachusetts friends. 
{ Laughter. ] 


thev 
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| 


But, it is said, you have no occasion to be alarmed about the | 


cattle business of Canada. The country is too cold, the seasons 
are too short, corn will not grow, and so forth; cattle 
raising can not be successfully carried on. I admit that 
emblem of the Republican Party, with its loss at the last elec- 
tion of its few remaining hairs, would not enjoy the climate 
and might stray from the reservation, but the emblem of 
Democracy, I take it, would don a new coat in as short a time 
as the party itself has since the election shown such an inclina- 
tion to do. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, I have imported cattle from Canada for per- 
sonal use for breeding purposes. I know their value, and the 
thick coat of hair, a resistant to the severe cold of that region. 
nature has abundantly provided. I know how quickly 
nature in this respect provides for animals exported to that 
country, and that calves can be shipped from Mexico by rail to 
Canada, and when they are 3 years old they will have taken on 
as much as 800 pounds wore than they would have in their old 
environment—more than enough to pay for the freight aud thei: 
keeping. These cattle will come into free competition with the 
grown in this country, either in the home or European 
market. 

In concluding this subject, I want to remind yeu that you 
have been told the corn-belt section of our country will be bene- 
fited by the free importation of cattle. I do not believe such 
will be the ease. It is cheaper to fatten cattle upon grass than 
upon grain, and Canada can fatten her cattle upon grass even 
for export. Last year she exported $11,000,000 worth of grass- 
fattened cattle. She can ship from export points to Liverpool 
cheaper than corn-fed cattle can be shipped from Illinois to 
New York, and if she can do this, can she not take our market 
here from our own cattle growers? 

I am here reminded that I promised you to give my views on 
what was meant by the words “and for other purposes.” I will 
now make a shadowy stagger in that direction. Many men 
upon both sides have essayed to give a son why the reci 
procity agreement was brought before this House at this time 
and from what source it really emanated, and why it should be 


hence, 


also 


cattle 


adopted. It will be remembered that the treaty of 1854 was 
before the American people three years before the Senate 
passed upon it. I want to call further attention to the fact 
that this is not called a treaty. Mr. Fielding and Mr. Patterson, 


the envoys on the part of the Dominion of Canada, took care 
to warn the President and Secretary Knox not to call it a 
treaty; not to undertake to pass a treaty. They said, “* The 
desired tariff change shall not take the formal 
treaty.” And I may say, by way of parenthesis, if this has the 


USE. 
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great trust manufacturing interests. Others have said that it 
was the metropolitan press; and there has been the confusion 
of tongues on this subject to which I have already referred. 

I have a notion of firing the other barrel of my shotgun—I 
am sometimes known as “Shotgun Rucker.” [Laughter and 
applause.] I fired one of the barrels out in Colorado before 
the election. I am going to undertake to pull the trigger of 
the other. After a very formal shaking of hands and a per- 
functory passing of the compliments of the day Uncle Jonathan 


said, “ Now, wily, winsome, but willful, Willie, don’t say any- 
thing more about that peace treaty. I am not going to talk 
about that now. You went off over there into that new coun- 


try [ Laughter. ] 
The CHAIRMAN, The time 


of the gentleman from Colorado 
has expired. 


Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I would like 10 
minutes more. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will yield five minutes to the 


|} gentleman. 


the | 


shape of a} 


force and effect of a treaty, though not in form such, then all | 


you have done amounts to nothing, because section 2 of Article 
If of the Constitution provides that treaties can only be made 
by a two-thirds vote of the Senate. They were correctly ad- 
vised at this end of the line that a two-thirds vote of the Senate 
could not be obtained for a treaty. 

But it came here within 14 days after the envoys came from 
Ottawa. They had only 14 days of discussion upon it. The 
President, Mr. Patterson, Mr. Fielding, and the Secretary of 
State took care to take no one here into their confidences, and 
that such a program was on foot was unknown outside of 
the President and the Secretary of State until the President's 
message came to this House within five days after they had con- 
ciuded the conference. I put it up to anyone of you Members 
if you were able to digest this instrument as you would like 
to in that time. It came like a meteor from ethereal space, 
the only difference in the analogy being that we know the sub- 
stance of this but we do not know the substance of the meteor 
hor from whence it was gathered. 

Now, some say it was incubated by the Massachusetts com- 
mission, and I told my people back in my country that the 
findings of that commission would become the forerunner of 
such a measure, But others have said it was inspired by the 


Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. “But you went off over there 
into that country and declared you would never engage in en- 
tangling alliances with any other nation. You took that 
Monroe doctrine, contrary to my advice. You went the 
colonial business, thinking you were as smart as your old daddy, 


over 


into 


and you got into all sorts of trouble. And now your Mexico 
difficulty. jut, my son, I am not bereft of all filial affection, 
so I will tell you what I will do. I will just extend one of 


those due bills of Japan, and get her promise that she will not 
take the Philippines away from you-—for a while yet, at least, 
until you get the Mexico troubles off your hands. [Laughter.] 
Now, I won't do anything more at present, and you needn't say 


another word, but I will tell you what you must do: Now, 
don’t say anything more about a treaty, because that word 
‘treaty’ is becoming a very, very delicate and serious subject 


all over the world, and especially with me with all those past- 
due bills of Japan on hand; but you have some cousins over 
there—those Canedian and we want to get sume stuff 
over here to live on cheaper than you Americans are letting us 
have it for, and we want you to let those trusts of yours have a 
hand among them; let your farmers there and 
settle up the country, and then I will talk to you later about 
the peace treaty. But, be quiet about it, Willie, because you 
know what a thinking and inflammable people you Americans 
are, and they may get it into their heads that have 
to sell us cheaper stuff, too; therefore, don’t breathe a word of 
this before you have everything cocked and primed, for if you 
do, Willie, you can’t carry it through. Don’t detain me 
longer, sonny; the roof of the east wing of the old house 
sprung a leak and I must go up and put a plug in it. 


people 


free 


° y 
£oO ove! 


they may 


any 
has 
So, rood 


day.” [Laughter and applause.] 

And, Mr. Chairman, I am in hopes, for the sake of the coun- 
try, and especially for the Democratic Party, that the agreement 
will fail at the other end of this Capitol { Applause. ] 


Mr. Chairman, I regret my colleagues from my State were not 
at liberty to avail themselves of the caucus rule that was open 

me, but for them I will say they will always be found on 
the side of the right when afforded the opportunity. Each of 
them is not only a true representative of our State and ever on 
the alert to serve its interests, but the peer of in this be 
in knowing the demands of the country and i: ing the cour- 
age to evidence their convictions on this floor. [Applause.] 

[ have not time read the hundreds of demands made by 
the organizations in which I 


any 
n hay 


dy 


to 


have the honor of membership to 
oppose the Canadian agreement, nor the hundreds of 
ments I have received for my devotion to their interests: but 
beyond that, in conclusion, I will say my conscience has been 
the mentor controlling me in this as it ever has d will co 
tinue to be in all my votes. I will continue to put in pra ( 
the teachings of our distinguished Speaker Hle serve 3 
party best who serves his country best.” [Applause.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gen 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen]. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, the interest manifest in th 
debate is truly marvelous. With all of the seats filled and eve 
gentleman listening attentively, I fully believe that when the t 
comes to vote upon the bill every Member of the House wil 
able to vote intelligently, assuming, of course, that the discussi« 
upon the bill is along lines that are calculated to enlighte 
membership of the House on the merits of the question. It 
encouraging to realize that an opportunity is given to me to 


present the case from my standpoint under such favorable aus 
pices. I am inspired with the enthusiasm and attention of the 
audience [applause], and I have no doubt that because of the 
interest manifested I wil! be able to tell those gentlemen who 
are present something which they will be glad to take home 
with them and think about. [Applause.] 





CONGRESSIONAL K i ( OR D—HOU SH. 


iprocity .bill when it was presented by the Mr. MOOR E of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will t 
n the last Congress, and I am glad of it. I lan yield? 
* having done so. I voted for the bill, which The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illin 
ivalent to that, presented by the House now he gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
Demasense, I doubt very much whether I Mr. MADDEN. With pleasure. 
ited for the reciprocity bill in either House had Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman, s 
the aout communities of Canada were able | for the Republican Party, recall a single time in the 
pete with the farmers of America. | the country where we have had prosperity under Ik 
I realize that the farm lands of Canada are not capable of | rule that Democrats, Prohibitionists, and Socialists ; 
‘aising the diversified crops that the farm lands of the United | not benefited equally with Republicans under tha 
States are capable of raising, and I never had any serious idea | Mr. MADDEN. The glory of the Republican Party 
that Canada had the ability to come into very sharp competi- | that it has always been able to create prosperity 
tion with the farmer of the United States. We have farm lands | Class, Democrats, Republicans, and Socialists, 
in this country where we can raise tropical and temperate zone | in that prosperity. 
cereals in the same fields, and no such conditions exist any-| The present bill under consideration, being H. R. 4413, 
where else on earth. The farm lands of Canada are devoted | on the free list agricultural implements, cotton bagging 
largely to the production of wheat, and the farmer engaged in | ties, leather, boots and shoes, fence wire, meats, cereals, 
this enterprise can only employ his time and his capital a very | bread, timber, lumber, sewing machines, salt, and other a) 
hort period of every year, whereas a farmer of the United | introduced by the distinguished gentleman from Alabam 
States, having the prolific soil and the magnificent climate to | UNDERWoop], the leader of the majority side of this House 
enable him to raise diversified crops, is able to employ his time | entirely different proposition. It is an out-and-out fre 
and his capital nearly every day of the year. So, with these | measure and, if enacted into law, will open our doors { 
advantageous conditions in favor of the American farmer, I | trade Europe and glut our markets with the products of | 
haye no fear of any serious detriment coming to him as the | paid European labor, and bring about a business stagnation 
result of legislation allowing the Canadian farm products to | as we have always experienced whenever the Democrats 
enter the United States free. The people of the United States | take to revise or amend a Republican tariff bill. 
and the people of Canada are substantially the same. Their I thought, Mr. Chairman, when I learned that the gent 
hopes and their fears and their disappointments and their am- | from Alabama intended to introduce this measure th t 
bitions are alike. people would regard it asa joke; that it would not be conside: 
They live along the same lines, they speak the same tongue, | seriously; that it could not possibly pass the Sen: ite of 
they think the same thoughts, and the only difference between | United States as now organized, and that it would serve s 
them and ourselves is that we live in a land where every citi- | aS an excuse for the elimination, by certain Members, of a s 
zen is a sovereign, where every man is free to worship God | plusage of bile and hot air, thereby bringing them back t 
according to the dictates of his own conscience, where labor is | normal condition; and that that would betheendof it. N 
exalted to comfortable homes, where the printing press and the | however. According to the newspapers—and concerning suc] 
church follow close upon the march of empire, where caste is | matters the newspapers are usually right—the business peo 
ignored, and where the humblest child of poverty may aspire | as well as the laboring people are regarding this propose: 
unrebuked to the highest place in the gift of the Nation; | lation as a very serious matter. The cry of alarm come 
whereas they live in a land where no such opportunities pre- | only from one locality, but from every section of our 
vail, and my hope is that if we can have close commercial rela- | From the gentleman’s [Mr. UNpbERwoop] own district 
tions with this homogeneous people that some day this close | comes the word that if this bill is enacted into law the door 
commercial relationship may blend the two people into one | the great steel works there will be closed and that thousa 


harmonious whole, and that the territory lying north of the | men will be thrown out of employment. If this be true, a1 
northern boundary line of the United States may become a | doubt it not, the suffering of the families of these employe: 
part of the United States, as it should be. And that is no idle | become distressing beyond measure, and the entire business 
dream with me. I have always believed we should be one peo- | munity will suffer irreparable injury. 


ple, under one flag, under one form of government; and it will And so, Mr. Chairman, it is no joke after all. The mer 
be better for us all when such a thing happens, if it ever does. | tion of Democratic tariff tinkering causes widespread 
But, however that may be, I believe we should have not only | anq js a just warning for all classes of intelligent busin: 
reciprocity with Canada because of the conditions which I have | ¢o run to cover, and it is going to be very diflicult, in m; 
attempted to describe, but I really believe that if the question | jon for the press, having, as it does, great faith in the 
related alone to Canada and the United States that we should | of tne United States, composed as it is by a Republican | 
have absolute free trade between the two nations. But the ques- ity, to educate the people up to the belief that this bill is 
tion of free trade with the world is quite another proposition. all, nothing but a joke, that the Senate will never conc 

I am not prepared to believe that we should open the Amer- | provisions, and even though it should, the President, w 
ican market to the products of the world. We have had some | pe intoxicated with the idea of universal reciprocity, wil 
experience with Democratic legislation along tariff lines even | sign it. All power to the press, if it can calm the pi 
during my short existence, and I can recollect very well when | restore temporary confide nee until they can have a ¢) 
in the great cities of the country we were obliged to establish | undo the evil they were guilty of in electing a Democr 
soup houses on the street corners in order to be able in a jority of this body. 
measure to appease the hunger of those who were willing to This is my first opportunity to watch at close rang 
work but were unable to find it. The people of the country | cratic operation on a tariff bill, and I do not won 
are beginning to think about what you Democrats are attempt- | alarm evinced by the old-timers as they observe the 1 
ing to do, and I warn you that they are going to think seriously | ness with which the knife is manipulated as they slash 
upon this subject; and when they realize, as they must soon, | about its vitals. They do not seem to have received thei 
that you are going to do the things which have always been | training in a school which teaches that the best way to 
done under Democratic rule, namely, to close the American | a Sy stem in order to save the patient is to gradually 
workshops while you open the workshops of Europe, they are | the affected parts, but rather in one which teaches that t 
going to come back to the grand old Republican Party and vote | to cure what is believed to be a sick body is to cut off 
for that kind of prosperity which every Democrat as well as | and that, Mr. Chairman, is what these Democratic surg‘ 
every Republican loves to enjoy. [Applause on the Republican going to do. 
side.] The Republicans claim no patent right to the enjoyment 
of prosperity. All they claim a patent right to is the creation 
of prosperity; and we have that right, but we are always glad | make a speech on the floor of this House that he would, « 
to invite our Democratic brethren to come in with us and enjoy | pave his own way about it, tear down every customhouse 
a good square meal at a well-spread table. What we object to | United States. So I take it that he not only favors the lo) 
in the Democratic program is the fact that while they create a | off of the head of the protection giant, but will take a p. 
condition of adversity, they compel us to participate in that | nent part in the grand lopping-off act. No one who has h 
adversity. great pleasure of hearing his gentle voice or has been pri 

I hope the time is not far distant when the people will realize | to observe the meekness with which he handles his poli 
the importance and the necessity of coming back into the fold | adversaries would ever believe it, and I will not believe it 
f that grand old party which has always given the country | I hear him in one of his incomparable speeches deny it, 01 
prosperity, whereas Democratic policy and Democratic legisla- | I hear him vote aye on the passage of this measure. iF 
ition has always created a condition of adversity throughout Democrats say that this bill and the reciprocity bill will ! 
every section of the land. [Applause on the Republican side.] duce the revenue of the Treasury $15,000,000 annually; and 


I do not know whether the Speaker of this House pers 
favors this decapitation process or not, although I heat 
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— aaa 
that the price to the consumer will be reduced by the 
f the reduction in the tas If that bet the cost of 
\ ld be reduced exact 1) cents per | 1 per annum, 
if you divide $15,000,000 i 90,000,000 you get 6, and 
} of 90 is 15, wh *h means 15 cents to every individual in 
ted States. 8S ven if th y do arry out the plan which 
e, and the tariff is a tax, and the pri if the artic] 
; edd bv the amount of the tax when the tax is taken of 
saving to each individual in the United States on the 
will be 15 cents per annum. Marvelous! M 
SIMS. Vill the gentleman submit to an inquiry? 
MADDEN. Certainly; I will be delighted to do so. 
we SIMS. As I understand you, the reduction of the revenue 
the Treasury will be 15 cents pur person; but what 
cost of the domestic article which the home people 
, MADDEN. If the tariff is a tax and the tax is added to 
price of the article, as the Democrats claim it is, and if that 
‘se taken off the article and therefore taken off the price 
article when the tax is reduced, the reduction in the cost 
the article will be exactly the amount of the tax taken off, | 


and you can not reduce the cost of living any more than the 
difference between the tax when it is on and the tax when it 


Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. With pleasure, in a moment. I think, Mr. 
Chairman, before I yield that I should say to my distinguished 





{ 1 from Tennessee [Mr. Sims] that if we open our markets 
t trade Europe and let them open their mills to make 
is for American consumption, we must close our mills in 


order to be able to consume the goods shipped here by Europe, 

1 if we do that, even though the price be reduced by reason 
of the fact that the goods are made abroad under the free-trade 
rate of wages and shipped into America for consumption by 


the American people, it would reduce the ability of the Ameri- | 


cans to buy; and the result would be that it would not make 
any difference, even if the price is lowered, if we have nothing 
with which to pay the lower price. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle 
man from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. MADDEN. I do, sir. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 


Last week, in the city of | 


Philadelphia, was sold the machinery of the Southwark Woolen | 


Mills, which had formerly employed upward of a thousand 
workingmen and women. The sale was completed on Saturday, 
and it is reported that many of the purchasers had come over 


from Canada, and that the machinery, in large part, will now | 


be transported to that country. 
carrying out his discussion with regard to wages, observe that 
this would answer the question of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, and that there will be no reduction in the cost of living 
here if we decrease the wage-earning power of the people? 
Mr. MADDEN. Without doubt, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
iia is correct. 
Now I yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 
Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. The gentleman, using the 
Democratic argument that the price is increased to the con- 
by precisely the amount of the duty exacted, and then 
I sing that, estimates that the cost of living to the 92,000,000 
people of this country will be reduced by 15 cents per head, say- 
ing he arrived at that conclusion by adding together the effe: 
if the reciprocity measure and this so-called free-trade bill. 
< the gentleman if in the course of his ce 
rtained just how much the consumer wi 
t of reciprocity, separated from this free 





‘ 
( 
I 
» 





gain from the 


ll 
trade bill? 


Mr. MADDEN. It would be one-third of the 15 cents—5 
cents [laughter on the Republican side]—if we assume that the 
logic of the Democrats be true. [Renewed laughter on the 
tepublican side.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield 


further? 
Mr. MADDEN. I do. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is it not a fact that the entire 
revenue of the country derived from the tariff for the last fiscal 
year—1910—was approximately $331,000,000? 
Mr. MADDEN. Yes; or, in other words, $3 per capita 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Three dollars and seventy 
cents per capita, was it not? 
Mr. MADDEN. Yes; about $3, 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 


-five 


in round figures. 
If one of our friends on the 


other side would abstain from at least one theater party, would | 


not his portion of the tax be paid, so far as he is concerned? 


Does not the gentleman, in | 


mpilation he has | 


Mr. MADDEN It would not I fair to 

Qsile . a Im y > , | > tine 
[Lau er on the Re I 

Mr. MOORE of Pt 33 [ will y to rentl n 
that it is a fact that ] t l ! ; I 
} 0 Se 4 f W } ’ — 


[Laughter 








Abc r. 

Mr. MADDEN. ¥ we 1 sittin 
D ‘rats, who ai y 1 trusts, 
while at. the saz oe ind 
lux of the d . ss 1 tl i trusts. 
{Laughter on tl R b 1 side 

Now, Mr. Chair1 1, if the wage lerived from the indus 
of this country could be put 1 1 f rad d manu- 
facturers given tim whi » ad “s matters 
accordingly, 1 if the bor I nd S id arti 
sans and everybody interested v 1 be agreeable to the changes 
the pending measure ! be popular. But for how many 
more years will we be compelled to tell you that t Am« n 
workingman will tolerate ‘h change by his own consent? 
What American bricklayer, for instance, would consent to work 
for $1.68 a day? That the wage paid in Great Britain t 
bricklayers. Or what American bricklayer would work fot 
$1.04 a day, which is the amount paid in Germa and France? 
In Belgium the ‘icklayer receives only 64 cents a day. 

If you were to insult an American bricklayer by handing him 
on Saturday night $3.84 as his pay for a week’s work, someon 
else would pay off the next wer [Applause on the Republican 
side.} The American bricklayer receives for one day’s worl 
more than that. As a matter of fact, the average wage paid to 
American bricklayers is $4.40 a day. 

I will print here, Mr. Chairman, some interesting tables, show- 
ing the difference between the wages received here and in for- 
eign countries, also a comparison of the cost of production of 


certain articles in the United States, Great Britain, and Bel- 











i 
gium, and a comparison of the wages of labor employed in 
woolen manufacture in the United States, France, and Italy: 
| | | 
United Great 
ans aanta Germany rar 
States Britain — ve 
| | } | 
Hour.| Day. | Hour.) Day. |Hou:.| Day. }Hour., D I I 
| ' 
Brickiaver : 5 184. 40 |$0. 21 |$1. 68 13 04 so Ss] ¢* £0 64 
+ tonecutter 3. Be 20 | 1.60 12 9 ‘ 56 
: n 3. 68 21) 1.68} .13| 1.04 14} 1 o4 
» | 2.32 -13 | 1.04 . 08 64 l 
36 | 2.88 | 20 | 1.60 | 13 | 1.04 15 ) { 6 
| .85}280] .18] 144] .12 96 13 | 1.04 56 
44 3. 52 | 20; 1.60; .1l SS l I 08 64 
27} 2.16] .17] 1.36] .13] 1.04] +| No data. 
Gene borer 17 | 1.3 10 . 80 08 4 10 80 05 | 40 
| 
4 compai n of the cost of production of certain articles in the United 
Stat Great ritain and Belgium 
| 
} U1 s Great 
Art A A 
Labor | other | Labor rj] r 
ct ‘ ‘ 
ef » , 
7 yt f 
. iven $ $0.1 % $0.14 
1 rd cashmer f 
id itany we of « 
i 1 ¢ 
F ven ' 064 
1 rd ‘ 
Vv i 
; 7 
] ‘ 
kr 
steel 
steel 
1 dozen knife 
bove knive 
1 gross green glass 
equal capacit 
1 ton I 
pic iron } 


dozen jp! 

plates eg 

make half 

dozen plain « 

same size, style. and wei 


_ 


S cnthtiiiend 
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A comparison of the wages of labor employed in woolen manufacture in 
the United States, England, France, and Italy. 











{ i 
. } 
J Pee Sata United 
Italy. | France. | England. States. 
Za smeemananieons 
ee $4. 60 | $6. 40 | $7.30 $12. 50 
Washes OF GIGS. cécccccuscnetcccestbescs 3. 00 | 4. 25 | 5. 00 7.00 
CAME. acgdccdiccoastedau eel 2. 30 4.00} 3.90 6.00 
Gill DOXES.....ccccccccccccvescccccccccoss 2. 30 3.70 | 3.00 6.00 
Cemnd SOE ccciins itdiwinsincckendes 2. 30 3.70 | 3. 00 6. 00 
Bass PUI cnccnscethccandubinnctgesinen 7.00 9. 25 12. 60 18. 00 
Mule spinner 5. 80 6. 20 7.0 9. 50 
Ring spinner 2. 30 4.00 3. 00 6.00 
WOE ic csncdeapwes wien 3.00 4.60 4.00 9. 00 
Pullets SG SUR. bn ce cocsctanuavaenonn 3. 50 6.00 7.00 





The above tables tell the truth, Mr. Chairman; and being true, 
it is beyond my understanding how any intelligent iegislator 
can have the hardihood to tell the American laboring man that | 
it ix to his interest to support a party which is in favor of re- 
ducing the wage scale to the level of that adopted by free-trade 


Europe. They do not tell him that in so many words, but it is 
exactly the condition they will bring him to if they succeed in 
enacting into law the bill now under consideration. 

This bill provides that certain articles are to come into the 
United States free of duty. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman a moment ago 
referred to “free-trade Europe.” Just so that the record may 
be kept straight and his speech ,properly illuminated, is it not a 

act that “free-trade Europe” means free trade with America 
and protection in Europe, in every country thereof? 

Mr. MADDEN. Without any doubt. 

Mr. SIMS. Except England. 

Mr. MADDEN. While we under this bill admit free every- 
thing made in Europe or grown in Europe, we are obliged to 
pay the tariff tax imposed by the European countries on every- 
thing that we sell to them. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And then is not that substan- 
tially the situation with regard to Canada—that most of their 
duties are retained, whereas many of ours are being taken off? 

Mr. MADDEN. That is true; and if I had had my way when the 
reciprocity bill was under consideration I would like to have 
amended it in very many particulars, Take, for example, the 
raw materials entering into the manufacture of agricultural 
implements, farm wagons, hoop and band iron, cotton ties, wire | 
for baling, fence wire, and sewing machines. Listen to the ab- | 
surdity of this. This bill now under consideration provides that 
all the things I have enumerated are to be admitted into this 
country free, whereas the materials which enter into their con- 
struction bear a tariff tax; and here is a list of the taxes that | 
are to be paid on the materials which enter into the construc- 
tion of these articles, if the materials are to be imported by a 
man who manufactures the same kind of articles in this 
country: 


Dutiable raw materials entering into the manufacture of agricultural 
implements, farm wagons, hoop or band iron, cotton ties, wire for 
baling, fence wire, and sewing machines. 








Par Articles. Rate of duty. 
BF 0 OER GOR oo a5 ciinntdiedibeksaiennaeiet tbedsee 15 cents per ton. 
Be OR OI, ons Sande csiiidasieacdauatebbines=v | $2.50 per ton. 
Wrought and cast scrap iron, and scrap steel..| $1 per ton. 
er I ns cee Eee re eine | #s cent per pound. 
123 | Ball bearings and roller bearings.............. | 45 per cent ad valorem. 
127 | Sheets of iron or steel, black: 
Valued at 3 cents per pound or less....... ys cent to 4; cent per pound. 
Valued at more than 3 cents per pound...| 30 per cent ad valorem. 
129 | Sheets — or steel, polished, planished, or | 1} cents per pound. 
gianced. 
131 | Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, and slabs; 
billets and bars; hammered molds; mill 
shafting; alloys used as substitutes for steel 
in the manufacture of tools; steel castings: 
If valued at 40 cents per pound or less... . x cent to 7 cents per pound. 
If valued above 40 cents per pound....... 5h per cent ad valorem. 
S43 | AGDsS OF BENT GI oo cn ccc ccdcckeccvcsccces 2 cent per pound. 
BAG § BONO. oc wid svc demdanrpscndscncdsectpestdpecoes 1} cents per pound. 
148 | Castings of malleable iron. ................... cent per pound. 
206 Hubs for wheels, and wagon blocks. .......... per cent ad valorem. 


Does anyone imagine for a moment that a man engaged in 
manufacturing these parts of agricultural implements in Ameri- 
can factories can continue in the business in which he is en- 
gaged if by legislation we allow the finished article to come 
‘ito this country free? Does anybody suppose that the men 


@&nployed in making the parts which enter into the construction 
of these agricultural implements in this country can compete 
with the men who make agricultural implements abroad under 
such conditions? It is absurd. This bill is a fraud and a hum- 
bug. 


[Applause on the Republican side.] 


Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman suppose we are going + 
at this little free-list bill and not make reductions all a 
line when we have time? 

Mr. MADDEN. I was not educated in the school whi 
me the ability to see into the minds of Democrats, ani 
only talking about the thing which they present to me f 
sideration. If the gentleman from Tennessee can tel] ; 
his party is going to do on any given subject for any give 
of any given day, I will say to him that he has more i 
tion than any other member of his party. 

Mr. SIMS. We are going to pass this bill, and then . 
going to make other reductions. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. It is fair to assume ¢} 
are going on in the exuberance of destruction which they 
started. 

Mr. MADDEN. Now, for example, let us consider the ; 
materials entering into the manufacture of cotton 
burlaps, and bags, which, I assume, the gentleman fr 
nessee is interested in having put on the free list. For e) 
the dutiable raw materials entering into the manufacture of | 
laps and bags are as follows: 

Dutiable raw materials outs into the manufacture of cotton | 
a 


t 





burlaps, and bags. 
_— Cc OCC 
Par. Articles. Rate of duty 

SE Ear I vss sninicosiecicnseihndinanie-> pebavas ehaiemeadtaietadte eh $5 per ton. 

334 | Flax, not hackled or dressed.................. 1 cent per pound. 

335 | Flax, hackled, known as ‘‘ dressed line’”’...... 3 cents per pound. 

Be WENO SPF Glos cicctvinawvsetdinascaumuesauanee $20 per ton. 

ND son. deiermcasitiiiehninnbinedgh bidet cad $22.50 per ton. 

Hemp, hackled, known as line of hemp....... $45 per ton. 

338 | Single yarns made of jute....................- 1 cent per pound 
cent to 35 per « 
lorem. 

340 | Threads and twine made from yarn of flax, 

hemp, or ramie: 
Bes NE ee BON i evn cewoncicsvacnuatee 10 cents per pound 
ONE TED Rs io cacccdccovegevcdessetek 12 cents per pou 
per pound for 
tional lea. 
341 | Single yarns in the gray, made of flax, hemp, 
or ramie: 
Lk 6 cents per pound 
Pee TI Bie vonddccancectsacseenasaa 15 per cent to 4 
valorem. 


Will anybody tell me how the American manufacturer of t! 
commodities can compete with the people of India, w! 
these same commodities and pay labor at the rate of 50 
or less per week, when the materials which enter into t 
struction of the things you are putting on the free list are tax 
so that the American manufacturer is put in the posit 
being unable to continue in the business in which he is eng 
Now, here are some raw materials entering into the prod 
tion of meats, flour, and cereal food: 








Par. | Articles. | Rate of dut 
225 | Cattle: | 

If valued at not more than $14 per head...| $2 to $3.75 per ! 

If valued at more than $14 per head...... | 274 per cent ad \ 
ee F Se a wavcnppdlicetubshenckeossebatannepwend $1.50 per head 
STNG canctedacoubaseceucbocosseweuecstenbanté 75 cents to $1.50 1 
ae St ea 20 per cent ad v 
334 | Buckwheat, per bushel of 48 pounds.......... 15 cents. 

335 | Corn or maize, per bushel of 56 pounds........ 15 cents. 

238 15 cents per bus! 
240 14 cents to 2 cen! 
241 10 cents per bus! 
242 .| 25 cents per bushe 


nd 


} 
\- 


We are proposing to admit free all the meat products § 
food products, whereas the things that enter into them are 
ject to pay a high tariff in order to enter this country. 
Democratic consistency! [Laughter on the Republican 
You are going to reduce the cost of living. Yes; you are 
to reduce the opportunity for men to earn a living. [L' 
and applause on the Republican side.] You are going to 
the men of the country on a starvation basis. You are go'0s 
close the factories and the workshops; you are going to redilve 
the price of property. You are going to reduce the possibilly 
of the sale of property. Under Democratic rule there never wi! 
sale for property in this land except sales by the sher! 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican‘side.] No sound 
the hammer to be heard anywhere except the sound of the auc 
tioneer’s hammer selling farms under mortgage. [Laughter °" 
applause on the Republican side.] But the Democratic }'') 
reduces the cost of living! Better give us an opportunity '° 
make a living. We all need it. The more opportunity you “i! 
give the people of this land to make a living, the more co! 
tented and happy homes you will have in the land. 


On 


5 


OL 


[API lause 
on the Republican side.] I would like to have some Democrat 
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sai] me or tell the country how we can afford to admit free of 
commodities ; that is. the finished pre lr 5 ¢ unerated 
s bill, while the material which enters into their nstruc- 
s dutiable. If the American manufacture s required to 
of these materials in the constru n of his produ 
Juropean manufacturer is permitted to send his product 
how can the American manufacturer continue in busi 
If the American manufacturer requires any of these 
ials in the manufacture of his products he is compelled 
-a duty on them. He can not possibly compete with the 
manufacturer who under this bill is permitted to ship 


+> the United States free the finished product made of these 


Is 

ay be well to consider this fact for a moment. It is a 
fact, and you can not get away from it, the logic of events will 
nrove the truth of what I say, and I am appealing now to the 
' who work with their hands and their brains in this country. 
T m not talking to the who are sitting in these 
I am appealing to the men who toil, the men who 
manufacture of agricultural implements, 
The Internationai Harvester Co., wh great plants are in Chi- 
cago, the city from which I come, have plants in Russia, in 
Germany, in France, in Canada. If they are allowed to bring 
their products free into the United States, what would prevent 
them from forcing a strike in their American shops, locking 
their men out, closing the shops, and making their agricultural 
implements abroad, with free-trade labor at one-quarter the 
price paid in the American shop? What guaranty would the 
American workman have that these American shops would ever 
be opened again? What right have we to believe that this har- 


men seats ; 
are engaged 
wn the for example. 


se 


yester r company will not do this? They are mercenary ; ey are 
anxious to make more dividends than they make now. If 


in increase their dividends by employing European labor a 
hicpiag the product of that labor into the American markets 
for American consumption, I fear, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 
of the House, that every man employed in this great industry 
in this country will, if this bill becomes a law, sooner or later 
be thrown out of employment and be cast out on the street in 
search of a job, with no opportunity to follow the vocation to 
which he has given his life. 

This is a serious proposition, Mr. Chairman. We ought not 
to overlook the seriousness of it. It is a propositon we can not 
afford to overlook. It is a thing that will be done, and I warn 
you Democrats—I would like to save you from your own folly, 
for I like you personally, but you do not seem to exercise good 
judgement in the matter of legislation. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Certainly; the gentleman is always gracious. 

Mr. SULZER. Had the gentleman from Illinois better not 
tell us the heavens will fall if we touch the sacred doctrine of 
protection? 

Mr. MADDEN. 


anronos 
Vropos 
apropos. 


Well, the gentleman’s question is hardly 
You know the God of the universe made the heavens 
= in the order of His wisdom He has seen fit to keep them 

n falling upon us in the past, and I hope in the f Hy 
will have as much mercy upon us as He has for all time gone 
[Applause.] I would not like to see anything fall on the gentle 
man from New York. 

Mr. SULZER. In that connection I might that if the 
gentleman pursues his line of argument I am afraid something 
will fall on him in his district at the next election. 

Mr. MADDEN. I wish to say to the 

ion, Mr. Chairman, that if he does not need his 
House any more than I need mine it will not worry hin 
does not come back. I have always had the courage to ex : 
my views on public questions. I have had my own opinions and 
have had the courage to express them, and I have never waited 
for anybody to tell me what they were. If as a public func 
tionary I am to be so restricted in the expression of my views 
#8 to be obliged to wait until I find out whether they plea: 
the Pe ple of my district or not, I would infinitely rather go 
back to private life and become a private citizen, with the right 
to express my views untrammeled and unquestioned by any 
body on earth, with the right to try to formulate public senti 
ment along the lines of my ideas, than to hold any publi 
office in the gift of the American people. [Applause.} I am 
not here looking for a job. I am here to express my views, and 
to represent my people as I think they should ~ represented 
and I am not pandering to any maudlin sentiment or trying to 
trim my sails to every wind that blows that L may have a 
popular feeling among the people in my district for my atti- | 
tude as a public functionary. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I have a number of documents here that I 
would like to have the Clerk read in my time. First, a lot of 


sh 


Say 


gentieman in 


that con 
job in this 
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protected articles that ent ‘ fructi of h nd 
shoes, a1 S ( i the Clerk to read 
them in my time ; sap 

Mr MARTI ‘ South Dal r. ¢ ir- 

I j n C1 | é nt 
sounds good to R bli ears I m 
‘ i not | » | st 
opening up free trace wit ( 

Mr. MADD! l . re 
Inarks h ( S mpete 
wi i ti < I he 
reciprocity bill. I have the idea in my mind rmation 
which I was able to gather from som ves ition, 
that the preductiveness of the ¢ 1 less 
than the prod { i r no 
danger from the competiti which may 

Mr. MARTIN of South D ‘ 
tion of fact I | ry ol ) 
wl her the hii ] rers 
pete with Canadian mai rers than \ 3 
with Canadian farmet 

Mr. MADDEN. I will s o the gentlem y ofr V 
that if I had my way I would or an even inte » be en 
the two countries on every commodity, both nd 
manufactures. 

Mr. MARTIN « outh Dakota. Of « rse di tly 
an answer to the question, but is not it true e: ig I 
ally, that the American manufacturer is q we bl i 
sidering our natural resources and all that enter » 1 1u 
facturing, to compete with the manufacturing enter he 
world as the American farmer is to ipete with the a u 
tural products of the world? 

Mr. MADDEN. No; I would not like vo admit that, because 
while the wages between the American farmer and the Canadian 
farmer are almost equivalent the re may be a shade the be of 
it in favor of the Canadian farmer. The wages as betwi the 
American manufacturer and the European manufacturer 5 
two to five or as one is to five in some cases, and as two is to 
four in others; so that the American manufacturer pays from 
two to five times the wages that the European manufacturet 
pays. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Does the gentleman coi 
that the American farmer is not an employer well 
manufacturer ? 

Mr. MADDEN. They are; but there is not that differen 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. There ari 10,04 O0 

borers that have their entire employment ji irming, 
one th ird of the laboring populati of this count Do I un 
derstand the gentleman’s idea to be, if he wi re me, from 
his statement, that while we will co de { (mer n 
employer ought to be protected against the e r of othe 

intries the American farmer can afford to con e with the 
rm products.of other countries? 

Mr. MADDEN. No; I am against the free adm on of rm 

ducts from other countries into the United States, I 

1 in favor of the free admission of the products of the (: 
dian farmer. I consider that the free admission of the pro 
of the Canadian farmers into the American market is equi 
to admitting the products of Indiana into the of Il 

he products of the State of Illinois into the State of O 
MARTIN of South Dakota Which 

f saying that the Canadian f: ier is the o one 
the position really to compete th (mer i 
market 

Mr. MADDEN. We are a homoger 1S ) 

he same plane, we think alike, we talk alike, 1 r an 

re alike, our hopes are alike, and I hope sor ' 
be in one country and under one flag. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the genti 1 permit me 
a question? 
| Mr. MADDEN. Yes 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I w r rh l 
by the eee s statement that r po 00 ) 
people mi possibly be benefited to t é f . head 
an Gears a verte ty ‘ t IT ha 
ventleman if he thin! i WN \ ess the agr 

ultural part of our | tion f t ( | the rest of 
our population in order f l 
head for the 92.000. 

Mr. MADDEN. Oh, I thi: b ) ; 
provided for in this bill t » into thi 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Is not the ‘ected 
somewhat by his city environment in relation ity 7 

Mr. MADDEN. Not at all. I do not recog city as 


paramount to the country or the country as paramount to the 
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city nou 
lines which are patriotic. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 
when he gave utterance to that senti 
slipped a cog on reciprocity. 

Mr. MADDEN. Oh, no. 


I believe we should legislate along broad lines and along 


I applauded the gentleman 


ment, but he seemed to have 


The gentlieman’s environment makes 


him ask these questions along narrow lines. 


Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 
“narrow lines,” 
Mr. MADDEN. 
Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 
Mr. MADDEN. I ask 


Say 


T 
makes him answer this question along certain lines. 


he gentleman’s environment 
I will not 


I ask the gentleman's pardon. 
That is all 
unanimous 


right. 


consent to include the 


papers which I asked previously to have read by the Clerk 


printed without being read. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
that. 
The papers are as follows: 


The gentleman has general 


leave to do 


Alphabetical list of articles entering into the manufacture of boots and 


shoes and the import 


Articles. 


hoe: 


ude of paper, board, papier-maché, | 


or other similar material, valued 
exceeding 3 cents per gross. 


pulp 


t not 


tuntefs. ° 
ent, rubber. ... 
‘ordivan, upper leather 
Dr 1” for shoes. 
Enamel and patent leather: 
If weighing not over 10 pounds per dozen 
Kins. 
If weighing over 10 and not over 25 pounds 
per dozen skins. 


If we 


Bra 
Er 


f made of cotton, flax, or other vegetable 
fiber 
If made of silk 
Glue, if valued over 10 cents and not over 35 
cents per pound 
Horsehide, upper leather 
Hemlock, sole leather 
He of sole leather, cut in form 
Hook 
Insole 
ki 
hid 
Kar 


ipper leather 
upper leather 
Cangaroo, upper leather 
Lifting for 

J wee 
lf 


ide of leather 


If made of cotton or other vegetable fiber. .. 


Lik 


If made of : 


Hand-sewing needles 
Sewing-machine needles 


Oak, sole leather 
ee eivicedbidctaanbubveteshscseeneseasescous 


Outsoles, of sole leather, cut in form 
Patent leather. See Enamel! leather 
Rands, of sole leather, cut in form 
Rivet 
Side leather, upper leather. . 
Shanks: 

Of steel.... 

Of wood 


Ct SAREE BONNE 6. oc cicsncanientcedn Sbaees 


Shellac, bleached or white,i n rolls 


Silk, for facings 
Stays: 
Cloth, if made of flax or cotton 


aR Sse es ae esecbedsuess 


Skivers, sheepskin leather: 


Sole thread, per sample. ... 

Stain 

Top 

Twil 

Twine 

‘ut tacks not exceeding 16 ounces per M...... 


ighing over 25 pounds per dozen skins. 


heels, of sole leather, cut in form .... 


duty thereon 


Rates of duty. 


| 25 per cent ad valorem. 
15 per cent ad valorem. 


1 cent per gross. 


. 
} cent ad valorem. 
15 per cent ad valorem. 
15 per cent ad valorem. 
20 per cent ad valorem. 
| 15 per cent ad valorem. 
2} cents per square yard. 
25 per cent ad valorem. 
27 cents per pound and 15 per cent 
ad valorem. 
27 cents per pound and 8 per cent 
ad valorem. 
20 cents per pound and 10 per cent 
ad valorem. 


45 per cent ad valorem. 

45 per cent ad valorem. 

65 cents per pound and 30 per cent 
ad valorem. 

34 cents per square yard. 


60 per cent ad valorem. 
60 per cent ad valorem. 
25 per cent ad valorem. 

| 15 per cent ad valorem. 
5 per cent ad valorem. 
15 per cent ad valorem. 
45 per cent ad valorem. 
15 per cent ad valorem. 
15 per cent ad.valorem. 
15 per cent ad valorem. 

5 per cent ad valorem. 
15 per cent ad valorem. 


50 cents el gross pairs and 10 per | 


cent a 


valorem 


25 cents per pound and 15 per cent | 


ad valorem 
50 per cent ad valorem. 


| +4, cent per pound. 
14 cents per pound. 


per M and 25 per cent ad va- 
lorem 
5 per cent ad valorem. 
3 cents per square yard and 20 per 
cent ad valorem 
15 per cent ad valorem. 


15 per cent ad valorem. 
45 per cent ad valorem. 
15 per cent ad valorem. 


| 
| 45 per cent ad valorem. 
| 35 per cent ad valorem. 
.| 40 per cent ad valorem. 
| }cent per pound and 10 per vent ad 


| valorem 
is 


eececssscccces-+| 50 per cent ad valorem. 


45 per cent ad valorem. 
.| 40 per cent ad valorem. 


| 15 per cent ad valorem. 
225 cents per pound. 
30 per cent ad valorem. 
| 15 per cent ad valorem. 
| 23 cents per square yard. 
| 23} cents per pound. 
.| § cent per M 


| laborers. 


2 cent per line per gross and 15 per | Pet 


| la 





| such a calamity 


|} Congressman 


| patterns, 
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Alphabetical list of articles entering into the manufacture 
shoes and the import duty thereon—Continued 


Articles. 


Cut tacks exceeding 16 ounces per M........... ? cent per pound 

nn eee al .-..| 45 per cent ad valor 

Thread: 
Cotton, white and black, in skeins . s-ceeeedl 
iaies.0 side 

Union, sole leather. 

Velvet... 


4 cent per 100 yard 
$1.50 per pound 
5 per cent ad valor 
| 474 per cent ad va 
| 25 per cent ad v 
| 25 per cent ad va 
| 20 per cent ad v 
Webbing: 
If made of cotton, flax, or other vegetable | 60 per cent ad val 
fiber. | 
If containing wool.. 50 cents per pou 
ad valorem. 
Wire: 


| 45 per cent ad v 
35 per cent ad \ 


2s 
Henderson, N. C., 

Dear Str: The farmers’ free-list bill just introduced 
poses to admit jute into this country free. We believe ey 
interest himself with his Congressman and Senator to 
part of the bill becoming a law. We ask you to do so 
grows in India and nowhere else. Conditions there requ 
jute manufacturers of an average of about 50 cents per 
This is very shocking, but it is taken from thx 
report for the year 1909. 

The duty on cotton bagging, which is made of jute, is ; 
roll. With this small amount of protection m 
ng and other jute products have had a hard time t 
few years. Several factories have failed and gone « 

But there are now seven bagging factories in North ¢ 
in South Carolina, three in Virginia, and three in G 
amounts of capital are invested in these. Admitting 


ba re 


| country free of duty would ruin and close these factori« 


their labor out of employment. Our factory employs 200 
receive from $4 to $40 per week, on which they and t 


| The duty on our annual output of 100,000 rolls is abo 


roll, or $30,000. Take this from our earnings and we 
at all, and would close our factory. May God fo! 
We and and our help all cry to Congress to forbid it. 

Take another view of it. A few years ago there wa 
using cotton for cotton bagging. At the present pric 
course, the farmers can not afford that, 

But millions of yards of cotton bagging are used y« 
grain, flour, beans, and other sueh purposes. If the 
removed the great and immediate inflow of the manuf 


id 


| would supply jute for all these and many other uses 


cotton goods. We would thus in return for the pitif 
4 cents a bale duty now paid by the farmer on cotton 
be taxed in some other way to supply that loss of r 
ernment, lose our factories to their owners, our wag 
and sustain a considerable reduction in the use 


| Thus the prophesy of Bret Harte will be fulfilled: 
| Chinese cheap labor.” 


We pray you, dear sir, to 
Aid by writing your Representative 
Aid by asking your neighbor to do so. And 
may be averted. 

We write not as Democrats or Republicans, but as 
protest ag t heing prevented from making a livin 
those working with us for the same purpose, 

Yours, very truly, 


a calamity 
jute. 


1ins 


CAROLINA Bac 
S. S. Parwam, |} 
CHICAGO, 
Hon. Martin B. MADDEN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 
An MARTIN: I am somewhat concerned about the bill 
UNDERWOOD placing a number of items 
If there is, in your opinion, any chance of the passag 
request that you advise me -f it promptly, so that th: 
ers may have a chance to make the fight of their lives 
removal of the duty on shoes. 

While we are not in possession of complete information 
of producing shoes in Germany, Austria, England, 
countries, yet we believe we know enough to warrant t! 
can not compete with the cheap labor of those count! 
cently it has been developed by Engiish investigators that A 
are, on the average, two and one-fourth times as high as I: 
the United States has led the world in the style and appearat 
wear, and has been able to export shoes to some count 
count, nevertheless this exportation has been chiefly 
grades, the shoes worn by the better classes, who are w 
style and appearance. In the cheaper grades we have 
unable to compete with any of those countries; as a n 
cheap English shoes have been brought into this country si! 
was lowered under the Payne-Aldrich bill. 

The European countries, especially Germany, are import 
and shoe machinery where it is superior to t 
sending young men over here to learn the American sys! 
manufacturing. It is only fair to assume that with their 
dustrial equipment they will soon invade this market. _ 

We shoe manufacturers probably should not object to fr 
vided this country went on a free-trade basis, so that wages 
all the industries could be adjusted to the changed condit 
ever, to remove the duty on one article like shoes and leay 
articles would prevent us from lowering our wages to the I 
for if we did it we would lose our help, and therefore the! 
other alternative, that we should lose our business to t! 
If we had all of our raw materials free and free shoe 


TD 


and 


I 


tates of dut 


that we could get the cheapest materials and the cheapest a 


chinery to manufacture our product, we might stand a ch . 
duties on the raw materials that we use ranging from © t 


) 
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. pont and an entirely prohibitive duty on shoe machinery we are 
pped too heavily to hold our business if shoes are admitted 
I 


spother thing that should be investigated before the duty is removed 


s is the shoe-machinery trust and the difference between the 
makes in this country and in foreign countries, where it has 
fective competition In this country it has none, and the shoe 
turers have no choice but to use its machinery on its own 
Yours, very truly, Seitz, Scuwas & Co., 
J. Harry Serz, 


Second Vice President. 


SPRATT’s PATENT (AMERICA) (LTD.), 
Newark, N. J., April 18, 1911. 
MarTIn B. MADDEN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Your attention is earnestly and respectfully requested : 

We are manufacturers of dog cakes and other biscuits and foods for 
animals generally, but our chief business is dog cakes. If 
( ding of bill H. R. 4413 is correct, it would, if passed, allow 
«hese foods to come into the United States free of duty. 

“We in this State, and similar industries in other States, have labo- 
and at first with great loss, built up a business under the pro- 
m of a 20 per cent tariff. It has been barely enough. We alone 
» invested some hundreds of thousands of dollars in an expensive 
niant and in the purchase of patent rights from an English company. 
We have felt reasonably sure of a continuous moderate protection, and, 

t least, that it would not be suddenly withdrawn. 

If this measure becomes law, it will be disastrous to us and to a 
considerable number of wage earners. No class in the United States 
deals with us less than the farmer. To put dog biscuits on the free 
list would searcely benefit him. 

Very respectfully, 


Hon 


> 


r re 








SPRATT’S PATENT (LTD.). 


CuicaGgo, ILu., April 27, 1911. 
Hon. MARTIN B. MADDEN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. D.: 

Foreign shoe manufacturers have free material, pay no royalty on 
a nery, and get labor at about half paid in this country. How can 
we Illinois manufacturers and wholesalers of shoes compete under these 

nditions if shoes are admitted free? Tariff on shoes is only 10 per 
ent; on all other wearing apparel averages 60 per cent. Why should 


es bear all the burden in the plan to reduce the cost of living? We 

earnestly protest against the removal of duty on shoes under existing 
conditions. 

Selz, Schwab & Co.; J. P. Smith Shoe Co.; Florsheim Shoe 

Co.; Smith-Wallace Shoe Co.; Guthman Carpenter & 

Telling; Watson Plummer Shoe Co.; J. EB. Tilt Shoe 

Co.; H. F. C. Dovenmuehle & Son; Fargo & Phelps; 


A. A. Putnam & Son; The Rice & Hutchinson Chicago 
Shoe Co.; R. P. Smith & Sons Co. 


WAT 
Ane 


Mr. MADD 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. MADDEN. I only have about two minutes left. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is it not a fact that in the 
harvest time in Canada, when they are badly in need of labor, 
the British Government sends over to Canada on special vessels 
and sends through Canada on special trains this very product of 
the great cities of Liverpool, London, and Manchester which you 
are describing now? 

Mr. MADDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Now, is it not true that this 
phase of humanity which Mr. Gompers so luridly and so truth- 
fully describes is the kind of labor which ia the harvest time in 
Canada comes in contact with Canadian labor and with the 
American labor that we send across the border—with the school- 
boys and the farm boys of the United States who go over there 
to do work in their fields? 

Mr. MADDEN. I can not say. I am not familiar with the 
situation, and of course I would not undertake to speak with- 
out knowledge. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Let me say, then, that I was 
in Canada when a trainload came into the Alberta and Sas- 
katchewan country, which has been so much discussed in this 
debate, 


Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Wili the gentleman yield? 


Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 
Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman not 
know that this class of labor which is described in England, 


selgium, and other European countries is the same class of 
labor that comes to this country in million lots annually in 
competition with American labor? [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. MADDEN. The difference between conditions in this 
country and conditions abroad are that when men come to 
this country they are employed in accordance with the Ameri- 
can standard of wages and they live in accordance wit! 


the 
American standards of living. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] Either we or our forefathers came to this country from 
| abroad, and if it were not for the fact that our forefathers 


Mr. Chairman, the Democrats are trying to 


play politics. They are not trying to give the American any ad- | 


vantage, They talk about a reduction of the cost of living that 
will result from the enactment of this bill into law, but nobody 

| claim that you can reduce the cost of living without reducing 
the standard of living, unless you reduce the wage scale, and 
when you do that you reduce the standard of living, because you 
reduce the power to buy ; and when you reduce the power to buy 


you necessarily compel the man who buys to live on a lower grade. | 


tn 


face the awful conditions which confront the foreign laborer, 


God forbid that the American laborer will ever be compelled | 


and which he will be compelled to face if the Democratic Party | 


succeeds in its desire to open the doors of the United States to 
the markets of free-trade Europe. If that ever happens—and 
happen it will if the Democrats have their way about it—a 
condition of distress and poverty will confront us such as I hope 
I may never live to see. 

[ have read with much interest in a book recently published 
by Samuel Gompers something of the conditions that confront 
abs man in England, France, Germany, Belgium, and 
folland. 

Mr. Gompers says that— 


Twenty-two thousand dock laborers report in Liverpool at the gates 
ftongshore every day seeking a job, and, on the average, only 15,000 


id employment. 


i He refers feelingly to the degree of poverty written on the 
Taces of this great army of unemployed. He refers to the 
/hysical weakness of the men in the crowd, and declares them 
to be the smallest people in stature he had ever seen in an 
‘nglish community. He says that the deepest impression made 
upon his mind in England came from its poverty—that poverty 
ind misery are everywhere in England, and that the reason for 
wan faces, tattered clothing, and unshod feet is to be found in 
the humber of the constantly unemployed. The sights made 
Such an impression upon Mr. Gompers that he sees from time 
to time sincee— 


Those numbers of demoralized, 


men degraded objects which ought to be 
nen 


and women have formed in my mind’s eye a procession moving 
together past me, mournful, hopeless, repellent, a disgrace to our 


“oasted civilization. 
Mr. Gompers says that in Holland and Belgium a degree of 


poverty exists such as hardly can be conceived by a dweller in 
an American city. 


along 
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were permitted to come here we would not have the opportunity 
of sitting here and legislating for the American people to-day 
And I am glad to see the opportunity afforded the people 


of downtrodden Europe to be admitted to the shores of this 
free land, where every man has an opportunity to rise and 
where opportunity is the one thing in which we glory. [Ap 
plause on the Republican side.] 

I began work carrying water at 50 cents a day in the insti 
tution of which Iam now the head. Does anybody suppose that 
a boy beginning to carry water at 50 cents a day in any insti- 
tution in any country in Europe would ever rise to a place 
where he would have a right to vote upon legislation for 
90,000,000 people? No! I say, give them an opportunity to 
come. Treat them right when they come. Pay them the best 
wages that can be paid. Give them the best opportunity to live 
as human beings should live. The glory of this country is 


that we afford every man who comes to our shores that oppor 
tunity. [Applause on the Republican side.] 


Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman \ eld? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Lllinois yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Is not this the san Iss 


of people that are to-day being employed in the great steel 
plants of our country for from 12 to 13 hours per day the 
miserable pittance of 12) an hour? 


cents 


Mr. MADDEN. If that is true, the steel people ought to be 
brought to account for it, and I am ashamed if we ive such 
an institution in this country. But I do not think that is so 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman believe 
that the American workingman should have to come in contact 
and into competition with this class of labor? 

Mr. MADDEN. I will say to the gentleman that I have been 
a large employer of labor, and my experience is that the first 
generation of foreign labor that comes bere educates its ch 
dren in the public schools of America, where they are taught to 
love our institutions, and among the second generation comes 


the best citizens in the land. Sometimes we may have to sub 
mit to the competition, which affords the opportunity to bring 
men up to the standard which the second generation rea hes, 
| and I hope that we will continue to hold out the right hand of 
| fellowship to the downtrodden peopie of the world and give them 
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rtunity to become men in a free land and under a free 


{Applause on the Republican side. ] 
ve extended the right hand of fellowship to the down- 
f all the world, welcomed them to our shores, clothed 
h the dignity of citizenship, enabled them to enjoy the 
of liberty, opened our public schools to their children, 

them to love our institutions, and encouraged them to 

te with our people. The result is that we have devel 

Nation of patriotic and liberty-loving people, through 

eins course the blood of all the nations, but whose every 

tly American. We have thus proved to the world 
beneficent influence of Republican policies we 

n able to make men as well as merchandise. These 

of the Republican Party in the interest of humanity, 
on the pages of the Nation’s history, will be handed 

grateful posterity and applauded by the generations 
ne as the acme of devotion to the welfare of our com- 
ntry. 

WILSON of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield 


+} 


der 


further? 
Mr. MADDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. I desire to call the gentle- 
man's attention to Senate Document 521, a report of the Bureau 
of Labor, of the investigation of the Bethlehem Steel Works, 
where he will find that thousands of these foreign workingmen 
are employed from 12 to 13 hours a day at 123 cents an hour 
in competition with the American workingmen. I will refer the 
gentleman also to the Pittsburg Survey, where he will find the 
same condition exists in the great iron and steel industries in 
the neighborhood of Pittsburg, Pa. And I would like to say to 
the gentleman that in Pennsylvania 62 per cent of those engaged 
in bituminous coal mining are of foreign-speaking nationalities, ! 
and 51 per cent of those engaged in anthracite coal mining are 
of foreign-speaking nationalities, and the result is that the pro- | 
ducers of bituminous coal in some parts of Pennsylvania are the 
lowest paid miners of any coal produced anywhere in the world. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I will ask for 10 minutes 
more time. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. MADDEN. Now, I wish to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania a question. Is the gentleman from Pennsylvania going 
to vote for this so-called farmers’ free-list bill? 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. I am. 

Mr. MADDEN. Then the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
going to do the very thing against which he argues. He is 
going to place the American workingman on the basis of Euro- 
pean starvation wages by giving an opportunity to the European 
manufacturers to send their products into this country free and 
shut out the American workingman from the opportunity of 
earning American wages here. [Applause on the Republican | 
side. ] 

When I was talking about this labor proposition, about which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Wi~son] interrupted me, 
[ was quoting Mr. Gompers, the leader of the American Federa- 
tion of Labor. I was not making the statement. Mr. Gompers 
was making the statement, and I believe he was stating the 
truth, 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield for a | 
question? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania asked the question whether there had not been a large 
number of undesirable persons brought in from the European 
countries to the United States to work in American mills. We | 
concede that there have been a large number of these undesir- 
able immigrants. But I want to ask the gentleman whether | 
there was not a time when both this undesirable and the desir- 
able labor left the United States because it could not procure 
work, and because conditions here were more appalling than 
those described in Europe by Mr. Gompers, and whether that 
time was not under the late Democratic administration? 

Mr. MADDEN. There never was a Democratic administra- 
tion in power for any length of time that the emigration was 
not about as much going from this country the other way as 
was the immigration coming this way. [Applause on the Re- | 
publican side.] 

Now, Mr. Gompers says that agricultural laborers in the | 
eastern central part of England receive compensation at the | 
rate of $2.88 per week; motor car drivers receive, after paying 
for their gasoline, something like 2 shillings for 15 hours’ work. | 
In London the union scale for men in the binding department | 
in printing offices is 34 shillings for 54 hours; for cutters, 30 | 
shillings; for girl folders, 15 shillings. In Berlin saddlers earn 
from $6.50 to $7 per week. In Hungary the pay for skilled 


millers is less than 80 cents a day. The best-paid wo) 
sudapest are bricklayers; they receive from $1 to $1.99 
This fabulous price, however, is paid only in the sum 
In winter they receive 60 cents a day for unskilled w: 

I have wondered if, while looking upon the povert 
laboring men and women of free-trade Europe, Mr. | 
did not frequently thank God that he was an Ameri 
and represented an organization in this country whe 
wise and beneficent Constitution they do not have 
parties which by unwise legisiation can bring ab 
tressing conditions, 

rhe laboring man who remembers the doleful y 

1897 will not look with favor upon the pendi 

irman. Conditions in this country became 
tressing to the laboring men during that gloomy peri 
existing to-day in free-trade Europe, so graphically « 
Mr. Gompers in his book I have just referred to. 

The hum of the wheels in the factories and the , 
the machinery in the mills will never become odi 
nen, nor will the smell of the smoke of comm 
make them wish for a repetition of a like period of 

The American laboring man knows he is the lx 
best housed, the best clad, and the most contented 
on the face of the earth. He knows that he receives f 
five times as much for his hire as is received by a1 
in this broad universe. He wants to continue to 1 
compensation, but he knows—and no Democratic 
make him understand otherwise—that the adoptic 
into law will not better his condition, but will, 
back those days of ’93 to ’97 which were a curse t: 
manhood and American womanhood. 

Tariff-for-reyenue bills—I refer to general tariff 
bills—have always caused our country to suffer 
paralysis. What will a free trade measure like the 
do to us? There never was a time, however, followi 
tion of a Republican protective tariff measure that 
did not, under its stimulating and invigorating eff 
new and increased activity. 

The way to keep America prosperous is not by 
trade legislation and by opening our markets to E 
ucts. You can not employ European factories t 


| for American consumption without throwing Ame 


men out of employment. That is exactly what y): 
to do now. What advantage is there in being 
foreign-made goods cheap if to do so we are 

to shut off the forge and the loom? What woul 
to have Europe take our market while we ar 
theirs? Do you want to give up the home mar 


| a chance on the foreign market? If so, pass thi 


not want to give up the home market and am theref 
to this bill and shall vote against it when the r 
upon its passage, and I hope that in the other legisla 
of this country a halt will be called upon the « 
this infamous, nefarious humbug into a law. [Ap 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield 30 minutes to the g¢ 
Massachusetts [Mr. GiILLert]. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I shall confine mys 
item in this bill, the item of cotton bagging. It is | 
sary for me to suggest that my special interest in this 


| is because it is manufactured in my district. We h 


prosperous factory, and I can see absolutely no 


| excuse for putting cotton bagging on the free 


desire that the cotton planter of the South may buy 
for his bale a little cheaper; and to accomplish tl 


| willing to take away the manufacture from opera 


United States and transfer it to the underfed, unde! 
underclothed, underpaid natives of India. That 
result ; that must be the purpose of this clause of the b 


; a protective standpoint it is indefensible, from a tari 
| nue standpoint it is indefensible, from an American 


it is indefensible. Its only defense is a narrow secti 
advantage. 

I believe the policy is as shortsighted as it is unf 
shortsighted because if we once drive the manufactur 
the United States, drive it to India entirely, extinguis! 


| then, of course, the Indian manufacturer will have 


control of the market, and it is not very probable that bh 


| will be made with any special regard to the feeling 


cotton planter of the South; they will have a mono) 


| will not fail to use it; so I believe, even from your own | 


it is not wise. 
But I suppose you have got to show that the Democrat! 
is in power. You have got to show your gratitude for th 


of the South; you have got to cater to that section and d 


l, 
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thing to show that the South is in the saddle and the Demo- | 


opatic Party is caring for its own, and so you are striking off 
eotton bagging from the protected list. I think I can show that 
there is no fair argument why we ought not to give the present 
rate of duty to this article. 

What are the facts? It was about 40 years ago that the 
manufacture of this article commenced in the United States. 
I think the first mill that started was the Ludlow Manufactur- 
ing Co., in my district. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 
question? 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 
is controlled by a trust? 

Mr. GILLETT. It is not; I will come to that later. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Is it not a fact that it is manu- 
factured practically by one concern? 

Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Where is it made? 

Mr. GILLETT. It is made in a half a dozen different places. 
I will come to that, and after I get through the gentleman can 
ask me more about it if he wishes. 

When we began 40 years ago all cotton bagging was imported 
and sold for 35 cents per yard. We at once cut the price to 18 
cents and have sold it as low as 5 cents. Inasmuch as it only 
takes about 6 yards of bagging to cover a bale of cotton, duty on 
that 6 yards would be between 8 and 4 cents. A bale of cot- 
ton is worth $60 or $70. So that simply to save—even if the 
whole duty was added to the price—simply to save 3 or 4 cents 
for the cotton planter on each bale, you are going to strike down 
an industry that is scattered over the United States and has 
been established by a determined policy. 

Now, where is it that the imported bagging is made? Where 
is our main competition? It used to be in Dundee, Scotland, but 
by the tariff that was put on cotton bagging the American manu- 
facturers were able to compete with Dundee, and we would be 
willing to compete with England, even with the present low duty, 
although all our machinery has to be imported from England, 
because there is none made in the United States, and we have to 
pay a 45 per cent duty on that machinery. Yet, with that imported 
machinery and with the tax that we pay on it, and with the 


Will the gentleman yield for a 
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| to cut the day down to 12 hours; 


Is it not a fact that cotton bagging | 


in the morning, take one-half an hour for noon, and work 14 
hours a day, and that there was an attempt then being made 
and they were working for 
$2.50 and $3 a month, 14 hours a day. 


Mr. GILLETT. Yes. Here, of course, in the United States— 
in Massachusetts at least—they are limited to 55 hours of 
work a week. As the gentleman said, they work 14 hours a 


day and at wages about one-tenth of what we pay. 
Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, does that 
show what the unit of value of each one of these men is? 
Mr. GILLETT. No: this report show that: but I 
read an English report which did show it, and my recollection 


report 


does not 


is that they thought the unit of work was about one-third. The 
gentleman will recognize that this is about the simplest, the 
lowest form of work in manufacture, that there can be. It 
requires very slight intelligence and requires only manual dex- 
terity. The operators of India, therefore, are better able to 


compete with us in this than they would be in almost any other 
manufacture 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. I want to ask the gentleman be 
fore he gets through, and I would like to have him tell us, why 
it was that this combination that is commonly called the Bag 
ging Trust was trying to keep out goods that were coming in 
competition with it and had them ¢lassified here at the rate of 
45 per cent instead of the ordinary rate on cotton bagging. 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not know where the gentleman gets his 
facts. I presume he gets them from the same circular that 
was sent to me. I dispute those facts. They say that this 
tagging Trust has done so and so. Why, there is no trust at 
all, as I shall show later. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Is it not a fact that a decision was 
made that even though they did have it classified, and they did 
bring the goods in, and they did claim they wanted to pay a 


| higher rate than was necessary, yet they had a right to pay an 


duty on cotton bagging less than 10 per cent ad valorem, we are | 


willing to compete with the manufacturers of England. 

But unfortunately the Scotland manufacturers, when they 
could not compete successfully with us, moved their machinery 
and their foremen and their business to Calcutta, and there, on 
the banks of the Hoogly River, where the jute grows and is 
brought right into their mills, they have the same machinery 
that we have here, paying no duty on it, and instead of the 


labor that we have here they have Indian labor, for which they | 


pay about 50 cents per week. 

Now, let me read from the United States Consular and Trade 
Report of 1907, showing what the competition is that we have to 
meet, against what class of labor it is that you are unwilling to 
protect us by a duty of even 10 per cent. 

Let me read you from United States Consular and Trade 
Report No. 2897, 1907 : 


The wages paid to men in the mills range from $2 to $3 per month, 
women from $1.50 to $2, and boys and girls from $1 to $1.75. These 
people subsist principally on rice and vegetables made up in the form 


of curry, which is a peppery and sweetish mixture of rice and vegetables, | 


with now and then chicken, duck, or goat meat. 

They all chew betel nut constantly as a stimulant. They eat two 
meals a day as a rule, one before beginning work and one after the day's 
work is done. The men and boys wear breechclouts, or dhooties, and the 
women and girls saris, which consists of 40 yards of thin muslin 
wrapped in a peculiar way about the loins and shoulders. 

The people of a mill, or several mills if the mills are nearly located 
together, occupy a village, which is made up of huts made of mud, 
bricks, and palm leaves woven into sheets and tacked onto bamboo 
poles. All are thatched with a long, tough grass used throughout 
India for covering huts and bungalows, and which makes a tight, cool, 
and durable roof. The floor is made of clay tamped down hard, which 
makes a yery good floor. On this floor is spread in places matting made 
of bamboo grass. On this matting many of the natives throw down a 
cotton blanket, or possibly a thin mattress, for beds. 

Some have a rude bed made of four posts 16 inches high, with cross- 
head and sidepieces pinned together, and then crisscrossed with bed- 
cords. There may be a few rude benches, but little or no furniture is 
to be seen in the huts. The natives eat on the floor, squatted around 
4 pot or pan containing the food. The men and boys eat first and the 
women and girls afterwards, taking what is left. The mode of life is 
thoroughly primitive. No knives, spoons, or forks are used in eating, 
the fingers answering all purposes. 


Now, those are the persons that are manufacturing the cot- 
— bagging in competition with that made in the United 
States, 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER. I remember reading in the consular report 


that same account, and it is said they begin to work at 6 o’clock | did not they themselves deny it? 





even higher rate, if they desired, if the Classification was cor- 
rectly higher? 

Mr. GILLETT. No; it is not a fact. This is what I am told. 
They brought in some bagging which was not made of jute, but 
of certain grasses, and not being classified as jute they were 
classified under the general class where they ought to go. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Did not the Bagging Trust 
to appeal this 

Mr. GILLETT. There is no Bagging Trust. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Well, the persons bringing that in, 
did they not have to appeal in order to get themselves assessed 
higher? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not know anything about that, but I do 
not see what difference it makes. 


have 





Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Then the gentleman did not read 
the circular. 
Mr. GILLETT. If the gentleman thinks this bagging made 


out of these grasses ought to be brought in at the same rate of 
duty as the jute bagging instead of 45 per cent, which is the 
unclassified rate, let his party say it shall come in at the same 
rate as jute, at 10 per cent. I have no objection to that; but 
that is not jute bagging. They try to bring it in as jute instead 
of grass, and so naturally those that were competing with it 
tried to make it pay the highest price they could. 

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman deny that that was a 
fabricated case—— 


Mr. GILLETT. I do not know. 


Mr. BURLESON (continuing). And that those behind it 
were the American Manufacturing Co. and the Ludlow Manu 
facturing Co.? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not know anything about it. Yes, Ido; I 
deny it was the Ludlow Co.; I know it was not. 

Mr. BURLESON. Does not the gentleman know that there 


was a statement made before the Ways and Means Committee 
in the tariff hearings of 1909 showing that the sale of the output 
of bagging made in the United States was divided between the 
American Manufacturing Co. and the Ludlow Manufacturin 
Co. upon the basis of 82 per cent to the American Manufacturin 
Co. and 18 per cent to the Ludlow Co., and that that arrange- 


g 
S 
go 
foal 


ment had been in existence for years? 


| 


Mr. GILLETT. A great deal of testimony may have been 
presented; I do not know whether it was or not; but [ deny it 
was true, if it was. 

Mr. BURLESON. 
deny it? 

Mr. GILLETT. Upon the authority of the Ludlow Co. 

Mr. BURLESON. They were before the committee. 


Upon what authority does the gentleman 


Why 
Why should the gentleman 
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come now and deny something that the Ludlow Co. did not then | 


deny 7 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not know whether they denied it or 
not, but 

Mr. BURLESON. I invite the gentleman to an inspection of 
the hearings before the Committee on Ways and Means and 


challenge him to point out to this committee any testimony | 
from the Ludlow Manufacturing Co. wherein a denial was made | 


that this agreement existed. 

Mr. GILLETT. I did not even know they were before the 
committee, but I venture to say you will not find anything 
where they admitted it was true, because they told me it was 
not so. 

Mr. BURLESON. No; of course they would not admit it, be- 
cause it is a violation of the law. 

Mr. GILLETT. They denied it, undoubtedly. 

Mr. BURLESON. They failed to deny it. 

Mr. GILLETT. I read the testimony at the time, I remember, 
but I do not remember anything about it. Now that we are on 
that subject, I will say this: You talk about trusts and have 
doubtless received circulars, as I have, from men who are en- 
gaged in the business of importing this foreign bagging, and 
consequently are interested to drive the American manufac- 
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but in whose integrity I have implicit confidence, assy; 
that there is no combination in prices or sales, and 
that about 20 per cent of all that is used is import 
India is itself proof that there is no monopoly. Hi 
must be imported to satisfy you that there is no 
Apparently you want 100 per cent. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Is the gentleman | 
state what proportion or per cent of the cotton baggir 
the United States is produced here, and what per 
ported ? 

Mr. GILLETT. I say about 20 per cent is import 
India, and consequently 80 per cent of it is produ 
Some of it is produced in Ludlow; there is a large mill 
lyn, N. Y., and there are mills in many other Stat 
pose that what originally started this talk of a trust 
good many years ago there was apparently on attem) 


| make a consolidation of all the bagging manufactories. 


turer, their rival, out of the business. I have received circulars, | 


and they claim there is a trust. There is no evidence of it, and 


I have a statement from the president of my company, a man | 
in whose integrity I have absolute confidence, who tells me | 


that there has not been, either directly or indirectly, any com- 
bination of the Ludlow Co. with any other manufacturers in 
the United States. Why, you talk about a trust when 20 per 


cent of the cotton bagging that is used in the United States is | 
imported now and has been for many years. The tariff is a | 


little less than 10 per cent ad valorem an:! has been for years. 
Is that an exorbitant duty, is that an extr..vagant duty, to keep 
out foreign manufacttrrers and particularly the manufacturers 
employing such labor as that to which I have alluded? No; it 
seems to me that fact in and of itself proves that the tariff is 
not high enough to allow any monopoly in this country. I notice 
the Committee on Ways and Means states in their report that 
we give free binding twine to the western farmer, and therefor: 
why should we not give free cotton bagging to the southern 
farmer. That argument and the imaginary trust are the only 
excuses offered. You know that is not a fair analogy. 

When binding twine was put on the free list there had not 
been any importations of binding twine for years. It was ap- 
parent that the tariff was prohibitory, and it was put on the 
free list. What was the result? Still there were no importa- 
tions of binding twine. Apparently there was not any made 
that could compete with us, even without a duty, and from that 
day to within a very few years ago there was no competition 
on binding twine, and it could well afford to have that duty 
taken off. 


Recently there has been a little importation, and from whom? | 


Has it come from countries like India, where labor is employed 
at 50 cents a week? Why, no. The only place that binding 
twine has been imported from in any amount was from the only 
nation that I think we do not need to have any protective tariff 
against—from Canada. And it was produced there, I presume, 
simply because the agricultural-implement industry moved over 
there from the United States, and in that connection they made 


Z 


binding twine and sometimes dumped their surplus into the | 





United States. So I claim that that has no analogy at all. It 
differs from this in the fact that when that was put on there was 
no importion of binding twine, whereas now in cotton bagging 
there is an annual importation of 20 per cent of all that is used, 
and the only nation that ever has made binding twine in com- 
petition is a nation where the standards of labor and living are 
almost like those in the United States, and not, as in the case of 
cotton bagging, so low and inferior that no one will pretend 
that there can be equal competition between us. 

So, I say, I am assured by the president of this company that 
it has never been in any combination, that the price has not 
been fixed between them, and that they have entirely different 
agents. It seems to be the policy of my friends on the other 
side, inasmuch as they are short of other arguments, to accuse 
this company of being a trust. I remember when I was in the 
law school I was told if I had not any case, to pitch into the 
lawyer on the other side. And just as in different eras of the 
world, it has been the practice, if you wanted to hurt your 
enemy, to call him a Christian, or a Jew, or a witch, or heretic, 
so the demagogue to-day denounces every opponent as the 
friend of trusts and monopolies. I would like to see some eyi- 
dence that this is a trust. The president of this company, 
which manufactures, I think, about 20 per cent of the cotton 
manufactured in the United States, a man interested, of course, 


product? 


Mr. BURLESON. Does not the gentleman know 
bagging mills in the South were bought by the Ameri 
facturing Co., dismantled and closed, and stockholde: 
local concerns received as their purchase price sti 
American Manufacturing Co., and has not that cond 
tinued ever since? 

Mr. GILLETT. That is what I was going on { 
understand there was an attempt years ago to mak 
combination. A good many mills were bought out 
were formed under the title you mentioned, of the A 
Manufacturing Co., into one large concern, and that 
a number of mills. Some of them were dismantled 
kept on. But they did not absorb all; they did not 
monopoly. 

Mr. BURLESON. I will admit that they did not abs 
Ludlow concern. sut I want to know if—because all! \ 
to know is the truth—the gentieman denies that the |] 
‘oncern manufactures more than 18 per cent of the A 





Mr. GILLETT. I deny the manufacture in any sp 
cent; indeed, I do. 

Mr. BURLESON. You say you have no knowledg 
understanding with the American Manufacturing Co., of | 
ilvn? Do you deny that through a series of years the |! 
Co. manufactured about 18 per cent of the product t! 

lied of the American product and never more? 

Mr, GILLETT. The mill makes, I think, about 20 | 
Probably the mill in Peru, Ind., is capable of making so 
tain per cent, and it is not always exactly the same | 
There are at least these three different independent 
that are now manufacturing. 

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman say that the I 
| concern is entirely independent of the American Manufact 
| ing Co.? 
| Mr. GILLETT. I think so. There is one other that is 
| pendent, and I think it is this Peru one. But if the ¢ 
| means to intimate that they prescribe a certain percent 
| each concern, I do deny it, 





Mr. BURLESON. I call the attention of the gent! 
the emphatic statement made by a former employ: 
American Manufacturing Co. before the Committee 
| and Means, tariff hearings, in 1909. The gentleman ca 
| have his information at second hand. 

Mr. GILLETT. I have it at first hand from a gentlem 
is in a position to know. 
| Mr, BURLESON. The gentleman must know that such 
mony is only hearsay. Mr. Ludlow has not come here or 
the committee to Say so. 

Mr. GILLETT. There never was any Mr. Ludlow, so 
I know. 

Mr. BURLESON. Whoever the proprietor is, or the ¢ 


7 


manager, or some one having first-hand knowledge 0! 
Mr. GILLETT. Whether this former employee tha! 
tleman refers to is a man of integrity or not I do bh 
The gentleman apparently is depending upon the wo! 
| former employee to lay a foundation for the charge 0! 
| which is emphatically denied by one man, at least, W! 
| know. And, as I say, it is very easy for the gentlem 
Texas to cry “trust” and to try to make ot that th 
wicked combination, in order to make unpopular the | 
who are manufacturing the bagging which he wants to 
to buy cheaper. He wants it ali imported. He wants |! 
made in India, does he? 
Mr. BURLESON. Does not the gentleman speak fro 
say? Will the gentleman answer my question? 
Mr. GILLETT. Will the gentleman answer my question "rs! 
| [Laughter.] 
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BURLESON. I want to see the southern producer who Mr. ESCH. And, if so, what effect had it wpon the indu 
cotton relieved of the tribute exacted of him and which | at that time? 
s been paying for so mauy years. Mr. GILLETT. We had, as I remember, under the McKinley 
Mr. GILLETT. What tribute? racti y the we mat : 
BURLESON. The tribute he pays to this Bagging Trust | duty was taken off in the W n sPaes 
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hination ( y leaped up from pra y hing ) i) ls 


GILLETT. Three-fourths of a cent tariff? ist year, and then the Dingley b g 











BURLESON. Now, under tl ‘abricated se and d 1 
f the customs appraisers, it proposed to make it 45 per ESCH. Ti ’ an } 
d Ick 
Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman is m cep. That appii t Mr. GILLETT. h, } 
t to the jute bagging. ir. PAYNE. Rig it 
BURLESON. It is sought to be made to apply to the} sented the district 1 I 
ng imported for use in the coming cottor p. I would} Ways and Means Comn e. H 
ask the gentleman how many people are employed in the | | ving, and he had 
mill in maxing cotton bag g, not in making cordag ‘Ss and 1 ex 
her prodt ts? , , and had ; oO be ito Di l 
GILLETT. About 600 
apparently the only claim they « n e is that tl t e mmittee and state b st 
ture is controlled by a trust: 1 ; I ' ! | ted i duty. S« 
omplete answer to that is t] the I is ‘ was 1 ch t 
t 20 per cent is imported, s t c LO eet. He said ] \ d 
’ Apparently the gentle to s 12 | ( 
0 r cent imported. If 20 pe1 enough to ‘ t] r . ty ve 
tion, to prevent a trust fr \ 
loes the gentlema va I ZAG] LD il 
10 per cent agai ti nloyees ¢ ! ' h tl h 
wh, then I agree that 
1 strike out this, it simp! l es the ! Lol l ir. G LETT d 
re, from the United States t ] ar if ! \ Mr. FITZGERALD ] ‘ 
intention of the Democrat Party. They 1 \ Payne bill were fixed Lu a WW ie J 
t to drive these employees in Ludlow and in Brooklyn and forn : 
Indiana into some other employ nt r. GILLETT. I think this \ 1 de 
Mr. AUSTIN. And there are also establishments in North you 
Care and Georgia and Tennesse iy } te A SE ji) Mhe the ro . { |? 
Mr. GILLETT. Yes; in many other States, as the gent framed \ 1e declarati the Republican 
n says. American mills wi have this machinery, wl i + the antv « tn or t en 
imported, paying a high duty, made useless and 1 re T nd afford reasonal 
» worthless junk in order that the cotton planter may © | mannrfactur ow. was this duty fixed in i 
bout 3 cents on each bale of cotton that is worth $60 or S70; he Republi platform, or wv e pre 0 R 
bale platform repudiated in this 
Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? Mr. GILLETT! Neithe : r do ane . 
Mr. GILLZTT. Yes ; eae me that every schedule in the 1 ; 
Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. The gentleman said ft! 1 bal tal tchod ait, allied r this 
; . : rate ched to tha watiorm i H 
of cotton is worth from $65 to S70 and the bagging worth on! 9 : ~ . 
v cents: vbor of | ) 
Mr. GILLETT. Yes. fr. FITZGERALD. I wish to; e gent 
Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. My re ection is that the ; aid 3 ' 
' . d he wage re paid tl n iis dist 
nt value of a bale of cotton has been $80 or $90 a bale, ' re { 1 baggil 
‘eas under the Democratic administration some year £0 Mr. GILLETT 4s I remember the . e 600 
\ is worth only $23 or $24 a bale. [Applause on the Repnl -—. 8 ildret ho are engaged in t} 
side. | } 14 $11 » we l : A : 
Mr. BURLESON. Does the gentleman from Oklahoma claim ' ITZGERALD. iollat Seat ; 
t y tariff on cotton fixed under the Payne-Aldrich bill is . me , Sa 
tl ause of the present h | ri ( é a 7 a ; ; oo . : a fle : : ; ' 
Mr. GILLETT. I should sa; vould be even a little more | 5. a Livi , aang at . aes tarifi . 
lous now to try to say 3 n on 2 bale than it was when the : red aa ; ~ : with re 2) 


e of cotton was worth only $2 ; 
RIP TaN I ranila 1! i ‘ » the gan rryTy) aN ” a ‘. 
BURLESON. I would li » ask Ze i ft r} HAIRMAN. Th ol ' re has ec : 





‘ on : n° times ' . 
Oklahoma again whether he thinks the present ish nrice of . ‘ eman - y rea 
! igau vil i Ze ith I Lith pl Vf DALZELI I vield to the gentleman f ' \{: 
s caused by the existing ff law? te teil dal : 
. date :"- : = . i ] te more 
McGUIRE of Cklahoma. I am making no claim. I ‘ tities 
tat} eae ' Mr. GILLE!I [ say, I 1 ! t 
y stating the facis as to what the conditions were unde : oe s ; a 
Democratic administration as compared with what the cor ~ ow to acco! i ” -. 
ee s ® . ‘ ! es in ft t 3 ¢ ‘ ( y 
were under a Republican administration. Applause on | “ a 1 
Republican side.] ga ~ its repe: ; y about 10 per 
ir. BURLESON. But answer. Is it caused by the tariff? Se ee ae , 
3; orienta N 


McGUIRE of Oklahoma. There is no doubt but that the | “ is te 


rice was made possibie by the policy of the 





when it was in power and tl the depression referred | © ae ene aN ety gape 
. . o . . “ Tt fe « OTT ; rial & 1 hor } -* ‘ 

is caused by the policy of the ocratic Party when it 3 abou 7 p CEBCER FADE * ss 
in power. [Applause on the Republican side. } e employed jin it. I agree that $10 





fr. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield? Mr. FITZGERALD. Ten d 
Mr. GILLETT. I am sorry I can not let you have a d nen. The women and children get 
with the gentleman from Oklahoma in my ti: Mr. GILLETT. No; the gent! 
SIMS. Does not the gentleman know that the price of Mr. FITZGERALD. T! men o6.10, 
1 was lower in 1898 than at any prior time’ ‘t various sums. 
r. ESCH. Will the gentleman yield for a moment Mr. GILLETT. I think th iges of the wl 
» CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman | age $10 a week 


Wisconsin ? Mr. FITZGERALD. Ob, no; that 
Mr. GILLETT. Yes. of foremen, assistant foremen, and m 
Mr. ESCH. Under the Wilson bill was the tariff on cotton| Mr. GILLETT. I included them in 
agging taken off? Mr. FITZGERALD. Machinists get $21 a week and a int 
Mr. GILLETT. It was. foremen $14.50. 
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Mr. GILLETT. They are a part of the employment. They 
bring up the average. , 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I know; but you might include the com- 
pensation of the officials of the corporations. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. When you are getting an aver- 
age, you include both the high paid and the low paid. 

Mr, FITZGERALD. The maximum salary or compensation 
paid a man is $10 a week. Can the gentleman state how many 
hours a day the employees in these mills work? 

Mr. GILLETT. They work 55 hours a week—that is the 
limit—whereas over there they work 15 hours a day. If the 
zentleman’s complaint is that these wages are too low, is that a 
reason for their doing away with the duty? Is that a reason for 
taking off the duty and sending the manufacture out of the 
country? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman’s inference is hardly 
correct. We will discuss that when we come to the profits 
that have been made by those engaged in the work. 

Mr. GILLETT. We can not tell what the profits are, for they 
have other branches of manufacture. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will put in the Recorp, if I can get it, 
the information which the Secretary of the Treasury has in 
hand under the corporation-tax act. 

Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman can, of course, put in the 
Record what he pleases. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the Secretary does not wish to give 
it to me, of course I can not put it in. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman from 
Massachusetts yield? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Does the gentleman not know 
that many of the employees in the constituent plants of the so- 
called Cotton Bag Trust are paid the miserable pittance of 60 
cents a day? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not know; it may be so. It is the 
simplest and crudest and lowest form of labor that there is. 
It is obliged to compete with Indian labor, and doubtless the 
employers get the cheapest labor they can, and now you gentle- 
men want to wipe away the tariff of 10 per cent under which 
they are just able to live. If the gentleman is correct, we em- 
ploy the cheapest labor there is, and now the gentleman wants 
to wipe that off and drive it into some other employment. 

Mr, SIMS. If the gentleman will pardon me, can the gentle- 
man tell us what is the labor cost compared to the total cost of 
production? 

Mr. GILLETT. I can not tell the gentleman. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I claim that this stands as a very clear case of an 
industry which has the lowest protection under which it can 
exist—less than 10 per cent ad valorem protection, one of the 
lowest in the whole list. Its competitor is the cheap labor 
of India, labor to whose standard no one wants us to descend, 
but what the gentlemen on the other side of the House are 
trying to do apparently is to drive out this industry from the 
United States. They want us to wind up our factories and send 
the work to India. I hope it is not a fair specimen of the spirit 
which animates the Democratic Party. You want us to abandon 
the American manufacture, you want to throw out of work the 
American laborer, and you want it done in order that you may 
save the magnificent sum of 3 cents a bale on cotton. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILLETT. I will. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is it not a fact that under this splendid 
system of protection of the Republican administration the 
employers now employ labor wherever they can get it cheapest; 
and is it not a fact that they are bringing about a million of 
foreign pauper laborers into this country every year to compete 
with American labor? 

Mr. GILLETT. That is not a very pertinent question to this 
matter. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I think it is. The gentleman said he 
wanted to protect the American workman against foreign com- 
petition. 

Mr. GILLETT. Does the gentleman from Illinois want to 
keep out foreign labor; is that his argument? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I am not making any argument at all. 

Mr. GILLETT. That seemed to be the result of the gentle- 
man’s question, and I want to find out what he is driving at. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts 
answer the question I asked? 

Mr. GILLETT. I first want to find out what the gentleman 
from Illinois is driving at. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If the foreign workman would come here 
of his own volition under a condition where he could exercise 
his freedom with the American workman, I would say let the 
foreigner come in, but I do object to the working people of this 


country being misled by the statement that they are 
by the tariff, when, in fact, there is no protection aga 
foreign workingman at all; they have to compete with 
eign workman, 

Mr. GILLETT. Of course they do, and the gentlema 
ment would seem to be that they ought not to. But 
are using here in competition with the ridiculously ch; 
of India is the cheapest labor that can be procured 
country. 

It seems to me there is no tariff in our whole }: 
presents a stronger case than cotton bagging. The duty 
less than 10 per cent. The foreign competition is not 
the same class, but Orientals whose wages are only a 
ours and whose standards of living are as different. | 
ent tariff is not high enough to allow a monopoly, as is 
by the fact that there has been for years an increasing 
tion, amounting to 20 per cent of the consumption. I: 
revenue duty, and in abolishing it you are losing revenue. 

You Democrats have the power, and for the sake of the 
planters you may strike down this American indust 
some thousands of American operatives out of work, and | 
over to the Indian coolies; but you are demonstrating 5 
attitude toward labor, are showing who your real masters 
and are revealing the political principles which have s 
kept you from power and which will again turn y 
power. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield four minuies { 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN]. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s «i 
have read an editorial which appeared in the Washingt 
on yesterday, a newspaper owned and controlled, as | 
stand, by the Hon. John R. McLean, one of the I 
leaders and also the proprietor of the Democratic org 
State of Ohio—the Cincinnati Enquirer. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I would like | 
gentleman on what authority he says that Mr. Mcl: 
Democratic leader? 

Mr. AUSTIN. That is a well-understood propositio: 
and in the West. He came very near coming to t) 
States Senate as a representative of the gentleman's part 
Ohio. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. How near did he come? 

Mr. CONNELL. Does the gentleman mean to say 
cause he may be a Democratic leader his newspaper is 
sarily a Democratic newspaper? 

Mr. AUSTIN. In this case the paper is Democrat 
owner a Democrat in good standing. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I would like to have my friends on ¢! 
side listen to this editorial first and then, if I have 
I will be glad to answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. CARTER, Oh, I have read the editorial. I w 
have some information from the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman declines to yield, 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ted 


GIVE BUSINESS A CHANCE! 


If statesmen of high and low degree are anxious to do so! 
will meet the approval of an overwhelming majority of tl 
people and immensely promote the general welfare, let th 
political agitation and give business a chance. 

By business we mean the man with the hoe and the ma 
check book; the manager at the desk and the engineer in t! 
butcher, the baker, the candlestick maker; everybody, in short, 
of the halls of legislation. : 

Every man in the United States who is willing to work ought 
a chance to work. All would have that chance if it were 
necessary obstructions and threatened assaults upon business. 
the people are only too anxious to get busy and keep busy. W 
they have the chance? 

The earth is fruitful, the people are healthy, the machir 
duction and distribution is all in place. The United St 
moment should be the busiest, most prosperous, happiest co 
globe. But it is halting and stumbling along, a gigant 
suffering from the infaritile paralysis of too much politics. 

| We do not believe for a moment that a majority of the pe 
favor of the continual monkeying with the mechanism of 
They are not demanding an overhauling of the country by 

| doctors and legislative tinkers. They are attending to their « 

| ness and they wish lawmakers would shut up shop and quit 
with the business of breadwinning and home making. 

Big business is no more vitally affected than little business, © 
the fact that more persons are concerned in big business than 
business. The same influence that halts a railroad system Pp: 
merchants and builders and farmers along the line, to say 0 

| the mechanics and laborers directly employed by the railr« ad. 
Injury or interruption of one business injures and intert oS 
The delay in deciding the Standard Oil and Tobacco Trust cases Dy 
United States Supreme Court does no more harm to those concerns 

| it does to all other business. The harm does not lie in fear of 
verse decision, but in the delay. If the worst were known 


would go ahead, but uncertainty paralyzes the will of busin« “ from 
Atlantic to the Pacific. No engagements can be made for futur 
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trend to thei i i an help : 
ning from mal l per : Ait St. Louis we have hundreds of me) n 
The judicia telling ra W who are kit the manuf re of yar ds of g 
ad everyday | ne ' . ging. Should this b beco! law, this indust1 lis 
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use on the Republican side.] been cri d rea by th recent tari , 
\LZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the from which bagging, and so forth. is manuf ’ ro ry 
in from Missouri [Mr. Dyer]. that the conditions in re po tl to this bagging ( 
DYER. Mr. Chairman, I have been immensely inter- | only in my city but in other places, I « \ ya 
well as greatly benefited by the very able discussion statement that has been eal by the ¢ li ( 
as been carried on upon this question on both sides of Henderson, N. C., under date of April 24, and hic] fol 


f 
Chamber, and I fear I can add little to what has already | lows, in part: 
upon the important questions and items of which I 




































The “ farmers’ free-list bill” just introduced in ¢ 
speak. I plead in defense of rising at all to speak upon | admit jute into thi yuntry free 3 product 
estion the great interest the people of my district have | nowhere el Conditions there require yment 
bill. I represent, in the twelfth d rict of Missouri. a ; pie ‘5 Sat wy hy # ats per Rte = to el 
of the most important districts in this country from the | year 1910. rire eee Te eee 
int of the tariff and of protection. The district that I rhe duty on cotton bagging, which is made of jute 
ent is the second wealthiest district in this cou It | eae aad other date meeiaeie Ieee Lad’ a teed Ge ae 
ngaged thousands of men in various lines of purst ” esne- ee a hard tim 
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to this country heir idea ! S bill that I rise at all. |; se aos os : 
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l nefit of certain sections of the cou ill be to the l t 20 
harm and detriment of other sections hat to eee ; . 
true, I do not charge that the n such in ‘aaa eee 
y in their proposal of this law. Th hat there May God f i 
with the people of my district is not have not — , om : 
y of work to do, but their only « the cost { D + p 
of ng is too high. I voted for the r believing , 
that that would, in a large measure, r living ng a 
1 I still believe that it will. I agree on that lestion with a 1 
the distinguished gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hr] iny ( 
lin his address, when discussing this matter. He said: ' 
k I demonstrated beyond dispute, for no re] has yet been made f 
ody to the proposition, that tl ving which : 1 ) 
tins in this country was a n ed demand = and sustain a considerable reduction in the nd t 
od products and a proportionately di power on | the prophecy of Bret Harte will be fulfilled: “ We ai 
*t, and that this great ch duc mand a cheap labor.” We pray that such a cal if } ; 


rom agriculture to manufacturing, had begu n the At my y 5 eee 
and was steadily moving ws influence That, Mr. Chairman, is from North Carolina, wher 

















fective and controlling in the Centr have grown up, such as these and ot! : t] 
nted out also that the transference of millions up: on millions of . P ety ; : 

the I d-producing classes from the nations of Europe : line thr« ugh _the sx uther 1 States, | re l ¢ 
ring industries of this country had m: tariff that the Republican Party has enacted 

f living world-wide; and . expres From “4 » conditions prevailing in this ] 
tion of high pri: for food 1c va vitable and it pn | Sana . 7 ; 

y possible effect of « inlete freed ym of exch > of : tura city, and the Seats and figures tha Have ( } 

between the United States I am satisfied that the statement from tl Us ad 


tard the rapid advances and 

f the fast-diminishing export sur] 

ith countries, and that a consi 
‘y for a permanent readjustn 
nditions of the cost of living. 


Co. is true, and I will not burden the Rr » vi 
as to the figures and conditions that | l in t 

my Own city, as it is substantially 1 ai 
Carolina Bagging Co., and of all the f rT ‘ ized 
believe, Mr. Chairman, that that is the only solution of the | business in this country, including the B 
ion of the high cost of living, that the production has not | out a great deal of the jute bagging for 
qual to the demand, and it is only by opening up the used in this country. Al 
gricultural markets of Canada, which I do not believe will js imported from Calcutta, and if you admit 
hurt materially any section of this country, as has been charged import all, and the ruinous results of free trade, as : 
m this floor, that we will get relief. this industry, will be seen in the extinguishing of the 
In voting for reciprocity with Canada I did not vote for free the mills and the idleness of American laborers « 

le with the world. Free trade and r rocity are not twins, | work. 

s been charged upon this floor. Some one has stated here I have a telegram here, Mr. Chai 

they were twin sisters—reciprocity and this free-list bill. | HL & L. Chase Bag 
ot believe, Mr. Chairman, that they are any 


‘ all 


relation a same <¢ 
t even fifty-first cousins. Protection and reciprocity have which I 





Co., of St. Loui 


Lint and objecting to 





have read into the Recorp f1 














( the handiwork of the pa that has dey lt coun- | Co., of Henderson, N. C., and I asl { 
t wonderful resources and made it a great country. Recorp. The letter is as follov 
these policies of the Republican Party which has made es — 
protected American workingmen in the factories and the t. I 
8. There is more work to-day for the laboring man in this | Hon. L. C. Dymr, 
try than there has ever been before. He is not crying fo H cus of Repre : am 
; V< WaT . . , , x Str: L ling that t ? nder 
to-day. He wants more to eat ley. I am Sin: Learning t aoe 
: P = e cussion to-day in you 
him on that, and hope he get ciprocity | jute industry, we con 
Canada. One thing is certain, ist come | as follows: 
ugh and by the Republican Party, tic Part Bef voting on 
I y 7 . > give opportunity tor a TY 
now and never has been equ: Democ- | hefore the Ways and Means ( 
y iS good at tearing down, but not We trust tl y 
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; the various items of this bill, but would speak especially 
industries, which thrive in my district, as examples of There is another iter 
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beginning with line 3 and ending with line 10, and being | ending with line 24 


fords as follows: 


: ing for cotton, gi mny cloth, and all similar fabrics, mat 
ngs suitable for cove nd | I otton mip 1 ir 


2 part of jute, butts, hemp flax, 


ain, buff, split 
leather ; beot nd 
from cattle 


bovine species, 
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in sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, composed wholly or in chief | 


value of leather; and leather cut into shoe uppers or vamps or other 
forms suitable for conversion into manufactured articles. 

I will not go into the details of this industry, as it has ably 
and minutely been discussed in this House in the last few days 
by several Members of this House, and I ask you to carefully 
read and consider what they said upon this matter before you 
vote to take the duty off of this class of goods. 

Just for a moment, to give you an idea of the importance of 
this industry as it applies only to my district, I will state that 
the boot and shoe manufacturers in that district, with American 
labor, in the year 1910, made 26,300,000 pairs of shoes; that 
the cost of the manufacture of these shoes was $40,000,000; 
wages paid were $8,100,000; the average net profits were under 


5 per cent; a very small portion of these shoes were shipped to | 


foreign countries, but practically all were sold in this country. 
The average wages paid to shoe cutters in the city of St. Louis 
were $16 a week. For the same class of work the shoe cutters 
in foreign countries receive about $7 a week. Reduce the tariff, 
if you will, on these goods, and the products necessary in the 
manufacture thereof, and you will cripple these industries, 
probably close some of the factories, and surely reduce the price 
of wages paid to the American workmen. 

And not only, Mr. Chairman, does this industry affect this 
district in the importance I have called to your attention, but 
you all know there are men engaged in the sale of these shoes, 
retail and otherwise, throughout the various States of this 
country. It not only affects the shoe companies which are in 
my district, but it also affects them in their relation with the 
States of Missouri and Illinois. Some of these shoe companies 
have factories in those States. 

It has been said to-day here on the floor of this House by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lonewortu], and it has been re- 
peatedly charged and stated here, that there never has been any 
claim of a trust or a combination in the shoe industry. Then 
why would you tear them down? Why would you even cripple 
them? And why would you take away from them this small 
pittance of protection that they now have? Do you want to 
reduce the prices they are now paying to the workmen engaged 
in this industry? Do you think $16 a week for shoe cutters is 
too much? Would you have them receive the same as the for- 
eign cutters in foreign lands now get, of about $7 a week? 
That is not the way to reduce the price of living and the cost of 
living. 

It has been only a few years back, Mr. Chairman, when it 
was cheap to live, if you only had the money to buy. I remem- 
ber the time, not many years ago, when I was upon my father’s 
farm in Missouri, when we could not get anything for the 
products that we raised. It was because of the tariff legislation 
that had been enacted by the Democratic Party, and because of 
the harmful effects on American industries. Idleness was in 
the cities, and there was no market for the goods, and you could 
then truly say that the cost of living was cheap. But they had 
nothing with which to buy the products. 

In addition, Mr. Chairman, to free shoes, etc., that this bill 
would bring into this country free, there is a long list of mate- 
rials that every shoe manufacturer must use, but which this 
committee has not included in this bill. This list includes many 
kinds of leather and tanning materials used in producing 
leather, such as cloth for linings, canvas, threads, blackings, 
cement, nails, tacks, wire, and so forth, all of which are free to 
the manufacturers of England, however, and of some other 
countries. This gives the foreign manufacturers an unfair ad- 
vantage. 

The reduction of the tariff on shoes to the present 10 per 
cent has reached the danger limit, and I sincerely hope that the 
intelligence and patriotism of this House will allow its best 
judgment to prevail in their refusal to pass this bill, and that 
it will forget, if such is possible here, political issues and 
political campaigns of the future and fix our minds and our 
attention upon that which is for the best interests of this whole 
country. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that the laws that are enacted 
should be laws that are best for the majority of the people and 
not for any particular portion of them or any particular section 
of them. 

There is another matter, Mr. Chairman, that I would call the 
attention of this House to, and that is a statement prepared by 
the New England Shoe and Leather Association at a meeting of 
their board of directors held on the 22d of April of this year. 
It is as follows: 

The proposal to put leather and boots and shoes on the free list seems 
to make it necessary to consider conditions as now existing in this 
eS time of the passage of the Payne-Aldrich bill a very thorough 


investigation of these conditions, both at home and abroad, was made. 
It will be remembered that certain manufacturers of shoes stated at 
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that time that if hides and other necessary materials were n 


protection for shoes would be needed. 


This statement aroused a very earnest discussion, and ing 


seemed to be thoroughly established that certs 


| made in the principal markets of Europe; samples were obt 
amined, and appraised; labor costs were ascertained : 


. and t 
lin grades of 


shoes, value of which was given chiefly by their style and fi; 


successfully compete with foreign productions. 


On other g¢ 


the American ideas in regard to style and fit were not as 
was found that the shoes abroad were being sold at somew 


prices current in this country, and that without 


a moderat« 


tariff manufacturers in this country would be subjected to : 
petition, and the wages of labor would necessarily be somew 


‘ It was also found that the German tanners had made 
| in the tanning and finishing of calfskins and upper leathe 
| owing to the lower cost of labor, chemicals, and tanning ma 


x 


erally, upper leather was being ptoduced in foreign count: 


than the cost in America. 


_the shoe and leather industry has never claimed the 
high tariff rates, and in accordance with its traditional p: 


consented to very important reductions in the 
leather and shoes at the time of the enactmen 


| The rates established were intentionally made as 


jeopardizing the manufacturing interests and 
ployees. 


rates on “ 
t of the la 
low as po 
the wages 


The duties as they now stand are so low as to be on | 


revenue basis. 
Since these rates were established, such chan 


ges as havi 


the situation have been against rather than in favor of 1 


manufacturer. 
Modern machinery and factory methods have 
and the foreign manufacturer of shoes now sta 


been rapidly 
nds more 1 


American level of efliciency than ever before. Under tl 
stances and in view of the added cost of tanning material! in 


try on account of the tariff and the consequent higher « 


and in view of the fact that the shoe workers in the United xs: 
tain from two to four times the wages paid in European count 
proposal to make shoes and leather free must be considered a 


reasonable cause or excuse. 


The shoe and leather industry asks no favors of Congress 
to have developed a much higher condition of comparative 
thau has been established by other and kindred industries 
simply a fair chance to continue their development under 


tions as are in every way to the advantage of 


the Ameri 


The products of their tanneries and factories have established t 
ard for equality the world over, and have been distributed t 
sumers at prices at least as low as those current anywhe! 
The tariff on shoes has never cost the wearer of shoes in 
States one cent, and free trade in shoes will do nothing toward 
ing the footwear of the farmer or lessening by one cent bhi 


expenses. 

Shoes made either at home or abroad must 
margin of profit. The shoes produced in the t 
ditions of the most intense competition do not _ 
average profit of more than abont 4 per cent. 


ay the produ 
nited States 
yay the manu 

The foreig: 


turer certainly would not work for less. The lower cost of 
chinery, and materials abroad is only partially offset in this « 
production on a larger scale and more efficient and systemat 


of the machinery and materials employed. T 


he cost 


product is to-day slightly less on most grades in FE 


America, and in some styles, where handwork 
margin in favor of Europe is very wide. 


is largely 


For the past 10 years Europe has been constantly stud 
methods and adopting our machinery. To-day she is fu 


equality with us in the production of machiner 


y, and is org 


industry to secure for her manufacturers the benefit of the | 
duction and more systematic and efficient methods which w 


joy. At the present moment there are in the sh« 
try at least five representatives of the largest s 


ye factories of t 
hoe manufact 


panies in Europe, sent here by their employers for the purpo 


and investigation of American methods. 


Under conditions as they exist at the present time ther 


doubt that the advantage of European manufa 


eturers wil 


increase for the present, and the result of the removal 


slight protection now afforded would be to div 


ide the mar! 


the domestic and foreign manufacturers without result in ma 


ing in cost to the consumer, 


I also have here, Mr. Chairman, a telegram and a letter f 
the shoe manufacturers of St. Louis, begging that this | 
not disturbed. They say that foreign manufacturers h 
material and nonroyalty machinery, and labor about h 
paid in this country. The tariff on shoes is only 10 pe! 
whereas on other wearing apparel it is much more. Why s!) 
shoes bear all the burden in the plan to reduce the cost o! 
ing? Why not reduce the tariff upon sugar? They ea! 


protest against the removal of duty on 


shoes under e 


conditions. That is signed, Mr. Chairman, by the Brown 5 


Co., the Carruthers-Jones Shoe Co., and 11 


other big shoe ! 


facturers of the city of St. Louis, including the Hamilton-B1 
Shoe Co., which company, I want to state here, has thie « 
for furnishing shoes to the Army, and it was not the co! 
that was charged here upon the floor the other day, wit! | 
quarters in Boston, that has a monopoly upon it. he 
companies of St. Louis have been having these contracts 


years and have been supplying most of 


the shoes that 


been worn by the soldiers, and it is because, Mr. Chair 


shoe manufacturers of St. Louis produce 
land. 


thé best shoes 


I ask leave to insert in the Recorp a telegram and letter f 


them upon this subject: 


Sr. Lours, Mo., April 26, 11! 


Hon. L. C. Dymr, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 


C. 


Foreign manufacturers have free material and nonroyalty ma bit 


and labor at about one-half paid in this country. 
these conditions if shoes are free? The tari 


Can we compete | 
on shoes is only 10 | 
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ent. whereas all other wearing apparel averages about 60 per cent 
it should shoes bear all the burden in the plan to reduce the cost of 
We earnestly protest against the removal of duty on shoes 
existing conditions, 

Brown Shoe Co., Carruthers-Jones Shoe Co., Geo. F. Ditt- 
mann Boot & Shoe Co., Hamilton-Brown Shoe Co., John 
Meier Shoe Co., Roberts, Johnson, Rand Shoe Co., Bur- 
row-Jones Dyer Shoe Co., Desnoyers Shoe Co., Fried- 
man-Shelby Shoe Co., Johansen Bros. Shoe Co., Peters 

Shoe Co., Wertheimer-Swarts Shoe Co. 


Also the following letter from a shoe manufacturer of St. 
Louis 


My Dear Mr. Dyer: Your night telegram, asking for data regarding 
st ndustry of St. Louis, received. We appreciate very much your 

nrerest and have sent you night telegram, reading as follows: 
“Answering your telegram, the shoe manufacturers of St. Louis made 
last year about 26,300,000 pairs of shoes. Producing cost, $40,000,000 ; 
wages, $8,100,000; average net profits under 5 per cent. Very small 
n shipped foreign countries. Shoe cutters have received average 


ekly ; same work some foreign countries, $7 weekly. We believe 





free 1oes would result in a large reduction in wages or closed fac- | 
tories.” 

rhe figures given weve obtained from the publishers of the Shoe Trade 
Paper in St. Louis, and we believe they are approximately correct. 

The undersigned has visited representative shoe factories in Europe 


within the last year, when he investigated the question of foreign shoes 

} ¢ shipped to this country, and it is his judgment that free shoes 

would be a very serious matter to the shoe workers, as well as the shoe 

manufacturers, of this country. 

Brown SHoe Co., 

J. H, Rosiee, Vice President. 

Hon. L, C. Dyer, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


St. Louis is in the State of Missouri, and Missouri is the | 


greatest State in the Union, as my Democratic friends of this 
House have testified to by selecting for its Speaker our dis- 
tinguished son and our first citizen, the Hon. CHamp CLARK. 
[Applause.] While I am not a prophet, and never had any 
experience in prophecy, I will say this, Mr. Chairman, which 
is a little away from my subject, that if the Democracy of 
this country wants the ablest and the best and the 


nominate and try their best to elect him to that position. 
[Applause. ] 

I have other letters and telegrams here, Mr. Chairman, from 
the shoe-manufacturing industries of St. Louis and from the 
district which I have the honor to represent here in this House. 
One of those letters, which I have read in part, has given to 
you the names of those men who are engaged in that industry, 
and they are interested, and all of the people of St. Louis are 
interested, in this subject. 

We are not here, Mr. Chairman, pleading for capital espe- 
cially, but we are here pleading for the interests of the work- 
ingmen. One of the shoe manufacturers of St. Louis stated to 
me that last year he visited all the representative shoe factories 
in Europe, where he investigated the question of foreign shoes 
that are being shipped to this country, and it is his judg- 


ment that free shoes would be a very serious matter to the 
shoe workers aS well as to the shoe manufacturers of this 


country. 
A letter addressed to me from another large manufacturer in 
my district is as follows: 


Sr. Lovts, Mo., April 26, 1911, 
Hon 


L. C. Dyer, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


Bear Str: You are going to be asked to take off the present 10 per | 


cent duty on shees, and we trust_that you will not do so. 


Census of manufactures, city of St. Louis, Mo. 
(Comparative summary, 1899, 1904, and 1909.) 





great- 
est Democrat in the country for the White House they will | 
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Our 


American workmen can compete with the English, the French 
and the Germans, and, on an equal basis, they can beat them, but t 
difference in the cost of living over there and the cost of living ! 


is so great that if we had to meet European c 
disaster to the trade. 

The duty, before the last change, we think was 20 per cent, and they 
cut it down to 10 per cent, which is as little as it ought to be, when 
you consider the fact that wages in this country avera; 


ditions it would mean 
© 






about 100 per 
cent more than they do over on the other side. This difference in wages 
can not come out of the manufacturers’ profits, bec: with one or 





two exceptions, there is hardly a shoe house in the country to-day that 
is making more than a living. 


Conditions are exceedingly discouraging in the shoe-manufacturing 
trade and any further burden, such as is proposed tl increased 
reduction of tariff, would be the “straw to break the camel's back.” 
To the shoe industry of your State this tit n exceedingly 
important item, and we hope you will give it your \y earnest and 
eareful consideration. 

DESNOY Sror Co., 
By W. L. DesNoyers, President. 


Mr. Chairman, I would also, with your permission and with 
the permission of the House, call your attention to the follow- 
ing figures on imports and exports to show to you that there 
is already being imported into this country millions of dollars’ 
worth of goods in the bagging and shoe industries: 


Imports and exports for 12 months ending December, 1910 





(Compiled from the Monthly Summary of Commerce and Finance, Decem- 
ber, 1910.) 
} 

Exports of 
| Imports. | merchan- 
' | j ah ‘ 
| | 

= oom : aa 
Manufactures of— 
Bagging, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics suitable for 
j covering cotton = ait , ‘ 5 i ee 
jurlaps or plain woven fabrics of single jute yarn 21,329, 239 
Hides and skins, other than fur skins, raw or uncured.| 86, 107,728 
Leather and tanned skins and manufactures thereof...| 16,558,059 | $53,511, 761 


| 


As to the number of establishments and number of wage earn- 
ers engaged in the boot and shoe industry in my district and of 
the value of their products, I will read a statement of the prelim- 
inary totals of 1909, compared with 1904, showing also the prog- 
ress that this industry has been making in St. Louis, as prepared 

| from the records of the Bureau of United States Census, to wit: 


Preliminary totals for 1999, compared with 190}. 


| Number | Average 


of estab- | number 


‘ 





f 
Census ma Va 
lish- of wage | pr 
ments. earner 
| a — — — = 
} | — 
te Sats Sea a dts 1 | 8 11,081 | $27,779,009 
”) } 18 ), 234 19, 101,00) 
Boot and shoe uppers, cut stock, and find- | 
cal awn cenindan Ese 1909 ‘| 5 1, 057 6, 192, 000 
1904 | 4) O7 541000 
Leather, tanned, curried, and finished.. i909 | ’ m) 2,035, 000 
1904 7 211 1, 107,000 


I also invite your attention to some figures from the Bureau 
of the Census as to number of manufacturing establishments, men 
| employed therein, and so forth, in city of St. Louis, to wit: 


Preliminary totals. 











| Census. Per cent of increasé. 
1904 to | 1899 to 1899 to 
| 1909 1904 1899 son9 | 1904 | 1909 
| | . " . . 
| | 
an 1 aia ecg naanaaNancededkdedunéecdescontuaseleeeiennas 2, 667 2, 482 2, 646 | 7 16 1 
a el eo ok ca a ogc anbonsseeonsisekecdbaesdneccececascsdécegnssaeeenenenne $268, 491,000 | $265, 937,000 | $150, 526, 000 | 1 77 * 
Nee eee ee ee kee euccuenceccstassnadeseseavaccercesccosceccocccedauenenneeneanel $187, 599,000 | $127,740,000 | $101, 838, 000 f 5 R4 
ne sae ik inl duguneceensccavecbenssbessecccsbonvceccaesesccseceuasauinal ee $68,105,000 | $56,117,000 | $39, 224,000 | 21 43 | 74 
a 2a av endibteaddnstibeuueectabveccakadcoees dounseeeaenine $40,821,000 | $37,183,000 | $27, 404, 000 | 1 6 | 49 
Ea os |. ncpaiee se deesisebocuevesascaceoseonsuepeeneeleen $327, 676,000 | $267, 307,000 | $193,733, 000 | 233 8 | 69 
\ alue vided by manufacture (products, less cost of materials). ................+-++-ss eccccccccccccess| $140,077,000 $129, 567,000 | $91, 895, 000 8 41 | 2 
mployees: | | | 
Number of salaried officials and clerks. .................0--sssscecssccscecccsccces eeecececccccceees 15, 349 | 11, 381 8, 867 | 35 28 7 
Average number of wage earners employed during the year..............-....+++ ecccccecesocccccs 87, 097 82, 698 | 64, 832 | 5 28 4 
1 Decrease. 


St. Louis, as the above figures show, has become the great 
manufacturing city it has through the Republican policy of pro- 
Free trade will retard its progress and ruin many of 


tection. 
its industries, 


Mr. Chairman, let me say to this Democratic House and its 
leaders that what I have presented here have been facts and 


figures in support of the protective duty now upon these articles, 
as against the free-trade theories and doctrines that you gen 
tlemen have been advocating for many years, but which I hope 
you will never be able to again write into laws in this country. 
The country remembers well the last Democratic tariff law. 
Some one has aptly said that in its workings the law was a 
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“nightmare of calamity for wage earners and business men.” 

It has been intimated upon this floor during this debate that the 

Democratic majority is engaged in the ripping up of the pro- 

tect tariff, and the dealing with the subject in such a way as 

to promote the chances of the party to carry the country next 

year. While I do not charge your party with that in this House, 

[I trust you will let me call your attention to the year 
Then you were about to take charge of all branches of the Gov- 
You had convinced the people of that day that your 
principles of free trade and tariff for revenue only were 
their best interests. Your lease of power was, hi brief 
for the people soon revoked the power which they had given to 
you. Your theories and the putting of some of them into law 
caused a halting in business enterprises and the 
dence, and at the first opportunity the people turned again to th 
Republican Party,that party which has protected American wages 
American industries, and which has made this country 
great in agriculture, great in manufacturing, and great in min- 
ing. You gentlemen of the majority in this House may by 
your votes here free trade upon the items 
mentioned in this bill, so far as you have the 

but remember that you are attacking a poli 
American people ha many times favored, 
brought them hapj prosperity, and c 
plause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gent 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
hour to the gentleman from 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
is recognized hour, 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I 
the members of this committee remain in this Halla 
if any of them do, they need have no fear that they 
able to get insurance on their lives hereafter. [Lauchter.] 

The subject of taxation is an from m 
viewpoints. There are two well-defined schools in this country 
in regard to the use of the taxing power of the 
one believing that a tax should be laid upon imports for the sol 
purpose of raising revenue to support the Government, an 
that it should be laid as lightly as possible upon the prime 
necessities of life, to the end that the burdens of labor may 

the other believing that taxes should be | 
the purpose of protecting American ind withou 
to raising revenue or the articles upon which it sh« 
Certain classes of people may differ as to what 
prime necessities of life, but the people at large no longer differ 
as to what constitutes these things. They have learned by the 
school of experience that those things are necessaries that en- 
able them to live and pursue their daily toil. them 
may be mentioned food, raiment, and shelter. 

While it is impossible in this day of “greed and graft” 
equitably adjust these differences, but far as possible 
deem it our duty to attempt it. I recognize that almost all 
legislation here must of necessity be a compromise, either 
the committee framing it or in Congress passing it. This must 
be so in the very nature of things, where nearly 400 men, rep 
resenting all walks and stations in life—from the farm, fac- 
tory, bank, and courthouse—come men not only from continental 
United States but our Territories and foreign px in 
both the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, all having an equal voice 
in shaping legislation. In 1908 the Republican Party swept 
the country by an unprecedented majority in both the electoral 
college and popular vote. It gained its victory by a solemn 
promise to revise the tariff and to revise it downward. 

In March, 1909, it undertook the redemption of its pr 
and on August 5 of that year concluded its Jabor by bringing 
forth a measure worse than the “tariff abominations ” 
passed by the forefathers of the Republican Party in 1 
and as the people in righteous indignation rose up then 
rebuked the party for imposing burdens upon then ater than 
they could bear, the people last fall rose in the power of thei 
might and with their ballots smote the giant int 
country “hip and thigh,” 
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ive 


1893 
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tor 


wever, 


loss of confi- 
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and 


estal various 
power to do so, 
cy which the great 
and which has 


‘ntment. |Ap- 
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iness, 


; expired. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield o 
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rest s of } 
with the result that to-day there are 
hardly enough Members on the Republican side of the Chamber 
to be palibearers to the funeral of the “lame-duck” brigade 
who quit ¢ tariff laws on the 4th of last March. 

I recog that no party can accept power without a 
ing responsibility, and the Democratic Party now gladly ac 
cepts the responsibility, so far as this branch of Congress is 
concerned. After legislation leaves here the responsibility is 
yours, not We propose to give the people some relief, 
and if you block it, either at the other end of this Capitol or | 
it the western end of the Avenue, the responsibility is yours. 
rhe Canadian trade agreement. initiated by a Republican Presi- 
dent and negotiated by a Republican Secretary of State, passed | 


ours, 
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this House the other day with 289 votes for 
against it. Most of the votes against it were 
Napoleonic “stand-pat guard,” men who see no 
thing that tends to reduce the cost of living or 
the burden of labor, men who would apply the rule of 
excluding from our markets any foreign manu! 
which by any process could be manufactured i 

of the effect it may have on the ; 
sumers of manufactured goods, were it not for 

ved, and men who no doubt have aided in en: 
laws in the past the rates of duty of which have b 
as to become prohibitory in their effect. 

The opponents of that measure directed the bu 
argument against placing wheat on the free list: | 
signal of despair, predicting dire ruin to all our 
the agreement be enacted into law, the moment 

mpetition with the wheat fields of Canada. 

ation to our farmers, then it is radically wro: 

affect them, then out of your own mouths 
mmned. Let us see. There has been a ra 
yme kind almost for half a century whea 
ing from 25 to 50 cents per bushel. Has this 1 
nything to de with keeping up the } 
If so, why has iis price flu 
memory of all here the p 
75> cents to $1.50 per bushel. 
nt that a rate of duty on wheat can keep tl 

~ountry while we continue to raise more t 

er year than we consume, and which mu 


regardless 


Lili 


conde s 


s a on 
rice of 
ctuated 
of w 


Does anyoi 


\ ig 
country ? 
Within the 


ice 


Vhat has kept up the price of wheat? Has i 
of duty of 25 cents per bushel upon it, or has it b 
wide upon us for our wheat surplus? If it h: 
mand, I care not whether it be a home or a forei 
principle is the same. If the price of wheat i 
demand for it, then the argument agai the 
l sing to take the duty off of wheat falls t 
11 needs no answer. To the mai 
f wheat has been kept up by 
us the m, Why has this } 
is the price not been stable in this count: 
same price every day in the year since the d 
upon ji [A lau on the Democratic side. ] 
no » rate of duty; it has been « 
yption. In the last analysis, 
the Canadiai ade agreement are driven 
that the price of wheat has been kept up in wt 
by a rate of duty upon it, but by a a 
com In other words, its price has been 
inevitable law of supply and demand. 
Suppose all these years that we have had a dut 
we ld have had an emba duty 
if our farmers had gone on raising a hund 


each y¢ 


Ist ei 


auesti 


rate since 


to 


of 
lity. 


reason 


Law 


Ww 


1 roe, 
WOT 


rgo against 
red 
“ar more than we consumed, does anyone 
on wheat at the rate of $25 per bushel und 

uld or would have kept up its price 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Ever: 
swers this question “No.” Then every h 
is to enlighten the people should 
iff on wheat in this country adds nothing to 
as long as we continue to be heavy exporters of 
have been raising and exporting wheat for dec: 
where has the surplus of both nations gone duri 
Canada’s surplus has not come to this country no 
to Canada, but the surplus of both countries ! 
empty the world. It has gone to 
paying the most for it. If this agreement b« 
our farmers quit raising wheat? Canada can not 
for her surplus wheat in this country unless our 
trary to all their past splendid history, yield up 
retire from the field in dishonor, something I a1 

placed on an equal footing with the Cana 

in getting cheaper farming implements, I enter 
what the American farmer can and will compet 
dian brother in raising and selling wheat in : 
markets. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Will the ¢ 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I will yield for a 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The ge 
surplus fixes the price of wheat. 

Mr. COX of Indiana, Oh, the gentieman 
force of my statement. I said the demand 


desire 


granaries of 


| wheat. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Well, will the genticmat 
this question: If Canada raises the same quality of w' 





man : 





1911. 





jo—that the Northwestern States raise, No. 1 hard wheat— 
end the surplus goes into the empty granaries of the world 
snd the demand fixed the price, why is it that for the last 10 
ne 2) years there has been a difference in the price in the 
1" ted States and across the border for the same grade of 


we 


wheat: why has it been higher in this country than in Canada? 
Mr. COX of Indiana. The gentleman’s question answers 


1f. If he means by this question that the price of wheat 
during this period of time has been higher in this country 
than in Canada, then he need have no fear whatever about 
Canadian wheat being shipped into this country and driving its 
price down. 
during this period of time has been higher in Canada than in 
the United States, this condition may be due to local conditions ; 
t may be due to transportation. Local demands may enter 
into the question. I have seen in my own county, on the same 


line of railroad, in towns not more than 15 miles apart, the 
nrice of wheat vary on the same day from 2 to 5 cents per 
pushel. This is due entirely to local conditions. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. But the Canadian methods of ex- 
norts are better than those from Minneapolis, with cheaper 
freight rates. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. That may he due entirely to local 
eonditions. Does the gentleman believe that the farmers of 
Minnesota will stop raising wheat if the Canadian trade agree- 
ment will become a law? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
at the Canadian price. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Oh, yes; your howl about the farmers 
of the country and the destruction of the price of wheat is 
nothing but the wail of the old standpatter, who sees the 
mountain of protection giving way under ceaseless and con- 
t hammering on the part of the people. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I assure the gentleman that does 
not apply to me, because I am not a standpatter. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. You see plainly the handwriting on 
the wall; you see the strong citadel of protection yielding and 
giving way. I am glad to see you repent of your sins once in 
awhile. “ While the lamp holds out to burn the vilest sinner 
may return.” The latest convert we have on the proposition 
of a downward revision of the tariff is none other than Presi- 
dent Taft himself. [Applause on the Democratic side.] At 
last he has come over to our way of thinking, and if he and 
some more of his brethren on that side of the Chamber will 
come over with a contrite heart we will welcome them to our 
fold. 

Mr. Chairman, what I have said about wheat applies with 
equal force to cattle and sheep, hogs and horses. For more 
than a quarter of a century we have had a duty from $2 to 
$10 per head on cattle, and on hogs and sheep $1.50 per head, 


No; but they will have to sell it 


stan 


On the other hand, if he means that the price | 
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and during this same period of time we have observed the price 


of these fluctuate up and down. The price of hogs prior to 
the panie of 1907 ranged from 7 to 8 cents per pound; imme- 
diately following the panic the price of hegs dropped to 4 
cents per pound, and last year (1910) we saw the price soar to 
10 cents per pound, with the same rate of tariff on hogs during 
this same period of time. If the rate of duty upon hogs had 
anything to do with bringing the price of hogs up to 10 cents 
per pound, the same rate of duty certainly brought it down to 
4 cents per pound. 
ways. The price of wheat commodities, like the price of 
wheat, is governed by the immutable law of supply and de- 
mand, 


price goes up; when the demand is limited and the supply is 


It is a poor rule that will not work both | 


When the demand is strong and the supply limited, the | 


strong, the price goes down, tariff or no tariff, duty or no duty. | 


It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that cotton grown in this coun- 
try without any tariff upon it is a complete answer to those 
who oppose the Canadian trade agreement for fear it would 
drive the price of wheat down in this country. The reports of 
the Secretary of Agriculture say we raised last year 691,767,000 
bushels of wheat valued at $625,000,000, and every bushel of 
this wheat was protected by a rate of duty of 25 cents per 
bushel; and he reports during this same year we raised in this 
country $900,000,000 worth of cotton, and not a pound of 
cotton was protected by any rate of duty or any tariff whatever, 


and for the preceding five years we raised upon an average of | 


$685,000,000 worth of cotton, a total in value in these six years 
of $4,325,000,000, representing more than four and one-half 
times the total capitalization of all the national banks in the 
country, and nearly one-third of the value of the 250,000 miles 
of steam railroads in the country, with cotton all these years 
upon the free list. 

The planter of the South in these short years, though unpro- 
tected by way of duty upon his cotton, was meeting and com- 
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peting with millluns of Hindus of India engaged in raising 
cotton on land where the fertility of the soil is unsurpassed in 
the world and where pauper labor subsists on a very small rate 
of wages. Nor is this all; he was competing with Chinese 
coolie labor, millions strong, where our friends on that side of 
the Chamber are wont to tell us that labor subsists on rats 
and mice. Nor is this all; he was competing with the fellahs 
of Egypt tilling the valley of the Nile, famed for its cotton 
and biblical lore, where pauper labor in all of its ghost-like 


specter stalks abroad in the land. This commodity, unpro- 
tected as it is, has brought into the country in the past six 
years more than $2,000,000,000 worth of foreign gold, and 


every pound of it, the moment it found a foreign market, had 
to and did meet in open cumpetition cotton raised by the truly 


pauper labor of the world. You may ask me how he was able 
to do it. The question is easily answered. The price of cot- 
ton, like the price of wheat and corn, barley and oats, is 
governed by the ever-unchanging law of supply and demand. 


The price of cotton during the same years, though having no 


rate of duty upon it, like the price of wheat, corn, oats, barley 
and other commodities having a rate of duty upon them, ha: 


continued to fluctuate in price exactly as the price of th 


other commodities has fluctuated. Last year the combined 
value of the farmers’ products reached the appalling and 
startling figures of $8,926,000,000, a sum representing one- 
fifteenth of the total wealth of the United States; and this 


vast sum of money was made upon the great staple commodities 
upon which a rate of duty existed, except cotton. 

The farmer has been prosperous no more than he deserves, 
His prosperity has come to him by dint of his own energy 
economy, and thrift, aided by God Almighty’s rain and sun- 
shine, together with a heavy demand for his commodities. He 
has accomplished this in spite of conditions surrounding him, 


’ 


being compelled to pay exorbitant prices for the things he 
bought from the manufacturers, 

Did you ever hear of a multimillionaire farmer in your life? 
I never heard of but one; he was from Missouri and died Inst 


year. [Applause.] For over 40 years the farmer has been the 
toadstool beneath the harrow of protection, and from his back 
and the backs of the toiling millions of laboring men and women 
in this country the high priests of protection have harrowed 
their millions, until today our country from ocean to 
is filled by multimillionaires, able to pay $50,000 for a Gutten 
berg Bible, not for the purpose of learning the commandment, 
“Thou shalt not steal,” but for the purpose of having an ancient 
relic in his library. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


ocenn 


Another can pay $250,000 for the world-famed Hope dia 
mond, others can buy flying machines to sail in the air, and 
others yachts to ride upon the sea. I can not believe that this 
professed friendship for the farmer is sincere by men who 


opposed the Canadian trade agreement, or who oppose the free- 


bill now under consideration. The wail of these men re 
minds me of the old, old song I used to hear, “ Hark, from the 
tomb the doleful sound, mine ears attend the ery.” It is the 


wail of the old standpatter, who plainly sees the handwriting 
on the wall against protection, needing no Daniel to interpret it, 
with countless thousands of people in this country daily 
“Down with protection and up with 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


erving, 
right 


rts 0 


the equality of 
You see the ramp: 


protection being stormed by a determined host of men and 
women, who do not propose to capitulate for terms, but who 
propose to pursue the fight until equality of taxation is restored 
in this country. 

You see its outposts giving way, its picket lines driven in 
under the splendid leadership of the Hon. Oscar W. UN! 
woop, chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, which 
reports this bill, and who, like a patriot, stands undaunted and 


unmoved by the threats of the great Steel Trust, that was 
strong and powerful enough to bring a man once President of 
the United States, and who later braved the lion in its lair 


amidst the jungles of Africa, to his knees and compelled him 
to allow it to buy out its only competitor, the Tennessee Coal 
& Iron Co., when everybody knew this to be a violation of law 
This man has been threatened by this same monster. It should 


be the duty not only of Congress but of the people to uphold 
his hand and support him without regard to party affiliation 
in a revision of the tariff outlined by him. I must confess, Mr. 


Chairman, that six months ago I was very much in doubt abou 
the wisdom of revising the tariff, a schedule at a time, but I am 
thoroughly convinced that this is the only safe and sane way 


to revise it. It is the only way a revision can be brought 
about in the interest of the people, and I believe that the real 
downright consternation on the other side of the aisle is due 


to the cry of the special interests that must soon capitulate 
and let the people come into their own. 
Democratic side.] 


[Applause on the 
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This leads me to a discussion of House bill 4413, known as the | 


free-list bill. I voted for the Canadian reciprocity, because I 

believed it was right in principle. I intend to vote for this bill 

because I believe this is right. I am not going to vote for this 

bill upon the principle that it is a compensatory measure d¢ 

ned to compensate the farmers for any loss that they may 

by means of the Canadian trade agreement being 

ected into law, because I do not think they have or will 

iin any loss. Therefore I am going to vote for it because 

e it is right in principle. The Republican Party | 

vard its heaviest gun, Mr. MANN, of Illinois, to assail the 

list bill. For two hours he discussed the question, not 

th a view of meeting the facts in the case, but with the 

that he might laugh the case out of court. Let us see 

\ we propose to do in this bill. We propose to put “ plows, 

ooth and disk harrows, headers, harvesters, reapers, agricul 

tural drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators 

threshing machines and cotton gins, farm wagons, and farm 
carts on the free list.” 

Is there any controversy about the language in the bill dow; 
to this point? The language contained in it so far is so‘plaia 
“that a fool, though a wayfaring man, need not err as to it: 

ning.” The remaining part of the bill, reading as follows, 

id all other agricultural implements of every kind and de- 
scription, whether specifically mentioned herein or not, whether 
in whole or in part, including repair paris,” seems to disturb 
the equilibrium of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
wellasthe gentleman from Chio [Mr. LoncwortnH], because they 
say it is hard to tell what is meant by the language containe 
in this part of the bill. Mr. Mann, while assaulting this part 
of the bill frequently turned to gentlemen on this side of the 
Chamber and to gentlemen on his own — and on several 
occasions facetiously asked the question, ‘‘ What are agricultural 
implements?” ‘“ What constitutes agricu itaral implements?’ 
And for 30 minutes he read into the record from a catalogue 
published by Peter Henderson & Co. containing different items, 
and asked the question, as to whether or not these things 
saws, pruning knives, axes, and so forth—were agricultura! iim 
plements. Does the real fear of the poatomen on that side of 
the Chamber consist in the fact that they are in doubt as to the 
true meaning of the bill, or does their fear consist in the fact 
that possibly under this part of the bill things may be admitted 
free of duty that gentlemen on that side of the Chamber do not 
want admitted free of duty? If the language of the bill under 
consideration or any part of it is doubtful of construction, I will 
remind the gentlemen that when the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill 
became a law you established a customs court to try and de- 
termine questions relating to imports, and before the special 
session of Congress adjourned you put through an appropria- 
tion of $100,000 for the purpose of equipping this court, pr 
viding it with five judges, a marshal, a clerk, and all para- 
phernalia necessary to a complete equipment of the court 

If there be any doubt in the language in any part of the 
bill under consideration, let the customs court decide exactly 
what is meant by the language contaimed in the bill. While 
the gentleman from Illinois may be in doubt as to what are 
agricultural implements, I desire to say to him that a few 
years ago a class of men were wise enough to determine what 
are agricultural implements, and as a result of their combined 
wisdom they immediately began to form great trusts in the 
agricultural-implement trade. One of the first of these trusts 
was the Allis-Chalmers Co., known as the Machinery Trust, 
an alliance of the Steel Corporation, incorporated in May, 
1901. Capitalized for $36,250,000, the market value of this 
stock is $10,600,000; the watered stock, $25,650,000. It has a 
monopoly in this line of trade. The farmers of the country 
are annually assessed not less than 7 per cent in order to pay a 
dividend upon this watered stock, which represents no value 
and having no property whatever behind it. 

The next trust formed by these wise men was the American 
Fork & Hoe Co., known as the Farming Tool Trust, organ- 


ized in 1802, and controls 80 per cent of this line of trade |! 


1 


throughout the country, having all the elements of a monopoly 
init. It was capitalized for $4,386,000, and the market value > of 
the stock $2,000,000, having in it $2,836,000 of watered stock, 
on which the farmers of the country are again assessed to pay 
dividends at the rate of 7 per cent. The next, International 
Harvester Co., known as the Harvester Trust, under Morgan’s 
influence. This great trust was organized in 1902. The next 
was the American Seeding Machine Co., known as the Seeding 
Machine Trust. Capital stock issued, $15,000,000; market value 
of this stock, $3,500,000; watered stock, $11,500,000. 

As compared with this monster all the other trusts relating 
to farming implements of any kind sink into obscurity. It will | 
be remembered that this huge concern, aHied with the steel cor- 


poration, was conceived and brought forth by th 
able financier, Mr. Morgan, of New York. It is « 
$120,000,000. The market value of this stock is « 
representing $100,000,000 of watered stock. [A 
Democratic side. ] 
we concern controls 70 per cent of the outpu 
plements in the country, elements of mon 
on the Democratic side.] What is t] 
trusts engaged in a complete monopoly in the 
and distribution of agricultural implements 
total capitalization is $175,596,000, and in 
is $135,486,000 of watered stock of no val 
true value of the stock of these four con 
yet gentlemen on the Republican side of 
bout the language contained in the bill. 
consist of the bare fact that the language 
is not explicit, but it consists in the fact 
it might be broad enough to admit fre: 

lings covered by some or all of these tr 
» formation of the American Harvester T 


as follows: 


De 


ed on an exception 
a in cash workin 
i and there will be no “offei of 
required having been provided bs 
, equipped anufacturing 
-omplete of their ki 
or f con ‘tion in Can: 
parts of the LI 
-al distribution of its 1 
ber! . coal, ore, blast furna 
it ought be able to accomplish important 
materi 

Like Alexander of old, this one trust has con 
people in this country. It has gone to the Domi 
It has crossed the Atlantic Ocean, and is to-day 
Russian bear in his den. And in less than 10 ) 
conipelling g the peasants of southern Russia ! 
a tribu at e to it, exactly as it is levying its tribu 
of people in this country to-day. [Applause on t 
side.] By reason of its combination, it may |! 
noniically build these machines and to economi 
them, but has that economy inured to the benefit 
can farmer? Before this trust was organized, 
farme! rs of the country bought their binders a 
exceed $110, or $115 at most, but since the orga 
trust every farmer to-day is charged a uniform 
binder of not less than $125. 

But this is not all. Reading from the spee 
Mr. MANN, a letter written to him by the Inte: 
vester Co., in which they object to taking the du 
ing implements in the way in which we pro} 
reneral bill, instead of by reciprocity, this ¢ 
stantially says in its letter, from which I have qu 
Government of the United States trade with 
ernment some other commodity not manufactui 


take the duty off of the other commodity, thereby 


other Governments take our commodity with our | 
force in this country upon agricultural implemen 
ment has been repeatedly made here in the last 
gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber tl 
trade with other nations in farming implement 

I want to read a part of a letter, dated April : 
Mr. Curtis, Assistant Secretary of the Treasu 
speaking about reciprocal trade between this c 
nations in agricultural instruments, he says: 

I have the honor to advise you that the principal 
admit free all or part of the implements there wu 
United Kingdom, Argentine Republic, and Russia. 

In their letter to Mr. Mann they complain of 
duty Russia hes against the American agricultul 
yet the Secretary of the Treasury informs me t 
the United States and Russia we have free tra: 

‘implements. What is the purpose of the Har\ 
going to Russia and there building its plant? 
they want to employ cheap labor? 


Another paragraph of the bill under consideratio! 


put “grain, buff, split, rough and sole leathet 
belting leather, boots and shoes made wholly or 
of leather, made from cattle hides and cattle, ski 
weights of cattle, of the bovine specie, including 
harness, saddles, and saddlery, in sets or in p: 
unfinished, composed wholly or in chief value of 
leather cut into shoe uppers, or vamps, or othe 
for conversion into manufactured articles,” upon 
The gentleman on the other side assaulted this pa! 
bill upon the ground that it would be unfair to 


the country to put leather upon the free list because } 
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was upon tanner’s extracts, and that to put these goods | stock and $550,000,000 common stock, representing water. The 














the free list would strike down the leather industry, to- | market value of this steck in December, 1903, was $760,000,000 ; 
with the boot and shoe industry of the country. Grant} watered stock, $340,000,000. The farmers of the country are 
‘ yning extracts used by the tanners are upon the dutiable | annually assessed not less than 7 per ct upon this l 
tie at have the tanners been compelling us to do since 1902? | stock, for the sole purpose of enabling the Steel Trust to pay a 
\ wnstitutes the tanners? It is composed and made up of | dividend upon stock having no value whatever and represented 
ther Trusts. The statement was made on the floor this} by no tangible property. The bill under « le on proposes 
¢ that there is no such thing as a Boot and Shoe Trust | to put “ buckwheat flour, corn meal, wheat flow | Ss, 
; country. I know nothing about this; but I do know | rye flour, bran, middlings and other « s of ; 
ere is such a thing in this country as a Leather Trust, | and rolled oats, and all prepared cereal food bread, 
at this trust has been in full force and operation for the ; wafers, and similar articles not sweetened” uj l 5 
3 or 10 years, and that it has levied a tribute upon everyone This paragraph of the | g { vorry Repub n 
vs and uses leather in any of its forms to pay a dividend | friends, especially the ; man from Illinois {Mr. Man» IIe 
its watered stock. The American Hide & Leather Co., | called particular att to the e, “a ' 1 cereal 
the Upper Leather Trust, incorporated May Ll repeated! l to ¥ 
49% mntrols 55 per cent of the leather products of the country. il foods a the ‘ oO Mr. Tu RTT 
( stock issued, par value, $22,716,000; market value of this to be very mu I 1 ¢ 
&7.500,000: watered stock, $25,216,000. This is not all. } as meant by it 
United States Leather Co., known as the Leather I may not know myself, Mr. Chairman, exactly what 
Tr total capital issued, par value $130,444,600; the mar- | by the language “cereal food.” But there was a 
1 . of this stock, $60,000,000; watered stock, $70.444.600 in this country a few y who knew exactly 
It trols from 60 to 75 per cent of the leather business of | covered by the langua ‘ food, and they were q ) 
inttry. The watered stock in these two trusts alone | discover that the pe ( » country y 
ts to $95,660,600, upon which every mal who buys a necessitic f life too « ap, and order to rere e the 
Re f shoes for his wife and children must pay tribute to | pro hey began th i of f i tr b lay 
d that dividends may be paid upon this watered stock. | we have in operation four large food t1 ‘ ed in 
I yer the gentlemen on that side of the Chamber who cry | increasing the price of these necessities of life to the 
ufair deal” because of the fact that tanning extracts One of these, known as the “ Hominy '] t,” capit: tock 
by tanners are upon the dutiable list, that more than | issued $4,500,000, market value of this stock $2,000,000, y i 
000.000 of people are annually assessed an enormous rate | stock issued $2,500,000. The Western Cere: Co.., \ as 
to enable these trusts to pay a dividend upon ock | the “Oatmeal Trust,” total capital stock sued § 14.000, 
“J by them having no value whatever. This same benevolent | market value of stock issued $2,355,000, watered sto« ‘ | 
Leather Trust came to Congress two years ago, pledged the | $2,000,000. The Quaker Oats Co., known as the “¢ ry 
e far and wide that if Congress would put hides upon the ; capital stock issued $12,446,050, market value of stock issued 
ist that the people would be able to buy the finished | $8,550,000, watered stock issued $4,006,050. Nation DS f 
j r commodity cheaper. They wrote every Member of | Co.. known as the “Cracker Trust,” capita ssued Sz 
(" ss asking that hides be put on the free list; they pro- | 524,000, market value $37,500,000, watered st © $19,024,000, 
the merchants throughout our districts to write letters | The bill further proposes to put “ beef, veal, mutton, lamb + 
us to vote for free hides, and telling us that if we | and meats of all kinds, fresh, salted, pickled, dried ! 
do so the people would get cheaper boots, shoes, leather, | dressed or undressed, prepared or preserved in \ 
o forth, Hides went upon the free list. The Govern- bacon, hams, shoulders, lard, lard compound, and lard su 
lost annually something like $2,000,000 which had gone | tutes; and sausage, and sausage meats upon the free list. 
he Treasury of the United States annually by reason of | This part of the bill likewise creates consternation in the camp 
duty of 15 per eent on hides. But did the people get cheaper | of the gentleman across the aisle for fear that it may have s 
s, shoes, and leather goods after hides had been placed | effect upon the great Meat Trust of the country 
t free list? Not so. The Leather Trust had decreed Mr. Chairman, have no data later than 1904 as to the to 
wise. Instead of the people getting cheaper finished | capitalization of the Meat Trust in this country. But I submit 
r goods, the Leather Trust by means of controlling the | the following data: 
hide market immediately increased the price of the finished Meat Trust 
‘ommodity to the consumer. My judgment is before the price NATIONAL PACKING ¢ 
f shed leather goods comes down to the consumer these | Authorized capital stock $15, 000, 000 
things must be put upon the free list. ARMOUR & ¢ 
Instead of defending the Leather Trust in this country, as | Capital stock authorized 20, 000, 000 
gentlemen on that side have attempted to do, I want to defend IPT & 
the 90,000,000 of people in this country who consume in some | Authorized capital stock 000 
way the finished commodity of the hide. [Applause on the NORTH P } & PROVISI ‘ 
Democratic side.] Authorized capital stock issued 2 400, 000 
LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield for a question? HN P. SQUIRES | 
CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield to (Capital stock authorized 
<entleman from Ohio? Cumulative preferred _- $1, 500, 000 
Mr. COX of Indiana. I yield to the gentleman for a ques- Common stock Oy Gu, UU 
tior Total stock issued . 7 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Does the gentleman claim that this CHWARZSCHILD & SUI 
bi its women’s and children’s shoes upon the free list? (Capital stock authorized.) 
Mr. COX of Indiana. No; I did not say that, But I will say | Capital stock issued 
to the gentleman very frankly that if I had the writing of this ST. LOUIS D , ION CO 
I would put the leather schedule on the free list. But I | Capital stock. _-- l 
re ize that we can not aecomplish all in one measure. We { , Me’? 
t rectify a wrong that has been 40 years in building | Capital stock issued -- 
by e bill. We can only accomplish it piecemeal at a time. Total capitalization of all the M 
\ ise on the Democratic side.] 
propose to put “barbed fence wire, wire rods, wire I have no doubt but wl it the ft 
strands, or wire rope, wire woven or manufactured for wire | Trusts is two or three times larger f 
fe , and other kinds of wire suitable for fencing, including | 2!! the people of the country 
Wire staples,” upon the free list. My friend, Mr. MANN, is very | benefit of these trusts to the end t! 
fraid of the language contained in this part of the bill; | dividend upon watered stock. ‘These 
aft the language is broad enough to admit free of duty cer- eondition of affairs in this « ntry rhe « 
lain kinds of wire not plainly contained in this paragraph. these great trusts, the watered stock issue] | 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. A clothesline, for example. the people are annually assessed an enormous am 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Yes; a clothesline. But my only fear, | for the sole purpose of paying dividends upon st 
Chairman, is that it will not be broad enough to admit tangible valne whatever is, indeed, a subject to wi 
¢s into this country under the wire schedule that ought to | may well turn their attention. _I think this is one of the | 
come in free of duty. This part of the bill under consideration | Causes of the increased cost of living. The data [ |} 
stri , f 


es a blow at the great Steel Trust. This trust was organ- | Shows that in these trusts alone the market val 


ized and capitalized for $1,100,000,000, $550,000,000 preferred | $987,125,000, while the watered stock represents $753,677,650. 








_ 


The people are assessed 7 
representing no value whatever, and it means taking from them | 
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Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions. a 


each year more than $50,000,000 of their money to pay divi- | rials were introduced and severally referred as follow 


dends upon no tangible property whatever, and the trusts and | 


By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 8137) authorizing th: 


! 
| ~ hh 7a , > 
per cent upon this watered stock, PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMOr! 


capitalization of the same here given by me represents a very | depositions in any district or circuit court of the Unit. 


the country. It is this, and this alone, that is making the bur- | 
dens of the people greater than they can bear; and if by putting 
these things on the free list it will even tend toward restoring 
competition in the trade in which these trusts are engaged, it 
will have served its purpose and served it well. [Applause on | 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- | 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee determined to rise: and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. ALEXANDER, Chairman of | 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the | 
bill (H. R. 4413) placing agricultural implements and other | 
articles on the free list, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- | 
man, the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, when | 
he proposes to close the general debate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state that I have a number of | 
requests yet for time, and it looks like the debate would run | 
several days longer. I have no desire to cut off general debate, | 
and I am unable to answer the gentleman exactly. 

Mr. AUSTIN. There are quite a number of gentlemen ab- 
sent who would like to be present, of course, when the vote is 
taken. Does the gentleman think he will finish this week? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope so. I hope to get through by | 
Thursday, but I want every man who wants to make a speech 
to have the opportunity to do so. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

By unanimous consent, reference of the bill H. R. 2936 was 
changed from the Committee on Invalid Pensions to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. LA FoLiette, by unanimous consent, was given leave to | 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
papers with the bill (H. R. 25823) providing payment of the 
volunteers in the Cayuse Indian War, Sixty-first Congress, sec- 
ond session, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. Loup, by unanimous consent, was given leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers in 
the case of George H. Keating, Fifty-ninth Congress, no adverse 
report having been made thereon. 

Mr. Greco of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, was given 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, papers in the case of Daniel Hilliard, Sixty-first Con- 
gress, no adverse reporting having been made thereon. 

DAILY HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that until this bill H, R. 4413, the tariff bill, is disposed of, the 
daily hour of meeting of the House shall be at 11 a. m. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that until the tariff bill, H. R. 4413, is disposed 
of the daily hour of meeting of the House shall be at 11 a. m. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. That is with the understanding that, ordinarily, 
the House will adjourn about 5 o'clock? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes: my idea is that instead of running 
until 6 at night, it is better to convene at 11 in the morning 
and adjourn about 5. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

ADJOURN MENT. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 
minutes p. m.) the House, under its previous order, adjourned | 
until 11 o’clock a. .m, to-morrow, Tuesday, May 2, 1911. 


small per cent of the total capitalization of all the trusts in | 














REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. TOWNSEND, from the Committee on the Library, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6733) to ac- 
cept and fund the bequest of Gertrude M. Hubbard, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
15), which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


in certain cases; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. BATHRICK: A bill (H. R. 8138) to esta! 


By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8140) to ; 


| tabula, Ohio, a subport of entry in the customs colle 
| trict of Cuyahoga, Ohio, and for other purposes; to 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FRANCIS: A bill (H. R. 8139) providing 
| chase of a site and erection thereon of a public | 
Martins Ferry, in the State of Ohio; to the Committ 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 


act of February 6, 1907, of the pension laws so as 1 
artisans and members of the construction corps of the 
; States Army; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. PEPPER: A bill (H. R. 8141) to further ine: 
efliciency of the Organized Militia of the United Si 
other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8142) to further increase the . 
of the Organized Militia of the United States; to the « 
on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8148) granting pensions to nx 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 8144) to regu): 
crease the efficiency of the personnel of the U: 


vide for the appointment of a commission to investi 


rial and burial place of Maj. Gen. Arthur Saint Clai: 


Committee on the Library. 
By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 8146) to constri 


across Rock River at or near Colona Ferry, in the § 
Illinois; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign (0) 


ty Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 8147) to estab 


cultural station in the State of Utah; to the Commit! 


Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 


By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 8148) to provid 


erection of a public building at Bangor, Me.; to the 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Ry Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8149 


crease the pensions of those who have lost one eye « 


| come totally blind in one eye from causes occurring 


tary or naval service of the United States; to the 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 8150) aut! 
improvement of the Government road in Lauderd: 
Ala., from the Muscle Shoals Canal to the Huntsville 


( 


the extension of the same from the intersection of 1! 


ment Road, Florence and Huntsville Roads, to Flor 


tance of 8 miles; to the Committee on Appropriations 


By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 8151) providing 
adjustment of the grant of lands in aid of the const 
the Corvallis and Yaquina Bay military wagon road 
conflicting claims to lands within the limits of said ¢ 


the Committee on the Public Lands. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8152) to provide for entering tl: 
of certain mineral lands in Alabama; to the Commit! 


Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8153) granting certain lands ly 
the United States and situated in the State of Ala! 
State of Alabama for the use and benefit of the comm 
of that State; to the Committee on the Public Lands 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8154) to amend section 13 of the! 


zation law; to the Committee on Immigration and 
tion. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8155) to further regulate the « 


undesirable aliens from admission into the United Stat: 


Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8156) to pay rural mail carrie 


of 10 cents per mile per day for each mile and fr: 
mile on routes of over 24 miles; to the Committee « 
Office and Post Roads. 


Also, a bill CH. R. 8157) giving rural mail’carriers ! 


‘ 
\ 


the 25th day of December of each year; to the Con 


the Post Office and Post Roads. 


By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8155) to 
graft by prohibiting the giving or receiving of gifts. § 
ment, or compensation from certain corporations by ° 
Representatives, Delegates, or Resident Commissioner 
Congress of the United States, or Senators, Represe! 
Delegates, or Resident Commissioners elect, and the Juc+ 





M\ 


Tes 


the military organization of 1862 known as “ Squirre! 1 


| Navy and Marine Corps; to the Committee on Nava! A 
By Mr. GREGG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8145 


It 

















of the United States courts, and pres 
- to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
r. AMES: A bill (HL. BR. 8159) regi 


nee within the District of Columbia; 


to 


District of Columbia. 
pill (H. R. 8160) providing for the acquisition of 
the erection of a building thereon for the accomm 
the United States post office at Reading, Mass.: 
mittee on Publ Buildings and Grounds. 
resolution (H. Res. 142) favor of clos t le rel 
ith Canada; to the Committee on Ways and Means 


PRIVATE BILLS AND R 


ESOLUTIONS. 





CONGRESSIONAL 


‘ribing penalties 


late the business 
to the Committee 


a 


clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
s troduced and severally referred as follows: 
Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 8161) granting an increa ’ 
to Francis M. Whitelaw; to the C ttee on Invalid 
\jso, a bill (H. R. 8162) granti in i ease S to 
H. Koch: to the Committee on In d TP 
bill (H. R. 8163) granting an increase of 1 
J fyers; to the Committee on Invalid Pe s 
bill (H. R. 8164) granting an increase of pension to 
Mi Goldstein; to the Committee on Pensions. 
AMES: A bill (H. R. 8165) granting an inerease of 
to John O'Connell; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 


a bill (HL. R. 8166) granting an inerea 
Holtham; to the Committee on Inva 

i bill (H. R. 8167) granting a pension 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

a bill (H. R. 8168) granti: 





g an is sion 
Richardson: to the Committee on Invalid Pensik 
a bill (H. R. 8169) granting an in ise of pension 
J Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


1 bill (H. R. 8170) granting an increase of pension 
J W. Dempsey; to the Committee on Pensions 
{ a bill (H. R. 8171) granting an increase of pension 
; McDonough: to the Committee on Invalid Pens s. 
a bill (H. R. 8172) granting an increase of pension 
A. Winslow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 8173) granting an increase of pension 


ler Warner: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


bill (H. R. S174) granting an increase of per ym 
Washburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensior 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 8175) granting an increase of pension 
I s M. Bancroft; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 8176) granting an increase of pension 
D Curran; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
, a bill (H. R. 8177) granting an increase of pension 
W m H. Courser; to the Committee on h lid Pension 
» a bill (H. R. 8178) granting an increase of pension 


J O'Connell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
o,a bill (H. R. 8179) granting an increase of pension 
Helena M. Quinn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 8180) granting an increase of pension 
F » S. Livers; to the Committee on Pensions. 


bill (H. R. 8181) granting an 
Patrick Deverix: to the Committee 


, a bill (H. R. 8182) 


increase of pension 
Invalid Pensions. 
granting an increase of pension 
s Zaney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 8183) granting an increase of pension 
W. Buxton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
, a bill (H. R. 8184) granting an increase of pension 


on 


M el Dolan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. a bill (H. R. 8185) granting an increase of pension 
M \ustin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
' a bill (EH. R. 8186) granting an increase of pension 
MN m BE. Golden; to the Committee on Pensions. 
, a bill (H. R. 8187) granting an increase of pension 
fannie A, Nowell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
, & bill (H. R. 8188) granting an increase of pension 
et F. McGinnis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 8189) granting an increase of pension 
Gleason; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
», & bill (H. R. 8190) granting an increase of pension 
J S. Cochrane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
so, a bill (Hf. R. 8191) granting an increase of pension 
E. Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. , & bill (H. R. 8192) granting an increase of pension 


d Coburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
4/80, a bill (H. R. 8193) granting an increase of pension 


Charles H. McIntire; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 


to 


to 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8194) granting an increase of pension 
Alexander Hastings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8195) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Foster; to the Committ on It id Pensions 
\lso, a | (H. R. 8196) granting an se of 
Kirk F. Brow to the Committee on Invalid P 
Also, bill (H. R. 8197) gra ) 
Lucy W. Carter; to the Committes iil a. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 8198) grar Rs 
William Duffy; to the ittee on Inv 1] 

























































SO, ri (H. J 
Annie G. Hawkins; 
Also, a bi (H, R. S201) 21 ) 
Louis S. Smith; to the Committe I 
Also i bill (H R. S202) I ) 
NI - G to tl ( i] ts 
se bill Hi. R 203) f 
M rel Le can; to the ¢ 1 In 1] 
\lso, a b (H. R. S820 , 1 j 
Il ( ( é I l 
bill (H. R. 82 t ) 
. KI ci ‘ : I 
a b } 
J ; W. GI 
















































° te 1 ( ‘ l 
‘ 1 | I. R aJ)) I 
\ R ; to I | 
i bill H. R. S210) ! 
l e L. Edgertor ( I 
















































































































\lso, a | (H. 2 x 
John W. McDonald the Com oy : 
\lso, a b (H. R. 8: ; 
Ie 1 Thurs - { 1] 
Also, a } l ¢] R. § ey 
I J. Lew ( ' ' 
so, a bi (H. } 7 
‘ H. J ( | a 
,» a bi H. 2 
B. Kinsman: t ( ; 1] 
\Ilso. a bil | | ; 
am J. B i ( 1] 
\Iso, a | (H. 1 220) , 
Lb s Su n; tot ( I 
) bill (H. R. ) I 4 
Na T. Dimon; to ( , | 1 } 
\ oa | (Bo. R. 82 ) i ‘ 
Ezekiel R. Morse; to the ¢ n I | 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8223) ge 1 i 
William IL. Basti the ¢ ' P 
Also, a bill (H. R 294) , ' P 
to the Committee on li id | . 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8225) granting a pe 1 to I ' 





to the Committers [nv iP 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8226) granting a pension to J 

the Committee on Pet 

a bill (HL. R. 

Kittredge; to the Commi 
(Iso, a bill (HL R. 8228S) grat 

to the Committee on Invalid P« 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8229) granting a I to | k } 

guire; to the Committ Pen 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8230) grant 1 ion to A Vi 


ham; 











Also, S 





tee on Invalid | 





) 






e on 











mouth; to the Committee on In aP 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8231) gral ig a 1 to ir 
Finn; to the Committee on Pe s 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 8252) granting a pensi to I 
to the Committee on Invalid Pens s 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 8233) granting a pension to M ! 
gan; to the Committee on Invalid P¢ { 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8234) granting a ” T s H, 
| Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 
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Also, a bill CH. R. 8235) granting a pension to Eleanor Chase; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8236) granting a pension to Marcelia E. 
Ellis: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8237) granting a pension to Charles J. 
Owens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8238) granting a pension to James Burke; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8239) granting a pension to James E. 
McKenna; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8240) granting a pension to Margaret FE. 
Canty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8241) granting a pension to Arthur Craw- 
ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8242) granting a pension to Josephine 
McFarland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8243) granting a pension to Henry Reilly; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill 
Hunter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8245) granting a pension to Michael Dolan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8246) granting a pension to William Fair- 
brother; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8247) correcting the military record of 
Edward McLaughlin; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8248) to correct the military record of 
Orlando Lawrence; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8249) to correct the military record of 
Alonzo Vining; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8251) for the relief of Daniel Walsh: to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8252) for the relief of Hercules Vancourt: 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8253) for the relief of Henry C. Bliss; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8254) for the relief of Michael H. Farrell; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8255) for the relief of Matthew Hogan; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8256) for the relief of Patrick McGarry; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8257) for the relief of Charles Bates: to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


| 
| 
| 


(H. R. 8244) granting a pension to Winfield S. | 
| pension to Catharine 
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a bill (H. R. 8250) for the relief of Charles M. Peirce; | 


M 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8274) to correct the military 
Charles Hotelling; to the Committee on Military Aff 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8275) to correct the military 
Lewis Corfman; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8276) for the relief of Samue! « 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8277) to remove the charge of 
and grant an honorable discharge to Samuel Ze! 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8278) to remove the charge 
and grant an honorable discharge to Benjamin F. < 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 8279) grant 
crease of pension to William T. Anderson; to the C 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 8280) granting 
of pension to Joseph Miller; to the Committee on | 
SIONS. 

ty Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8281 
3eard; to the Committee on |: 
sions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 8282) granting 
of pension to Henry T. Steffey; to the Committee « 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8283) granting an increase « 
Samuel Shafer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 8284) granting an increase of 
Emma H. Cooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8285) granting an increase of 
Martha J. Russell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8286) granting an increase of ; 
William Murdock; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8287) granting an increase of 
Amos L. Griffith; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8288) granting an increase « 
Francis M. England; to the Committee on Invalid P 

Also, a bill (H.’R. 8289) granting an increase of 
Mary lL. Reid; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8290) granting an increase of 
Frances Davis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8291) granting an increase otf 


| George F. Amos: to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8292) granting an increase 
Mary B. Minton; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8293) granting a pension 


| Minor; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8258) for the relief of Orlando Lawrence: | 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8259) for the relief of Dennis E. White. 
administrator of the estate of Buckner and Sarah Henderson, 
deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8260) for the relief of the estate of Mark 
Gorrill; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8261) in the interest of Gilbert P. Cotton: 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8262) to remove charge of desertion against 
Lawrence Martin; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8268) granting permission to Col. John P. 
Wisser to accept a photograph of the Emperor of Germany, pre- 
sented by the German Empire; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By. Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8264) to correct 
the military record of Samuel Cole; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8265) to correct the military record of 
James L. Bowers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8266) to correct the military record of 
James Burroes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8267) to correct the military record of 
William H. Taylor; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8268) to correct the military record of 
Lyman Knapp; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8269) to correct the military record of John 
M. Bassler; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8270) to correct the military record of 
Charles Beach; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8271) to correct the military record of 
John Cole; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Ss. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8294) granting a pension to A 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8295) granting a pension to J: 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8296) granting a pension 
Hauk; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8297) granting a pensior 
Pepper; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8298) granting 
Burns; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8299) granting a 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8300) granting a 
Moore; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8301) granting a pension 
Hass; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 8302) granting a pension 
Youngblood; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8303) granting a pension to P 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 83804) granting a pension to * 
sett: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8305) granting a pension to 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8306) granting a pension 
3urns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8307) granting a pension to 


a pens 


pension to P 


pensi n 


| Hullett;: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8308) granting a pension to J 


| man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8272) to correct the military record of | 


Charles E. Creager; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8273) to correct the military record mi 
D 


George W. Ball; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8309) granting a pension 
3ishop; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. / 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8310) granting a pension to 
ris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8311) granting a pension to E! 
riskell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8312) granting a pension to J. L. Mar- 
alias John Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


so, a bill (H. R. 8313) granting a pension to Alexander 

n: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

a bill (H. R. 8314) granting a pension to Daniel B. 

1: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 8315) granting a pension to James M. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\iso, a bill (H. R. 8316) granting a pension to Nancy L, 
hy: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8317) granting a pension to Mary Walls; 
+) the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8318) for the relief of D. W. Jarrett; to the 

nmittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8319) for the relief of Mary Trayler; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

“Also, a bill CH. R. 8320) for the relief of Nathan Whitaker ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8321) for the relief of Mrs. 8. V. Burks, 
late postmaster at Vinemont, Ala.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8322) for the relief of A. L. Hays; to the 

mmittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8323) for the relief of Mrs. M. A. Wil- 
loughby; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8324) for the relief of James D. Evans; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8325) for the relief of W. D. Clay and 
others, heirs of James W. Clay, deceased; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8326) for the relief of Jesse J. Kennedy ; to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8327) for the relief of the estate of Allen 
T. Estes, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (CH. R. 8328) for the relief of the estate of Eliza- 
heth Blakemore, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8329) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Robert A. Godsey; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8330) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of F. M. Bruce; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8381) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Joseph A. Choate; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. 
from the military 
mittee on Military 

Also, a bill (H. 
from the military 
uittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8334) to authorize James Pitts to select 
lands in lieu of lands lost by reason of the act of June 3, 1856, 
rranting lands to certain railroad companies; to the Committee 
n the Publie Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8335) for the relief of the heirs of A. M. 

rton; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8336) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the Methodist 
‘piscopal Chureh South, of Oak Bowery, Ala.; to the Committee 
m War Claims, 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8337) granting an 

rease of pension to Aylette F. Butler; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


Ledbetter ; 


R. 8332) to remove the charge of desertion 
record of James W. Gutherie; to the Com- 
Affairs. 

R. 8333) to remove the charge of desertion 
record of George W. Denson; to the Com- 
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| 


By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 8338) granting a pension | 


Jacob Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. COX of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8339) for the relief of 
Ella H. Candy; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 8340) for the relief of 
Felix Scott Chambers; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8341) for the relief of Richard J. Thomas: 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8342) for the relief of J. V. Thomas 


. : to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


| 


| F. Stewart, United States Army, 


| effect the 
| trustees of Decatur Lodge, 


By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 8343) to carry into effect | 


tindings of the Court of Claims in case of Trustees of Walnut 


(Pr 


(tee on War Claims, 


desertion from the record of George T. Silvers; to the Com- | 


ttee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8845) to remove the charge of desertion 


fr m the record of Solomon Smith; to the Committee on Mili- 
lary Affairs, 


XLVII——_-& 


Urove Baptist Church, of Gibson County, Tenn.; to the Com- | 


S419 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8346) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan S. Parson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. S347) granting an increase of pension to 
William Briney ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8348) granting an increase of pension to 
Orin Haworth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8349) granting an increase of pension to 
Erasmus B. Manahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8350) granting 
Alexander Shaw: to the Committee 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8351) 
Fowler; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8352 ‘ a pension 
Hyre; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8353) granting 
William Stout: to the Committee on Invalid P 

By Mr. HEALD: A bill (H. R. 8354) granti: 
pension to Rosaline V. to the Committee 
sions, 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H.R. 8355) to reimburse Gx 
Heiner, postmaster at Morgan, Utah, for loss of postage st 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. granting a 
Virgil Gunnells: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8357) granting a pension to Marg 
Pistole; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (CH. 
William Gladman; to the 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8359) 

James W. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi« 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8360) granting an increase of pens 
Ade Hayes Garrett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8361) granting an increase of pen 
Dock Keeton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8862) granting an increase of pe 
William D. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8368) granting an 
Daniel A. Guy; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8364) granting a 
Toney; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (H. R. granting 
acres of Jand to school district No. 44, Chelan County, Wa 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 8366) granti: 
pension to John Aldrich; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. granting 
pension to Leroy S. Jones; to the Committe 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
John J. Kane; to the 

Also, a bill (H, R. granting ar 
Peter S. E. Hansen; to the Committee 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8370) 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill 
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8372) granting an increase of pens 
Minnie A. Piety; to the Committee on Invalid Pensir 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 8373 
crease of pension to Maria Hanley; the 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8374) granting ar 
Caroline Waldron; to the Committee on Iny: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
Richard J. Burgess; to the Comr eon Ir 

3y Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 88376) for t 


an increase of pension te 
on Invalid Pensions, 
granting a pension to Mary 


L. 


IIlenry QO. 


an increase ¢ 
“use of 
d Ven 


ran incre 


Cook; on Inva 


S36) 


pen 


R. S858) granting an increase of 
Committee on Invalid Pensions 


increase of pens 


pension ta 
granting an on to 
ion to 

to 
Pensior 
of pel 


ons. 


to 


Increase on to 


pension 


Ju n F. 


SOD) 


R367 ) an in 
Iny 


» on 


S368) granting an ine 
Committee on 


S60 ) 
granting a yp 


(H. R. 
Keck; to 


id 


) grant 


to Committee or 


Soiv) Lrant vy ah ine 


retired ; 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A 
findings of the 


hi 
Court 
No. 52 
Fellows, of Decatur, Ala.: to the Cor 
3y Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R 
of pension to Joseph W. Bivens; t 


| Pensions. 


By Mr. GOEKE: A Lill (H. R. 8344) to remove the charge of | 


3y Mr. TOWNER: A bill (H. R 
of pension to Jasper W. Shoemaker 


| lid Pensions. 


By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: A | 
an increase of pension to Thomas L. $ 
on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. §. 8381) granting an increase of pension to 
Alpheus Tliff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 8382) to provide for the re- 
funding of certain moneys illegally assessed and colleeted in 
the district of Utah; to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the OClerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of Dr. A. Ravyogli and other resi- 
dents of Cincinnati, Ohio, to have lemons placed on the free 
list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

ty Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Homming & Rice and 6 
ether merchants of Malvern, Ohio, in opposition to the parcels 
post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: Papers to accompany H. R. 
3298, for an increase of pension for Ira McDonald, of Sheboy- 

County, State of Wisconsin; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: Petitions of Pfister & Vogel Leather Co., Mil- 
waukee, Wis., favoring the establishment of a permanent Tariff 
Commission; Wood Commission Co., Milwaukee Stockyards Co., 
Milwaukee Live Steck Exchange, and Graham Bros., all of 


Zali 


Milwaukee, Wis., protesting against the placing of meats on the | 


free list; te the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petition of Commercial Club, 
Winthrop, Minn., against Canadian reciprocity ; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Desnoyers Shoe Co., of St. 
Louis, Mo., protesting against placing shoes on the free list; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

jy Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of John Morrow and 36 others, 


of Mapleton, Minn., protesting against Canadian reciprocity ; to | 


the Committee on Ways and Means. 

ty Mr. 
Dakota agamst Oanadian 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Jamestown, N. Dak., against 
pareels post law; citizens of Edmore, N. Dak., favoring H. R. 
2651, known as the Hanna bill, providing for paying additional 
compensation to the rural free delivery carriers; 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Reads. 


reciprocity; to the Committee 


By Mr. HEALD: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 4, Patri- | 


otic Order Sons of America, Wilmington, Del., in favor of 
stricter laws relating to immigration; to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. ‘ 
By Mr. KAHN: Resolution of General Guy V 
No. 3, United Spanish War Veterans, favoring the repeal of the 


anticanteen law of February 2, 1901; to the Committee on Mili- | 


tary Affairs. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: 
of Woonsocket, R. L., 
York built in a Government navy yard in compliance with the 
law of 1910; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PALMER: Resolutions of Millmen’s Lecal 
American Brotherhood ef Slate Workers, Bangor, Pa., favoring 
amendment of oleomargarine law; to the Committee on Agri 
culture. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: Resolutions of 
classified civil-service employees of the Boston Navy 
favoring the enactment into law of the se-called Austin bill, and 
known as H. R. 32840; to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

Also, resolutions of the Parnell Club, of Roxbury district, 
Boston, Mass., against the new arbitration treaty with Great 
sritain; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Petition of Central Labor Union 


the 


ty Mr. SULZER: Petition of D. C. Collier, director general | 


| resolve 


Panama-California Exposition, San Francisco, Cal., relative to the 
exposition; te the Committee on Industrial Arts and Exposi- 
tions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Brainerd, Minn., against arbitra- 
tion treaty with Great Britain; te the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Excelsior Chapter of the American 
Women's League, favoring the parcels-post bill; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WOOD ef New Jersey: Papers to accompany bills 
granting increase of pension to Alpheus Iliff and Thomas L. 
Stringer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





HANNA: Petition of citizens of the State of North | 


on | 


| great seal of the 


to the Com- | 


| propesed an 


Henry Camp, | 


| all intents and purposes a 


insisting upon having the battleship Nene | 


No. 5, | 


| States be, and is hereby, 


Yard, 


M 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, May 2, 1911. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. 
follows: 

Eternal God, source of all wisdom, strength, and ; 
us with increasing faith and confidence to draw coni 
Thee for light to guide, strength to sustain, and pur 
us from the polluting hand of sin, that we may lov: 
justly, and walk humbly with Thee our Father as f: 
ants, and bring forth the fruits of the spirit abunda 
honor and glory of Thy holy name. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was 
approved. 


Couder 


INCOME TAX. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the followin; 
cation from the secretary of state of Tennessee. 4 
that it be printed in the Recorp and Journal and ¢) 
upon the Speaker’s table: 
STATE OF TENNESSEE, DEPARTMENT? 
: : Nashville 17 
Hon. CHAMP CLARK, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, United Stat: 
Washing 
Dear Str: In accordance with the provisions of Ser 
tion No. 14 of the Fifty-seventh General Assembly of th: 


} 


| nessee, and by request of his excellency the governor of 


have the honor to transmit to you herewith a duly « 
said resolution, the same being the action of the Gener 


Tennessee in ratification of the proposed amendment to 


| tion of the United States authorizing Congress to lay ar 


on incomes. 
Very respectfully, HaALtem W. G 


THE STATE o1 
Ix! 
UNitrep STATES OF AMERICA, State of Tennessee, ss: 

I, Ben W. Hooper, governor of the State of Tenn 
certify that the following is a full, true, and correct 
joint resolution No. 14 of the Fifty-seventh General 
State of Tennessee. 

In testimony whereof I 


1 


have hereunto set my rnd : 
State of Tennessee to be affixed. 

Done at Nashville, the capital, this 18th day of April 
By the governor: 

[SEAL.] sIDN 


Senate joint resolution 
Whereas the Sixty-first Congress of the Uni 
its first ses begun and holden at Was! ton, 
Columbia, on Monday, the 15th day of March, 190! 
amendment to the Constitution of 
and figures as follows, to wit: 
solved by the Senate and House of Represe 
{merica én Congress assembled (t 
coneurring therein), That the following article 
ment to the Constitution of the United States 
the legislatures of three-fourths of the several § 
part of the Constitu 
“ArT. XVI. The Congres hall have powe la 
on incomes, from wkatever source derived, without ap 
the several States and without regard to any censu 
Now therefore be it 
Resolved by the Senate 
That said 


1 


sion, 


words 
“Re 


States of 


wit 


and House of Represente 
amendment to the Col! 
ratified ; and be it fur 

Resolved, That certified copies of the foregoi: 

be forwarded by hi ccellency the goverr 

lent of the Unit States, the Secretary of 

s, to the Presiding e United States 5 

of the House of Representatives, respectively 
Adopted April 7, 1911. 


Tennessee, 
TS 


N. Ba 
Speaker ¢ 
A. M. 1 
Speaker of the House of lt 
Approved, April 11, 1911. 1 

Ben W 
THE TARIFF. 
UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move th: 
itself into the Committee of the Whole HU 
state of the Union for the further consideration of 1 
4413, the free-list bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the © 
the Whole House on the state of the Union f 
consideration of the free-list bill, with Mr. ALEXAN 
chair. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour 
tleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpett]. [Applause. | 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I listened with a ¢! 
interest to the eloquent speech of the gentleman fron 
[Mr. UNDERWOOD] closing the debate on the Canadian 


Mr. 












in which he declared it to be the policy of the Democratic 
party to levy customs duties for revenue purposes only and re- 
¢orred to the policy of protection as “a dead and unnecessary 


mic system that creates false standards,” without which, in 


his nion, “ we would be universal masters of production and 

stry in every land where free competition could be ob- 
tained Having thus declared his opposition to the protective 
eystem and the intention of his party to destroy it, he pro- 


eeeded to pay a most eloquent tribute to the splendid victories 
r protected industries in the following language: 

- agricultural implements supply the farmers’ wants beyond the 

eoos. Our boots and shoes are worn by people who speak many foreign 

ves and who tread the highways of the Occident and the Orient. 

ms of our factories clothe the people of distant lands. The 

of our foreign rivals is carried to market on American rails, 

by American engines across chasms spanned by American-built 

It seems not to have occurred to the gifted leader of the 
majority that his denunciation of the protective policy, which 
be reminded us our party had maintained for 50 years, sounded 
strangely illogical and incongruous uttered in the same breath 
with his tribute to the magnificent conquest we have made of | 
foreign markets under that system. 

Perhaps we should not expect the gentlemen on the other 
side to be either logical or consistent in their discussions of 
tariff questions. They have gotten so accustomed to substi- 
tuting theory for fact, declamation for logic, in the years they 
have wandered in the wilderness as a minority that they can 
scarcely be expected to become entirely practical and logical 
immediately on being confronted with responsibility. 

Had the gentleman from Alabama been describing, not the 
glorious condition of American trade and commerce after 50 
years of protection, but its condition . the beginning of that 
period, his language would have been far different. To paint 
a faithful picture he would then have been compelled to say 
something like this: 

No agricultural implements fashioned by our artisans till the soil or | 
harvest the crops of any foreign land; no foreign tongues speak the 


virtues or foreign highways resound with the tread of American-made 
+s; the products of our looms are unknown to the markets of the 








world; a few American locomotives wake the echoes of the hills of | 
furope, but they only serve to haul over English rails to the seaports 
of our commercial rivals’ foreign goods for export to swell the trade 
bala ance of the world against us. On the contrary, our fields are | 
largely tilled and our harvests gathered with implements of foreign 





nanufacture; many of our people wear boots and shoes 
make. In the main, only the coarsest and cheapest of the 
use and wear are the product of American looms. Our railways are 
built with English shovels and laid with English rails and are largely 
occupied in transporting through the land the products of European 
mills and factories. 


[Applause on the Republican side.] 

What a blessed thing it is for the gentleman from Alabama 
that 50 years of protective tariff has enabled him to paint so 
glorious a word picture as he has of the triumph of American 
industry and saved him from the painful necessity of repeating 
the doleful tale of depression and disaster which was told in a | 
message to Congress by the last Democratic President who pre- 
ceded the inauguration of the era of protection. Mr. Buchanan, 
speaking of those good old Democratic revenue tariff times, 
said: 

_In the midst of unsurpassed plenty in all of the productions of agri- | 
ture and in all the elements of national wealth we find our manu- 
ires suspended, our public works retarded, our private enterprises 
ferent kinds abandoned, and thousands of useful laborers thrown | 
out of employment and reduced to want. The revenue of the Govern- | 
ment, which is chiefly derived from dutieS’ on imports from abroad, has 
been greatly reduced, whilst the appropriations made by Congress at its | 
‘ast session for the current fiscal year are very large in amount. 

And this is the happy condition of affairs to which the gentle- 
man from Alabama apparently desires to return. I have no 
doubt but what he and his party will produce a most excellent 
imitation of those conditions in a very brief space of time if 
they have an opportunity to write their tariff views into Jaw. 

FARMERS’ FREE LIST. 

The measure before us is widely heralded as the farmers’ free- 
list bill. It proposes to put on the free list agricultural imple- | 
ments, bagging and burlap, cotton ties, heavy leather, boots and | 
shoes made from cattle hides, harness, saddles, barbed wire, 
fresh and salt meats, flour and certain products thereof, timber 
and lumber, sewing machines, and salt. It is intended to be a 
Sop to the farmers to recompense them for their losses under | 
the Canadian reciprocity bill, and is expected to have a quieting 
effect on the nerves of the gentlemen on the Democratic side 
who, as stated by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], 
“ are shaking in their boots because of their vote for the Cana- 
dian reciprocity measure.” 

DEMOCRATIC ESTIMATE OF FARMER. 


I fear our Democratic friends have formed their estimate of 
the American farmer from stories they have read in comic jour- 


of foreign 
cloths we 
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| to us in the haunting poetry of the 





DL 





nals of “hayseeds from way 





back” who have purchased gold 
bricks. Whether any real American farmer ever bought a 
gold brick I do not know. I have never known one who did: 
but certain it is that this is the first time that a great po- 


litical party has ever attempted to hand the farmers en masse 


a legislative gold brick [Applause on the Republican side.] 
But I have not been so much surprised at this since I listened 
to the estimate of the American farmer, voiced by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. James], when he lapsed into poetry in his 
speech the other day and referred to the American farmer as 
one who has “the emptiness of ages in his face.’ That may 
possibly be the kind of farmers they have in the gentleman's 
district, at least we have his word for it: but it is not the kind 
of farmers that we on this side of the Chamber are acquainted 
with. That the Democratic majority accepts the definition of 
the gentleman from Kentucky of the American farmer as one 
who has “the emptiness of ages in his face” is evidenced by 
| their attempt to make him believe that the bill they have pre- 
sented for our consideration will prove beneficial to him. Are 


the gentlemen attempting to transfer the emptiness which they 
profess to see in the farmer's face to his pocketbook 
stomach? [Applause on the Republican side. ] 


ind his 


BURDEN OF THE WORLD, 

The gentleman from Kentucky, who is ordinarily anything 
but poetic, though he sometimes indulges in poetic license, in 
the enthusiasm of his speech the other day lapsed still further 
into poetry touching the American farmer and referred to him 
as one who has “on his back the burden of the world.” The 


gentleman is evidently still troubled with the haunting memory 
of those dreadful days under the Wilson bill when the American 
farmer had the burden of the world upon his back in the shape 
of the Democratic Party, 

I am not surprised that the 
while attempting to convince the 


gentleman 
American 


from Kentucky, 


farmer of what his 


party proposes to do for him, should have lapsed into poetry 
as he, shuddering, recalled what they did to him the last time 
they amended the tariff laws of the country. 


Those were such fearsome days that we would fain blot 
from our memory forever, and would do so if it 
the fact that the temporarily triumphant Democracy, 
pentant of its faults and uncured of its errors, re 
gentleman from 


them 
for 
unre 

them 
Kentucky. 


were not 


‘alls 


As they insist upon our doing so, perhaps it will not be alto 
gether labor lost to recall that when the Democratic Party 
won its victory in 1894, and proceeded to put the Wilson bill 
upon the statute books of the Nation, the farmers of the United 
States owned in round numbers 47,000,000 head of sheep, valued 
at $124,000,000, and, before they had an opportunity to return 
the party of protection to power and repeal that calamitous 


legislation, the number of their sheep had dwindled to 3 
and their value to $67,000,000, a 


G.000 000 


loss to the sheep owners of the 


country of $55,000,000, to which must be added the loss of 
about $20,000,000 in wool clip of four years, making a total 
loss of over $100,000,000 to the sheep and wool growers of the 
country. In three years under the Wilson bill the value of the 
horses on the farms of the United States decreased from 
$992,000,000 to $453,000,000, or a loss of $539,000,000. Tiven the 
Missouri mule, tough as he 4 a crushed under the burden 
of the Democratic Party; his tribe decreased in numbers over 
200,000 and his value over $72,000,000 in that short period of 
Democratic control, And yet the gentleman from Kentuck) 
has the effrontery to claim the virtues of the mule for his party 
We have always understood that his party had all the other 
characteristics of that noble animal. [Applause on the Repub 
lican side.] The decrease in the value of stock eattle in the 
period referred to above was over $39,000,000, and altogether 
the American farmer and stockman lost, in live stock alone the 
last time the Democratic Party attempted to do something for 
him, over $800,000,000. No wonder the gentleman from Ken 
tucky refers to it feelingly as the “ burden of the world.” 

sut the farmer’s loss in live stock during the last period 
| Democratic tariff tinkering was but a small portion of | 
| gregate loss, for as the factory doors closed and the f 
savings dwindled and disappeared and care and want clouded 
the faces and pinched the cheeks of the mothers and childre 
4,000,000 stalwart American workingmen, in the word f a 
great labor leader— 
went up and down the highways and byways of th nd seel 


and finding it not. 


The farmer, suffering the loss of his markets, forced to sell 


his produce below the price of production, began to fear the 
mortgage, the proceeds of which he had used to improve his 
farm and home; then the same party that had despoiled him 
|came to him with a weird tale of financial legerdemain war- 


CONGRESSIONAL 


from the condition in vhich the mis- 

: he had 

atic theory by tha ime, and, as Kip- 

; ther story ”’—a story told in the tri- 

‘ election of Me Kinley and the return to power of the 

! of sound indt ial policy and sound finance. [Applause 

the Re} iblicat sid J 

A SBPCTIONAL BILL. 

Che gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Jamrs] in his speech the 
other day grew quite sarcastic in his denunciation of what he 
was pleased to call an attempt on the part of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GarpNer] to arouse “sectionalism” in con- 
nection with the consideration of this bill, and yet, in his at- 
tempt to explain that the bill was not sectional in its pretended 
benefits, he entirely forgot or overlooked the fact that of the 
estimated reduction in import duties which would result from 
ithe enactment of the legislation on the basis of last year’s im- 
portations, amounting in all to $8,375,676, according to the 
statenient contained in the report on the bill, $6,877,667 was duty 
ou cotton bagging, burlap, and so forth, which, it is stated in 
the same report, on page 5, is “chiefly used for the covering 
of cotton.” 

Of course it is not true that the cotion planter would, under 


the provisions of the bill, receive anything like that amount of | 


relief in the lower price of bagging for his cotton. I doubt if 
he would obtain his cotton bagging in the long run any cheaper; 
but accepting, for the sake of argument, the claim made by the 
gentleman on the other side that the amount of duty now paid 
on the articles which it is proposed to place on the free list 


would all be distributed among the users of these articles, then | 


the cotton producer would receive 82 per cent of all of the bene- 
fits of the legislation. If this is not sectional legislation, then 
the gentleman will have to invent some other name for it. It 
is not only sectional, but according to the claims advanced for 
the legislation by its friends and sponsors its benefits go almost 
entirely to one industry of one section. 

If the Democratic majority really want to be relieved from 
the charge of sectionalism and do something for the farmers 
and those classes of people to whom the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. UNpEerRwoop] refers as “those to whom the necessi- 
ties of life mean so much,” why do not they put sugar and rice 
on the free list? Why do they not do something for the poor 
beys of the country by putting peanuts on the free list? If their 
claim of solicitude for the people is anything more than a hol- 
low mockery and a sham and they want to treat all sections of 
the country alike, why do they not put articles on the free list 
the price of which will be reduced by their action? This free 
list of theirs will not reduce the price of a single American 
product to any American citizen. The free list I suggest would 


unquestionably r reduce the price of commodities of general con- | 


sumption. 
BLOW TO THE PROTECTIVE SYSTEM. 


This measure is frankly intended as a blow to the protective 
system [applause on the Democratic side], so announced by its 
friends and supporters on the other side, all of whom seem to 
have now arrayed themselves either under the banner of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop], who declares for a 
tariff for revenue only, or under the banner of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Grorce], who, not having been coached in 
the school of caution, has boldly announced himself what others 
on that side are too cautious to profess, a free trader. 

It is exceedingly fortunate for the country and for this side 
of the House which, though te mporarily in the minority, is still 
the safeguard and defender of Amercan labor and industries, 
of American standards and ideals [applause on the Republican 
side], that the lines are thus clearly drawn, and that we know 
that it is not a question of what might be properly or safely 
or wisely done with regard to any | articular item if presented 
as a part of a general tariff revision, but whether or not the 
Re] oa lican minority on this side of the House, representing 
that political faith and those economic principles under which 
we have had the most phenomenal development and the most 
widely and generally diffused prosperity ever known in the 
history of the world, shall open the gates of the citadel of 
prosperity to the Trojan horse of free trade and be deceived 
by the ancient enemy, the “tariff for revenue” Greeks, claim- 
ing to bear gifts 

THE LESSON OF EXPERIENCE. 


It is an unfortunate fact that there are some things which 
each generation of men must learn for themselves, oftentimes 


through bitter experience. It was a wise matron who once | 


said “The way te reach some men’s hearts is through their 


wuy to reach some people’s heads. The Democratic Party is 


7 
| 
j 
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and always has been the party of opportunism. 
tunity has gene rally come through public disaster, 
its opportunity has arrived through the almost univer 
longing to eat one’s cake and still retain it on the 

I sometimes think that nothing but disastrous exr 


| bring some people to realize that it is the part of 


cling to the good things we have and endeavor to pn 


| better, rather than to recklessly cast them aside in t 


capturing a bauble temptingly dangled before our 
political slight-of-hand performers. 
CAUSES OF DEMOCRATIC VICTORY. 

The gentlemen on the other side of the “House h: 
themselves into believing that their temporary majo: 
there represents a repudiation by the American peo) 
policy of protection. Never. was a political majority 1 
foundly mistaken, and the rudeness and shock of th 
awakening will be as profound as the depth of their 
delusion. 

The gentlemen on the other side owe their majority 
natural accretion of minor grouches and grievances 
ing through 16 years of responsibility on this side; to | 
of some mistakes of a minor character, which are i: 


| 2 long lease of power; to some considerable temporary 


ment and dissension among ourselves, part of wh 


| over matters of policy and more through personal 
| to the rather undefined and indefinable feeling of 
| desire for a change which ever so often prevad 
| politic; to the fact that for reasons we were in no w 


eS 


sible for except that prosperity brings high prices, 1 
living as Americans desire to live was high; to the fact 
progressive legislation regulating railroads and along 


| gave the Democrats the support of certain powerful 


terests. All these exaggerated, intensified, and fome 


| powerful press, sympathizing somewhat with the 
| forces, but more largely actuated by a determination 


its way with regard to at least one schedule of the tar 


| which affects the product which is the raw materia! 


trade. And out of this has come a majority on the « 


| which is temporarily deluding itself into the belief 


American people, who have had a longer and more s 
experience with a protective tariff than any other | 
who have established and maintained under it more s 
conditions than have ever been_enjoyed by any other | 
have ever inhabited the globe, are pre named to tur! 
upon the policy which all of our commercial rivals « 
we ourselves know, has been responsible to a gre 
than anything else for the temporal blessings whi 
people enjoy. 

FREE TRADE VERSUS PROTECTION. 


I love a free trader, or a tariff-for-revenue man 
same thing under another name—individualls 
They are such optimistic people with regard to th 
lunacy. They are so childlike in their persistent 
laws of trade and the lessons of experience 
mistic they may be with regard to the other 
however wise, discreet, or profound they may 
other matters, on this one proposition they i 
any people I have ever met the saying thi: 
is bliss ’tis folly to be wise.” If they alone 
their blissful ignorance, I should be the last 
pleasure of its enjoyment; but unfortunately 
for them, they can not bring upon themselve 
folly without involving us all in the common 

SHEEP AND WOOL FROM CANADA 

We had a beautiful illustration in the House 
that delightful condition of innocence of 1 
men to blindly pursue economic heresie: 
consequences. During the reading of th 
bill for amendment, the gentleman fron 
FotietTre] offered a very sensible amendm« 
purpose, which was to prevent the drivin: 
Canadian border to be shorn on the Ameri 
driven back and the wool sold here, thus s 
without paying our duty of 11 cents a pou 
jeers which greeted this amendment and its exp 
have really been funny, if it were not for the 
beought vividly to mind the dangers to which An 
tries are now exposed. : 

Of course, the gentlemen who joined in these jee! 
know—I suppose an ought not to be expected to knov 
there are in the United States over 25,000,000 head of 


7 


fo 


| which are bred and grazed on the open range in lar 
stomachs.” It seems to be equally true that that is the only | 


‘ 


which are constantly on the move; whose summer and 
ranges and lambing and shearing grounds are oftentimes 











| by 50, 75, 100, and 150 miles. There is no difficulty what 
i no appreciable additional expense in moving such 
=0 or 100 miles or more to shear. Ten millions or more of 
sheep occupy the territory immediately contiguous to th 
( lian line, west of the Great Lakes, in region havi 
r climatic conditions to those of the adj nt regions « 
( la, It does not pay under fr to raise sheep 
. Saskatchewan, and British Columbia, but the Canadiar 
‘ity bill allows the free importa of sheep from Can 
into the United States, and under at provision the sheep 
ss along the Canadian border for 1.500 miles can be car- 
just as it is in the same territory south of the line, and 


» grazing within 100 miles or more of the border can with- 
lifficulty or considerable expense driven over the li 
United States, shorn, and iter our markets 

ut the payment of duty. 
duty on this class of wool is 11 cents a pound, and about 


uunds per head is the average clip per sheep in that region 


be line 


the wool er 


l eans a saving in duty of over S80 cents on the fleece of 
‘ sheep, and who is bold enough to say that with the Ameri- 
can market for Canadian mutton, with a saving in duty of 80 


ts on each animal per annum, the next few years will not see 

st 10,000,000 sheep along the border in Canada ? 

I am not a prophet; I am not prophesying that 
occur, but I know of no reason why it should not. 


this will 
It 


is one 


of the probable effects of the passage of the Canadian reci- 
procity bill. The loss to our Treasury on the fleeces of that 
number of sheep would be $8,000,000, to say nothing of the loss 
to the American farmer by having that quantity of wool, duty 


free, brought into competition with his production. And yet, 
in the face of the probability—the certainty, to an extent at 
least—of the very operation to which I have referred, the very 
proper and reasonable amendment of the gentleman from Wash- 


ington met only the jeers of ignorance on that side. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] What assurance have we that the 


same lack of knowledge which exists on that side with regard 
to the effect of that legislation does not exist with regard to 

» effect of this and other legislation which will be proposed 
! having to do with the multiplied industries of a great 
people? The trouble with the free trader and the tariff-for- 
revenue advocate is, as I have pointed out, he goes blindly in 
rance or in defiance of the facts which control the com- 
merce and industry of the world. 


WAR 


APPROPRIATIONS. 


We are spending this year upon our Army and Navy and for- 
ifications over $250,000.,000. Why this enormous outlay? Are 
not all the people of the earth our friends, our brethren? Are 
we not peaceably disposed toward all; and is it not our duty 
take it for granted they are peaceably disposed toward us? 
Why, then, this waste of treasure? Why this burdening of 
the people with the cost of military establishments, upon which 
we have expended over $2,000,000,000 in the last 10 years? 

I take it that this expenditure is for defense. Against what? 
Against the ambitions and encroachments of foreign powers: 
ind the gentlemen on that side, free trader and tariff-for- 
revenue man alike, voted for these enormous outlays, and some, 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hopson], would have 
largely increased them. And yet, while gentlemen are so sus- 
picious of foreign peoples that our coast lines must bristle with 
13-inch guns and our leviathans of war churn the waters of 
every sea, they can not understand that there is any reason 
for defense against the infinitely more active and insidious 
mmercial ambitions of other nations. While insisting in 
axing our people to maintain armaments to ward off political 
mbitions, they propose to throw our ports wide open to the 

mercial exploitation of the peoples who are maintaining 
hormous armaments hostile to us, without even charging them 
t license fee for the opportunity of doing business in the best 

ket in the world. Gentlemen on the other side harangue 
favor of a larger Navy and for formidable coast defénse 
against a phantom yellow political peril, while they insist that 
shall tear down our tariff wall, which protects us against a 
| and threatening yellow industrial peril. [Applause.] 


SCALE. 


il 
LKC 


+ 


Ne in 


AMERICAN STANDARDS AND WAGE 


[ confess I have never been able to fathom the profound 
depths of the fallacy of the Democratic tariff position. We 
have here a standard of living and a wage scale far higher than 
that of any other people of the world, under which all of our 
le—with the exception of a small minority who insist on 


} 
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crowding the tenement districts of great cities and thereby sub- | 


Ject themselres to the conditions inevitable in the intense labor 


competition of such localities—are better clothed, better fed, | 


housed, educated, work fewer hours, enjoy more comforts, par- 
Ucipate in more luxuries, are better cared for when destitute, 














red, and afflicted, tl I 
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! rmed | who 
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Lil , tion or ype 1 utterly \ \ 
t condit the 1 is 
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d ice, with her people b a { 

rds, prosperous; nd the tl I f tl i 
ive applied with wisdom the p y of | 
i! “fries, 

To hear our Democratic friends talk one would imagi that 
the matte ' government is the si thir 1 tl \ l 
that all that need be done in the 1 r of tariff ts 1 ice 
duties on a few articles without mu iz 1 Sf are, 
being careful that none of them protect any « 1 in r or 
enterprise, then go fishing, and everyil ‘ | be lo 
have heard of men who were said to b os f 
their mouths to going and off and ! | ha 
sometimes wondered if experience that kind l l 
gentlemen to think that the commercial and lusts ‘ 
prises of a great nation could be ‘ d on t 
plan. 

VISI F 

So much for the general proposit Ne how a 
bill? It is not necessary for anyone t nalyze i r the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] got tl h wi th 
other day it was as full of holes L | » shir 
{ Laughter. | 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman allow me to c hi qin 
tion? 

Mr. MONDELL. My time limited, and | efer 
gentleman should wait until I conclude; but | yield t m 

Mr. SIMS. Is it not a fact that every pr tive law is a 
law in restraint of trade? 

Mr. MONDELL. NO; a protective law is not necessarily 
in restraint of trade. Most protective laws we have had 
vastly increased trade. When we were bt vy Is in Eng l 
at $120 a ton and laying them on A! ean ra 
mighty little business in steel rail ywhere, | ft l 
a protective tariff on the we 
and vastly decreased the price. My 1 ii from M 
HAMILTON] calls my attention to t nd ! 
trade through the influence of a tariff on 1 Ou 
full of illustrations of that | 

The bill proposes to put agricultural i 
list, and that is supposed to be the 
farmer. The gentleman from K > 4 é ! 
glorious conquest of foreign 1 ma in 
including grain, said: 

Why does he ship ii a? r 
better price for it abroad or as good | ] ! 
freight. 

If the American gets as good or a | 
how is the American farmer or any American 
fited by placing upen the free list articles of \ 


quantities abroad at 
sold here and which 


as 


high or a hig! 
one helieves 


no 


quantity, even though placed on the free 

How is anybody h 

One of those hu the fat 
Will the gentleman yield? 
For a quest ion 


Mr. CARLIN. 
Mr. MONDELL. 
Mr. HARDY. 
Mr. MONDELL. 
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Mr. COLLIER. If it takes so much revenue f; 





Mr. HARDY. Does the gentleman in good faith contend that 
agricultural implements manufactured in this country are | ernment to take the tax off cotton bagging, which 
shipped abroad and sold at a higher price there than they are | the southern farmer to wrap the product of his so 
here? that there has been given to the western farmer b 

Mr. MONDELL. I do. That was proved by an official in- | made out of the same vegetable that cotton bagging 
vestigation. The gentleman from Illinois placed the evidence | absolutely free, with which to wrap the products of | 
of it in the Recorp, and I propose to place the same evidence in Mr. MONDELI. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I can not 
the Recorp—an official record gathered by the Department of | speech. The gentleman’s question is hardly a quest 
Commerce and Labor, through its agents—showing the cost of | rather an argument based on the same false premis 
binders, reapers, mowers, and rakes in the United States and in | they base all of the other arguments relative to th 
Europe, and effectually exploding that old and time-honored | that is that placing an article upon the free list or 1 
Democratic error that these goods are sold cheaper abroad than | duty on an article necessarily makes it cheap, when as 
here. of fact the reverse is often true. [Applause on Rk 

Mr. CARLIN. If the gentleman’s statement be true, then | side.] If the gentleman would study the facts 
here can certainly be no longer need for the protection of these | theorize less, he would understand how that occurs. 
industries. In a circular which I have here it is stated that 

Mr. MONDELL. I will answer the gentleman’s question a | seven bagging factories in North Carolina, three in S 
little further along. If I do not, I will thank him to remind | lina, three in Virginia, and three in Georgia, and om 
me of it. is called to the fact that in India, where jute, w! 

Mr. HARDY. I would like to ask if the gentleman from | principal product of which this material is made and 
Wyoming is willing to rest his case on the allegation that agri- | tured, is grown, the manufacturers pay an average of 


cultural implements sell higher abroad than at home? week to their laborers. But of course the fact that 
Mr. MONDELL. I am willing to accept the truth, wherever | labor is to be brought into competition with Asiatic | 

I find it. and dying under conditions degraded, hopeless, and 
Mr. CARLIN. Then you ought to take the tariff off these | almost beyond belief will cause no pause in the prow 

articles, | gentlemen on the other side. It is unfortunate that ti 
Mr. MONDELL. I am willing to take the word of the official | should live under the condition they do, but we 

agents of the United States Government. reduce our people to their level. What we do w 
Mr. CARLIN. Then you ought to take the tariff off. direction of raising them to ours. [Applause on the I 
Mr. MONDELL. The following table gives the price of cer- | side.] 

tain farm implements at home and abroad: Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentle: 

Comparative statement of the retail prices of binders, mowers, reapers, second—— r 
and rakes in the United States and the principal European countries, | Mr. MONDELL. Even the professions of loyalty to | 


as shown by the reports of the Bureau of Manufactures, United Statcs eo tant — » whic o ‘ > j la f 
Department of Commerce and Labor. of a tariff for revenue, which ought to apply in th 


| awful competition with the Asiatic labor on these li: 














| Binders. Reapers.| Mowers. | Rakes I imagine, cause gentlemen to hesitate a moment t 3 
| a “| go that the cotton planter will never vote anythin: } 
eye +. : | Democratic ticket. 

United States. ........--0-0eeeeeeeeeeeees $125, 00| $75.00 $50 00} $22 00 Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman yield? 

a SA te SE Se Red a = a oat 63 = = Mo The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wy: 
Ec ccnecieaiiiiipatcarcend ML SOROR oie 27.00 | te the gentleman from Georgia? 

Denmark Seeccccoscece eeeccsccsccccccesce 167. 50 91.12 60 30 | 30 82 | Mr. MONDELL. I will be glad to do so. 

Huneery | A] | «| «6 AR|. Mr. BARTLETT. Can the gentleman state how 1 

Te oe eieniwt 169. 95 96. 82 | 66. 95 27.29| bagging is manufactured in India? Does not the 

North Russia. ........-+2s2+eeeeeeseeeeee 180. 25 91.70) 66.95 29.05 | know it to be a fact—I will call it that, because I t 

West Siberia. ......----0-seeeeeeeeeeeeeee 187.98} 101.97) 7210 0.9 | be established—that the Cotton Bagging Trust n 





arn io. To] eee = what it manufactures, but purchases this cotton ba: 
Note.—The foreign prices are taken from the official reports published in the | jn India by cheap labor, and sells it in this country to | 


Daily Consular and Trade Reports: 


French prices, issue of Feb. 23, 1909 (No. 3413). planter at an increased price by reason of the tariff? 
Prices for Germany, Denmark, Sweden, Hungary, Russia, and west Sitw..a, issue Mr. MONDELL. I presume people who deal in 


of Mar. 3, 1909 (No. 3420). 


Prices in Great Britain, issue of Apr. 8, 1909 (No. 3450) ging have to buy from the people who make it 7 


Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 
BAGGING, BURLAP, ETC, Mr. MONDELL (continuing). And we manufa 

It is proposed to put cotton bagging, burlap, and so forth, | small proportion of the cotton bagging of the world 
on which a duty of over $6,750,000 was collected last year on | how much of it will we produce when cotton bagsz 
the free list, for the benefit, we are to assume, of the cotton | upon the free list? Now the Asiatic must pay a littl 
planter, as the report accompanying the bill informs us that | for our market: then the Asiatic will receive the be 
this material is chiefly used for covering cotton. Whether the | market free. and if there be a trust, such as the gentl: 
placing of this material on the free list will furnish any | Georgia states, the trust will gobble up the differe: 
American consumer with the product cheaper is a question; | eotton planter will never know what has happened t 
that it will reduce the national revenues by a little less than | fits he was promised. [Applause on the Republican s 
$7,000,000 is quite certain. Judging from a letter I received Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman—— 
from the Carolina Bagging Co., of Henderson, N. C., I should Mr. MONDELL. I can not yield further. 
be inclined to think that it will also have the usual effect of Mr. BARTLETT. But the ‘gentleman is simply 1 
Democratic tariff legislation of closing down American factories. | his facts—that the majority of our cotton baggi! 


Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? abroad; it is not, not a third, not a fourth is made 
Mr. MONDELL, TI will. Mr. MONDELL. I think the gentleman is misial 


Mr. COLLIER. I understand you to say that it would re- | he is not that is all the greater reason why we sh 
duce the revenue on cotton bagging six millions and something? bagging on the free list. The gentleman from I! 

Mr. MONDELL, The revenue last year was between six and | MANN] so thoroughly dissected this bill it is absolut 
seven millions. refer further to its crudities, but we might for a 

Mr. COLLIER. Why, on a 12,000,000-bale crop at 5 cents a | attention to the fact that while the gentlemen have | 
bale, it amounts to only $625,000. and bagging on the free list, the duty on linoleum and 

Mr. MONDELL. I am giving the gentleman the figures as I | coverings and other goods made of burlap stiil remains 
obtained them from the report made by the gentleman from | while reducing the tariff on one article they increase t 
Alabama [Mr. UNpERwoop], in which he states that the revenues | on a dozen others, and still the gentlemen claim and s 
obtained last year in this class of imports—cotton bagging, | the Payne bill was too high. Why, they are raising t 
sacks, burlaps, and so forth, 1910—was $6,877,000. in the Payne bill by reducing the duty on the raw materis. ae 

Mr. COLLIER. Oh, that includes sacks, and so forth. I was | not changing it on the finished product. 
talking about cotton bagging. I wish to ask the gentleman this Mr. RUCKER of Missouri, Will the gentleman yield? 
question. He seems to have gone very deeply into the ws Mr. MONDELL. I am sorry, Mr. Chairman, that | 





ject yield now, because I fear I will not have time enough | 

Mr. MONDELL. Not at all. I have only touched the sur-| clude. After I conclude—— ; 
face, though I hope that I have gone deeper into it than some Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I simply want to call the ce! 
of the gentlemen on the other side.. man’s attention—— 








1911. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. MONDELL. I yield for a moment. 

we. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I 

} an to say that he would yield 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman finally yielded. 

Mr. MONDELL. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I understood the gentleman to say 
a moment ago, referring to a speech of the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. JAmes], that he, Mr. James, said that manu 
factured articles were sold abroad for a higher price than they 

re here. 

MONDELL. I have not read the gentleman’s speech. I 

‘ oting from memory. Possibly the gentleman only intended 
to apply his remarks to agricultural products. 


understood the 


coTTo> TIES, BARBED WIRE, ETC 


osed to put cotton ties, baling wire, and barbed wire 
on the free list, with the expectation that the American farmer 


It is pro} 


imagine he is going to be vastly benefited thereby. If all 
duties remitted under these items were to go into the 


ets of the farmers of the country, it might furnish them 
enough for one 5-cent cigar per annum. 


LEATHER AND BOOTS AND SHOES. 
Next to the agricultural-implement item, the one that is 
( dently expected will most appeal to the farmer is that which 


places heavy leather, boots and shoes, harness and saddlery on 
free list. We imported these articles in the year 1910 to 
mount of $1,319,622, while we exported like articles of the 
value of $37,178,938. 
rhat being the case how is anyone going to be benefited by 
acing on the free list articles of which we only import on: 
d one-third million dollars per annum while we export at a 
higher price or as good a price to the amount of nearly $140,000, 
000? In the eloquent words of the gentleman from Alabama. 
“ We shoe the world,” and he might have added “ saddle the uni- 
el What benefit, then, to any American citizen by placing 
» articles on the free list? What is there to it but a little 
p buncombe? 


LUMBER 
A few days ago the House passed the Canadian reciprocity 
and in defense you on the other side claimed that it was a 
st excellent trade, a fine bargain that we were driving with 
Canada. 
estimable benefits of free lumber, the granting of which you 
assured uS gave us valuable concessions in the Canadian mar- 
ket. And yet, before that pact becomes a law, you offer a 
I which proposes to give all the world, without any con 
deration whatever, a wider free market than the Canadians 
ere given in the reciprocity agreement. I was not expecting 
overmuch in the way of consistency from our friends on the 
other side, but I did expect that they would, at least for a few 
days, keep faith with Canada touching the matters treated of 
in the so-called reciprocity agreement. 


SEWING MACHINES. 


Last year we imported $76,000 worth of sewing machines 
and exported sewing machines of the value of $7,500,000. In 
other words, we exported one hundred times as many as we 

rted. We sent them to the ends of the earth, and in th 
ifacture, sale, and price of these machines we 


The ' 
Lave ho 


rivals worthy of the name. And yet our Democratic friends 
expect some people to believe that they are going to get sewing 


hines cheaper because they are placed on the free list 
SALT. 
The American farmer is expected to be duly thankful to the 


Democratic Party for the proposition contained in this bill to 
put salt on the free list. Of course everyone knows that there 
probably not a farmer in all the land who will ever purchase 
any cheaper on account of the removal of the duty, Salt 


is one of those articles which we produce cheaper and better 
any people on earth, and the only place in all of our terri 
tory where salt can be imported with or without the duty is at 
ome port where an occasional cargo might come in as ballast or 
some very limited region along our borders. And yet the 
American farmer and the American workingman will hear it 
from the hustings all over the land that the cost of living has 
been wonderfully reduced by the reduction of the duty on salt. 





Of course the farmer will not get his salt any cheaper, but the | 
game may work through one campaign, particularly among the | 
‘lass of people, if there be any such, described in poetry by the | 


gentleman from Kentucky. 


MEATS ON FREE LIST 


This is the farmers’ free list, so our friends on the other side 
It might very properly be described as an attempt to farm 
It has been referred to in the minority report on 
This is a most apt desig- 


Say. 
the farmer. 
the bill as “ political soothing sirup.” 





You said, among other things, we were to get the | 
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| pay, 


and the extent of 





nation for most of its provisi BS soot rup is 
ts effects, and there are some p1 s bi 

the long run will, in my epi rct on tl 

he manner of an 
it is propesed to put fresh 11 f 


In 


emetic 


e® and ne 
er. Ah! here is yw 

in their fervid denunciation t 
nzy declare that this will strike a f ln = 

, at this infamous octoj 

There is a legend that centuri : in C ; ept 
only as pets, and a Chinaman, \ 
porker in the corner of his one-1 
consternation, his home caught fi1 
and the pet pig burned to death. In 
his domicile the nostrils of the ma 
by the savory odor of roast pig 
immediately fell to, and his neig 
voured the toothsome porker, which h: ‘ 
the embers of the cabin. Thereupon and thei ’ 
region round about there ensued a perfect 
burning, with the accompaniment of roast Bd z 
said that centuries passed, in which unnumbered dwe 
consumed, bef it was discov l al the ¢ 
pig could be roasted without bu 
on the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time gel mal expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I 3 l to th eman 30 
minutes more. {Applause on the R I le. 

Mr. MONDELL. Now, I presume the men ‘ \T i 
Trust—at least a gentleman’s agre 
ui I am inclined to believe t i 
that business do squeeze both the 
onsumer of meat, and nothing should be | e to | it 
the packers from manipulating the market. But I do not 
the farmer has ever called 


do his house 


} ' 
iO i 


ail 


ore 


hes al 


wn to secure him 
hands of the Beef Trust. 
are not the cheapest 
manner of 

lands under 
its semipeon labor, can and does undersell t 
' meats in the markets of the w ] N 
extent Australia, 
and do sell meats of « 

the world cheaper than we can, par l 
and mutton. And does the Democrat ] 
can persuade the American farmer tl 
iim by throwing open 
hat which he pi 


t 


the 
We producers of meat i tl world 
The Arge 


the control of a compar 


any means. 


ing 


oi 
certaln 
iands, Cali 
¢ 

of 


be ef 


Last ve 
10.000, 
ports were valued at over 
ee rted T7.000 he 
mutton, whil ‘ 
all of which illustrates 
to 


ir we exported fresh beef valued at tle o7 


Argentina over 


e7 f 812.000. 000 ane 


STS_O00.000 | Ay tins 


A Zen 
I tton, 
ine itioned CTOW 


meats cheaply. 
rH CKMAN, 


Assuming that the packers do not a Lys 1% f price f 
cattle and sheep, and I do not believe they do 
be it great small, be 
is regulated by the price which th obtain 1 
the market which they in 
the packer controls the market, what 
reducing the price he pays for live 
be compelled to reduce the price foi 
product? Even though he may not 
price in order to meet competiti 
simply divide some of his seacoast mat 
fact that meats are brought int ur country \ 
an additional argument and levera; 
of live stock. And yet this ext: dinary j 
vanced in the name of the farmers of the « 
men, remember the live-stock siu ] 
member what followed it 
that side to this. 


or rs a2 cert » fy 


the 


WHY NOT ! 
the 
time ag Gi 
items in thi 


Now, I 
from 


i 


reaching 
a short 
the 


am 
Virginia 

say that so far as 

implements, leather, boots and sho ewil 1 

barbed wire, which we now 

tion with all the world, are concerned 


question 


manufacture am mpeti 


why not place the on 
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the free list? It by no means follows that because we can, aS | become a hostile hand, and contributes naught to eith, 

to the major portion of the country and as to most of the | support of Government or of institutions. It is the ex) 

items on a certain schedule, meet the competition of all the | of the world that at least in the case of low tariffs 

world, we should surrender without any consideration whatever | eigner in the main pays the tax. Having placed most 

the greatest market in all the world to the alien and the/|on the dutiable list, though many of them at a low 

stranger. should then use that list and those articles as the basis 
NO RECIPROCAL ADVANTAGE. procity agreements. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWooD] says that if Even though it were true that in a general revision 
we will only abandon our protective policy we can capture the | tariff, with all the schedules before us, with the op; 
markets of the world in every land where free competition can | of weighing, comparing, adjusting, and dovetailing | 
be obtained. We have already captured many of them and | @2other, it might be held that some of the articles in 
his promise of further conquest is perfectly safe as he has | before us could be placed on the free list without | 
qualified it. No attempt is made in the bill to establish that | American industries and with possible slight advantaze 
condition of free competition on which he predicates his promise | American people, would we be justified in doing it wit 
of further markets. This bill simply surrenders our market, | 4ttempt to secure reciprocal advantages? 
leaving us confronted by high and in some cases with discrimi- OPPORTUNITY FOR RECIPROCITY. 
nating tariffs when we seek the markets of any country in the 
world except England for the same classes of goods it is pro- 
posed to place on the free list. In agricultural implements we 
now give a free market to every country which treats us like- 
wise, but France, Germany, and the balance of Europe confront 
us with high duties on these goods. Even Canada still retains a 
duty of about 20 per cent against us in the reciprocity arrange- | parring the extension of our trade by high tariffs and 
ment. | Some regulations—will grant preferential treatment to 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Moss] talked yesterday of | our products? If the Democratic Party wants to do s 
the virtues of reciprocity and of the importance of seeking wider | for the American people, instead of ruthlessly teari 
markets for American meats abroad. One would have imagined, | tariff walls, opening the gates to the flood of foreign 
to listen to him, that this was a reciprocity measure, that we | tions, without recompense or return, why not do somet 
were not surrendering our markets without receiving anything | the American farmer and stockman by securing him 
in return, but that we were actually proposing to obtain some | market in France or Germany, or both, for American nx 
reciprocal benefits. Ah, gentlemen, if we were, it would be a | farm products? 
very different story. For myself I do not believe much in a free Of course, the gentlemen on the other side will say 
list anyway. If I were framing a tariff, I should put mighty | not in position to enter into negotiations of that sort 
few articles on the free list, though on articles of necessity or | they place the articles on the free list without rece 
common use I would make the duties very low, and I would | reciprocal advantages. Why place them on the free | 
then use those duties as a basis for securing preferential treat- | The reasons given will neither satisfy nor convince th 
ment with our foreign competitors. | can people. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. James], in his speech | ATTITUDE OF A PROTECTIONIST. 
the other day, grew facetious, almost funny, as he described | There are, I understand, some Republicans who, n 
certain articles which he said were on the free list in the Payne | Canadian reciprocity bill, which largely deprives t! 
bill. Well, I felt somewhat crushed under that criticism, be- | and stockman of some of the benefits of protection, | 
cause I realize that my party is a proper subject of criticism | the House, are inclined to vote for this bill or some of 
and of ridicule whenever it follows a Democratic precedent. | ules. I am unable to follow the reasoning which jus 
The articles over which he had so much joy were on the free | action on the part of a protectionist. Few on either + 
list in the Wilson bill, and we adopted them. Of course, there | Chamber, in my opinion, believe all the provisions 0! 
was more reason for putting a variety of weird articles on the | are good. Certainly no one on this side does, and yet 
free list in the Wilson bill than there was in putting like articles | cratic majority are bound by caucus action to take 
on our tariff bill, but there were some things put on the free list | stands, and therefore it can not be amended. The ca 
in the Wilson bill the placing of which on that list was an en- | thotigh the bill does not reflect the views of many M 
tirely unnecessary act. For instance, they put asafcetida on the | that side. How can any believer in protection under 
free list. Did not the Wilson bill smell loud enough without any | cumstances vote for a bill treating of a few schedu! 
asafeetida? [Laughter on the Republican side.] They also, if | in by the enemies of protection and proclaimed t! 


Here are many articles, occupying a large place in 
| merce of the Nation, taken from the dutiable list 

on the free list with all of the recklessness and dis 
| the sources of income or of the ultimate effect with 
| drunken sailor squanders his wages. Is there nothi: 
list of articles for which France, Germany, Austria, Ii: 





I recollect rightly, put nux vomica on the free list. Why, the | not of lower protection duties, but for abolition of all | 
American people did not need any imported emetic. The bill | duties? 
furnished a sufficient amount of that without having emetics In some parts of the world they play a game wit! 
free. am told—coming from a proper community myself, I | 

There were other articles that they placed on the free list | ing of it except from hearsay [laughter]—in w! 
very appropriately. They placed rags on the free list. Rags | cards save one, the hole card, are dealt face up. T! 
were entirely proper on a Democratic free list, because they | me like such a game, in which the Democratic deal 
were the fashionable clothing at the time that bill was in | seen the other fellow’s hand, calls on him to play, w! 
operation. [Laughter on the Republican side.] They also | dealer, still has his hole card face down. Does any! 
put spunk on the free list, and that was fortunate, for the | side know what that hidden card is? Is it free 
American people surely did need all the spunk they could get | Mexican cattle, a revenue duty only on all industri: 
during those days to hold their heads above water, [Laughter | to have no hand in the determination of them? 1 
and applause on the Republican side.] best guess we can make, and is any Republican re 

I do not know why they put teeth on the free list, for they | into a brace game of that sort? 
did not furnish us with anything in particular to eat, but per- 
haps it was due to the fact that they knew the times were : oe as 
going to be mighty tough and the chewing would be hard. If any argument were neoded = show the ~ + 
[Applause on the Republican side.] And they were. absurdity, the viciousness, of a apna fa a 

There are certain classes of articles which we do not pro- | this bill furnishes it. What if the bill should pass’ \\ 





WHAT 18 THE FUTURE POLICY TO BE? 


Ne 


duce, such as tea and coffee. There are many other articles | POPSun bills are. to follow? No one knows whi ther 
which by reason of our natural resources, the marvelous effi- | Tou out the bumps this bill eenees cad regen et ah 
ciency of our people, the wonderful development of our indus- | T¢Vision will be like in its entirety, if will eee 
tries, we can produce as cheap or more cheaply than any people | Knows whether the proposed revision will proce he 4 
on earth. As to all these which are articles of necessity and free-trade lines of this bill or will in spots reflect me 
of common use, I should under no circumstances make the | Tevenue views of the gentleman from ee od 
duty burdensome, but I should at least make the foreigner pay woop], or in spots the “ tear-the-customhouses-do\ 


; t-to-foundation-stone” views of our honored Spea! 

something, be it ever so little, for the privilege of our markets. | T© ; i 

€ 5 P I - am other spots the “ save-my-industries-and-swat-all-othe1 
THE HAND THAT PROTECTS. 


views of some of our friends on both sides of the ‘ 
Every hand that produces and fashions these articles at home | Nobody knows. a 

is a hand of defense and support to the Republic and makes its There is and can be but one sane, sound, and sens! 

contribution to the Government and society. Every hand that | legislate on the tariff, and that is to adopt a policy 

produces and fashions an article abroad is a neutral and may ! to it and bring every schedule into harmony with that 
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| 
to harmony with every other schedule. Under that plan 
under the procedure now invoked it is a 
g. The southern Members have grabbed cotton ties and 
¢, I suppose they are expected to hold the bag the next 
vhile some of their colleagues grab something for their 
ts. They talk about logrolling in tariff revision. 
‘is a necessary preliminary to house building. This pro- 
iyre is purse snatching. [Applause and laughter on the Re- 
n side.] 


f is a mosaic; 


Log- 


TARIFF-FOR-REVENUE ADVOCATES. 


Where are the gentlemen on the other side of the aisle who 
neve been clamoring for tariff for revenue? If the articles 
on proposed to be placed on the free list are not proper and 

te subjects for revenue tariff, what articles are? If we 

throw away 10 millions of revenue in this measure, 5 
ns of revenue in another measure, 20 millions of revenue 
xt week on the wool schedule, Uncle Sam will soon be going 

|, hat in hand, taking up a collection to run the Govern- 
BELIEVER IN A PROTECTIVE TARIFF. | 
Chairman, I am a believer in the protective-tariff system. 
I do net believe you can maintain here a wage and a 
rd of living far above that of the balance of the world 

d at the same time open the floodgates to the importation of 
the products of the underpaid labor such as is found, unfortu- 
in many regions of the earth. The protective-tariff 
needs no defense. No argument ought to be required in 
support of it in this country. The greatest story of temporal 

es that the world has ever heard or witnessed in its unfold- 
is the story of the growth, progress, advancement, and 
sperity of the American people under the protective system. 
fApplause on the Republican side.] The bill before us the 

t of the enemies of that system, announced as an attempt 

k it down. It requires centuries for wise men to create, 
rear, and adorn the magnificent works of art in architec- 
ture which a yokel and a vandal, given an opportunity and a 
namite, can destroy in the twinkling of an eye. It hi: 


scale 


is 


pre 


: renerations to lay the foundations, build, and develop 
the mighty industries of this great Nation. 

In this great work we have had the benefit of the marvelous 
s] and energy of some of the greatest captains of industry 

| of the most efficient army of artisans the world bas ever 
known. To frame and execute the laws which have wisely 
encouraged this development has been the life work of a long 


if patriots and statesmen. 
ere was Abraham Lincoln, who said: 


I do not know much about the tariff, but I know that if you buy a 

n ¢ el rails abroad you have the rails and the reigner has the 
if you make a ton of rails here, you have both the rails and 
ey. 

There was Grant, great captain, returning from the fields of 


to encourage the arts of peace; Blaine, teacher of true 


reciprocity; Reed, stalwart champion of American industries; 
Dingley, master of tariff schedules; and McKinley, high priest 
of protection. Their names and the names of those who labored 
' hem glorify and illuminate the pages of American his 
I The story of their lives comprises all that is best in the 
story of the past two generations. What about those who 
re “1 and, when they had the opportunity, practiced the 
l nes now proclaimed by the gentlemen on the other side? 
fhey are forgotten except as they are remembered as mis- 
guided teachers of false economic doctrines and perhaps for | 


virtues that in part offset their errors and follies touching these 
things. Which policy, then, shall we pursue—the policy which 


las brought prosperity or the policy which has led to disas- | 
Which leaders shall we follow—those who have immor- 


ed themselves or those who have been discredited? 
[ shall follow the banner of protection to American 
\merican industries, and I shall vote against the bill not 
ecause it is hastily and crudely drawn and scantily con- 
dered, though it is all that; not only because its proposals 
e either vain, visionary, or vicious; but more because, being 
these, it is a blow at the policy of protection and therefore 
ice to the well-being and happiness of our people. [Pro- 
ged applause on the Republican side.] 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker], 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, 


As for 


if I can 


get 
want to call his attention to one or two matters for the sake of 
accuracy. A familiar quotation from Lord Byron, slightly para- 
phrased, would run thus: “ Now, I like Republicans, because 
they can’t or won’t do otherwise than misstate facts; but they 
do it so well the truth seems falsehood to it.” [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] If I understood the gentleman correctly a 








labor i 


the | 
tention of the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monperr], I | 
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few minutes ago, he said that the Democratic 
made, that American manufacturers ship 
foreign countries and sell them there at 
American consumers are required to pay f 


goods has been exploded, 
official figures and 
man from Kentucky [Mr. James] 
whole snap away” when he said: 
Why do they ip goods abroad? Be 
as good a price, abroad for them as they 
Mr. MONDELL. Will the ge 
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side and sustain himself before the great body of the American 
people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] But in the interest 
of fairness I make these remarks, and I challenge the gentleman 
now to correct his speech before he puts it in the Recorp, and 
let it conform to the facts. And if he finds it a hard road to 
travel, if he finds this tariff wall, this protective tariff which 
robs the people he represents, the and the wage 
earner as well—and if I had time, I could show that it does— 
he should repent and go down into the waters and be baptized 
the living faith of Democracy, and then he would not have 
o appeal to error to sustain his position. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Among the 
Congressmen whose names have been added to the 
at this session I presume I am the youngest and the tenderest. 
renderfoot that I am naturally, I have been touched and 
nothi have I been so deeply touched and at the same time 
edified as by the solicitude, the love, and esteem evidenced by 
the gentlemen on the Republican side of this House, especially 
those hailing from the New England cities, for my good friends 
the farmers. With tears in their voices as well as their eyes, 
they have pleaded for the farmers during the consideration of 
the reciproc ity bill, and I hoped and almost believed that the 
farmer was at last coming into his own. A little skeptical I was 
as to the protestations that the farmer would be hurt by that 
bill, but satisfied entirely was I that even though it should prove 
injt to the farmers of the Northwest, justice would be 
meted unto them by these Republican Representatives when 
they had an opportunity to vote for the farmers’ free-list bill, 
and firmly did I believe that their wonderful intellects would be 
exerted and musical voices raised in behalf of that bill. But 
now I find it was all a mistake. Mr. DaLzeLi, who does not 
live within 150 miles of a farm, but earnestly pleads that the 
farmers be not hurt by the passage of the reciprocity bill, now 
reports that this farmers’ free-list bill is but soothing sirup 
offered to the farmers. If he is correct, and we must presume 
he then how can he, after protesting last week that “ my 
brotherly love is for my own kin, for the American farmer, not 
for his Canadian competitor,’ now refuse to give even sooth- 
ing sirup to the object of his affections. [Applause.] 

And then the minority leader [Mr. Mann], after having 
pleaded for the farmers during the consideration of the reci- 
procity bill, now opposes the passage of this bill, criticizing 
its form more than anything else. After listening to him I 
agreed with the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON], that 
if the Democratic Party proposed for adoption the Ten Com- 
mandments, he would so criticize them as to cause even Mr. 
Heriin to fear that it would be unwise to adopt them. His 
strained construction of the provisions of this bill is equaled 
only by the construction Finnegan placed upon the tax laws 
when, after his election as auditor, he sent his friend 
Dooley a notice that there was due the county $8 taxes on his goat. 
Dooley forthwith presented himself, his Irish up, and said, 
“Finnegan, what does it mean? I’ve owned that durn goat for 
three years and never paid tax on it, and sure I’m satisfied 
there’s no law for it.” “Indade, there says Finnegan. 
“T’ve read the tax laws, and it provides that all property 
abutling and abounding on the public highway shall be taxed 
at the rate of $2 per foot, and, sure, yez can’t deny that your 
goat has four feet.” [Applause and laughter.] In much the 
same manner does Mr. Mann construe the provisions of this 
bill, alleging that it is vague and uncertain, because it fails to 
define what an agricultural implement is. It is sufficiently 
definite, however, to admit free of taxation those implements 
used by agriculturists in the tillage of the soil, and that is jts 
purpose. [Applause.] 

The discussion of this and the preceding bill has covered a 
wide range, and several gentlemen on the other side who do not 
apparently approve of the efforts to deceive the farmer resort 
to an effort to arouse prejudice against these bills by styling 
them sectional legislation or intimating that such is the fact. 
When the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircuin] was 
addressing this House, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Focut] asked him to tell him something of the class of labor 
employed in the cotton mills of the South, and give some in- 
formation as to educational statistics among the operatives of 
the cotton mills, and also state whether child labor is em- 
ployed. Had the gentleman been acquainted with conditions 
and with the laws he would have known that wise and humane 
legislation prohibits the employment of child labor and limits 
the hours of labor of all operatives to 10 hours a day. In com- 
parison with the salary and mileage of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania the operatives are poorly paid, but for the class 
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of work demanded of them their wages are fair. 
plaint, and a just one it is, is that while wages hay 
increased the cost of living under Republican mi 
creased. [Applause.] 

As a class they are of the highest order, pure-)) 
cans, most of them living in the counties and st 
their great grandfathers were born—intelligent, ; 
citizens—poor, possibly, but proud, and not 
from any man or set of men. They have come to t! 
the farms, as a rule, and this fact would indi 
boasted prosperity of the farmers which Mr. Cannon 
to the policies of the Republican Party is not a: 
might be. In that most entertaining speech deli 
CANNON he pictured the wonderful improvement 
in North Carolina, attributing it, of course, 


legislation, but in the next breath he stated t] 


see} 


now living on his old place in North Carolina toid hiy 


old gullies had been removed by throwing up dai 
he had learned the use of clover and cowpeas, thi 
the statement of Mr. Cannon that the farmer's 
due to legislation, Republican or Democratic, and I 
clusively that it is due to his own unaided exertio 
tion of new methods of farming, applying inteil 
labors, the only way in which the farmer has ever pi 
will ever prosper. 

Out of the wave of general prosperity 
country the farmer has now and again received 
of it, but it has never been due to legislation h 
since a citizen of Ohio summarized the situation i 

Nearly $1,000,000 a day is being spent by the G 

purposes in the Army, in the Navy, and for pensio: 
of all Government expenses are incurred for war pu! 
of war, as has ever been the case, the volunteer sol 
has to be the Nation's reliance for national fens« 
For ation, +} per cent represents the litur 
ture 1% per cent; for feed, $1; for fight, $57: for | 
lets, $22; to encourage production, $1; to encourag 
shoot brains in, $1; to shoot brains out, $22; for « 
and education, $1; for shotgun business in time of 
increasing, food supply decreasing. 

[Applause. ] 

Because of the item in this bill removing the d 
bagging and ties, Republican Members of this 
that the entire bill is sectional legislation. Whi 
moves duties upon articles consumed and used b) 
entire country, this is the only item offering relief 
growers alone, and in all fairness I ask if it be 
the interests of the cotton grower be given a little « 
Half a century has passed since the echo of tl 
died in silence. Half a century has elapsed sin 
of the Northern and of the Southern armies ret 
homes, the one flushed and elated with victory 
the other almost in despair, having suffered e1 
and having lost all but the proud consciousnes 
shown their readiness and willingness to suff 
cause they honestly believed to be right and j 
to their homes they found that after the cessati: 
agents of this Government were seizing cott 
property of the people of the South, at a time w 
in poverty and distress. According to the record 
the Treasury Department, 33,638 bales of cott 
and sold, and after deducting alleged expenses o! 
there was turned into the Treasury of the Uni 
sum of $4,886,671, the proceeds of the cotton b« 
cotton growers of the South. By acts of Congre 
1866, and 1867, a direct tax was levied upon raw 
now commonly known as the illegal cotton tax, | 
lawyers it is conceded, and by the Supreme Cou 
decided, to be unconstitutional. According to 
the office of Commissioner of Internal Revenue, | 
lected by the levying of this tax from the farmer: 
$68,072,388.90, more than $4,000,000 being collec! 
cotton growers of the State of South Carolina 
standing that this tax has in effect been decided by 
Court to have been unconstitutional, 
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the South, for 50 years, and this Congress has never 
serious consideration to the just pleas of the vict! 
unconstitutional legislation for reimbursement. U 
unjust as has been the policy of the ee 
matters, the people of the South, and espe 
growers of the South, have never wavered in th 
devotion to this great Government of ours. 


When the call to arms was sounded in 1898 these sa! 
were among the first to volunteer to Svonyd the 


growers 
in the cause of our country, and to-day I plead for 


out of sectional lines in legislation, for the harm onizing 
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ns of this country, for the cementing together by the ties 
non interest, brotherly love and affection all the people 


i accord 


= great country of ours, and earnestly plead that this or | 


er legislation be considered upon its merits and without 

to the section of the country it may perchance offer 

rhis bill is in thorough accord with Democratic principles be- 
ise it equalizes the benefits distributed under its provisions. 
rhe protected industries of the country have apparently be- 
to deceive them they must be persuaded that they are 
shed for their own advantage, and through the Republican 
: of protection they have to a great extent accomplished 
spoir ends by convincing the people that in order to protect 
ame one industry in a district benefiting a few people, they 
+ consent to the rest of the inhabitants of the district being 
robbed by thousands of protected industries located in other 
eotions. The Democratic Party, on the other hand, stands for a 
tariff for revenue only, this policy being determined in the 
eouncils of the party and declared in its platforms. It stands 
tariff for revenue as against the policy of the Republican 


Pa ty of a tariff for protection with incidental revenue. The 
eratie Party not believing in absolute free trade it is not 


. we expected that the committee intrusted with the considera- 
tion of a tariff legislation should propose for passage here a 
trader believes should be included. 
omelet without an egg, you can not run this Government 
without money. The removal of duties from the articles 
specified in this bill will, according to the statement of Mr. 
UnpEDRWooD, reduce the revenue $10,000,000, and until we have 
an income tax or some other source from which we can secure 
revenue it would be the sheerest folly to extend this free list 
nd reduce the revenue to any greater extent. It is true that 
it is proposed after the passage of this bill to reduce the pro- 
hibitive duties now levied on one or two articles in most general 
use by the people, but a reduction on such articles instead of 
further reducing the revenue will increase it by the increased 
importations it will make possible. 

The provision for the removal of the duty upon cotton bag- 
ging and ties, which is the object of special attack, I ask to 
onsider first for a few moments. The cotton crop of the South 
isa great crop, averaging 12,000,000 bales a year, approximately 
f of which is exported and exchanged for foreign 
gold, amounting to $500,000,000. By the operation of the present 
tariff duty on the cotton ties necessary in marketing the crop, 
the farmer is made to pay a tax of 0.027 cent a bale, which on 
the total crop amounts to $324,000 a year. On his cotton bag- 
ging he is by the operation of the tariff forced to pay a tax of 
cents a bale, amounting on the entire crop to $630,000, mak- 
a total of $954,000 annually paid by the cotton growers to 
the Bagging and Tie Trust for the enrichment of their stock- 
holder In South Carolina last year 1,210,968 bales of cotton 
were produced, and in marketing this crop the farmers paid 
through the duty on bagging and ties $63,575.82, and in my 
own district the tax paid by the farmers to these manufacturers 
through the operation of this duty amounted to $13,374.80, or 
$2 to every farmer. Now, under these circumstances, 
g been the victim of direct taxation immediately after the 
, and the victim of this indirect taxation on his bagging and 
ties for years, is it not fair and just that if a free list is to be 
introduced here that the cotton grower should be the beneficiary 
of some legislation ? 

Daily do we receive letters and petitions from the manufac- 
turers of bagging and ties, to whose success the farmers have 
been contributing for years, beseeching us not to vote to 
remove this tax from the farmers. 
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«| that the people can not be robbed unless deceived, and | 


with Democratic principles in equalizing the benefits 
as well as the taxation that there should be no duty on it, and 
I think I am safe in saying that if an effort were made to 
place a tax upon the binding twine of the wheat farmer of the 
North and Northwest that the Representatives of the cotton- 


growing States in the Democratic Party would be found oppos- 


ing such effort. We want them to have their binding twine on 
the free list and ask only for the same privilege for the cotton 
grower of the South. 

So much for that provision in the bill. It does benefit the 


cotton grower by the removal of the duty on bag and ties 


and on hides. It benefits the farmers of the entire Nation by the 
| removal of the duties on agricultural implements. It benefits 
the wage earner of the great cities of New England as well 


lacing on the free list all the articles that the ardent free 


The farmers, on the other | 


hand, are not so organized as to present their complaints and | 


petitions to this body, but in the performance of our duties no 
better guide could be asked for than that offered by Speaker 
CLarK on the opening day of this session when the said: 


No man is fit to be a lawgiver for a mighty people who yields to the 
demands and solicitations of the few having access to his ear but is 

oe ons that vast multitude who may never hear his voice or look 
His face, 


[Applause.] 

The farmer receives and asks for no protection upon his prod- 
ucts. He sells in an unprotected market and buys in a pro- 
tected market, and it is not fair that he should be made eter- 
nally to take money out of his pockets and transfer it to the 
pockets of the manufacturers as a contribution to their con- 
tinued prosperity. The wheat farmer of the Northern and 
Northwestern States pays no tax on his binding twine. Then 
Why should the cotton grower be made to pay it on his bagging 
and ties? Understand me, I do not mean that a duty should 
be levied on binding twine. 











as the rest of the country by the removal of the duty meat, 
cereals, flour, and breadstuffs of all kinds. It benefits the people 
generally, and especially those along the Canadian border by 
the removal of the duty on lumber, in accordance with the 
pledge of the Democratic platform. It benefits the wage earner 
by the removal of the duty on leather, boots, and and 
it benefits the people of the entire country by the removal of 
the duty on salt, sewing machines, and other articles. It is 
legislation in the interest of the people generally, and especially 
the agriculturalists. Helping the farmers, as it does, at this day 
it may be considered tardy justice, but it is justice, nevertheless, 
and it is better late than never. Its passage will be in accord 
with the character of legislation already passed by this House 
at this session under the able leadership of Chairman UNpeEr- 
woop. The bill providing for the direct election of United States 
Senators, in view of the widespread demand for such legisla- 
tion, is certain to meet with the approval of the people. 

The passage of the bill providing for the publication of ecam- 
paign funds before as well as after the election is but carrying 
out the preelection promises of the Democratic Party. The 
ge of the reciprocity bill—a Democratic though 


proposed by a Republican President—was made possible only by 


on 


shoes, 


passa measure, 


Democratic votes in this House, and for its passage our party 
must and will receive the credit, distasteful though it be te the 
President As a resuit of its passage there will be an awaken- 
ing of the northern farmer to a realization of the fact that the 


protection he 


has been given by the Republican Party for years 
has, after all, been only an imaginary benefit; and, once awak- 
ened, he will realize that by the passage of the pending bill, 
proposed by the Democratie Party, he is offered substantial re- 
lief, and no longer will he be found joined to his idols. At the 


very organization of this House the 
its sincerity in redeeming its campaign pled: Believing that 
retrenchment should begin at home, this majority, in pursuan 

of our promise to economize in the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment, abolished useless offices, sinecures established for the per- 
petuation of the Republican Party, thus saving to the 
ment in this matter alone $180,000 a year. This but 
dication of the manner in 


Democratic Party showed 


‘ea 


Govern- 


ives an in- 


which the investigations of the various 
departments will be conducted, with a view to cutting down 
the enormous expenditures now incurred, and, though not a 
prophet or the son of a prophet, I venture to predict that the 


conduct of the Democratic Party in this House will so justify 
the confidence of the people that when the battle of ballots is 
fought in November, 1912, that their majority in this House 
will be retained, the Republicans will be ousted from their con- 


trol of the Senate, driven from the executive offices, Democracy 
be enthroned, and the people rule once more. [Loud applause. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlem from South 
Carolina has expired. 
Mr. FOCHT. Will the gentleman from Alabama yield the 


gentleman from South Carolina time en 
a question? 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I am sorry, 
this debate. Mr. Chairman, I will 
Tennessee [Mr. Sims] 45 minutes. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I hope my friends will not all go 
to dinner now, although the provocation quite sufficient. 
[Laughter.] Our friends over on that side have been repudiated 
by their own people, the protectionists, and I am here to make a 
talk, not so much a speech or oration, but a simple talk. I will 
touch on a few subjects that I think will be of interest within 
themselves even if not so well presented. 

It looks like, in this day, after we have had 50 years of un- 
interrupted protection, that all speeches and discussions have 
been along the line of protection as a policy so long that the 


uugh for me to ask him 


but we want to 
yield to the genthk 
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Now. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, in this discussion 


not representing the Democratic Party. I 
speak for it. 


I am 
am not authorized to 
I am not undertaking to bind anybody to follow 


On the contrary, I think it in! my views; but I will give my reasons why I hold the views I 
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and if the reasons do not appeal to you, you need not accept 
lew I am not trying to bind the Democratic Party. It 
mposed of people who think independently. 
to my own belief, and according to what I think is 
ndamental, every man has, or he ought to have, the unre 
tricted right as an individual to purchase the necessaries of 
ife where he can get the largest amount of the same for the least 
amount of money or other thing of value. Is not that axi- 
? Should not the individual citi have the unre- 
1ined right to purchase where he can get the greatest amount 
the thing purchased for the least amount of money or other 
thing of value? Is there anything wrong in that abstractly con- 
ered? Let us see the other side of it. A man, as an individ- 
ual, has, or ought to have, the unrestrained right of selling what 
he produces as the result of his labor or capital, or both, where 
he can get the highest price for the same. Is there any- 
thing wrong about that? Is that not axiomatic? Is that not 
fundamentally correct? Any law, regulation, or custom, which 
interferes with the full and free exercise of these two funda- 
mental laws of trade and commerce can be tolerated only upon 
the supposition that some indirect or unnatural benefit is to 
be derived therefrom of such general character as to warrant 
depriving the individual of some of his rights or benefits in 
behalf of the public or for the general welfare. 

Taxation, per se, can not possibly confer a direct or personal 
benefit upon the individual subject to taxation. Taxation must 
be justified by the indirect or impersonal benefits conferred on 
organized society as a whole. Taxes should never be levied 
upon or collected from the whole people except for purposes of 
benefiting, either directly or indirectly, the whole people. 

Is there any objection to these statements I am making? 
When a tax is levied for the benefit, direct or indirect, of a 
limited number or class of citizens, those only who are to re- 
ceive such benefits directly or incidentally should be compelled 
to pay such tax. Is there anything wrong abeut that? 

When you levy a tax to build a street in your city, do you 
not charge up the special or local benefits to the abutting prop- 
erty owners? Is it not right? Is it not right that they who 
get the benefits should pay for those benefits? 
we have lost all sight of right and justice or of the moral ques- 
tion involved in levying taxes under a protective tariff. Why, 
my friends, down in Mississippi, in the Delta region, where they 
are shutting off the Mississippi River overflows by levees, they 
have a tax levied upon the people whose lands are protected, 
upon the cotton raised at so much per bale, and is that not 
right? Would it not be wrong to levy a tax on the hill farms 
of Mississippi to build a levee to protect the river-bottom farms, 
the Delta lands? Yet they all get an indirect benetit from the 
fact that the Delta lands are increased in value and in pro- 
ductivity, and the State as a whole is benefited. Nobody, how- 
ever, would tolerate the thought for a moment of levying a tax 
upon the whole State of Mississippi to protect the Delta farms. 

But when it comes to levying a tax upon the whole people 
through a tariff in order that some portion of the people may 
pocket a profit they otherwise could not get, gentlemen of high 
morals defend in theory such a practice on the idea that it is 
indirectly beneficial. 
the levy taxes I have just mentioned. 

A protective tariff tax has none of the usual objects and 
purposes of an ordinary tax levy. 


‘ 
Accordii Z 


manufactured within the tariff wall. Is that not true? It 
would not be protective if it did not, and you would not 
want it if it did not do so; you would not favor it if it did 
not do so. It does not fall within the category of ordinary 
levies of taxes. Taxes are levied to pay public expenditures, 
and public expenditures are those incurred for the benefit of 
the public. Profits to individuals or companies engaged in 


certain lines of industries are not the concern of the public | 


taxpayer. 

It is in reality a law in restraint of trade, and should be and 
is an unconstitutional enactment and ought to be and would be 
so held by the courts if the real object and purpose of the levy 
was stated on the face of the statute. Our friends talk about 
raising revenue and say we have to raise a revenue. It is true 
we have to raise revenue to run the Government. I want to say 
to you, however, we are under no compulsion or constraint 
to collect taxes by a tariff, hence even a tariff for revenue 
only is purely voluntary. Is that not true? Why, if we have 
other sources of taxation by which we can raise revenue and 
are not compelled to resort to duties on imports, but if we 
do as a matter of policy resort to such duties, should that 
resort not be justified by the revenue to be derived therefrom? 
Now, are not these truths? Are not they axiomatic? Does 


It seems like ! 


It is no more general and indirect than | 


The object of protection | 
is not to raise revenue, but to raise prices of domestic products | 
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anybody controvert them? The whole basic claim of 
tective tariff is for indirect purposes. 

Protection is a matter of intent and does not @ 
the amount or the percentage of the levy. Why, we 
flw® gentlemen calling themselves Democrats, and 
do not question that—who have the belief that if t 
article is only 10 per cent or 15 per cent or 20 per 
is a revenue duty simply because the amount of 
age of the levy is small. Why, a 10 per cent dut 
prohibitive on some articles, while 100 per cent 
prohibitive on others. What ‘t 
Democratic friends and my Republican friends 
levy? Is it to get money or produce an increase 
of the domestic product by reason of the levy, and 
and purpose of the levy is to increase the 
product—natural, agricultural, manufactured or othe 
protective. The percentage is only a question of dk 
crime, if it is a crime. Now, my friends, gent! 
the Robert J. Walker tariff and say the averag 
cent, if that was the average—lI am only saying this, « 
a matter of illustration—and they come to the conc! 
tariff on anything that does not exceed the Walker 1 
a revenue tariff. Why, sometimes I hear my friends 
publicans for levying only a 10 per cent tariff on d 
have not investigated that subject, but I think « 
have say that this is the greatest diamond-using 
earth, and if we put a levy much higher than that the 
come here at all, and so even 10 per cent becomes in 
of things a revenue duty, as a higher rate would | 
revenue. 

Mr. HILL. 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. The Republican Ways and Means Co1 
the last revision, considered the question of raising t! 
diamonds as a matter of revenue and was informed e1 
by the Board of Appraisers at New York that an i 
and above 10 per cent would be only an encoura 
smuggling, and it is purely on that ground that it w: 
that rate. Not but that they are luxuries and the d 
be raised if it could be enforced, but the probabiliti 
would collect less. Raising the duty above 10 per 
put it at the point of diminishing returns rather than 
them. That was solely the ground upon which the 
fixed. 

Mr. SIMS. I accept the gentleman’s state 
I want to say to the gentleman right now, however 
were being mined in this country the mine ow! 
country would come to your committee and say thi 
mine diamonds with American labor in competit 
mine owner of Africa unless you gave them a duty o1 


is the obje and ] 


price of th 


Will the gentleman pardon me— 


| sufficient to compensate for the difference in cost of 


here and in Africa. 

Mr. HILL. I hardly think it is true. Mr. Chair 
trying to follow, as I always like to follow, the 
remarks because they are always intelligent, and | 
to ask him this question: Would not the pri: 
gentleman is now laying down compel 


} a 
apso. ute 


| with no duties at all, but the revenue collected 


way—— 
Mr. SIMS. Oh, not at all, not at all; the tariff « 

a revenue tariff, because they are not produced her 
Mr. HILL. I am referring to the general princip! 


| gentleman has been laying down. 


Mr. SIMS. 

Mr. HILL. Very well. 

Mr. SIMS. But my Republican friends have «: 
tariff should be equal to the difference in the « 
tion abroad and here, with an additional protect 
antees a reasonable profit on the investment, as I 
Is that correct? 

Mr. HILL. That is the language, of course, |! 
amount to anything, for, as I have said three or 
this floor, it makes no difference in determining | 
in the cost of production abroad and at home w 
a profit or deduct a like profit from the forei 


I will refer to that when I come to it. 


|} a question of equalization in their cost. 


Mr. SIMS. Weill, the idea, as I understand it, 
American manufacturer should be enabled ‘to ma 
goods in competition with foreign labor - 

Mr. HILL. That is it, exactly. 

Mr. SIMS. Or the foreign cost of productio 
may be. 

Mr. HILL. 
tion, 


Equalizing the difference in the cost 








And it must be such that he can follow the busi- 


MS. 
fitably in this country, and, naturally, that includes the 
on his capital. 


SI 


? 


HILL. In both cases. 
SIMS. In both cases. If interest on borrowed money is | 





is here, 


yroad on the average than it then the Re 
ory means that we levy a tariff to equalize the differ- 
the interest cost of borrowed capital abroad and here. 


»pub- 


MILL. That is my doctrine. | 
SIMS. That is the gentleman's doctrine, and nobody knows 


m doctrine better than doe the gentleman. Now, 
is, do you tolerate such a doctrine? Do you believe 
. doctrine? Do you believe in the doctrine that banking 


per se must be made more profitable here by reason of 
tive-tariff tax? Is that sound doctrine? I certainly | 
ot. 


“But I want to say that such a doctrine or such a platform, | 


y and practically carried out, becomes practically pro- 
e. If the tariff equals the difference in the cost of pro- 


, abroad and here, including the difference in the cost of | 


invested. including interest, then no foreign goods will 
here at all, except when they are sold at a loss, because 
» them equal to start on, and the foreigner has got to 
e freight, insurance, and other incidental expenses neces- 
) putting his goods here in competition with ours. So you 
doctrine that, if literally carried out, becomes pro- 


e 


Why, discriminations in freight rates on heavy materials have | 


psolutely destroyed some towns while building up others. I 
inly think that when a great party gets away from funda 
s and adepts expedients, and nothing but expedients, and 
does not regard principle as binding and paramount in action, 
condition is much to be deplored. 
|, my friends on both sides are awfully in love with the 
And do you know why? In the first place, he is a 
ovable citizen. They are the very best element, taken as 
of our population. 
what they have always done—being independent, self-sustaining, 
hinking, self-voting, self-governing. [Applause.] The pity 
ve heard poured out here in behalf of the farmer I do not 
believe is appreciated by him. I represent an agricultural dis- 
tl Every county in my district is an agricultural county, 
and up to this time I have not even had a postal card from any 
farmer or anybody else in opposition to Canadian reciprocity. 
And yet the whole argument, or largely so—that is, the effective 
igument or the one that is intended to be effective—has been 
t the agreement will hurt the farmer. 
Here is an article that I want to read to you myself, because 
I wish to comment a little upon it as I read, that I cut from the 
Washington Post of yesterday. It is not an editorial in that 
r, but an interview with a gentleman who ought to know. 
5 mama 


1K 
Wwe 





TWENTY-SIX THOUSAND AUTOS TO FARMERS. 
The Reo Motor Co.’s president quotes interesting figures. 
Listen about these impoverished, down-trodden farmers, on 
unt of whom you do not dare open the gates of Canada, 
use of their inability to compete with wheat grown in 
frozen zones of the North, where they say it is some- 
times 10 cents a bushel cheaper than it is over here. Listen to 
what this gentleman says about the condition of the farmer. [I 
am glad it is true. He says: 
the farmer should eventually have come to his own in this 
try, a8 disclosed by the latest report of the United States Bureau 
tistics, is a matter of natural rejoicing, for to him we look prin- 
for our food and for the raw material from which our wearing 
al is made. 
Says Mr. R. BE. Olds, president of the Reo Motor Car Co.: 
A careful compilation of all the available returns at this time shows 
t during the year 1910 approximately 26,000 automobiles were pur- 
ased by American farmers, which is an increase over 1909 of 
t and 400 per cent over the motor cars which farmers pur- 
i during 1908. 
' I se e my lovable friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore], who 
Geait in jeremiads the other day about the farmers of Penn- 
‘y'vania, who have railroads at their doors and a market for 
— products, but who were here bemoaning what would be 
— awful condition because Canada might sell a bushel of oats 
ne 7 in competition with them. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SIMS. Certainly; for a talk, but not for a speech. 
‘ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see 2 moment ago said he represented a district which was 


waetiy a farming district. The gentleman knows, for I have 
STA fe, 





Sev 


a . there not being a single acre of ground, unless it be a park, 
Wat is net improved; and I say to the gentleman, in view of 





They should be encouraged in doing | 
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| it here, that I represent a district that is wholly indus- | 


the statement th: 


nor 


it he has made, that 


no Representative in Con- 


ress 








" any individual delights more to observe that the 

rmer is coming into his own and is able to ride in automobiles 
than the gentleman who represents in part that great industrial 
district of Philadelphia. I believe it is time for the farmer to 
have automobiles. I am glad he is getting them, because we 
make them for him, and I wish the day would come when he 
might have them to pass down to his children, because we get 
the raw material from him with which to build them and then 

rn them back to him. Surely he ought to have the opportunity 
to use them. The regret I have is that possibly, by reason of a 
change in political conditior we may not be able in our com- 


munity to earn suflicient to buy from the 
now produces, 
biles that he 
Mr. SIMS. 
mobiles? 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
our raw materials from you. 
Mr. SIMS. No; you do not. 


farmer tl which he 
so as to enable him to buy from us the automo 
uses. 

You represent those who manufacture these auto- 
Very largely, 


yes; and we get 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. My dear friend from Ten- 
nessee, there is not a thing that enters into the construction 
of an automobile, which we turn into the thing of beauty and 


utility that it is, that does not come out of the soil which your 
farmers till. We get the wood, we get the ore. we cet the leather. 
We get all those things from you 


Mr. SIMS. Now, the gentleman from Philadelphia is making 
a beautiful speech, which will damage mine by way of compari 
son of his beautiful language with mine; but, my friend, are not 
your manufacturers willing to let us reduce the tariff on the 
materials entering into an automobile so that the farmer can 
buy them still lower? [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If there is any inequality in 


the price or any unfair charge, I shall be glad to have that 
regulated. 

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman is dodging the question. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Not at all. 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. Is the gentleman willing to reduce the 


tariff on the parts of automobiles and the materials out of 
which they are made, to the end that the farmer may buy them 
cheaper? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Not if it 
of the people who make them in my district. 


reduces the 


wages 





Mr. SIMS. We will come to that in a few minutes, and I 
will ask the gentleman a few questions about that. Now, let 
me read further what this gentleman says: 

These facts indicate that the American farmer is raising maximum 
crops, which he can readily market at the highest prices known in v 
eral decades, if, indeed, not in our entire history In fact, hi 1e 
for 1910 will aggregate fully $9,200,000,000, which is t lar nt 
of farm products raised in one year by y country in the orld 


Where are my insurgent friends from the Northwest? Will 
they hold their heads up for a moment? Nine billion two hun- 








dred million dollars in one year, and yet you are afraid they 
will be put out of business by the cold, frozen regions of the 
north that can not raise anything except wheat Now do not 
you feel as though you were trying to humbug us? But our 
people will not be humbugged and they will not be misled. I 
have not had one letter expressing any fears of that | : 
there happened to be some protected industry inte ed in ¢« 
posing this legislation that would cultivate the fears of 
farmers of my district, or create those fears where they do 
exist, I would have been loaded down with literature, 3 
some of you gentlemen have been. The gentleman from P! 
delphia represents in part one of the first manufactu le 
in the world, and I want to say, I think, financially 
best cities in the world. They make their money tl rhey 
do not gamble for it on the cotton and stock ex 
they go over to New York to do it. They V 
nothing of that sort at home; but there are gentlem ere 
who are interested in every form of manufacture t] S$ pro- 
tected in the gentleman’s district, and so the gent 1 
moaning the condition of the farmers of his St: But my 
friend I am sure does not want to deceive them. They are the 
best-off people on the face of the earth to-day and who have not 
received any benefit from pretection. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I know the g eman always 
intends to be fair and just. 

Mr. SIMS. I want to be. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from 1 
see did not hear the gentleman from Pennsylvania b 
condition of the farmers in his State. If there w z 
that I endeavored to prove, it was that the farmers in | 
vania were prosperous, and that their prosperity dey» 
largely upon the prosperity of the men in the mills. We are 


proud of our farmers. 
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Mr. SIMS. 
says: 

Being a well-read man on all subjects that pertain to the manage- 
ment, progress, and development of his farm, it was but natural that 
the American farmer early began to study the relative merits and 
advantages of the horse and the automobile, and now that his verdict is 
overwhelmingly in favor of mechanical power as against animal power, 
it would seem that the motor-car industry is certain to gain a new 
impetus therefrom that it could gain in no other way. 

I suppose our Kansas friends are all out praying for more 
he!p for bleeding Kansas. [Laughter.] 

Vifteen years ago the gross incomes from the Kansas farms were 
$114,000,000; 10 years ago they amounted to $180,000,000; and in 
1910 $523,000,000, 

And yet Canada is going te swamp Kansas if it gets a 
chance. 

Mr. HILL. 

Mr. SIMS. I will. 

Mr. HILL. Does the gentleman understand that the first 
clause in this bill covering farm wagons, farm carts, and all 
other agricultural implements of every kind or character, in- | 
cluding tools, whether specified or not, would include the motor | 
carts for farm purposes? 

Mr. SIMS. I do not know and—that is not all—I do not 
care. Being opposed to the principle of protection per se, I do | 
not care how many things come in by construction of this | 
language. 

Mr. HILL. I am a good deal interested in the question of 
revenue, and I want to know whether it is going to take these 
things in. I ask the gentleman the question in good faith, to | 
get the gentleman’s understanding of it. 

Mr. SIMS. To give the gentleman an honest answer, I will 
say that I have not studied the bill. 

Mr. HILL. But the gentleman is going to vote for it? 


Let me read further from what this gentleman 


to 


Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


Mr. SIMS. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman is going to vote for it, anyway? 
Mr. SIMS. Yes. 
Mr. HILL. Whether it has any effect on the revenue or not? | 
Mr. SIMS. Yes. 


Mr. HILL. I would like to ask the gentleman whether this 
bill is a bill for a tariff for revenue or a tariff for protection or a 
tariff for free trade? 

Mr. SIMS. The present bill? 
trade bill, as far as it goes. 

Mr. HILL. I did not know whether the Democratic Party | 
had abandoned the tariff for revenue only. 

Mr. SIMS (reading) : 

While these figures indicate that Kansas and her sister States are 
prosperous, the best evidence of wealth of the farmer is found in his 
bank deposits, which to-day challenge the admiration of every financier | 
in the country. These conditions certainly testify to the American 
farmer’s intelligence, industry, thrift, progress, and business acumen. 

Where are my friends on that side who have been scared to | 
death about wheat coming over from Canada? The only gentle- 
man I see present is my distinguished friend from Wyoming 
{Mr. MonpE.L], and he is almost out of hearing distance. Now, 
let him listen: 


I recall how a score or more of wealthy wheat farmers living near | 
the village of Hardtner, Kans., not so long ago raised the money with 
which to grade and equip a 10-mile road to connect with a point reached 
by two big railroad systems. This they did after one or two appeals 
to the railroads had failed. It cost them $100,000, and their trains are 
now hauling their wheat and other produce to market. It is one of the 
few independent railroads in this country free from bonds or debt of 
any kind. And now, I am reliably informed, the two big systems with | 
which it connects are dickering with the farmers for the purchase of 
their line. 

With brains, push, and pluck of this sort among our farmers it 
never has surprised me that our sales have increased so phenomenally 
in the prosperous agricultural sections of this country during the past 
three or four years. 


Now. I know that if these gentlemen had been here listening 
they would all go away happy. When they see by the statistics 
from their own bureau, by the statements and comments on the 
same by the president of a large manufacturing company that 
their condition is unparalleled, and you must admit that so far 
the tariff has not benefited agricultural products because a 
large surplus is sold abroad. I asked the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Forpnry], who is a candid man and tells the 
truth as he understands it, when he undertook to show that 
wheat was higher across the line from Canada than it was 
in the United States, if it was due to the existing tariff on 
wheat and he said it was. 

Now, I want to ask anybody, inasmuch as a farm is not a 
manufactured product, inasmuch as wheat is an annual growth 
of the soil, cultivated by machinery, with perhaps the least labor 
cost of any crop grown on the farm, if that 10 cents a bushel— 
if that is what it was—higher in the United States than Canada 
is due to law, what do you think about such law? What do 
you think of a law that will tax the bread of life, the crumbs 


Why, on its face it is a free- 


remember his name—said that he lived in a town or 
which was in Canada and the other half in the United 
and he knew that wheat was 10 cents higher on the A 
side than it was on the Canadian. r 
houses in that town are all on the Canadian side, as e js 
| nothing to prevent people from going across and eat 

dinner and lunches on the other side and coming 
friends, you are going to keep a tariff wall raised e 
difference in the cost of production at home and 
| applied without regard to the character of the prod 
| coal in the mine, to iron ore in the mine, to hides on the backs 
of the cattle. hat 


| works system on the Canadian side. 


of poverty, in order to raise the price of wheat 10 
bushel as an advantage to the most prosperous farm: 
country? 
| doctrine? 


What do you think of the morals involved iy 


f « 


i 


My friends, such morals would lead to the levy o 


the crumbs from Dives’s table in order to make Laz 
bread and not eat crumbs. 
ocratic side.] 
and accept your Sunday-school assignment? 
| of coming here and undertaking to raise the price 
sential and prime necessity of life in order that th 
owner, the capitalist, 
stomach of hunger by taking an additional penny b) 
tariff profits? 


[Laughter and applause on the J), 
What do you think of this when you go t 


What do 


and the manufacturer may 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
If there was no other reason under heaven for \ > for 


Cana lian reciprocity than that it may make bread 
|} which I am afraid it will not—it should command t! 
| of every man who believes in doing unto others as | 
| have others do unto him. 


One gentleman somewhere out in the Northwest—I qa 


Well, I suppose the | 


b: My 
y 


abr 


It was through the efforts of President 1 
we have free hides. He is entitled to the credit for 
would not sign the bill unless we brought in a resoluti: 
hides on the free list. But let us carry this to its ul se- 
quence. Let us suppose that we are in this town in M 
one-half of which is in Canada—if that is where it is 

Mr. LOBECK. It is in North Dakota. 

Mr. SIMS. In North Dakota; and let us suppose tliat t! 
was a waterworks system on the American side and : 
On account 
the American side being higher than on the Canadian 


He 


ol 


Ss | 


| on account of the interest of capital being higher on t 


ican than on the Canadian side, that water would be 1 
per cent higher to the consumers on the American s 
on the Canadian side. Suppose the Canadian water 
goes over and proposes to the municipality on the A 
side that it serve them with water, just as good water ast 
American company serves, and that it will reduce ¢t! 
rates 10 or 15 or 25 per cent, whatever the differe! 
Then the water company on the American side cony 
says: “Look here; we have to employ American 
pump our water with American labor, and we have ¢ | 
a tariff upon the piping and upon the machinery. ‘The An 
ican scale of wages is higher and the interest on ou! 
higher, and in order to equal the difference in the cost 
duction of water in Canada and the United States 
not let the water come in without a tax, without a ! 
that will equal this difference.’ What do you tl 
morals inyolved in such a proposition as that? Is 
gentleman here who would vote against the Canadiar 
serving water in the United States, providing the co! ) 
the side of the United States would not reduce its | 3? os 
water more of a necessity than bread? You can not ‘ 
out either, or some substitute. Is it any more neces 
the necessary food products of life? Yet, if gent en had 
the political power to influence that, they would ) 
the Canadian water, all for the benefit of the lal 
nothing for the drinking man. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlen 
Mr. SIMS. Yes. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. In the case the gentleman has < a 
there, he never heard any of our protection friends t 
putting any protection on labor, has he? Is it not 4 
labor could go across the line from Canada and the ‘ 
could come across and work for the American manu! 
any price they thought fit? : 2 
Mr. SIMS. I understand that to be the case, but a! 
so far for a protective tariff have been based on labor. 
pays labor any more than labor asks. As a rule nol 
any more for labor than they can get it for, and the farw 
although he is the bone and sinew of the country—it he 
his land at a certain rental value and the price of prov 
up he raises the rent, does he not? Why, down in Mis 
in the cotton-producing sections, they used to rent the lai 
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any pounds of lint cotton per acre. The low prices of cot- 


so 0 y . me aie ; s 
hat came in with the McKinley administration in 1898, 


ton 


when cotton sold lower than at any other time before or since, | due to reduced 1 


farmers made a change from a quantity of product pro- 
d to a money rent. What did they do it for? To help 
»? No; to help themselves. Cotton had gone so low that 
number of pounds of rent cotton did not bring what they 
ded as a reasonable rent. They put a money rent on their 
. and if it took the whole crop to raise the money rent they 
to pay it just the same. That is what the farmer did, and 
is what the manufacturer will do. That is what all men 
do generally. Cotton has now gone up very high, and in- 
wl of renting the land out at the usual money rent they used 
. they have raised the money rent from $5 or $6 per acre to 
«h as $10 per acre. Now, the manufacturer does the same 
Nearly everybody will do the same thing under the same 
conditions. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SIMS. 
dea! 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I see my time is going faster than I would 
like. I hope the gentleman from Alabama will give me a little 
more time, because I have something else that I desire to say. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield the gentleman 10 minutes addi- 
tional. 

Mr. SIMS. That is in addition to what I have, as my time 
bas not yet expired. 
of the facts that are now present and are going to be present. 
Whenever there is a prospect or probability of reducing tariff 


the 


tne 
regal 
jan 
had 
that 


levies naturally imports are retarded, and consequently collec- | 


tions through the customhouses are always less when there is a 
possibility of reduced duties. That is perfectly natural. On 
the other hand, if there is tariff legislation passed like there 
was in 1897, which was to increase duties, imports are tre- 


mendous, and consequently customs revenues are very large. | 


Now, the fact is that the people have said by their votes that 
the existing tariff law is too high and they want it reduced, and 
we are going to try to do it. 

Naturally the importers are going to hesitate and not bring 
in goods, and revenues will go down temporarily and will remain 
so for a certain length of time, naturally, after the law takes 
effect, until after what is called a business adjustment takes 
place. So our receipts from duties are going to be less. 
can not help it; it works that way naturally and can not be 
avoided. How are we going to meet the situation? 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman, on that point, answer this 
question? 

Mr. SIMS. 
Mr. HILL. 
to be reduced. 

these articles in this bill? 

Mr. SIMS. We are not trying to increase them. 

Mr. HILL. They never will increase; no matter if the im- 
portations increase, you could not get any revenue out of—— 

Mr. SIMS. That is, on this bill. 

Mr. HILL. 
consumption. 
Mr. SIMS. We are proposing to reduce duties all along the 
line. This is only a beginning. 

Mr. HILL. Of course, you get no revenue on the free list. 

Mr. SIMS. I want to discuss the revenue question. Now, we 
all know that receipts from present sources are going to be 
reduced. My Democratic friends, I want you to think about 
this thing, as you have to meet it. I started out a moment ago 
by saying my friend from Connecticut does not play politics, 
but nothing would be better politically for the other side than 
to foree a bond issue during a Democratic administration or 
Democratic rule in this House following a Democratic tariff 
bill. How are we going to avoid it? We can not reduce the 
tariff without at least temporarily reducing the income. What 
must we do? We must reduce the expenditures temporarily at 
least. Now, my friends, the little reduction we made here, a 
large one in the way of a percentage, in reducing the expenses 
of this House has been favorably received and commented upon 
throughout the country. 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman yield? 

fhe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield? 

i SIMS. Certainly. 

a on other articles. The revenues now being prohibitive, 
© get no revenues, but by reducing the tariff on other articles 
We will increase the revenues. 


Yes. 
Revenues will go down because duties are going 


My time is nearly out; I have not got a great | 
more time, otherwise I would yield to the gentleman. | 


Mr. Chairman, we might as well speak | 


We | 


How are you going to increase the revenues on, 


CULLOP. We will increase the revenues by reducing | 
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| year, or 30 per cent 
| how administered. 


| Government service. 





And this bill covers two or three billions of | 
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The gentleman is entirely correct, but it takes 
In the first place, we can not get any additional revenue 
ixes until the law is passed, and not then until 
business is adjusted to the new conditions. What we have done 
in reducing expenses is only an indication of what we will do 


Mr. SIMS. 
time. 


| if we do what we ought to. 


Mr. 
there? 
reduce 


CULLOP. Will the gentleman permit one suggestion 
Do just what Senator Aldrich said ought to be done— 
the expenditures of the Government $300,000,000 
of the whole « of the Government 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. SIMS. That is just what I am going to talk about. But 
we can not and ought not to cripple any necessary arm of the 
If we do, we will get crippled ourselves. 

Now, there are four sources from which reductions can be 
made, but they must be made by the millions of dollars and 
not by a few hundred thousand. What are they? We may 
just as well face the situation. We have got to reduce th 
expenses of the military establishment by millions of dollars. 
Let the Democratic chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs begin to reduce his next military bill so as to save 
millions of dollars in his next appropriation. What next? 
We have got to save millions of dollars in naval appropria- 
tions. Nothing is going to hurt the Democratic Party worse 
than a bond issue to follow our control here. What e! 
You can reduce by millions of dollars the next river and 
harbor bill, and we have got to do it. We can reduce by 
many millions the next public-buildings bill, and we haye got 
to do it. We can temporarily do without an enormous in 
crease in the naval establishment in battleships and other 
forms of useless war equipment. We can reduce the military 
establishment. But there came knocking at this door in the 
last session of the last Congress a bill to put the National 
Guard on the national payroll, and I saw Democrats run from 
it like they would from a bear. They were afraid of the 
National Guard. 

My friends, whatever the merit might be in the proposition, 
considered as a proposition, it is not the time to add the National 
Guard to the Army pay roll. Whenever the Democratic experi 
ment of tariff reduction is put to actual test, into working order, 
and business relations have been established, and additional 
money comes in, we can then talk about liberal appropriations, 
because we will have something to appropriate. 

But, as I said when I started out, we are not limited to a 
tariff tax. We can resort to other taxes, as we have 
to other taxes. Internal revenue brings, I believe, 
over $300,000,000. The corporation tax brought over $25,000,000 
last year. Now, my friends, there is going to be a demand, I 
suppose, for the passage of a general pension bill to increase 
pensions of the soldiers, which will run into many 
dollars. I have no criticism to make of the motis 
There were not enough gentlemen to get an 
opposition to the bill that the gentleman 
FULLER] presented in the last Congress. 
crease any kind of an expenditure by millions of dollars, 
have got to raise revenue by millions of dollars to meet it. 

Now, there is going to come business stagnation: it wi 
impossible to avoid it. Now, my friends, I want to say to every 
one of you here on both sides of this House that if we p 
pension bill increasing the expenditures of the Govern 
millions of dollars, we have got to increase internal-1 
ceipts. You may just as well get ready for it. If you w 
pay the soldiers more than they are now getting, you 
to tax beer more than you are now taxing it. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield for : 
ment? 

Mr. SIMS. In just a moment. Let me finish 
will have to tax intoxicating liquors more than 
them. You will have to tax incomes of cor] 
you are now taxing them. You will have 
and perhaps very justly, to a stamp tax. You! 
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Now I will yield. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I want to ask you 
that you are giving this money to the soldi 
proposition? 

Mr. SIMS. It is in legal effect a gift. 
a gratuity. In other words, the 
contemporaneous service for it. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I want to say to the gentl 
I do not consider it a gift. This is the first 
it so stated. 

Mr. SIMS. In legal contemplation 
gratuity and not an enforce 
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Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I would like to ask the gentleman if 
he is making an argument here that is going to lead us against 
the pension proposition? Does he argue for a revision of the 
revenue laws in order to prevent any change in the pension 
laws? 

Mr. SIMS. 


in good faith we ought to have the money with which to pay 
the pensions, and we have got to get it by an increase in the 
internal revenues, 

And, if we have a bond issue, the votes that will be controlled 
one way or the other by a pension bil! will not amount to enough 
to offset those that we lose by the bond issue. I will not vote for 
it. Let me tell you why. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. If the gentleman is speaking in his 
own behalf, I do not care to continue the discussion. 
speaking for the Democratic Party, I should like to ask him a 
question. 

Mr. SIMS. Everything I have said is for myself. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I am perfectly willing that the gentle- 
man should vote any way he wants to. 

Mr. SIMS. I know as a rule it has been the policy here to 
avoid saying anything about pensions by gentlemen from the 
South. The reason was that we were afraid our motives would 
be misunderstood. My friends, the South, in so far as the con- 
sumers pay the tax, are being taxed just like the North to pay 
these pensions. Is not that true? In addition to that we have 
locally the entire burden of the Confederate pensions to bear, 
as you do not help to bear any of it. I do not blame you for it. 
I would vote against a law to put Confederate soldiers on the 
pension roll to-day; but we have got that burden to bear and it 
takes money to do it. We have to bear that burden all by 
ourselves and we have to help you equally to bear your burden, 
when you get practically all of the benefit of it. Do you blame 
me for saying that if we pass a pension bill we must provide 
additional internal-revenue taxes with which to meet the 
charge, because you can not do it by a reduced tariff in time 
to meet the additional increased pension burdens? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 


Mr. SIMS. I am sorry, because my subject has not half 
expired. 
Mr. DALZELL. I yield one hour to the gentleman from 


South Dakota [Mr. Burke]. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, the tariff in 
this country is and has been always a political question. There 
has been more or less suggestion of taking it out of politics 
and dealing with it scientifically. It is possible and probable 
that we will gradually adopt a more perfect and scientific 
method of determining schedules, so as to more correctly repre- 
sent the difference in cost of production in this country and 
abroad, but the question will continue to be a political one 
for at least during this generation, and the two old parties will, 
as they have done heretofore, differ materially and funda- 
mentally, one standing for protection, the other for free trade 
or a tariff for revenue only. 

Both parties believe in raising at least a portion of the 
revenues for the support of the Government by imposing duties 
on products brought in from foreign countries. 


be levied and as to the rate of duty. The Democratic Party 
says that duties can only be levied for the purpose of raising 
revenue, while the Republican Party favors a tariff that will 
not only yield revenue for the support of the Government, but 
also that it shall be so adjusted as to promote the establishment 
and maintenance of our industries and to protect our labor 
against the cheap labor of foreign countries. 

The platform of the Democratic Party adopted in 1892 I 
think correctly states the position of that party upon the tariff 
question, It is as follows: 

We denounce Republican protection as a fraud. We declare it to be 
a fundamental principal of the Democratic Party that the Federal 
Government has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff 
duties except for the purpose of revenue only. 

In our last platform we limited the rate of duty to be levied 
so that * should be measured by the difference in cost of pro- 
duction at home and abroad, allowing for a reasonable profit. 
For myself, Mr. Chairman, I believe the Republican Party has 
the advantage of position, and for one I propose to resist to the 
last any proposition that suggests free trade. 

I care not from whence it comes or by what name it may be 
labeled, whether it be so-called Canadian reciprocity or a 
farmers’ free-trade bill, confident that the ultimate judgment 
of the intelligent people that I have the honor in part to repre- 
sent in this body will sustain me in that position, and that the 
people of the whole country will again declare in fayor of the 


I want to say to the gentleman from Indiana, in | 
‘ . . ' 
order to have a general pension bill passed and to be received 
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We differ | 
somewhat, upon the class of articles upon which duties shall | 











Republican policy of protection, as they have always d 
the issue has been between protection and free trad 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I am a Republican because I am 
tionist. I believe in protection and in its fundame 
ciples. I am one of those who believe in the doctrine of 
tion as taught and advocated by William McKinley, w! 
many years honorably and ably served as a Member 
body, and who later filled the high office of President w 


distinction, giving to the people an administration that j)<);>.. 
confidence and restored prosperity to the country, a 
probably be reliably stated that in his official utter 3 and 


acts he contributed more to establish permanently the |: 
lican policy of protection in this country than any o) 
during the last 50 years. 

It happens, Mr. Chairman, that 21 years ago, in I 
first Congress, there was being debated in this Chambe) 
known as the McKinley bill. Mr. McKinley, as the 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, reported that 
debating it on the floor of the House he said some thines ; 
it seems to me should be repeated and injected into t! 
because he described a condition that prevailed afte: 
of a policy of protection that still continues. He det 
protection does and what it is, and I think it very 
to quote briefly from that speech. Speaking of what 
has done, Mr. McKinley said: 


We have now enjoyed 29 years continuously of prot tari? 
laws—the longest uninterrupted period in which that yx 
vailed since the formation of the Federal Government 


ourselyes at the end of that period in a condition of inde; 
prosperity the like of which has never been witnessed at 
period in the history of our country, and the like of w 
parallel in the recorded history of the world. In all that 
a nation great and strong and independent, we have made «x 
strides. In arts, in science, in literature, in manufactu: 
tion, in scientific principles applied to manufacture and a, 
wealth and credit and national honor, we are at the very f: 
with the best and behind none. 
In 1860, after 14 years of a revenue tariff, just the kind of a tari# 
that our political adversaries are advocating to-day, tly ! 
the country was prostrated, agriculture was deplorably depr: 
facturing was on the decline, and the poverty of the Gov: 
made this Nation a byword in the financial centers of the wo. 
We had neither money nor credit. Soth are essential: a nat n 
get on if it has abundant revenues; but if it has none, 
credit. We had neither as the legacy of the Democratic r 
We have both now. We have a surplus revenue and a sx 
t a + = * * 


We lead all nations in agriculture, we lead all nations in! g ] 
we lead all nations in manufacturing. These are the trop! 
bring after 29 years of a protective tariff. Can any othe: 
nish such evidences of prosperity? Yet in the presence of s 
ing of progress there are men everywhere found who talk 
straints we put upon trade and the burdens we put upon the « 
energy of our people. There is no country in the world \y 
ual enterprise Soo such wide and varied range and where t * 
genius of man has such encouragement. 
There is no nation in the world under any system where | 
ward is given to the labor of men’s hands and the work of | 
as in the United States. We have widened the sphere ot! 
deavyor and given to every man a fair chance in the rac 
in the attainment of the highest possibilities of human dest 


WHAT FREE TRADE WILL DO. 


To reverse this system means to stop the progress of | 
and reduce the masses to small rewards for their labor, to 
and less pay, to the simple question of bread and butter 
to turn them from ambition, courage, and hope to depend 
tion, and despair. No sane man will give up what he has 
is in possession of, what he can count on for himself and 
for what is promised by your theories. 

Free trade, or, as you are pleased to call it, “ revenue t 
the opening up of this market, which is admitted to bx 
the world, to the free entry of the products of the wor 
more, it means that the labor of this country is to be ! 
earlier conditien, and that the condition of our people is t 
down to the condition of rival countries, because under it o' 
of cost, every item of production, including wages, m 
down to the level of the lowest paid labor of the world 


result can follow, and no other result is anticipated « 
those who intelligently advocate a revenue tariff. We 
tain ourselves against unequal conditions without the 


man of affairs believes we can. 

Under the system of unrestricted trade which you gent 
mend we will have to reduce every element of cost down 
that of our commercial rivals or surrender to them our 
No one will dispute that statement, and to go into the d 
of our rivals would mean that production here must 
that with transportation added we could undersell them 
market, and to meet them in neutral markets and divid 
with them would mean that we could profitably sell sid 
them at their minimum price. cs 

First, then, to retain our own market under the Democ! 
of raising revenue by removing all protection, would req 
ducers to sell at as low a price and upon as favorable 
foreign competitors. How could that be done? In one 
producing as cheaply as those who would seek our mark 

What would then entail? An entire revolution in the | 
condition and conduct of business here, a leveling down t! 
channel to the lowest line of our competitors; our ha 


} 


would have to be changed, our wage cut down 50 per © 
wards, our comfortable homes exchanged for hovels, our ind 
yielded up, our citizenship demoralized. 
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neee are conditions inseparable from free trade; 
cary if we would command our own market among our own 
and if we would invade the world’s markets harsher conditions 
eater sacrifices would be demanded of the masses. 
=sion, we would then have it in its fullness. 
rained trade. 


fi 


— Everything would, indeed, be cheap, but how costly 
measured by the degradation that would ensue. When mer- 
is cheapest, men are the poorest, and the most distressing 
xperiences in the naateey of our country—aye, in all human history— 
‘ce been when everything was the lowest and cheapest measured by 
ola, for everything was the highest and the dearest measured by labor. 
want no return of cheap times in our own country. We have no 
h to adopt the conditions of other nations. Experience has demon- 
| that for us and ours and for the present and for the future 
itective system meets our wants, our conditions, promotes the 
tional design, and will work out our destiny better than any other. 
With me this position is a deep conviction, not a theory. I believe 
in it, and thus warmly advocate it, because enveloped in it are my coun- 
trys bighest development and greatest prosperity ; out of it come the 
greatest gains to the people, the greatest comforts to the masses, the 
idest encouragement for manly aspirations, with the highest rewards, 
fying and elevating our citizenship, upon which the safety and 
irity and permanency of our political system depend. 


Mr. Chairman, I stated that it seemed to me to be appropri- 
ate and proper to inject into this debate so much of the speech 
of Mr. McKinley as I have just read, because after the lapse of 
21 years the words uttered at that time apply with the same 
force tolay aS they did then. A little later in our history we 
had another discussion in this Chamber when the question at 
issue was the tariff. In 1897, just 14 years ago now, that debate 
took place. We had in that Congress and on this side of the 
Chamber a gentleman, the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, who was a great student of the principle of protec- 
tion, Mr. Dingley, of Maine. Mr. Dingley, as the chairman of 
that committee, reported the Dingley bill and opened the debate 
in the House. 

I am going to read a very brief statement from his speech, 
because it will apply with the same force now that it did when 
the speech was delivered 14 years ago. 

Under the heading of “ The problem before us,” he said: 

It is “a condition and not a theory which confronts us.” Our 
problem is to provide adequate revenue from duties on imports to 
carry on the Government, and in imposing duties to secure this result 
to so adjust them as to secure to our own people the production and 
manufacture of such articles as we can produce or make for ourselves 
without natural disadvantage, and thus provide more abundant oppor- 
tunities for our labor. For rest assured that no economic policy will 
prove a success unless it shall in some manner contribute to opening 
up employment to the masses of our people at good wages. When this 
shall be accomplished, and thus the purchasing power of the masses 
is restored, then, and not until then, will prices cease to feel the 


depressing effect of underconsumption, and the prosperity of our 
people rise to the standard of 1892. 

The great secret of the prosperity of the United States up to 1893, 
especially after the resumption of specie payments in 1879, was the 
fact that our people were all at work at good wages, and thus had 
large purchasing power. It was this large consuming and purchasing 
power that made our markets the best in the world, that maintained 


prices at fair rates—-in short, that made this country the admiration 
and envy of the world. 

When, by first the anticipated and then partially realized overthrow 
of protection, industries were arrested, machinery stopped, wages 
reduced, and employees discharged through the transfer of the pro- 
ducing and making of part of what we had previously made to other 
lands, then the purchasing power of the masses was diminished and 
the demand for products decreased, and this gorged the markets, 
abnormally lowered prices, and prostrated industries and business. 


He further said: 


WISDOM GAINED IN THE HARD SCHOOL OF EXPERIENCE. 

Mr. Chairman, the past four years have been enlightening, especially 
to candid investigators of economic problems. We have been attend- 
ing a kindergarten on a gigantic scale. The tuition has come high, 
but no people ever learned so much in so brief a time. Hereafter 
theories, preached in however captivating language, will have to give 
way to the teachings of experience. 

In observing this debate and in listening to the predictions 
that have been made on that side of the Chamber it has oc- 
curred to me that before you can get very far with the Ameri- 
can people you must demonstrate by experience or by practice 
that your theories will do what you say they will. In some 
respects I wish that you could have your way at present and 
enact your theories into law, so far as the tariff question is 
concerned. The results would temporarily be a little hard on 
those of us who do not agree with you, but, in my judgment, it 
would again demonstrate that your theories are impracticable 
and that they would produce nothing but disaster to the indus- 
trial prosperity of the country. 

Mr. Chairman, the same theories have been exploited, the 
Same prophecies, the same declarations, and the same predic- 
tions have been made time and time again on that side of the 
House in years past that we have been listening to in this 
debate. In order that you may know what has been said on 
former occasions, I will furnish you with a few choice quota- 
tions from speeches delivered by one or two Democratic states- 
men who are still preaching the doctrine of free trade; and in 
Selecting speeches made in this Chamber when the question of the 
tariff was being debated I want to give you a few quotations 
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from the speech of one who to-day is the recognized leader of 
his party-—at least he is occupying a public position that is in 
importance next to the Presidency. I refer to the distinguished 
gentleman from Missouri, the present Speaker of this House. 
He has been a Member of Congress for a great many years, 
and unless he shall be successful in being promoted to a higher 
place, to which, I understand, he and his friends at present 
aspire, I hope he may continue to be a Member for a great many 
years to come. 

Back in 1894 the Democratic Party was in control of this 
House, and for the first and only time in the history of the 
country for a period of 50 years your party was not only in 
control of this House, but in control of both branches of Con- 
gress and also the Executive. You were in a position to do 
what you desired to do; you had it your own way. During 
the Congress that met in 1894 your party in control brought 
into the House a bill proposing to repeal the McKinley Act and 
to enact in its place what subsequently became known as the 
Wilson-Gorman Act. The distinguished Speaker of the pres- 
ent House took quite a prominent part in the debate on that 
occasion, and for fear some of you gentlemen may become 
too much excited over the prophecies that are being made on 
that side of the House in this debate that are so generously 
applauded, apparently laboring under the impression that they 
are original, I want to give you some of the prophecies and 
predictions made by your distinguished Speaker in 1894, and 
I am going to do so for the purpose of suggesting to you that 
if he was mistaken in the predictions that he made and that 
you are now repeating, possibly you may be mistaken. 
ferring to the Wilson bill, he said: 

Its free-trade portion is its saving grace. 


In other words, he declared in favor of actual free trade. 
Then he stated—and I apprehend from his speech there must 
have been something said about this Wilson bill on this side of 
the House, just as there has been in this debate with reference 
to the pending bill: 

With all the faults which gentlemen have pointed out, the Wilson bill 
is the best revenue measure since the days of Robert J. Walker. The 
Republicans offered the American people a continuation of the McKinley 
bill, with all the miseries which it entails. On the other hand, we 
offer them cheaper clothing, cheaper fuel, cheaper homes, cheaper medi- 
cines, cheaper furniture, and cheaper necessaries of life. 


> 
.cC- 


In this debate we have substantially these statements about 
the benefits from free trade and how the cost to the consumer 
is going to be lowered without affecting the price to the pro- 
ducer. Referring to those who have to labor, he stated: 

To them we offer steadier employment at more remunerative wages 


Well, you passed this bill and it became a law. How did it 
operate in practice; how did it affect the laborer; how did it 
affect the wages that he received, if he was fortunate enough 
to get any employment and receive any wages? 

In the same speech he said: 

I am in favor of the Wilson bill because it will unseal the fountains 
of our prosperity, unfetter the wheels of our factories, rekindle the fires 
in our furnaces, lift a heavy load from agriculture, set the woodman’s 
ax to ringing, start the plow in fields now lying fallow, revive the 
music of the mechanic’s hammer, and unfurl the sails of our commerce. 

I am in favor of the Wilson bil! because it will render our laborers 
independent freemen and the eager patrons of our merchants and our 
farmers, which God intended them to be, and not the ragged habitues 

of soup houses, to which pitiable condition a protective tariff has re- 
duced them. 

Why, my friends, do you think that you are the discoverers 
of the declarations which you have been making ii this debate’ 
They have been made in this House time and time and time 
again. 

There is nothing new in them. You can not fool the Ameri- 
can people any longer by such declarations and predictions. 

And then he stated: 

I am in favor of the Wilson bill, not because it fs all my f 
ainted a Democratic revenue measure, but because it 
hat is good and forever rids us of much that is bad 

After we had had three or four years of that law which he was 
eulogizing, the American people were very glad of the oppor- 
tunity to repudiate it, and they did repudiate it, and for all the 
years that have passed they have not shown any desire to want 
to return to such times as prevailed during the existence of the 
Wilson-Gorman Act. 

He said further: 


I am in favor of the Wilson bill because it will carry increased 
comfort and joy to 13,000,000 homes and ameliorate the condition of 
65,000. 


,000 American citizens. 
What do you think of that prediction? 
I want you to note this ridiculous statement that he made: 


We put every constituent element of a house on the free list or cut 
it down materially. Suppose it reduces the cost of houses by one- 
third or one-fifth the present cost? What then? As certain as two 
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and two make four, there will be more houses built, for we are a home- | 
loving, home-making people. ‘That means more employment to archi- | 
te arpenter bricklayers, plasterers, quarrymen, stonemasons, hod 

‘ ‘rs, painters, glaziers, paper bangers, decorators, teamsters, light- 
ning-rod men, and insurance agents. 


That, my Democratic friends, was the prediction of your dis- 
tinguished Speaker as to the effect the " ilson bill would have 
in encouraging home building and the employment of labor. 
and instead of working out in practice as he predicted, it had 
exactly the opposite effect. 
{nd then he went on and said: 

eople thoroughly detest the system which has made enforced 
illing loungers, and discontented tram 
men, who naturally shrink from beg 
or the black pleague. 
Mr. Chairman, I am not going to quote further from the 
speech of the distinguished gentleman, made in 1894, on the 
Wilson bill, because I want to quote from some of his speeches 









made a little later, in March, 1897, when the Dingley bill was | 
under consideration. He had considerable to say in that de- | 
l 


*, and I will quote a few expressions therefrom: 

body of the people and with five persons whom it is my duty and 
pleasure to support 

[ assume that he was a member of the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means 

I am dead against this bill. It is a vicious, a monstrous, and an un- 












necessary measure. As a Democratic poli , I rejoice at its passage. 
You are delivering yourselves into our hi =e Ss 1 in the days to 
come will compel every merchant in the | emocrat, Republican, or 
Populist, to make a Democratic stump sg] i y time he sells an 
artic over the bargain counter. And unless the Senate amends this 
bill largely for the better, I have no doubt that in the next Con- 
£ 3 we will have a hundred majority in this House, and that in 1900 
we will elect our can ate for the Presidency, and the people will 


come into their own again. 

That was in 1897. He made the prophecy that in 1900 there 
would be 100 Democratic majority in this House, that the Dem- 
ocratic Party would succeed in electing a President, and yet 
they did not succeed in electing either the House or a President 
until the election of 1910, when they did succeed in getting a 
majority in this House. In other words, 13 years passed, and 
yet that prediction failed to come true, and it has not come true 
yet as to the election of a President. 

Referring to the Wilson-Gorman bill, he said: 

The trouble with the Wilson-Gorman bill was not that it contained 
too much free trade, but that it did not contain free trade enough. 

Have you ever thought, my friends, what we would have had 
had that bill contained more than it did of free trade? 

The thing that condemned it in public estimation was that it fell far 
short of the promises of the Democratic platform in 1892. The free 
traders in the Fifty-third Congress voted for it, with all its sins upon 
its head, holding our noses while we voted. We voted for it for an 
all ficient reason that, bad as it was, it was an improvement on the 
McKinley bill of abominations. 

I suppose that when he made that statement he had reference 
to the bill as it came from the Senate, with some 600 to 800 
amendments, which the House accepted by adopting a motion to 
concur. He says they held their noses when they did so, and 
yet his objection to it was that it did not contain enough free 
trade. 

In that speech he predicted disaster to the country if the 
Dingley law should be enacted, and he denounced in pathetic 
terms the effect it would have upon the farmers of the country, 
and stated it would mean a raise of 25 per cent on everything 
the farmer uses in his business. 

I want to particularly call your attention to the following 
statement of his, with reference to the farmer and how he 
gloried in his free-trade belief and boasted of the record of his 
party made in the House in 1894. It is as follows: 

He can not raise wheat, corn, oats, barley, and hay now at a profit. 
In what condition will he find himself when he gets no more for his 
products, for, tarif or no tariff bill, he must still sell his stuff in the 
opt on markets of the world in competition with _pauper labor. 

I do not propose for any pro tectionists to define the principles of free 
t ter I am a free trader and I glory in the fact. I rejoice in the 
record that we free traders made in the House in 1894, in the Fifty- 

iird Congress. I repeat, so that all men may hear, that I am a free 

vider and proudly take my stand with Sir Robert Peel, Richard Cob- 

John Bright, and Henry George. I may be an humble member of 

that illustrious company, but it is better to be a doorkeeper in the 

house of honest free traders than to dwell in the tents of wicked pro- 
tectionists. 

In describing what happened to the Wilson bill after it left 
the House and went to the Senate, he said: 

















But when it reached the other end of the Capitol it was so cut, 
carver d, ma es disfigured, and doctored that its es would not 
have r r ost teen te Gace 0a Oe eee Pe 





And yet he and his Democratic colleagues in the House voted 
to neccept it in its mangled condition. In his speech of March 
26, 1897, he referred to President Cleveland, the only Demo- 
cratic President his party has had in 50 years, and denounced 
him as not being a Democrat. I can not imagine why he should 


| Democrats in the land, and a great many Re publica 


1s ae brave, honest, | 
is from the small- | 


+ 
Mr. Chairman, as an American citizen, in sympathy with the great | 
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have repudiated him, unless it was that he did not am 
Wilson-Gorman bill, and perhaps it was because * be 
it an act of “perfidy and dishonor.” Speaking of M 
land, he said: 


Grover Cleveland is not a Democrat. As a Democrat 
understanding its tenets, loving its traditions, ready alwa 
where to battle for its principles, I solemnly declare that he 1 
Democrat. ; 


Ona the 6th of March, 1893, in his first official act. hb 











» highest office within his gift a soreheaded Republ €2 
On March 31, 1897, during the discussion of the McK 
he made the statement that has so often been quot 


House as defining his position relative to the cust« 1 h } 
which I think was quoted by the gentleman from Wy : 
MONDELL] in his speech this afternoon. I refer to 
ment: 

If I had my way to-day, sir, I would tear them all dow $ 

| to foundation stone, for from the beginning they hay I 

dens of robbers. 

In that same specch, referring to the Republi 
of the Chamber, he stated: 

But you will be brouz!l ht to your senses when the | 





| found wanting the sooner it will be repeal 


| cratic statesman, during the debate on the D 


shot at you in the year of our Lord and Master 1898 
The Recorp shows that when he made that 


was loud laughter and demonstration on the De 
the House, just as there has been applause wher 
tions of a similar character have been made 
this debate. He concluded his speech of den 
following words: 

By the eye of faith I can see a million bic; 
tires, riding down protection liars, because } 
of bicycles 35 per cent. The women of the 
make their husbands, sons, brothers, and swe 
~seeene under the Dingley bill they have only 

vo under the Wilson-Gorman bill. 

Seven million farmers will dig yo + up with their 
with their plows, beat you with the mat Is hackle 
rows, hammer you with their slk ae s, ri wit 
pulverize you with their disks, cut you Gow wit h tl 
to pieces with their frows, ride you on their barbed- 
with their pitchforks, grind you through their s 
down with their reapers, bind you up in g¢re: 
their thrashing machines, and scatter y< 
you are raising the price of all farming i 

Every patient forced to endure a sur; 
because you have increased the tax on an 
learning will detest you because you have 
books, thereby shutting the gates of know! 
power. Every child that dies of diphtheria will 
on you its lasting curse because you have put ) 
You are arraying against you every right-t kit 
the land. 
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Since he, miscalled the Mo ning St 
Nor man nor fiend hath f: 1 so f 


as you will fall when the people of the United Sta I 
ous monstrosities contained in this bill. 

Whatever you may think of your disting 
Democratic friends, you must admit that he h 
of a success as a political prophet. 

Another, more conservative, but able and di 












in predicting the result of the enactment of ti 
refer to Mr. Barrey, of Texas, now a Senator 
said: 

If it can produce the good results whicl 
then the people ought to have the benefit 
and if it can not produce those results, ti! 










will be relieved of its unj t exac tions. I 
bill fails—as fail it will—to bring the pré 
have promised, you will not live long en 
dience with the American people upon the al 
can make them prosperous by increasing tl! , ir t 

Looking at the question purely as one of par 
every confi idence that the Democratic Par tty will 
you have determined to pass, because I am confident t 
will not bring the relief which you have promised to t 

Now, I say to you, my Democratic bretlré ’ 
false prophets in the past. In a period of 50 } 
only been in full control of the affairs of this 4 
four-year term, namely, from 1893 to 1897 
failure on your part to demonstrate that your t 
work out in practice in any particular, and in vie 
disaster that resulted from the enactment into 
theories, it seems to me as if you had better be a 
conservative in declaring what you are able to do, and 
better wait until you have demonstrated that you } 
fully administer the affairs of the country, and w 
in my opinion, you will be unable to obtain the ¢ 
the American people. a 

Mr. Chairman, I am now going to refer just bri ly 
pending bill and also to the bill which was passe d in tl 
a few days ago known as the Canadian recipro ‘ity 1 


nN 


I opposed that measure not so much because it did not ¢ 
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ch or because it is unjust and unfair to the agricultural 


en< : : 
terests of the country, but because I believed it to be un-Re- 


jlican. I believed it to be, as that side of the House, I think, 


nt 

.s admitted, a Democratic measure. In any event, in the 
‘yeuage of the distinguished gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
‘<sperwoop], the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
feans, it is the first step, as he says, toward the destruction of 
. principle of protection. 

I am not going to repeat what I said when that bill was pend- 
ing in the House, but I do want to refer to some speeches that 
have been made in this debate on this present bill by gentlemen 
who supported the Canadian reciprocity measure. Some of these 
gentlemen I congratulate. They are going to have the advan- 
tage of some of us regulars, because they are going to have an 
opportunity to distribute two speeches. 
they can circulate one speech among the farmers and another 
h in the cities. In other words, they can go to their farmer 


constituents with the speech which they made against 


s 


i 
I 
! 
] 
1 
{ 


} 
t 
i 


spe 


pill, and then they can go to their city constituents with the 
speech that they made on the Canadian reciprocity measure. 

There has been one speech made on the pending bill that I 
listened to with a great deal of interest, and it was a very able 
indeed. It was made by the distinguished gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Harris]. I have listened to a guod 
deal of the debate since this bill has been under discussion, and 
I do not know of any speech that impressed me more than that 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts. I congratulate him 
thereon. As I sat listening to his speech somebody remarked 
that he voted for Canadian reciprocity. I did not think that 
that could be possible, so I got the Recorp and referred to the 
yote, and, sure enough, it was shown that the gentleman voted 
for Canadian reciprocity. 

Now, let me quote just a little from his speech and refer to 
two or three statements that I indorse. He said: 

Mr. Speaker, I did not rise to engage in a general debate on the 
question of protection versus free trade. I content myself with say 
ing that I am a protectionist, and desire to foster every industry that 
needs it in this country. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

He said also: 


I rose to say a few words, present a few figures, and show why the 
products of one industry should not be included in this or any other 
free list. 

Now, my friends, that is not very consistent with his position 
in view of his vote on Canadian reciprocity. He said further: 

If you destroy or seriously injure so great an industry, if you send 
our manufacturers to Canada and Germany and England, to make 
there, with the same machinery but with cheaper labor, and send 
in here free of all duty that which has been made here and has sup 
ported so many, what answer will you make to the abandoned and 
desperate body of workers, and what will you say to the farmer who 
loses so great a food market here at home when they ask you why 
you have done this thing? [Applause on the Republican side.] 

I wonder if our Republican Massachusetts friends imagine 
that they can enjoy the benefits of protection on everything 
they produce and still take away every bit of protection that 
the farmers of the country have, and then expect that 


speech 


their industries on the mere suggestion that if our manufactur- 
ing industries are prospering then the farmer will have a good 
market and he does not need any protection on his products. 

I want to serve notice on these gentiemen from some of these 
protected districts and some of these Republicans who come 
from Massachusetts who, I think, have been denominated as 
“Foss Republicans,” that they have got to keep the faith in 
the future. I say to them you have got to meet us half way, 


or at least you have got to come part way, if you expect us to | 


keep in the game. I want to remind you that you never would 


have had any McKinley law nor any Dingley law nor any | 


Payne law if it had not been for the farmers of this country. 

I appeal to you gentlemen who are advocating protection on 
what you manufacture to reciprocate if you want the farmers of 
the country to stand by your industries. 


free hides. You had been clamoring for free hides for so many 
years that finally you brought about a revision of the tariff, 
and you got free hides, and the farmers and stock raisers of 
the country accepted it. They have gotten along; they have 
taken a little less price for their hides and shoes have advanced 
in price. And now what do you propose? You propose to take 
from the farmers the only protection they have on what they 
produce, and still you expect us here to vote with you to keep 
the protection upon what you manufacture. I want to give you 
one little quotation in regard to reciprocity, and what I think 
real reciprocity is. 

In the earlier part of my remarks I quoted from the great 
Speech made by Mr. McKinley in the Fifty-first Congress. I 
want to quote just a word that he said at that time for the 
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| be reciprocity 


In the next campaign | 





| Stantial 


the | 
farmers will continue to support them in giving protection to | 


Two years ago, when | 
we had the Payne tariff bill under consideration, you wanted | 
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reflection of some of our friends 
districts: 


No prosperity is possible to other industries if agriculture languish. 


from these manufacturing 


And then in that same speech he says on the subject of reci- 
procity : 


From 1854 to 1866—12 years with reciprocity with 
bought of them twice as much as they bought of us Ni 
cent of their products came into the United States free 
only 42 per cent of ours went into Canada 
man, what these other countries want is a 
the United States. What we want, if we 
with equality, reciprocity t 
that shall be just, reciprocity that shall 
or arrangement that we make 


Canada we 
nety-five per 
of duty, while 
free of duty Mr. Chair- 
free and ope! 
ever have re¢ 
at shall 
with the other nations of the we 

It seems to me that is a very different kind of reciprocity 
than is proposed in the bill that we passed the other day. 

I listened to the very able speech of my distinguished 


friend 


| from Illinois [Mr. MappEen] yesterday, and he stated that these 
this | 


Canadian people were very much like us; that they live as we 
live; that they have the same thoughts; they think as we think: 
they speak the same language, and therefore we ought to extend 
to them the same advantages that we enjoy. 

It has been stated by the friends of reciprocity 
President, I may say, that this ’ 
Canada are similar. In other words, he says there is no s 
difference. Now, we maintain that 
substantial difference, both in the value of 1 
of labor, and in tariff advantages that Canada enjoys. I will 
not stop to enumerate them. They say that bec 
no substantial difference we do not need any protection on agi 
cultural products between this country and Canada. Now, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen], or 
some other gentleman that is in favor of reciprocity, if through 
the Tariff Board should find that the cost of produc ng 
boots and in the United States is substantia the same 

foreign country in that there is no 
difference, either in the cost of labor or the cost of production ; 
that it is just about a stand-off; in other words, no substantial 
difference—would you then say, you gentlemen from Massachu- 
setts, that you would remove the duty on boots and shoes? Why, 
certainly not. And why not? Be would call at 
tion to the Republican platforn 
say that the proper measure « rence betw 
the cost of production at home and abroad, with a re 
profit. Now, you do not seem to think ler needs ; 
profit, just so long as everything is about equal between Can: 
and the United States. They t me, 
same language, they have the same ambitions, they are, : 
gentleman from Illinois says, very much one and the I 
of people; therefore there ought not 
between us and them than there w 
Illinois, 

I want to the gentleman from lin [ Mr. 
and to the gentleman from Indiana CRUMPACKER 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LoNnGwortu] and to every 
gentleman who made a speech or voted in fayor of Can 
reciprocity and now comes in here : 


this bill and says he is going to vot 


and 


country 


by the 
and in 
ib 
there is a very 
land, in the cost 


conditions in 


iuse there is 


you 
shoes 
as in other 


some words, 


ise 


you 


1 adopted in 1908 and you wor 


ff duty is the diffs 
rmson 
the fart 
the sa 


hink they speal 


to be any more 

uuld be between Indian: 

to say ois MApDEN] 
and to 

other 

nadian 

id makes a speech against 

‘ against it, that, so far as 

I am concerned, I hope there may be unanimous consent that 

their apologies may be accepted. [Applause on the Republican 

side.| In other words, if some of gentlemen have 

the error of their way, you on this side of the House who voted 

for reciprocity in the last Congress, and who voted for re 

procity in the present Congress, being a minority of your party 

and for the time being insurgents—I believe that has been 

term applied heretofore when some Republicans have refu 

to follow a majority of their party—it is proper, it 

me, to say that you were insurgents, at least so f 

action on the reciprocity pact is concerned. Now, 

voted for reciprocity who did not believe in it. 

hesitate at all in private conversation to sa} 

opposed to it. You even went so far as to denou 

of you regretted that the subject was up for co 

that you had to vote upon it, and you so 
So far as these persons are concerned, I am go 

them, regretting, of course, that they did 

age of their convictions. To those who were 

ing protection by supporting the Canadian reciprocity mea 

speaking for myself, you can come back into the fold. Because 

you left and deserted the cause in one contest is not sufficient 

to justify me in abandoning my principles and my ide: this 

question and voting for any free-trade measure. I n say, 

however, that if you persist in your efforts to take from the 

farmers that I have the honor of representing in this body their 

protection, you can very soon expect retaliation on my part, and 

we will try to see that you get a little of your own medicine, 


these seen 


stated. 
ng to forgive 
not posse the cour 
serious 


y assault- 


sure, 


s on 


Av 
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Mr. Chairman, we are already realizing one effect from this 


so-called Canadian reciprocity, and that is the effect it is 
having by causing a large number of our farmers to leave this 
country and go to Canada. It seems to me that we had better 
} te to encourage our own people to remain here and settle 
1 ind develop the unoccupied lands of the West and the 

bandoned farms of the East and South. Only this morning 
in a leading daily newspaper published in Minneapolis, 
, a dispatch from Winnipeg, stating how the farmers are 
hing into Canada from the United States, and I want to read 
for the information of the House: 
ED STATES LOSES MANY FARMERS; 0 WILL TAKE LANDS IN 

wi YEAR. 

WINNIPEG, April 29. 
Northern officials estimate that 45,000 United States 
¢ ill settle along the lines of its railway this year. The total 
mmigration of American farmers to western Canada, they say, will 

200,000. Four hundred thousand acres will be thrown open for 

ttlement alor the company’s lines this year. Beyond Edmonton 
10,800 free homesteads have been opened for settlement, and a great 
rush of land seekers is reported for the Peace River Valley. 

I suppose some of our good friends here would say that we 
ought to favor this legislation in order to make it easier for 
those of our people who go to Canada to reside, but I think for 
the present we had better legislate for our own country, not 
but what we wish every citizen of the United States who may 
go elsewhere Godspeed and the best of success. 

I want to say a word to these on this side of the House who 
have in mind voting for this pending bill, not to forget that it 
is a Democratic free-trade measure. You want to remember 
that you were not sent here to vote for any Democratic tariff 
bills or to support the theories of that party. Do not say that 
you propose to vote for this bill as a protest against those 
representing a minority of Republicans because they may have 
voted for a free-trade measure on agricultural products. te- 
member that that bill has not yet been enacted into law, but 
is now pending in another body, and with the showing that 
will be made by the farmers throughout the country, who are 
actively preparing to appear in large numbers before the Senate 
committee having the bill under consideration, it may never be 
passed, and I am sure it never will if the Republicans at the 
other end of the Capitol stand firmly by their convictions. In 
any event, let us hope the bill will fail, at least that it may be 
very materially amended, and then we will again have an 
opportunity to pass upon it here. 

Remember, my Republican friends, you have got to go into a 
campaign in 1912. You have got to defend your acts here 
and the acts of your party, and I say to you that you can not 
consistently, in my judgment, vote for this bill merely because 
you are a little angry at some of those Republicans, who thought 
they were helping their manufacturing districts, who left their 
party long enough to vote for a free-trade measure. 

I look upon those gentlemen I have referred to a good deal 
as we look upon the sinner who repents, and you know it has 
been said there is more joy in Heaven over one sinner who re- 
pents than over ninety and nine just persons who need no 
repentance. [Laughter.] 

Let us present the Christian spirit to our Republican sinning 
brethren who abandened their principles and deserted us; let 
us forgive them, and inasmuch as they are now disposed to 
keep the faith, and by their speeches have indicated that they 
really are protectionists, let us stand with them, shoulder to 
shoulder, and to a man vote against this pending bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to discuss the provisions of this 
bill, but I find my time is expiring. It has been dissected by 
a number of gentlemen, particularly by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann], the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mon- 
DELL], and by my own colleague [Mr. Martin], and there is not 
much more to be said about it. It is bad in form, crude in sub- 
stance, and has been brought in here without any consideration 
by any committee, withont any hearings having been had upon 
it, and without any definiteness as to how much it will affect 
the revenues. I am a protectionist, and this bill is a free-trade 
measure, and that eondemns it with me. Some have denomi- 
nated it as a sort of a soothing-sirup proposition, while the 
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centieman from Indiana [Mr. CruMPACKER] suggested en- | 


titling it “A bill to fool the farmers and catch Democratic votes 


in 1912.” When he made that statement, the distinguished | 


gentieman from Michigan [Mr. Hamirtron] proposed entitling it 
“A bill to repair damages,” which might be a very good name 
for it. 

There is no probability that the bill will ever become a law, 
and if there was, you gentlemen on that side of the House 
would never have brought it in here. It is a buncombe bill pure 
and simple, and one framed for the purpose of fooling the 





cratic friends, that the American farmer of to-day 
informed and is just as capable of knowing what i« 
him as is any other citizen, and you can not fool hi; 
such claptrap or free-trade proposition as is embodi 
pending bill. The distinguished gentleman from Ala] 
man of the Ways and Means Committee, in opening { 
stated how it was expected the revenue that would 
this bill would be made up, and, among other 

that the Democratic policy of lowering the duties 1 
importations and thereby produce an increase of re 
increase importations would certainly have but one ; 
of displacing a corresponding amount of home 
thereby affecting the labor of this country; and lower 


) 


| has not heretofore increased revenues, and I 


farmers of the country; but I want to say to you, my Demo-!n 


| questions more in detail, but as I have but a moment 


gentleman’s attention to the record from 1893 to 1 
shows our receipts were $200,000,000 less than our 

In other words, your theories, as I have before 
work out in practice, and whenever you have had an 
you have been unable to make good, and you wil! 
trouble in getting a majority of the people to 

the next campaign if you continue enacting bills of 
ter of the bill now before the House. Do not b: 
believing that the result of the last election is 
that the American people are going to turn to your | 
opinion is that what you offered had but little to d 
results in many of the congressional districts in 
tion. I think it was due more to the fact that 
deceived by a hostile press as to the merits of { 
Aldrich tariff law, and for that reason they remained 
the polls. Others remained away because they 
with existing conditions, and you will find, if you 
election returns, that many districts represented 
Congress by Republicans that are now represented 
crats, that the vote cast in the district for the su 
cratic candidate is no greater than was cast in tf 
tion when a Republican was successful. In ot! 
will find that you did not increase your vot« 

the trouble was in the loss of the Republican \ 

to the stay-at-home voters who have often been 1 
turning an election, especially in an off year. 

I have not the time to discuss your proj “l 
dealing with the trust question, but I do not believe 
anything to fear, as the people know that p: 
country is a good thing, and they are not going to 
and destroy the industries of the country generally by 
free trade, merely for the sake of hitting a fi 
that may be denominated as trusis. Furthermore 
know that during the four years your party w 
from 1893 to 1897—you did not enact a line of | 
ing with the trust question, neither did you t 
to enforce existing law affecting trusts and mono} 
they also know that the Republican Party has 
law upon this subject, and that during this admin 
the administrations that have preceded it many pr 
have been successfully conducted against violators of 
and many others are now pending, and the evil is | 
with without affecting any legitimate industry or « 
the country. 

If I was going to give you any advice, my Det 
as to what you ought to do in order to be in tl 
tion in the next campaign, it would be to st 
adjourn this session of Congress at the earliest 
date and that you confine your efforts in the ne: 
making the necessary appropriations and adjou 
the less legislation you enact that repres 
government the greater your chances will 
next election. 

Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that my time has al 


as I would like to have gone on and discussed 1 


f 











be for 


clude in just a word. 

For a half century, with a brief interrupti 
of this Republic have been shaped by the it 
For 14 years last past the uninterrupted contr 
ment of the departments has been intrusted to this | 
under its wise policies during these years oul 
experienced an industrial development, and ail! 
people have enjoyed a degree of general prosperity, 
been without parallel in all history. ; 

I believe these conditions are due largely to the } 
policy of protection, but in any event it can not be ¢ 
they came about contrary to Democratic prophecies 4 
tions. The Republican policy of protection inclu les tl 
lican policy of reciprocity, and until the presen! tim 
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ever been thought to be the part of wisdom to diyo! 
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theories of the party in respect to these phases of its well- 
established policy. Hitherto these two policies have gone hand 
in hand and have been considered to be supplemental and not 
antagonistic to each other. Hitherto, when it has been proposed 
to apply the principle of reciprocity in a manner subversive of 
she principle of protection to American industry of whatever 
noture, the proposal has been promptly rejected. 

‘The application of Republican principles of government, in- 
ling its theories of reciprocity and protection, means oppor- 


elud 


tunity for labor at good wages, markets for the products of the | 
far! 1s at prices which will enable the tillers of the soil to enjoy | 


the comforts and luxuries of life enjoyed by citizens engaged in 


other pursuits, reasonable profits to the merchant and manufac- | 
turer, and safe and profitable investments for those who have | 


to depend upon their savings to meet their daily living expenses. 
Let us on this side of the Chamber have the courage to sup- 


port the policies that are justified by experience and known to | 


be conducive to the welfare and prosperity of our people. Let 
us also have the courage to resist all attacks of the opponents 
of the policy of protection in whatever form and from whatever 
source the opposition may come. In other words, let the Repub- 
licans of this body keep the faith that has been handed down to 


us from Lincoln to McKinley. [Prolonged applause on the Re- | 


publican side. ] 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Ciairman, I yield 30 minutes to 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lrever]. 


Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, the charge is made repeatedly, | 
and frequently believed, that the Democratic Party is weak in | 


constructive ability; that it is a party of negation; that it 
lacks initiative and is wanting in that cohesiveness essential to 


prevent its falling into disorder and confusion in the face of | 


, 


responsibility. It is the “stock argument,” the red flag, relied 
upon by the Republican spellbinder and press to frighten from 
the support of our policies the substantial business element of 
the country. Capital is cowardly and runs to cover at the first 
mention of danger. Our Republican friends, skilled in the arts 


of political warfare, are unfailing in their attempts to con- | 


yince the public that Democratic success means business de- 


pression; that the Democratic Party is incapable of administer- | 
ing the affairs of this Government with that prudence and wis- | 
dom necessary to the successful conduct of an undertaking of | 


such magnitude as involves the management of the varied and 
variable interests of more than 90,000,000 people. But if the 
potency of this time-worn charge is to be the chief reliance in 
the next campaign to cover up the sins of omission and com- 
mission of the Republican Party, the action of the majority of 
this House during the short time in which it has been in con- 
trol must be a cause for unutterable chagrin and disappoint- 
ment to those who expect to rely upon it. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 


A Democratic majority, within the brief period of less than | 


a month, has effected such reforms as to command for us as a 
party the respect and confidence of the American people. We 
have done business in a business way. We have demonstrated 
beyond any question our ability to measure up to the responsi- 
bility placed upon us by the electorate of the country. We have 


shown not only our power of initiative, but our capacity for | 
constructive work of the highest order. We have evidenced a | 


sincerity of purpose in the work undertaken which must be 
gratifying to every patriotic citizen who desires a correction of 
the abuses which have grown up during the 16 years of Republi- 
can control of all branches of the Government. 

But most gratifying of all, we have presented to the country 
the example of a great political party inspired with the single 
thought of doing the will of the people and strong in the power 
which comes of harmony of purpose and unity of action. There 
are no factional differences on this side of the Chamber: we 
know the purposes for which we have been commissioned and 
are moving forward in unbroken phalanx to their accomplish- 


ment. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Those who have | 


sneered at the lack of cohesive strength of the Democratic Party 
have ceased to sneer, recognizing, as they have, that each indi- 
vidual of the party is willing to give up something of his own 
opinion for the success of the party which to him is synony- 
mous with the good of the country. In this spirit of complete 
harmony, this singleness of desire, the party in this extraordi- 
nary session has been enabled to make a record for substantial 
constructive work unparalleled in the history of this or any 
other country. The most ardent partisan of the Republican 
faith will not dare the.attempt to controvert this statement. 

it is my purpose, Mr. Chairman, to review very briefly the 
legislation already enacted by the Democratic majority in this 
House, which is but an earnest of what will be done. 

Ours is a representative Government—a Government of the 
people through their Representatives. This House is the 
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| popular branch of the Federal Congress. It is prescribed in 
the fundamental law that a Member of this House is the direct 
and immediate representative of a fixed number of people. It 
may be said that this House is, in fact, the entire American people 
assembled through their accredited agents to make such rules 
and regulations for their conduct as in their wisdom may be 
just and proper. It was designed by the fathers of the Con- 
stitution that this should be the forum in which the voice of the 
| people might be heard and their will registered. In power 
| rights, and responsibility, each Representative is the peer of 
his associates, and any system of rules which denies to him 
| such power, rights, and responsibility is, to tl , & Sub- 
version of the intent of the Constitution and in ce manner a 
denial to the people he represents of an equal voice in the 
conduct of the Government. That this House, u 
| can control, had ceased to be a real representative ly 
become a mere machine, dominated and controlled by 
power, alike unresponsive to the will of the 
| unmindful of their demands, is a fact recognized b; ryon 
acquainted with the situation. As a genuine representative 
body it had degenerated to such a degree as to become the ob- 
ject of ridicule and scorn. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
Emboldened by successive renewals of confidence in it by the 
people, the Republican Party, so long in control, had con- 
| Structed a system of rules for the House which robbed the in- 
dividual Member of his representative capacity d lodged it 


iL 
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| in the personage of the Speaker of the House. The Spe: 
through the authority thus conferred upon him to appo 
committees of the House, both of the majority and the mino 
| parties, an authority carrying with it the power to rewar 
friends and punish his enemies, had become a figure all 

ful, all dominating, all influential. It is a notorioi 
|} no proposition, however meritorious, could 

House for consideration upon its merits except 
| The simplest resolution, involving the most mil 
| had first to impress the Speaker favorably befor 

vidual would permit a consideration of it by the 

of the people. 

The Speaker of the House, under its rules, had become 

absolute dictator of the policy of the House. His will 

Those who had received favors at his hands in the 
committee assignments, who had been placed in posit 
prominence and influence, dared not pursue a course wit! 

ence to legislation contrary to the opinion and wish of the indi- 
| vidual upon whose continued good will and favor their promi 
| nence in the future depended. Every act of this House during 
very recent years bears the unmistakable impress of the will 
of the Speaker. Through the influence which he exercised over 
the committees of his own naming, he had the power to pigeon- 
hole legislation, to prevent consideration of it, and to thwart the 
will of the people. In a government of the people whose will 
must find expression through their representatives, if their will 
is to find expression at all, a system of rules which curtails 
the rights of the individual representatives and lodges them 
in any one individual is indefensible. It is a power too great 
to be placed in the hands of a weak man and too dangerous to 
be given over to a strong man. [Applause on the Democratic 
| side.] The weak man can not use it in the interest of the 
people, while the strong man may use it to their hurt. I am 
more afraid of it in the hands of a strong man, for the tyrants 
of the world have been its strong men. This system, vw 
abuses and its dangers, has become known in the por 
as “ Cannonism,” and upon the system, not the man, 
cratic Party in the last campaign and for years wag 
lenting warfare, pointing out to the people the 1 
the restoration of the House to its real represent 
ter. The people, quick to see and quick to resent 
ment upon or curtailment of their rights in the 
of their own affairs, by the overwhelming def 
| can Party, commissioned us, among other thi 
such reforms in the rules of the House : 

chosen Representatives to exercise th 

upon all matters, without the hope 

punishment at the hands of any one 

necessary to take from the Speaker 

committees. This we have done b 

elected by the membership of 
| mend for the final action of that bod, 
| rlous committees. [Applause on the 

We have made the committees responsive and 

the House and not to the Speaker. We have put every 
| sentative of every congressional district in the Unit 
; ag is proper, upon a plane of absolute equality with every her 
| Member; we have made it possible for the legislative will of 
every congressional district to find expression on the floor of 
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the House; we have made the Speaker the presiding officer and 


not the master of the House, and it is no longer necessary to | 


court his favor or cringe at his knee to get consideration of 
propositions in which your people are interested. 
on the Democratic side.] We have lifted the House from the 
low state into which it had fallen as a representative body 
to the high plane of a real representative body as was intended 
by the Constitution. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

United States Senators are elected by the State legislatures. 
They are representatives, and it was so designed by the framers 
of the Constitution, of the States rather than of the people. 
The Senate was intended to be, as it is often designated, “ the 
greatest deliberative body on earth,” comprising in its member- 
ship the seasoned, experienced statesmanship and wisdom of 
the country. It was to be a check upon the sometimes too hasty 
actions of the less deliberative House; it was, as Washington 
said, “the saucer into which the hot coffee was to be poured 
to cool it,” and, to guard it against the influences of the people, 
who sometimes act upon impulse rather than reason, was 
deliberately set apart from them and made responsible for its 
conduct to the States alone. 

Those patriarchs of old, in giving us a Republic, launched an 
experiment—an experiment in the ability of the people for self- 
government. The experiment had never been tried before, the 
sea was uncharted, and wisely they, in this as in their every act, 
decided that complete self-government might become an instru- 
ment of danger in the hands of a people inexperienced in that 
art; hence, they constituted the Senate as an anchor of safety 
against the storms of popular passion and the designs of self- 
seeking and overambitious agitators. They were not confident 
of the fate of their experiment, nor was their faith in the 
capacity of the people for self-government complete. 

But more than a century of experience in self-government 
has vanished all doubts as to the success of the experiment, and 
if this is in reality to be a Government of the people, for the 
people, by the people it follows that membership in both 
branches of the Federal Congress must be directly responsible 
to the people. The Democratic Party, believing that all au- 
thority originates in the people and that no authority is greater 
than the people, has for years favored the election of United 
States Senators by a direct vote. We believe that Senators, 
like Representatives, should owe their power to the people and 
be responsible to them for the reward for faithful or the 
punishment for unfaithful service. We have passed the bill 
and sent it to the Senate for its consideration providing for the 
election of United States Senators by a direct vote of the 
people, as we promised to do in our campaign pledges and 
platform declarations, and we have done this by the unanimous 
vote of our party. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


We have passed the bill known as the corrupt practice 
act, which seeks to purify elections and prevent the use of 
money for the debauchery of our citizenship—a practice which 
has become a stigma upon the honor of our country. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

During the last session of the Sixty-first Congress the Re- 
publican President of the United States sent to Congress a 
message conveying the information that a trade agreement had 
been entered into between this and the Canadian Govern- 
ment. The practical effect of this reciprocal pact was to 
lower the tariff barrier between the two countries, promoting 
at the same time a more friendly relationship between them. 
There is no more reason for a tax upon the products of the 
mine, field, and factory of Canada, entering into the United 
States than there is for a tax upon the products of North 
Carolina which enter the State of South Carolina. There 
should be no tariff wall dividing the North American Continent; 
certainly there should be no such dividing line between this 
country and Canada, whose people are similar in every respect. 

The so-called reciprocity treaty is a long step in the right 
direction. The President requested of the Congress, both 
branches of which at that time was in complete control of his 
own party, to enact the necessary legislation to vitalize the 
agreement into law. A Republican House passed the bill, but 
only through the almost unanimous support of the then Demo- 
cratic minority. A Republican Senate refused even to consider 
it. To this circumstance we are indebted for the present session 


of this Congress, and I am sure every Democrat must feel a 
sense of obligation to the circumstance which gives to a Dem- 
ocratic House its first opportunity to begin upon the enormous 
task of relieving the people of the heavy burdens which 16 
years of Republican maladministration have laid upon them. 
As promptly as possible and with no effort to play politics we 
have passed the legislation in this House and sent it to its fate 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





| 
{ 


[Applause | 











in a Republican Senate. [Applause on the Democrs 
How it will fare there it is not for me to predict. 
country will understand that the Democratic majori; 
House—and it is to this majority that the people look 
ocratic inspiration and leadership—has fulfilled its . 
and discharged its responsibility. 

Mr. Chairman, let it be borne in mind, let the country , 
get, that these substantial reforms—this important wo; . 
been accomplished without the necessity of the app! ¢ 
the “gag rules,” so well known and relied upon under the o\ 
régime, when Cannonism was in control. No effort { . 
or limit debate has been made, the fullest freedom of 
sion has been had, and the right to amend at all tiny 
been denied to any Member desiring to exercise it. This 
is a reform, the significance and far-reaching im o of 
which time in its fullness only can show, but it me 
the rights of the individual Member of this House | 
restored to him. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, we are about to take the next step jy 
the Democratic program. The bill under consideration is t)yo ¢py 
movement in the direction of a real revision of the t 
interest of all the people of the country. It marks ¢! @. 
ginning of a chain of events about to take place of mowmentiys 
importance to the future of this Nation: It is the first 4 
directed against the citadel of protection, the first effort ; 
unloose the grip of greed from the throat of the America 
sumer. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It initiates ay eco. 
nomic revolution. The Republican theory of protection is to be 
supplanted by the Democratic theory of a tariff for revenye. 
The warfare between these theories has been long and bitter 
For 16 years the Republican idea has been triumphant, As 
the fruitage of this system trusts, combines, and monopolies 
have multiplied and grown strong almost beyond the power of 
the Government to control. The cost of living has increased 
enormously, while wages have failed to increase correspond. 
ingly. The few have fattened upon the toil of the many, and 
as a nation we have nearly substituted for the moral the mate 
rial standard of living. We have learned to measure greatn 
and goodness by the yardstick of the dollar. We are rapidly 
beginning to follow the Morgan rather than the Jefferson ideal; 
to give ear to the voice of Mammon rather than to the oracle 
of justice and equality to all men, all classes, all sections, 
This tendency is inevitable; it is inherent in the system; it isa 
deep-seated cancer, insidiously, but surely, gnawing at the 
vitals of our Nation. The danger is too imminent to t 
compromise with it; the people have directed its dest: 1 
root and branch. We are going to do it. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

The bill under consideration is a measure designed to give 
relief from the burdens of high protection to a large class of 
our people, and that, too, without regard to sectional s e 
Democratic Party has never stood for free trade. Histor y 
and logically a large free list is un-Democratic. I quote from 
the Walker report, upon which was constructed the Democratic 
tariff act of 1846, ever afterwards recognized by Democrats as 
the ideal method of adjusting tariff rates for the tru 10 
cratic principles regarding the tariff: 

First. That no more money should be collected than is 1 
the wants of the Government, economically administered 

Second. That no duty be imposed on any article above t! 
which will yield the largest amount of revenue. 

Third. That below such rates discrimination may be mad 
ing in the seale of duties; or, for imperative reasons, the a 
placed in the list of those free from all duty. : 

Fourth. That the maximum revenue duty should be im 
weritth. That all minimums and all specific duties should | 1 
and ad valorem duties substituted in their place, care | 
guard against fraudulent invoices and undervaluation, and | 
duty upon the actual market value. 

Sixth. That the duty should be so imposed as to operate 
possible throughout the Union, discriminating neither for ! 
any class or section. 

This bill is constructed in accordance with the princi 
cited. It is not a step in the direction of free trade. 
a good Democratic reason for the inclusion in this fre 
every article contained therein, either because of “'! 
reasons” or “that the duty should be so imposed as t 
as equally as possible throughout the Union, discrm! 8 
neither for nor against any class or seotion.” This free 
seeks not only for “imperative reasons” to relieve the ('"" 
tax payers of the country of some of their burdens, 
same time carries into effect the righteous principle U 
burdens shall discriminate “neither for nor against ©! 
or section.” It not only lightens the burdens of tariff (1%: 
but equalizes them. As the distinguished chairman of | ' 
and Means Committee, whose leadership of the m* 
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this session has been signally brilliant and successful, said in 
answer to a question on April 21 of this year, speaking of this 
pil 
1 1 say to the gentleman that the bill pu 
implements, fencing wire, and salt and free lumber for 


rn farmers. It puts on the free list free cotton bagging and free 
‘o» the southern farmer. It puts on the free list free meat, free 


tur 
por 
ties 


bread, ‘end free salt for the people who live in the cities and who are | 


crying for cheaper food products to reduce the cost of living. 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


Every section of the country is given fair treatment by this 
pill and the doctrine so tersely laid down by Chairman UNDER- 
woop, as above quoted, is the old-fashioned Democracy to which 
every good Democrat may swear fealty. If I may be per- 
mitted, the same doctrine almost in identical language, was 
announced by me in a speech in the capital of my State on 
aneust the 20th of last year, in this language: 

If the Democrats had controlled the House, and we had been called 

on to frame a tariff bill, constructed along the idea of reduced ex- 

tures and increased revenues from an income tax as a part of 
lan of revenue taxation, it would have been possible to put lum 
er on the free list and yet work no discrimination against the tax- 
payers of the South. A Democratic bill would have so 


, all sections, persons, and industries, as is repeatedly demanded 


rious Democratic platforms. The Payne-Aldrich tariff bill, 


in ¥ 


unjust discrimination against the South, gives the western farmer his | 


binding twine free of duty, but puts a tax of a million dollars annually 
upon the bagging and ties of the people whom in part I represent. A 
Democratic bill would have given the western farmer free binding 
twine, the southern farmer free bagging and ties, and the lumber con- 
sumer along the Canadian border line free lumber; and here is a_prac- 
tical illustration of how these duties may be equalized under a Demo- 
cratic system, with equal advantage to every and special hurt to no 
section. 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Existing rates on many of the articles carried in this free 
list are revenue producing and therefore Democratic, but I sup- 
port this bill notwithstanding that fact, because it in effect 

ualizes, without regard to class or section, the burdens of 
tariff taxation. 


plements of his profession free of taxation and opens up to 
competition his market for their purchase. The duties upon 


agricultural implements—and these duties measure the benefit | 
to the Treasury of the United States—amount to a little more | 


that $12,000 annually. The revenue is practically nothing, 
cause the rate of duty evidently is sufficiently high to prevent 
importations. The fact is that our manufacturers of agricul- 
tural implements of all descriptions have become able, under 
high protective duties, not only to control the domestic market, 
but to sell their products in foreign markets at prices lower 
than they sell them to the domestic purchaser. 


of its agricultural population an equal beneficiary under the 
terms of this bill. 


The bill puts upon the free list cotton bagging and cotton | 


ties. Already the binding twine of the western farmer is on 
the free list, and there can be no reason that the cotton pro- 
ducer, the fruits of whose labor make the balancein favor of the 
United States in her international trade relationship, whose toil 


gives to the world its chief clothing material, and who, though of | 
the South, should not be entitled to fair and equal treatment | 


with all other sections of the country, as is provided in this 
bill, which gives him the baling material for his crop free of 
taxation, saving him an annual burden of $1,000,000. 

Leather, boots and shoes, harness, and saddlery are put upon 
the free list. There is imperative necessity for this. Hides 
are already on the free list, and, in addition to this fact, free 
hoots and shoes will inure to the benefit of all classes of people 
in all sections of the country—the farmer, the hod carrier, the 


blacksmith, the clerk, all classes, are equally to share in the | 
siving of nearly $100,000 annually which they now pay upon | 


these articles, 


The duties on barbed and other fence wire, wire rods, strands, | 


Topes, and so forth, amount to $514,000 a year as the tax which 
the consumers of these artices contribute to the support of the 
Government. All of these are placed upon the free list, which 


will mean a saving in taxation of more than half a million dol- | 
: Here, | 
again, every section of the country, in proportion to its consump- | 
is the equal beneficiary of this proposed | 
No one section is singled out; every section is | 


lars to those who use fence wire and similar articles. 


tion of these articles, 
legislation. 
incInded. 


The ad valorem rate of duty upon fresh and preserved meats | 


. “1.71 per cent, while the duty derived upon importations of 
— and preserved meats amounts to about $160,000 annually. 
a © rate upon flour, cereals, and bread is 23.96 per cent, and the 
‘uties collected for 1910 are $273,746. Both classes of these food 
Products, essential necessities of life in every family, rich or 


ts on the free list agricul- 
your | 


rearranged | 
rates and schedules that they would have borne equitably and justly | 


in its | 


It gives to the great producing class of this | 
Nation upon whom depends its prosperity—the farmer—the im- | 


be- | 


Every section | 
of the country—North, East, South, and West—is to the extent | 


RECORD—HOUSRE. 


87 


are pu 


it upon the free list. 


poor, 
Deny 

Sewing machines, 
home in the country, 
turers of sewing ma: 
markets cheaper than in 
be just reason, either from a Rey 
| Viewpoint, for the continuance of a tarift 

Salt is a prime necessity of life. Evers 
| has never been regarded by the Democrat 
aS a proper subject for tariff taxati 
Democratic Party, Mr. Jefferson, reco: 
of the duties salt,” and Mr. cer, in | 

“Salt is a necessary of life, and should be as 
| air or water.” This bill puts salt on the f 
| with the Democratic theory and practi 
Aldrich Act carried an ad valorem r: 

Lumber, laths, 1 
though the ad yalorem rate on the 
cent, while the revenue to the Treasury 
$1,918,803 annually. ‘ertainly the { 
tive, for the revenue produced is « 
| character of this bill 
the fact that the territory to be | 
duty on lumber, 
he Canadi: 
the great body of consumers of lum! 
can not and will not, under the 
removal of this tax. Certainly the | 
who buy lumber, will not feel the results 

spirit of fairness to all sections, according 

idea in the fixing of tariff rates, we proy 

the of lumber the C 

the extent of the remittal to them of the tax whi 
| contribute, through the duties ] 
Treasury. 

Briefly summarized, the effect of this bill will make : 
tural implements free of tariff taxation to tl 
section; cotton bagging and < t 
to the southern farmers; sacks, burlaps, 
| terials used in the making of bags and ; 
| farm products free of tariff taxation to all 

boots and shoes, harness, saddles, and 

taxation to every section of the country; bart 
wire, wire rods, strands, ropes, and ; 
| tion to all consumers; fresh and presery 
and bread free of taxation to every Am 
machines free of taxation to all: salt f 
household; and lumber, laths, a hi 
| those living along the Canadiaz 

The revision thus far att 
Secretary Walker’s sixth princi] 
taxes, “that the duty should be 
equally as possible throughout the 
for nor against any class 01 
minded man in the House who ca 
fact, and it is surprising to hear 
| sectional in its character—a «¢ unjust 

foundation. No section, class of people, nor indus 
|} nated against, nor is there any discrimination in 
| section, class of people, or industry. Equal and e 
meted out to all alike. 

The bill comes to the House with the unani 
the Democratic members of Vays and Mean 
and will receive the unanimous support of every 
the House. Whatever opposition develops will 
who are wedded to the god of protection and 
| or unconsciously, have served the trusts so |! 
gotten how to serve the people. over their | 
face of their opposition, this House, commissio! 
to revise the tariff, is going to pass this 
fairness and justice to all sections and t 
stantial benefit to the people 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, as I h 
passage of this bill marks the beginni: 
events of vast importance The tariff 
into the warp and woof of the industria! 
| it is the part of wisdom to go about its 1 
servatively and gradually, but in due time we sh 
schedules in such manner to cause the lea 
fusion, so adjusting them as to equalize taxati 
stroying as completely as possible the abuses, dis : 
| and iniquities of the present law, whose revision the people de 
mand. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic side.] 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
gentleman from Tennessee 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, every American 
citizen who holds his country’s welfare above that of mere party 
advantage must be gratified at the swift progress made by the 
Representatives of the Democratic Party in this House toward 
the redemption of the promises made to the people through the 
party platform. In the short time that has elapsed since the as- 
sembling of this extra session we have proven to the people, by the 
legislation passed, that party platforms are something more than 
mere platitudes framed to win support at the polls. We have | 
shown that the restoration of the Democratic Party to complete | 
power in all the departments of our Government, legislative and 
executive, will mean that preelection pledges made to the people 
will be faithfully and honestly kept. This is in strong contrast 
with the action of the Republican Party in the extra session of | 
two years ago, when a Republican House and a Republican 
Senate were called into extraordinary session by a Republican 
President for the purpose of redeeming a solemn promise to 
revise the tariff downward, and after a session of six months’ 
duration shamelessly repudiated the solemn pledge made to the 
people by passing the Payne-Aldrich Tariff Act, which in- 
creased rather than decreased the burdens of tariff taxation. 
This prompt action on the part of a Democratic House at this 
session is but a manifestation of what a Democratic House will 
do two years hence in the interest of the people, when fortified 
and sustained, as it will be, by a Democratic Senate and a 
Democratic President. 

A little house cleaning in governmental affairs now and then 
is a mighty good thing. This fact was never more clearly 
demonstrated than at the opening of the present Congress, when 
the Democrats came into control of the House for the first time 
in 16 years. 
lican Party had created at least 98 useless jobs connected with 
the House organization alone, and that these jobs were filled 
by political favorites, who did but little, if anything more, than 
draw their salaries and get in each other’s way in the transac- 
tion of the business of the House. We had promised the people 
retrenchment in governmental expenditures. 

The pruning knife was promptly applied to all of these use- 
less jobs and the result is that over $182,000 a year, or more 


Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the 
[Mr. Bygns]. [Applause on the 





than $580 for every working day in the year, has already been | 


saved to the people in the organization of the House alone. 
And it may be safely predicted, Mr. Chairman, that the same 


It was found that during those years the Repub- | 
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care and scrutiny will be shown when the House comes to make 
up the appropriations for the various departments of the Govy- 
ernment, and that all useless and unnecessary offices will be 
abolished and the expenses of the Government will be reduced 
in so far as it can be done without injury to its actual neces- 
sities and without denying to every employee the right to a fair 
and just wage for the services performed. 
seen whether a Republican Senate will join a Democratic House 
in its effort to restrict and reform the enormous expenditures 
of our Government. If not, then the people will know whom to 
hold responsible. 

The Democratic Party has always stood for a government 
which should be in the strictest sense responsive to the will 
of the people. And when it became apparent that the United 
States Senate was no longer regardful of the popular will; 
when it appeared that great legislative reforms were initiated 
and passed by the House only to be put to sleep in some com- 
mittee of the Senate, the Democratic Party was first to declare 
for an amendment to the Constitution providing that Senators 
should be elected by a direct vote of the people and thus 
brought in close contact with the people. And this Democratic 
House has kept that pledge in the letter, and in the spirit, by 
passing, as its first measure, a bill providing for the submission 
of such a constitutional amendment. And it is now up toa 
tepublican Senate and a Republican President as to whether 
the people shall be denied the privilege of incorporating in their 
organic law the right to choose their Senators at the ballot 
box, and thus have a Senate as well as a House truly repre- 
sentative of the people and responsive to their will. And it 
may be interesting as a matter of history to say just here that 
the only President who ever recommended this reform in a mes- 
sage to Congress was a Democrat and a Tennesseean. 

Andrew Johnson when a Member of this House introduced 
two resolutions providing for the submission of such an amend- 
ment. Later on, in 1860, while serving as a Senator from 
Tennessee, he introduced a similar amendment. And after- 
wards, when he became President, in 1868, he urged Congress 
to submit such an amendment to the people. 

The principal question, Mr. Chairman, now agitating the public 
mind is that of tariff revision. Taxation of all the people for the 
benefit of a part of the people, or of a particular class, is wrong 


It remains to be| 
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in theory and in principle. No taxes should be levied » 
not for the common benefit of all. A system of tariff 
which has for its sole object the protection of some ind 
foreign competition must, in the nature of things, be 
upon that class of citizens who consume th products 
industry. Such a policy is not only un-Democratiec. | 
violative of the spirit of fair play and equal opportu 
should obtain in a free and republican form of 
This was the issue upon which the Democratic Party 
power in the last election. The people have grown | 
policy of tariff legislation which has had an eye sx 
alone for the great manufacturing interests, and w 
not taken into consideration the interest of the fa; 
wage earner in the mine and in the factory, and the ot 
consuming classes of our country. The people are o 
a policy of exclusion which has placed restrictions y 
and brought about artificial conditions which haye | d 
competition in those articles of commerce which are ; 
for the life, comfort, and happiness of all the peop) 
Republican Party, notwithstanding its solemn pledge t Se 
the tariff downward, and thus give relief from some of +h, 
burdens which are now resting upon the consuming « 
the country, failed to afford relief in the extra sess 
years ago, and the people have turned to the Democratic pP 
as the only source from which this relief can be expected 
The pending bill, which undertakes to put agricult 
ments, cotton bagging and ties, wire fencing, boots a 
fresh and preserved meats, flour, cereals, bread, lum! 
ing machines, salt, and other articles which enter int 
and consumption of the farmer and of the consuny 
free list is the first of the measures proposed by 1 Der 
crats as a part of their plan to lower the tariff to 
basis. It is in harmony with the Democratic princi; 
tariff should be made as low as possible on the p: 
sities of life, and as high on the luxuries of life 
sistent with the object of raising the greatest amo 
It comes as a companion bill to the reciprocity bi 
was recommended by the President, and which 
House a few days ago, and is now pending in 
There are those on the other side of this Chamber, w! 
the reciprocity bill because they said it did an 
farmer, in that it took the tariff off of his produ 
mitted Canada to import such products into this 
of duty. It struck me as passing strange, Mr. Chi: 
those who opposed most strongly that bill, because 1 
it would hurt the farmer, were those who have a 
for high protective duties upon the things which the 
to buy, particularly lumber and steel products. 
the Democratic side.] No one, I dare say, ever 
before lift up their voices in behalf of the farmer. 
a suspicion that amounts to a certainty, that thei 
for the farmer, and their opposition to that bill « 
because it placed farm products from Canada wu 
list, but because it admitted lumber from Can 
country free and reduced the duty on wire fen 
tural implements from Canada, thus furnishing 
with the Lumber Trust, the Steel Trust, and the | 
ment Trust, thereby insuring cheaper materials 
builders and the farmers of this country. And I 
to these gentlemen that if they really desire to le: 
half of the great American farmer, without rez 
or loéality, the farmer of the North, the South, t 
the West, then they should support the pending i 
admits free of duty from all the world articles { 
farmer, thus bringing about a competition whic! 
the price which the farmer is now compelled to |) 
various articles, so necessary in the cultivation of 
But, Mr. Chairman, I dare say that you will lh 
from these gentlemen in behalf of the farmer wh 
is pending. They will not support it, for their se 
the farmer is not one-half so great as their des 
harmless the great interests, which the passage of t 
affect. In recommending the passage of the recip! 
the President has admitted what Democrats have 3 
tended, that is, that the tariff placed upon farm produ 
as wheat, corn, barley, oats, etc, was of no adv: 
profit to the farmer, and did not serve to increase the 
his products one farthing. Otherwise, the President, W ; 
protectionist, and believes in the policy of protection 4 
to all American industries, is in the position of insist: 
a high tariff should be maintained upon the manus” 
products for the benefit of the manufacturer, and _ : 
farming classes, numbering 30,000,000 of our population, shoule 
be denied equal benefits under our laws. But, Mr. Cha 
the fact that we live in a country of such great agricl™ 
resources, both in fertility of soil and climatic advantas«s, 
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we produce more than we need for home consumption am 
export every year great quantities of wheat, corn, and other | 
roducts of the farm, proves beyond controversy that the | 
tariff has absolutely nothing to do with the fixing of the price 
of our farm products. The price is fixed in the market, which 
takes our great surplus, where it comes into competition with 
like products from other countries. In the last 10 years we 
exported and sold abroad $1,975,278,025 worth of breadstuffs 
made from farm products. We.exported and sold abroad during 
the last 10 years 812,239,651 bushels of wheat, and, in addition 
thereto, 144,945,548 barrels of flour. During the same years we 
exported and sold abroad 750,074,873 bushels of corn, and, in 
addition thereto, 5,402,383 barrels of corn meal. These facts 
show beyond any controversy that the prices obtained for these 
products abroad fixes the prices which the farmer obtains at 
home for their farm products, and that the tariff placed on farm 
products, and which has been removed in so far as Canada is 
concerned by the passage of the Canadian reciprocity treaty, 
has had absolutely nothing to do with the fixing of the prices | 
of farm products. 

The tariff on farm products was levied by the Republican 
Party simply for the purpose of justifying in the minds of the 
farmers the excessively high duties which are maintained on 
the articles of manufacture which the farmer has to buy. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] It is simply a sham and a 
fraud on the part of the Republican Party to deceive the farmer | 
and make him believe that he is sharing some of the benefits 
from the protection accorded to the protected industries of this | 
country; that while, on account of the high tariff on those 
things which he has to buy, he is forced to pay more to the 
Implement Trust for his agricultural implements and more to 
the Woolen Trust for his clothing, and more to the Lumber 
Trust for his lumber, and more to the Leather Trust for his 
leather and his harness and saddles, and more for his boots and 
shoes, and all other necessities of life, he nevertheless reaps 
some of the benefits of protection through an increased price 
for his wheat and other products by virtue of the tariff duty 
which is levied on the imports of such products. But the utter 
fallacy of such an idea is apparent from the fact that we 
scarcely import any farm products, and that our exports, which 
are enormous, come into competition with similar products from 
other countries in the markets of the world, which fixes the | 
price of our home market. The American farmer sells the 
product of his energy and toil in an open market, where he 
comes in competition with every farmer in the world. But when 
he comes to buy what he needs he is compelled to do so in a 
restricted and protected market. When he buys his hoe and 
his ax, which he uses daily; when he buys his plow, his har- 
row, his cultivator, his drill, and the other implements and tools 
with which he prepares his land and cultivates his corn, his 
wheat, his tobacco, and the other products of his farm; when he 
buys his harness and bridles, which he uses on his stock; when 
he and the laboring and consuming classes of this country 
buy boots and shoes for themselves and their families; when 
he and they buy the clothing which is necessary for their com- 
fort and protection and that of their children, it is necessary 
for them to contribute 10, 20, 30, and even 40 per cent and more 
of the value of the articles to the manufacturer, who is pro- 
tected from outside competition by a tariff tax of that amount. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The amount of such tariff tax is not paid into the Public Treas- 
ury, 2s is shown by the great amount of exports of these com- 
modities. It goes into the pockets of the manufacturer, who 
bas taken advantage of the fact that he is protected from out- 
side competition and has formed combinations at home to anni- 
hilate home competition. The laborer and the wage earner in 
the mine and in the factory, in whom the Republican Party pro- | 
fesses to be so much interested and with whom and whose inier- | 
est it always seeks to conjure in the effort to cover up the real 
object and purpose of the protection policy to shut out foreign 
competition and swell the profits of the manufacturer, is also 
compelled to buy the necessaries of life in a high-protected 
market. There are no compensatory benefits for him. His 
wages have not kept pace with the increased cost of living 
and have not equaled the increase of profits which the manu- 
facturer has enjoyed. ‘The Republican Party believes in pro- 
tecting his employer from competition with the foreign manu- 
facturer, but it has made no effort during the long years of its 
complete control of the Government to protect the home laborer 
and wage earner from the great influx of cheap foreign labor 
Which is coming into this country annually, practically unre- 
stricted. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Oh, consistency, 
thou are indeed a jewel! For whose benefit, Mr. Chairman, has 
this policy of shutting out foreign competition in the necessaries 
of life been engrafted on our statute books? The question ap- 
Swers itself. It is for the benefit of those great corporations 
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which, under the shadow of the high-tariff wall, have been en- 
abled to combine and monopolize the manufacture and sale of 
the farmer’s tools of trade and those things which constitute 
the actual necessaries of life. 
side. ]} 

Take, for instance, the Farming Implement Trust. This 
great combine supplies the home market, and in 1910 shipped 
abroad products of its factories amounting to $28,124,033. Nearly 
one-fourth of its entire output is sold abroad. It is able to 
compete in the markets of the world with the foreign manufac- 
turer, but is unwilling for the tariff on its products to be re- 
moved and to come into competition with them at home. As 
a result for a number of years it sold its products cheaper 
abroad than at home. 

The result that the foreign farmer uses American-made 
implements, purchased at a cheaper price than they are sold 
to the American farmer, to cultivate his crops, and then sells 
his products in the same market in competition with the Amer- 
ican farmer. Mr. Chairman, there could be no more striking 
illustration of the unwise, unjust, unequal, and unpatriotic 
effect of the present high tariff on agricultural implements. If 
this great International Harvester Trust had been selling to 
the American as cheap as to our foreign competitors, millions 
of dollars would have been saved to the American farmer. 
Harvesting machinery has steadily increased in price to the 
American farmer, while it has decreased in every other country 
of the world. In support of this proposition I quote from the 
minority report of the Select Committee of the United 
Senate on Wages and Commodities, filed June 23, 1910: 


{Applause on the Democratic 


is 


States 


While everywhere else in the world the price of harvesting machinery 
has been appreciably reduced since 1900, in the United States it has 
| been materially increased. In fact, the increase really started nearly 
| contemporaneously with the Dingley tariff In spite of the high pro 
tective tariff on this class of machinery and of the fact that machinery 
|} of American origin had to pay, until recently, a much higher duty in 


| France than did machinery of German, Belgian, Austrian, or English 


origin, this combine sold its machines is open competition and at a 
lower cost than any other like machinery was sold in Frane rhe 
fact is, they were satisfied with a comparatively small profit on their 
European sales as long as they had a free hand and could charge the 
American farmer any exorbitant price they deemed expedient Not 
only this, but they made the terms and conditions of sale very | d 
some to the American purchasers. It was shown before the 
| mittee that harvesters were bought before the trust was formed at $86 
and that they advanced the price to $125, an advance of over 4 
| cent. So binders have advanced from $100, the already high p f 
1900, to $130 in 1910. Of course they were saf lind a ta l 
of 20 per cent ad valorem and high freight rates f i id, 
| with the almost insurmountable difficulty of getting repairs when 
needed. 


I also read from the majority report of that committee, which 
was prepared by Senator Lopcr, whom everyone will 
good Republican authority, and presented to the United States 


admit is 






Senate on June 23, 1910. I dare say no gentleman on the other 
side of the Chamber will assert that he is not a good Repub " 
authority. He says, speaking of the International Harvester 
Trust: 

While industrial combinations may result in econ of production 
and distribution, the fact that competition is eithe or pa v 
removed leads to abuses. Thus, accord to witne a I 
before the committee, the International Hla t ( ha 
reasonably advanced the price of self-bind , but LV lan i 
method of sale in such a way as to result in many cases in a t 
farmers. Before the organization of the International Harvest ( 
the local dealer selling the binder sent a mechanic to ‘ t up t 
machine and to remain a few hours until the machine vy 
smoothly, and in case repairs were needed they were sup d 
diately from the stock of the local dealer Since th ar i 
International Harvester Co. the machine when purchased t 
is sent “ knocked down” to his nearest ra id sta i, t 
must set up his machine, and in case repairs are 1 d the ma 
idle until the repairs are forwarded by express from th 
usually located in some large city and not necessarily « V t 


grain section. 
In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I ask pern on to insert 
some tables set forth in the majority report 








re ed » WF l 
show how rapidly the price of farming impk ts has been 
advanced to the American farmer in the last 10 years in every 
section of the country. 

Prices paid by farmers for farming implement i supplies 
[Statement submitted by C. W. Robertson, A lon, I 
Zz Ee 
_, | Two | a ' 
Years. \Binders.| ™ = horse dick a a 
ers. , lisk gang I 
j wagol | 
Piieditecsens $120.00 | $45.00 | $65.00 $ ») $s | $5 $20. Of $410.00 
a aith nin de 120.00} 45.00! 65.00 85. 00 M 6. OM 20). 00 ) 
iRugasnscess: 120.00} 45.00] 60.00) &2.50 ") ") 0 X) 
Sa RE 120.00 | 45.00 60. 00 5 ) “ 4 0 0 
a } 115 00 | 43.00 57. 50 gO). 00 55. 00 Th) 18. 00 2 50 
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Biv egeecoese< 110.00} 40.00 55.00 | 80.00 2. 00 §2. 50 18. OO 30. 00 
ISGB.. . cccccecee 110. 00 40. 00 53. 00 80). OO 52. 50 52. i 18. 00 30. 00 
ta teséeceses 110. 00 40. 00 53. 00 77.50 50. 00 50. 00 18. 00 30. 00 
WOO « ceseseses 110.00} 40.00} 52.00, 77.50) 50.00) 50.00 18.00! 20.00 
WEE. ccoscoeses 110. 00 40.00 | 50.00] 75.00) 50.00} 50.00) 18.00) 30.00 
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Prices paid by farmers for farming implements and supplice- ary, to mak 
[Statement submitted by John H. Sheppard, Fargo, N. Dak.] | complete and effective, those responsible for them sho 
—— —— — —_-——— --- someon in jail. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The oth: 
Two- ster. Binder, Farm | is to let the tariff bars down so that we may have fu 
sind-| Mow- | horse |Wheat) _- Plo Har- |twine,) har- | competition by the foreign manufacturer with the 1 
eee sl ae |e avant Soament. | facturer, just as is done in Europe, where the far 
; | benefits of the competition. This is exactly what 
eS ee 7 bill proposes to do, and in the interest of our far 
1 --| $130 | $50.00 | $75) $118 $35 | $70.0 $34 |$0 ~ = ”, | lation, numbering over 30,000,000 people, nearly one-thir 
130| 50.00| 74 18 | 3 69.00) 32 ia 33.00 | entire population, it ought to be enacted into law. 
' 129} 47.50 74| 114) 34) 68.00 30 12 32. 50 As long as our country shall remain so fertile and f 
- = 4 ao af so ay 4 oo = it is to-day the American farmer can receive no b 
1901 47.50 68 110 | >| 67.00} 28] .12h » | & protective tariff on his products. He wants nor 
190 | 47. Bt 65 110 2) 66.00 | 13 50 | none. All he wants is a square deal and a fair and 
a = oe 45 = = 4 = oe ‘ ; "133 ; portunity. He only asks, and he has the right to d 
1900 "==="! 500 | 45.00 60} 110 30! 65.06 23] .13)| 2 this Congress shall pass this bill, which will at least 
| ee ee tt aan even footing with his foreign competitors and 
Stati t mitted by RB. P. Stackhouse. Dilli S$. C.J the manufacturers of the tools which he uses the | 
herniated detlencenniaeaie s ——_—_—. | of placing an arbitrary and exorbitant price upon th 
unter |S ; purpose of enriching themselves at his expense. 
Years rows. pl Harrows. | Mowers. Mr. Chairman, I was surprised the other day to ! 
Rs : tinguished friend Mr. Moore, who so ably represents + 
lieth ey eighth — 9.61 $42. 50 of Philadelphia upon this floor, in the course o1 
eee ate taeda nade 1.50 | 6. 67 0.50 | and interesting argument in opposition to this bill. 
____ SREY RR ER | 1.35 6. 97 42.50 | engaged in a short colloquy with my colleague from 
= eeee ec ee cree eeeeeeereees ant aant ») | Say that he regretted that the boys who live in my 
eer cle eee ae 1.10 | 4. district could not enter the factory where they mi 
ee eek ide See os 1.10 | 4.65 | per day. That was an amazing statement, comi: 
a tate rn eew ewe ceeee reeset eees oe w ~) | from a representative of a great city. One of 
ee oe. <n eel Coe w | problems of to-day is the congestion of the popul 
eee ee 1. 00 | 4.1 15.00 | 35.00 | Jarge cities. Young men are leaving the farms of 1! 


[Statement submitted by J. 


‘. Hickey, Henderson, Tex.] 























| have passed no legislation for the relief of the far 


> Farm Wagon ieee 
Years s ae harp . Fertilizer. 
Pe Per ton. 
$70. 60 $40. 00 | $25.00 
67.50 | 4 | 25. 00 
65.00 | 40.60 | 25. 60 
63. 00 | 00 | 20. 00 
60. 00 | 00 20. 00 
60.00 | ». 00 10.00 
57.50 | 00 | 20. 00 
5D oOo 2.00 
oo 38. 00 ZB. 00 
00 25. 00 0. 00 
55. OO 25.00 | 20. 00 
[Statement submitted by J. C. Hickey, Henderson, Tex.] 
— titeesinin eecnctinaseimmneienic - a - a ——- 
se | ‘wo-horse | Harrows, | 
oat JOptmee| “pow” | Mang | Mower 
oe a | — = 
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i Mibintibevenvecinédietieewe 2.00 (2) “50. 00 
PP nn siete cvuteccctecctusbeben 2.00 (2) 50. 00 
Gh WeaGuves cnsussessteesul 2.00 (?) 50. 00 
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FS 2.00 () 50. 00 
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| | 
1 According to size. 2 No change in retail price on this line of plows. 
[Statement submitted by J. C. Hickey, Henderson, Tex.] 
—_-—__-—- nating aeeyerenemy = 
| | ; Binder 
Years Binders. | Mow- —_ Wheat | Plows, | Plows Har- | twine, 
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} j | 
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These tables speak for themselves. They show how persist- 
ently the manufacturer has advanced each year the price on all 
the implements and machinery used by the American farmer. 
We read much, Mr. Chairman, of the increased price and value 


of farm preducts, but we hear little of the manner in which the | 


farmer is robbed of the fruits of his toil and the benefits of the 


increase by the action of this great combination in increasing | 


the price of what he has to buy. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] There are two remedies for this situation, and both 
should be applied. These unholy combinations in restraint of 
trade and for the stifling of competition should be prosecuted in 


and are crowding into the cities, where they earn | 
the pleasures of life less. This presents a serious 
which statesmen and economists are directing th: 
One solution of the problem is to pass legislation wh 
to the farmer an equal opportunity in the battle of 
trouble lies, to a large extent, in the fact that the part 
the gentleman holds allegiance has enacted legis! 
with reference to the interest of those from whom 
has to buy and with no regard to the interest of 
and consuming classes of this country. By such 
great fortunes have been built up for the few at th 
the many. The farmer grows his wheat, his corn, 
and his other products only to see the real fruits of 
enjoyed by the speculators. If the value of his | 
creases, he finds that the value of those things whic! 
buy in order to produce his crops and to clothe and 
family have increased in greater proportion. This « 
a most severe indictment against the policy and co 
Republican Party, for it is in large part due to th: 
enacted in a government to which the farmer is the 
future, as he has been its chief reliance in the past. ‘4 
man, with just pride, commented on the growth of 
tion of his city and its great corporate wealth. Hes 
smokestacks of its factories and of the wage earne 
given employment therein. 

But he must not forget that these things would not | 
possible had it not been for the farmer who feeds 
tants of his great city. He should not forget that if 
for the farmer in Tennessee and the other great 
States of this Union his city and the other great cit 
country would be depopulated. Let the farmer's | 
advice and leave the farm for the factory and it w 
sary to shut the doors of the shops and close down th 
of which he boasted. [Applause on the Democratic si 
I wish to urge the gentlemen on the other side of 
ber, who have had a majority in this House for so 

















their support to this bill, which seeks to give to th 
tools untaxed and unmonopolized. 

But, Mr. Chairman, while this bill has been called t! 
free-list bill, its passage will be of benefit to the \ 
and the consumer in the city. It places fresh a! 
meats, flour, cereals, and bread upon the free list 
leather and its products, made from cattle hides 
skins, also harness and saddles and boots and 
free list. The tariff now levied on these articles is a 
the consumer must pay. As in the case of agricul 
ments, the importations of this class of products are 
cant, and this tariff tax goes into the pockets of t! 
facturer instead of into the United States Treasu 
years ago hides were placed on the free list by th 
Aldrich Tariff Act in order that the New England manu 
ers might obtain raw material from Argentina and other | 
American countries at the lowest possible cost. I recall 
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hearings before the Republican Ways and Means Commit- 
disclosed that some of the leading manufacturers argued 
t if they were permitted to bring their hides into this coun- 


+ 


u . 

t free of duty no duty would be required on boots and shoes, 
pecause with cheap raw material the manufacturer would be 
able to compete with the world. 

rhere can be.no doubt about his ability to do so, for last year 
poots and shoes to the value of $13,216,000 were shipped abroad | 


to foreign countries, where they came into competition with 
those of foreign make. Why, then, should a tariff be main- 
leather 


tained on boots and shoes, or upon goods, when 
651.123.000 worth of the latter was exported last year? If the 


American manufacturer can pay cost of transportation abroad 
and compete with the foreign manufacturer in foreign markets, 
why can he not compete with the foreign manufacturer in our 
home markets? [Applause on the Democratic side.] Why 
maintain a tariff duty upon boots and shoes and leather goods 
which simply enables the home manufacturer to exact an 
exorbitant price from the home consumer? Two years ago the 
but the proposition was defeated by the Republicans who 
framed and passed the Payne-Aldrich Tariff Act. 
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A protective tariff has been, is now, and I hope ever will be 
he cardinal principle and policy of the Republican Party. 

We are a busy people, and I want to remind you, lest we for- 
get, that beginning with 1783. under the Confederacy, we have 
had five free-trade periods in this country, and every one of 
them has been disastrous. 

At the close of one of these periods Mr. Benton 
Senator from Missouri for 30 narrated 
follows: 

“No price for property, no sales except those of the sheriff 
and the marshal, no purchasers at execution sales except the 
creditor or some hoarder of money, no employment for indus- 
try, no demand for labor, no sale for the products of the farm, 
no sound of the hammer except that of the auctioneer knocking 
down property. Distress was the universal ery 
relief, the universal demand, was thundered at 
legislatures, State and Federal.” 

What do you think of a party that so conducts the affairs of 


? 
t 


Democratie 


years conditions as 


S 


of the people; 
the doors of all 


| the Nation that they must appeal for Federal and State aid to 
Democrats proposed to place boots and shoes on the free list, | 


Cheaper hides | 


did not mean, therefore, cheaper leather goods and boots and | 


shoes, but it meant greater profits for the manufacturer. 
derives a double profit by this legislation, for he gets his raw 
material cheaper and a tariff on his products enables him to 
keep up the price of boots and shoes to those who wear them. 
He is enabled to manufacture his boots and shoes cheaper, but 
the consumer, for whom we ought to legislate, derives no benetit 
therefrom. Let us pass the pending bill and remove the duty on 
harness and saddles and boots and shoes, so that the masses of 
the country may reap the benefit of the cheaper cost of produc- 
tion rather than the manufacturer. “[Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

The pending bill permits lumber to come into this country 
from Canada and other countries free of duty. This is in ac- 
cord with the Democratic platform of 1908, which declared for 
free lumber in the interest of the home-building citizens of our 
country. There is no greater necessity. The timber of this 
country has been gradually cornered until it is now largely in 
the hands of great corporations, which largely control its price, 
protected as they are from possible competition from abroad on 
account of excessive tariff rates. 

This product of our forests ought to be as cheap as it is possi- 
ble to make it, for it affects every home-building citizen alike. 
We should, in so far as we can do so by legislation, give the 
fullest opportunity to every citizen who has the laudable desire 
to build and live in his own home. There should be no tax 
upon the material out of which the homes of this Nation are 
builded, for it is the home which guarantees the permanency 
of our free institutions. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I am not one of those who believe in an ex- 
tensive free list. As a general proposition, I believe that every 
commodity which is imported should bear its just proportion of 
the burdens of government. But, sir, there are exceptions which 
should be made, and I believe that this bill should pass. I 
understand it to be sound Democratic doctrine to place upon the 
free list articles which enter into competition with trust-con- 
trolled products and those necessaries of life which the Amer- 
ican manufacturer sells abroad more cheaply. than he does at 
aoe The Democratic Party in its national platform of 1908 
declared : 


L 


Articles entering into competition with trust-controlled products 
should be placed upon the free list; material reduction should be made 
in the tariff upon the necessaries of life, especially upon articles com- 


He | 


keep the laboring and other classes of people from starving? 

During this same time we have had five protection per 
each of which brought prosperity, happiness, and contentment 
to all our people. At the close of one of these periods and in 
his last message to Congress, December, 1892, after the country 
had enjoyed a period of its greatest prosperity, and in an un- 
guarded moment had turned both branches of Congress and the 
Executive over to Democracy, President Harrison said: “An- 
other indication of the general prosperity of the country 
found in the fact that the number of depositors in savings banks 
increased from 693,870 in 1860 to 4,258,803 in 1890, an increase 
of 513 per cent, and the amount of deposits from $149,277,504 in 
ISGO to $1,524.844,506 in 1890, an increase of 921 In 


iods, 


‘ is 


per cent. 


| 1891 the amount of deposits in savings banks was $1,623,079,749. 
| It is estimated that 90 per cent of these deposits represent the 


savings of wage earners. The bank clearances for nine months 
ending September 30, 1891, amounted $41,049. 390.808, For 
the same months in 1892, they amounted to $45,189,601,047, an 
excess for the nine months of $4,140,211,139. 

“ There never has been a time in our history when work was 
so abundant or when wages were so high, whether measured by 


to 


the currency in which they are paid or by their own power to 
supply the necessaries and comforts of life. It is true that the 
market prices of cotton and wheat have been low. It is one 
of the unfavorable incidents of agriculture that the farmer can 
not produce upon orders. He must sow and reap in ignorance 
| of the aggregate production of the year, and is peculiarly sub 
ject to the depreciation which follows overproduction. But, 
while the fact I have stated is true as to the crops mentioned, 


peting with such American manufactures as are sold abroad more | 
cheaply than at home. 
[ favor this bill because it embodies these principles. I favor 


it because I believe that its enactment will redound to the best 
interest and to the material welfare of the farmer and the con- 
suming classes of this country. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. SamvueL W. Suri}. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I am not a free 
trader, but a protectionist of the school and faith of Abraham 
Lincoln, who said: 

he don’t know much about the tariff, but I know this much: 
When we buy manufactured goods abroad, we get the goods and 
the foreigners get the money. When we buy the manufactured 
gi ods at home, we get both the goods and the money.” 

Chere are two kinds of tariff in the United States: 

1. A free-trade tariff. 

-. A protective tariff. 

A free-trade tariff, or tariff for revenue only, has been and is 
the policy of the Democratic Party. 


the general average of prices has been so much as to g t 
agriculture a fair participation in the general prosperity.” 
What Senator Benton said about conditions at f 
one free-trade period could be multiplied many times by leading 
Democrats and to every free-trade period so far in 
this country, and what President Harrison said respecting con- 
ditions at the close of one protective period could be duplicated 
many times as to each of the five protective periods from the 


S ve oO 


the close of 


others as 


eloquent and forceful statements, not alone of prominent Re 
publiecans, but as well of Democrats who have held a foremost 
place in the councils of their party, 

Some one has said: “ Protection means prosperity; free trade 
means adversity.” And no people know the truthfulness of th 
statement better, from practical experience, than do the peop!a 
of this country. 

“For whom the Lord loveth, He chasteneth.” So it is that 
the country is again inflicted with a Democratic House 
Representatives. We like you personally. Our criticism is 
against the things for which you stand. 

Here you are again at the first opportunity th another 
free-trade bill, pure and simple (H. R. 4413), popularly known 
as the “ farmers’ free-list bill.” You say the country k 
and needs relief after several years of Republican rule; but 
you offer the same remedy that your fathers and forefathers 
gave the country which, without a single exception, brought 
sorrow, sadness, and ruin. And now you want the people to 
believe that the result this time will be different than it has 
ever been before. As time goes on, it will be more and more 


apparent that this bill received but little consideration at the 
hands of the Democratic members of the Ways and Me: 
Committee, and less at the hands of the Republican members, 
for they had no opportunity. 

I state, without fear of contradiction, that in the first instance 
the Democratic members of the Ways and Means Committee 
claimed the loss of revenue by this bill would be about $1,500,- 
000, and now they frankly admit that the loss of revenue will 
be more than $10,000,000. This statement, standing alone, 


tilt 
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ought to convince everyone that the bill was poorly considered 
before it was presented to the House. 

Again I inquire, Was the Tariff Board consulted in the 
preparation of this bill? If not, why not? And, if so, where 
can the data be found that was furnished by the Tariff Board 
to the Democratic members of the Ways and Means Committee 
in the preparation of this bill? 

It is well understood that this bill is offered as a “sop” to | 
the farmers, but do not deceive yourselves. They read and 
think, and have not and will not forget that you refused to 
amend the reciprocity bill wherein relief might have been given 
to them. You seemed to think and acted in the passage of the 
reciprocity bill as though you were legislating for Canadians 
instead of Americans. You were not willing to give the Ameri- | 
can farmer just one lone chance to see what the Canadian | 
Parliament would do with the amendments which were offered | 
in the interest not alone of the farmers, but of all our people. | 

Your plea now is that this bill will grant the relief asked for 
in the reciprocity bill, well knowing that you do not hope or 
expect that it will pass the Senate. 

The question is being asked on every hand, Why are not 
rice, peanuts, and other products of the South included in this 
free-list bill? 

At the close of the third free-trade period in this Government, | 
extending from 1833 to 1842, “a farmer in Illinois wrote a letter 
to nis friend in the Bast, in 1842, complaining that he could get 
only $0.31 per bushel for his wheat, $0.25 for beans, $0.10 for 
corn, $0.014 per pound for beef and pork, and $0.0243 per pound 
for tobacco, and so forth.” 

And in Colton’s Life of Henry Clay you can find some further 
interesting facts as to the effect of free trade on the prices of 
farm products, viz: 

“During the free-trade period of 1833-1842 the country wit- 
nessed one of the most appalling and disastrous financial revul- 
sions ever known. Manufacturers suspended operations and | 
all kinds of business was at a standstill. Property of every de- 
scription was parted with at prices that were astounding, and | 
as for currency, there was searcely any at all. In some parts of | 
Pennsylvania the people were obliged to divide bank notes into 
halves, quarters, eighths, and so on, and agree to use these | 
fractions as money. 

**In Ohio, with all her abundance, it was hard to get money 
to pay taxes. The sheriff of Muskingum County, as stated by 
the Guernsey Times in the summer of 1842, sold at auction: 

“ One 4-horse wagon, at $5.50. 

“Ten hogs, at $0.06} each. 

“Two horses (said to be worth $50 to $75 each), at $2 each. 

“Two cows, at $1 each. 

“ One barrel of sugar, for $1.50. 

“And a store full of goods at the same rate. 

“In Pike County, Mo., as stated in the Hannibal Journal, the | 
sheriff sold: 

“Three horses, at $1.50 each. 

“One large ox, for $0.124. 

“ Five cows, 2 steers, and 1 calf, the entire lot for $3.25. 

“Twenty sheep, for $0.133 each. 

“Twenty-four hogs, for $0.25 for the lot. 

“One eight-day clock, for $2.50. 

“One lot of tobacco (7 or 8 hogsheads), for $5. 

“Three stacks of hay, at $0.25 each. 

“ One stack of fodder, at $0.25.” 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the 
gentleman a question—— 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I thought I would | 
not improve this speech by permitting anybody to get into it | 
except myself. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I simply want to ask the gentle- 
man what is the date of that? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I have not the date here, but I 
can supply the gentleman with it. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I wish the gentleman would. 
Probably the same source from which the gentleman got that | 
information can supply most any data for a campaign speech. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. It is Colton’s life of Henry Clay; 
one of the most reliable and best sources of information. If the | 
gentleman wishes to dispute that, it is his privilege, of course. 

Does not this remind you of another period worse than free | 
trade, if possible, in this country? I refer to the years from | 
| 
| 
j 


1893 to 1897, under the Wilson-Gorman bill, when the only 
Democratic President that the country had had since the days 
of Buchanan—Mr. Cleveland—in a letter addressed to Chairman 
Wilson, July 2, 1894, when the bill was suspended in the Senate 
and its state uncertain, declared it a piece of party “ perfidy ” 
and party “dishonor.” 





This period was so recent in our country’s history that | 
| not longer dwell upon it at this time, except to say that | 


the Democratic Party are to be congratulated that in ; 


| years from 1836 until 1896 they so improved their fre 


legislation that sheep advanced from 134 cents each to he 
on the market at 50 cents each in 1896. 


I can not conclude these brief remarks without calling 


tion to the fact that in 1861, after 15 years of free tr 
tariff for revenue only, the Government had to borrow 
for current expenses, and paid for the same 10 and 12 
interest. Compare this, if you please, with conditions 


| after 30 years of protection, when the Government could 


all the money it wanted at 2 per cent. 

Now that our Democratic friends are bent upon fr 
legislation, as indicated by the bill under considerati: 
to call to your attention what James Buchanan, a De) 
President, said in his annual message at the close of that { 
distressful free-trade period: “‘ With unsurpassed ple 


| the productions and all the elements of natural we 


manufacturers have suspended, our public works are ret 
our private enterprises of different kinds are aband: 


| thousands of useful laborers are thrown out of employn 


reduced to want. We have possessed all the elements of ; 
rial wealth in rich abundance, and yet notwithstanding a 
advantages our country, in its monetary interests, is 


plorable condition.” 


We, who are protectionists and believe that this policy 
the best interests of all our people, like to remind those | 
not agree with us of the opinion expressed by an imparti 


ness, Prince Bismarck: “The success (under protection 


United States in material development is the most illustr 
modern times. The American Nation has not only su 
borne and suppressed the most gigantic and expensive w 


| history, but immediately afterwards disbanded its Army, f 





d 
work for all its soldiers and marines, paid off most of its debt 


given labor and homes to all the unemployed of Europe as fast 
as they could arrive within its territory, and has done al! 


| by a system of taxation so indirect as not to be perceived, 1 
| less felt. 


“Because it is my deliberate judgment that the prosperi 


America is mainly due to its system of protective law, I urg 


that Germany has now reached the point where it is neces 
to imitate the tariff system of the United States.” 


My Democratic friends, either in or out of Congress, wl 
| would you not give if you were able to quote a distinguishe 
citizen, either of this or any other country, who was able t 
speak in terms of commendation of any one of the free-trad 


periods when you have controlled the destinies of this Nat 


WOOL. 


I have so many requests for information that I can 1 


frain from asking our Democratic friends, “ What do you pr 
I am well aware that many of y 


pose to do about wool?” 


“"y 


would like to put wool on the free list where it was under tle 
Wilson-Gorman bill, but if you do this at this time you fear 


for the result of the election next year, not only in the legis! 
tive but in the executive branch of the Government. i 
you owe it to the farmers, wool growers, wool buyers, a! I 
facturers to state frankly what your position is going to be) 


I 
1d n 


and what it will be if you get control of both branches of Con- 
gress and the Presidency in 1912. 

During the years 1895, 1896, and 1897 more than t 
quarters of a billion pounds of wool were imported into 


country. Let me quote you a few prices showing the awfu 


destruction of property in the wool and sheep industry af 


legislation of the country for at least two and, possibly, 
years. In 1893, the prices of fine, medium, and coarse V 
in the eastern markets were 23, 24, and 21 cents; in 154, t 


cents; in 1896, they were 18, 19, and 18 cents. And to § 
you what effect the restoration of the Republican Party to | 


with the assurance of a protective tariff had, I will quote } 


) 


| was known in 1892 that the Democratic Party was to shape tl 


fonr 


a og 


were 19, 21, and 19 cents; in 1895, they were 18, 21, and 


prices in 1897 at 27, 29, and 25 cents, and in 1898 at 2S}, »' 
and 244 cents; and in 1910, they were 33, 36, and 85 cents 
have a letter from a farmer in my district quoting the | 
of wool now as 18 cents per pound. . 


If a Democratic House of Representatives is responsible f 


this reduction as compared with former years since 1896, \ 
would be the effect upon the wool and sheep market if they 
full sway in the Government? 

And the change was just as marked as to the number 
value of sheep under the Wilson-Gorman bill as it wa 
For illustration, in 1895 there w 


to the prices for wool. 
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2558 sheep, valued at $125,909,264; in 1894 there were n view of the pri 
017 sheep, valued at $89,186,110; in 1895 there were | t the Memb 
064 sheep, valued at $66,685,767; in 1S96 there were | n tary word 
783 sheep, valued at $65,167,735—showing a steady de- 
in the number of flocks and their value. And to show 
hat effect the restoration of the Republican Party to 
with the promise of a protective tariff, had, I give you 
26.818,643 sheep, valued at $67,020,942; 1898, 37,656,690 
valued at $92,721,135 ‘learly lowing how soon there 
to be an increase in the number as well as in the valu 
1910 there were 57,216,000, valued at $233,664,000. 
1 observe that during the 16 3 rs from 1894 to 1910 
an annua! increas f more than three-quarters of 
m in the number of sheep and that during the same time 
u trebled. 


41 


\ 


do y 


not ssible for a Democratic House to 
x this industry as not to ruin it as they did whe 


untrymen, it is none too soon to! 
what the consequences may u to ] 
he threshold of another great residential campaign and 

irselves which of the two grea arties you want to ¢ 
to administer the affairs of this Government. [Applause.] 
DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the 

an from Connecticut [Mr. Trmson]. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, if I could persuade myself that 
uch-advertised and loudly proclaimed farmers’ free-list bill 


| really benefit the farmer I should be inclined to vote for it, 
[am a friend of the farmer and have good reason for being 
In the first place, I was born on a farm and brought up 
to do all the work that the farmer’s boy usually does on 
rm. I know what it means to wring an unwilling dol 
begrudging soil. In addition to that, strange as it n 
sound to some of you, a considerable part of my constitue1 
is made up of farmers. If you do not believe it, come with 1 
to some of our town and county fairs next autumn and I will 
> you some of the best agricultural products ever produ 
this country and some of the finest farmers. These farmers 
most industrious, intelligent, and capable lot of men, and 
n addition to being successful farmers are capable in many 
ther lines. One of their best products is direct self-government 
the people themselves. We hear much these days of die 
vernment by the people, as if it were a new discovery of an 
1-progressive age. As a matter of fact, the people of C 
it have had direct self-government ever since it was a 
ny, and to-day a New England town meeting is the purest 
of direct self-government by the people anywhere in 
cistence. Right out in the rural towns of Connecticut live 
men who have maintained and cherished through the years 
his form of direct self-government. 
I was somewhat surprised and pained the other day, upon 
taking up the ConGcrREssIONAL Recosrp, to find under one of those 
“leave-to-print ”’ captions so recently discovered by the 
bined efforts of our Speaker and » gentleman from Kan: 
[Mr. Murpock] some remarks credited to Connecticut's juniot lor vould lik 
Representative in this House, my good friend Mr. ReiLty, il nterfere wit 


NY . ty 
NO, Lil 


» of Missouri. 


} 

ill 
¢ 
i 


‘th he referred somewhat disparagingly to the legislators of Mr. TILSON. 
ur good State as representing white birches instead ef men Mr. RUCKER of 
nd te our general assembly as being a “ poplar” rather than a mat a tariff f 

opular” body. I had the honor of serving for four 
the more populous, if not more popular, branch of our 
assembly—two years as its speaker-—-and I wish to st 
hat a more intelligent, clear-thinking class of men, 
loyal to their State when assailed, it has never 
privilege to associate or cooperate with. If these 
white birches—well, all I can say is that i 
hes of Connecticut are well represented. lese men ane if their 

e men they represent know what they want; y know ! Mr. R 
they want it, and they know how to get it; an not one it man i 
all my State has written a single word on bebalf of this farm- | protect abo 
ers’ free-list bill. No; they are not deceived by a name. They | rented homes? 

k through the pretense and mere empty form of words an Mr. TILSON. 
see the real danger that lurks behind this widely heralded bill. te at all 

fhe gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unprerwoop], li 
inguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
pening this debate several days ago, referred to this as 
ining of a new era in the revenue policy of this cour 
1 understand correctly his meaning, it is that as a p 
have now turned our backs upon protection and have 
% a policy of “tariff for revenue only,” with free trade as 
wumate goal toward which we are tending. 


‘ * 
KER of } 


UC 
f it is ne 
Sid 


the 
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do so prefer to rent, so that they may the more readily change | 
their residence to suit their fancy or business without incon- | 
yenience or financial loss. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I think that is the exception and 
not the rule. I think every American citizen, with the possible | 
exception of those in the miserly class, believes in owning his 
home, 

Mr. TILSON. I believe a better criterion is the savings of | 
the comparatively poor in the savings banks of the country; 
and as to that I am willing to submit a statement of the sav-’? 
ings deposited in such institutions in Connecticut for compari- | 
son with any other State in the Union. 

Mr. CANNON, Will the gentleman allow me to call his at- 
tention at that point to the fact that in Great Britain, with 
but little over half the population that we have in the United 
States, they have over 900,000 paupers, and for a generation 
that has been a free-trade country? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Oh, I will not take up the gentle- 
man’s time. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I am not a believer in a high 
protective tariff. I am not a standpatter, if by that opprobrious 
term you mean a man who refuses to consider the facts and 
circumstances in connection with each imported article and | 
fix the duty accordingly. As a matter of fact, that is the prin- | 
cipal reason why I favor a Tariff Board, in order that we may | 
have the facts and in order that we may ascertain intelligently 
how to fix upon those articles the duties which will hurt least | 
and help most. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Connecticut 
yield to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr, TILSON. Very gladly. 

Mr. CULLOP. I understood the gentleman to say that he 
would levy a tariff on articles coming into competition with 
articles produced here, for instance, and that he would be glad 
to vote to assist the farmer in this bill if it did assist him. Now, 
take agricultural implements. For the year 1909 we produced 
$112,000,000 worth. We exported $25,000,000 worth. There 
were none imported, and we consumed $87,000,00 worth. Now, | 
if there were no importations, the tariff on such articles as that 
enabled the producer to charge a higher price to the American 
consumer than he would otherwise have been able to charge. 
Now, would it not assist the farmer, putting these on the free 
list? 

Mr. TILSON. I confess I am not able to follow the gentle- 
man in so long and involved a question. At any rate, I prefer 
not to diverge from the line of my argument here to follow a 
side issue. I therefore ask the gentleman to pardon me if I 
do not attempt to go at length into an answer to his question, 
particularly, inasmuch as I have only 20 minutes’ time and have | 
quite a number of other matters to speak of. 

Mr. CULLOP. The only point 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. TILSON. I stand on the Republican platform, and be- | 
lieve that the correct measure of the duty to be imposed in each | 
case Should represent as nearly as it can be ascertained the | 
difference in the cost of production of that article in foreign | 
countries and here. I recognize the fact that there is great} 
difficulty in ascertaining this difference of cost, but I do not | 
believe it is impossible, and with the help of the intelligent and | 
capable Tariff Board, headed by my friend Prof. Emery, which | 
is already working on this question, I believe that we are in 
the way of getting at such information as will enable us to fix 
the duties intelligently on this basis. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Connecticut 
yield to the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes; I yield to my friend from Texas. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman says he believes the tariff 
should be measured by the difference in the cost of production 
at home and abroad, I believe? 

Mr. TILSON. I do. 

Mr. SLAYDEN, Does he go as far as his party goes in its 
platform and say that in addition to that there shall be added 
a “plus” for the manufacturer’s profit? 

Mr. TILSON. I take a different view of that, Mr. Chairman, 
from that which my Democratic friends take. If they under- 
take to make the Republican platform say that we propose to 
guarantee a profit to the manufacturer, I say “ bosh; nonsense!” 
No stretch of language can make it mean that. If they attempt 
to make that clause in the platform say that in addition to the 
cost of production there shail be added a reasonable profit, they 
make it say nothing, because a legitimate profit is a part of the 


| much that was said. To my mind what that platform 


a 


cost, and is so figured on both sides, and therefore if it 
only that it means nothing. 

To my mind that phrase in the platform means this: Thora 
was a great hue and cry about that time, as there is yp+_ * 
that matter, to the effect that the protective tariff enables po... 
facturers to make an inordinate profit. You will readily 
that the proper measure of a protective duty is the air, : 
in the cost of production at home and abroad, includ 
a reasonable profit; no more. It means something w}, 
construed. It means nothing if you misinterpret it the. 
way. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from (Con; 
yield? 

Mr. TILSON. I yield. 

Mr. CULLOP. The gentleman will observe, howe, 
reading that platform that it reads: 

The duties shall equal the cost of production at home and 
together with a reasonable profit. 


Mr. TILSON. That is right; that is absolutely corr 


| it should be so, because a reasonable profit is a part of | 


and is figured as such, and the duties should not be a 
than that, if that figure can be correctly ascertained. 
Now, much has been said, especially on the Democr 
of this House during this debate, in regard to the ek 
1912, as if it were more important that victory shou 
upon the Democratic banner in 1912 than that we sho 
proper legislation. Even this bill seems to have bee: 
with that purpose in view, of helping to gain that \ 
1912. Certainly it was not drawn with any idea of eve: 
administered at the customhouses of the country, bec: 


ul 


| difficulties apparent on the face of it are such as to r 


proper administration well-nigh impossible. It cou 
have been made more specific, but it is dangerous to spe 
it is so much easier and so much safer to indulge in ¢g 
generalities. It is evident that there is a well-laid p! 
the dear people in 1912; and, recalling the success of a 
plan in the election of 1910, it is not strange that such 
hopes are being indulged that it will work again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from ( 
ticut has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman from Com 
three minutes more. 

Mr. TILSON. But have a care. I am one of those \ 
lieve you can not always fool the people and that t 
sooner or later learn what is being done for them or to | 
recall the closing words of that old saying of Lincol 
can not fool all the people all the time. I am one of t 
do not believe that the American people in 1910 co! 
your party to revise the tariff downward to such an ¢ 
to make it, as you call it, a “ tariff for revenue only,” a 


| do it and thereby further disturb business conditions ) 
| in my opinion, imperil your chances of victory in 1912. For 


part I look beyond 1912, or even beyond 1916. I am yet 
man, and I hope to live long in this land which I have t 
am humbly trying now to serve. [Applause.] I have ! 
terest in what is going to be the condition of this cor 
years from now than I have as to who is going to be I! 
in 1912 er 1916, or who is going to control this House. 

Mr. CLAKK of Florida. The gentleman means that 
more interest as a Republican in what will happen 
from now? 

Mr. TILSON. Not at all. I should like to see my Pp 
ceed in 1916 and in every year, because I believe its > 
means better times and better living conditions for t 
of the country at large. My interest is above and beyo! 
partisan interest. I represent a State that is not onl) 
cultural State, as I have mentioned, but it is a State filled \ 
manufactures, great and small, filled with all kinds of bus 
filled with a happy, brave, free, intelligent, independent 
a people that at present are well employed and well 
They are comparatively happy and prosperous, and | «do 
wish to see any legislation here that will interfere with | 
prosperity. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. KENDALL. Did the gentleman say his State is an asth 
cultural State? ‘ , 

Mr. TILSON. Yes; and it is true; but not quite fo su 
extent as the great agricultural State which my friend f 
Iowa [Mr. KENDALL] so ably represents on the floor 0! 
House. ; 

It has not been denied that the standard of wages !0 
country is higher than in most countries with which we ‘ 
pete; nor is it denied that, other things being equa', " 


4} 
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ring will be done where labor is cheapest. If we put 
ries on a highly protected list, as we often hear advocated 
the other side of this Chamber, and all the necessities of 
n the free list, which we are told is the goal of the De 
acy, then the tendency will surely be that our necessities 
he manufactured by foreigners and only luxuries pr 
1 by ourselves. I doubt if anyone would regard that as 
~tynate condition. It seems to be assumed that while mono 
may combine to keep up prices within, no combination or 
noly from without will attempt to artificially control 
But can we be sure of this? Is there any more re- 
ess combination, trust, or monopoly than the Ocean Car 
Trust? Is it not possible to imagine that the same com- 
tion would not only put up freight rates, but would com- 
with others to manipulate prices of the necessities of 
The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris], in a very 
. speech the other day, gave us an example of how on 
wessities of life not produced in this country is man 
so as to almest double the price. Have we any assurance 
this would not be done if all our necessities had to be 
ed * read? 
1 talk gleefully of large importations as if you gloated over 
that hereafter our goods would be much more largely 
turedabroad. But whatdoesthat mean? It means that 
so much less goods will be manufactured here, And what 
that mean? Less profits for the manufacturer? Perhaps 
bi rtainly less wages for the workingman. If his envelope is 
empty on Saturday night, the market gardener, the farmer, the 
r, the baker, and the candlestick maker will suffer next 
, and it will not be made good by the difference in the 
of the hoe the farmer buys. You Say, Give the farn 
r products to use and consume. I say, Have a care that 
1 take not from his best customers their po wer to purchase 
s products at any price. You are making a stab in the dark. 
1 will reeall that scene in Hamlet where a noise is heard 
behind the arras. Hamlet stabs, and Polonius is killed. Who 
will you stab by this proposed legislation? Some Polonius—a 
rich manufacturer? Per! aps so; and next year he may have 
omit his new limousine car, but he will probably have left his 
touring car, his runabout, and perhaps an electric victoria 
r his wife and be able to get through the year with th 
But what will the man who rides on the trolley car and wears 
lis at the factory or store do? And after all he is the most 
ving to be considered, because he makes up much the 
r part of our population. 
I am not in favor of any tariff duty higher than will repre- 
sent the difference in cost of production here and abroad, but 
I will not vote for a bill which, on its face in a number of items, 















least an even ‘at e with his foreign competitor. This bill 
not do that. Nor am I willing to vote for a bill that I 
sincerely believe is but the entering wedge which, when driven 
will shake our industrial structure, reduce or destroy the 
wages of American workingmen, and imperil the general pros 


linates against the American manufacturer. Give him } 


— which has so long prevailed. I do not believe that your 


y ’ has been, or will be, commissioned to revise the tariff 
1 fairly protective basis. If you do it, mark my word, 
the thes prosperity of this country will pay the penalty of 
rash action. Already the penumbra of uncertainty and 
tious waiting is visible across the face of our American busi- 
world, due principally to your tariff agitation. Have a 
that you bring not again the total eclipse. Not what is, 
what is feared may be, already disturbs business conditions. 
ital seeking investment is proverbially timid. Your agita- 
on — cause and your action without knowledge will 
I iss it or frighten it into idleness; and the first man to 
I will not be the capitalist, but the workingman, who loses 
wages the capital would otherwise pay. Connecticut has 
t aT oj of such workingmen, representative of millions of meu 
. over this country—brave, intelligent, independent in action. 
d | here to speak for them. If your ill-digested legislation 
; ain to them the conditions of the early nineties, they 
I erstand and act accordingly. Go on with your agita- 
Go ahead with your oft-repeated threat that this a but 
> beginning of what you are going to do in the way of tariff 
shing. One e convince the business men of this country that 
tend to do what you say and that there is a probability 
ur having the power to do it, and the partial paralysis in 
Ss already felt will become general. The extremities and 
‘nerves of the industrial body are already affected per- 
eptibly through fear of what may possibly happen. Have a 
re that you do not complete the prostration, 
“The highest and best interests of your constituents and mine— 
business men, workingmen, farmers, professional men all over 


the country, from one end of the land to the other—demand that 


} 
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we stop here and now before we pass this bill; and as soon as 
the Senate has acted upon what we have already done, which 
is all we were called here to do, let S lj n 1 go home. 
G ‘ s a chance for a litt f f isturbing 
legislation. Our duty pla if \ f ‘ your | 


and not mine, will be held responsible for the « : 
Phe CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the ; tleman f ( 
cut has expired. 
DALZELL. I yield to the ge f \ I Mr. 
CATLIN] 15 minutes. 
Mr. CATLIN. Mr. Chairman, il Last n- 


sideration seeks to dest me ? 
nomic policy of prote ‘ der which 
made great gains industriall id ¢ 
out in stupendous expa! n | devel 
from voicing, if but in a few words, 


proval of 





During i ) I } é ) 
ich valuabl | inf iti t 
imports, ind dut f 
cles attack bill has 1 pre ! 
it would be idle, in the fe f 
furthe i i ext ( i ¢ ( ! 
ul se, nowever, |! to 
vati of tl 
exemplified by the s lid 
with = attendant bl l j 
workingmen, in contrast to the ] 
in aa countries,—esper 
cheap and plentiful,—and therein 


the Republican side. ] 
I have always been impressed with 


duty that we owe to the growing you of t 
of the American workingmen, nd with a free 
threatening the fact con l 

to it that they are afforded every « 
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aptitude for copying and imitating; after securing some pat- 
ented machinery, they can readily tear it to pieces so as to 
learn its component parts for the purpose of having similar 
ones made to be used in their respective factories. 

As is well known, many kinds of modern industries have 
already been established there and are being operated by labor 
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| 


| 


willing to work for 10 or 12 hours a day, and at a wage scale | 


averaging from 15 to 50 cents per day. It is now proposed to 
invite this kind of labor to compete with the high wage scale 
and short hours of the American workingman. Shall we do it? 


In my opinion, more is to be feared from the competition in | 


the Orient than from that of the European countries. There 
are about 62,000,000 of people in Japan, including Formosa and 
Korea; of this number about 43,000,000 belong to the laboring 
class, as do also the greater part of China’s 435,000,000 of 
people; and, in this discussion of the probable danger from 
Oriental competition, the large population of India should also 
be considered, especially with regard to the jute industry in 
which the average workingman receives but 80 cents per week. 

The question then, which confronts us, is this: After these 
many millions in the Orient have learned in a scientific manner 
the manufacture of the varied industries, under the manage- 
ment and supervision of Americans, Englishmen, or even their 
own trained experts, are we going to get their markets or will 
they capture ours? 

It is, therefore, important, Mr. Chairman, for us to continue the 
policy of protection so as not to come into harmful competition 
with this Oriental labor. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
I view with apprehension the time when, under a policy whereby 


our markets shall be free and open to the Oriental trade, the | 
American wage earners, their products, such as the ones speci- | 


fied in this bill—their present high wage scale and standard of 
living shall be displaced by the ingenuity, a 30 to 50 cent 
wage, and by the fish-and-rice diet of the Japanese and Oriental 
labor. 

A few years ago, the Department of Commerce and Labor sent 
a special representative, Mr. Raymond F. Crist, to Japan for 
the purpose of studying trade conditions there, and I desire to 
submit herewith the following extract from his written report 
made to Congress as bearing on the shoe industry in that 
country : 


The return of the army from Manchuria will bring back in the neigh- 
borhood of a million men who have become accustomed to the use of 
foreign shoes, many of whom never wore shoes before their enlistment. 
The desire to continue their use will result in increased production of 
shoes among the Japanese. Realizing the necessity 
demand, some Japanese shoe and leather goods houses have installed shoe- 
sewing machines, and many more will be installed as the value of this 
method of shoemaking cver the slow hand process becomes established. 
American shoe-sewing machine manufacturers would do well to establish 
representatives in this field at an early date in order to supply the 
demand for these machines which is now springing up. With a new 
and higher tariff imposed upon the imports of shoes, which will in all 
likelihood be inaugurated for the stimulation of the shoemaking indus- 
try, the field now controlled by American-made shoes will dwindle into 
insignificance. 


The proposed increased tariff mentioned in the above report 
has already been levied, namely, a tariff of 40 per cent. 

It is unfair to assail the boot and shoe industry by removing 
the present 10 per cent duty simply because, as has been em- 
phasized and brought out in this debate, one member of the 
trade appeared before the Ways and Means Committee two 
years ago and stated: 

That if hides were placed on the free list there would be no further 
need for a duty. 

An examination of the following table, taken from the con- 
sular reports, will show that the average cost of production 
per 100 pairs of medium grade men’s welt shoes is nearly twice 
as much in the United States as it is in the leading European 
countries : 


RS $27. 73 
BE Fe ieeddinecbieslancieeengaeenalincaibeatitnai anesthe tndeeetiiaieenenenencimntinsemasenteoninsisinegen 22. 20 
OR SD ciccsiteastainsistinegrelielnaab nce tibia epee mtiainenrdoendemeneneaescoabavitieenincien 21. 90 
BO pekinese alana as lerdbda tein nities neem ecenenenionigen 21. 70 
SE aS RE 49.11 


For this reason, the shoe companies of St. Louis maintain 
that, if the present tariff is removed, they will either have to 
lower wages or go out of business. I recently asked one of 
the largest shoe manufacturers there how long he thought it 
would take the Japanese to compete with the Americans in this 
market in the event the present tariff should be removed, and 
he was of the opinion that it would be only a few years, espe- 
cially as to the trade on the Pacific coast. 

The Japanese will have an additional advantage in that 
they can ship their products, say, boots and shoes, to San 
Francisco at a cheaper rate than the St. Louis manufacturers, 
whose total business amounts to about fifty or sixty million 
dollars a year, or one-sixth of the entire business done in this 
country, can ship theirs to the same place. 


of meeting this | 


| 
| 


| committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 4412, anu 


| neutralization of Philippine Islands, and the same wis | 
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The total imports of boots and shoes from all countries 
1909, when there was a 25 per cent duty, amou 

$100,000, yet for the first six months of 1910, when th, 
only a 10 per cent duty, as at present, the imports any 
$677,000, or more than six times as much in six: mont 
notwithstanding this increase of supply, the price of ¢] 
has not decreased. 

Mr. Chairman, this has been a country of golden opyy 
for all within its confines, because, in their wisdom, a | 
of the American people saw fit, for almost fifty continuo 
to protect their industries and products, their wage sx 
standard of living from the harmful competition of 
countries. The danger is not yet over; still another , 
us in the Orient, where labor is very cheap and the } 
elmployment long, and which condition, therefore, calls fo, 
tinuance of the principle of protection. I, for one, want to ¢ 
the present high wage scale and short hours of the An; 
wage earners, the quality of their citizenship and standard 
living against any such competition; accordingly, I must 
this bill, which bears semblance of free trade with the 
world. [Applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker havi: 
sumed the chair, Mr. ALEXANDER, Chairman of the (Co: 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 1 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the . 


had come to no resolution thereon. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on Foreign Affairs was 
disebarged from the further consideration of H. J. Res 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By unanimous consent, the Committee on Military Affairs w 
discharged from the further consideration of H. R. 8143 
ing pensions to certain military organizations, and the 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. Moss of Indiana was grant 
mission to withdraw from the files of the House, with 
ing copies, the papers with the bill H. R. 21966, Sixty-tirst 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr, UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the lous 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 5 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-n 


Wednesday, May 3, 1911, at 11 o’clock a. m, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communi 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fo 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting with 
letter from the Chief of Engineers report of examination : 
survey of Keweenaw Waterway, Mich. (H. Doc. No. 4!) 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
with illustrations. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting wit! 
letter from the Chief of Engineers report of examina! 
survey of Satilla River from its mouth to Burnt | 
(H. Doe. No. 41); to the Committee on Rivers and 1! 
and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting © 
letter from the Chief of Engineers report of examinal 
Columbia River from Vancouver, Wash., to the mouth | 
Willamette River (H. Doc. No. 42); to the Committee on It 
and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans 
a recommendation of legislation as to the sinking fund 
Treasury (H. Doc. No. 43); to the Committee on Ways “00 
Means and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans! 
a recommendation as to jurat fees of notaries public (11. 
No. 44); to the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered 
printed. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, tran 
draft of bills, with recommendation that they be enac! 
laws, relative to the administration of the offices of Tre 
and assistant treasurers of the United States (H. Doc. Nv * 
to the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printe?- 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
1yder clause 3 of Rule XXIT, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
- were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. GRAY: A bill (H. R. 8383) granting a service pen- 


sion to certain veterans of the Civil War, and amending other 
eysion acts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRANCIS: A bill (H. R. 8384) providing for the pur- 

: » of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 

( _in the State of Ohio; to the Committee on Public Build- 


es and Grounds. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8385) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Barnesville, in 
the State of Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


I as. 
By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 8386) to reduce postal rates, 


i ve the postal service, and to increase postal revenues; to 
t} e Committee on the Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Ry Mr. LITTLETON: A bill (H. R. 8387) directing the Secre- 
tary of War to cause the superintendence, surveying, and in- 


specting to be done on the main interior channel of Jamaica 
\. ¥., and for other purposes; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Ry Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill CH. R. 8388) to amend section 
4904 of the Revised Statutes; to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 8389) to promote the recla- 
I n of arid lands in the Territory of New Mexico; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 8390) provid- 
ing for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public build- 
ing thereon at the city of El Dorado, Ark.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 8391) providing for the erection of a pub- 

building at the city of Arkadelphia, Ark.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 8392) to establish a fish hatch- 
ery in Steuben County, Ind.; to the Committee on the Merchant 
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Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 8393) for the protection of | 
wild animals in the Coronado National Forest; to the Committee | 
on the Public Lands. 

Ry Mr. OLDFIELD: Resolution (H. Res. 143) providing for 


estigation of the Chesapeake & Potomac Telephone Co. 
e Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. SAUNDERS: Resolution (H. Res. 144) amending sec- 
tof Rule XXVIII; to the Committee on Rules. 
by Mr. STANLEY: Resolution (H. Res. 145) to investigate 
ns of antitrust act of 18980; to the Committee on Rules. 
hy Mr. HARDWICK: Resolution (H. Res. 146) to provide a 
S t committee to investigate certain violations of the anti- 
t iw; to the Committee on Rules, 
Mr. ROBINSON: Joint resolution (H. J. 
e and provide for a joint assembly and meeting of 
ments and national legislative bodies of the nations 
rid in the United States, and to extend an invitation to 
| parliaments and legislative bodies, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


; to 


Res. 85) to anu- 


the 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
I troduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 8394) 

e of pension to William A. Pullen; 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 8395) granting an increase 

- pension to J. W. Saunders; to the Committee on Invalid 
’ensions, 
_ By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 8396) providing for an 
increase of salary for the United States district attorney for 
a eastern district of Louisiana; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, 

By Mr. CATLIN: A bill (H. R. 8397) graning a pension to 
Charles Kline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 8398) for the relief of John N. Neal; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 8399) for the relief of James Bartlett; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8400) to correct the military record of 
John J. Barlow; to the Committee on Milita ry Affairs. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 8401) granting an increase 


* pension to Michael Catt; to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions, 


Inde r 


granting an 


of 


Also, a ‘bill (H. R. 8402) granting an increase of pension to 
homas Kilpatrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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of | 


i 


in- | 
to the Committee on | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8403) granting a pension to Solomon L 
Jacobs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8404) to correct the military record of 
John W. Parsons; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 8405) granting a pen- 
sion to Andrew J. Rice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DONOHOE: A bill (H. R. 8406) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Staley; to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 


jy Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 8407) granting an increase 
of pension to Gabrielle Cooper: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8408) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Joseph Henry; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: A bill (H. R. 8409) to carry out the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the ease of Florine A. A! 
bright; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8410) granting 


an increase of pension to John Hammaker; to the C 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8411) granting an increase 
L. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8412) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas McGregor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8413) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas K. Howe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (IL. R. 8414) granting i 
Thomas Hingson; to the Committee 


mittee 


of pension to 


an increase of pension to 


on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 8415) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Clark: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8416) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Heffler: to the Committee on Invalid Ve 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8417) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Beard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8418) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel B. Bowman; to the Committee on Invalid I ons, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8419) granting an increase of | on to 
Joseph M. Asheraft: to the Committee on Invalid P 

Also. a bill (H. R. 8420) granting an increase of p m to 

| Joseph Boles; to the Committee on Invalid Ps ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8421) granting a pension to W. A. Dobbir 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8422) granting a pension to Walter M 
Corn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8428) granting a pension to John B. C 
mon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi« 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8424) gr ting a pe W. A 
to the Commi fee on Invalid bs iS Ss, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8425) to rem the e) a ' ’ 
from the record of Frederick Feninge t ( i 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8426) to ret 1 
from the record of John Arnold, a s Jacks \ i ) 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8427) to 1 ] hat f Jd i 
from the record of George Forb ( I> l { 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8428) to remove the charge of dese 
from the record of Herman Kneofler; to the Committee on W 
Claims. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 8429) granting an 
of pension to Antoinette SS. Edgett: to the Committ on | 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8430) granting an incr e of ) 
John Freeman: to the Committee on Invalid Ps 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8431) granting an increas f 
Blackman E. Lawrence; to the Committee on Invalid P 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8432) granting an iner f i to 
Elzey Bird; to the Committee on Invalid Pet 

By Mr. GODWIN of North Carolina: A bill I. R. 8433) for 
the relief of the Atlantic Coast Line Railroad ¢ 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (Tf. J j 
ing an increase of pension to John Howell; to the Cor 
on Pensions, 

By Mr. HEALD: A bill (H. R. 8455) granting an exte n 
of patent to Watson F.. Quinby; to the Committee on Pa 

By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 8136) for the relief of 
heirs or estates of William McClure and Margaret Met ., 
deceased; to the Committee on War Claims, 


By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (TH. R. 8437) for the 
relief of James L. Wharton: to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8438) for the relief of Gabriel C. Whart : 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 8439) for the relief of By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Wilcox Hardware « 
George Owens, John J. Bradley, William M. Godfrey, Rudolph | 10 other merchants of Uhrichsville, Ohio, in oppositi 
G. Ebert, Herschel Tupes, William H. Sage, Charles L. Tostevin, | parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Offic 


Alta B. Spaulding, and Grace E. Lewis; to the Committee on the | Roads. 


Public Lands. By Mr. AYRES: Petition of M. T. O'Connor, of P; 
By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (CH. R. ee for the relief of Mary | favoring parcels post; to the Committee on the ] 

BE. Stelling, sole heir at law of A. S. Freitas, deceased; to the | Post Roads. 

Committee on War Claims. By Mr. BURNETT: Resolutions of Building Trad 
By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 8441) granting an | of Birmingham, Ala., against action ef California de: 

increase of pension to Benjamin F. Swasey; to the Committee | kidnaping a labor leader from Indiana lis, Ind.; to 


on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 8442) granting an increase 
of pension to John L. Carr; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8443) granting a 
pension to James Hatton; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: Resolutions of the New O 
ton Exchange, asking that cotton bagging and ties | 
the free list; to the Committee on Ways and M: 

By Mr. FARR: Petitions of Yostville (Pa.) Loca 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring the 


sions. restrict immigration; and Washington Camp, 
Aliso, a bill (H. R. 8444) granting a pension to Nicholas | Forge, Pa., and Washington Camp, No. 200, of Car 
Duteau: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Patriotic Order Sons of America, urging the ): 


By Mr. MOSS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8445) granting an 
nerease of pension to James H. Cosby; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. $y Mr. FOCHT: Papers in support of House | 

Ry Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 8446) granting an increase of | relief of Michael Broadbeck, of Three Springs, Va 


| 15413, relating to immigration; to the Commit 
pension to William Hopton; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | bill 8103, for the relief of James H. Maclay, of Mi 
| 


tion and Naturalization. 


sions. Pa.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8447) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. FULLER: Petition of committee of ( 
Jacob S. Robey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | of New York City, favoring the reduction of tl 
By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 8448) granting an | to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
increase of pension to Bridget M. Fauls; to the Committee on 3y Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Resolutio: 
Invalid Pensions. Club, of Roxbury, Mass., against arbitration with 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8449) granting an increase of pension to | gin: to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 



























Mrs. Joshua C. Drown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. HANNA: Petitions of J. O. Sullivan, o! 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8450) granting an increase of pension to | |N. Dak., against parcels post, and of citizens of 
Sylvester C. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | N. Dak., favoring the passage of House bill 2651, | 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8451) granting a pension to Sarah | wanna bill: to the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Adams; to the Committee on Pensions. Also, petition of various citizens of Ransom ( 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8452) granting a pension to John Ed-| against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committ: 
ward Mullen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Means. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8453) for the relief of Edward Swainor; ty Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: Petition of |! 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. No. 45. of Jersey City, N. J., of the Internati , 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8454) for the relief of Thomas F. Conlan; | of Bridge and Structural Iren Workers, prot 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. | kidnaping of J. J. McNamara from the State 
By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 8455) granting an increase of | the Committee on the Judiciary. 
pension to Fletcher N. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid| py Mr. McHENRY: Petition of Camp No. 503 
Pensions. | Pa., Patriotic Order Sons of America, favorii 
Also, a bill (H.R. 8456) granting an increase of pension to | test; to the Committee on Immigration and Na 
John W. Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ty Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: Petition of Frank 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8457) granting an increase of pension to | aytomobilists, favoring the Federal automobile 
Abner H. Shaffer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. eliminating the necessity of registering in th 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8458) granting an increase of pension to | when touring; to the Committee on the Judici 
John H. Hicks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ty Mr. WILLIS: Affidavits to accompany FH 


‘ 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8459) providing for the presentation of a relief of the legal representatives of William E 
medal of honor to William M. De Hart; to the Committee on | ceased: to the Committee on War Claims. 


Military Affairs. Also, papers to accompany House bill 7243, 1 
By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 8460) granting a pension to | Show Hinebaugh, and House bill 5946, granting 

Edward Rhoades; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. pension to Alexander F. McConnell; to the Com: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8461) granting a pension to Margaret | Pensions. 

Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8462) granting a pension to Jack Pettis; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8463) granting an increase of pension to | 
Gilman A. H. Simmons; to the yer on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPEER: A bill (H. R. 8464) granting a pension to | 
Mary Ellen Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 8465) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Ransom L. Harris; to the Commit- Oh. Lord, our God and our Father. w! 
tee on Invalid Pensions. | love in response to those who seek Thee d 

By Mr. STONE: A bill (Hi. R. 8466) granting an increase of | Thy grace into that purer atmosphe re wher 
pension to George Moblo, alias George Cook; to the Committee | can meet and purify and ennoble the soul, | 
on Invalid Pensions. in Thee, through Thee, with Thee, for the u 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 8467) for the relief of the | and, as we pass on toward the home of tl 
legal representatives of William BE. Tarbutton, deceased; to | world a little better for those who shall con 
the Committee on War Claims. | Thine is the kingdom, and the power, and th 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, May 3, 1911. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
| Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. C 
| follows: 





















———= Amen. : 
. . The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was ! 
PETITIONS, ETO. approved. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 5 ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this is : 
By Mr. ALEXANDER: Papers and affidavits for the relief of | Wednesday, and the rules provide especially that not! 
William A. Pullen, of Breckenridge, Mo.; to the Committee on | be done after the Speaker's table is cleared except to 
Invalid Pensions. committees. 
By Mr. ALLEN: Resolutions of the Cincinnati Aatiteeee-| Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I think there a! 
losis League, favoring a committee on public health; to the | bills on the Public Calendar that would be in order to-di 
Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. they do not contain matters of importance. I would 
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get through with the debate on the free-list bill. I understand 

that under the rules we have the right to dispense with the 

sjendar by a two-thirds vote. 

“The SPEAKER. It takes a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I therefore move that the call of the 

calendar under the order of to-day be dispensed with, so that 

we may proceed with the bill H. R. 4413—the free-list bill. 
The question was taken, and (two-thirds having voted in 

favor thereof) the motion was agreed to. 


c 


NAVY CONTRACTS FOR SHOES. 


Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, I beg to report back a privileged resolution, 
H. Res. 134, with amendments, and to move the adoption of 
the resolution as amended. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution as proposed to be amended. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve a point of order, and I 
call attention to the fact that the resolution has not been prop- 
erly reported by the Clerk. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let the report be read. 

Mr. PADGETT. The Clerk has read the resolution as 
amended. He should have read first the resolution as originally 
jntroduced. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois reserve the 
point of order? 

Mr. MANN. I would like to have the resolution reported. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the original resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 134. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested, if not incompatible with the public interest, to send to the 
House of Representatives full information, as follows, with regard to 
certain statements made by Hon. Rosert BE. DIreNDERFER, of Pennsyl- 
yania, in the House on April 25, 1911: 

First. What peemersen of the contracts for Navy shoes during the 
fiscal years 1909, 1910, and 1911 were awarded to the firm of Hermann 

c 





Second. What are the names of the individuals or firms who have 


secured contracts for Navy shoes in the fiscal years 1909, 1910, and 
1911? What was the amount of each contract? 
Third. Have any competitors been blacklisted or disqualified from 


bidding on any Navy shoe contract in the fiscal years 1909, 1910, and 
1911? If se, what were the names of those competitors and what was 
the cause of their disqualification? 

Fourth. What proportion of the Navy shoe contracts in the fiscal 
years 1909, 1910, and 1911 were awarded to the lowest bidders? 

Fifth, How many bidders were there for the last Navy shoe con- 
tracts? . 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the point of order on 
the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows (H. Rept. No. 16): 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred House reso- 
lution No. 134, regarding Navy contracts for shoes, having had the 
same under consideration, report the same back with the following 
amendments, and, as amended, recommend that the resolution do pass. 

Page 1, line 2: Strike out the word “ requested’ and in lieu thereof 
insert the word “ directed.” 

Page 1, lines 2 and 3: Strike out the words “if not incompatible 
with public interest.” 

Page 1, line 4: After the word “follows” strike out the comma 
aad insert a colon. 

Page 1, lines 4, 5, and 6: Strike out the words “with regard to 


certain statements made by Hon. Roperr E. DIFENDERFER, of Pennsyl- 
yania, In the House on April 25, 1911.” 


Page 1, line 11: After the word “ individuals” insert a comma, strike 
out the word “or,” and after the word “firms” insert “or corpora- 
tions.” 

Page 1, line 14: After the word “eleven” strike out the question 
mark; strike out the words “ what was” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “and”; after the word “amount” insert the words “and 
quantity.” 
Page 
the 
Ps 


9 


2, line 1: Strike out the word “have” and insert in lieu 
‘of the word “ were”; strike out the word “ been.” 

e 2, line 11: Strike out the word “ last.” 

e 2, line 12: After the word “contracts” strike out the question 
mark and add the following: “ for the fiscal years 1909, 1910, and 1911. 
vernich complete list of all bidders and of all original and amended 





Add the following clause as a new section: 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 149 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs ha 
during the sessions of the House and during the r 
second Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object. I 
would like to inquire whether -there is any necessity for the 
passage of that resolution for this special session? 

Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that there is no 
quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
makes the point of order that there is no quorum present. 
Chair will count. 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, having called attention to 
the fact, I withdraw the point of order, but I suggest that if a 
lot of committees start to sit during the meetings of the House 
at this session of Congress there will be great difficulty in ob- 
taining a quorum here unless there is important business to 


he 


| transact. 


Mr. PADGETT. I would state to the gentleman that we had 
called a meeting of the committee yesterday for 11 o'clock, and 
the House met at that hour and is now meeting at that hour, 
and it interferes; and also we have two very important bills 
which we wish to consider—bills of a legislative character—not 
with a view to putting them on the calendar at this session, but 
with a view to considering them, maturing them, and having 
them ready so as to get them out of the way for the next ses- 
sion, when we shall have a congestion of business growing out 


| of the consideration of the appropriation bills. 


“Sixth. If the bids were invited by advertisement, furnish copies of | 


the advertisements.” 


Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
resolution as amended. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee moves the 
adoption of the resolution as amended. Is a separate vote de- 
manded on any of the amendments? If not, they will be voted 
for engross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


SITTING OF COMMITTEE DURING RECESS. 


Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 


Mr. MANN. Very well. I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and the resolution was agreed to. 

THE TARIFF. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of H. R. 4413, a bill 
to put agricultural implements and other articles on the free 
list. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid 
eration of the free-list bill (H. R. 4413), with Mr. ALEXANpeR 
in the chair. 

The bill was read by title. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Weeks]. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Werks] is recognized for one hour. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, it is not my practice to engage 
in general debate on subjects which do not come from com- 
mittees of which I am a member, the reason for this being that 
it is presumed that members of committees who have heard the 
testimony on any particular subject are more competent to dis- 
cuss the question intelligently and to present the facts than are 
other Members of the House; and, secondly, because I have 
some reservations as to the value of general debate on any 
subject at any time. 

But this is not like the ordinary case, because this bill comes 
to the House without any consideration. The Ways and Means 
Committee did not consider it; its majority did not consider it; 
its minority did not consider it; and the utter lack of definite- 
ness of the bill would indicate that the person who drew it did 
not give it much consideration. But it is brought in here with 
the statement that the majority have had a caucus and deciiled 
to pass it as it is, and they ask the country, and especially the 
trades affected by it, to accept that action without any change 
or the taking of any evidence. 

It is my purpose to try to add something to the testimony 
which has been submitted in the addresses already made, relat- 
ing especially to the shoe and leather industry. 

I am not uamindful, too, of the fact that it has already been 
well discussed on this floor; that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann], the minority leader, punched the paragraph re- 
lating to this subject full of holes, and that my colleagues from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GarpNer and Mr. Harris] have discussed 
it ably and well, and that others have referred to it. But I 
think I may add some information on this subject, which is my 
only excuse for taking time to-day. 

I am going to try to demonstrate, first, that there is no 
demand for this legislation, at least from the shoe and leather 
trade; second, that there is no trust or monopoly or combina- 
tion connected with these industries in any way or shape; and, 
third, I am going to try to show why American shoes sell in 
Europe, why English and European shoes sell to a limited ex- 


een- 


see 
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time and in some form made the statement which has | 
repeated here by the gentlemen on the other side to whom | the A. BE. Littie Co. is concerned. our business 
I have referred, and these expressions are the only evidence | with shoes on the free list. A. E. Little te 
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three men referred to are large shoe manufacturers in Massa- | ine’ the competition of the English manufacturers 
chusetts. One of them is William L. Douglas, former governor | there evidently was nothing to fear from the Ens 
of the State, a Democrat, and a very enterprising shoe manu- | ‘f they brought their shoes to this country. 
facturer. Gov. Douglas is reported to have said some years | A Lynn, Mass., paper, commenting on that stat 
ago, at about the time he was a candidate for governor, that if | The A. EB. Little Co. are entitled to the courage of t 
. ° . RP, are xy cincere ? » te 7 niw « or . Py. 
he had free hides he could reduce the price of his shoes, and | But are they sincere? Or is it only a grab at free d: 
; ~- : : vertising and a desire to pose as the one American 
that he believed that with free hides shoes could be put on the | nas shoe producing down to a really economic basi 
free list and that we could compete with the world. I think Mr. Little knew perfectly well that such an 
he has not been heard to repeat that statement for six years. | tabbed up by every free-trade newspaper as a just 
Rien “se -- tack on the shoe duty. He knew it when he made a s 
I have no doubt he was honest in his statement that he believed | two years ago. He does not know that free shoes wil 
he could reduce the price of his shoes if hides were put on the | He will not find one manufacturer in a hundred to 
free’ list; but other conditions bearing on this trade have | *™ong the well-informed, who know the great advances ! 
. 2 a Si shoemaking and styles within the past two years, not « 
changed since those days, and instead of Gov. Douglas re-| pnt in France, Germany, Austria, and even Japan. 1 
ducing the price of his shoes since hides were put on the free | pretty good chance that the other 99 are right and | 
list, he has increased the price of his shoes 25 or 50 cents a | With the scales as evenly Balanced as they are ; 
. . . ° ~orts easing e i¢ Six nhs, as wy ahd 
pair, and it has been necessary to do so to maintain the same of 1910, is it not fool's philosophy to propose 
value in the shoe. I do not ascribe to him anything in the way | the equivalent of 10 cents on the dollar advantage 
of bad faith on that account, because I think I can show before | __!t can_certainly do Mr. Little no good for the Go 
mir oe ‘ s J offer a 10 per cent inducement to foreign shoem 
I finish that there are good reasons for this increase. united opinion of other manufacturers is that it 
One other manufacturer who made a similar statement was | American shoe trade much harm; in common courtesy : 
Mr. Charles H. Jones, who came here two years ago represent- | his fellowcraftsmen, could he not have restrained hit 
+ ~ . * us! ( : om stage: 
ing the shoe manufacturers of New England, and I think he | *"*” "3 : si + . : 
represented the shoe manufacturers of the whole country. He | 1 2m informed that the A. E. Little shoe is mark 
is the president of the Commonwealth Shoe Co. and is an able | 2 an unusual way. The manufacturers of that shoe : 
man and a successful manufacturer. Mr. Jones stated before the | the few American manufacturers who sell shoes 
Ways and Means Committee originally—and he was the man to | they are among the limited number who sell shoes t 
whom I have referred—that he believed if hides were put on | OW Stores. — tem is 
the free list shoes could also be put on the free list, but later There is a shoe manufacturer in Great Britain 1 
° 2 . ° , ° — . = “oc © ¢ 0 eco fan 
he revised his information on that subject, and not only re- | Wo rans a line of shoe stores similar to those f. 
vised his-statement made to the Ways and Means Committee, | 1 this country; Rs manufactures a man’s she. 
but wrote a letter, of which I submit a copy: facturers of the Sorosis shoe have made an arran 
Sisseeeen ih G. dete ae we Mr. Clark so that they sell their women’s sho 
AS NG N, » Ly, 20, 1909. = - ’ . s ~ "c ‘ 
Hon. Wuttam H. Tarr, 9 being a woman’s shoe, in the same establishmen 
President, The White House, Washington, D. C. men’s shoes manufactured in Great Britain are sold. 
Mr. Prestpent: The schedule in relation to hides, leather, and shoes | adopted this method of disposing of their goods, 
in the Payne bill is as follows: ably, it is a profitable one, because it is being foil 
pentent a ' | sritain and, I think, to some extent on the Cont 
Hides. aaahenia [oortenthen One other point about the Sorosis shoe. I havea 
| | here which I purchased yesterday in Washineto1 
for them. 
Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me 
Mr. WEEKS. Certainly. 
Mr. CANNON. Do I understand the gentle: 
ee ee > ¥ : ‘larle > “nelic an Pe ct ar. § 1 th . Ni 
The above rates seemed to the trade to offer sufficient protection ex- | c lark, the Engit B — a . ae a Sane 
cept on sole leather, which most tanners believe should have been 10 | facturing company are selling their gcods in th 
per cent, a reduction of 50 per cent from Dingley rates. It is the Mr. WEEKS. Not in this country, but in Gi 
feeling of most of the trade that the percentage of reduction shown by | oy the Continent 
the Payne bill should be all that it needed to entitle us to free hides a " ‘ : 
' : ; Mr. CANNON. Are selling them in Great Ir 


If, however, as suggested by you this afternoon, still further conces- , : 
sions will be necessary in order to overcome the opposition from cer- | same room, one American made and the other | 
tain Senators, I believe, as 1 stated to you that with Mr. WEEKS. That is substantially correct. | 
Hides free we can stand : Per cent. | ig q thin partition between the two departments 
Band and sole leather v AT} ‘ANNON . _ lem: fr if 
Dressed upper leather 10 Mr. CANNON. Is the gent eman from 4 
Sci incilieenasenstinoen ciidennslindbiiithan ia ininniian dima diginicinninadiiniancomeipepeencnanifuimange agence 10 | formed as to whether there is being an int 
Many tanners will claim that these rates are too low to afford suf- | formed between these makers of footwear? 
ficient protection, but after careful examination of all facts and cir- Mr. WEEKS. My investigation has not dev: 
cumstances I can not believe any branch of the industry would be seri- | .,.... sae aii ae ae ial thic eo Or 
ously crippled at these rates—certainly if the shoemakers can get along Now, I have here * $4 choo whieh thre he vilit 
with 10 per cent protection, the makers of leather can do the same. {| | would probably have sold at $3.50. It is the oral 
hope, however, it will not be necessary to cut the rates as hard as this, | shoe. 
as it could do the people no good. With free hides, domestic compe- | Mfy ITN rt an yield for a q 
tition will do again what it has always done before in leather and | Mr. KI NI ALL. | W ill the gentleman yie! , 
shoes, namely, keep the price to the consumer at the lowest point Mr. WEEKS. Yes. — 
consistent with the smallest living profit. The rates of Ea bill Mr. KENDALL. I understand the shoe that the 
with sole leather changed to 7§ per cent or 10 per cent would be satis- | ;. » avhthitine ao $4 and the current Pp! 
factory to practically the whele trade and would show important re- | '5 now ais now for $4, : 
ductions for the benefit of the consumer. years ago was $3.50? 





¢ 


or 








1911. 


aL 


CONGRESSIONAL 


— 


ifr. WEEKS. I did not say two years ago, but I think it 
; | have sold at one time at that price. 
Wr. KENDALL. Is it possible that the price of shoes has 


ced that much since the tariff was removed? 
Mr. WEEKS. I think so. 
- KENDALL. In the speeches made by the gentleman and 
come of bis colleagues two years ago, the country was assured 

. the removal of the duty on hides would have the effect to 
re . the price of shoes to the consumer. 

Mr. WEEKS. I wish the gentleman would apply that state- 
ment to the man who made the speech. 

"Mr. KENDALL. I was quite sure that I heard such words 
fall from the lips of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WEEKS. The gentleman from Iowa is mistaken; I 
never made such a speech or such a statement. 

Mr. KENDALL. I am glad to see that the interest of Mas- 
sachusetts is reviving in the protective-tariff policy. Let me ask 
another question: In the gentleman’s opinion, what is the cause 
of the increase in the price of shoes? 

Mr. WEEKS. I will go into that in detail later. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, the tops of these Sorosis shoes, and every part ex- 
cent the heel and the sole, is of vici kid, which is dutiable at | 
15 per cent. The shoe itself is dutiable at 15 per cent under 
the Payne-Aldrich bill, and will be dutiable at 15 per cent if 
the bill we have under consideration becomes a law. It is 
therefore easy for Mr. Little to assure the people that he is 
willing to have shoes made of cattle hides come in free when 
his own production is protected at the rate of 15 per cent, and | 
will be if this bill becomes a law as now written. It is possible, 
of course, that he had not noticed this fact. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I trust that the gentleman | 
from Massachusetts does not mean to insinuate that there can 
be any selfishness on the part of any manufacturer as to the 
rates put on shoes. 

Mr. WEEKS. Well, I will leave the gentleman to make up 
his own mind on that score, having given him the facts. 

Mr. CANNON. And yet, if I understand the gentleman right, 
and I want to get the facts into my head correctly, this manu- | 
facturer, who seems to be willing that shoes made from hides 
of cattle should be upon the free list, and this bill, if it be- 
comes a law, leaves 15 per cent duty on the class of shoes he 
speaks of made by Mr. Little—— 

Mr. WEEKS. That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON. Then he is entirely disinterested, of course. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. WEEKS. This completes my list of the 3 shoe manu- 
facturers out of 1,322 who have made the public statement that 
they are willing to have shoes come in without a duty on them. | 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is Mr. Little the only man who makes the 
kind of shoe exhibited by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
and on which there is a tariff of 15 per cent? 

Mr. WEEKS. No; I do not think he is—oh, no; he is not. 

Mr. MADDEN. Are there any of the large American shoe 
manufacturers who make this kind of a shoe? 

Mr. WEEKS. That particular shoe is made alone by Mr. 
Little, or the A. EB. Little Shoe Co. 

Mr. MADDEN. Are there any other shoes of this class made? 

Mr. WEEKS. There are other types of women’s shoes that 
are made of such material that they would not be put on the 
free list under this bill. 

Mr. MADDEN. What is the percentage of this class of shoe 
made in this country? 

Mr. WEEKS. It is the percentage that would obtain from 
having some other material than the hides of cattle, the pre- 
dominant component in making up the shoes. 

Mr. MADDEN. What I want to know is, What proportion of 
all of the shoes made consist of the class of shoes about which 
the gentleman is speaking? 

Mr. WEEKS. I have not that information. 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr. KENDALL. Where does this disinterested manufacturer 
live, who is willing to have everybody’s product but his own go 
om the free list? 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Little manufactures in Lynn. | 








Mr. KENDALL. Massachusetts? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes; Lynn, Mass. 

Mr. KENDALL. I thought so. 

Mr. WEEKS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am going to pass to | 
the proposition which was advanced the other day by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Canrriii], that most of the items | 
in this proposed bill covered products which were controlled | 
by trusts or combinations or monopolies. The shoe industry 
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is one of the best industries in the manufa 


distributed 


line in the United States. Shoes are manufactured in 32 d 
ferent States. The industry is increasing very rapidly in s« 
| tions of the South and West, more so than it is in the East, wh 
industry originated. I recall only three manufacturers 
which are capitalized in such a way that the stock has a publi 
market; these are the Regal Shoe Co. the W. L. Douglas 
Shoe Co., and the McElwain Co. Some preferred stock of 
each of these companies has'a public market. There are many 
shoe companies in name, but those companies are close corpo 
rations in which stock has been issued to the partners and in 


some cases to the employees, but in no case are they 


public 


corporations. I do not know a single case, and | not find 
one after considerable investigation, where the owners of anv 
particular company have any interest in any other company. 


Therefore it is not possible that there can be any 
tion in the shoe industry in this country. 

I want to call to the attention of the House at this time, 
fearing I may forget it, the fact that most grades of shoes sell 
at a difference in price based on 25 cents. It may be 
that there is some combination or this would not be | 
but that is not the case. Shoes sell at $3 or $3.25 or $3.50, 
and every manufacturer who is making shoes of that general 
style and price puts into his shoes such value that his shoes 
will continue to sell. Suppose a man who sells shoes at $3.50 
tries to scrimp their value, there are so many other well-known 
$3.50 shoes on the market that the minute he commences to 
lessen the value of his product his sales commence to decrease, 
so he must keep up the quality in order to maintain his out 
put. Competition is keen enough in the shoe industry to bring 
about that result. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. 
a question? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr. MICHAEL EB. DRISCOLL. 


combina- 


be claimed 


= sible 


Will the gentleman yield for 


Mr. Chairman, I have been 


| paying a dollar a pair more for my shoes since two years ago, 


when hides were put upon the free list, and I inquired why 
I was told there was an arrangement between the different 
manufacturers making that class of shoe by which they agreed 
to raise the price. I do not know whether it is true or not, but 
I was told that by the people who sold me the shoes. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, there is no truth in that state- 
ment. There is no arrangement at all. There is not a scintilla 
of evidence anywhere that there is any such arrangement. I 
doubt if the gentleman from New York is paying a dollar more 
for a shoe than he was three or four years ago—that is, for a 
shoe of the same value. I think, probably, he is paying 50 
cents more. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Made on the same last, by 
the same parties, claimed to be made of the same kind of 
leather, and on the same kind of machine. 

Mr. WEEKS. It may be that that is true, but the probabili- 
ties are that the increase has been 50 cents a pair instead of 
$1, if the same quality is in the shoe. Now, as to the leather 
industry. There is no combination in the leather industry. It 
true that there are two large leather companies in this 
country—the Central Leather Co. and the American Tlide & 
Leather Co.—but I am informed they do not manufacture more 
than 35 per cent of all the leather that is tanned in the United 
States, probably not more than 30 per cent, without including 
the tanning which is done for the packers—that is, by Armour 
& Co., Swift & Co., and Morris & Co., who now tan or stoc!l 
tanneries, using in this way about one-half of the hides whi 
they produce. The other two large packers dc not tan 
hides at all, but in any case, including the packers, the 
panies do not include one-third of all the tanning 
ments, in number, in this country, and they do no le 
more than about 35 per cent of the total output of * No 
ean say—not even “the e 
that 35 per cent of a business in several dif t | ds con 
stitutes a trust or monopoly or combination. 

Now, as to the question of machinery. It 
stated, both on this floor and in the public press, that 
industry was in -the hands of a machinery monopoly 
in the hands of the United Shoe Machinery Co., whi 
part of the shoe-machinery of this country. 
This company represents a combination made 12 years ago of 
three companies—the Goodyear Sewing Machine Co., the Mac 


is 
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business 


Kay Shoe Machinery Co., and the Consolidated & MacKay 
Lasting Machine Co. Each of these companies furnished fun 
damental machines to perform a particular class of opera- 


tions, each independent of the other, but together making up 
the links of one industrial chain. But, in addition to 
main machines, this company owns or controls more than 100 
different kinds of machines which are used in the manufacture 


these 
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of shoes. It does not require in its contract that any number 
of its machines shall be used. In fact, there are 60 different 
shoe machinery manufacturers in the United States furnishing 
shoe machines which are working side by side with these funda- 
mental machines of the United Shoe Machinery Co. 

Any manufacturer can lease the company’s essential machines 
without being obliged to use any other machine which the com- 
pany makes. Substantially every factory in the United States 
uses machines which it has not obtained from the United Shoe 
Machinery Co. In many cases they come in direct competition 
with the machines which this company produces. None of the 
machines which stitch together the pieces of the upper part of 
the shoe are produced by this company, and necessarily these 
machines must constitute a large part of any factory’s equip- 
ment. The direct advantage which the United Shoe Machinery 
Co. has is that it can furnish all the machines which are used 
in attaching the soles and heels to the uppers, known as the 
bottoming room, and I believe it is the only company which can 
do this. 

SUMMARY REGARDING MACHINES USED IN SHOE FACTORY FITTED TO MAKE 
GOODYEAR-WELT SHOBS. 

Total operations in factory, hand and machine 

Hand operations ..._...-...- ee een on one 28 

Totel machine cperations....—.....c  eenticnw ne 157 

Total operations done on machines not furnished by the United 

Shoe Machinery Co. or which may be done on competing ma- 

I oassse cecccaiteneseinciscicgnsib ttcaitiatgeniipinmretenimtnitnnannsinlbiamapapentcnmmicamiittty i 146 

Any manufacturer is at liberty to lease the Goodyear welting 
machine and the Goodyear stitching machine without being 
obliged to lease or buy anything else from the company. Any 
manufacturer can lease the company’s essential machines with- 
out being obliged to use any other of the many machines which 
the company makes. 
he pleases, withcut regard to any lease he already holds. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman permit 
a question? 

Mr. WEEKS. I will. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
tected by patents. 

Mr. WEEKS. They are protected by patents. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Are those patents near 
termination or have they a long time to run? 

Mr. WEEKS. ‘They have different times to run, but different 
patents are being taken out constantly, not only by the United 
Shoe Machinery Co., but by all other companies. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WEEKS. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Have not a large number of the original pat- 
ents run out? 

Mr. WEEKS. Oh, 


undoubtedly; because this combination 


He can take the others or leave them, as | 


Are these machines pro- | 
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| wage paid to shoemakers in this country is about 


| amount, or about 55 cents a pair. 


That is what it would mean to put shoe machinery o: 
list. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. RP, 
Mr. BARNHART. What is the fact about some of 
facturers of this shoe machinery refusing to sell 

chinery, but only leasing it? 

Mr. WEEKS. The United Shoe Machinery Co. only 
machinery. It does not sell it at all. 

Mr. BARNHART. Why not? 

Mr. WEEKS. Because its policy is to lease its | 
I want to point out to the gentleman some advantages 
to the shoemaker as a result of this policy. Any m 
character can start in the shoe business in this cou 
has money enough to furnish working capital for his 
He can go into almost any good town and get a suit 
built for a shoe manufactory, without a large cost { 
and have his property exempted from taxation for 
years. He can obtain from the United Shoe Mac! 
machinery without any cost to himself, on a leas: 
that his machinery cost, as far as this company is 
is nothing. Therefore this leasing system has tended 
late independent shoemakers in the United States and | 
vented the combinations which possibly would have | 
otherwise. 

Mr. BARNHART. Another question. Is it not possi! 
the price you speak of there might be maintained t) 
action of the shoe-machinery companies in keeping | 
rates so high that a man, in order to manufacture shi. 


| necessarily have to sell his shoes at a higher rate fro) 


time as this shoe-machinery company might dictate’ 
Mr. WEEKS. Let me point out to the gentle 

Indiana why it is not possible. In the first place, t 

wage paid to labor in the manufacturing industries 


country is about 174 per cent of the entire cost. The 


"9 


22 pe 


the cost of the finished product—44 per cent more { 
average in other industries. The labor cost of a $2.50 s 
shoe that costs the manufacturer $2.50—is 22 per ceiii 
The machinery cost 
shoe is not over 44 cents a pair. The highest machiner 
any pair of shoes manufactured in this country is 5.09 cent 
The lowest machinery cost is one-half cent a pair, and 1 
age machinery cost of all shoes made in this country 
260,000,000 pairs made—is but 2% cents a pair. The ¢ 


| from Indiana can easily understand that if the wace 


| per cent of the total cost, which in the 


was made 12 years ago and they had been manufacturing ma- | 


chines for many years before 1899. 

Mr. MANN. These machines are also protected,.as I under- 
stand, by 45 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WEEKS. They are. 

Mr. MANN. 
tion with putting shoes on the free list. 

Mr. WEEKS. That is a fact. I do not want to forget it, 


but I noticed the gentleman from Illinois put in the Recorp | 
| of what I have been outlining, and which I would |i 
| time to discuss further, and would do so if the fact 


the other day a statement made by Mr. Florsheim, a Chicago 
manufacturer, criticizing this machinery combination, as he 


termed it, and said if shoes and leather were put on the free | 
| of the letter I will yield to the gentleman from Mis 


list that machinery should be also. 
I want to point out what would be the result of putting this 
machinery on the free list. The United Shoe Machinery Co. 


not only manufactures in this country, but manufactures in | 
It was necessary for | 


England, France, Germany, and Canada. 
it to do this in order to maintain its patents in those coun- 
tries. It manufactures the same machines in those four coun- 


Which it is not proposed to remove in connec- 





tries that it does in the United States and it supplies its entire | 
market for machines outside of the United States from those | 
| be necessary ? 


factories. Now, if machinery were put on the free list, they 


would undoubtedly, if they were going to try to make the best 


possible return on their capital, manufacture all 


machines | 


abroad and send them in here, because I have testimony, which | 


I will submit later, showing that the average wage which they 
pay for labor in their manufactories in Europe is 9 cents an 


hour, while the average wage paid in this country is 27 cents | 


an hour. They employ in the cities of Beverly, Lynn, and 
Lawrence, Mass., 5,000 men, who are paid an average of $15.75 
a week, the total wage being something like $75,000 a week, 
or nearly $4,000,000 a year. Now, if their machinery were man- 
ufactured on the other side at one-third the labor cost, we can 
easily see that it would mean the payment of wages not of 
$4,000,000, to our workmen, but either one-third of that amount 
to our own workmen or to the workmen of a foreign country. 


| 
| 


$2.50 shoe w 
cents a pair, and if the average machinery cost is 2 
pair, the machinery cost bears so small a proportion t 
of the shoe that it is negligible. 

Mr. ESCH. Can a manufacturer of shoes lease a | 


his machinery from the United Shoe Machinery ( 


| chase or lease his other portion of machinery f: 
| manufacturers? 


Mr. WEEKS. He can; and that is done by a large | 
shoe manufacturers of this country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want the clerk to read a | 
send to the desk from a manufacturer of women’s s 
Dodge, Iowa. I use this because it is an admirable s! 


so clearly stated in this letter. However, before | 
RUCKER]. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I understood the gentle 
say that the policy on the part of shoe manufacturers 0! 
machinery with which they made the goods they sell, | 
purchasing the machinery outright, enabled the manu! 
to engage in the business with less capital than would 


Before the letter is r 


Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
the number of manufactures? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. If the figures submitted 
Harris, of the gentleman’s State, are correct, they would 
that in 1910 there were 1,316 different concerns in tlic 
States making shoes, when statistics show that 10 y 
there were more than 2,000 concerns making shoes, so 
seems to indicate that the number of concerns is eel! 
rather than more. 

Mr. WEEKS. That is true; but if it had not bee 
practice of renting machines I belteve that instead of | 
ing 1,316 different concerns now in the United Slt 


And that would tend to i 


May 


») 
v, 
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id be considerably less. This policy has not prevented 


wo . 
people from engaging in the shoe manufacturing business, but 
it has, in my Judgment, decreased the tendency to abandon it. 


Mr. JACKSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Kansas? 

“Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr. JACKSON. The gentleman stated the cost of the product 
in England and in this country, and also stated the cost per 
on shoes costing about $2.50 per pair. 

Mr. WEEKS. The labor cost I stated, to which the gentleman 
refers, is the labor eost of manufacturing the shoe machinery, 
not the labor cost of manufacturing the shoes. 

Mr. JACKSON. Can the gentleman give us the labor cost of 
ifacturing shoes in this country and in England? 


air 


mant 
Mr. WEEKS. Yes; I will do that later. 
Mr. COX of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield? 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
jeld to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. I would like to ask the gentleman, before 
he passes from the feature of forcign patent rights, whether it 
is not true that American manufacturers are no longer com- 
pelied to maintain their plants in Germany in order to retain 
their patent rights? 

Mr. WEEKS. I understand that is correct; but the United 
Shee Machinery Co. built a plant in Germany when it was 
necessary for them to maintain the plant there in order to 
retain their patent rights. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Now, will the gentleman permit this ob- 
servation? At the time the American Government had up 


with the German Government, through the Commissioner of | 





| eration. 


Patents and the Secretary of State, the matter of eliminating | 


this practice, many of the manufacturers in my part of the 
ecountry—and I think I represent the largest export district in 
Americea—were anxious to have 
done away with.- 


that practice or regulation | 
Our manufacturers held that by means of | 


high-class machinery and help they were able to effect econo- | 


mies by manufacturing in this country and shipping the prod- 
uets abroad. 


and ship them abroad than to make them in Russia or in 


It is true with reference to the cash register and | 
the sewing machine that it is cheaper to make them in Ohio | 


Germany, a situation that conflicts with the gentleman’s state- | 


ment with reference to cheaper labor abroad. 

Mr. WEEKS. That is true of certain industries, notably 
with the bridge-building industry. Some industries may be so 
well developed in this country that they can compete with 
any foreign manufacturer or with the facilities which any 
foreign manufacturer has. But I will call attention a lit- 
tle later on to the fact that these facilities are constantly 
increasing over there, and they are becoming more active rivals 
all the time. Furthermore, the question of manufacturing in 
this country or abroad would be largely determined by the pro- 
portional cost of labor to the whole cost. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. WEEKS. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. MANN. I will state to the gentleman in that connection 
that the bill proposes to put biscuits and crackers, and so forth, 
on the free list, and keeps the duty on nearly all the machinery 
used in making them. The tariff is paid on that machinery, 
because it is imported from England. It is not made here. 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish onee more to call attention to the 
fact that the letter now about to be read was written by a 
shoe manufacturer located at Fort Dodge, Iowa, and it is a 
statement of his idea of the advantages of using the machinery 
of the United Shoe Machinery Co. 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 

DEcEMBER 16, 1910. 
Dean Sin: My attention has been called to an article appearing in 
September number of Hampton’s Magazine on the shoe-machinery ques- 
tion. The author of this article, while in the main correct, has 
sented his article in such a way that the reading public are likely to 
se entirely misled as to any real danger or hardship or oppression. 
Alm st any large business, when dealt with in the aggregate, that is, 
as to the volume of business and profits, and not by the unit of profit 
® profit by article, is apt to appear im a false light and create an 
aaely wrong impression with the public. Specially is this true if 
bein ee is made, as this article states, that the American people are 
eing robbed and that the royalty paid to the United Shoe Machinery 


nre- 
pre 


xe nstitutes a large share of the cost of shoes and attributes in large 
+a the high cost of living to this fact. Nothing could be further 
Tom the truth. While it is true that the machinery company in 


measure controls the shoe machinery industry, it is so by virtue 


ef having the best machinery on the market for the different processes 
of shoemaking. 
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Being a manufacturer of shoes (we make women’s shoes), I am in a 
position to speak authoritatively on the subject. 

De uing with the subject as it applies to each pair of shoes, what do 
we find? We find that the largest amount of royalty that is paid on 
the highest-priced women’s weit shoes is about 44 cents per pair. 
Now, this would not appear to be such a large amount to go into 
hysterics about when compared with the total value of the shoe. This 

| cost is, of course, added in the cost of the shoes, the same as leather, 
labor, and any items of expense in manufacturing, and, as you see, 
constitutes a very small amount of the cost or value of a shoe. 

A shoe selling to the consumer at $4, $4.50, or $5 would have 4% 
cents royalty cost. But what do we get for it? We get, first, as stated, 
the best made, most efficient machinery ever placed on the market for 
the different operations of m inufacturing shoes. Next, we have the use 
of a corps of expert machinists, who come without cost to us (sent by 
the United States Machinery Co. from their different ag s) to set 







up the machines, teach operators, and keep the machines in repair at all 















times. We just to-day telegraphed for machinists to to repair 
| and put in operation two of their machines which became disabled. We 
are entitled to and get the benefit of improvements on machines by pay- 
ing freight only on new machines. They send machinists to put up 
machines, teach operators in every instance, and also at any time if 
machines are disabled or new erators to be taught. : 

Royalties are yery small, on some machines in the system from $5 
to $50 a year. For a few ma nes operating material is bought from 
the company, such as nails and wire, but the cost per pair is so very 
small that it is hard to figure in some instances the cost per pair [ 
think I cam safely and conservatively say that 85 per cent of the shoe 
manufacturers of the country are perfectly satisfied with the present 
conditions, with the cost, with the treatment, and with the advantages 
of having the best-organized concern, employing the best and most com- 
petent machinists, who are at all times at the service of the s! mitt u- 
facturer. 

Now, as to any presumed extortion from the consuming public. 
What would be the result if we were operating und old conditions? 
Several different machines for doing the same opera 3 would n 
the market, some good, some bad, and some quite indifferent, t e 
of them with the efficiency of the machines in operation now, b« : 
the United Shoe Machinery Co. do not put out machines until t! 
have been thoroughly tested and found absolutely perfect in their op 


This is necessary from every point of economy, because their 


revenue depends upon the perfect and constant working of the machines, 
|} as most of the royalty is paid so much per pair. The shoe manu- 
facturer is not a machinist. When, under old conditions, he bought a 


machine he had to buy it outright and take his chances on its 


deing 





the work as represented by the company selling, and also take his chances 
on an improvement being made at any time which would n his ma- 
chinery worthless. He would have to employ an expert machinist, com- 
petent to take care of all his machines, which could hardly be done, 
for the United Shoe Machinery Co. people find they have to and do 
employ separate machinists for each system of machines If such a 
machinist could be employed, he would be a very high-priced man, and 
the ordinary manufacturer could not afford to pay the price, and if 
| they did they would have to add the extra cost to the cost of the > 








































So, taking the expense incurred by depreciating machinery, which would 
be constantly occurring in large degree, other than ordinary wear and 
tear on account of continual supposed improvement, tog the 
large expense of employing at high salaries expert machin take 
eare of and keep in repair the machines, the cost per pair over what it 
now costs would conservatively amount to four or five times as much as 
the present royalty system in es. What would be th mit? | ‘y 
smal! concern and, in fact, e y concern except the 1 ] rest yuld 
be forced out of business, because they would not hs : tal e wh 
to keep up their machinery account and employ the high-p 1 experts 
to take care of it, and we would have a shoe manufacturers’ tru far 
more formidable and costly to the consumers than under sent con- 
ditions. The fact is that un the admirable organiz n of the 
United Shoe Machinery Co. the industry of shoe manufacturing is 
stimulated, so that any energetic, capable person with a little money 
ean go into the shoe manufacturing business. The development of the 
shoe industry in the United States in the past few 3 has det 1 
strated this. The people to-day are buying better s! for t sn r 
less money than it would be possible under, strictly kim ! ti- 
tive shoe-machinery competition. It might asked whet nad Ww 
does the United Shoe Machinery €« ke eh large ecarni: Per- 
pair the profit is small, but in the aggregate, due to their Ta nt 
organization and equipment and the consolidation of the | I 
operating cost is reduced and the gregate profit, of course, la in 
ther words, they save what would be wasted or dissipated i 
method, and the public is getting their share of this ing 

No one can complain m an economic point of vi » a 45 ta 
pair cost in a pa f shoes when that cost would be dou 1 or t ! 
under other and |! favorable conditions. 

I am induced to write this letter in order that a fal 
be started and the consumer of shoes be led astray by a wrong 


tion of the matter. 
Very truly, 


Mr. HARDY. Im connection with the suggest ud 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] that the machinery 


to make erackers, and so forth, was imported and a duty paid 
on it beeause not made in this country, I noted that 





man now oceupying the floor [Mr. Werks], when the qu } 
was raised bythe gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bargnnarr] as 
to whether the machinery cost might not interfere with the 
independents making shoes, stated that the machinery cost of 
most manufactured articles was between 2 and 4 per cent 

Mr. WEEKS. The gentleman from Texas misunderstood me. 
I said the machine cost for manufacturing shoes averaged 27 





cents a pair. I was not speaking of other articles. 
Mr. HARDY. Now. I want to suggest, with reference to the 


statement of the gentleman from Illinois, that the machine cost 
for crackers made a very small per cent of the total cost of 
crackers, and that therefore the duty paid would be so in- 
finitesimally small in connection with the total cost that it 


seems to me that ought not to affect the cost of crackers, 
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Mr. FORDNEY. What is the machinery cost for making 
crackers? 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I stated when I began speak- 
ing to-day that I was going to talk about the shoe and leather 
industry. I think I know something about that, and I do not 
want to have injected into it some other matter which I have 
not investigated and concerning which I may not have the 
information. 

Mr. HARDY. The gentleman is right; but I only spoke of 
that in reply to what the gentleman from Illinois had said. 

Mr. FORDNEY. If the gentleman from Massachusetts will 
permit me, as long as the gentleman’s remarks about the ma- 
chinery cost of manufacturing crackers are in the Recorp, I 
would like to have in the Recorp a statement of what the 
machinery cost for making crackers is. 

Mr. WEEKS. I should like to have this cracker argument 
left out of my remarks. 

Mr. MANN. The other side of the aisle are very much inter- 
ested in crackers. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, just for the purpose of get- 
ting the thing clearly in the Recorp, I should like to ask the 
gentleman from Massachusetts whether or not the United 
Machinery Co., referred to in the letter that has just been read, 
is the United Shoe Machinery Co., of Massachusetts? 

Mr. WEEKS. It is the same company. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one critic of the United Shoe Machinery 
Co., at least in some respects, is Mr. Charles H. Jones, presi- 
dent of the Commonwealth Shoe Co., to whom I have referred. 
Notwithstanding his not being entirely in sympathy with this 
company, I want to read something that Mr. Jones stated in 
a public interview four years ago as to the advantages of this 
company’s machinery and its methods. 


Q. Is it not a fact, as claimed by the advocates of this bill, that the 
Shoe Machinery Co. is very arbitrary in its dealings with the shoe manu- 
facturers and -that its large earnings are a heavy tax on the indus- 
try ?—A. There are, undoubtedly, some clauses in the different leases 
which manufacturers are required to sign with the machinery company 
that give the impression that the company desires to bind the manu- 
facturers and limit them in their business action to an unreasonable 
extent. At the time of the organization of the machinery company I 
resented very deeply what seemed to me the extreme and unfair advan- 
tage that they were taking of the power which they undoubtedly held 
over shoe manufacturers, but in the six or seven years during which 
they have been in operation I must say that I have waited in vain for 
any unfair or arbitrary use of this power on the part of the company; 
in fact, their dealings with us have been marked by more consideration 
than was formerly shown us by many of the constituent companies. It 
is a fact that must not be overlooked, that if the company is a des- 
potism it has been up to this time of the most benevolent type. It has 
actually reduced the prices on many of its machines; it has placed 
others in our hands on a rental system that has saved us a very large 
investment of capital; it has certainly given more faithful care and 
attention to the running of the machines and keeping them in order; 
and in our country factories, where we employ a large proportion of 
inexperienced help, they have given us more constant and faithful atten- 
tion in instructing new operators and in the supervision of the machin- 
ery under trying conditions than we ever obtained from any of the con- 
stituent companies. 

Q. Has the charge for such service as you describe been increased 
over what you formerly paid?—A. I can not say that it has. As far 
as I recall them, the royalties demanded by the company are the same, 
exactly in amount, that we have always paid. It is only fair to add 
that they have supplied us with many additional machines to do the 
minor parts of the work, without any charge at all. These machines 
have been of considerable yalue to us, both in the saving of labor and 
increasing the uniformity of the goods, and are such machines as 
would undoubtedly have cost us a round sum if the United Shoe 
Machinery Co. had not been in —s to furnish them to us gratis. 

Q. The newspaper reports of the hearings at the legislature made 


quite prominent the statement that exorbitant prices have been charged | 


by the company for supplies. The — of tacks and nails in the 
open market and the price charged by the Shoe Machinery Co. were 
compared. Do these statements show the facts as they actually 
exist ?—A. I did not see the statements, and so can not answer that 





ourselves that the question of royalties and machinery, which 


merly one of the most vexatious and exacting departments of 
ness, has ceased to give us any concern at all. We were 
obliged to examine new inventions, and were forced to mak 


obtained more or less bad work, and were put to much useless 
and the thought and attention of our best men was given to 


and trade with every different manufacturer of machinery al! ; 


obtain, and with it all there was an enormous and perpetua! « 
on account of the changes made necessary by the introd 





question; but if you wish to know whether the company is charging 


us an unfair price for tacks and nails, will say that this is entirely 
untrue. The royalty on some of their machines is derived from the 
price of the tacks and nails used on them; consequently the price 
which they charge for the tacks and nails is certainly greater than the 
same thing could be bought in the market for use by hand; but, as a 
matter of fact the Shoe Machinery Co. charges us no more for tacks 
to-day than they did many years ago when tacks in the open market 
were much cheaper than to-day; in fact, my impression is that they 
have actually reduced the price of tacks between 25 and 30 per cent, 
while everyone knows that the cost of tacks and nails in the open 
market has advanced. 

Also, in regard to eyelets, which they now manufacture extensively, 
we are paying them from 10 to 20 per cent less than we formerly paid, 


although it is perfectly well known that the copper and spelter from | 


which they are manufactured have advanced in price nearly 50 per 
cent since 1899. 

Q. You do not seem to be one of the manufacturers who regard this 
trust as one of the burdens on the industry ?—A. I must say that that 
is not my view to-day. I am by no means convinced that all their 
methods are the best, or that their policies might not be changed to 
make them more liberal in some respects, but I am very glad to say 
that the expectations I had of what was to be the result of this com- 
bination when it was formed have not been borne out by our expe- 
rience. Up to this time I do not believe any manufacturer who has 
been henest and straightforward in his dealings with the company can 
show any clear grievance against the company, or can make out the 
slightest case of crowding or coercion. On the contrary, I can say for 


i 





ments with machines for months at a time, with-the result ; 


between the merits of the old and the new. We were obliged ne 


with the moral ote that somebody who had more time a: 
tion to give to it would get a better bargain than we were 


adoption of machinery that was not thoroughly and satisfa: 
veloped before being placed on the market. To-day this is a 
If we want a machine, we simply notify the company. T) 
confers with our foreman. The best machine known for 4 
work is installed with little or no expense to us. We are « 
pay a rental in some cases, which would amount to about th: 
the yearly shrinkage in value of the machine if we had had 
but the capital which we would formerly have been called 
invest is still in our possession for use in our regular bus 
are confident that we are getting the machine on as favora) 
any competitor, and we are enabled to employ our own time 
in the legitimate branches of our business, and we have not, 
time, been obliged to pay as much for this privilege as y 
paid, for the very much less satisfactory condition. It ma true 
that the Shoe Machinery Co. suppresses inventions, but 1 
— with outside manufacturers during the past five « 3 
as gone quite a way toward convincing me that the outside {; tor 
gets all the consideration from the company to which he t 
We have encouraged a few of them that we thought had ¢ 
only to be sold out by them as soon as they could make a s 
trade with the company. 


I wish to summarize some of the facts relating to this en 


pany and its business. The highest royalty charged in the 
manufacture of any shoe—the Goodyear welt men’s shoes— 
is 5.09 cents per pair; for women’s Goodyear welt shovs the 


royalty charged is 4.24 cents per pair; for McKay shoves, 1.75 
cents per pair; for Goodyear turned shoes (both of t- 
ter women’s shoes), 1.1 cents per pair. This rental! | es 
installation of machines, maintenance of machines, «\ ‘ 
tion, all care of machines, and repairs, except thi st of 
new parts. The royalties charged abroad—and e, 
same methods are followed in other countries whic! 
here—are the same as in the United States. It is c| 
the company has furnished its lessees with the very bes’ 
ment obtainable at all times; that it always substii 
proved machines for those which have become out of date; th 
since the combination was formed it has eliminated payments 
which were previously required for the installation of | eS} 
that it has reduced its rentals and royalties, both dire | 
indirectly—the latter by furnishing auxiliary machines with- 
out additionai royalty charge. It has constantly increased the 
efficiency and extent of its service; it has spent from $300.00 
to $750,000 a year since the organization of the « v it 
maintaining a corps of inventors and developers in ri- 
mental department. During this time nearly 100 new machines 
have been developed by the company, and by the use of these 
new machines it is believed that manufacturers save «1 
in cost of production an amount greater than the ro) eS 
at the time the company was organized, 12 years azo 

I now take up the third proposition which I state! 
outset, and that is, why English shoes are sold in t! 
why American shoes are sold in Europe, and wh) 
sales in many European countries are not increasing 
matters relating to that subject. 


We were the earliest and best developers of shoe | 
which is the basis of the great prosperity in the shv 
turing industry to-day. As I have said, it only costs 2) ces 
to make shoes with this machinery, while if labor | 
used the cost would probably be many times as 
machinery is so well developed that it makes a bett 
the whole, than we would be likely to get if it were 

Most of our shoes sold in Europe are made by a ! 
facturers. George BE. Keith is the largest seller, pr 
ing one-third of all the American shoes now sold in F 
has 23 shoe stores in Great Britain, 5 in London, 
and 1 in Brussels. Quite likely Mr. Keith makes m: 
by selling in this way than he would in any other. | 
it is carrying out the same methods which pre\ 
country, developed during the last 20 years by our 
manufacturers. Among the other large sellers abr 
makers of the Sorosis, the W. L. Douglas, the Rez: 
Hanan. American shoes sold abroad aré largely se 
these shoe stores established by the manufacturers | 
They are not sold through jobbers to the same exten! 
are in this country. 

Now, why do people buy them if they can buy as ¢ 
at the same price made in their own country. “Is ae 
doubtedly can? I do not believe that an American * : 
sold on the other side on account of its being cheap !0 | : 
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pecause it had more style and fitted the foot better. 


we do not sell any low-priced shoes in Europe. 


The shoes that we sell there are all shoes varying from $3.50 | 


to $7 a pair. They sell, first, because there is a large colony’ of 
\mericans, especially in Paris, London, and other centers, who 
naturally buy the American product. Then there are people 
in Europe who like to buy things made abroad. In addition, 
there are thousands and tens of thousands of Americans travel- 
ing in Europe who naturally buy the shoe that they would buy 
at home if they were here. These classes furnish a large per 
vent of the market we are finding for our shoes abroad, and 
this business is being extended. My attention was called the 
other day to one of these American shoemakers who started a 
store in Sofia. This was no sooner done than a capitalist living 
there, attracted by the character of the shoe, thought it would 
be a good business, went to Germany, and made arrangements 
with the United Shoe Machinery Co. to start a manufacturing 
plant in Sofia. Then he went to Paris and raised additional 
capital, so that he is going to establish a manufacturing plant 
in Constantinople, one in Bucharest, and one at some other point 
in the Balkans; I do not recollect just where. 

But we are not selling more shoes in Great Britain than a 
year ago: we are selling less, because the English have got on 
to our methods and our form and our style. We are selling 
more shoes in Canada, Cuba, and Mexico—very many more—in 
fact, nearly the entire increase in our sales abroad is in these 
countries. Weare selling these shoes because the countries 
mentioned are near at hand, can buy more readily, and get 
quicker delivery than if they buy elsewhere. But our European 
trade is not increasing. That with Great Britain and France is 
actually falling off. Another reason, which I have neglected 
mentioning, why our shoes sell in Great Britain is that we have 
always made a shoe of better style. We have always made half 
sizes in shoes. 
yarying from one size to another—a three or a four or a five, 
but no three and a half or four and a half or five and a half. 
They made oniy one width, or at most two, in each style. <A 
friend of mine has told me recently that he went into many shoe 
stores in a city of 300,000 people in Great Britain, some seven 
years ago, and tried to buy an English shoe of more than one 
width, but he could not find such an article in any shoe store in 
that particular city. We make seven and eight widths for each 
size of shoe. That is one of the elements in increasing the cost 
in our shoe manufacturing business. We manufacture so many 
varieties of shoes, so many sizes, and so many forms. 

That condition, however,-is what originally gave us this 
foreign trade. We fit the foot of the purchaser; and, therefore, 
when a man has worn an American shoe once his disposition is 
to wear the same American shoe again. These methods have 
been adopted by foreign manufacturers, who have sent their 
men over here, putting them into our factories, buying our lasts, 
and getting our ideas, so that they are in time going to manu- 
facture as good shoes in Great Britain and in France and in 
Germany as we do in this country. I do not mean shoes having 
as much value of material in them—because they have always 
put the value of material into the shoes—but shoes that will 
fit the foot—that have the style—and, therefore, are likely to 
sell as well as ours. The same condition is true in the manu- 
facture of leather. 

A few days ago I was informed by a tanner of leather in 
Massachusetts, one who has been shipping a large quantity of 
leather to Great Britain, that he had been informed by his 
customers there that the German and French leather was now 
quite as good as ours, and could be had at lower prices than 
they were paying in this country. Incidentally, the vici kid 
that I have spoken of, which composes the upper of the Sorosis 
shoe, was a German patent, which our people took up and devel- 
oped in this country. Two former Members of this House, Mr. 
Foerderer and Mr. Burke, of Pennsylvania, were the developers 
of vici kid; they built up a very large trade in this country by 
using this German patent and making a product suitable for the 
market and also sellable abroad. Now, those people on the 
other side are making use of their own patents, and have devel- 
oped a leather which fairly well meets the requirements of the 
trade which our leather has heretofore supplied. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I would iike to say, with the 
gentleman’s permission, that I spent over a year in Scotland, 
and you can not possibly detect the difference now in some of 
the best quality of English-made shoes from the American shoes. 
I have been fooled a number of times myself in the purchase 
of shoes, supposing I was buying an American shoe, when, in 
fact, it was an English-made shoe. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have passed 
éround this shoe which I hold in my hand having the toe cut 





The English for many years made their shoes | 
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In fact, | off, because it is a sample of the best class of American-manu- 


factured shoe. It is the Goodyear welt shoe, made for women. 
The section shows the connection between the inner sole, the 
upper, the welt, and the outer sole. I think it may be of some 


| interest, because it represents the best product of our machine- 


made shoe and indicates the ingenuity 
machinery which will do all of this work. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman, while the 
shoe is going around, permit one question? 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I am not going to wait for the 
shoe to get around; but I will say to the that I 
will yield to him for a question. 

Mr. HARDY, 


establish 23 


~— 


required to develop 


gentleman 


If one of your companies can maintain and 
houses in Great Britain in competition with the 
shoemakers of that country there, why can they not do it here? 
Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I have explained to the com- 
mittee why those houses have been established over there— 
because we were making a shoe of an excellent style, a shoe 
which fitted the foot, and our competitors were doing neither. 
Our shoemakers made a shoe which was sold to American 
travelers and American residents over there and other people 
who liked it better than the shoe which was made there. Now, 


the English manufacturer is using the same last, frequently 
purchased in this country, and he is using the same machin- 


ery— 

Mr. HARDY. Is it the gentleman's conclusion that these 23 
houses established by an American factory would have to be 
closed in Great Britain? 

Mr. WEEKS. Oh, people are very largely influenced by cus- 
tom and habit. I do not think they will be immediately closed, 
but I am told that some of them are not profitable to-day, while 
some have worked up a profitable trade. 
local conditions. I do not think they will be closed this year 
or next year. I do not think they will be even if shoes are put 
on the free list, but eventually I feel positive they will go out 
of business in the countries referred to. Such ventures are 
seldom profitable at once; it takes time, capital, and experience 
to build up a profitable foreign trade. 

Mr. HARDY. Now, I am asking for information, because I 
understood gentlemen the other day to say they bought the 
same kind pf shoes in London much cheaper than they were 
sold here, and I did not understand the gentleman to deny that, 
and I would like to ask now, Is it a fact that 
sold cheaper abroad than here? 

Mr. WEEKS. It is not a fact. I do not believe you can buy 
an American-made shoe in London a cent cheaper than in this 
country. On the contrary, in some stores in some places it will 
sell at a higher price. The United Shoe Machinery Co., manu- 
facturing its machinery abroad, as I have shown, at one-third 
of the labor cost in this country, leases it abroad exactly as it is 
leased in this country and at the same rate. There is no for- 
eign manufacturer getting a single machine of the hundred and 
some odd made by the United Shoe Machinery Co. one penny 
cheaper than that machinery is being leased for in this country. 

Mr. HARDY. What I wanted the statement from the 
gentleman that it is not a fact shoes made here are sold 
cheaper abroad than at home. 

Mr. WEEKS. I do not know of any such case and do not 
it exists. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
tleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. 


It depends upon the 


those shoes are 


wis 
that 


Mr. Chairman, will the gen 


The time of the gentleman has expired 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 
time as may be necessary to permit him to conclude his r 
marks, 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I will try not to intrude upon 


‘} 


the time of the committee any longer than nece 
been delayed somewhat by questions. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gent 
a question? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. If it fact, as 
tleman stated, that American manufacturers are 
their shoes in the English market cheaper than they are selling 
them here, hase the American manufacturer anything to 
from the competition of English shoes in this country? 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, that is a pretty diffieult ques 
tion to answer definitely, but I will try to answer it before I 
finish my statement. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
just at that point to see if I understand it. I understand the 
United Shoe Machinery Co. of America charges the same license 
for their machinery and that they manufacture at a 
cost in Europe than here. 

Mr. WEEKS. Absolutely. 


ssary, but I have 


eman yield for 


he a the gen- 


not selling 


fear 


less labor 
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Mr. CANNON. Now, then, I understand that they are sell- 
ing that machinery, manufactured abroad at a less labor cost, 
to the foreign manufacturer and that he engages in the manu- 
facture of shoes abroad at one-half or less the labor cost with 
the same kind of machinery that comes in competition under 
this bill with American-made shoes——— 

Mr. WEEKS. That is true, except they do not sell the 
machinery; they lease the machinery there, as they do here. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, the machinery which they lease is 





similar in Europe to that used in the United States, and it is | 


leased upon the same terms; but in the United States, as I un- 


derstand the gentleman, and that is what I want to ask him, | 


the cost of operating the machinery in the shoe factory is at 
least double what it is in Europe. Is that correct? 

Mr. WEEKS. That is substantially correct; I am just com- 
ing to the question of labor cost. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit, are not two 
statements imaccurate? Last and style have nothing to do 
with the machinery leased by this company, both to the English 
and American manufacturer. 

Mr. WEEKS. The last is an entirely different matter from 
the machinery, of course. But they are buying their lasts 
over here in order to get our styles. 

I want to add one word to my answer to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon], to the effect that the machinery cost 
of shoes is less in this country than it was five years ago. It 
is less than it was 10 years ago, when the combination was 
formed. It is the only item which goes into the making up of 
a shoe which has not increased in cost in the last 10 years, and 
the machinery cost is the only item going into the making of 
shoes abroad which is not cheaper abroad than it is in this 
country. Every article that goes to make up the shoe, in small 
ways, as well as the leather, is cheaper abroad than it is here. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield 
for one other question? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from South 
Dakota. c 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Do the English shoes of the 
same grade sell in the English market for a less price than an 
American shoe of that grade? 

Mr. WEEKS. It is pretty difficult to tell. 
of as good style 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The inquiry of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and the answer to the same 
would indicate that the Englishman may make his shoes of the 
same grade cheaper than the American. 


If they are not 
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Brockton, Mass., welts 22 dozen pairs a day. If he is a « 
man he may finish his day’s work at 3 o'clock in the afte, 
In this respect, I should say, it is something similar to | 
work. But I see no reason why the shoemaker of F; 
should not be as competent a man as the shoemaker j 
country. 


su 


not been as up-to-date as our methods; that is, they ha, 
the past used more hand labor, and, in consequence, | 
chine work has been done. But all of these condit 
being gradually changed to conform to those which | 
this country. 

Mr. CONNELL. May I ask the gentleman a question‘ 

Mr. WEEKS. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CONNELL. The gentleman has stated that a er 
of the trade in American shoes abroad comes from An 
who travel abroad? 

Mr. WEEKS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CONNELL. I wonder if there are any statistics 
subject? 

Mr. WEEKS. 
statistics on it. 

Mr. CONNELL. Is it not a fact that the average A) 
traveling in Europe is more apt to buy the thing that 
abroad for the novelty of the thing? 

Mr. WEEKS. That might be true of other articles of 
but I do not think it would be true with respect to s! 
little experience and the inquiries that I have made uy 
subject would lead me to a directly contrary view. A) 
abroad are sight-seeing and they can not take chances 
ing ill-fitting shoes. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman if 
not true that our Consular Service, our consuls abroad. 
reported that since the introduction of the American 1 
in the manufacture of shoes our trade in Great Britai: 
the Continent has fallen off? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes; our trade is falling off in Great | 
and on some parts of the Continent. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to continue the third pro) 
which I advanced when I commenced to speak, regard 
sales of shoes abroad and here, the cost of labor, : 


items which bear upon that proposition. We mal 


| United States 260,000,000 pairs of shoes in a year at tl 
| The average labor cost is $460 a year to those engage: 


i | manufacture. 
You have stated that | 


the American gets as large a price in England as he does here. | 


I think it would be quite as important to be informed as to 
whether the Englishman is getting a larger profit upon the same 
grade or whether he is selling cheaper. 


Mr. WEEKS. It is difficult to say when a shoe is of the 
same grade, although they are made by the same machinery 


and on the same last. It is a question of finish. The English 
use some different methods from ours in making their shoes. 
They use hand labor instead of machine labor, in some in- 
stances, which adds something to the cost of the shoe. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The question of grade would 
be the controlling question with the purchaser, would it not? 

Mr. WEEKS. The question of style, and whether the shoe 
fitted his foot or not 


and are frequently the controlling factors in deciding what | 


shoe one will buy. 
Mr. MOORD of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. WEEKS. I yield. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Can the gentleman tell 
anything about the custom that is said to prevail in certain 


Will the gentleman yield? 


are made at a cheaper wage rate in Europe than in the United 
States? 

Mr. WEEKS. I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The consular reports fre- 
quently tell us that is the practice, namely, that shoes made 
abroad are labeled “American-made shoes,” and in this way 
obtain popularity in foreign markets. : 

Mr. WEEKS. It is possible that is so, but I have not in- 
vestigated that subject. 

Mr. MURRAY. May I ask the gentleman whether or not he 
has any figures which he can give us on the relative efficiency 
of American shee laborers and foreign shoe laborers? 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I have not any definite figures 


There is considerable difference in tli 
paid to labor in the different sections of this country 


| Il want to point out, not because the highest wage i 


| the State which I in part represent, but because it 


} 


us | 


| benefit which accrues to the laboring man from incre 


output to the full capacity of a factory and locality 
vantage which comes from developing the industry 
highest possible degree of efficiency. 

For instance, Brockton, in Massachusetts, is the lai 
manufacturing point in the United States, and t! 
average wage paid to shoe workers in the United Stat 
in Brockton. The next largest manufacturing 
United States, excluding one or two points in Califor 
a limited business is done, is Lynn, Mass., and th 


No} 
I 


| highest rate of wages paid in the United States is paid 
such things are taken into consideration | 


The wages paid there are materially higher than the w 
in most other Massachusetts cities and towns and vi 
higher than the average paid elsewhere in New Eng 
so much higher than the average paid in other parts 
country that you will see the probable advantage in d 
these industries at certain points to the highest 


| efficiency. 
European countries of marketing as American made goods that | 


| rates of wages is very interesting. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman permit a ques! 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mass: 
yield to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. WEEKS. I yield to the gentleman from Kentuck; 

Mr. SHERLEY. The statement of the gentleman 4s 
Does it not also sl 
the laborers’ compensation is not entirely dependent | 
tariff, if they are getting different rates in this countr) 

Mr. WEEKS. I think that is true. I do not think : 
will contend, and I do not believe it has ever been co! 
on this floor by anybody who has ever given serious co! 
tion to the subject, that the difference of wage paid to 
this country and other countries depended entirely i" 
tariff. 


He is not, however, able to complete as much ip + 
way of finished product, because the methods over there | 


I do not think it would be possible to 








on that subject, but this machine labor is largely controlled | 
and limited by the agreements which are made with the 
unions in both countries, to a greater extent abroad perhaps 
than it is in this country. For instance, a welter of shoes in 


Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman’s statement as to “those wv” 

ave given serious consideration to the matter” lets ] i 
[Laughter.' It has been stated repeatedly on this floor 
| rate of wazes depended on the tariff. 
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Mr. WEEKS. I give these figures, not to reflect in any way 

mn other parts of the country, but because they are interesting 
od should go in the Recorp. 

In the Southern States the shoe industry from 1900 to 1905 

reased 110 per cent. It is increasing in some of the sections 
of the West much more rapidly than in New England. For 
instance, Ohio has become the third largest shoe-manufacturing 
State in the Union, and Missouri has become the fourth, the 
jndustries in those States being largely centered in Columbus 

d Cincinnati in the one State and in St. Louis in the other. 

There are 3,363 people employed in this industry in the South- 
ern States, and their wages are $897,000 a year, or about $266 
ach. 
The average wages paid in the Atlantic States, which includes 
New York and Pennsylvania and Delaware and Maryland, is 
‘ a little less than the average wage for the whole 
country. There are 30,277 people employed, and their wages are 
612,802,835 a year. 

rhe average wage for the Central States, which include the 
Mississippi Valley States and Ohio, where there are 35,753 peo- 
ple employed and their wages are $14,577,251 
per year. The average wage in Ohio itself, where there are 
13.890 people employed and their wages are $5,222,725 a year, 
is $879: and in Missouri, where there are 10,428 people em- 
ployed and their wages are $4,335,005 a year, it is $414. The 
average wage for New England, where there were 79.537 peo- 
ple employed and their wages were $40,462,957 for 1905, which 
is the year to which these figures apply, was $508. The average 
wage in Massachusetts for that year was $562.29. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
rield to the gentleman from Ohio? 

“ Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I would like to ask the gentleman 
the shoe workers themselves generally are untonized? 

Mr. WEEKS. I think so; almost entirely so. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Then the statement of the President 
about the Shoe Workers’ Union was correct—that they did 
yoice the sentiment generally of the shoe workers? 

Mr. WEEKS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. MURRAY. May I ask the gentleman whether or not it 
is a fact that there are two very highly organized unions in 


$423, oF 


if 


! 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—ILOUSE. 


SOI 





factories from 55 to 65 cents. These are sample wages which I 


| have had looked up. 


a year, is $402 | 


Does the gentleman from Massachusetts | 


this trade, between which there is a very keen rivalry on most | 


public questions of this sort? 

Mr. WEEKS. I know there are two organizations. 

Mr. MURRAY. Does the gentleman know that there is some 
rivalry between them? 

Mr. WEEKS. On some questions there is keen rivalry, but 
I do not think there any rivalry between them to 
their desire to get a suitable recompense for their services. 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
man from Missouri? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The gentleman has just stated 
the average wages in various sections of the country in the shoe- 
making business. 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will ask the gentleman whether 
that is an increase or a decrease as compared with the wages 
paid a few years ago? 

Mr. WEEKS. That is an increase, a decided increase. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Since 1890? ‘ 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes; and since 1895 and 1900, too. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I have some figures here which 
show that in the year 1900 the average wage paid throughout 
the country was $437. 

Mr. WEEKS. I am talking about the shoe industry. 
not touching other industries now. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I am talking about the shoe in- 
dustry; but probably I have included some other industries 
in these figures. 
cover shoes. 

Mr. WEEKS. 
other industries than shoemaking. 
industries, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to make some comparisons be- 
tween the wages paid to machine shoe workers in various cities 
of this country and abroad. For instance, the welter in six St. 
Louis shoe manufactories gets 41 cents an hour. In two 
Newark, N. J., factories he gets 674 cents an hour, and in 
several Brockton factories he gets from 55 to 70 cents an hour. 
The Goodyear welters working on women’s shoes in four Lynn, 
Mass., factories get 50 to 60 cents an hour; in two Brooklyn 


is as 


Will the gentleman yield? 
Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 


I am 





Lasters in Great Britain receive $7.75 a week. Lasters in the 
United States, on an average, receive $18 a week. The welter 


in Great Britain receives $9.35 a week. The welter in the 
United States receives $25 a week. The stitcher in Great 
Britain receives $9.37 a week. The stitcher in the United 


States $25 a week. The heeler in Great Britain receives $8.25 
a week, and in the United States he receives $18, and in some 
cases a great deal more. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 

Mr. WEEKS. Certainly. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Can the gentleman give any 
idea of the relative efliciency of the two kinds of labor? 

Mr. WEEKS. 
the efficiency. 

Mr. 


Will the gentleman yield? 


I do not think there is any great difference in 


SHERLEY. But can the gentleman ‘give any actual 
figures of efficiency? That is a necessary factor in the case. 

Mr. WEEKS. I have said that the welter in Brockton is 

limited to 22 dozen pairs a day. In the English factory he 


works a greater number of hours, but probably he does not do 
any more than the workman in this country, although he may 
work more hours. I have not the statistics to demonstrate the 
accuracy of that statement. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is the difference to the price in this 
country due to the difference in efliciency of the workman? 
The gentleman has shown that there is a marked difference in 
the wages between different parts of this 
cases as much as 33 per cent. 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes; but wages are different in all industries 
in different parts of this country. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But does the gentleman say that that differ- 
ence is on account of the difference in efficiency ? 

Mr. WEEKS. No; not entirely; but in places where business 
is carried on on a large scale better labor is developed, and 
generally better labor conditions prevail. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I will say, in all fairness to the gentleman, 
that I am trying to get the data to show whether or not that 
may not also explain the difference in the price between the 
average American and the average English wage. If these 
figures are to be of value they must carry with them all the 
factors in the equation. 

Mr. WEEKS. It is difficult to do that. If the gentleman 
from Kentucky were a manufacturer and he had a hundred 


as 


country, in some 


| lasters in his employ, it would be difficult for him, even in his 


But I think these figures are prepared to | verify my belief. 


single factory, although he might be familiar with them and 
their work, to determine what was their relative efficiency, and 
put that efficiency in figures. There would be a difference in the 
men and in the work they could do, and I do not see how such fig- 
ures could be prepared for a section or the whole country with- 
out including the hours employed and the product finished, both 
of which conditions are frequently governed by agreements with 
the labor employed. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to go on. The 
cutters in Great Britain get $8.50 a week and in this country $21, 

Let me compare these with the wages on the Continent. Ma- 
chine workers in France get $7.50 a week, somewhat less 
than the wage in Great Britain. In Germany they get $6.39 a 
week. The average wage in this country for similar work is 
three times that. The best comparison I have been able to make 
between the average wage in the shoe industry in European 
countries and this is that they get on an average 40 per cent 


| of as much wage as our people do. 


I could not answer the question if it includes | 
I am not talking about other | 


Mr. THAYER. Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr, WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr. THAYER. Is there any great immigration of skilled 
shoemakers from France to this country? 

Mr. WEEKS. I think so. 

Mr. THAYER. Has the gentleman any statistics on that 
subject? 

Mr. WEEKS. I have not. 

Mr, THAYER. Now, one other question on a subject the 
gentleman has already covered, but I had to get a statute to 


When the gentleman spoke of 
operation of the United Shoe Machinery Co. 
Mr. WEEKS. I did not refer to it as “ beneficent.” 


the beneficent 


Mr. THAYER. ‘That was the tenor of the gentleman's re- 
marks. 

Mr. WEEKS. I referred to it to show that it was not a 
monopoly. 


Mr. THAYER. Did the gentleman have in mind the statute— 
the act of 1907. in Massachusetts, chapter 469—which was 
passed against this very corporation? 

Mr. WEEKS. I did not have it in mind, but I am perfectly 
familiar with it. 

Mr. THAYER. 


I would like to have that read. 
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Mr. WEEKS. I object to having it read in my time. The 
gentleman can put it in the Recorp in his own time, if he sees 
fit. 

Mr. FINLEY. In referring to the wages paid those engaged 
in the shoe industry in England and the United States, is it not 
a fact that the wages paid are based upon piecework rather 
than by the day or week? 

Mr. WEEKS. No; I do not think there is very much work 


done based on piecework. There is some in all industries, but 
I do not think that the workingman is generally inclined to 
adopt that basis for his agreement with his employer. 

Mr. FINLEY. Has the gentleman the figures to show the 
amount of work turned out by the American workman in a 
day or a week as compared with the amount turned out by the 
English workman in a day or a week? 

Mr. WEEKS. No; I have not. 

Mr. FINLEY. Does the gentleman not think that, in order 
to make the comparison accurate, that should be included? 

Mr. WEEKS. It would be a very difficult thing to get, be- 
cause it would vary in every factory; and I do not think there 
are any statistics, either in this country or abroad, that would 
furnish the data. 

Mr. FINLEY. I beg to differ with the gentleman. 
seen such statistics. 

Mr. WEEKS. 
to them, because I do not know of any. 

Now, I want at this point to call attention to the fact that the 
English Board of Trade has very recently been making some 
investigations in this country as to the conditions of labor and 
Wages and the cost of living. I will print these newspaper 
clippings relating to the subject. Briefly, this report shows that, 
assuming that a man in Great Britain gets a dollar a day, the 


I have 
I do not have them in mind at present. 


same man doing the same work in this country would get $2.30 | 


a day, and that the cost of living in this country is 52 per cent 
higher than it is abroad. The report is most voluminous and 
is along similar lines to the instance just quoted. The follow- 
ing article with reference to the British Board of Trade’s in- 
quiry is from the Boston Transcript: 


WAGES, OURS AND BRITAIN’S—-A REVIEW OF THE BRITISH GOVERNMENT’S 
INQUIRY—THBE EXHAUSTIVE MANNER IN WHICH THEIR INVESTIGATORS 
WENT INTO OUR EXCELLENT CONDITIONS—-LIVING FOUND MORE COSTLY 
HERE, BUT WAGES MUCH HIGHER STILL—-WHAT THE 
IN BOSTON—SOME STRIKING LESSONS TO US AS WELL 
IN THE FIGURES THEY PRESENT. 


{By F. W. Coburn.] 


The British Board of Trade’s inquiry into the cost of living in Amer- 
ican towns, the document which, with its frank admission of the better 
estate of American workmen, at least one Tory organ has declared to 
have dealt a deathblow to free trade, has just reached these shores. 
Press dispatches this past fortnight have told of excitement caused in 
the tight little island by its findings. John Bull has long hugged the 
delusion that while ‘Arry and Hobbs were paid smaller wages than those 
received by working people in Brother Jonathan’s realm, the situations, 
at panes, were essentially evened up by the much higher cost of living in 
“the States.” 


AS TO ENGLAND 


Now comes the relentless statistician of the labor department of the | 


board of trade to prove, after an exhaustive study of 28 cities of the 
United States, that the Hnglish workman who emigrates and success- 
fully reestablishes himself in an American community gets wages that 
are about 130 per cent better than he had received, while his expendi- 
tures for food and rent are advanced only by about 52 per cent. He 
makes by removing his Lares and Penates. 

Technically the inquiries included “the collection of statistical data 


as regards wages and hours of labor, rents, prices, and family expendi- | 


tures on food.” 

It is the generalizing summaries, of course, which have disturbed 
British complacency. ‘The results of the international comparison show 
that the ratio of the weekly wages for certain occupations in the 
United States and England and Wales, respectively, at the dates of 
the two inquiries was 243 to 100 in the building trades, 213 to 100 in 
the engineering trades, 246 to 100 in the printing trades, and 232 to 
100 in all the trades together. Allowing for a slight advance in wages 
in England and Wales between the dates of the two inquiries the com- 
bined ratio would be 230 to 100. 


MORE MONEY AND LESS WORK HERE. 


Not only do American workmen receive much higher wages, the 
British investigators are obliged to admit; they work shorter hours. 
The weekly hours of labor on this side were found to be 11 per cent 
shorter in the building trades, 7 per cent shorter in the printing trades, 
and 6 per cent longer in the engineering trade, the combined ratio 
showing up as 96 to 100 in this country’s favor. 

As regards rent, it was found that the American workman pays a 
little more than twice as much as the English workman for the same 
sort of housing. The actual ratio is 207 to 100. The difference between 
the two countries is much less marked in the retail prices of food, 
exhibiting a ratio of 138 to 100. 

Almost interminable family-budget studies lead to the conclusion, 
which might have been expected a priori, that “‘ the consumption of meat 
is much larger in the United States, and the consumption of vegetables 
is also larger. The budgets indicate in_ general that the dietary of 
American working-class families is more liberal and more varied than 
that of corresponding families in the United Kingdom. 

This monumental! inquiry, one learns, was —— in February, 1909. 
It investigated 28 cities, all but two of them lying east of the Mis- 
sissippi. These American towns were as follows: 

New York. 


ae = land towns: Boston, Brockton, Fall River, Lawrence, Lowell, 
an -rovidence. 
Other eastern towns: Baltimore, Newark, Paterson, and Philadelphia. 
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Central Cleveland, 


Det 
Milwaukee, 


towns: Cincinnati, roit, Louisvi 


and Pittsburg. 


Middle West towns: 
Paul, and St. Louis. 

Southern towns: Atlanta, Augusta, 
leans, and Savannah. 

Mr. MADDEN. ‘Then the man who gets 130 per cen 
and pays 52 per cent higher for his living cost would be 7 
cent better off? 

Mr. WEEKS. Of course he would. 

In the year ending June 30, 1910, the value of the ji 
of shoes into this country—I want you to listen to these { 
because they are rather illuminating—was $171,807. TT! 
on those shoes was from 10 to 15 per cent; on some of 
10 per cent, under the Payne-Aldrich bill, and on 
them 15 per cent. It averaged almost exactly 13 per 
the total. The total duty on the goods was $22,695. The In} 
cost on these shoes in this country would be 22 per cent of 
value of the shoes—that being the average cost for the \ 
of the United States. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Does the gentleman me 
labor cost of the shoe itself, or the labor cost of every: 
going into the shoe, including the making of the shoe? 

Mr. WEEKS. I mean the labor cost in making the 


Chicago, Duluth, 


Minne 


sirmingham, Memphis, 


N 


S« 


|The labor cost of the 1910 importations would be $37,687 


EXAMINERS SAW | 


I should be glad to have my attention called 








| read the wrong figures. 


this country on that basis. 
The labor cost abroad, figuring it at 40 per cent of our }a)! 


| cost, which would be almost exactly the English board of { 


figures, would be $15,074, a difference in labor cost of $2° 611 


| Twenty-two thousand six hundred and eleven dollars is 


$84 of the actual duty collected on these goods. In other y 
the difference in labor cost and the duty of 13 per cent wer 
substantially the same amount. That seems to be a s 
tariff, based on the difference between the cost of la! 
home and abroad. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MURRAY. May I suggest an inaccuracy that occurred 
to me as the gentleman went along—that the amount of 4 
collected was $37,000. 

Mr. WEEKS. The amount of duty collected was $ 


Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman has stated these fig 
demonstrated that this is a scientific tariff. It is not in: rd 
ance with the Republican platform, is it, because it eli: 


| a reasonable profit to the manufacturer? 


Mr. WEEKS. I added a scientific tariff, based on the dif- 


| ference in the cost of labor abroad and at home. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. But the gentleman does not t 
credit for a tariff of that character. 

Mr. WEEKS. We take all the credit we can get. [Laueht: 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, with further refer 
a comparison of wages at home and abroad, I should 
ask my colleague whether it is not true that under the 
regulation, which compelled the American manufact 
maintain his plant on German soil in order to keep hi: 
rights, he operated there and sold in the German maz id 
was not compelled, in consequence, to pay the German i: 

Mr. WEEKS. That is my impression, though I am 1 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Now, further than that, about a y 
the Commissioner of Patents and the Secretary of State, 
behest of business interests in this country, induced G 
to give up that regulation. Is that not true? 

Mr. WEEKS. I think that was given up about tw: 
ago. 
Mr. COX of Ohio. Is it not true that it was giv 
the behest of American manufacturers? 

Mr. WEEKS. I do not know at whose behest or f 
reason, but the Germans do now impose a tariff 
manufactured goods which would offset the differenc 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Is it not a matter of historic 
the change was brought about by the intercession of 
missioner of Patents and the Secretary of State? 

Mr. WEEKS. I do not know about that. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. And, further, because the Am@ 
facturer so desired. 

Mr. WEEKS. I am willing that should go asa 
the gentleman from Ohio, which I have not invest 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Well, it is correct, absolut 
point is this—if the alleged cheap help made px 
products abroad, then why do American man 
Germany to remove the patent regulation in 
American plants can be brought home? 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, the only case it) Wil 
U1 1» 


bears on the subject which I am discussing is the 
Machinery Co., which was manufacturing in Ge@nany 
this change was made. Now, I want to call to @#he a\ 
of the committee the fact that we are actual receiving 
























































t dicli s ea Ss ; ‘ A »} ‘ of 1 oO ) 
( first alf, the ir I tations will amou 2 2 4 ‘ ‘ ri ed fr mm) 6 < i C3 . 
$670,000 for the yeal I l 3. J 
& Co., a large distributing | é me igo, hav I 2 ! { \ 

1 abroad an order for 300,000 pair f women’ cin >1.10 a a; Ja | { I 10 
shoes, Shoes which take the place of th nufactured in t! per cent; and so l , hich 
4 ntry Re fore mn iri ° the . yeryl dn ] 
shoes, Congress should give « fu ideration to the ( \ r. w ‘ l t \ ! } 
expressed by onr competitors when the dutv was reduced ! eb ( \ 

10% The Boot and Shoe Trades Journal, of Lond or {] roverume 1 puttin ear and s l 1 
August 27, 1909, in an editorial stated. among other t! : teada hast 

When we come to the higher grades our advantages at l have be ked quest to tl n why we 
pronounced and our prosp $ . “eae be 
ines compare to a distinct advantace e ab in ein U st ol ‘ I r. 

‘ T i 
whilst, in addition, we can give an E: é Hy. J ‘ I ‘ l 
red union tanned le of Ameri tly bef tt 
parison in the wear or in tl har 
articles. In the cheaper-class goods, ind ive : ‘ { \ in 
g chool boots, we 1 beat ir I , - ; ! 
le a big mistake in reducing t l \ e ¢ e ( tely 

said, not a solitary American shoe and the ordina \ 2 
of its cheapness, but because of its novelty qu ‘ ‘ up to é : i i ; 
t But our friends acr« t * pond’ r mar 
lie We have carefully conied all the ro Ty tm ¢ 0 { =<) 
to the undoubted advantages we hav r ? il I profit at l fe in i 
work, more durable work, and better ost us SS pre el) ) per i h i 
of their machinery, and we have s« an S in tt n f i 
V is more, we know how to m is f nothi t if is profit 

reaeons ur cha are . . 7" 
these reasons that our shoes are If this ittement is cor? a ma Co Fy oe. which 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. rmi naturally ader in the hands of the retailer, nti ites noth 
a question? ing at all to the retailer’s profit 


Mr. WEEKS. Yes. Mr. Jones goes on to say that the increase in ost se 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Did I correctly understand | shoes is based on the increase in cost of almost everything 


the gentleman to say that the amount of shoes imported from , which go into the shoe, including the cost of ts, the 
England for 1910 approximated $178,000? boxes il ic] pped, the ce e 


he shoes are shi 


Mr. WEEKS. One hundred and seventy-one thousand dollars. taining more drummers on the road and | 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Can the gentleman inform wages, the cost of labor and the c of 


the committee, approximately. what exportations of American which necessitates the selling of wl 1 $3.50 


shoes to Great Britain took piace in the same year, 19107 shoe at $4 or $4.50 a pair. 
Mr. WEEKS. Yes; I can do that. Mr, Chairman (after The opposition to this legislation d not co y fro 
anny “a 





rching), I have mixed my figures so I can not find these the manufacturer; it come froi bor, and lly that 
which would furnish a reply to this inquiry, but I will say that labor directly interested in the industry. A of 
the shipment of shoes to Great Britain from the United States labor’s position I quote from a letter written by John F. Tol 
decreased from 1909 to 1910. neral president of the Boot and Shoe Workers’ Union, A 

Mr. LONGWORTH. If the gentleman will permit, I think 26, 191 


I can give the figures. The exportations to England from this The greater efficiency of lal in 
country for 1909 were $998.762 worth and in 1910, $799,453 | States, as aeons ny fore! 
: | ( lare l i n I 


worth, a loss of about $200,000. bar ae 
Mr. WEEKS. I stated early in my remarks that the increase jin foreign countries. 1 

of shipments of shoes from this country was to Cuba, Mexico, -to in any way! 

and Canada, and the continental part of Europe, and the trade | ™*™™acth™ 

to Great Britain has fallen off, thereby bring : 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman permit anoth in which would lt ! nd 

terruption, and that is to say, that a very few years ago v —@ 8 —— 

a large business with Australia. 
Mr. WEEKS. Yes. ee 
Mr. LONGWORTH. And that is absolutely cut off by the @estons 
ity of 30 per cent? ; ‘wa 
Mr. WEEKS. I would like to refer to that right her ; aaa 
say the duty is 40 per cent, not 30. Here is something that je ee et 
happened in Australia within two weeks. They h: ; % oe 
board in Australia, which has recently inc: 1 tl 
wages to be paid to shoe workers with this r ; 
I take my information from a report made by Vice ¢ ae ; 
General Baker in Consular and Trade Reports, April 1, 1911: of cen tn 1 

AUSTRALIAN BOOT AND SHOE IND i ther bey e< ‘ rett ‘ ‘ » 4 Ss. 
_ With reference to the Australian boot and shoe trade, the easing We might agree and w l i rv i 
difficulty, as appears, of Australian boot and shoe man turers in : ae 
competing with imported goods, owing to increased cost of wa has in trying 
resulted since the first of this year in one Melbourne fact with a worker are entitled t the 
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Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Can the gentleman give the 
committee some information as to the condition of the shoe in- 
dustry, as to how it is prospering, and whether or not it is 
making large profits or merely reasonable profits? 

Mr. WEEKS. I can give the gentleman from South Dakota 


briefly some information on that subject. It is a good industry; | 
and, like all others, perhaps to a greater extent than in most | 


other cases, it depends on the skill of the management and the 


volume of the business. The probable average profit made by | 


the best shoemakers, by Mr. Keith and others, is about 8 cents 


a pair. Mr. Jones and Mr. Keith have both testified recently | 


that the average profit which they made was about 8 cents a 
pair. But the profit on coarse or low-priced goods is very 
much less than that. It is not more than about 3 or 4 cents a 
pair. I very much doubt if you will find any shoes on which 
the manufacturing profit is more than 10 cents a pair. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Can the gentleman give any 
information as to the probable cost on the capital invested in 
that tine of industry? 

Mr. WEEKS. I can not do it, because I have not the figures 
segregating the selling cost from the profit, after taking out 
the cost of material, the cost of labor, the cost of machinery, 
and the cost of salaries. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Of course, the vital thing 


the committee would like information upon, if we are to be in- | 


formed about the industry, is what percentage he makes upon 
his capital. 

Mr. WEEKS. I think the industry is making about 8 cents 
a pair on shoes, 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Of course, that throws no 
light on whether it is profitable or not profitable. 

Mr. WEEKS. It throws some light on it, because the capital 
invested is about $125,000,000; 8 cents a pair would be about 

20,000,000. So that would indicate that the gross profit, after 
taking out the cost of selling, is 16 or 18 per cent; but this does 
not allow for the capital invested in machinery, which is leased, 
and it probably does not adequately cover the cost or the value 
of real estate, which in such an industry is usually carried at a 
very low figure. These charges would greatly reduce the net 
income, 

Mr. BOWMAN. Has the gentleman considered the com- 
petition that would come from the surplus, in view of the fact 
that it has been stated on the floor of this House that manu- 
factories are being established at Helsingfors, in Finland, and 
in other European countries, fully equipped with American 
machinery and supplied with American lasts, so that in case of 
depression in trade, when they would carry large stocks of 
goods, those stocks might be thrown in here, and thus demoral- 
ize the business of this country? 

Mr. WEEKS. I have not referred to that because I have not 
had time to, but I will say that that is an element which 
ought to be considered. If you are going to remove the duty 
froin shoes, we will become the dumping ground of the surplus 
of all the manufacturing establishments of the world. When- 
ever they have a surplus on hand, they will dump that surplus 
into this country at whatever price they can get. 

That is a question frequently discussed here, whether Amer- 
ican manufacturers are justified in selling abroad lower than the 
normal price at home. That is frequently done by the manu- 
facturers of all countries. It is done because by so doing the 
manufacturer can maintain his establishment at the highest 
state of efficiency, can keep his labor employed all the time, 
and it enables him to sell closer than would be the case if he 
were obliged to run, making a reduced output. Many indus- 
tries are not profitably run at 75 per cent of their full capacity, 
when they would be very profitably run at full capacity, even 
if the output were sold in both cases at the same price. 

Mr. SIMS. As an illustration, I can suggest to the gentle- 
man a case that all will appreciate. When the Payne-Aldrich 
bill was enacted, taking the duty off hides, putting hides on 
the free list, and reducing the duties on shoes and leather, it 
was predicted that the price of shoes would go down. Now, I 
use the Stacey-Adams shoe, and have worn that make of shoes 
for a number of years, and a few months after the Payne- 
Aldrich tariff went into effect I went down town to the shoe 
store that I patronize to get a pair of those shoes and the firm 
charged me more for a pair of the same shoes than before. 
The price was higher than when the Payne bill was passed, 
and this gentleman told me they had not increased their profit 
at all, but that the shoes cost them more. 

Mr. WEEKS. I have spoken of that, and I have gone into 
some detail to show why shoes are now costing more than they 
cost five years ago. But I want to ask the gentleman if he is 
sure he got a Stacey-Adams shoe? 





| 





Mr. SIMS. Yes. I have got them on now, and they ar 
ject to the gentleman’s inspection. [Laughter.] The; 
they would either have to increase the price of the sl} 
reduce the quality of the material that entered into their 
facture, and they had chosen the former. 

Mr. WEEKS. The gentleman should always be sure {] 
sees the stamp of the manufacturer on the shoe, then he 
likely to get a,better article. 

Mr. SIMS. I have worn that kind of shoe for 14 yea: 

Mr. J. M. C. SMITH. I will suggest to the gentlema; 
he might have bought the shoes from different retaile: 
that point should be taken into consideration when com) 
on a difference in price. 

Mr. WEEKS. Gentlemen on the other side have remy 


May 3. 


— 


said during this debate that it was up to this side of the H. 


industry, employing a large capital and nearly 175,000 ; 
some substantial reason should be advanced why a 


| to show why these duties ought not to be removed—why shox 
| should not be put on the free list, for instance. This is a ¢ 


should be made rather than propose the change and ask { 
interested in the industry or believers in the protective | 
to prove that it is unwise. It would be just as logical for ¢) 


ean prove that throughout your entire life you have 
innocent, you are guilty.” The obvious method of pr 
would have been for the Ways and Means Committ 
have given shoe manufacturers and shoe workers a 


| Government to arrest a man and say to him, “Unless 


ly 
eCuu 


+) 
Cl 


to answer this question and to show why the change sg! 


not be made. Instead of that, the majority has pr 


without any consideration, has agreed in a caucus to 
port the bill, without amendment, and it is impossible ¢ 
believe that this attempt at legislation is not mere buncom! 
intended to delude those in whose benefit it is supposed to 
passed, if, indeed, it is passed at all. It is not information { 


other side wants; it is material to use in a comin 


ry 
=> } 


campaign; so if the evidence which I have tried to submit, b 


ing on this question, assists in showing the folly of pr 
in such a manner as has the majority in this case, I s! 
consider the time wasted, although I have taken much 1 


the time of the committee than I intended. [Prolonged 


plause on the Republican side.] 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to t! 


gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GraHam]. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HAM] is recognized for one hour. 

Mr.GRAHAM. Mr. Chairman, when the Canadian r 
bill was before the House I voted for it, not because I t! 
entirely satisfactory, but because I thought it was the | 


of.a good work—a first step in the right direction—ani | 1 


that when the Representatives of the people had once | 
hands to the plow they would not turn back, and it! 
would surely take additional steps in the same directi 

Many of the ablest advocates of a tariff for prot: 
wise enough to see the true meaning of it and frank 
admit that their opposition to it was largely on the gr 
it was an assault on the system of protection, and, so | 
they fought it with every weapon available. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALzeLv] 
pressed their views when he said that the reciprocity | 
an abandonment of the protective policy.” 

The same thought is expressed in the report of the n 
members of the Ways and Means Committee. They sa) 


If this bill becomes a law it will mark the downfall of the | 
system. 


Other eminent gentlemen on the floor of the House, ¢ 


guished for their devotion to protection, have given ex! 


to similar sentiments. These gentlemen did not, however, ! 


their fight against the bill on that line, 
Their arguments were not a direct defense of the J 
protection, which they admit this bill puts in jeopardy. 


attempted, rather, to base their defense on the theory that | 
bill is an attack on the farmers of America, and they 4) 


to the agricultural interests and sought to enlist them « 


j 


side. Scarcely a word was said during the debate in Get 


of the American lumber interests, although the bill wou 


doubtedly reduce the price of lumber. Not a word was h 


in defense of the Paper Trust, although, beyond questi: 


monopoly would be injured, if not destroyed; should the 


come a law. Other big interests which were involved } 


ro 


m, its 
' 
rye 


d no 


open defenders on the floor, and the whole plan of defense 


seemed to be based on the supposed injury which would 
to the American farmer. Why this silence as to the other 


ests? Why were there no voices raised bewailing the 


the Paper Trust or the lumber barons? And why such + 


resuit 
inter 


<S 


uddeu 
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itude for the farmers? Is it wnreasonable to conclude tl 
volunteer defenders were trying to make a rampart of t! 
¢.rmers from behind which they might defend other interé 
' have been plundering the people far too long? [Applause 
‘ he Democratic side. } 
Some light is shed on the matter by Circular No. 271, sen 
0 n epposition to the reciprocity bill by Mr. Wakeman, secre 


tary and treasurer of the American Protective Tariff Leagu: 
1 quote the latter part of it. Speaking of the reciprocity bill, 


reduction of prices of such “ necessaries” of life as the 








to sell, but provides for no reduction of pric for the 
the mer has to buy 
n can dure upon a basis so entirely unjust and 
t be for ¢ be for n 
Onee the Amet farmer finds that protection is not for him, t 
end of protection will quick! y come. ; 
‘ million votes ar , by American farmers. Kindly w ‘ 
uw Senator or Representative in Congress in opposition I 





We inclose copy of Words of Good Cheer, giving the names of 
Senators and Representatives who should be addressed in thi 

Very truly, yours, W. F. WAKEMAN, 

Treasurer and General Secretary 

New York, February 6, 1911. 

One of his objections, you will notice, is that the bill provides 
no reduction of prices—that is, no reduction of tariff—on what 
the farmer has to buy. Well, he can rest easy, for we are now 
ready to correct that defect and reduce the price of what he has 
to buy, and I hope Mr. Wakeman will be satisfied. He lets the 
eat out of the bac, however, when he tells us that “ 10,000,000 
votes are cast by the American farmers,” and that “once the 
American farmer finds that protection is not for him, the end 
of protection will quickly come.” 

Evidently the secretary of the Protective Tariff League looks 
on the farmer as a convenience, and the inference that some 

er advocates of protection take a similar view is not a vio- 
lent one 

One would think, from the arguments of those opposed to 
the reciprocity bill, that the protective system had been origi- 
nally devised, and is still maintained, for the sole and especi: 
benefit of the farmers. I want to enter my emphatic dissent 
such a view, and to assert that, on the contrary, this un 
fair and unreasonable system of levying and collecting taxes 
from the people for the benefit of favored classes has steadil; 
robbed the farmer, and it would be a great blessing for him 
should Congress wipe out the whole protective syste Of 

rse it would not be the part of prac tical wisdom to wipe if 
at one stroke. We have had it with us so long that we have 
grown accustomed to it; our business transactions are based 
it; we have had to buy and sell with reference to it. 
During the 50 years it has been in existence it has become in- 
d and interwoven in our business attaiss to such an ex- 
‘that it is now a fact, a condition, which, as sensible men, 
we must recog And we must deal with it in such a way 
as to create the least practical amount of business disturbance 
There is a law of ee in business as well as in physics, and 
we are bound to recognize that jaw and not move with undue 
haste, even in a go a cause. 

I remember reading somewhere that the girls employed in 
the arsenic mills in Austria-Hungary eat small quantities of that 
drug, because it gives to their complexions a delicate and much- 
desired tint. Little by little they increase the amount taken 
until, after long use, they are able to take with impunity a 
quantity that would kill an ordinary individual not accustomed 
to it. Of course the habit, if persisted in, finally causes death. 
But the strange thing about it is that if the victim suddenly 
ceases to use it she becomes violently ill and exhibits al! the 
: g. Hence to effect a cure of the 
habit the quantity taken must be gradually reduced until it can 
be finally dropped altogether. As it is with the arsenic eater 
80 it is with our protected industries. 

After the protection habit was formed it was necessary 1 
keep increasing the dose, the recipients of the plunder V 
finding a pretext for the increase. First, they said that our 
fant industries needed wet nursing. Then they said we had to 
ee American labor from competition with the pauper lab 

c Eu rope. Then they insisted on protection for the American 
farm . He must be protected, forsooth, by preventing the im 
portation of articles which he is constantly exporting and sell 
ing in the open markets of the world and in competition with 
all the world. And, finally, they said we must have protection 
to guarantee the manufacturer a reasonable profit on his busi- 
ness. Having been practically driven from all these positions, 
they are now resorting to the familiar device of an armistice in 
order to gain time for the invention of some new pretext. [Ap-s| 
Plause on the Democratic side.] 
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Their proposition is to create a tariff commission, 
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competition, thus giving him a limited and i 


But the theory of protection goes much furth 


calls for the erection of practically impas 


the wares of foreign manufacturers, leavin; 








mer ¢ ‘ely at the mercy of the Ameri 
This stage of protection was reached only by 
Before the Civil War our tariffs were compara 
the necessity for revenue during that strugg 
increase in customhouse taxes, and these taxes 
foreign cost resulted in prices so high as to gr 
investments in manufacturing enterprise 
i ¢ tasted of the sweets of high price 
those who enjoyed them were not satisfied to give 
the wi r was over. Bi it us the G ver Li¢ it’s 
grew less, and it was | — to reduce the « 
those who enjoyed the benefit of war prices had 
new reason for the continuance of a arifi 
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the Democratic side. ] 


The “ infant-industries ” theory 


i 
ioke and had to be abandoned 

and the infant was pu l i 
was ke ept tem] - engeee out of sight I 
Its benefi 3 then insisted ft prote 


benefit of a: infant prodigy at all; t 
had always been to protect : 
competition with the pauper labor of I 
bear it,” said the beneficiaries of protectio 
makes our hearts bleed to see the T 
peting with the pauper labor of Euro} 


‘heard them and believed; and on this cry 
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appeals to passions engendered during the Civil War, protection 
again triumphed at the polls. But when the workingman, after 
the victory, insisted on getting his share of the protection pap 
in the form of higher wages, he was coldly ignored. Protection 
emissaries went to Hurope and brought what they had been 
calling “pauper labor” right to the door of the American 
workingman to compete with him at close range and thus keep 
wases down, regardless of campaign promises. The working- 
man soon saw that if his wages were to be increased he must 
attend to the matter himself. He then went to work organizing 
labor unions, and in that work he had to overcome bitter oppo- 
sition from those protected interests which pretended such solici- 
tude for his welfare. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Another and a favorite argument of the protection advocates 
has been that by making the price of the manufactured articles | 
high capital would be induced to invest in manufacturing indus- | 
tries; that then men with money to spare would invest it in 
manufacturing; that this would make competition keen, and | 
thus bring about lower prices. Thus we were told that the pro- 
tection policy might at first mean high prices, but that it would 
eventually make low prices by means of this competition. You | 
may believe, if you can, that the party of protection really 
favored a policy because it would result in low prices for their 
wares. I must be shown. I am from near Missouri. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 


That they were not sincere in it is fairly well indicated by | 








their last platform declaration, which proposes to make the | 
American people guarantee reasonable profits to the manufac- | 
turers, and that, too, regardless of the conditions ordinarily re- 
quired to secure suecess in business; and leaving it entirely to | 
the interested party to judge his own case and determine what 
is a reasonable profit. Do you imagine the beneficiaries of such 
a platform declaration when enacted into law would permit | 
their modesty to interfere with their profits? 

I would not assert that when they were urging the theory that | 
lower prices would be reached through the protection. policy | 
they foresaw what did actually happen, but I will say that I 
think they did not really want low prices for their wares, and | 
that they may have seen, and probably did see, that some way | 
would be found to prevent the advent of low prices and only 
reasonable profits. 

We now know that the promise, whether sincerely made or 
not, proved vain and empty. 


ganized trusts and other combinations to prevent the perform- 
ance of their own promises. Protection prevented competition 
from without, and there could be little or none from within, 


no one would have the temerity to start a new business concern 


in the face of trust opposition, which would surely destroy his | i 
. : . ’ ° | f » © se 
business by underselling well knowing that when it was de- | And then he adds: 
stroyed they would get their money back from the customers by | 
| ence with business, 


overcharging. 


It is scarcely necessary now to call attention to another catch | 
phrase long urged by the protectionists, namely, that the for- | 
I mention it, not to refute it—that | 


eigner pays the tariff tax. 
would be waste of time—but rather to show their ingenuity, to 
show how prolific they have been in the invention of deceptive 
phrases. Driven from one position to another, I indulge the 
hope that they reached their last ditch when they proclaimed 
that the law should guarantee a reasonable profit to the manu- 
facturer. No conditions are imposed, no qualifications provided. 
The investment may have been a foolish one; the machinery 
may be out of date, the business may be mismanaged, the capi- 
tal stock may be inflated; 50, or 100, or even 200 per cent of 
water may have been pumped into the stock, as appears to have 
been done in the case of the Steel Trust, but still, according to 
the platform promise, the concern is entitled to a reasonable 
profit, and the interested parties are to decide what constitutes 
such a profit. Such a platform promise was at least well calcu- 
lated to make the beneficiaries of protection open up their hearts 
and purses to those who made the promise, nor could they forget 
that past legislative performances justified them in accepting 
the offer at its face value. Surely those who made the promise 
must have been in great need of something with which those to 
whom they made it could supply them. 

In the not very remote past it is generally believed that they 
contributed to the campaign funds of the protection party sums 
which could not have been expended legitimately, and they 
doubtless did it in the belief that the party would later on confer 
further legislative favors which would enable them to reim- 
burse themselves from the general public, with liberal interest. 

But the people disapproved of their policies and practices 
last November, and declared in favor of a real revision of the 


When the time came for the low | 


prices through competition, those who made the promises or- | ———, 
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new manufacturing enterprises being practically impossible, as | gecems. 





tariff downward, and they gave the Democrats a commissi 
make the necessary reductions. 

I realize that the execution of that commission is a 
task. 


Ser 


It is like a difficult but necessary surgical operation: j: 


has to be done, but no matter how skillfully it is done it , 


hurt. In attacking intrenched privilege and wrong those ; 
ing the attack must begin not where they would, but 
they can. The necessity for beginning somewhere has 
recognized by President Taft, who is a protectionist, ; 
many other prominent Republicans who are also protect 
They prepared and proposed the Canadian reciprocity m: 
and we carried it through the House. Again I say I thi 
lame and insufficient if we stop with it. 
stop with it? 

This first short step was proposed by a Republican Pr 
and supported by many Republican Representatives, and 
as it is, we Democrats would, in the face of our former 4 
tions, be guilty of insincerity and political cowardice had 
fused to take it. Having already taken it, we are now 





is 


But why should we 


Tlant 


to make further progress, to take the next step, and | 33 tl 


Farmers’ Free-List Bill. 

I am not one of those who think that other and adidit 
steps toward tariff reform will be prevented by another | 
of the Congress or by the President. I assume that th: 
do their duty in the premises and join with us in gi\ 
people the relief which they demand and need so m) 


| if they do prevent progress in that direction, they wi 


have to answer to the people for it. 

I feel reasonably sure that the President and those hi 
licans who voted for reciprocity are too wise and 
sighted not to see that a corresponding reduction of | 
oppressive schedules is absolutely necessary for the 1 
the public in general and of the farmers in particular 

Such revision could be made without particulary dis 
or shock to business if certain professional protectionis 
ity howlers would cease trying to save the protection 
predicting all sorts of disasters in case any of it is ta 


them. So good a protectionist as the editor of the ] 
admits this to be true. He said, editorially, on Dx 
1910: 


The country generaliy has not felt seriously alarmed 0, 


bility that some of the schedules might be taken up s: 
lower duties named on articles therein classified. This 
which was not thought to be specially disturbing, althou; 
retard trade for a time in the commodities on 
duties were under consideration. 

And, again, he says: 

No general tariff revision is desired by the great ma 
The revision of a very few schedules of the presen 
that should be attempted. 


You see, he admits that some schedules should | 
The country imperatively needs a rest from governn 


He wants “a rest from governmental interferen 
what do you think of that? The Government for 40 ) 
been legislating in the interest of a class. It has 
and is still compelling millions of its citizens, thro 
tion legislation, to pay tribute to that small Class | 
Iron Age represents. And look at the results. 

We boast of our great national wealth, now rated 
000,000,000. Where is this wealth? Who has it? 1 
bulk of it has been gathered into comparatively f 
and largely through tariff laws which, in my judg 
prostituted the taxing power of the Government, by 
to make millions of our citizens pay tribute to a fa\ 

This is well illustrated by a condition in the line ot 
which the Iron Age represents. 

It is said when the 24 directors of the Steel Trus 
to their table the owners of one-twelfth of the we 
United States occupy the chairs. This is further illus! 
the fact that 1 per cent of the American people own ! 
erty than the other 99 per cent, while five and one-h: 
American families, or 44 per cent of our people, own an 
of only $150 per family. Bie 

The protection laws which are largely responsible fo! 
conditions are still in force. The people still suffer froi 

But the Iron Age thinks we tamper with these laws too! 
and that the country needs a rest; which, I suppose. 
that the victims of protection should not grumble \ 
favored class is collecting its tribute from them. How 
and how good of the Iron Age. Speaking for that favore 


he says, in effect, “All we want is to be let alone”; but in 
meantime, like the daughter of the horseleech, they keep « 
: ing “ give, give. 


” 


[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
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Rut how about the victims? Do you not think they would } 
willing to put up with a little temporary inconvenience in orde: 
to be permanently relieved of a burden which has become w 
nigh intolerable? 
Of all those who have suffered from tariff exa 
e suffered more than the farmers. None have give v 
rotten less through protection than they have. It is .aid by 
gentlemen that putting agricultural implements on the free | 
will not give them any relief; that they can now buy agricul- 
tural implements cheaper than they can be bought in any other 
untry. That argument, as the poet said of vaulting ambition 
O’erleaps itself and falls on the other side. 
If they can buy such implements cheaper here than anywhere 
else, what objection can there be to putting agricultural imple- 


fions none 


hia 


} Pore 


e wt 


ct 


ments on the free list? But can they buy them cheaper here? 
I think the evidence is the other way. The manufacturers ad- 
mitted a few years ago that they were selling their goods 


cheaper abroad than at home, and explained by saying they did 
so in order to keep their employees at work. I am glad that I 
can admit the fact without being compelled to accept their 
explanation of it. I prefer to take the view expressed by the 
ate Mr. John Hay, Secretary of State. In an address made not 
long before his death, he said: 

We are building locomotives for railways in Europe, Asia, and Africa. 
Our bridges can be built in America, ferried across the Atlantic, trans 


ted up the Nile, and flung across a river in the Sudan in less time 
an any European nation, with a start of 4,000 miles, can do the 
rk. We sell ironware in Birmingham, carpets in Kiderminster; we 





pipe sewers of Scotch cities; our bicycles distance all competitors on 
the Continent ; 


Ohio sends watch cases to Geneva. All this is of ad 
vantage to all parties; there is no sentiment in it. They buy our 
res because we make them better and at lower cost than other 


people. 


According to him, they did sell abroad cheaper than at home. 
They could not compel foreigners to pay such exorbitant prices 
as our protection laws enabled them to exact from the home 
folk. 

Mr. Bridgman, in his book, The Passing of the Tariff, pub- 
lished in 1909, says: 

The policy of underselling to foreigners has become a recognized prac 

on the part of the protected manufacturers of the United States, 
ret if possible, but followed constantly, whether secret or open. 

Dr. Charles W. Elliott, late of Harvard, in an address made 
in September, 1908, said: 
at the tariff not necessary to the maintenance of American 
s or American standards of living appears clearly from the com- 





is 








practice of selling American goods in foreign countries at much 
ver prices than they are sold in the United States, and yet at a 
nront 
And he significantly adds: 
If the 


ind es, trades, commerce, and 


es against monopolies. 

At its meeting in Hartford, Conn., in November, 1907, the 
National Grange passed a of resolutions condemning 
American manufacturers for selling their goods cheaper in for- 
eign countries than at home, at the expense of American agri- 
culture, and recommending that every article so sold be put 
upon the free list. 

There is scarcely a limit to the evidence which could be col- 
lected to show that gentlemen were in error in asserting that 
the American farmers got their implements cheaper than those 
of any other country, but I will content myself with adding a 


politics, they must steadily defend 


series 


list of the home and foreign prices of American-made articles | 


in common use, in all of which the farmer is interested: 








J Price 

Article. Home | cold at 

_— abroad 

Uiuad. 

| 
= oie inaddad bed senqdecswuchenscaeotccceccce $11.00 $8. 40 
estate a ee ee 14. 00 2. fa) 
BUM, . ccasediinadie Pbeembasddbepescodpecccesomnececces dozen... 8. 25 7.20 
ae cc eaeccccasceseces 1. 40 | 85 
Table knives. .....ccccccee Dctndehtabelsdbacotubaregad gross... 15. 00 | 12. 00 
= SS lida dink nse wenee 3. 00 | 12.00 
i eeoamnmece 3. 00 12.00 
Cut rivets....2... ck ctciasccntacteheccs! SOD 15.55 
MEE aa seheckecpesdnecéeee Sdbuenoetesacecoudss iisiewentes 100. 00 | 60. 00 
Sewing machines: 

iG. sctnweendunadersoosens weessereccssececce puapsanescese 27. 50 20. 75 
PMN 5 cdePasbscchcceccsocees Etelidulaoxeteagvedecesescs 2. 00 | 17. 50 
Rs nictitthadiebaksscncdduteke plbbeddesdetucsocctacces 18. 00 | 12. 00 
OA CU hich cents thine eMbatiddinéeedscccsessoes 28. 00 2 23. 00 





1 Per hundredweight. 2 Per long ton. 


Our -protection friends are great admirers of that form of 
Sophism known as “ the false cause.” 

When two things which might be related are found together, 
this method of reasoning assumes that they bear the relation 
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American people mean to maintain their individual liberty in 
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of cause and effect. We have a high protective tariff, this 
alleged argument runs, and our farmers are prosperous, hence 
the high tariff caused their Or this: We have 


prosperity. 
was 


ure 


protection and 


wiges high. By 


we have high s, hence protection 


a parity of reasoning I might say 


makes 
they have 


cyclones in Kansas; the farmers of Kansas are prosperous, 
hence cyclones cause prosperity. Or thus: We have a great 
any schools and churches in this country; we also have a great 
inany divorces, hence the schools and churches are the cause of 
the divorces. And all of these arguments are equally sound, 
which means they are all unsound. 

Mr. CONNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. GRAHAM, I do. 

Mr. CONNELL. I would like to ask the g man from 
Illinois if this is not a good place in his speech to elucidate 
a fact that the gentlemen on the other side of the aisle have 
evidently forgotten, a very important argument in bringing 


their case forward, which is that there is six weeks’ delay in 
ihe coming of spring here in the District of Columbia, which 
may be figured as being due to this Democratic Congress? 

Mr. GRAHAM, It the tariff agitation here, of « 
which did it. There can be no other adequate reason for it. 


is 


murse, 


[Lanughter.] According to the logic of the protectionisis, the 
two things being found together must bear the relation of 
cause and effect. [Laughter.] 

Our prosperity is due to other causes than high tariff. The 


prosperity of the farmer, when he is prosperous, is largely due 
to the quantity of fertile land in this country adapted to the 
use of the best farming methods. The farms of the West average 
386 In France they average than 20 acres 
land in the West at least is comparatively new, ar 


acres, 1eSS 


Our 
d very fertile 


and if the farmer has accumulated a little wealth it is largely 
due to the fact that increasing population has added to the 
value of his land. Cheap, fertile land and plenty of it bas been 
} the principal cause of our great growth, aided by the profuse 
j abundance of mineral wealth of every kind which the God of 
the universe, and not the protective tariff, placed in the bowels 


of the continent. Every condition which makes for prosperi 
in agriculture is here. Climate, soil, variety of production, and 
facility for transportation; in nature to 

hausted herself in giving us every material advantage. 


short, 


seems have eX 


People from Europe came here in myriads because of these 
natural advantages. They came when we had low tariff, and 
they would have come just the same if we had no tariff, and 
their coming helped to develop our great agricultural resour 


Many of them lived in tariff-ridden countries, and if protect 
is such a wizard in making prosperity, why did they have 


| leave the homes of their childhood to come to a strange land’? 
It was not the fact of protection here that br { iny of 
them, for many of them left that behind them, and ny Came 


when we did not have high protective tariffs 
The fact is that no decade in our history show iia eden 
progress as the 10 years from 1S. 





50 to 1860 under the Wall 
tariff—a purely revenue measure 
Our national wealth during that decade increased 126 per 
cent, an increase far beyond that of any similar length of ‘ 
The following figures contrast that decade with the one f: i 
1890 to 1900, much to the disadvantage of the latter 
| | 1000 
| — nis ndiisieaeatiahamnniadea ‘ 
| I 
Our national wealth increased 
Products of manufactories increased = ) 
Capital invested in manufacturing increased. ‘ 
Railroad mileage increased. ....... 2... ccc ccccccccccccss i 
This remarkable progress, made during a decade when we had 
what protectionists, with ridiculous inconsistency, call a free- 
trade tariff, is a forceful and eloquent answer to the claim 
that protection is the cause of prosperity, except, of course, in 
the sense that protection has made favored individuals pros- 
| perous by affecting the distribution of wealth in such a way as 


| to multiply millionaires at one end of the industrial scale and 
paupers at the other end of it. 
| The claim that protection is the cause of the high wages p 
| here is equally unfounded. 
Primarily, wages should be an equitable Share of what labor 
| produces. What the labor of anyone will produce depends, first, 
on the efficiency of the individual and, second, on the conditions 
under which the labor is performed. Any comparison of wages 
in different countries, or in different communities in the same 


id 
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ry, which ignores { hae e two fund mental conditions is | 
necessarily, and I might almost add willfully, misleading. And | 
yet while our protectionist friends never cease calling attention 
to the fact that we pay —— r yay than are paid in other | 
col ies, they never once allude to either of these fundamental 
facts. They never tell that labor is n _ efficient here and that 
the conditions here are more favorable to labor, the environment 
better than elsewhere, and yet it is largely because of these facts 
that wages are higher here than abroad, and because of these, 
, ges h ive always been higher here. Whether we had 
ariff or y tariff, wages were higher here; and if we had 
riff at all, wages oul still be higher here because of the 
r efficiency of the American laborer and the beiter condi- 
; under which that labor is performed. 
The position of the protectionists on this question of 
is singularly absurd and leads them into the most illogical posi 
tions. This is well illustrated in a speech made by one of my 
Republican colleagues.from [llinois during the consideration of 
the Payne tariff bill and reiterated in his argument yesterday. 
Here is a table of wages he gave showing the day wage pai i in 
certain industries in this country and also i in Great Britain, Ger- 
many, France, and Belginm. He made the usual protection 
argument in connection with that table. He said 
I do net want to live to see the day when = e American work Se man 
will be foreed by legislation to accept the low wage scale foreign fr 
1 nations. If there be those here who thin c tha here is no sub- 
i difference between the wag sr dl by ir laborer ind the 
ceived by foreign laborers, I respectfully in their 
inspection lo ing comy yariso n of 
wages paid in free-tr: ad Europe : 


Great 


sane |} Germany. France. Belgium. 
Britain Germa! 3 eigiu 


’ Day: Hour.| Day. |Hour.| Day. Hour. Day. |Hour.)| Day. 


$4. 40 ‘go, 21 igt. 68 |$0.13 $0. 13 |$1. 04 1$0. 08 
. 36 12} 5 1 
3.68 -13 
2. 32 | - 08 | 
2. 88 | 13 | 
. 80 -12 
-ll 


Re 
.13 


08 .64 


BEBE 
bet et beat pet pet pet pet 


tr to et be 


= 
i 
| 
| 
} 
' 
9 | 


hinists. “**- os | . 16 | 
General laborers -. 1 . 36 | 


i OD 
once 


day; not a word about the conditions or environment; not a 
word about the fact that in the United States we have less than 
30 persons to the square mile, while Belgium, one of the coun- 
tries compared, has 622 persons to the square mile, that al 
many has 305 to the square mile, and that Great Britain has 3 
How ridiculously absurd, to compare wages and conditions + 
two countries, when the population is 20 times as dense in one 
as in the other and competition proportionally keen. 

But let us examine this table which is supposed to prove th: 
case for protection and see what it shows. In the first two 
columns it appears that the American laborer gets about twice 
as much daily wages as the British laborer does. With the 
usual ostrich logic of protection it is assumed that that proves 


the case. Evidently there are none so blind as those who will | 1 
not see. How very strange that my colleague and his protec- | doubled in England since they abolished tariffs; 


tionist associates could not see the real meaning of the figures | 


he quotes. 
His statistics show that protected Germany and oe eg 
France pay bricklayers 138 cents an hour. Protected Bel giun 


pays 8 cents an hour, and free-trade England pays hers 21 cents 


an hour. And this proportion holds good throughout his table 


this comparison is between countries where the conditions are 


tion makes low wages. Add to this the fact that German work- 
men migrate to free-trade England, but no Englishmen go to pro- 
tected Germany, and according to protection legic, the ease is 
proved. 

Of course, the truth is, as I have already said, that wages are 
regulated, primarily, by what the labor produces, modified, of 


course, by the law of competition, and that the law of competi- | 
tion is in turn modified by labor organizations, which largely | 


centrol it. 


in Belgium, with 622 persons to the square mile, the struggle | 


for existence is a hard one, and competition is keen. Im the 
United States, with only 30 persons to the square mile, the 
struggle is less hard, competition is less keen, and labor has 
more to work on and draw from. 


The question of efficiency is an important element 
amount of wages paid, and the misleading nature of ; 
to the daily wage | as a basis of comparison without refe: 
efficiency is well shown by the statement of Mr. J. H. 
of the eodeniek & Bascom Wire Rope Co., of St. Louis. 
Ways and Means Committee on November 28, 1908, 

giving the daily wages of British workers, he says: 

The wages paid for similar services in the United States is ¢ 
considerably more than stated above, but to compensate for 
ference in wages it must be borne in mind that ja Eng! 


| tends to but 1 thick-wire block; in the United States 1 1 


at least 4, and often 6, thick-wire blecks, while for the 


Nos. 4 to 356, there is still a greater difference. For 


Engiand 1 man _—s nds to 10 to 15 blocks; in the United § 


with the help of a boy, attends to 30 to 50 blocks. 


rom the fe seanine x it will appear that while the individ 
of the American workman is greater than that of the Englis 

i the cost per hundredweight in wages is greater to 

nufacturer because of the greater amount of work turned 
American workman, due to the greater number of machin 
by the American. 


Mr. Andrew Carnegie stated before the same comn 
the general rule is that the highest-paid labor prod 
cheaper products. 

Senator GaLLincer, of New Hampshire, in a spe 
floor of the Senate June 25, 1902, said: 

As regards the power of production, Mulhall has shown t 
hand in the United States does as much as 2 in the e Unit 


> 


| 3 in Germany, 5 in Austria, and 7 in Russia. It takes 44 E 


equal one American 

And, again, he says: 

This comparison is emphasized by our coal consumptior 
power and finally by our products of manufacture. 


If the tariff regulated the amount of wages, tli 


| having no tariff, would pay the lowest wage of any c 


the table cited-by my colleague shows what, inde 
know—that the contrary is the fact, and that E1 
on their theory should pay the lowest, in fact pays 1 


| and much the highest, daily wage paid in any Euroy: 


If their theory was correct the daily wage would be 


| wherever the same tariff rate prevailed. 


But we know that this is not true, and that the d 


| differs as much in different parts of our own country 
| in entirely different countries. 


Carroll D. Wright, who was one of the foremost 
5S 


- = | of his day, estimated the cost of living in this countr) 
Not a word said about what the laborer : accomp! lished in a | 


various countries of Europe, and he measured it, not |! 
but by days’ earnings. 

He concluded that the number of working y 
cover the cost of food, clothing, lighting, heating, an 
an-average family are, in- 


, 


United States 
Germany 
Italy- anes dpanubesus avasm ox 


Speaking ieee according to this table, so far : 
is concerned, the higher the tariff the lower the wages. 
spite of all this, in spite of the fact that wages wel 
here, regardless of tariffs; in spite of the fact that w 


h 


reason and experience; in spite of everything, the pr 


| will raise his voice and say, “Our high protective tar! 
| cause of our high wages.” <A friend of mine insists th 


ean make the most absurd statement, and if he will r 


° oo 
c will 
e he yrsia b 


loud enough and often enough, after a whil 


. | it is so. The protectionists make me think my frie! 
The figures show, then, that free-trade England pays almost twice | 
as large a daily wage as protected France or Germany and | 
about two and a half times as much as protected Belgium. , And | 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
It is a most significant fact that in spite of the grea 
and vast amount of our national wealth, of the | 


| ion and a half of families in the United States, a 
nearly similar. According to my colleague's logic, the conclusion | 
is imey itable that free trade means high wages and that protec- | 


the census of 1900, five million and a half of thes 
were practically prepertyless, according to the la e ¢ 
Spahr, then associate editor of the Outlook. He esti! 
those five million and a half of families had 


| only $150 a family, consisting of clothing and house! 
| He further stated that 125,000 families owned more wea! 


the other 12,375,000 families, in other words 1 per cent « 
more wealth than the other 99 per cent. 

This is an unhealthy condition and will result in mi 
eontinued. 

It was fashionable a few years ago to denounce 
called attention to this condition and brand them as ¢! 
but that stage has been passed, thanks to the great inu 
press and magazines. —_ 

How foolish to ignore this condition, and how foolish 
denounce those who point it out and emphasize It. 
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tow foolish of the patient to abuse the physician who demon- | can manufacturer had the market to himself, he then went to 


strates that a cancer is forming in a vital part of his body. 
How much wiser it would be to thar-k him and set bout getting 
cured while there was yet time. 

But what has protection to do with this condition of con- 
gested or concentrated wealth? 

Let me illustrate, and in doing so make clear the difference 
petween a tariff for revenue and a tariff for protection. 

Mr. Schwab, in 1899, while he was president of the Steel 
Trust, made a statement in writing and afterwards testified 
that the statement was true. In it he said: 


I know positively that England can not produce pig iron at actual 
cost for less than $11.50 per ton, even allowing no profit on raw mate 


for less than $7.50 per ton. 
¢19. We can sell at this price and ship abroad, so as to net us $16 at 
works for foreign business, nearly as good as home business has been. 
What is true of rails is equally true of other steel products. As a result 
of this we are going to control the steel business of the world. 

You know we can make rails for less than $12 per ton, leaving a 
nice margin om foreign business. Besides this foreign costs are going 
to increase year by year, because they have not the raw materials, 
while ours is going to decrease. The result of all this is that we will be 
able to sell our surplus abroad, run our works full all the time, and get 
the best practice and cost in this way. 


Mr. Schwab here tells us they could make steel rails in 
Pittsburg at less than $12 a ton and that the same kind of 


rails could not be made in England for less than $19 per ton. | 


3ut while they could make steel rails at $12 per ton, and by 


selling them at $15 make 25 per cent profit, yet they actually | 
Had there been | 


sold them at $28 a ton f. o. b. at Pittsburg. 
no tariff at all on them, you see, few or none could come from 
England. Allow $3 per ton for getting the English rails to the 


seaboard, loading them on the ship, paying the freight and insur- | 


ance charges to New York, and, without any profit whatever, 
they would have cost $22 when they reached the customhouse 
there. The duty on steel rails under the Dingley law was $7.84 
per ton, which, added to the other items, makes a total cost of 
$29.40 a ton this side the customhouse in New York. 

If an American purchaser bought rails in England, of course 


he paid the customhouse duty or tariff of $7.84 to the collector | 


of customs, and the money thus paid went into the Government 
Treasury aS revenue, to be used in defraying the public ex- 
penses. But the Steel Trust was perfectly aware of what the 
foreign rails would cost an American purchaser, and to prevent 
importation they fixed the price of rails at Pittsburg at $28 a 
ton, or $1.40 below the foreigner’s price, even if he sold at actual 
cost. This gave the American manufacturer a profit of $16 per 
ton, or 1334 per cent. 

You will notice that he did not add the whole of the tariff. 
If he did the price would have been $29.40, and then there 
might be some importation. 
only $6 of the tariff to his price, he had a monopoly of the 
business, 

Now, where did the $6 per ton, which the tariff law enabled 
him to add to the price, go? Did any of it go to the Govern- 
ment as revenue? No indeed, not a cent. It all went into the 
treasury of the Steel Trust as bounty or protection. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman permit a 
question ? 

Mr. GRAHAM. My time is nearly up, but if the gentleman 
will get it extended, I will be glad to answer his question, if I 
can. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. 


any in this country? 


Mr. GRAHAM. The gentleman does, and I am glad you 
asked that question. The gentleman knows well, but he knows 
that at that time the processes that have since been invented 
for making steel rails were practically unknown, and the 
gentleman knows that most of those processes were developed 
[Applause.] The gentleman knows that in the 
last 10 years there were 650,123 patents granted in the United 
States, whereas in England, in all time, there were only 278,000, 
and in Spain 22,000. This shows the comparative ingenuity of 


by Americans. 


the peopies. 
Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. 


America? 
Mr. GRAHAM. The gentleman said he did, and he does. 
Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. 

the question? 

Mr. GRAHAM. The gentleman is glad to answer it. 


But by remitting $1.40 and adding | 


Does the gentleman know what 
this country paid for steel rails at the time we did not make 


The gentleman has not an- 
swered my question. Does the gentleman know what the United 
Sates paid England for steel rails before we made them in 


But has the gentleman answered 


I con- 
cede, as I said awhile ago, when the gentleman from Oklahoma 
Probably was not here, that protection stimulates, but stimula- 
tion is usually followed by prostration; and, in order to prevent | that matter appears, had I the time. 
that, when stimulation had reached the point where the Ameri- | cratic side.] 


| work and organized what we now Call trusts to keep the price 


up, instead of putting it down, as it was said he would do. 
Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Wil! the gentleman tell us what 


| we paid England for steel rails prior to the time they were 


manufactured in America? 

Mr. GRAHAM. Just about what Englishmen had to pay for 
steel rails. They were as high as $150 a ton, and the processes 
that cheapened them have been largely the result of American 
brains; and if there is any reason why the protection barons 


| of this country should have the benefit of all inventions made 
| by American brains, I do not know what the rea 
| plause on the Democratic side. 
rials; and can not put pig iron into rails, with their most efficient works, ! i 7 a 7 . de.] 
This would make rails a net cost to them of | 


son is. [Ap- 

I think when there are great inventions like Whitney's or 
Watt's, or any others, the people should have some of the benefits 
of them and not give it all to a few who are piling up millions, 
so that to-day they own a large part of the wealth of the coun- 
try and have been practically running the Government, and not 
running it in the interest of the people, but in their own interest. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman permit an- 
other question? 

Mr. GRAHAM. Yes. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. I do not know whether I quite 
understood the gentleman or not; but if I did, did I under- 
stand him to say that prior to the time when we made any steel 
rails in America we paid England as high as $150 a ton for 
steel rails? 

Mr. GRAHAM. Please talk faster; the clock keeps moving. 
| Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, 
Did I understand the gentleman correctly? 

Mr. GRAHAM. I really do not understand why the gentle- 
man repeats his question. I thought I made it as plain as I 
could make it. 
| Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. 
stood the gentleman. 

Mr. GRAHAM. I am not responsible for the gentleman’g 
understanding. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. I do not know that I misunder- 
stood the gentleman. I just want to get him to tell me. 

Mr. GRAHAM. I said very clearly that at one time rails 
cost $150 a ton; that at that time the present processes of 
making steel were unknown. It was done by hand, by hammer- 
ing and heating and cooling, and there was a great deal of ex- 
pense to it which is now obviated by a very simple process. 

The Bessemer process had scarcely been in vogue till 1870. 
The price in England was then $50 a ton. In 1873 the prices 
there went down to $36. By 1S77 the price was $30 and the 


Simply to see if I misunder- 


duty $28. The price here at that time ranged from $61 to S67. 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Will the gentleman answer a ques- 
tion? 


Mr. GRAHAM. I will if I can. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. At the time we were buying steel 
rails for $165 a ton, were not those rails made by the Bessemer 
process? 

Mr. GRAHAM. They were not. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 
| I would like to ask the gentleman further, if all the rails made 
|} in this country up to about 12 years ago were not made under 
| that same Bessemer process? 
| Mr. GRAHAM. They were made under such processes as en- 
| abled the Steel Trust to make them for less than $12 a ton, 
Be England could not make them for less than $19 a ton. 
| 
| 





But the Steel Trust sold them for $28 a ton, thus making a profit 
of 133 per cent. That is merely an illustration. Every pro- 
tected article is like steel rails, differing only in degree and not 
in principle, and in that way protection has been gathering 
wealth from the producers of this country until now 1 per cent 
| of the American people owns more than the other 99 per cent 


Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. The gentleman from Illinois has 
referred to the testimony of Charles M. Schwab. Did the gentle- 
man read that portion of Mr. Schwab’s letter in which he said 
that the statement as to the price for which rails could be niade 


in Pittsburg was written for the purpose of selling the property 
of the Carnegie Co., and if people kept that in mind they could 
place a better value on it? 

Mr. GRAHAM. The gentleman from 
| in his testimony, but not in the letter, 
| further; he read where Mr. Burke Co: 
| cific question, if the facts stated in the 
| 


Illinois did read that 
and the gentleman read 
kran asked him the spe- 
letter were not true, and 
Mr. Selwab said that they were true 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. 
Mr. GRAHAM. 


In a way. 
He said it absol 


utely. He said it is entirely 
I would be delighted to read the whole pages upon which 


[Applause on the Demo- 


true. 


S00 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Srss). 
from Illinois has again expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentleman five minutes 
more. 

Mr. GRAHAM. For the year 1909 there were 1,688,775 tons 
of steel rails used in the United States. Six dollars per ton on 
that amount made $10,132,750, a nice little gift, which the pro- 
tective tariff laws compelled the American people to give to the 
manufacturers on steel rails alone. In 1908 twice as many rails 
were used, and the gift was over $20,000,000 that year. And 
as the protective tariff works on steel rails so it works on every 
other line, the difference being only in degree. When it is an 
ideal protective measure, and shuts out imports altogether, it 
diverts all the tariff graft into the manufacturers’ pockets. 
When not ideally protective some things are imported and some 
revenne is obtained for the Government. A perfect protection 
measure would yield no revenue. 

It becomes an interesting question how our tariff thus divides 
the money taken from the people—that is, how much of the 
tariff goes to the Government as revenue and how much to the 
protected interests as tribute or graft? I have seen many esti- 
mates, and the weight of the evidence is, I think, that for every 
dollar the Dingley tariff put in the Treasury as revenue it put 
from $5 to $8 in the treasuries of the protected manufacturers 
as tribute. 

I have never been able to persuade myself that such a law is 
a proper exercise of the Government’s taxing power. I deny its 
right to take from the pockets of some citizens their hard- 
earned dollars to put them mto the pockets of other citizens. 
As the Gevernment has been collecting over $300,000,000 a year 
revenue from customhouse taxation, and as at least five times 
as much ts collected from the people each year for tribute to the 
manufacturers, and as this has been going on for 40 years it 
hecomes apparent why there is such concentration of wealth as 
I have already adverted to. 

With annual tribute paid by the American people of from 
10 io 20 millions on steel rails alone, it is little wonder that the 
24 directors of the Steel Trust represent one-twelfth of the 
country’s entire wealth. 

How long, O Lord, how long! 

Not the least of the objections to this system of public robbery 
under the forms of law is the fact that it is dishonest and im- 
moral, in that the law authorizes the manufacturer to collect 
money from the people for his individual benefit and under the 
protection of the taxing power. It is like authorizing the 
grocer, by law, to put sand in the sugar or authorizing the 
butcher te weigh his hand with the meat; and the protection 
idea, the idea that he is getting the advantage, that the law 
enables him through protection to get something for nothing 
is sapping the foundation of public morals and of public hon- 
esty. 

But, as I see it, the greatest evil is the danger to repub- 
Itean form of government. We can not safely ignore the lessons 
of history, and one of them surely is that wealth is pewer, and 
those who control the wealth of a country will control its gov- 
ernment and its destinies. 

When we consider that one out of each hundred of our people 
own over half the country’s wealth, and that the ownership of 
that half, through banks, trust companies, insurance companies, 
and otherwise makes them the custodians of much of the re- 


The time of the gentleman 


mainder, which is almost as useful to them as the ownership of | 
And we should consider, | 


it, the danger becomes more apparent. 
too, that many of the very rich seem to be getting tired of a 
republican form of government and are willing, if net anxious, 
to use their vast wealth for the purpose of purchasing titled 
sons-in-law and arranging matters so that our children and 
grandchildren will have to produce dividends or rent to be sent 
abroad to maintain the titled descendants of these modern Tories 
in affluent dissipation. 

While protection is not the sole cause of these evils, it is the 
most far-reaching and the most prolific one, and little progress 


can be made in other directions so long as the law permits a | 
favored few to thus exploit the people. This bill is therefore | 


in the right direction, is well worthy of support, and ought to 
pass. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 25 minutes to the | 


gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rvupey]. 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman from 
Alabama for the courtesy he has extended to me. A new Mem- 
ber on this floor, it would Ill become me to consume much of the 
time allotted to this side of the Hall in the discussion of this 
important question. I want to promise the House here now that 
whatever of merit or demerit my speech may contain, it will at 
lexst possess one quality which will commend ftself to you, and 
that will be its brevity. 
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When I came here and looked around me, it oceurr 
that this House might be likened unto a great sch 
seemed to me, as I noticed the difference in the expe: 
the knowledge of the Members of this body, that th 
be found here those who are freshmen, sophomores. 
and seniors in this great school. Indeed, Mr. Chair: 
occurred to me that there are those who by reason 
great experience and their many years of distinguishe| 
in this body may well be denoted post graduates in t) 
tution. 

I thought when I came that I would enter as a f; 
But a few days ago as I listened to the speech of the cen 
from LEllinois, the ex-Speaker of the House, and when he 
forth his map and talked to us about the geography of « 
and delivered to us what he was pleased to term a kind 
lecture, I became convinced that I had overlooked « 
ment in this body, and I was forced to conclude that t! 
odd new Members would be considered as belon 
kindergarten. [Laughter and applause.] 

Be that as it may, Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied t! 
ence in this body does and should play an important | 
the new Members have received at the hands of the old 
many courtesies which we appreciate. I have | 
tentively to the debates on this and other measures. 
might be said that the new Members of this body h 
noted for their careful, candid, and interested attenti 
debates. And let me express the hope that we ima: 
so to do, even should the fortunes of future elections 
become old Members of this great body. 

Mr. Chairman, I come from an agricultural district. 
the limits of my district the largest town contains | 
2,500 inhabitants. My people are an agricultural | 
voted for the reciprocity bill. I voted for it, first, 
broad ground that its passage would be beneficial to ¢! 
country, from one end of it to the other, and that betw 
countries such as the United States and Canada there o 
be no artificial tariff wall. 

I voted for it, in the second place, because I bel! i 
the interest of the agricultural people of this country t 
no tariff between Canada and the United States. [.A; 
the Democratic side.] When the statistics are carefully exam- 
ined, and when it is seem that the balance of trade between this 
country and Canada is in our favor, I can see no disadvantag 
on the contrary, I see great advantage to our agricultura! 
in getting rid of that tariff wall. [Applause on the D: 
side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I have here some figures in reference t 
matter, which I shall not take the time now to read, ! 
incorporate in my printed remarks, They are figures 
been used before on this floor by other speakers, but { 
conclusively that the balance of trade between the | 
tries is in favor of the United States. 

The Government statistics show that in five years 
June 30— 


We sold in Canada 
Canada sold to us 


Difference in our favor. ) 
These Government statistics further show that in t 
five years— 
Horses : 


We sold in Canada 
Canada sold to us 


Difference in our favor 


Cattle : 
We sold in Canada 
Ce Ee eae ee ee ; l, 


Difference in our favor. 


Meat and dairy products: 
We sold in Canada 
Canada sold to us 


Difference in our favor 


Breadstuffs : 
We sold in Canada 
Canada sold to us 


Difference in our fayor.___......----------- 

Of the foregoing items we sold to Canada $53,009" 
than Canada sold to us. 

I voted for the reciprocity bill for another reason, 
was that I knew full well that just as soon as it W 
there would come right along after it this measure \ 
are now considering, the companion bill—if you 
farmers’ bill—which, far more than the reciprocity } 
relieves the burdens wpon the people of our country |“). 








t 

Democratic side], and especially upon that great army | 

dueers, the American farmers, whom, more than anyone | 
{ have the honor to represent upon this floor. 

strongly in favor of the passage of the pending bill. | 

penefit my people. I am one of those that believes a | 


; er of this body should legislate for all the people he 
nts without regard to their political affiliations, and 
bill that will benefit every man, woman, and child 


my district. This bill puts upon the free list practically 
rticle used by the farmer in the production of his crop 

the equipment of his farm. It benefits every farmer in 
wok and corner of this Republic. It places upon the 
the plow and the harrow used upon the hillside and 
alley, the cultivator and the planter used upon our 
extended prairie land, the harvester and the header 
the West and in the great Northwest, the cotton gin 
erything used in cultivating and caring for the cotton 
the Southland, the wagons and the harness used everywhere, 
re fencing used to inclose the farm land, and the lumber 
hich to build the homes and the barns and the granaries. 
further than that. It is broader than that. It 
; upon the free list the bread and the meat and the boots 

he shoes that are so absolutely necessary to the working- 

of this country, whether they work upon the farm, whether 

ey work in the mines, in the factory, upon our great railroads, 
-T care not where. The very reading of this measure, the 
enumeration of the articles contained therein is, to my mind, 
sufficient to convince any reasonable man that it will be a great 
henefit to all the people and ought to become a law. I shall 


goes 


not read it, but will incorporate in my printed remarks the 
tems which it places upon the free list. 
This bill places upon the free list the following articles: 
Plows, tooth and disk harrows, headers, harvesters, reapers, agri- 


iral drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, threshing 
es and cotton gins, farm wagons and farm carts, and all other 
iral implements of any kind and description, whether specifically 
tioned herein or not, whether in whole or in parts, including repair 





sagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar fabrics, materials, 
r coverings, suitable for covering and baling cotton, composed in whole 
or in part of jute, jute butts, hemp, flax, seg, Russian seg, New Zealand 
Norwegian tow, aloe, mill waste, cotton tares, or any other mate- 
rials or fibers suitable for covering cotton; and burlaps and bags or 
sacks composed wholly or in part of jute or burlaps or other material 
suitable for bagging or sacking agricultural products. 

loop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths, punched or 
not punched, or wholly or partly manufactured into hoops or ties, 

ted or not coated with paint or any other preparation, with or with- 

yuckles or fastenings, for baling cotton any other commodity ; 

and wire for baling hay, straw, and other agricultural products. 

Grain, buff, split, rough and sole leather, band, bend, or belting 
ther, boots and shoes made wholly or in chief value of leather made 

cattle hides and cattle skins of whatever weight, of cattle of the 

vine species, including caifskins; and harness, saddles, and saddlery, 
n sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, composed wholly or in chief 

of leather; and leather cut into shoe uppers or vamps or other 
ms suitable for conversion into manufactured articles. 
Barbed fence wire, wire rods, wire strands or wire rope, wire woven 
or manufactured for wire fencing, and other kinds of wire suitable for 
fencing, including wire staples. 
, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and meats of all kinds, fresh, salted, 
1, dried, smoked, dressed or undressed, prepared or preserved in 
manner; bacon, hams, shoulders, lard, lard compounds and lard 
ibstitutes; and sausage and sausage meats. 

Buckwheat flour, corn meal, wheat flour and semolina, rye flour, bran, 

idlings, and other offals of grain, oatmeal and rolled oats, and all 
prepared cereal foods; and biscuits, bread, wafers, 
hot sweetened. 

limber, hewn, sided, or squared, round timber used for spars or In 
building wharves, shingles, laths, fencing posts, sawed boards, planks, 
ils, and other lumber, rough or dressed, except boards, planks, deals, 
other lumber, of lignum-vite, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, 
mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all other cabinet woods. 
4 machines, and all parts thereof. 
Salt, whether in bulk or in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages 



























I can not, Mr. Chairman, in the limited time at my disposal 
enter into a détailed discussion of this measure. I 


have lis- 


and similar articles | 


tened carefully to the arguments presented against it by those | 


nnon 


upon the other side of the Hall who oppose it, but I have lis 
tened in vain for a single substantial reason why it should not 


pass. 


_The opposition has been one of criticism and technicality. 
Some oppose this measure because it is too broad and opens too | 


wide the door of trade. 
too narrow and does not place upon the free list some thing 
rhich in their opinion should be there. Still others oppos 
purely technical reasons, because its phraseology or gran 
tical construction or something of that kind is not just right 


‘he argument most frequently resorted to by those upon the 
her side has been that the passage of this measure would 


‘ose factories and reduce wages. I 
Chairman, that is an old, old cry. It has come down to 1 
through many years. It has been used not only to frighten the 
Congress of the United States, but it has been used upon ele 

ton day to intimidate the voter [applause on the Democratic 


want to say here, Mr 


’ 


Some oppose it because, perchance, it | d 


















side] and to carry the elections in this country 
lieve that it will close a factory. I do believe that 
sibly reduce the income of some of tl rillion: 
factories, but it will not close single fact 
reduce the wage of a sing! tborer t l 
with some surprise, Mr. Ch: n, ‘ 
other side. I have heard Re ri ie pec 
my part of the country, but I did j 
kind of speeches here that w I 
speeches here to be upon a hig la ! 
what we found oO e ' 
were made in my district by the opposit 
the history of our district, and 
the hard times of the Cleve ul 
I am surprised when I he 
these same old speeches. Why, Mr. ‘ 
} ; g the t riff 20 l 
du a bill to hi I 
those upon ft l 
ists, would make grt speeches about 
* Cleveland’s administratio [App! 
side.] Even further t tl Mr. ¢ 
the last great day, the judgr day 
idy to sound the tru é l he d 
protectionist, if he happens to | ( h, w 
say, “ Mr. Gabriel, just ld « i 
horn; I want to say just a few \ ( 
administration.” [Applause o I 
they talk to us about closing the f: It ] 
strated on this floor that the manufacturer of { 
takes his products abroad l 1 tl 
he sells them to the people ( ! T 
and shoe factories: re exporter they 
ucts in foreign lands. And 1 el whi [ 
boot and shoe factories, let 1 I'v 
this same question was be ! d 
boot and shoe factories came |} he S 
he House committee and said t I 
they said, “if you give us fret lo 
but we would like to keep tha 1 f I 
but we can do without it And if you will 
we will reduce the price of sho nn 
The Payne-Aldrich tariff bill was l 
hides: it gave th a 10 per t I 
being decreased in price fror t 
been reased { 25 to 1 
But the ly i redu ) 
country a great railroad syst 
been trying to get hold of 
the job to two or thre rh oie { 
refused, presumably because ‘ re 
large salary. Salaries have | ‘ ! 
than the salary paid the r 
and yet that same railroad and 
the Republican panic of 190 
economize, began « izi ! 
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going again to be wu 
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it that it would be ce he far 
sideration of this bill been most bitter in their opy 
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I know a farmer, away out yonder in the central part of this | 
great country; he dwells in a little valley in the Ozark Moun- | to be almost phenomenal. 
tains of south Missouri, among as good a people as God ever | 


let live upon this earth. [Applause.] He came there when a 
boy. At the breaking out of the Civil War he entered the Army 


and gave four of the best years of his life to the service of | 


his country. After the war was over he came back home, mar- 
ried, entered a piece of land, and settled down upon the little 
farm where he lives to-day. Years came and went. Many 
children came to bless that little home, trials and hardships 
came upon him, but he shirked not. By dint of hard and hon- 
est toil from early morn until late at night, day in and day out, 
he was enabled to provide for that growing family. 

One by one as those boys and girls grew to manhood and 
womanhood they left that old home. Two or three of them 


located on farms in the near-by neighborhood, but a larger | 


number of them, lured by the dazzling splendor of the great 
city, are now eking out a small subsistence in factories, in ma- 
chine shops, and behind the counters in the great department 
stores. "Way back yonder in old Missouri, on that homestead, 
the father and mother live to-day. Now, here is what I want 
to emphasize: Every year of his life that farmer has gone to 
the county seat, he has hunted up the county collector, and paid 
to him his taxes, State, county, and school, out of his hard- 
earned savings, Every year of his life he has disposed of the 
products of his farm and has therewith purchased the neces- 
saries of life. During all those years every time he purchased 
an imported article upon which a tariff duty was levied, and 
those articles were few in number, he paid a tax for the support 
of his Government. And during all those years every time he 
purchased a home-manufactured article, upon which a protec- 
tive tariff duty was levied, and those articles were many, he 
paid a tax to the manufacturing interests of this land. 


he has been compelled every year to pay to the manufacturing 
industries of this country is wrong, is unjust, and ought not to 
be. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

You gentlemen upon the other side promised to reduce these 
burdens. You promised it when you wrote your platform in 
1908 at Chicago. You have not done it. Are you going to do it 
now? The farmer, Mr. Chairman, that I have mentioned here, 
is but a type. The life story of that farmer is but the life story 
of millions of farmers throughout this land. 
and patriotic, they are the bone, the sinew, the highest type of 
American manhood. [Applause.] 

My predecessor occupied a seat upon the other side of this 
¥Iall in the last Congress. I have the honor in the present Con- 
gress to occupy a seat upon this side of the Hall. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] He was a member of the majority in 
the last Congress. I am a member of the majority in this Con- 
gress. [Applause on the Democratic side.] But, oh, Mr. Chair- 
man, what 


measures that we have already passed, and a difference which 
will become more and more manifest as the days and weeks 
Zo by. 


I listened to the speech of the gentleman from Wisconsin | 


[Mr. Lenroor], and I agreed with him in one thing, although I 
could not agree with him in the main part of his argument. He 
stated that if his party bad been true to its pledges that we 
upon this side of the House would be in the minority instead of 
in the majority. 
the other side. He was a stand-pat Republican. He violated his 
party’s pledge; he voted for the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill. If 
he had acted with the gentleman from Wisconsin and a few 
others on his side of the House two years ago, and stood by his 


party platform, possibly things might be reversed between my | 


late opponent and myself. 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield five minutes more to the gentle- 
man. 
Mr. RUBEY. 


sembied representatives of a party meet and formulate its plat- 
form, that platform becomes a solemn and sacred agreement 
between the party and the people that support that party. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] And he who receives the nomi- 


nation upon that platform does so knowing full well the contents | 


of it, and if elected he should do everything in his power to 
carry into effect the policies and the pledges of his party. 

We are to-day making history. This is a history-making Con- 
gress. 

Already we have done some things which, though almost revo- 
lutionary in their nature, have been done with such a spirit of 


| high in the esteem and admiration of his party. 


| the future. 


The | 
tax which he paid to his State and to his county and to his | 
school and to his Nation was just and right, but the tax which | 


Honest, upright, | 


a difference between that majority and this ma- | 
jority, as evidenced by what we have already done and by the | 


My opponent, as I said a moment ago, was un | 


Mr. Chairman, it has been said, and truly said, | 
that this Government is a government by parties. When the as- | 


peace and unanimity on the part of the party that did 4) 
When our caucus met—t}, 
cratic caucus—and nominated its Speaker, I believe for ; 
time in the history of this country we witnessed the no 
of a man to that position, to serve his first term, by th: 
mous yote of his party. That fact in itself shows that | 
[Ap] 
the Democratic side.] 

We admire him, we honor him, we believe that he is 
of fulfilling the duties of that high office, no matter , 
duties may be now, may have been in the past, or 1 
He is just as able to carry them out as 
who has ever occupied that position. [Applause on t 
cratic side. ! 

Yet, notwithstanding our love for and our confide: 
believing that the selection of committees should res 
body itself and not with the Speaker, the first thing 
to place their selection with the House itself, and th: 
hailed by the people of this country as one of the gre 
we have ever taken for the advancement of represent 
ernment here. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Then, Mr. Chairman, when this House convened in s 
sion it went to work, it got right down to business, and 
busy ever since. The first thing we did was to elim 
a hundred useless jobs and thereby save to the peopl 
like $182,000 annually. Then we took up and passed | 
tion providing for the election of United States Se 
direct vote of the people. We then passed the recim 
We passed the measure reapportioning Representat 
several States. Then we took up the present bill. I 
Congress after Congress has convened and in the 
tariff legislation they have passed laws in the inte: 
manufacturers of this country. 

Mr. CLINE. And we passed the campaign expenses 

Mr. RUBEY,. Yes; as the gentleman says, we passed 
requiring the publication of campaign contributions 
well as after elections, and on that occasion we w 
remarkable occurrence of every man present voting 

As I said before, the Congresses have heretofore 
favor of the manufacturer and the special interest 
now considering a bill that is not for the benefit of 
interests in this country, but for the benefit of the ¢ 
of the people. We are going to pass this bill, and 
have done so we will take up another bill of be 
people and pass it, and so, one by one, we are g¢ 
those measures which the people are demanding anid 
of interest to the people all over the country. [Ap 
Democratic side.] And when the gavel falls at 
the Sixty-second Congress this side of the House, 
cratic side, will have redeemed every pledge that 
to the American people. [Prolonged applause on 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 45 mi 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Heim]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentu 
nized for 45 minutes. 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, I learned my tariff 
those patron saints of Kentucky Democracy, Beck, ©: 
Breckinridge, whose memory is still revered and cl 
in whose footsteps the younger generation delight t 
well as from those old Democratic masters of the | 
of Watterson, Blackburn, and McCreary, men who 
luster and renown upon our State and are now | 
councils of our Nation. 

The star-eyed goddess of tariff reform, once more | 
cendency, has her abode and abiding place in Ke 
plause.] As the result of the teachings of these « 
whom I referred, the people of my State understand 
ings and the operations of the tariff. They know | 
result of legislation placed upon the books by a more 
political party unhallowed tribute has been wrung ! 
They know that by unjust and unequal laws you of ' 
have gathered tainted wealth from them. They know 
tariff has not added a single dollar in value to any on 
staple products that support them. They know that tl 
ucts are part of the basis of the surplus that goes into | 
kets of the world, and that the price has always be 
there. They know that with the rarest exceptions | 
does not increase the cost of any article when the ex}" 
that article largely exceed the imports of the same. Tli 
that whenever the price is increased by the tariff, the 
and not the foreign importer pays the tax. They kn 
the tariff incubates monopoly and shelter trusts; that the 'r 
rate often overbalances the apparent effect of the tar! 


} 


that a prohibitive tariff brings no revenue to the Governmen! 
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es augment the bank accounts of the beneficiaries of the The Republican Select Committee on Wages c ! 
that a feast is preferable to famine: that the truth i author zed ind directed toe ascet n and 
werful and enduring than f hood: that intelligence | of extreme high cost of living. exons ed the t; rf by siv ,: 
hetter and more desirable thar orance It , 
ndamental, basic propositions have been understood 


‘ ople of my State since a time when the memory of man 
not to the contrary. he price of food : 


THE SURPLUS FIY ES THE PRICE 


ore than balf the Re s House 
rhe statement has been made on this floor that the place} pave joey nverted to this 1 , a tebe 


ere the greatest quantity of a product i ‘sold fixes the price d Demoeratie law of osm , iH ‘ O protection 


product. I deny the proposition d no one can say, and . are 


say it truthfully, that the surplus of all the wheat produced by | ¢, pj), or Apvlaus n t a , a 
he wheat-raising countries—I have selected that, because | gpriyey the Rey can mai . 
around that item this fight has been waged—that the surplus of 5 the defenders of the high prote 

the wheat-producing countries in the world does not exceed | fron, the floor in this debate. S . 
rplus sold by any one wheat-producing country in the Party is being driven fr i : 


\ |. The official statistics show that the world’s product of For . 
whit last year amounted to 5,667,494,000 bushels; that the wheat trios 1 h . sin fi = o aiee 
ng countries of the world exported in 1908—the figures | ,jort, } t defer t in the f 














hat year being the latest that I could obtain—468,561.011 | jpye: — it has ae is i Soke vorth any R fo 
ishels, and the same year 24,469,940 barrels of flour. Esti- | politically to do so. [Applause on the Demo 
ng 5 bushels of wheat to the barrel of flour, we have a tot ~ Your Republican President did are : 
surplus of wheat amounting to 590,900,711 bushels. If the price | the speech referred to before the General A 
wheat is not fixed by the sur us, how is it that in those | a¢ gprinefiek On the he 
ries, even in those localities where consumption exceeds : ; 
ction, the price of wheat does not exceed the price of ‘ seat aa at = ae , : : , 
heat in those places where production does exceed consumption ? thought 1 the 5 
\ll of the counties in the district that I represent are wheat ; inufactures behind the tariff wi: ' 
ving counties. In some of them the msumption exceeds inn a oa , p22 tas’ 2 
he production. In some of them the production exceeds the y which the price could b da i t f 
sumption. Yet the price in each of them or in all of them is | **ken advantage of, led | ct 
the market price paid in the business centers, less the freight ac in Aue taal teenie as 0 af 
from the shipping point to the business centers. | production abroad, the cost of a 
Much has been said here on the floor about the vast area of | 2% Prove to the Gomestk . 
Canada that is capable of producing wheat, and that the tide | TE AND INEE A 
f immigration is rushing into that portion of Canada. Ad Let us look at this propo 
ting all that has been said to be true, what are you going t tempt to deceive the peopl ‘ . 
do about it? How can you stop the development? The people | ence in cost of pro ‘ ‘ 
re going to these lands, and the increasing surplus that Can- | pro to the n uf: IreT s £ t RR 
1 produces will simply be augmented by the increased area | perverts the object of gove 
and the increased production. You have to meet the surpl f | on legislative credit. It is: v mie ft re 
anada in the markets of the world now. whether this i sult by a different route, a1 
rocity bill passes or not, and you will simply have to meet | cure precisely the e re i { 
that increasing surplus in the markets of the world. | modification, it is the same roy with 
That this increased surplus may tend to lower the price of | The cost of production 
wheat I admit, unless consumption keeps pace with it | ing proposition, even und 
The reports that are being received bespeak a most bountiful r flicient 1 inefficis i 
p for this year. No farmer should be alarmed if the price} stru« n essibility of raw 1 
wheat should fall, for with the prospects of a greater yield. | acter and kind of m 
asa matter ofcourse, the price would have a tendency to lower. | so forth: and 1 ay 7 
Year by year the Republican Party is filching Democratic | the maximu P prote 
doctrines. sehold at this belated day the Republican President | there is n rotect 
the United States, either converted to the true doctrine and | Why will the prod 


faith or else unwilling longer to deceive the American people | duction when he has the 
s to the working of the tariff. Im his speech before the ger that, at all hazards, | 
ral assembly at Springfield, Ill., on February 11, he, in part, | fair profit? Aptly stated, the 


said : ‘ like methods. ‘rhe d yi! s 

















There is a difference of 10 or more cents a bushel on wheat and other | increase, and the . 7 , Lis : 
us between the markets in Winnipeg and Minneapolis, and this dif ness sanctioned by Iedera 2 ( hile the 
is fully explained by the lack of transportation and eleyat ; ocomnaw : flated cost 
ities amd by the greater difficulty that the Canadian farmer now | ° a ie 
point of economic carriage from the Northwest to Liverpool, | S0i@:;¥ DY Treason ¢ <i U1 
» sale of this surplus and the price of whe is fixed for t During ti debate 1 i er 
ro let the wheat of the Northwest co down to Mir is and | of labor in Cana = the ] 1 
will steady the price of wheat, will prevent its tuation, | . nae ° aston) Loa 
l mek ; 7 AT } ; =i forni nN , ‘ >The gentiemal irom i a 
make speculations more difficult, and will furnish 1 rreater insur- ‘ a ew Eiet ES 
gainst the short crop and higher prices. But that it will In the ‘ l address, stated i eit I 
end or substantially reduce the price of wheat. which is fixed for the wav from his Canadian ne 


vorid at Liverpool, no one familiar with conditions can assert. ae - . 
people, daily there wi 









In the practice of law I was always better pleased to make River from Canada int he | ‘ 
out my case with the other fellow’s witnesses, and I have de States into Canada, earning their da 
vot 1 some portion of this address to such high authorities in of wages was not inv as to 
the Republican Party as the President and to Republicans of | peceiyed the highest rt 
such high renown as our Secretary of Agriculture, who spiked whieh side the job or tl 
he guns of the Republican teachers of the false doctrine that 


Our friends from Iov 


He tariff is of any benefit to the farmer when he stated in his] typheq about the pris ( 


open letter to the legislative committee of the National Grange | -ecyit of the enactmet f 

February 9, 1911, that the price of wheat raised in the United a loss to understand 

States was fixed in Liverpool, and said: alarm. Can it be } ( 
The United States produces surplus wheat above domestie requii one egg a day? Or ( 


Ine and this surplus production is sold in foreign countries. The 
price of our export surplus is governed by the world’s requirement, being 
regulated by the law of supply and 4d 1d. The price of wheat in 
the United States while we are exporting is governed by the price at 
Walch the surplus is sold, as a general proposition. Occasionally wheat 
“orners May interfere with the law of supply and demand and temp 
rarily affect the price. 


one egg a day 
nvolved in the pr 
Democratic le. 
more milk than the average ( 


milk stand more ' ( 
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and applause on the Democratic side.] I take it that when it 
comes to extracting the fluid from the cow, milking is milking 
on both sides of the line. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] is broken- 
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hearted over the fact that a Canadian fishing in the same hole | 


with a Yankee 
Yankee can. 
bait. With 


fisherman can catch fish cheaper than 
I presume that it is a question of the cost of 
us this enterprise of fishing has always been 


the | 


largely a matter of luck, and if the Canadian can outluck the | 


Yankee fisherman I believe that the proposition is even beyond 
the aid or control of the Federal Congress of the United 
States. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

I would suggest, however, if permitted to do so, to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts that the best bait for a fisherman 
is to be found in Kentucky, but it is never used on the hook. 

The above instances are fair illustrations of the ridiculous 
extremes to which protectionists go. It is a great blessing that 
the rains, the air, and the sunlight are under the sole and 


exclusive control of the good Lord above else some Republican | 


would place a prohibitive tariff on them, and no one be al- 
lowed the benefits of either who does not vote the Republican 
ticket or put up campaign funds for that party. There are 
gentlemen on the other side of the aisle who do not believe 
that an Italian can run a pusheart fruit stand or a street 
organ, or that a Greek can run a shoe-shine stand without a 
protective tariff. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

These instances that I have cited simply serve to show to 
what ridiculous extremes protectionists will go. 


DANGER SIGNALS TO THE FARMER. 


When I see such defenders of the tariff system arraigned 
against the reciprocity bill as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. DaLzet.], as the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpney], 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CaNNon], all of them 
high priests of protection, I am thoroughly convinced that there 
is virtue in this measure for the farmers and for the people 
generally, for the red light on the track is no more evidence of 
danger to the engineer than the position of those three men 
on this bill is to me. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
When the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Datzett] stated, 
as he did on the 15th day of February last, that the Republican 
protectionist, when this vote is taken, marches to his doom I 
am fortified in my opinion. When the gentleman from Michigan 
{Mr. ForpNnry] stated, as he did in his address to this House, 
that he was for any amendment that would defeat it or kill it, 
and to amend it was to kill it, I am further satisfied of the 
course that I should pursue. When the gentleman from Illinois 
{[Mr. Cannon], the rider of the Republican winds and the 
stirrer of the Republican storms, stated, as he did in his 
speech on the 15th day of April, and appealed to all men who are 
of Republican faith, that if the Republican Party is to live it 
can live only by being true to and supporting the policies of 
protection, which policy this bill attacks, my belief becomes a 
conviction. . 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] prophesies penal- 
ties will follow the enactment of the bill, and the United States 
Steel Co. proceeds forthwith to start the discipline to which he 
no doubt referred. Was the wish father to the thought? Would 
the protectionist welcome a made-to-order panic in order to fore- 
stall the bill? Let the interests bear in mind that the American 
people have been patient and forbearing, that if the issne to 
which he refers does come that it will be fought to a finish, and 
it will be in vain for them to cry “ socialism,” or if the disasters 
the gentleman from Illinois predicts do come be it ever remem- 
bered that the reciprocity bill is the offspring of a Republican 
President and that he brought on the difficulty. Let no farmer 
be deceived by the wail or tears of these men to whom I have 
referred. Their interest is not for him. They plead but to pre 
serve the protective system and policy, for no one knows better 
than they that when the hoodwink is removed from the eyes of 
the farmer and he realizes that he derives no benefit from the 
protective tariff, then the protective policy is indeed doomed and 
the Republican Party destroyed. None of them believe in re- 
vision downward, The first question for the farmer to solve for 
himself is whether he is a protectionist. The farmer, like every 
other business man, is interested in the widest possible expan- 
sion of the trade on the best possible terms. I have taken pains 
to secure first-handed the freight rates on wheat and lumber 
from cities on the Canadian border and Chicago to points in 
central Kentucky, the portion of the State in which the district 
I represent is located. I now send it to the Clerk’s desk and 
would like to have it read in my time. 


The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the letter designated 
in the gentleman’s time. 


| 


May 3. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


WHEAT AND LUMBER—VARIOUS POINTS TO STANFORD, 
AND VERSAILLES. 


PARIS, RI 


& NASHVILLE RaAILtroap € 
Louisville, Ky., April 2 


LOUISVILLE 
Mr. Harvey Hevm, 
House of Representatives, United States, 
Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sir: Referring to your letter of April 23. The foll 
the present rates in cents per 100 pounds: 


Lumber, rough or dressed 
from— 


j | 

| Wheat, | 

| carload, | 

| from aa i 

Duluth | | | 
and | 

Minne- 

apolis, 

Minn. 


|Williams-| ,,. 


=e | burg, neville 
Ky. 


132 
1 25 
und 127 
7 125 


Paris, Ky 
Richmond, Ky 


Stanford, Ky. | 
Versailles, Ky 





1 Carload minimum in cars of 28,000 pounds capacity, 26,000 pounds; car 
mum in cars of 30,000 pounds capacity, 28.000 pounds; carload minin 
49,000 pounds capacity, 34,000 pounds; carload minimum in cars of 50,\1 


| capacity, 44,000 pounds. 





? Carload minimum, 34,000 pounds. 
3 Carload minimum, 30,000 pounds. 


Yours, truly, D, M. Goopwyy, 


General Freight Agent 
FREIGHT RATES INSURMOUNTABLE PROTECTION. 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, the point I wanted to make y 
that freight rates from Canadian points on wheat and on lu: 
from Canadian points and Chicago to central Kentucky town 
are an insurmountable protection in themselves. From the 
letter, it appears that the freight rates on wheat from Minne- 
apolis to central Kentucky towns is 32 cents per 100 pounds, or 
about 20 cents per bushel. 

No one has ever claimed that there is a difference of 20 cents 
per bushel between Canadian wheat and wheat in the Unit 
States. The tariff, in my opinion, has never kept a gra f 
wheat out of the local market in central Kentucky. It has 
never kept a stick of timber or a plank from Canada out of 
central Kentucky points. But the freight rate has, and it 
always will do so. There is always a line in matters of trans- 
portation where all profit is consumed by freight rates or trans- 
portation, and it is impossible for Canadian wheat to 1 
central Kentucky towns and pay the freight, tariff or no tariff. 

I do not say that there are not spots along the Canadian line 
or even a twilight zone along the Canadian line, where wh 
by reason of transportation or elevator facilities may not be 
higher in the United States than in Canada. But it is the ex 
ception, and it is not the rule. It should also be borne i 
that the millers of the United States require the hard Ca: 
wheat to mix with their soft wheat in order to make 
flour. An examination of the prices of wheat at W 
which corresponds to the Chicago market, will disclose the fact 
that wheat is selling at Winnipeg, which the gentleman 
Indiana, my friend [Mr. CuLtop], well knows, higher ¢! 
in Chicago. The closing prices at each place for the dates men 
tioned is as follows. 

However, I will not read them, but will insert them. 
Closing prices of wheat on Ohicago and Winnipeg markets for ! 

given. 
(May delivery.] 


. 15, 1911.. 
pr. 17, 1911.. 
. 18, 1911.. 


. 21, 1911 


Two weeks ago May wheat was quoted on the Chicago | 
of Trade at 85 cents per bushel. To-day’ it is quoted a! 
cents per bushel. a 

The total value of domestic breadstuff produced in the U1 . 
States in the last five years that the home market cov d no 
absorb was $849,302,878. This went into our export trade. W° 
imported only $20,808,905 worth. In the same five years \' 
exported 280,808,905 bushels of wheat, valued at $290,051 4, Loo 
and impc “ted 3,908,864 bushels of wheat, valued at $3,415,1-'. 





1911. 


CULLOP. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. Will the 
there? 
Mr. HELM. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOP. On all wheat shipped into this country for 
export of the kind you have described, to mix with the United 

tes soft wheat, is not the tariff only 1 per cent of 25 cents a 
shel? 

Mr. HELM. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOP. So that there is practically no tariff on that 
heat at all? 

Mr. HELM. I wish, Mr. Chairman, to give some front-door 
propositions, some blackboard demonstrations, as it were, of the 
uition with reference to wheat and our exports of agricul- 
tural and farm products. 

I make -the broad statement that the freight rate from Cana- 
dian points to central Kentucky points will always offset all 
differences in prices, if any, on all competing products of Ken- 
tucky and Canada, 

EXCESS OF EXPORTS 


gentleman permit an interruption 


% 


OVER IMPORTS IN FARM PRODUCTS. 

But a few years ago Germany either excluded or threatened 
to exclude our meat products from her market. This caused a 
decline in prices and alarmed the farmers. I refer to this as 
an object lesson, showing that the farmers need the widest mar- 
ket for their surplus products. The merchant who has the most 
customers is always the most prosperous business man. The 
United States is, as it were, a gigantic department store; it has 
everything to sell, and to prosper it must have the greatest pos- 
sible number of customers. If this vast volume of agricultural 
products that we are producing here annually, and which our 
people can not absorb, could not find its way into foreign mar- 
kets the price of our home products would necessarily fall. 

Canada can never be a corn-raising territory; the seasons are 
too short. Without corn they can put few, if any, hogs on the 
market. During the five years last past we exported 391,- 
901.418 bushels of corn, valtied at $209,856,762, and imported 
268,551, valued at $200,128. The reciprocity bill will give us 
a better market for corn and a better market for hogs. 


Carload after carload of cattle leave central Kentucky an- | 


nually, via Newport News, for Liverpool. All the time there 


has been a tariff here on cattle and meats of all kinds. The 
Liverpool market has been free and open to the world. Why | 


has not our tariff made our prices higher here than there? 
The contrary is true; if it were not, the shipper of the cattle 
would need not protection but an asylum. The winter season 
in Canada is longer, necessitating a longer feeding season, 
with hay and corn to be imported for feeding purposes. The 
farmers in my section are frequently compelled to go to Kansas 
City, Chicago, St. Louis, and Cincinnati for cattle to graze and 
feed their grain to. They rush their calves and pigs to market, 
thereby losing the weight of the grown and developed animal, 
which serves to limit the quantity of food, minimizing repro- 
duction also. The difference in freight rates will prevent the 
butcher .stuff from Canada from competing with our butcher 
stuff in our near-by markets. 
because it makes for them a wider territory to control, and 
their agents who go among the farmers are walking delegates 
in opposition to this measure. 

The exportation of meat products from the United States for 
the years 1904-1908, inclusive, has varied from $170,000,000 to 
235,000,000 in value. If Canadian cattle are cheaper than 
our cattle, it occurs to me that, the freight rates permitting, it 
would be to the interest of the Kentucky farmer to buy the 
cheap feeders there, to which to feed his corn and graze on his 
grass. 

The number and value of cattle raised in the United States 
in the last five years that the home market could not absorb 


and that were exported were 1,703,472, valued at $136,244.82, | 


In the same time we imported 310,816, valued at $5,080,856. 

The Kentucky farmer often goes to St. Louis, and even as 
far as Kansas City, for the low-grade cheap horse. The Canadian 
horse sells for more than the average-grade horse of the United 
States, and Canada is a splendid market for horses. And for 
these reasons, together with the protection resulting from 
freight rates, they are insured against a lower price for their 
horses. The high-grade Kentucky horse is in a class by itself, 
and defies all competition. [Applause.] 


The total number of horses exported by the United States, as | 


shown by the latest available figures for the years 1904 to 1908, 
inclusive, was 149,704, valued at $17,900,101, while at the same 
time we imported 29,852, valued at $8,900,521. In the same year 
we exported 29,815 mules, valued at $3,948,687. 

Having shown the magnitude of our agricultural exports over 
imports of the same kind, to demonstrate that the tariff can 
hot increase their market value any more than a tariff on raw 
cotton, on which there has never been a tariff, and of which we 
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raise 13,000,000 bales and export 8,000,000, and which bas in- 
creased in price from 6 cents to 16 cents per pound, I now desire 


to present 





a comparison of our trade balances along the same 
line with Canada, which is presented in concise form in the 
letter prepared by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLI 
FORD], which I will not take time yw to read, but I will in- 
sert it. 

| The letter referred to is as follows 
| The Lumber Trust and the Paper T ta vaging a f e fight 
| against reciprocity. They are maki le t r s to get the 
farmer to join them Wherever possib ‘ ilis t 
which circulate among the farmers I t t 
believe that by reason of the tariff he g han t f 
price for his products 
Canada has a tariff which operates a st sold in 
Canada. We have a tariff which operates against Canadian products 
sold here Reciprocity is an agreement between the ty countries to 
modify both tariffs with a view to more extended trad 
In spite of these obstructive tariffs a large trade has 1 
tween us and Canada. In five years ending Ju » 3 $ l 
kinds-— 
We sold in Canada ga 417.276 
Canada sold to us___-- : italia . 393, 913, 6 
Difference in onr favor 492, 503, TO3 
These figures show that Canada is a good country for us to trade 
with. Any country which buys from us more than it sells » us is a 
good country to trade with. No tarif? wall should stand tween us 
and such a country 
Let me show you Government statistics for five years ending June 30 
Horses : 
We sold in Canada . $14, 172, 475 
Canada sold to us . enna 2,049 11 
Difference in our favor ‘ 11, 622, S74 
| Cattle: 
| We sold in Canada__ ~~ —— 1,578,179 
| Canada seld to us 1. 193, 796 
| Difference in our favor. _---- alanis ‘ 384, 383 
Meat and dairy products: 
We sold in Canada ¥ 17, 011, 017 
Canada sold to us . Cita 904, 101 
Difference in our favor__ -- nee 16. 106 : 
* 
Breadstuffs : 

We sold in Canada__ maid 2 ‘i ol, , ’ 
| Canada sold to us__- a a S 6, 679, S84 
| Difference in our favor... --- iisinhenhciib caiman . 24,916, 672 
| . ' 
| Total difference in our favor on above items . 53, 030, 755 

I have voted without hesitation for the reciprocity bill both 
times that it has passed the House because I apprehend no j 
jury to the agricultural interest—a benefit rather than a d 
advantage to the farmer—because it will give us a wider mar 
ket and more customers for our products, and because its pas 
sage will ultimately lead to the overthrow of the protective 
policy, to which policy I am unalterably opposed, by which the 
farmer has been burdened, oppressed, and taxed to enrich those 
who do profit by its operations, and because, among its vices 


The beef packers oppose the act | 


it makes legislative pensions and hand-outs for business crip- 
ples and makes crutches for the special furnished 


them by taxing the people, which interests use the Government 


interests, 


as a silent partner as a guarantor against losses I trust 
I have, in a measure, demonstrated that the farmer reaps no 
benefit whatever from protection. 

OTHER SIDE OF THE PICTURR. 


I turn now to the other side of the picture an 
to show who dees get the benefit of the tariff, } 


d will attempt 
vy itis ad 


and how the passage of the bill known as the farmer's f 
list bill will benefit the farmer. At the outset it should 
borne in mind that the United States leads all the countries in 
the world by far in the production of the articles embraced in 
the proposed free list. And just in this connection let n . 
that no one would claim that farm labor derived any benefit 
from the tariff on farm products. Neither « abor get any- 
thing out of the tariff on manufactured products. Organized 
labor gets only what the organization is strong enough to com 
pel the employers to pay, though, generally speaking, when there 
are two men looking for one job labor goes down, and when 
there are two jobs looking for one man labor goes up. But be 
that as it may, we have ceased to hear those familiar speeches 
on that side of the aisle, “All kinds of work for all kinds of 
men.” [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The farmer’s stock in trade is a given amount ef earth, ever 
varying in quality and productive capacity, that cau be only 
utilized for certain purposes, depending, among other things, 
upon the season. Each farmer pitches a crop that will, in the 


first instance, support his family. IHIlis suecess depends upon a 
variety of conditions. It may be a feast or it nay be a famine. 
| In the very nature of things he can not organize. Organiza- 
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in trade consists of a certain amount of capital invested in a 
given enterprise. The capacity of his output at fixed charges 
can be figured to a mathematical certainty as to quality, quan- 
tity, and cost. The different manufacturers can act in concert 
and can be put in action with niilitary discipline. A given type 
of machinery, manipulated by an expert, produces a fixed result 
daily, while the farmer, operating along the best lines, can not 
control the yield, and he never knows what the harvest will be. 
What chance has a farmer with a surplus of 50 bushels of wheat 
to sell against a combined world’s surplus of 544,000,000-bushels 
of wheat? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
pired. 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed further for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent to speak for five minutes more. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, there is no objection on this 
side of the House to the extension of the gentleman’s time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is tempo- 
rarily absent. Without objection, the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. HELM. How can the farmer at seeding time anticipate 
the world’s production of the crop he pitches, as compared with 
the manufacturer, who can figure within a small fraction of what 
the trade will absorb? How different is his condition from that 
of the manufacturer or of the operators of the Brockton ( Mass.) 
shoe factory, which has an annual output of $144,291,436 worth 
of shoes out of a total annual domestic production of $320,- 
107,458 worth? How can the farmer ever know the exact cost 
of the other farmers’ product on the market? The manufac- 


The time of the gentleman has again ex- 


tion counts for everything with the manufacturer, whose stock | 
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turer does know the output that the trade will absorb, the cost | 
of his own finished article, and the cost of his competitor’s 


article, and can apply the protective tariff in the way of profit 


with mathematical accuracy, all the way from the fraction of a | 


cent to a prohibitive tariff. 


| have paid, except for the tariff, 


The prohibitive tariff is a legislative license to the manufac- | 


turer to charge the consumer what he pleases. It amounts to a 
concession, and can be utilized to multiply his profits. 


If the | 


object of the tariff is not to make him a profit, what does the | 


manufacturer want with it? It follows that the higher the 
tariff that can be brought into play the greater the profit. But 


the farmer is helpless to bring it to bear upon his output, his 
crop, or product, because he is unable to organize and control 
the cost, the quantity, and the selling price of the same. He is 
completely at the mercy of the manipulation by the boards of 
trade of the world’s surplus, over which boards he has no con- 


trol and in which he has no interest, and which he should avoid | 


as religiously as he would avoid a gambling den. 


WHAT FREB LIST SAVES THE FARMER. 


Turning to the free list and taking the year 1905—the data 
for which is the latest available, because the departments are 
a set of masked batteries from which information can only be 
extracted, as it were, by a corkserew—and apply the Payne- 
Aldrich tariff rates, we find that our domestic consumption that 
year of agricultural implements like those made free in this 
bill was $90,623,231 worth. These implements have a duty of 


15 per cent protection, which amounted to $13,593,484, which | 


sum represents the tariff profit to the manufacturer, and with- 
out which the same implemenis could have been purchased by 
the consumer for $77,059,747. In the same year our 


During the same period these same manufacturers s 






profit in the open markets of the world these machines 


value of $6,104,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. SHERLEY. 
man from Alabama [Mr. UNpERwWoop] it seems proper t 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Het] be granted ad 
time. I take the responsibility, on behalf of the gentlen 
Alabama, of yielding to him 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the centl 
be recognized for 10 minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HELM. Of a total domestic consumption for t 
year amounting to $243,555,127 worth of sole, tanned, 
ried leathers, on which the lowest rate is 5 per cent tax d 
tariff profits to the manufacturer was $12,177,756 
ducted from the actual cost, leaves $231,377,371, the a: 
should have cost the consumers. Selling at the sa) 
$9,444,873 worth of sole leather alone at a profit in 
markets. 

In the same year the domestic consumption of boot 
produced in this country amounted to $311,942,303: 
the lowest rate of 10 per cent, it amounts to $31,194.23) 
deducted from the actual cost, leaves $280,749,073, th 
the consumer should have paid for the total consumed. 
same year the same manufacturers sold at a profit in t 
markets of the world $8,057,697 worth of said boots and 


The gentleman’s time has again ex 


wi 


For the same year our domestic consumption of harn 
saddlery amounted to $42,497,340, on which there was : 


yr ft 


benefit in the interest of the manufacturer amountin 


Mr. Chairman, in the absence of the 


cent, yielding them a profit of $8,499,468, and which d 


from the actual cost leaves $33,997,872 that the consu: 
cept for the tariff, should have paid for same. 
In the same period the 50 per cent per thousand 


shingles, of which the home consumption amounted to $ 


the consumer $7,241,566 more than | 
At the same time the « 


089 worth, cost 


by reason of the tariff on laths, paid the manufacturer $ 
more than he would have done but for the tariff conce: 


the dealer. 


Thus it appears from the few items in the free-list bill 


have been able to get accurate data upon, showing a | 
nual domestic consumption of $708,657.722, yielding no 
whatever to the Government, there will be an annua 
in the passage of the bill of $79,218,410 to the home cons 
these items, which sum represents manntfacturers’ tari 
exelusive of trade profit. I have been unable to obt 
the masked batteries of the departments sufficiently accu 
to show the increased cost to the consumer on thx 
items in this proposed free list, sueh as barbed wire 
rods, ropes, and so forth, by reason of the tariff rates, 
sufficient information to warrant the statement th: 
sage of the free-list bill means an annual savin: 
of a hundred million dollars to the consumer, solely 
the removal of the tariff rates, while the total 
revenue cn all imported items of like character in the 
amounts to only about ten millions, which can be easily 
by economies already inaugurated. 

Lest we forget, I want to remind the Members that 
profits do not represent all that Congress, under Li 


| control, has done for the manufacturer in the 


manu- | 


facturers sold at a profit in the open markets of the world, | 


after paying freights and tariffs in foreign countries, the same 
class of implements to the value of $20,731,741. 

They tell us that these implements come in free from coun- 
tries that impose no tax or duty on like articles imported from 
the United States. They fail to state, however, what coun- 
tries, if any, that produce these implements do not impose a 


duty on the articles that go to them from the United States. | 


They say that foreign agricultural implements cost more than 
those made here. Since when did this happen? It is about as 
sudden as Ceok’s discovery of the North Pole and about as 
reliable. [Applause on the Democratic side] What has be 
eome of the foreign pauper labor that gentlemen on that side 
of the aisle have harped on for the last 50 years? 

In the same year our domestic consumption of sewing ma- 
chines and parts amounted to $20,089,721. Applying the 30 
per cent prote tion 
amounts to $6,011,916, which sum represents the tariff profit 


to the manufacturer, and without which the same machines 
woukd have been purchased by the home consumers for 
$14,027,805. 





| 


in the Payne bill, we find that the duty tax | 


| 


There is couched in the Payne-Aldrich bill what is 


“the drawback clause,” which is another method by w! 


manufacturer gets his gain, if, perchance, he does 
toms duty on imported material which he uses and whi 
turn charges up to his victim—the home consume! 
the Treasury refunds to him as its favored child if t 
are sold to a foreigner. 

OLD GUARD RETREATING IN DISORDER. 

In the face of these manifest blessings that will co: 
farmer through the passage of this free-list bill, the ¢ 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] undertakes to laugh the bil 
court, so to speak, to pooh-pooh and make light of 
drafted in the interest of the toiling masses of the pe 
with an air of derision, in his discussion of the bill on 
of this House, asks, “What are agricultural imp! 
Does he need a photograph or a sliding picture to 
agricultural implement? I observe that when he wa 
dence the gentleman read a letter from a trust march 
erally not a disinterested witness when it comes t the 
beginning with the International Harvester Co.. 
States Steel Corporation, shoe and leather associati 
sional jurymen, as it were, who are always in easy re 
touch, 


be 


the 


i 








1911. 





It is written, “ Where your treasure is, there will your heart | 
he also.” I have heard it said that there are none so blind as 
those who will not see. 

It is generally true with the debater that when he is com- 
nelled to resort to ridicule exclusively the facts are against him. 
The question is, Are you in favor of extending the free list? 
f so, do not pull back. You have attempted to show by your 
bles that foreign-made agricultural implements sell higher in 
reign countries than the same kind of implements made here 
sell for. Then, why do you object to the repeal of the tariff? 
Of what benefit is it if their implements cost more and sell 
igh I again ask you, What has become of that 
“foreign pauper labor” over which many fits have been 
thrown on that side of the How was it that you had 
such a nightmare over the meaning of the term “agricultural 
mplements” when on the 14th day of last February the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLzeELL] moved to recommit the 
reciprocity bill to the Committee on Ways and Means with in- 
structions to report the back with the addition of the 


I 
ti 
f 


so 


louse? 


j 


same 


following articles on the reciprocal free trade list: 
Fresh meat and all meat products. 
What were meat products then? Rats? 
Flour, cereal foods, bran, agricultural implements, cotton ties and 
bagging, binding twine, and lumber. 


What were agricultural implements then? You voted for it. 
Were the market-garden supplies of Peter Henderson & Co., of 
New York City, agricultural implements or fine tooth combs 
then? Were farm wagons agricultural implements or aero- 
planes? The gentleman said that burlap has recently become 


useful as a decoration for walls. Has the latest fad come in 
since the gentleman from Pennsylvania moved to recommit? 
Was macaroni a cereal food or angel food then? [Laughter and 
applause on the Democratic side.] 


The gentleman might increase his salary a dollar's worth if 
he will tell this House what cereal foods were then. How is 
it that the International Harvester Co. have left the United 
States to establish plants in foreign countries in which the cost 
of their output greater than in the United States? That 
does not ring true. 

In the first place, no doubt, they had the plant, but what on 
earth has become of that “foreign pauper labor” of the old 
countries where material is scarce? Again, he tells us that the 
packers have plants in Argentina, new country that is de- 
veloping rapidly. 
everything is cheap in new countries, especially in 
where one of our 10-cent dairy lunches costs a dollar. [Laugh- 
ter.] But, of course, the Argentine packers can flood the mar- 
kets of the United States, while the harvester company can not 
sell one of its foreign-made machines here, even though the 
machines are put on the free list. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] drew a beautiful 
picture of the prosperity of our country and attributed it all to 
the policy of protection. We have prospered, but the price that 
was paid was a dear one, after all. We have a country of 
marvelous resources. When I think of it as compared with the 


is 


a 


Alaska, 


other countries of the world, the parable of the sower rushes to | 


my mind. 

Christ, speaking to the multitude, said: 
Behold a sower went forth to sow, and when he sowed some seed fell 
by the wayside, and the fowls came and devoured them up; some fell 
in stony places where they had not much earth, and forthwith they 
sprang up because they had not much depth of earth; when the 


Vix 


thorns 


away; and some fell among thorns, and the rung up and 
choked them; but others fell into good ground and brought forth fruit, 
some a hundred, some sixty, and some thirty fold. Who hath ears to 
hear let him hear. 

Ours is the good ground that has brought forth a hundredfold 
in spite of the baleful influence of protection. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

The gentleman from Illinois says that we have but scratched 
the resources of this great country. I hope that what he says is 
true, but I trust that, whatever the future has in store, this un- 
folding wealth will escape the grasp of the small group of men 
who now eontrol two-thirds of the wealth of the Nation. To-day 
the Republic of Mexico is in a state of revolution because the 
President of that Republic has peddled out everything of value 
by way of concession. But a few years ago, under the reign 
of Mark Hanna, more trust and holding companies were formed 
than in all the past history of this Government. The reins of 
this Government were turned over to him, while he, in turn, 
handed out to predatory wealth powers and rights that we are 
trying to regain and control, not by revolution, but by processes 
of the laws’ delay. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Sweer]. 


sun | 
was up they were scorched, and because they had no root they withered | 
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Of course there is pauper labor there, and | 
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Mr. SWEET. Mr. Chairman, this bill is for the benefit of the 
great body of consumers both in the country districts and in 
the cities of our country. A large proportion of those who are 
now opposing this bill belong te that faction of the Republican 
Party which in the last Congress favored the Payne-Aldrich 
tariff bill, which so flagrantly discriminated against consumers. 
These same Members are opposed to the reciprocity agreement 





with Canada. Their tariff position was plainly stated by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] a few days ago when he 
said: 

I voted for the Payne-Aldrich bi I ag the Pr lent in 
what he said at Winona—that it is the t ve tariff bill ever 
passed. I still believe that If lI id pow lL w ld wipe 
out some things in it 

The Payne-Aldrich bill and the supreme power of the gentle- 
man from Illinois while he was Speaker were the chief issues 
last November. The people condemned the former as an unjust 
measure, and their condemnation of the latter was s y less 
pronounced. 

The standpat Republicans are now charging the Democratic 
majority with “ playing polities” because we have not combined 
the reciprocity measure and the free list in a single bill. This is 
an easy charge to make, and it is often made by the rankest poli 
ticiuns, on the “ stop-thief” principle, in order to turn attention 
from themselves, 

There are two wv of “playing politics. One is the old 
way which our friends on the other side of the aisle have 
played until it is threadbare. Their method is based on in 
sincerity. Its foundation is a sham and its superstructure is 
deception and fraud. [Applause on the Democratic side.| Th 
stand-pat Republicans have had long experience and can give us 
pointers in this manner of playing the political game 

But there is another way of playing politi li nsists of 
right doing because it is right and of gaining popular support 
by deserving it. Let me illustra 

Tl e people dem inded a dow L\ ad re l l of fl rif W th 
a just regard for the interest of th ! e} Repul 3 
knew this and admitted that they did whe vy | ito their 
national platform of 1908S a promise to ho t] «le id. If 
they had fulfilled this promise, it w 1 ive I ) ing 
politics according to the new rul which they d not then 
and have not yet learned For obvious reasons they in D : 
us pointers on this modern game. This recalls the experi 
of a representative of the Fort Wayne Ele ic Co., wl dia 
dynamo to an old German miller in a little town in Ohio. ‘1 
agent inserted in his bid an item of $75 for the time and ex 
penses of an expert to connect up the dynamo. When the old 
German saw this item he said: 

Cut that out Me and my boy Herman vill set 

A week after the dynamo was delivered ft] i ré eda 
letter from the old man, in which he said: 

Your dynamo is no good; she von’t vork. I 1 ¢ 
und take her avay. 

The agent wrote a letter in reply, in which he said: 

The Fort Wayne Electric C fur! t e that dy 
namo, and it is as good iny on t rket ! | compan 
furnished the brair to bring it ft Y i ind ik 

| could set it up, and just | j lon't know ) t ) 
want me to take it back or to furnish the brains to make it work 

A few days later he received a postal card from the old 
German, in which he said: 

The dynamo, now she vork all right; ind Herma | I 
if she don’t, I vouldn’t as u to f ish someding j 
carry in stock. 





{Laughter. ] 
The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MAptson], 
emphasis, also accused the majority of playing polit 


has no foundation and which he will regret. 


they refused to present these two measures in a single bi Ile 
voted for the reciprocity measure, and I have no doubt ote 
for this bill. No one questions his sincerity. He b “l that 
| the two measures should be joined, because in that form he 
thought their chance of favorable consideration in the Senate 
would be increased. In this his judgment is at fault, and from 
| this error of judgment he has been led to make a charge which 
| Before leaving my home to attend this extra session I con- 
| sidered with great care the best manner of bringing forward 
these bills. There were three possible courses. First, to pass 


the free-list bill at the outset, in the hope that it would pass 
both Houses, holding back the reciprocity measure as a menace, 
which might be supposed to have considerable effect upon the 
President. This plan I discarded, because it was putting the 
eart before the horse. It was not the logical order. It in- 


gic 


volved the postponement of the very measure we were called in 
extra session to consider, and smacked of disrespect to the 
President. 
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The second plan that occurred to me was to tack the two meas- 
ures together just gentlemen say we should have done. 
The reasons for discarding this plan were to my mind still more 


as the Se 
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| 


| 


apparent. I had no doubt that the combined measures could 
be carried in the House by a safe majority, but I was equally 
confident that they ould not in that form pass the Senate. | 
From what transpired, or rather failed to transpire, in the | 
Senate at the last session of Congress, it was safe to assume 


that the reciprocity measure had many enemies in that body, | 


it e 


although is quite probable that 
numerous as they were then. 


its enemies not now as 


all 


jut it is safe to say that even at the present session if these 
ate, it will be by the vote 


measures pass the Senate, 








May 


are applying the most scientific methods to the 
orchards. 


care of 
They keep the ground well tilled and spray the 


I know a farmer in my district—and he is a good Dem 
who has 1,400 acres of land. His farm buildings are nu 
and well painted. From a distance they look lik« sn 
lage. He has an apple orchard of 40 acres. He plant 
trees himself 24 years ago. He recently refused $60,000 { 
| 40 acres—$1,500 per acre. He has an automobile, 
many of our other farmers. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PickKettr] said that { 
were leaving his State and going farther north. They 


of some Sena- | 


tors who are not enthusiastic in their favor, and possibly by 
the votes of some who might welcome a plausible excuse for | 
opposing them. The question, as I viewed it, was this: Would 
not the addition of the free list to the reciprocity measure fur- 
nish jast such an excuse? Would not the combination of the | 
two bills incur the hostility of every Senator opposed to either | 
of them? Moreover, would it not enable a Senator to vote in 
the negative without incurring the full responsibility of his 
vote? It is of the highest importance that the vote of every 
Member of either House should place him clearly and distinctly 
on record, so that his constituents can tell exactly where he 
tands. When two distinct measures are joined together this 
is impossible. The present case affords an admirable illustra- 
tion. A Member who might desire to shirk responsibility could 
vote against the combination measure and when afterwards 


called upon to give an account of his stewardship he could claim 


that he was compelled to vote as he did because of his opposi- 
tion to either one of the two measures, though making a pre- 


tense of favuvring the other; and if he were inclin 
politics” he might have one excuse for the ma 
another for the farme 

We on this side believe both measures are right. We want 
both of them to pass. They are both opposed by standpatters, 
and we “love them for the enemies they have made.” If the 
reciprocity measure becomes a law, as we believe it will, we are 
confident that an inherent sense of justice operating upon the 
minds of Members of both Houses and of the President—justice 

“arner, who needs cheaper shelter and food; justice 
to the farmer, who has never received any material benefit from 
protection and who thinks that the reciprocity measure unfairly 
discriminates against him—will cause the present remedial 
free-list bill to also become a law. An : 
justice is one of our 
our Anglo-Saxon It permeates the great mass of 
our people, and it is well for their Representatives to keep that 
fact in mind. 

Personal views have been expressed by Members on both 
sides of this House as to the probable fate of the present bill 
in the Senate. Such expressions are mere guesses without the 
slightest binding force upon anyone. So far as I am concerned. 
I refuse to be bound in the slightest degree by the opinions of 
others upon this point. The people of the United States have 
said that they want the cost of living reduced. Reciprocity 
with Canada gives some help in that direction. This bill gives 


d to “ play 
ufacturer and 


\ 
i. 


ancestors. 


still more. Before the election last November I promised to 
do what I could to that end. I shall keep that promise by 
voting for this bill. If Senators do not listen to this demand 


+ 


t 


of the people th: 
My sincere belief, however, is tha 


is their affair, not ou 
? 


re 
i>. 


the Senate will pass both 


these measures. Senators know wha mon people of 
America are thinking and saying, and I ieve that they will 
perform their duty in this matter both fror otives of policy 
and from motives of humanity. If they see fit to combine these 
two measures and to send them back to the House in that form 


without amendments which seriously impair their value I, for 
one, shall be glad to give them my support. 

The third method which I considered, and which I made up 
my mind was the most logical, the most likely to succeed, the 
least open to the charge of “ playing politics,” and in all re- 
spects the best, is precisely the one whi was reported by the 
Ways and Means Committee and which w« now pursuing. 
It is the natural method; it is straightforward: it is business- 
like. It affords the most conclusive evidence of our sincere 


desire that both these measures should be adopted, and all of 
our countrymen who are not blinded by partisanship will recog- 
nize the purity of our motives and will their hearty 
approval to our conduct. 

I come from a district which is largely agricultural, and, I 
might add, largely Republican. It lies in the so-called “ fruit 
belt” of Michigan. We raise enormous quantities of peaches 
and apples. From Grand Rapids, my home city, we ship 
peaches, not by the carload, but by the trainload. Our farmers 


give 


ill-pervading sense of | 
distinctive national traits inherited from 

















leaving the fifth district of Michigan. They are prosper j 
neither need nor desire to tax the less fortunate wage « 

of the cities in order to put more dollars into their own | 
| Their generosity is proverbial. It has been claimed 

Good Samaritan was a commercial traveler, because hx 
“When I come again I will repay thee.” But this clain 
sustained by the facts. The farmer in olden times b: 

produce to the city, as he does to-day, but often fi: 

long distances. He frequently traveled the same rv 

and forth. The fact is the Good Samaritan was ! 

the farmers of my district are his lineal descendan [A 

on the Democratic side.] They are not only prosper ! 
generous, but they are also intelligent. When you Repu! 

put a tariff on wheat you did not fool the farmer i 

of the country. He voted your ticket, and was good 1 
satisfied to pay a tariff tax on everything he bought in 

give the manufacturing interests a lift. 

But he knew all the time that wheat was an article « 

and not of import, and he was not fooled by the pretend 
| tection you gave him. What he did he did with his ey: 
and until you carried the thing too far and contin 
creased the tariff rates instead of lowering them, as . 
you would, he made no complaint. When in the cam 
1908 you and your candidate for President promised 
tion of tariff rates, the people accepted your terms, ele 
candidate, gave you the control of both Houses of Cong 
a word, they completed the contract with you. The rea 
they have lost confidence in you is because you b 
contract. 

I do rot wish to be understood as claiming that a 1 
of the farmers in my district are in favor of the re 
measure, but in almost every case which has been br 

| my knowledge, where there is objection, it is not so 
the measure itself as it is to the injustice, after all th 
of self-imposed sacrifice for the benefit of the manufa: 7 
removing even the nominal and visionary benefits suppos« 
conferred upon farm products without a corresponding 1 
| from the output of the manufacturer. 

Their position is stated with remarkable clearness 
I recently received from the master of the Michig 
Grange, Mr. N. P. Hull, of Dimondale, Mich. Ue say 

As master of the Michigan State Grange, the large: 
zation in Michigan, an organization composed of « 
farmers and their families in the State, I want in t ‘ 
one last appeal to you in the interest of plain 
protection is an advantage and the capital lal 
turer are to be given that advantage, then by what 
are we to be refused it? Have we not bee: 
not done our part to build this Nation and to un 
we not given as freely of our blood and of our treasu: 
in both wi peace as has our brother in the city? 
lower the price of farm products is desirable, why i 
desirable to lower the price of other men’s labors? What 
can the cities bring for reciprocity with Canada in farm prod 
would not be as forceful and logical for us to use in favor 
procity with England in manufactured products? 

He concludes with these significant words: 

All we ask is a square deal, the same protection for \ 
vestments as other classes enjoy, an equal opportunity with 
provide for ourselves and our families. In God's name, are 
titled to this?” 

What the farmer wants is simple justice. He is wi 
take his chance of a slight reduction in what he h 
provided he is given the benefit of a fair reduction i! 
has to buy. That is precisely what this bill aims to do. 
on the free list, not only from Canada and from Eng! 
from all the world, agricultural implements, wire fenci 
ber, fence posts, harness, shoes, meats of all kinds, b 
grain, bagging for cotton, sewing machines, and so forth 

The farmer and the laborer in the city are the consul 
these things. They know that most of them, even whi 
duced in this country, are sold in foreign markets 
prices than they have to pay for them. They know tha 
own earnings for the year are the difference between the a 
they receive and the amount they pay out. They know t 
the International Harvester Co. gets from the farmer 52) : 
than it should for a grain drill and $40 more than it s L 


for a self-binder these sums are deducted from his net ea! 
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Years ago, when the farmer was beguiled into the belief that 


tribution of wealth, 

















to remove the burden from shoulders that 
the protection of infant manufacturing industries would create | are unable to bear it, to bring the comfort of war lothing 
a creater home market for his products, he willingly submitted | and proper nourishment to those who ean net now 1m, 
to the tax imposed upon all his purchases in the hope that it | to call a halt in the mad march of money { a 
would prove a good investment, and that he would some time | start at least toward a broader 1} r hur re 
or other get his money back with interest. purposes which are inspiring the people in lespread 
He never dreamed that the principle of protection was to be a| insurgency, and they are purposes whi m ll control the 
permanent policy. He never dreamed that it was to be carried | actions of this bedy. [Loud applause.] 
to the extent of building up great monopolies in our own coun- Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. C rman, I i oO min to 
fry. He never dreamed that tariff-fattened manufacturers would | the gentleman from Indiana ARNITART] 
attempt to debauch legislation in their own interest and against Mr. ITART. Mr. Chairs y ; 
the interest of those whose enforced contributions had made | morning on he floor cf the Hou he ed 
them multimillionaires. Even now most of the farmers in my gentleman from Ma achusetts [M I 
district cling to the belief that there is inherent merit in the | asked him the question if it was pos n 
principle of protection properly applied, but they see no justice | the United Shoe Machinery C i 
in tariff measures which absolutely ignore the interests of the | not be responsible, in a m«¢ 
e at consuming public and make the rich fn our country richer the constantly increasing prices of shi j 
and the poor poorer. [Applause on the Democratic side.] denied that that could be | ble. Lhe 
Although the reciprocity measure was not an issue in the | friend was delivering this sj a § 
campaign last fall, I have made an honest effort to ascertain ing hearing on that very qu Lr 
where the people of my district stand on that question. I have } that ring th ifterncon w h that I 
sent out several hundred letters asking for a frank expression | port: t! i conjunction y jury \ 
concerning it. A majority of the replies are favorable to | man this morning, I be ] 1 to extend my 
reciprocity, and, so far as I can learn, the opinion that it should |} Recorp to « r the evide given in this he ’ 
be followed by the free-list bill now under discussion is almost | Senate committee this morning. I therefore ask u ; 
unanimous. The only opposition to the free-list bill comes from | consent to print this report in the Rrecorp 
a few special interests among manufacturers who fear it will | ‘he CHAIRMA rhe ord 1as alrea been given 
reduce their profits. | izing Members to revise and extend tl I 3 in the 
The opponents of these measures have frequently said during | Recorp. 
the progress of this debate that a reduction in the price of cattle | The matter referred to is as follows: 
would not cheapen the price of the poor man’s meat because of | _ Sensational and startling testimony as to the extent to which the 
the manipulations of the Beef and Packing Trusts. If that is | United Shoe Machinery Co., of Boston. known ag the Shoe 3 
true, God help the poor, for Congress confesses its inability. ation "waa give 4 { day by ‘eo a "manufact srers for » the 
If it is true, no reason can be given except that under the shel- | Committee. s : 
ter of the tariff foreign competition has been removed and home | _ The story told oy = —— act + tel a Ps — > nn 
monopolies have grown so strong as to be absolutely beyond our | Sfient lawyers. in ‘the Senate expr essed ‘himself fr ely in commenting 
control. If there is no relation between the price these monop- | on it. : 
olies pay for what others produce and the price they ech arge | “| think that if these hearings are transmitted to the office of the 


when they come to sell substantially the same articles, 

app ines and even the lives of our people have been placed in 
their hands. 

if those on the other side who have used this argument 
realize the full force of what they are saying they ought to be 
the first ones to advocate the opening of world-wide competition, 
in order, so far as possible, to break down these merciless mo- 
nopolies. If natural competition at home, which would induce 
cheaper selling where there is cheaper buying, is so far a thing 
of the past that all natural laws are eliminated, the most benefi- 
cent purpose which can possibly be served by the adoption of 
this bill is to be found in the admission of competition from 
abread and the consequent destruction of these monopolies. 

The bill under consideration is not too drastic. It will not 
cause the sacrifice of a large amount of revenue. 
unnecessary employees and by businesslike economies in the 
House of Representatives alone a saving of about $182,000 per 
year has been effected. If that proportion, or anything like it, 
should be earried out through the other departments 
$10,000,000 loss of revenue which this bill will cause 
ma 
approval of every busi 
cour itry. 

These two measures, in my judgment, 
legislation which has been enacted in thi 


vill be 
ness man and every thrifty farmer in the 


constitute the best 
s Chamber for many 





years, and yet they are merely the repeal of former legislation, 
They merely restore to the people natural rights which have 
been taken away by law. Buckle, the great English author, 


asserts that the best legislation of modern times is that which 
abrogates former legislation. He is speaking of England. In 
proef of this statement he cites the corn laws, which w = 
passed for the purpose of enabling the English landlord to ge 
higher rents. They were passed without serious objection, bat 
it required for their repeal years of the hardest kind of fighting 
in Parliament and a war of classes which cost many lives. He 
cites the laws restricting the freedom of the press and the free- 
dom of speech, and calis attention to the years of effort on the 
part of the greatest English statesmen to repeal those laws. 
it is only within a few years that our own people have come 
to realize how the principle of protection can be misused. 
climax was reached by the adoption of the Payne-Aldrich bill, 
when our people saw that special interests were in the saddle 
and that the very wealth which had been diverted from the 
many to the few was being used not only to perpetuate the sys- 
tem. but to render it still more oppressive. To place the people 
back im contre! of their own Government, to set right the wrongs 
they have suffered, to effect so far as may be a more just dis- 


the | 


By cutting off | 


the | 


® up many times over in a manner which will meet the | 





The | 


Attorney General the United Shoe Machinery Co. will have trouble on 
its hands,” he remarked. 





He did not hesitate to declare that the contracts whi » Shoe 
Machinery Trust virtually forces manufacturers to sign invalid 
He declared that the signature of such centracts in some of the States 
would be a crime. 

The whole Finance Committee pricked up [ts ears and took notice as 


witnesses recited the details of the story of how the United Shoe Ma 


























chinery Co. held the shoe manufacturers of this country in thralldom, 
and how, under the system pursued by the company in question, the 
foreign manufacturers of shoes, especially the English, got much more 
favorable ‘teentment than American shoe manufac 

The hearing set out to be one in which the shoe manufact rs were 
to tell the Finance Committee why they ought not ted to 
shoes. But it had not got far before the Unit Ma ry ¢ 
was run into. Thee — ittee found itself 1 I é lin the 
story of how what is ged to be trust 3 | in shoe mal 
facturers in subje tion ‘than it was in the simple matter of ties on 
boots and shoes. 

If the temper displayed at the hearing to-day ators who e 
told about the shoe machinery company is any indication, ther 
strenuous demand in the Senate for prosecution of the Unit 
Machinery Co. and for the testing in the courts of the validit 
contracts. 

The witnesses before the committee — = lay were members of th 
We tern Sho e Manufacturers’ sociatio They came from St. Loul 
Chicas Milwaukee, and other shoe ane facturing centers of the West 
The first one to speak was William D’'Oe —~ of St. Seats, of a leadi: 
shoe company theré Mr. D’Oench started out to tell the committ 
how the shoe business had suffered because the duty had been | 
on shoe ; from 5 er cent to 16 and 15 per cént. 

The witn ‘ited to the committee the list of articles gol: 
the manufacture of shoes and ‘the » duty on each. 

In this connection Mr. D’Oench pointed out that the English 
facturer of s es had a gre at advantage in tl at all tl e@ arti ised 

oemaking could be imported free i intr 
were duties imposed on these articles ed the case 
kind of wire, w hich costs 14 cents In |] nd 36 t 





It was at this point that the committee began t 
about the operations of the United Shoe Mac 
was asked why the American er 





anuft 
manult 





since the English cost plus the duty w t Ar } 
cost. 

Mr. D’Oench explained t hat the Uni ted Shoe Machinery Co 
he said was a trust, controlled in thi , 49 At n sb 
a rs signed leases the ma nd at 
the same time had to use the material ed ' 


company controlled the wi i 
“The Shoe Machin ery Trust owns prac 














I ry 
In this country,” said Mr. D’O h. 

In answer to qnesti ms, he sald it was a Boston concern and n 
American organization. 

Senator Hg ew, Senate T, and others asked if it « not 
control the pater ) ’ echine in question rd if t trol 
was not the basi red me poly. 

“The basic | cpired id the witness 

Ite then ex he « 7 the American m 
could get shoe rn é was ¢t from the Shoe 
Trust, which at ft? time f ished the wire and oft 
Mr. D’Oench said as good machines could be got in Europe 
was a 45 nee ce emt duty on them. 

Senator Sr NS eaked why not abolish the duty 


“That w uid  geniove us very much,” said the witness. 
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Senator Smoor then asked why the American shoe manufacturers did 
not buy English machines and pay the duty. 

‘ Recause the United Shoe Machinery Co. would come into our plants 
and take every machine out.” 

In the course of the hearing it developed that the shoe manufacturers 
were tied up to the Shoe Machinery Trust by 17-year contracts, that 
the trust had some machines which the manufacturers could not get in 


Europe, and that unless the Government smashed the United Shoe 
Machinery Co.’s alleged monopoly the manufacturers felt they were 
helples 

Mr. D’Oench told of the efforts of Thomas G. Plant, of Boston, to | 
compete in making shoe machinery with the trust, and how some | 


months ago the trust bought him out. : ‘ 
Milton 8S. Florsheim, of Chicago, gave other details of the grip the 
Shoe Machinery Trust has on the manufacturer here. He said there 


was no market here for a competing shoe machinery company, because | 
| bill, as the House committee reported it, provided for pul 


the manufacturers of shoes here were tied up by 17-year contracts, and 
no capital would go into the business of competing with the shoe ma- 
chinery company. 

Mr. BARNHART. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, it seems that 
the United Shoe Machinery Co. is protected by a 45 per cent 
tariff wall, and it avails itself of this protection to arbitrarily 
fix its own terms as to lease price and conditions to shoe manu- 
facturers, who are thereby forced to pay any prices the Shoe 
Machinery Trust imposes. Of course the ultimate consumer— 
the wearer of the shoes—pays the extravagant profits which 
the United Shoe Machinery Trust admits it is making, and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has been led into error, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 45 minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick]. [Applause.] 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, in opening the debate in 
opposition to the pending bill, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann], the brilliant leader of the minority, after criticizing the 
language of the free-list bill, undertook to say that up to the 
present time the legislative program of the Democratic Party 
in this body consisted solely of warmed-over Republican legis- 
lation. 

The gentleman had reference, of course, to the resolution 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States so as to provide for the election of United States Sena- 
tors by the direct vote of the people and to the bill providing 
that there should be publicity of campaign contributions and 
expenditures before as well as after the election. When the 
gentleman took the position that the Democratic Party, in pre- 
senting these measures, was merely tracking Republican foot- 
steps, he disregarded the record and the facts. 

The Democratic national platform of 1904 and 1908 contained 
a clear-cut demand for an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States so as to provide for the election by the peo- 
ple of United States Senators, and I have yet to read in any 
Republican platform of either of the years I have specified, or 
in any other year, where that party has taken such a position. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Certainly. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is it not a fact, however, that the Repub- 
licans did through the Congress pass such resolutions or bills 
prior to the coming in of the Democratic Party at this time? 

Mr. HARDWICK. It is not a fact. On three separate oc- 
easions in recent years joint resolutions to so amend the Con- 
stitution of the United States have passed a Republican 
House—— 

Mr. MADDEN. I mean the House. 

Mr. HARDWICK. And every time they met an untimely 
death at the hands of a Republican Senate. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman will not deny they were in- 
troduced in the House by Republicans and passed by Repub- 
licans. 

Mr. HARDWICK. And by Democrats as well; but the Re- 
publicans, it must be remembered, Mr. Chairman, not only con- 
trolled the House, but the Senate, and what they gave the 
people with one hand they took from them with the other. 
Moreover, Mr. Chairman, in his opening speech the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] contended that in presenting the 
Rucker bill to amend the law relative to publicity of election 
contributions and expenditures so as to require publicity be- 
fore as well as after the election we were simply tracking Re- 
publican legislation. The fact is precisely otherwise. In the 
Democratic platform of 1908 there was a plain, clean-cut de- 
mand for this publicity legislation. The demand was specific 
that the legislation should include publicity before as well as 
after the election. I have yet to read in the Republican plat- 
form of 1908 or in that of any other year where that party 
indorsed this legislation in any form. 

Mr. MADDEN. What difference does it make about the de- 
mand if the fact obtained? 

Mr. HARDWICK. None, if the fact did obtain. Let me 
tell the House what the facts were in reference to this legis- 
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lation, and then our good friend from Illinois [Mr. Ma) 
will understand how unmerited is the criticism that his | 
liant colleague, the leader of the minority, has ventur: 
make on this floor in reference to the subject. In the 
Congress we did pass through a Republican House what 
generally known as the McCall campaign publicity bill, and | 
happen to know that that bill was literally forced out of 
unwilling Republican committee and through a reluctant 
publican House on account of the political exigencies of 


i 


| hour and because of the attitude of a Republican President. | 
| know something of these facts, because I served for years 


the committee that perfected and reported this measure. {hyo 


in respect to these campaign contributions and expenditures 


before election as well as after, and it passed the House in 
that form, and when it went to a Republican Senate. 

body, in the exercise of that infallible wisdom for which g 
noted, saw fit to provide that the publicity should be had 


after the election was all over 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota rose. 

Mr. HARDWICK. The gentleman will pardon me for . 
inent—and saw fit to provide that the stable should be locked 
after the horse was stolen, to use a homely but forceful pl: 
and in conference this House was forced to accept the Senate's 
position, and did accept it on the theory that half a loaf is 
better than none; and that the bill, as amended by a Repu! 
Senate, was at least a step, although a very short one, i: 
right direction. Yet the brilliant gentleman from Illinois 
able leader of the minority, has ventured to state that in pre 
senting this measure in the exact form in which it is demanded 
by the Democratic national platform, and in a very different 
form from what a Republican Senate forced us to accept in the 
last Congress, that we are simply presenting warmed-over he- 
publican legislation. God save the mark! I now yield ¢ 
gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Is not the criticism of the 
gentleman upon another body rather than upon this Louse, 
and in that connection I would like to remind the gent!enian 
that when the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircuin 
opened the debate on the Canadian reciprocity bill, I th in 
the first paragraph of his speech—and it can be verified if the 
speech is ever revised and published; I think it has not been 
published yet—he stated, and got glory out of the fact 
said, that a Democratic House had done more in the few short 
weeks of the session than the Republicans had done 
years, while I find, upon looking up the record 

Mr. HARDWICK. I would prefer that the gentleman » 
speech in his own time, as I do not wish him to take | 
much of my tine—— 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I wish to say that 
times a Republican House has done the same thing— 

Mr. HARDWICK. I have just stated the facts to the |! 
both in regard to the election of Senators and to the cn: g 
publicity law, and if the Republican Party can get a1) 
out of its record in both the House and the Senate o 
questions, it is entirely welcome to do it. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It never passed a 
cratic House at any time when you had it. 

Mr. ADAMSON. We had better Democratic Represen! 
in the House than in the Senate 
The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen who desire to ask qu 

must first address the Chair. 

Mr. HARDWICK. No; these propositions were not pr‘ 
in Congress during Cleveland’s administrations beca: 
abuses which have formed public sentiment on these qu 
bad not then oecurred. So much for that. 

Mr. HARDY. If the gentleman will permit, I just w 
suggest to the gentleman that he has omitted the importan! f 
that after this Congress adjourned and the campaign \v 
progress the Democratic executive committee did put th:t 
operation and published the contributions before election, \ 
the leaders of the Republican Party absolutely refused t 
ply with that suggestion. 

Mr. HARDWICK. The gentleman may, of course, be |! 
about that. I do not recall. The question I am discuss! 
the political record of the two parties in both Houses o! | 
gress in reference to this legislation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, after an unwarranted criticism of 
Democratic performance in this House, which criticism | ! 
already alluded to, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. \\> 
then launched into an extremely technical and hypere! 
analysis of the language of the pending bill. I venture 
statement that any one of the revenue laws passed by | 
party during any Congress can be taken as a basis, and « 
cisms equally as superrefined, equally as technical, and equs\) 
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1911. 


as worthless as those made by the gentleman from Tlincis eaten comm oditi 
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{Mr. Mann] can be made of its language. The gentleman com- | 


ss that the language of this bill is too broad. Mr. Chair- | 
man, this bill gives to American consumers, and to the toiling 
D es whose backs have been burdened for many weary years, 
some relief—relief to which they are most justly entitled, ac- 
cording to my opinion. If it should happen that decisions in 
the Treasury Department, or in the courts, should broaden the 
language even beyond our construction, then the first and mos 

important result will be that the benefits of this measure will 
be increased and the burdens of those who toil still further | 


itened. 
Mr. Chairman, in the early days of the Republic 

dared to assert, and no political party to con 
cation, either direct or indirect, was 


lig 
ho stat 
tend, 


a blessing in 


esi: 





disg 


e 
ti 









nd that the more you taxed a people the happier they were and 
the more prosperous they became. It has remained for latter- 
day, for Republican, statesmanship to advance that . 
markable contention. In the early days protection was justified 
and defended on two grounds: First, it was contended that i 
was necessary to build up and diversify our infant industries: 
and, second, it was contended that when foreign upetition 
was shut out, either in whole or in part, by a tariff wall, doi 

tie production would be stimulated and that increased competi 
tien between more numerous producers would keep down prices 
to the consumer. 


order that we may keep our history straight, and in order 

that the House and the country may understand how accurate 

statement I have made of the case for protection, I y 

to now cite a few authorities on these twe points. Before I do 
+ me digress for just a moment while I 


( commend to m 
Republican brethren Alexander Hamilton’s contention abou 
whether the consumer or the importer paid the duty, al 


Ve 
aul 
mtending 


1 therefore 


the time when Mr. Hamilton was stro 
most cases the consumer paid the tariff, 


nelly ¢ 





l in 
the tariff 





duties ought to go into the Common Treasury, and not into the 
treasury of the importing States. In No. 35 of the Federalist. 


Mr. Hamilton said: 
as has been contended f 






tre 


ppose, : : : yr, the Federal power of taxation 
were to be confined to duties on imports, it is evident that the Govern 
ment, for want of being able to command ot resources ild 


q y be tempted to extend these du 3 ton 
ere ave persons who imagine they can ne\ 





njurious exten 
be carried to too great 













a length, simce the higher they are the more, ft is allegcd. thev wii! 
t to discourage an extravagant consumption, to produc favors 
balance of trade, and to promote domesti anufactures Ret ex- 
t 3 are pernicious in various w . Exorbitant duties on imports 
¥ d beget a general spirit ef smuggling, which is always prejndicial 
to the fair trade and eventually to the revenue tariff itself: they tend 
to render ether classes of the community tributary in an impreper 
degree to the manufacturing, to whom they give a premature monopoly 
of the markets; they sometimes force industry out of its more natural 
channels into ethers, in which it flows with less advantage: and, in the 
last place, they oppress the merchant, who is often obliced to 
them himself, without any contribution from the consumer. 

When a demand is equal to the quantity of goods at market, the con 
sumer generally pays the duty, but when the markets happen to be over- 
st ed a great proportion falls wpon the merchant i not 
only exhausts his profits, but breaks in upon his c¢ 1 apt to 
think that a division of the duty between the seller y more 
often happens than is commonly imagined. It is net always pos: to 
















raise the price of a commodity in exact proportion to every ad Hitiena! 
impesition laid upon it. le merchant, especial! r country of small 
r ercial capital, is often under a n keeping prices 4 
in erder to secure a more expeditious sale. 

fhe maxim that the consumer th tyer is mue true 
than the reverse of the that it is far more that 
the duties on imports sh: te common stock tk they 

d redound to the ex iT the importing St 

This is almost precisely the Democratic contention of to-day, 

! yet it was Alexander Hamilt admission when he was 
giving his rensons why this revenue from tariff should be given | 
to ho & 


he Federal Government and not tot 
le illustrate the statement I have made of the « 
tection, I now call your attention to certain 
Alexander Hamilton, Henry Clay, James G. Bla 
man, and Andrew Carnegie. I first rend from 
famous report on manufactures, 
United States December 5, 1791: 

This is another and an efficacious means of encouraging national 
manufactures; but, in general, it is only fit te be employed when na 
manufacture has made such progress and is in so many hands as to 
Insure a due competition and an adequate supply on reasonable terms. 
Of duties equivalent to prohibitions there are examples in the laws of 
the United States, and there are other cases to which the principle may 
be cdvantageously extended, but they are not numerous. 

Again, he says on the subject of domestic competition in this 
Same report ; 


But, though it were true that the immediate and certain effect of 
regulations controllin 
Was an increase of price, 
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it is universally true that the contrary is the 


ultimate effect with every successful manufacture. When a domestic | 


wufacture has attained te perfection and bas engaged in the prosecn- 
tion of it a competent number of persons, it invariably becomes cheaper. 
ing free from the heavy charges which attend the importation of 
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time of our Civil War. The actual rate of dnt t 


our first tariff law averaged only about 7} per cent. This wa 


under the law of 1790, and even up to the year 1508 the avera 
| of duties collected upon imports did not exceed 15 per cent 
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rapid growth of American manufactures, and the necessity of | 


protecting them to some extent, when they were real infants, 
from a foreign competition was strongly urged, and at the close 
of the War of 1812 seems to have appealed to statesmen of all 
parties and all sections, but even the tariff of 1812, which was 
considered a remarkably high tariff, levied only an average duty 
of about 20 per cent. Under the tariff of 1824 the duties aver- 
aged from 25 per cent to 33 per cent. The one exception of the 
general rule in the early days of the Republic was the tariff of 
1828, generally known throughout the country as the tariff of 
abominations, which imposed duties averaging 48.88 per cent, 
and which was finally superseded by the tariff of 1832, which 
practically restored the rate of duty carried in the tariff laws 
of 1824. The compromise tariff of 1833 provided that all duties 
in which the tariff exceeded 20 per cent were to have one-tenth 
of such excess taken off on June 1, 1834, one-tenth more on 
January 1, 1838, and another tenth on January 1, 1840. It 
further provided that on January 1, 1842, one half of the re- 
mainder of such excess was to be removed and on July 1, 1842, 
the other half of the remainder of such excess was to be re- 
moved, so that on July 1, 1842, the average ad valorem tariff 
rate would be 20 per cent. 

The Whig tariff law of 1832 carried an average ad valorem 
duty of 32 per cent, and the Democratic tariff law of 1846, 
commonly known as the Walker tariff law, carried an average 
tariff duty of 25 per cent, which was still further reduced by 
the act of 1857 to an average of about 18 per cent. The Morrill 
tariff law of 1862 increased the duties to an average of 37.2 per 
cent, and the war tariff of 1864 raised this average to 47.6 per 
cent. Between this period and the enactment of the McKinley 
law in 1890 there were many changes in regard to various 
schedules and subjects, and usually these were in the direction 
of more protection to the manufacturer. The McKinley law of 
1890 still further raised the duties until the average was more 
than 50 per cent, where they remained until the Wilson bill 
of July 1, 1897, reduced them to about 42 per cent. Under the 
Dingley law of 1897 the duties were again increased to an 
average of 44.6 per cent, and under the Payne law of 1909 they 
were still further increased to an average of 45.72 per cent, if 
we may accept the figures at that time made by Mr. Evans, the 
accurate and painstaking clerk of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee of the Sixty-first Congress. 

So that it appears from the foregoing statement that our 
manufacturers and producers have had most liberal “ protec- 
tion,” almost without a break and certainly without a serious 
check, in the upward march in the rate of duties since the period 
of our Civil War. It now becomes pertinent to revert to the in- 
quiry I have just suggested, to wit: What has been the effect 
upon prices? Has competition kept them down, or has combina- 
tion among our protected manufacturers and producers throttled 
competition and elevated prices? 

In the year 1903 one of the most distinguished gentlemen who 
ever served in this House, a staunch Republican and a loyal pro- 
tectionist, Mr. Littlefield, of Maine, put into the ConaressionaL 
Recorp a list of 793 trusts, with a total capitalization of over 
$14,000,000,000. 
Littlefield, 435, representing over nine billions of capital, were 
classed as industrial combinations. 

Census Bulletin No. 22, issued by the Bureau of the Census, 
Department of Commerce and Labor, in 1900, gave a list of 183 
“industrial combinations,” with a total authorized capital of 
$3,607,539,200. Of these 183 trusts, 7 were formed in the year 
1897, 20 in 1898, 79 in 1899, and 13 in 1900 prior to June 30 of 
that year. Nearly two-thirds of these trusts were therefore 
formed in the three years immediately following the passage of 
the Dingley tariff law. 

In his interesting book called The Truth About the Trusts. 
published in March, 1904, Mr. John Moody gives a list of 318 
important, active, industrial trusts, with a capitalization of 
$7,246,342,533. Of these 318 trusts, 236 were capitalized at 
about $6,000,000,000, and were incorporated subsequent to Jan- 
uary 1, 1898. So that it would appear that trust combination 
received its first splendid impetus through the Dingley tariff 
law. 

Let me give you another list of just a few of the larger trusts, 
taken from the splendid work of Mr. Franklin Pierce, of the 
New York bar, The Tariff and the Trusts, published in 1907: 


The Meat Trust, a combination of the National Packing Co., Armour 
& Co., Swift & Co., John P. Squire & Co., Schwarzschild & Sulzberger 
Co., St. Louis Dressed Beef & Provision Co., Northern Packing & Pro- 
vision Co., Libby, McNeill & Libby, protected by 2 cents a pound on beef 
and pork and 5 cents a pound on bacon and ham, practically controlling 
the whole market and fixing the price on the domestic product at a 
price equal to that of 1860, when butchers slaughtered animals by hand 
and availed themselves in no way of the by-products. This trust is 
also protected on most of its by-products. 

The Standard Oil Co., controlling 20 different companies, with an 
authorized capitalization of $102,000,000, protected on many of its by- 
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Of the trusts “discovered” by Congressman | 


May 


products by heavy duties and by rebates on its imported tin 
99 per cent of the duty. 

The American Linseed Co., combining 47 different compani 
an authorized capital stock of $50,000,000, representing 85 per 
the linseed-oil production of the United States, and under the 
tion of the Standard Oil Co. 

The National Lead Co., with an authorized capital stock 
000,000, comprising 26 plants, and under the domination of th 
ard Oil Co. 

The United Lead Co., combining 19 different companies, 
under the domination of the Standard Oil Co. 

The American Sugar Refining Co., controlling 55 different cor 
representing 70 to 90 per cent of the product, with a total capita 
of the parent and affiliated companies of $145,000,000. 

The International Harvester Co., controlling 6 plants, wit) 
thorized capitalization of $120,000,000, controlling 70 per cent 
industry. 

The American Brass Co., with an authorized 
$20,000,000, and controlling 9 plants. 

The American Thread Co., with an authorized capitaliz: 
$12,000,000, owning or controlling 13 different plants, controlli: 
cent of the industry. 

The Casein Co. of America, known as the Milk Sugar Trust 
total capital issued of $6,492,000, owning 5 different plants 
trolling 70 per cent of the industry. 

The Chicago Pneumatic Tool Co., with a capitalization 
$8,000,000, owning 7 plants and controlling 80 per cent of 
dustry. 

The Central Foundry Co., known as the Soil-Pipe Trust, wit 
talization of $14,000,000, owning 13 plants and controlling Sv 
of the industry. 

The Diamond Match Co., with an authorized capital stock 
000,000, owning 18 plants and controlling 85 per cent of th: 

The International Steam Pump Co., known as the Steam IP 
with an authorized capital of $25,000,000, owning 8 plants 
trolling 80 per cent of the product. 

The General Chemical Co., with an authorized capital of $2: 
controlling 70 per cent of the trade and 24 chemical! plants. 

The American Woolen Co., with a capital of $25,000,000 
stock and $40,000,000 common stock, having about 30 plants 
trelling upward of 60 per cent of the sales. 

The California Fruit Canners’ Association, with a capital 
about $3,500,000, including 18 different fruit companies and « 

65 per cent of the trade. 

The Glucose Trust, controlling 5 companies, with 20 plants 
the National Starch Co. and the Illinois Sugar Refining Co.. | 
authorized capital stock of $30,000,000 preferred and $50,000.) 
mon stock and controlling a large part of the sales in the United s: 

The Candy Trust, with a capital stock of $9,000,000, in 
different plants and controlling over 55 per cent of the sales of 

The National Enameling & Stamping Co., having a capital 
$30,000,000 and controlling 13 plants and 55 per cent of the 

The Glassware Trust, with an authorized capital stock 
$5,500,000, having 19 plants and controlling about 70 per cent 
sales of glassware. 

The Rubber Goods Manufacturing Co., having a capital 
$50,000,000 and 17 plants, and controlling about 60 per cent 
sales, 

The United Button Co., having a capital stock of $3,000,000 and 
trolling 3 plants. 

The ZXolian Weber Piano & Pianola Co., having a capital s‘ 
$10,000,000 and owning 12 plants. 

The Ailis-Chalmers Co., known as the Machinery Trust, | 
capital stock of about $36,250,000, controlling 4 large plant 
per cent of the trade. 

The American Agricultural Chemical Co., known as the 
Trust, being closely allied with the American Tin Plate Co., a: 

a capital of $88,000,000 and 123 plants, and controlling ab 


capitaliz 


| cent of the trade. 


The American Cement Co., known as the Cement Trust, hay 
ital of about $2,000,000 and controlling 6 plants 

The American Cotton Oil Co., known as the Cotton Oil Trust 
a capital stock of about $433,000,000 and 30 plants, and « 
about 65 per cent of the industry. 

The American Felt Co., known as the Felt Trust, having a « 


| about $4,000,000 and 5 plants, and controlling about 60 per c 


industry. 

The American Glue Co., having a capital stock of about $° 
and 9 plants, and controlling 55 per cent of the industry. 

The American Hide & Leather Co., having a capital stock of 
$32,000,000 and 22 plants, and controlling about 60 per ce: 
industry. 

The American Radiator Co., having an authorized capital 
about $10,000,000 and 12 plants,, and controlling 80 per « 
industry. 

The American Seeding Machine Co., known as the Seeding \: 
Trust, having an authorized capital of $15,000,000 and 6 pla 
controlling 90 per cent of the trade. 

The American Sewer Pipe Co., having an authorized cap!! 
$8,000,000 and contrelling from 40 to 50 per cent of the indust 

In the elaborate report presented by Senator Loner, of Mass- 
chusetts, to the Senate on June 23, 1910, in behalf of the 
Committee of the Senate on Wages and Prices of Com» 
under the subhead ‘‘ Combinations and associations,” it 
mitted by the majority members of the Senate commiltt: 
the country is teeming with trusts and industrial com)i 
and that every line of business and industry is honey: 
with them. ; ai 

Without multiplying words or extending the investicatto! 
further on this particular point, I think we can safely co! 
what everyone with any common sense or with any expere! 
or observation knows, and everyone with any candor or s!l- 
cerity concedes, that the domestic competition that was |! 
ised us years ago by advocates of the protective system 
utterly broken down and failed, and that in its stead we ‘uve 
enthroned industrial and trust combinations of spectacular *\7°. 


without precedent or parallel in the history of our own or 20J 
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other country. Competition has died an untimely death at the 
hands of combination and monopoly extorts from the consuming 

public the utmost farthing that can be wrung from necessity. 
Let me observe here that, in the face of well-established facts, 
apologists for the protective system often assert that free-trade 
England is as badly infested with trusts as protected America. 
On this subject, I desire to quote briefly from the very inter- 
esting address of Mr. Byron W. Holt, of New York, made in the 
vear 1907 at Chicago, Ill., at the conference on trusts and com- 
rtisan, protectionist body 


binations : 

The Industrial Commission, a Republican ? 
of the most pronounced type, sent Prof. J. W. Jenks to Europe to 
find as Many trusts there as possible. He found 35 so-called trusts in 
England, with a total capital of $460,000,000, or less_than one-third 
that of our pet Steel Trust. He quoted tables from Liefman's book, 
showing that there had been 345 trusts in Germany, and that from 230 
to 250 were in existence there in 1897. He stated that “in England 
the movement toward combination has not gone so far as in either 
sustria or Germany "—both highly protected countries. He stated 
that the English trusts have but little water in the capitalization as 
compared with American trusts; that the English trusts have had little 
or no effect in advancing prices; and that the (then) recent slight ad- 
vance in prices was “ due in good part to the increase in the prices of 
the raw materials.””. In Germany he found that many of the trusts, 
taking advantage of the high-tariff duties, had advanced prices very 
much. This was particularly true of the Iron and Steel Trusts and of 
the Sugar Trust, or cartel, both of which pattern after our much larger 
trusts and sell goods for export much below the home prices. 

Other writers find even fewer trusts in England than did Prof. Jenks. 
Mr. Wilhelm Berdrow, a German economist, says in the May, 1899, 
Forum: 

“As far as England is concerned, it must be admitted that the trust 
system has as yet found but tardy acceptance in that country. This 
is doubtless due in some degree to the thorough appreciation of the 
principle of free trade, for it is well known that the largest trusts 
are powerless unless their interests are secured by a _ protective tariff 
excluding from the whole market the product of foreign countries.” 

Mr. Thomas Scanlon, of Liverpool, writing of trusts in England, said: 

“It ean not be said that we suffer in any appreciable degree from 
combinations of producers to keep up prices.” 

These and other authorities virtually agree that, instead of the 
price-raising, Congress-controlling, law-defying, bulldozing, and _ all- 
powerful tariff monsters with which we are familiar in this country, 
the so-called trusts of England are really only harmless syndicates, 
with little or no-control over prices. They exist not because they have 
any monopoly, but because production can be carried on more economi- 
cally on a large than a small scale. If they attempt to control 
prices, as did the recently formed Soap Trust, they commit what, in 
England, is regarded as the unpardonable sin. The Soap Trust endured 
but a few short weeks. A really free people would not stand, for one 
month, the robbery of any one of our scores of plundering tariff trusts. 

The testimony is overwhelming that trusts do not flourish in free- 
trade England as they do in protected America, Germany, and the 
United States. Nowhere, outside of the Republican Campaign Book 
and of the organs of protection, published by organizations supported 
by the protected interests, is it even pretended that England has trusts 
comparable to those in this country. These organs brazenly disregard 
and defy all known facts. Thus the Republican Text Book of 1900 
said: 

“England has no tariff, and trusts exist and flourish in free-trade 
England—trusts more monstrous than any that we know anything 
about.” 

The monstrous trusts, it was said, “are solely, 
absolutely the product of the Cobdenite free trade.” 

The American Economist, organ of the Protective Tariff League, on 
October 18, 1907, says: 

“Former Gov. Douglas says the only way to save this country from 
the trusts is to eut down the tariff. Douglas would have a terrible 
time telling the British people how they were to get out of the clutches 
of the trusts. They are in the clutches more than the people of the 
United States, and they have no tariff to cut down.” 

I hesitate to say that the writers of these statements knew them to 
be false and that they deliberately distort and falsify facts and figures 
in order to deceive the voters and to prolong our accursed tariff system. 


thoroughly, and 


I prefer to credit such misrepresentations to the overzealous efforts of | 


protection fanatics who honestly believe that foreign trade and com- 


merce is a curse and who would like to see each country surrounded 
by walls of fire. 


That we have the trusts with us, and with us at every turn, 
can neither be denied nor doubted. It seems to me equally 
undeniable and undoubted that the effect of these combinations 
is and has been necessarily and naturally to raise the prices of 
the products they control. In the report of the select committee 
of the Senate on Wages and Prices of Commodities, already re- 
ferred to, there is this statement, quoted from page 11 of the 
majority report : 


Wholesale prices in the United States in 1909, as measured by the 
prices of the 257 commodities included in the price index number of 
the United States Bureau of Labor, advanced 3 per cent over 1908 
and 14.5 per cent over 1900. The price in 1909, however, was 2.3 per 
cent below the high point reached in 1907. Beginning with September, 
soot wholesale prices increased month by month without a break until 
March, 1910. In March, 1910, prices were 21.1 per cent higher than 


the average for the year 1900 and 18.5 per cent above the price jn 
March, 1900. 


Quoting again from the excellent speech of Mr. Holt in 1907: 


. Since 1897, and especially since 1899, the prices of trust products 
ave been maintained at extremely high points. Because of excellent 
Boe sold at good prices, this country has been prosperous since 1897. 
ae the protected trusts have skimmed the cream of our prosperity 
nd have left only the skimmed milk for workingmen and farmers. 


Money wages have risen, but tardily and slowly, and only about half 
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The prices of farm products, until 
had the prices of most manufactured 


as much as has the cost of living. 
this year, had risen less than 
goods. 


The average rise of prices is best shown by Dun’s index numbers. 


These include the prices of 350 commodities and give a weight in 
accordance with its importance in consumption On July 1, 1897, 
Dun’s index number was 72,455; on March 1, 1907, it was 109,913, 
showing an advance in average prices since 1897 of 51.7 per cent Ry 
April 1, 1907, there had been a decline of about 2 per cent. For some 
reason Pun’s figures, which until then had been published regularly 
for 30 years, have not been published since April. It will be recalled 


that, because of the cold spring the prices of cotton, wheat, corn, oats, 
ete., rose rapidly during April. Possibly there was some connection 
between these two facts. Possibly the publication of these cost-of-living 
figures was “accelerating public sentiment” in the wrong direction 
for the trusts. It is worth noting that one year previously the Depart- 


ment of Commerce and Labor at Washington suddenly ceased to pub- 
lish Dun’s telltale figures in its monthly reports. There was consider- 
able of a “spread” between Dun's and the Government's figures of 
prices, and the spread was growing rapidly. These coincidences may 
have had nothing to do with the stoppage of the most scientifically 
constructed cost-of-living figures ever published Regardless of evco- 
nomic or political consequences, we earnestly hope that Dun’s Re w 
will soon continue to give to the world the benefit of its price tables 
Bradstreet’s less scientifically constructed figures show an increase 
in wholesale prices of 56 per cent from July 1, 1898, to March 1, 1907. 
The figures of the Labor Bureau at Washington show that wholesale 


prices averaged 40.6 per cent higher in 1906 than in 1897. They show 
that retail prices of food averaged 15.7 per cent higher in 1906 than for 
the 10 years from 1890 to 1899. These 





Government figures are very 
unsatisfactory and are evidently made to order. Almost any kind, and 
almost all kinds, of retail prices can be obtained, even on different 
streets of the same city. They afford excellent opportunity for trick 
juggling. It is fair to assume that these opportunities have been 
utilized. We know that the statistics of the census, so far as they relate 


to wages and manufactures—especially in the protected industries 
juggled so that they are almost worthless. 

It is reasonably certain that the price level in this country is now 
between 50 per cent and 60 per cent higher than it was 10 year s ago. 
It is not pretended that all of this advance should be credited to the 
Dingley tariff and its brood of trusts. The Labor Bureau report of last 
spring suggested that “internal revenue and tariff acts have in a 
marked degree affected prices by helping them to move upward’ This 
is undoubtedly true. About how much of the advance should be credited 
to the tariff and trusts can be learned from a comparison of our price 
figures with those of England, where there are no protective duties and 
no tariff trusts. 


re 


Sauerbeck’s index numbers advanced 35.1 per cent from July, 1896, 
to March, 1907—from 50.2 per cent to 80 per cent. The index number 
of the London Economist advanced 37.6 per cent from the end of 1897 
to March, 1907. Since March last it has declined rapidly and is now 


only 30 per cent higher than in 1897. 
and on October 1, 1907, 2,457. 

It is evident from these figures that during the last 10 years prices 
have risen about 55 per cent in this country and 35 per cent in England. 

The 35 per cent advance is undoubtedly due to the depreciation of 
gold. A similar advance has occurred in all countries. The greater 
advance in this country, Canada, and Japan can fairly be credited to 
the higher tariffs of these countries and to the protected trust 


Its figures in 1897 were 1,890, 


That we now have the highest prices that this country has 
known in many years, and the highest prices in the world, is 
so well known that it does not seem to me to require much 
elaboration. The people of the United States understand it 
tolerably well and punished the Republican Party in Noveuiber, 
1910, for its failure to keep faith with them by 
tariff and thereby lessening the cost of living. 

That the trusts are here and that high prices are with us also 
is not merely a coincidence. These facts bear the relation to 
each other of cause and effect. On this subject let me quote 
briefly from the report of the Senate committee 


reducing the 


already re- 
ferred to: 

The fact that prices of some of the commodities manufactured by the 
industrial combinations have not advanced as much as Lave commodities 
not manufactured by trusts does not prove that industrial combinations 
have not held prices at a higher level than was justified 

Industrial combinations in their very nature make for economies in 

roduction by placing the control of the business in the hands of a few 


ndividuals and thus reducing general expenses; they also reduce 


nate 
rially the cost of distribution by enabling products to be distributed 
from the nearest producing point. Industrial combinations are also able 
to maintain or steady prices. The possibility of industrial combinations 
contributing to the advance or maintaining of prices, even though prices 
of their products may have risen less than have other articl V 
shown by witnesses engaged in slaughtering cattle, who | f i 
before the committee that all the profit they would ask w di le 1@ 
value of the by-products, which they are not able to ut but hich 
the large packers are able to dispose of. The econ oduection 
are, of course, a result of the development of the f n, and 
the well-organized industrial combinations represent t 1est develop 
ment of the factory system. 

Whiie industrial combinations may result in eco f production 
and distribution, the fact that competition is eit! or partly 
removed leads to abuses. Thus, according to witn 10 testified 
before the committee, the International Harvester (o. has not only un 
reasonably advanced the price of self-binders, but ha changed the 
method of sale in such a way as to result in many cases in a loss to 
farmers. tefore the organization of the International Harvester Co 
the local dealer selling the binder sent a mechanic to “set up” the 
machine and to remain a few hours until the machine was running 


smoothly, and in case repairs were needed they were supplied immedi 
ately from the stock of the local dealer. Since the organization of th 
International Harvester Co. the machine, when purchased by the farmer, 
is sent “ knocked down” to his nearest railroad station. and the farmer 
must set up his machine, and in case repairs are needed the machine is 
idle until the repairs are forwarded by express from the branch house, 
usually located in some large city and not necessarily convenient to the 
grain section, 
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that the majority report of the Senate Committee 
nd Prices of Commodities advances the remarkable 
tion that in some cases the trusts have lowered prices of 
control, but it is equally true that in those 
report fails to mention the fact that the 
m lowered even below the American price, 

America the trusts have prevented our consumers 
from obtaining the reduced prices that ought to have come 
from improvements of manufacture and natural causes, such as 
greater natural supplies. Wherever prices on trust-made arti- 
cles have been lowered here, they have not been lowered one 
moiety of what they would have been lowered if the people of 
this country had received the advantages of improvements in 
manufacture and of the natural causes that seem to operate 
everywhere on earth except in trust-ridden America. 
[Applause on the Democratie side.) 

Everyone knows that in this country there is 
of human activity, hardly a line of business or 
not either directly or indirectly controlled by these trusts and 
combinations. Our children are rocked in trust-made cradles, 
our dead are buried in trust-made coffins, and if there is an 
articie of necessity that the American citizen must use, or a 
luxury that he wishes to use, that is not in 
other, directly or indirectly, controlled by these interests, I have 
yet to discover it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

What are we to do about it? Is the Congress of the United 
States impotent? Have vested wrongs grown so hoary with 
age that they have become vested rights? 


It is true 
on Wages a 
conten 
the products they 
cases the majority 
foreign price has bee 
and that in A 


else 


hardly a branch 


to be engaged in one branch of industry rather than 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Twenty-one years ago Senator John Sherman, 
gested one remedy. However much we may disagree with either 
the economic theories or political principles of the great Ohio 
Senator, yet we all must agree that he was an able statesman 
and a great man, and that his remedy is entitled to receive not 
only careful consideration but fair trial. The remedy he pro- 
posed was to revamp, with only slight modifications, the com- 
mon law against forestalling, regrading, and engrossing. 
principle is as old as the Anglo-Saxon law, indeed, as human 
civilization itself. It is based on an inherent opposition to 
monopoly. I refer, of course, to the celebrated Sherman anti- 
trust law of July 2, 1890, by which combinations in the restraint 
of trade or commerce in the several States by of trust or 
otherwis declared to be illegal. Are we ‘rely on that 
law as a complete panacea for all our evils? I think not. I 
think if we were to adopt that policy and rely wholly upon it, 
we would be guilty of equal stupidity as a man would be if his 
blood was impure and therefore his body was afflicted with 
sores, and he should go to a doctor and have the sores cut out, 
instead of going to a doctor for treatment of the impurity in 
his blood that caused the sores. 

magnates in jail, 


of Ohio, sug- 


aT 


are to 


that to enforce the law against the criminals 
ae violate the antitrust law will do a great deal of good, but 
that can never be a complete remedy, no matter how vigilant, 
how industricus and impartial is the prosecution; as long as the 
system that creates these criminals continues in existence, trusts 
and < 
be broken up by criminal prosecutions. 

What, then, is the real remedy? I fear that I can not in the 
course of this speech undertake to amplify it as fully as I 
would like, but I venture to express the hope that I can at 
least suggest it. The remedy must come from the complete 
readjustment of our entire economic system. I mean particu- 
larly that system so far as same is ened to or is based 
upon the tariff laws of the country. I under 
this statement with that reluctance that a man : naturally feels 
in admitting conditions that require him to submit even tempo 
rarily to wrong and injustice, we can not do this at once or sud- 
denly. If our whole tariff system was changed in the twinkling 
of an eye it might and would probably throw this country int: 
a terrible business panic from which we would only recover 
with great difficulty and after great suffering. 
liberate and mature judgment that we ought to come as rapidly 
as possible to another and to a fundamentally different view of 
tariff taxation. Our industries are no longer infantis. They 
are conquering the markets of the world and are competing with 
the industries of ea nations all over the earth without tariff 
aid. Bitter experience has demonstrated to the American peo- 
ple that existence of a high tariff law that severely restricts 
foreign importations affords an irresistible temptation for the 
formation of combinations and monopolies that increase the 
prices of the products they control and raise the cost of living. 
The true American system of the twentieth century must and 
will eventually be, so far as this question is concerned, an im- 


| Government collects from the duties imposed. 
| besides the $300,000,000 that finds its way each year 


some way or the | 


Are the people to | 
continue to have profits guaranteed by law because they happen | 
another? 


The | 
| one hundred million a year, and even more if 
| levying such a tax we will not only carry out Dem: 


i believe that to put the trust | 


mbinations will be bred by it more rapidly than they can | 


| Cocoa, 
go RE ee a Sk ee * 


But it is my de- | 
| Sisal 
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position of import duties on articles of strict luxury 
noncompetitive articles alone. A great English stat: 

dressing a great English constituency, said 80 years aco 
would never vote for any law that, under the guise of 
enabled one Englishman to charge another Englishman 
more for any article made in England than he « 
charged, but for the existence of a tax law. Are we |} 
otic than this foreign statesman was, or do we love « 
people less than he did his? Are we less prepared to « 
justice? Yet no man can dispute the proposition t! 

as we continue to lay duties on competitive products, 
only burden our people with the payment of A "Ce 
millions of revenue that is actually received and 
into the Public Treasury, but alse we put uj 
greater burden that comes from the enhancement 


i 


m th 


| articles of domestic manufacture or production 1! 
| protected from foreign competition. 
industry that is | 


The most caref 
mists who have considered this question estimate th 
direct burden is fully five times as great as the r 
In ot] 


Treasury in the shape of these duties, fully fifte: 
millions per year is extracted from the pockets of th 
consumer in the enhanced price that he must pay fo 
of domestic manufacture or production over and aboy 
would have to pay but for the protective duties. 

To my mind, this is the greatest injustice that can 
the people under the guise and form of law, 
tem I am unalterably and irrevocably opposed. II 
tended, however, that we could not raise sufficient rev: 
the tariff to run the Government under this system 
to that objection I wish to say that 30 States of th 
Union have already ratified the income-tax amend 
Constitution, and the affirmative voice of i 
needed to make it a part of our organic law, and I 
lieve and confidently predict that before many mont 
that amendment will be ratified. [Applause on the D 
side.] 

From a properly adjusted income tax we 


ana 


to SI 


but 


can rea 


nece 


ciples, but will subserve the wisest policy of siatesn 
placing at least a portion of the burdens of Gover 
the backs of those who are best able to bear the: 
receive a large portion of its benefits. 

From a duty on luxuries or on articles that 
tirely noncompetitive, or practically so, we could 
the remainder of the revenue necessary to admini 
ically and effectually the Federal Government 

Let me call your attention to the following tab eQ 
entirely or largely noncompetitive, the figures the: 
from the Statistical Abstract of the United States for t! 
1909 : 


| Art works, not produced by Americans 


Indigo 
Gum arabic........ccesensdcewsceseneatnsecownn---- 
Crude camphor 


Other gums 

Cende 3OGINC Wo. cc ewe cddiinnaceesenitetwnwoe awe a 
Lico ice root 

Potash 

Qninia 

Nitrate soda 

Sulphur, crude 


a. OO Se 
nd, and I make | 


Vegetable wax 
CORE. WED cocctetetittinadoncitiiadtinilbiiiitncmmmmenewene 
IDR .. cociitntgnpiianientinitntilinnsiniliends ile tet eaten iimmeenenes 


Cork, wood 
] ria mi nds, 


TN ita a iisteisti nities tli neil eal as lak nine itiphintinnabdieivn ' 
RD, icisiistenieiaitilinacdjeh cntaeitmsdibnchiniitiabaiiimabasani tis atameraenet 
Be ORGS TRO cmt wintilionnn te Nl essenment 


| Lobsters and shrimps 


IIIT «nny atinmaniggnnancniaginestiiimaintliamsinia tlie 
CD Bese nccenatich theta tingbene 


India rubber 

India rubber, scrap 

Ivory 

Te eS eee 
Meerschaum 

Nickel ore 

Creosote oil 

Coconut oil 
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Value. 
St i car iil ith oritedleeesieetincictienentpnsonenetennsiaaiint $1, 100, 000 
Spaeth ag ices cpt tects ethnics eindesinstnnaiivaineciee 3, 000, 000 
cel Seiden niente dls re tei ttn Lileirecsicionan tntiemensbiaglentimaeig 1, 500, 000 
RaW Gl sritereq een sno newentindncinnenaan 79, 000, 000 
eA NN I Ne ds alin cxepteonsp sontneiinseenwsuinthdiocminadiinpsmmcin oat 200, 000 
Sean crane adc heer sessile linen inananibhersen iis 2, 000, 000 
Other spices oe wee ww wr ow ew owe oom 2, 000, 000 
Sine SER AA I tris ineniciesnesenigsshnisssocastineniitentadbialpecsiadlilipmatsiaite 90, 000, 000 
en cami ee die oe 1, 000, 000 | 
a iaslaleaea nna apd satan dbase whats ec cnanse abv baie 18, 000, 000 
Tin i i Ae 26, 000, 000 
Meh OGG ect tine wn nnn cw ee ennnedenemaiecmie ese 2, 400, 000 
All other cabinet woods____-_ joncmatihantebeioeintientnsias tea taaengen 1, 400, 000 
a ii ate ines iain i al a 581, 426, 000 
The total imports, free and dutiable, in 1909 amounted to §$1,- 


812,000,000; the articles dutiable amounted to $712,000,000; the ar- 
ticles free amounted to £$599,500,000. The tariff law of 1909 enlarged 
the free list. The noncompetitive articles amounted to $581,426,000; 
the revenue produced by the dutixble list in 1909 amounted to 
$300,977,438, or an equivalent ad valorem rate of 42 per cent. 

Applying this rate to the noncompetitive list the probable revenue 
would be approximately $245,000,000; the revenue in 1910 was ap- 
proximately $28,000,000. 

Applying the re of taxing noncompetitive imports a deficit of 
$80,000,000 would probably follow, which could easily be met by several 
other forms of taxation. 


I next wish to invite your attention to the statement of the 
revenue of Great Britain for 1908: 
1. Customs: 


Tectia emetoeenadomsmeees $68, 600, 000 
er ieninlnlinnig-cienidinjandomueientimniannen —. 29, 000, 000 
EE a a 12, 000, 000 
Rati reniiiahtiaenctatnacintlinathcandnnanicit 5, 900, 000 
CC eI ientiecinccheoesigint i micteipnithinnmaatinngnentns 2, 700, 000 
Ue i iirmainciintinnsy matin tigniiisiinneities 5, 800, 000 
CO titan snsddtusdntotnchaicsemeuhnes eepebenebanit 630, 000 
Cit atidttenytcrwaitennneiine teibintintnnatinds 910, 000 
Aon casi tinmendiinaindneaincitinn mens anna 1, 100, 000 
rt eel nie cabin enliceencaein iednsinmeeatuetindamamianlile 1, 400, 000 
lr nncnctnasiahtecnmncnthenteneen tienda 33, 800, 000 
eee 970, 000 


$162, 900, 000 











2. Excise: 

COE eitiicttimecnnisembtunadwndan 88, 500, 000 

i I ita iidicia nih inenciantnitildibianing iatnaiiajiinin 65, 600, 000 

Rinks stetniinnticatpqnenenenseeinennthinpeitintnnes 22, 000, 000 

i ieciccenichscinstcttstientsamcnstiibienichscteinepiniseminiitas 1, 700, 000 

Re catia crt ecteictnniniinnch ante 700, 000 
—— 178, 600, 000 

8. Estate duties: 

Sn cencithnniabandiidedn sn onematpraldienenieilien 71, 700, 000 

I” OD cic iad nhaptien tn cinta tecnitaitib 35, 000 

ll ee 240, 000 

i  iniitranpenntgeaiien naniennaeencnmte 19, 500, 000 

lg I aa 3, 600, 000 

2a 250, 000 
—_ 95, 500, 000 

4. Stamps, etc. : 

a scien tien crtniipiniamn ondhinagetidiengnendinttl — 15, 700,000 

tite inten etn pt ee nes teres ae mncncionepsneinintem 8, 600, 000 

eet 4, 300, 000 

Pe ios ca cnvesinrnntnienenepantieaapes 1, 600, 000 

IEE Ceccleitnaitandeds ieemasdeaumintgenanchente 880, 000 

ti itetsinaiin as tiatiithninainntanils 2, 500, 000 

a PT 2, 000, 000 

cli aat Ieetbebairineeinendccianatncbaied 8, 300, 000 

Ei ddite ntbitectttnns waiceesmencmidiieiai 2, 100, 000 
—_—- 39, 500, 000 
icc ids charlie testi evtinipenlitiititn atacand 3, 500, 000 
EE aE a ee es eee 9, 600, 000 
J, PRG CRCONNG CMe iin 6 cin tnninbieteneds 159, 300, 000 
SN cxvecnanchcnanensinanapenssetdgunancnyinmansiahtnchnmniniigianiinpuaititiy 647, 209, 000 
i ads tinhteiuitichansitriapeiingnicitinietiamiic eth ele &9, 200, 000 
I a menial 2, 200, 000 
ee  aenaieinaneiall 2, 500, 000 
ll. Interest en Sues Canal shares.................... 5, 900, 000 
i + Eo en cienintigigtniaaaideaians 11, 000, 000 
I VI sn tinea bhi nuliinebaial 130, 800, 000 
a cle ceeetttinitltenaieweplap nadie 780, 100, 000 


On tea alone Great Britain receives twenty-nine millions of 
revenue; on tobacco, sixty-nine millions; on sugar, nearly thirty- 
four millions; on various spirits, nearly thirty millions; on 
coffee, about one million. 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 

Mr. KENDALL. Is the gentleman from Georgia in favor of 
establishing a tariff on tea and coffee for revenue purposes? 

Mr. HARDWICK. 
asks me a question that is entitled to a candid answer, and I 
will endeavor to give it to him. Yes, I favor it and will vote 
for it with pleasure, either now or later, provided you take the 
duties entirely off competitive products and adopt the system 
of duties on luxuries and noncompetitive products. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. KENDALL. Then, if the gentleman had the power in 
the House he would abolish all—— 

‘ Mr. HARDWICK. Speaking for myself alone, I would say 
es, 


aoe Is that to be the policy of the Democratic 


| which reaches 
| tection goes into the pockets of domestic manufacturers and 


Mr. Chairman, the gentleman, of course, | 


ee 


( - 
915 

Mr. HARDWICK. The gentleman will have to form his own 
conclusion about the policy of the Democratic Party. If the 
Demoeratic Party does right, then, in my judgment, that will be 
its ultimate policy on this question. It is the only intelligent 
policy of this tariff question, unless you are going to embrace 
protection. 

Mr. KENDALL. I inquired of the gentleman, because I be- 
lieve him to be in the confidence of that party. 

Mr. HARDWICK. And I hope I am, and yet on this question 
I would not undertake to speak for anybody on earth except for 
myself and the constituency I represent upon this floor. Of 
course I would not support, and I think I was the first man in 
this House two years ago to protest against the imposition of a 
tax on coffee, so long as we were pursuing the system of raising 
our revenues principally from competitive products. We can 
not and ought not to adopt both policies on this question, be- 
cause they are antagonistic to each other and are diametrically 
opposite in principle. My own idea is that we ought to raise 
as much as we can from the income tax, from internal-revenue 
duties, and then ought to supplement it, so far as may be neces- 
sary, by moderate tariff duties on noncompetitive products ex- 
clusively, and a still higher revenue tax on articles of strict 
luxury. 

Why levy our duties on noncompetitive products except in 
ease of luxuries alone? It is undoubtedly true that whenever 
we levy duties on competitive products that for every dollar 
our customhouses at least $5 in indirect pro- 


producers, never reaches the customhouse at all, and yet most 
grievously burdens and oppresses our people. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

On this subject, let me call your attention to a striking state- 
ment made during the progress of the debate when the Payne 
tariff bill was under consideration. It was made by that dis- 
tinguished gentleman who is now Speaker of this House, Hon. 
CHAMP CLARK of Missouri. Mr. CLARK said: 

I will tell you the truth about revenue tariff and protective tariff 
very briefly. Up to a certain point on any article that is made in the 
United States, as well as abroad, a tariff rate is both a revenue rate 
and a protective rate, and no human being ever had or can have the 
ingenuity to separate them. It is an impossibility in nature. For 
instance, I might say that I am in favor of putting a 25-cent rate on a 
certain article for the purpose of revenue, and my friend from Michi 
gan {Mr. ForpDNEY] might say that he is in favor of putting a 25-cent 
rate on the same thing as protection. The upshot of it would be that 


I would get my revenue and the gentleman from Michigan would get 
his protection, whether I wanted him to have it or not. 
Mr. CLARK states the case well and he states it truly. If the 


gentleman from Michigan stands on the Republican side and 
votes for a duty of $2 per thousand on lumber and calls it 
“ protection,” and if a gentleman stands on this side of the 
Chamber and votes for $2 per thousand on lumber and calls it 
“revenue,” what difference does it make to the man who pays 
the bill? Does the rose by another name smell more or 
sweet? 

As long as we pursue this system of levying tariff duties on 
competitive articles we are forced, in order to raise the neces- 
sary revenues, to grant a vast amount of “ protection,” and to 
impose a still vaster amount of burden upon the American con- 
sumer, and therefore, I say, if we want to really lighten that 
burden, if we are really in earnest in our professed desire to 
lower the cost of living, if we really wish to present to the 
American people an issue that goes to the very heart of the 
matter and involves a great principle upon which legislation 
can be fashioned and an economic system built, then let 
abandon this system of imposing duties on competitive articles 
and obtain our revenue entirely from noncompetitive articles, 
the sole exception being in the case of luxuries. 

My construction of the time-worn battle ery of our party, 
“A tariff for revenue only,” may not be the conventional one, 
but it is, I believe, the one that sound statesmanship sucgests. 


less 


us 


As I interpret that phrase, “only” is not an adverb of purpose, 
but is an adverb of effect, and duties should be laid not only 
for the sole purpose of obtaining revenue, but so as to have ho 


other effect except to raise revenue. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the views I have expressed 
may not meet with the approval of every gentleman, even on 
my own side of the Chamber. I do not expect it. In express- 
ing them I speak, as I have stated before, for no one on earth 
except myself and my own constituency, but to that extent I 
assume for them entire responsibility. I do not think any 
party will ever raise an issue with “ protection” that is worth 
two seconds of the time of the American people until it comes 
to the position that it will levy no tariff duties except on lux- 
uries and noncompetitive articles, and will supplement 
duties with the internal-revenue duties and an income 
[Loud applause.] 


those 
tax. 
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Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the | the free list and articl of absolute neces 
setts [Mr. CURLEY]. ported free of duty. The Republican 
n, I rise to pledge my unqualified | extreme outpost under its last tariff meas 
sure as an advanced economi ‘or the Government gets $1 of revenue 
rican consumer and as a direct | $7 out of the pocket of the consumer. 
ntrol of the trusts which, th The st system of this country, of which th 
licy, are plundering tl opl Party is the master, belongs to monarchy and feu 
it has no valid part or lot in a government buil 
1 and truthfully stated, what does this free-list bill | affirmation of all men as free and equal. 
promise age earner? It means a loss of some $10,000.00 The saving that will come to the consumers of tl] 
a year in the revenues of the United States Government, but i by the passage of this measure will be stupendous. VW 
means a saving of some $300,000,000 a year to the consumers | farmers producing the very things upon which the 
who buy the articles included in this bill and from which an | this land subsist, and at every hand their means of | 
unjust tax will be removed. And the price, in my judgment, | is burdened by the exactions of an oppressive Republi 
is indeed smal! te pay, considering the burden lifted from the | policy largely dictated by the trust barons. 
backs of men engaged in most laborious occupations. | And every revolt against the Republican Party, as 

[ stand as a bitter and unrelenting foe « 1e¢ Republican | by the honest and courageous men upon the floor of 
Party, because under its economic policy it does not m: all | who bear the title of “ insurgents,” leaves the party 
men of this Nation equal before the law. more in the clutches of evil influence. 

And our Republican friends, in the face of the November elec- Trust magnates are made the patrons of an exorbi 
tions, return here to again repeat their assumption and rest | they grow rich beyond the dreams of avarice, and 
their case upon the miserable economic theory that wages are | an outraged Nation that the necessaries of life sha 
increased by tariff taxation, their favorite and only ground | cheaper falls upon deaf and umresponsive ears. 
for argument addressed in support of restricted trade. | This economic system places the burden upon the 

The wages of this country depend upon supply and demand. | the benefit of the few, for without the present ex 
There is absolutely no trade in labor that can be protected and | tariff there never-could have been the vast accun 
busy artisans move about the country unscheduled in tariffs. | wealth by the trusts of the country. 

And to the wretched sophistry that taxation under a protective Never in the world’s history were the ringing w 
tariff increases wages, the best reply is found in the fact that | great apostle of freedom, William Ewart Gladstone, 
there is a free trade in labor, a closed and monopolized market | than they are to-day. Gladstone said: 

in the products of labor, and which labor must buy to live upon. Conceal the hand of the tax gatherer and you can tax a 
zabor sells its service in a free-trade market and is paid in the | the point of impoverishment, if not starvation, without resist 
necessaries of life, advanced beyond all reason in price by a pro- | their part. 

tective tariff and the trusts sheltered by the tariff. These | Remember, my friends, that when an abuse of the | 
trusts contro! competition from abroad, kill competition among | power of the country is made to enrich any person i 
themselves by price agreements, and up to the very highest limit | be so exercised by the taking of wealth from some one ¢ 
that the consumer can stand. Now, the argument of a protective tariff is that | 

The people of this country believe that free raw materials will | facturer is first enriched and the laborer afterwards. 
help them and their industries; they so declared last November, | q vast number of trusts controlling the products of 
and they have the power in this House to make their will into | and rolling up millions upon millions, how often do 
law and to defeat any petty spirit of revenge. | hear of the workmen being called together and gi 

Within these hallowed walls the hour of a new dispensation | crease of wages of even a fraction of 1 per cent? 
is at hand. And now what are the actual facts? As a distinguis! 

It is the producer of the land who will benefit by the passage | mist has most well and truly declared: 
of this meas ure. A gricultural implements will cost our farmers After 16 years of Republican rule we find the American | 
approximately about $14,000,000 less. The southern planters | ing harder and producing more to-day than he ever produced 
will save $9,000,000 a year on their bagging, ties, and sacks, and | ae he aoe actually —_ 7 ane Sear Se gree had | 
the Lumber Trust will be compelled to suffer a reduction of | Will,’ ie‘money recelved ag wages, You can not cat or 
revenue of about $60,000,000 a year in the passage of this bill. | you must exchange your money wages for the necessari 
Upon leather, boots and shoes, saddles and harnesses the saving you cam tel} whathes wages are high ot low. te -ie 
to the American people will be $37,000,000 - - . ‘ c nt in "16 ‘yeaah aavtine eich "tiene we “find at ages 

The trusts of the country producing the articles named in this | ejther at a standstill or declining. 
bill will cease riding upon the back of the Government at will | _ The puole ae becoming so used to tl 
to stupendous profits by the strangling of competition. [Ap-| feel that the evil syows aueeter the eles the on rt 
plause on the Democratic side.] for it actually becomes less so to the observer by the v 

The Republican Party, year after year, has made its bargains | duration. 
with the trusts’ interests of the country, frying out the fat of And in these days of trust domination how elcq 
bloated corporations and then distributing their money and | words of Daniel Webster at Plymouth Rock, in De 
securing votes in return for measures that baye laid the heavy | Webster said: 
hand of taxation upon the people, not primarily for revenue | a free government can not long endure where the tend 
nor for government but to add to the gigantic wealth of special | to concentrate the wealth of the country in the hands o: 
interests. Applause on the Democratic side. ] | render the masses poor and dependent. 

Under this benign protective policy the Republican Party loves | That massive intellect, that clear, gray, gleaming 
the American workman when the votes are coming in and the | 90 years ago the danger of the economic situation 
protected manufacturer when the bills are coming in. [Ap- | to-day. 
plause on the Democratic side.] Again, at Albany, N. Y., in 1844, Webster declar 

The object of this free-list bill is to help destroy the principle | _ The culture of the soil is the great leading interest of 
of government that the many must suffer in order to enrich the | {Te “74d @ iia ie ade Gad Wt ete end tes 
few. tion can be shown distinctly to militate against the ag: 

I say to you, my friends, let us rise and remove the heavy | it ought to be given up. 
burden of taxation and give our farmers and artisans an equal | It is the experience of the world’s history that w! 
chance in life, and the money wrung from them to fill the | person is equipped with the power to oppress his fellow 
coffers of great trusts and combinations of capital will go for a | his own benefit that power will be exercised. 
better and a happier living, the enjoyment of a greater comfort The economic story of the times is that under thi 
to the people of our land, and the wages earned in varied em- protective tariff the right to tax—the greatest right : 
ployments will go for the better support of the families, the | that the world knows, and which Chief Justice Joln 
‘ 
y 


enjoyment in a small measure of some of those pleasures that | declared was the right te destroy—has passed from t] 
are incident to the possession of means, and for the better | ment to individuals and corporations, in defiance of the | 
education of their children. will, 

The northern and southern farmer as well are praying for This policy fs diametrically opposed to every cont 
relief from an inequitable burden of taxation and are eagerly | justice for which the fathers fought and is the sinist 
expecting some means of relief from the Sixty-second Congress | resting upon our land to-day. 
as the result of their voice expressed at the polls in November Give to the American producer free raw mat 
last. ‘The Democratic principle is: That imports coming in | his marvelous skill he can defy cor t n } 
competition with trust-controlled products should be placed upon ! of the earth. 
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Itural implements, mechanics’ tools, and many articles of food of 
‘ n consumption This bill will draw the full fire of the protec 
tionist forces In both Houses, and it is by ne means certain that Presi- 
dent Taft would sign the bill if it should get to him At any rate, the 
Democratic House 
I 


WHOLESALE INVESTIGATION. 


A searching various departments of Govern- 
rent will undertaken at the instance of the Democratic majority in 
he House Committees charged with the conduct of these investiga- 


I 
t 
tions have been appointed, and soon the light will be turned on in full 
i 
p 


investigation into the 


be 


ree. That there is “something rotten in Denmark” is beyond dis- 
ute, and the Democrats are going to locate the malodorous odor. 
There has not been an investigation of some of the departments in 


nearly = years, so the timeliness of the proposed looking into things is 
apparent, 

Min view of what they have already done and what they propose to 
accomplish, the Democrats of the House feel that they will convince the 
country of their capacity for still greater achievement with the coop- 
eration of a Democratic Senate and Democratic President. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. ALEXANDER, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 4413— 
the free-list bill—and had come to no resolution thereon. 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. PALMER, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Alton E. Cobb, Sixtieth Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 15 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 


minutes p. m.) the House adjourtied until to-morrow, May 4, | 


1911, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. MATTHEWS: A bill (H. R. 8468) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Canonsburg, Pa.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. KORBLY: A bill (H. R. 8469) to amend section 5278 


of the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 8470) to establish a national 
military park at the Brandywine battle ground, Pennsylvania ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8471) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Phoenixville, Pa.; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8472) to erect a monument on Brandywine 
battle field, Chester County, Pa.; to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8473).to erect a monument to the memory 
of John Morton; to the Committee on the Library. 

ty Mr. FRANCIS: Resolution (H. Res. 147) to appoint a com- 
mittee of five Members of the House to investigate the Ameri- 
can Woolen Co. and ascertain whether said company has or is 
violating the antitrust act of 1890 or any other law of the 
United States; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. STANLEY: Resolution (H. Res. 148) to investigate 
violations of the antitrust act of 1890, and other acts; to the 
Committee on Rules. . 

By Mr. GODWIN of North Carolina: Resolution (H. Res. 150) 
authorizing the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service to 
examine into the affairs of the Civil Service Commission ; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. DIFENDERIER: Resolution (H. Res. 151) asking 
the Secretary of the Navy to furnish data; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 152) asking the Secretary of War to 
furnish data; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 86) to 
investigate the Diplomatic and Consular Services of the United 
States; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Memorial of the Legislature of New 
York favoring elections of United States Senators by direct vote 
of the people; to the Committee on Election of President, Vice 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 





is going to put the issue up to the Senate and the | 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and res 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (CH. R. 8474) granting an in 
pension to James A. Wells; to the Committee on Iny 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8475) granting a pension to Ter 
nedy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. S476) ¢ 
increase of pension to John C. Ernst; to the Comu 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8477) granting an increase of pe 
Israel Walterhouse; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. &. 8478) granting an increase of pe 
Alba Howey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8479) granting an increase of }. 
Samuel G. Powell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensior 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8480) granting an increase of }. 
Nicholas H. Pond; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8481) granting an increase of y« 
Charles F. Keller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8482) granting an increase of 
Merritt Hanver: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8483) granting an increase of » to 
Joseph Mahaffey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8484) granting an increase of |» 

Pollis Blon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8485) granting an increase of y 
Liewellyn W. French; to the Committee on Invalid I 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8486) granting an increase of |» 1 to 
John Schlosser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8487) granting an increase of }« to 
Francis M. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8488) granting an increase of pens 
Eliza J. Sweet; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8489) granting an increase of | 
Amon Freese; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8490) granting an increase of |» 
James A. Buchanan; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8491) granting an increase of 
A. S. Konkel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8492) granting an increase of 1. 

Isaac Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8493) granting an increase of | 
Thomas Cupps; to the Committee on Pensions. 
| By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 8494) granting an 
of pension to Charles G. Johnston; to the Committee on | l 
Pensions 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8495) granting an increase of jx 
| Lewis Snyder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8496) granting an increase of } 1 to 
Gabriel F. Currey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8497) granting an increase of p 
Alonzo Carson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8498) granting an increase of | 
Thomas Swope; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 8499) granting an 
of pension to James T. Kelly; to the Committee on In\ 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8500) granting an honorable dis 
Alfred L. Dutton; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8501) for the relief of Lieut. Je 
E. Morse, United States Navy, retired; to the Con 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8502) for the relief of William H. DP 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8508) granting a pension to Catherine & 
Jacobs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. e 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8504) granting a pension to Horace W. 
Durnall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8505) granting a pension to Frank 
Laurence; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 8506) granting a pension 
Albert B. Kidder; to the Committee on Invalid Pension: 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8507) for te 
relief of Mag Brown; to the Committee'on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8508) for the relief of the legal repre 
sentatives of Charles Durkee, deceased; to the Comuuitiee 0 
War Claims. 

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 8509) granting an increase 
of pension to Burch Miller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8510) granting an increase of pension & 
Valentine Barnett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8511) granting an increase of pension so | Aiso, a bill (H. R. 8550) granting a pension to Elizabeth 


Mahlon C. Sween; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


\iso, a bill (H. R. 8512) granting an increase of pension to | 


John W. Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8513) granting an increase of pension to | 


samuel Wolf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 8514) granting an increase of pension to 
James Gaines; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8515) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Fritz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8516) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8517) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Bingaman ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8518) granting an increase of pension to 
L. S. Clemans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Virgil D. Rose; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ty Mr. DONOHOE: A bill (H. R. 8520) granting a pension 
to Francis A. Grenner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (CH. R. 8521) granting an increase 
of pension to Alfred O. Bush; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 8522) granting an increase 


say; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8551) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
Stroup; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8552) granting a pension to Mary Reilly; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 8553) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Charles Nellman; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8554) granting a pension to Thomas F. 
Keating; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8555) granting a pensior » Lillian J. 
Hartley ; to the Committee on Pensions, 
By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 8556) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Ferdinand Armentrout; to the Committers 


| on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8519) granting an increase of pension to | 


By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 8557) granting a pension 
to William E. Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8558) granting a pension to Philip C, 
Elbert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8559) granting a pension to Fred W. Nis 


| bett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


of pension to William W. Hudson; to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 8523) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Cummings; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAY: A bill (H. R. 8524) granting an increase of 
pension to James W. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8525) granting an increase of pension t 
Thomas B. Garrison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8526) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph B. Randall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8527) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Bennett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8528) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry Bottles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8529) granting an increase of pension to 
William Catt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8530) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa MeConnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8531) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Powell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8532) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua F, Spurlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8533) granting an increase of pension to 
Othaniel Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8534) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Seal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 8535) granting an increase of pension to 
William A, Wreunick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8536) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Robson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8537) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac H. Earl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8538) granting an increase of pension to 
Middleton Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8539) granting a pension to James F., 
Adams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8540) granting a pension to John F. Joyce; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8541) granting a pension to James H. Wil- 
liams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8542) granting a pension to Morton W. 
Sebring; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8548) to correct the military record of 
Thomas Weaver; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8544) to correct the military record of 
Edward Payton, alias Edward Paddin; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8545) to correct the military record of 
Wendlin Erust; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8546) to correct the military record of 
Leopold Baudendistel ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8547) to correct the military record of 
Samuel Brown; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


= 


) 


By Mr. HARRIS: A bill (H. R. 8548) granting an increase | 


of pension to Jacob L. Batchelder; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (H. R. 8549) granting an increase 


of pension to Blazins Untereiner; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8560) granting an increase of pension t 
Jen Rody Chauncey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. McGUIRE of Okiahoma: A bill (H. R. 8561) granting 
an increase of pension to Moses Soard; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8562) granting an increase of pension to 
Wallace R. Kelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8563) granting an increase of pension t 


Andrew J. Berlin: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8564) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 8565) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick Claus; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8566) granting an increase of pension to 


Cyrus W. Graff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8567) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert N. Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. MAHER: A bill (H. R. 8568) granting an increase of 
pension to Ellen T. Dunne; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8569) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward D. Bliss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 8570) granting an increase of 
pension to O. B. Shine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATTHEWS: A bill (H. R. 8571) granting an in 


crease of pension to James Campbell Stevenson: to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8572) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas S. Vale, alias Thomas Vaile; to the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8573) granting an 
increase of pension to John C. Moss; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 8574) granting a pension t 
Wenzel Patzelt: to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8575) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Hanlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. PATTON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8576) grant 
ing a pension to John M. Bunnell; to the Committee on Pe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8577) granting an increase of pension 
James V. Gault; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8578) granting an increase of pe n 
Reuben Venatta: to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 


By Mr. PEPPER: A bill (H. R. 8579) granting a | 1 to 
David A. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

$y Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 8580) granting a per to 
Lucy F. Geiger; to the Committee on Pensio1 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8581) for t! vance of 
certain claims reported by the Court of Cla ler the pr 
visions of the acts approved March 3, 1883, and M h 3, 1887, 
and commonly known as the Bowma! I ’ to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 8582) granting an incre of 
pension to John 8S. Cairoli; to the Committee on Invalid Per 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8583) granting an increase of | to 
Henry Root; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R. 8584) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frank Sayre; to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8585) granting an increase of pension to 
William Stanley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8586) granting an increase of pension to | of the people; to the Committee on Election of President, \ 


’ 


William H. Hooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. UTTER: A bill (H. R. 8587) granting an increase of By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany bills for relict o¢ 
pension to George P, Kenyon; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | William W. Hudson, of Rockford, Ill, and Alonzo F. Sta\kor. 
sions, of Winnebago County, Ill.; to the Committee on Invalid Pep! 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8588) granting an increase of pension to | sions. 

William H. Follett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Resolutions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8589) granting an increase of pension to | Essex County (Mass.) Shoe & Leather Association, prvi, 
Margaret J. Lawton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ing against any change in the existing tariff schedules oy 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8590) granting an increase of pension to | leather, boots, and shoes, and National Association of T ers, 
Martha E. Robbins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. against placing leather on the free list; to the Commitice on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8591) granting an increase of pension to | Ways and Means. 

Mary F. Underwood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. GRAHAM: Papers to accompany bill for the 1 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8592) granting an increase of pension to | of John W. Cummings, of Litchfield, Ill; to the Committ 
Georgianna M. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 8593) granting an increase of pension to ty Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of assessors of Cotto. 1 
Catherine Sheehan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. County, Minn., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Com 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8594) granting an increase of pension to on Ways and Means. 


John P. Case; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, petition of Excelsior Chapter of American W n's 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8595) granting an increase of pe: 1 to | League, of Amboy, Minn., favoring parcels post; to the ( 
Michael McCormick; to the Committee on Invalid Pens’... -s. | mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8596) granting an increase of pension to| By Mr. HELM: Papers to accompany H. R. 8436, for (| 
Joseph Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. lief of the heirs or estates of William McClure and Margaret 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 8597) granting an increase of pension to | McClure, deceased, of Eubank, Pulaski County, Ky.; 
Albert Phetteplace; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8598) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. MATTHEWS: Papers in support of bill introduced 
Samuel E. Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. in behalf of James Campbell Stevenson, county of Lay 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8599) granting an increase of pension to | State of Pennsylvania; to the Committee on Invalid Pen S 
Henry Bucklin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, pepers in re bill for an appropriation of $100,000 for a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8600) granting an increase of pension to | Site and a public building at Canonsburg, Pa.; to the ( 
Henry 8S. Sharpe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 8601) granting an increase of sy Mr. RICHARDSON: Papers to accompany a KR. 7571. 
pension to James A. Brake; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | for the relief of the estate of L. C. Chisholm, of Tuscumia, \la.; 
sions, to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Seward Commercial Club, Sm 
= "2 tr | ard, Alaska, requesting that legislation be enacted to « 
PETITIONS, ETC. coal fields of Aone to the Committee on the Public |! 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid Also, resolutions of Bookkeepers, Stenographers, 

on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: countants’ Union, Local 12646, American Federation of |! 


ty Mr. ASHBROOK: Resolutions of the Glass Bottle Blow- | of New York Cix,, protesting against the kidnaping of J 
ers’ Association, No. 101, Coshocton, Ohio, favoring a repeal of | McNamara from the State of Indiana; to the Committ: 
10 cents tax on oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. | Judiciary. 


Also, petition of T. B. Gilbert and 10 other merchants of Also, memorial of the Legislature of New York, favori 
Loudonville, Ohio, in opposition to the parcels post; to the | tions of United States Senators by direct vote of tl 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. to the Committee on Election of President, Vice Presid 


By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petitions of the International Mold- | Representatives in Congress. 
ers’ Union of North America, Local No. 270, and the Chamber By Mr. UTTER: Resolutions of the Second Conventi 
of Commerce and the Oakland Board of Trade, all of Pitts- | Churches of Rhode Island, representing all Protestant 
burg, Pa., favoring a reduction of the tax on oleomargarine; to | nations, approving the Sunday closing of post offices. 


the Committee on Agriculture. | as possible, and advocating the establishment of a parc 
By Mr. BRADLEY: Petition of 75 residents of the twentieth | to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
New York congressional district, favoring the establishment of 3y Mr. WILLIS: Petition of F, D. Keller and 97 « 
a national department of health; to the Committee on Expendi- | zens of West Mansfield, Ohio, asking for the passa 
tures in the Interior Department. | granting an increase of pension to James A. Brake. 


Also, resolution of Washington Camp No. 84, Goshen, N. Y., | davits to accompany bill for the relief of James A. I 
favoring legislation to restrict undesirable immigration; to the | the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 713, Painters, Decorators, | 
and Paper Hangers of America, favoring repeal of the tax on | 
oleomargarine: to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Resolutions of Local No. 275, of Chester 
Springs; Camp No. 314, of Darby; and Local No. 338, of Down- 
ington, all in the State of Pennsylvania, favoring the illiteracy 
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test; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce D.D. 
Also, petition of Rayersford and Spring City Trades Council, The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was | 

Spring City, Pa., favoring withdrawal of the troops from Mexi- | 2Ppreved. 

can border; to the Committee on Military Affairs. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Aliso, resolution of the Board of Trade of Chester, Pa., favor- The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of th 

ing a permanent tariff commission; to the Committee on Ways | Business League of America, praying for the ratifica 

and Means. proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the U) 3 
By Mr. DENVER: Sundry telegrams from W. E. Noftsinger, | and Canada, which was referred to the Committee « 

of Hillsboro, Ohio, against any change in tariff on wool: from He also presented resolutions adopted by the Mot! 


J. R. Bickett, Xenia, Ohio, and J. M. McKinney, against the | ing of the Mount Pleasant Woman’s Christian T: 
reduction of the tariff on wool; and telegram and letter from | Union of the District of Columbia, praying for the a: 
the Xenia Shoe Manufacturing Co., Xenia, Ohio, against the re- | an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy. 
moral of duties on shoes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. | were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of the State senate at Albany, He also presented petitions of the congregations 
N. Y., favoring the election of United States Senators by the | Churches of the Brethren, of Speermoore and Waynok 
direct vote of the people; to the Committee on Election of Presi- | and of the Presbyterian Ministerial Association, of Pit'- 
dent, Vice President, and Representatives in Congress. | Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation for 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the National Association of Tan- | pression of the opium evil, which were referred to th: 
ners, protesting against placing leather on the free list; to the | mittee on Foreign Relations. 


Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. WARREN presented a memorial of Local Union i, 
By Mr. FITZGERALD: Memorial of the Legislature of New | International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, of Wa! , 
York, favoring elections of United States Senators by direct vote | N. Y.; and a memorial of the Hartje Paper Manufacturing ©°» 
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of Pittsburg, Pa., remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the United States 


and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. | 


He also presented a petition of John Schuler Post, No. 67, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Wyoming, of 
Sheridan, Wyo., praying for the passage of the so-called old-age 
pension bill, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DU PONT presented a petition of Washington Camp, 
No. 4, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Wilmington, Del., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to further restrict im- 
migration, which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Spring- 
field and Belleville, in the State of Illinois, praying for the 
repeal of the present oleomargarine law, which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Woonsocket, R, I., remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the United States 
and Canada, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM. I present a joint resolution adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Colorado, which I ask may be 
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorb, as follows: 

Senate joint resolution 42. 

the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
United States of America, in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the General Assembly of the State of Colorado, 
respectfully represent that— 

Whereas the commercial organizations of the city_and county of 
Denver are desirous of having the city and county of Denver establish 
in the mountains immediately west of Denver a mountain park, to be 
owned, maintained, and controlled by the city and county of Denver; 
and 

Whereas the establishment of such a mountain park would be of vast 
benefit to the city and county of. Denver and to the State of Colorado; 
and 

Whereas there is a large amount of land belonging to the United 
States available for the use of such mountain park, which has little or 
no value for any other use: 

Now therefore your memorialists respectfully recommend to your 
honorable bodies that 10,000 acres of land belonging to the United 
States within a radius of 30 miles westward from the limits of the city 
and county of Denver be granted to the city and county of Denver for a 
mountain park, the said 10,000 acres to be selected by the city and 
county of Denver within one year from the passage of the act granting 
the same, and that pending such selection all land belonging to the 
United States within such radius westward be withdrawn from entry. 

STEPHEN R. FITZGARRALD, 
President of the Senate. 
GEORGE McLACHLAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Approved April 25, 1911. 


To of the 


Joun F. SHAFROTH, 
Governor of the State of Colorado. 

Mr. McLEAN presented memorials of the German-American 
Alliance of New Haven and New Britain; Monsignor Slocum 
Branch, Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Waterbury; of J. H. 
Farnam, of Bridgeport; P. J. Kelly, of New Haven; and sundry 
citizens of Union City, all in the State of Connecticut, remon- 
strating against the ratification of the proposed treaty of arbi- 
tration between the United States and Great Britain, which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GRONNA presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Williams County, N. Dak., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called cold-storage bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented memorials of sundry business men and 
farmers of Grafton, Fertile Township, Walsh County, Adams, 
Hoople, Hastings, Bottineau County, Joliette, McVille, Tun- 
bridge, Brocket, Ramsey County, Milnor, Sharon, Steele County, 
Elm River Township, Hatton, Minot, Buford, Orthell Town- 
ship, Thompson, Orr, Pekin, Dickey, Underwood, McLean County, 
Plaza, Leeds, Pleasant Lake, Amanda, Grand Forks, and of 
Kindred, all in the State of North Dakota, remonstrating against 
the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement be- 
tween the United States and Canada, which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented the memorial of C. T. Rossiter, of 


Claremont, N. H., and the memorial of Lewis Page, of Goffstown, | 


N. H., remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed re- 
tiprocal trade agreement between the United States and Can- 
ada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey presented a petition of the 
congregation of the Congregational Church of Christ, of West- 
field, N. J., praying for the ratification of the proposed treaty 
of arbitration between the United States and Great Britain, 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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He also presented memorials of Daniel Sullivan, of Jersey 
| City, and sundry citizens of Montclair, Elizabeth, and Newark, 
all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the proposed treaty of arbitration between the 
| United States and Great Britain, which were referred to the 

Committee on Foreign Relations. 
| He also presented a memorial of Pomona Grange, Patrons of 
| Husbandry, of Burlington County, N. J., remonstrating against 
the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agreemetit be- 
tween the United States and Canada, which referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Washington Camps, Nos. 11, 
| 43, 51, 103, 105, and 131, all of the Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, in the State of New Jersey, and of sundry citizens of 
Newfoundland, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation 


was 


to further restrict immigration, which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of Phoenix Lodge, No. 315, In- 
ternational Association of Machinists, of Elizabeth, N. J. re 


monstrating against the adoption of the so-called Taylor system 


of shop management in Government arsenals and navy yards, 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 45, Inter- 


national Association of Bridge and Structural Iron Workers. 
of Jersey City, N. J., remonstrating against the method of pro- 


cedure and arrest in the case of John J. and James W. Me- 
Namara for alleged dynamiting of the Times Building, Los 
Angeles, Cal., which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 


tion and Labor. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented memorials of sundry citi- 
zens of Rumford, Livermore Falls, and Chisholm, all in the 
State of Maine, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the United States 
and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 271, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of South Montville, Me., 


remonstrating 


against the passage of the so-called cold-storage bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. O’GORMAN presented a memorial of the memorial and 
executive committee, Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of New York, of Rochester,-N. Y., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation proposing to incorporate the Grand 


Army of the Republic, which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


He also presented memorials of the congregation of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Ithaca; of the Robert Fulton 
Social and Literary Society, of Buffalo; of the Robert Emmet 
Memorial Association, of Buffalo; of the Ancient Ord 
Hibernians of Erie County; and of sundry citizens, all in the 
State of New York, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed treaty of arbitration between the United + ( nel 


Great Britain, which were referred to the C 
eign Relations. 
He also presented petitions of the United 


ttee on For 


Master BRutche 
Association of New York City; of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Oswego; of the Seward Republican Club. of the sixth assembly 
district of Brooklyn; and of the Chamber of Commerce and 


Manufacturers’ Club of Buffalo, all in the State of New Y 
and of the National Business League of America, praying { 
the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement be 
tween the United States and Canada, which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


He also presented a petition of the State Chapter of t! 
American Institute of Architects of New York, praying for t 
selection of a site at the intersection of the main axis of | 


Mall and the proposed Arlington bridge for the proposed Linco!n 
memorial, which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 
He also presented petitions of Local Camps No. 22, of 3 


kers; No. 17, of Elmira; of No. 34, of Goshen, P Orde 
Sons of America, and of Local Union No. 9, Interna ial Al 

ance Theatrical State Employees, of Syracus i the State 
or New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to further 


restrict immigration, which were referred to the 


Committee on 
Immigration. 
| He also presented a petition of the Republican Club of 
Yonkers, N. Y., praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the Constitution providing for the election of United Stat 
Senators by direct vote of the peo] which was ordered to 
| lie on the table. 
| He also presented a petition of the Socialist Local Union of 
Bolivar, N. Y., praying for the withdrawal of the United States 
| 


troops from the Mexican border, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
He also presented memorials of B. G. Shaver 


and sundry 
other citizens of Clay, N. Y.; of Palmer Local Union, No. 7, 
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trotherhood of Paper Makers; of the board of 


International 


trustees of Port Edward; of the Port Edward Trades Assem- 
bly; of Pomona and Union Granges; of the legislative com- 
mittee of the National Grange; of the International Brother- 
hood of Paper Makers No. 145; of Kayaderosseras Grange; 
of Wilton Grange; of the Dairymen’s League of Otisville; 
George M. McKee and other citizens; of the Ancient Order of 


Hibernians of Ballston Spa; of Forest City Grange; of Corfu 


Grange; of Pomona Grange, of Onondago County; of the In- 
ternational Brotherhood of Paper Makers; of the Pulp, Sul- 
phite, and Paper Mill Workers and Stationary Firemen; of 


Lebanon Grange of Ticonderoga; of Pomona Grange of Oneida 
County; of Olean Grange; of Clifton Spring Grange; of Marble 
City Local Union, No. 67; of Felts Mill Local Union, No. 6; 
of Thompson Local Union, No. 158; of the Harmony Farmers’ 
Club: of grangers of Onondaga County; and of 
granges of Cortland, all in the State of New York, remonstrat- 
ing against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade 
agreement between the United States and Canada, which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Cotton Exchange, of New 
Orleans, La., praying that cotton bagging be placed on the 
free list, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KENYON presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Cedar and Clinton Counties, and of Osage, all in the State of 
Jowa, remonstrating against 
reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Kinsman Post, No. 7, Depart- 
ment of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called old age pension bill, which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 
tion passed by the Legislature of the State of Arkansas, which 
I ask may be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


> 
a? 


ferred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 
House concurrent resolution 15. 

Whereas the Government of the United States levied a tax on all 
raw cotton in 1862 and continued the same at varying amounts until 
1867 ; and 

Whereas the chief burden of this tax, amounting to $68,000,000, 
fell upon the cotton growers at a time when they were least able to 
bear it; and 

Whereas the constitutionality of this tax has always been seriously 
guestioned and was affirmed only by an equally divided court; and 

Whereas the direct tax on land, the constitutionality of which has 
never been questioned, was long since returned to the States: There- 
fore be it 

Resolved by 













the 







(the senate concurring therein) : 
Section 1. That we request the Government of the United States to 
return this tax to the States in which it was collected in order that 






it may be used by them for the benefit of rural schools. 

Sec. 2. That the governor of the State of Arkansas be requested to 
transmit a copy of these resolutions to the executives of all the other 
States to be by them laid before the legislatures for such action as 
they may see fit; to the President of the United States for his con- 
sideration; and to our Senators and Representatives in Congress with 
the request that they formulate and introduce a bill designed to carry 
out the end suggested in this resolution. 














Pensions. 







cedure in the arrest of John J. McNamara and James W. 






Education and Labor. 






Patrons of Husbandry, of Middlebush, N. J., 






referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 






tween the United States and Great Britain, 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
He also presented a memorial of Phoenix Lodge, No. 315, In- 





monstrating against the proposed installment of the so-called 








sundry | 


the ratification of the proposed | 


I present a concurrent resolu- | 


There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was re- | 


house of representatives of the State of Arkansas | 


Mr. BRIGGS presented the petition of James M. Ayres, of 
Freehold, N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called National 
Tribune pension bill, which was referred to the Committee on 


He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 45, Inter- 
national Association of Bridge and Structural Iron Workers, of 
Jersey City, N. J., and a memorial of the Local Hudson County 
Socialist Party, New Jersey, remonstrating against the pro- 


McNamara for the alleged dynamiting of the Los Angeles 'Times 
Building, California, which were referred to the Committee on 


He also presented a memorial of Somerset Grange, No. 7, 


remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called cold-storage bill, which was 


He also presented memorials of the Emerald Club, of Pater- 
son, and of sundry citizens of Elizabeth, Jersey City, Paterson, 
and Newark, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed treaty of arbitration be- 
which were re- 


ternational Association of Machinists, of Elizabeth, N. J., re- 


Taylor system of shop management in Government arsenals and 


navy yards, which was referred to the Committee on 
Affairs. 

Mr. STEPHENSON presented memorials of the County | 
of Douglass, and of sundry citizens of Green Bay and 
Vitae, all in the State of Wisconsin, remonstrating agai 
ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement | 


| the United States and Canada, which were referred to t] 


mittee on Finance. 


Mr. OLIVER presented memorials of sundry citiz 
| Williamsburg, Pa., remonstrating against the ratificat 
the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the | 


| States and Canada, which were referred to the C 
Finance. 

Mr. CURTIS presented a memorial of Oak Grange, N 
| Patrons of Husbandry, of Topeka, Kans., remonstrating : 
the passage of the so-called cold-storage bill, which 
ferred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also presented memorials of Hurricane Grange, N 
*atrons of Husbandry, of Overbrook; of Oak Grange, N 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Topeka; of Local Union 
Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative Union of Amer 
Woodsdale; and of sundry citizens of Russell and Beloit 
the State of Kansas, remonstrating against the ratifi 
| the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the 
| States and Canada, which were referred to the Com 
Finance. 

Mr. BROWN presented resolutions adopted by the 
Association of Commercial Clubs, of Nebraska, favor 
| enactment of legislation creating an additional divisio 
Railway Mail Service, with headquarters at Omaha, 
which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices : 
Roads. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented memorials of Local Uni 
| International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, of Kalama: 
the Trade and Labor Council of Kalamazoo; and of t! 
mit Farmers’ Club, of Jackson County, all in the State o 
gan, remonstrating against the ratification of the p 
| reciprocal trade agreement between the United St: 
| Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Fina 

He also presented a memorial of the Wells-Higman ‘| 
Traverse City, Mich., remonstrating against the passag 
so-called uniform-package bill, which was referred to tl 
mittee on Standards, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. ROOT presented memorials of Alden Grange, 
| Aurora Grange, No. 1154; Argyle Grange, No. 1081; Et! 
| Grange, No. 961; Aurelius Grange, No. 1196; Alleghany ‘ 
| No. 843; Albion Grange, No. 270; Brockport Grange, 
| Beaver Falls Grange, No. 554; Byron Grange, No. 395; | 
| Grange, No. 924; Bath Grange, No. 294; Bristol Gr: 


mn 


‘ 


1080; Bernhards Bay Grange, No. 822; Barre Gr: 

| 1026; Barrington Grange, No. 1101; Bullville Grange, \ 
Cooper Grange, No. 820; Coopers Plains Grange, No. $20 
ter Grange, No. 984; Cambridge Valley Grange, 
Caledonia Grange, No. 870; Chicago Grange, No. 446; C 
Grange, No. 1083; Canisteo Grange, No. 460; Corinth | 
No. 823; Conquest Grange, No. 1027; Castile Grange, N 
Claayerack Grange, No. 934; Camden Grange, No. 354; 
mont Grange, No. 855; Dryden Grange, No. 1112; 1 
Grange, No. 535; Ella Grange, No. 783; East Clay 

No. 469; Elk Creek Grange, No. 506; Elma Grange, N 
Easton Grange, No. 1123; Eureka Grange, No. 46; 
Grange, No. 353; Floyd Grange, No. 665; Friendship | 
No. 72; Five Corners Grange, No. 1000; Fulton Grai 
719; Great Bend Grange, No. 642; Greece Grange, N 
Goshen Grange, No. 975; Gouverneur Grange, No. 305 
ford Grange, No. 1190; Henderson Grange, No. 145; 

Grange, No. 1122; Hoosick Grange; Honeoye Falls § 
No. 6; Hopewell Grange, No. 472; Interlaken Grange: 
Grange, No. 953; Jordanville Grange; Jasper Grang 


Knowlesville Grange, No. 1124; Kirkland Grange, 
Kingsbury Grange, No. 1085; Locke Grange, No. S68; 


Grange, No. 42; Lorraine Grange, No. 117; Lake Placid G 


Lombard Grange, No. 714; La Fargeville Grange, N 
Minaville Grange, No. 668; Morrisville Grange, No. 1149: 
Hope Grange, No. 902; Manilla Grange, No. 1135; M 
Grange, No. 997; Movers Grange, No. 837; Mansfield G 
No. 1089; Mapletown Grange, No. 812; Marlborough ‘ 
No. 904; Mentz Grange, No. 1156; Nicholdville Grunge, 
Owasco Lake Grange, No. 1074; Oak Hill Grange, No 
Olean Grange, No. 791; Parishville Grange, No. 928; P 


Grange; Putnam Valley Grange, No. 841; Poughkeepsie G! 
No. 889; Pierstown Grange, No. —; Peru Grange, No 
Perry Grange, No. 1163; Pomona Grange, Erie County, 
sell. Grange, No. 1031; Romulus Grange, No. 1181; 
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Grange, No. 11018; Rock Stream Grange, No. 1177; suattneitic | The 
Grange, No. 60; Stillwater Grange, No. 681; Stephens Mills 
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| 


Grange, No. 308; Shawangunk Grange, No, 1018; Stockholm | 


pepot Grange, No. 538; South Rutland Grange, No. 53; Schuyler 
Grange, No. 30; Seebers Lake Grange, No. 1193; Towlesville 


Grange, No. 480; Volney Grange, No. 165; West Groton Grange, | 


No. 818; Wadhams Mills Grange, No. —; Waterport Grange, 


No. 1059; Villenova Grange, No. 604; Ingleside Grange, No. 426; | 


Veteran Grange, No. 1108; Whalonsburg Grange, No. 954; 
Wharton Valley Grange, No. 991; Warsaw Grange, No. 1088; 
Waneta Grange, No. 1055; Williamson Grange, No. —; Web- 
ster Grange, No. 436; Westville Grange, No. 1047; Wawarsing 
Grange, No. 956; Wright Settlement Grange, No. 706; 


Marion | 


Grange, No. 214; Upton Lake Grange, No. 812; of sundry mein- | 


hers of the Dairymens’ League, of Youngsville; and of sundry 


citizens, all in the State of New York, remonstrating against | 


the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement be- 
tween the United States and Canada, which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES presented a 
Users’ Association, of Omak, Wash., praying for the enactment 
of certain legislation relative to issuance of patents to home- 
steaders, ete., which was referred to the Committee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DU PONT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 1791) to correct the military 
record of Henry Duffey, asked to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, which was agreed to. 


petition of the Okanogan Water | 


Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to | 


which was referred the bill (S. 339) providing for the reap- 
praisement and sale of certain lands in the town site of Port 
Angeles, Wash., and for other purposes, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, which was agreed to. 
APPROPRIATIONS INCIDENT TO THE SESSION, 

Mr. WARREN. From the Committee on Appropriations I re- 
port back favorably with an amendment the joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 2) making appropriations for the payment of cer- 
tain expenses incident to the first session of the Sixty-second 
Congress, and I submit a report (No. 2) thereon. I ask for 
its present consideration. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the joint 
resolution for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution. 

Mr. WARREN. The House simply submitted the portion that 
belongs to that body and the amendment offered by the Senate 
committee refers to the corresponding offices of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment of the committee 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY. 


On page 1, after line 5, insert: 
SENATE, 

For compensation of officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the 
service of the Senate, namely: Sixteen pages for the Senate Chamber, 
at the rate of $2.50 per day each during the session, from April 4 to 
June 30, 1911, $3,520, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

For stationery for committees and officers of the Senate, $1,000. 

In lieu of the unexpended balance of the appropriation for ‘“ compiler 
of the Navy Yearbook and indexer for Senate public documents, Pitman 
Pulsifer,” for the fiscal year 1911, and the amount appropriated for 
~ compiler of Navy Yearbook and indexer for Senate public documents, 
Pitman Pulsifer,” for the fiscal year 1912, there shall be made available 
so much of the sum of said unexpended balance and appropriation as 
may be necessary for the payment of salary to the verson or persons 
designated by the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate to per- 
form such work of compiling and indexing. And the unexpended bal- 
ance of the sum of $6,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
appropriated for “compiling and indexing reports and hearings when 
necessary of Senate committees and joint committees of the Senate and 
House of Representatives under Pitman Pulsifer, indexer,” in the urgent 
deficiency act approved December 23, 1910, shall also be expended for 
such work of compiling and indexing under the direction of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BACON. I do not ask that the joint resolution be re- 
read, but I should like to know what is the nature of the 
expenses that are included. 

Mr, WARREN. It provides on the House side for their pages 
and certain messengers the per diem until the 30th of June. It 
provides for the pages of this body until the 30th of June. As 
passed by the House it provides stationery for the House, to 
which we do not add anything for the Senate except $1,000 for 
ae stationery, occasioned by the new adjustment of com- 
Ihittees, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


joint resolution was reported to the Senate 

and the amendment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be 

resolution to be read a third time. 
The joint resolution was read the third time and passed. 


as amended, 


ngrossed, and the joint 


MILEAGE APPROPRIATIONS, 
Mr. WARREN. From the Committee on Appropriations I 
report back favorably, without amendment, the joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 3) making immediately available the appropriations 
for mileage of Senators and of Members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and I submit a report (No. 1) thereon. I ask for its 
present consideration. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee 
to its consideration. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, r¢ 
passed. 


) and there heing no 
of the Whole, proceeded 


without 
“id the third time, and 


CORRECTION OF 


Mr. WARREN. I also report back favorably from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, with amendments, the joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 1) to correct the errors in the enrollment of certain 
appropriation acts approved March 4, 1911, and I submit a 
report (No. 3) thereon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
ask for its present consideration? 

Mr. WARREN. I ask for its present consideration. I may 
state in explanation that the amendments propose to strike out 
the preamble and to change the title of the joint resolution. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I object to its present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the joint 
calendar. 


ERRORS IN APPROPRIATION ACTS. 


Objection is made to the present 
resolution, and it will go to the 


TEMPORARY STRUCTURES IN POTOMAC PARK. 

Mr. CULLOM. From the Committee on Foreign Relations 
I report back favorably without amendment the joint resolu- 
tion (H. J. Res. 38) to grant authority to the American Red 
Cross to erect temporary structures in Potomac Park, Wash- 
ington, D. C., for which I ask present consideration. This joint 
resolution has already passed the House. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution: and there being no 


objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
| to its consideration. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate witli 


amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third ti 
and passed. 
HEARINGS BEFORE 


Mr. BRIGGS. From the Committee to Audit a 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report back favorably 
Senate resolution 16, submitted by the from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] on the 13th ultimo, and I ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
lution. 

The resolution was read 
and agreed to, as follows: 


DISTRICT COMMITTEE. 


and Control the 


Senator 


The Secretary will read the reso- 


considered by un: 


inimous consent, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia, or any 


subcommittee thereof, be authorized to send for persons and papers and 
to administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer to report such ! 
ings as may be had in connection with any subject which may be nd 
ing before said committee; that the committee may sit during t 


sions or recesses of the Senate, and that the expense there 


of be paid 
. i 
out of the contingent fund ofthe Senate. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 

Mr. BRIGGS, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred Sen- 
ate resolution 20, submitted by Mr. WARREN on the 17th ultimo, 
reported it without amendment, and it was considered by unant- 
mous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs, or any subcom 
mittee thereof, be authorized to send for persons and papers and to ad 
minister oaths and to employ a stenographer to report such hearings 
as may be had in connection with any subject which may be pending 
before said committee, and to have the same printed for its use; that 


the committee may sit during the sessions or recesses of the Senate, 
and that the expense thereof be paid out of the contingent fund of the 


Senate, 
HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 

Mr. BRIGGS, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred Sen- 
ate resolution 22, submitted by Mr. Crark of Wyoming on the 
20th ultimo, reported it without amendment, and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be authorized, during the Sixty-second Congress, to send for 
persons and papers, to administer oaths, to employ a stenographer to 


aa 
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report ch hearings as may be had in connection with any subject 
that may be pending before said committee, and to have such hearings 
printed f the use of the committee; that the expenses of such hear- 
ings be paid of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the 
1id committee and all subcommittees thereof may sit during the ses- 


ot senate 
INVESTIGATIONS BY COMMITTEE ON 
Mr. BRIGGS. From the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report back Senate 
resolution 25, submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PENROSE] On the 1st instant, and I ask for its present considera- 
tion. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to make investi- 
gations of ‘nternal-revenue, customs, currency, and coinage matters, 


and to compile and prepare statistics and documents relating thereto 
as direct from time to time by the Senate and as may be necessary, 


FINANCE. 


ed 


and to report from time to time to the Senate the result thereof: and 
for this purpose they are authorized to sit, by subcommittee or other- 
wise, during the recess or sessions of the Senate, at such times and | 
places as they may deem advisable, to send for persons and papers, to 
administer oaths, and to employ such stenographic, clerical, and other 


assistance as necessary, the 


+ 
nt 


may be 3 expense of such investigation to 
be paid from the conting¢ fund of the Senate; and the committee is 
— ee d to order such printing and binding as may be necessary for 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I should like to ask if the resolution 
does not duplicate the work of the Monetary Commission and 
the work of the Tariff Commission. If it does, I desire to ob- 
ject. It seems to me that it does duplicate much of the work 
that those commissions are now doing. 

Mr. PENROSE. There is, of course, no intention of dupli- 
ating the work of the Monetary Commission or the Tariff 
Commission. This is the usual resolution offered at the be- 
ginning of every Congress in relation to the Finance Com- 
mittee. For the last 15 years, I believe, a resolution similar to 
this one has been passed by the Senate, and it is absolutely 
necessary in view of the many directions made by the Senate 
to that committee. The Senate has already directed the com- 
mittee to compile a number of documents involving great labor, 
and it is work requiring accuracy and expert knowledge. 
Without some such authority the committee will be absolutely 
at a standstill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
object to the present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I do not, unless it duplicates the work 
of those commissions. 

Mr. PENROSE. There is absolutely no such intention. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. 


Oregon 


SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. 


Mr. BRIGGS. From the Committee to Audit 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report back Senate 
resolution 6, submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
LA FoLierte] on the 6th ultimo, and referred to the committee 
on the 1st instant, and I submit a report (No. 4) thereon; I 
ask that the resolution and the report be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution. as follows: 

Whereas the Senate by resolution adopted on the 20th day of June, 


1910, authorized and directed the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
to investigate certain 
from the State of Illinois, and to report to the Senate whether in the 
election of said Lorimer as a Senator of the United States from said 
State of Illinois there were used and employed corrupt methods and 
practices; and 

Whereas said committee, pursuant to said resolution, took the testi- 


mony of a large number of witnesses, reduced the testimony to printed | 


form, and reported the same to the Senate, which was thereafter con- 
sidered and acted upon by the Senate; and 

Whereas the Illinois State senate thereafter appointed a committee 
to investigate like charges against WILLIAM LorIMeR and to report to 
said State senate whether in the election of said Loriwer to the United 
States Senate corrupt methods and practices were employed and used; 
and 

Whereas as it appears from the published reports of the proceedings 
of the said Illinois State senate committee that witnesses who were 
not called and sworn by the committee of this Senate appointed to 
investigate said charges have appeared before the said committee of the 
Illinois State senate, and upon being interrogated have civen important 
material testimony tending to prove that $100,000 was corruptly ex- 
pended to secure the election of WiLL1amM Lorimer to the United States 
Senate : 

Resolved, That Senators Jonn D. Works, CHartes BD. TOWNSEND, 
Grorce P. McLean, JoHN W. Kern, and ATLEE POMEREND be, and they 
are hereby, appointed a special committee, and as such committee be, 
and are hereby, authorized and directed to investigate and report to 
the Senate whether in the election of WILLIAM LORIMER, as a ator 
of the United States from the State of Illinois, there were used and 
employed corrupt methods and practices; that said committee be an- 
thorized to sit during the sessions of the Senate and during any recess 
of the Senate or of Congress, to hold sessions at such place or places 


as it shall deem most convenient for the purposes of the investigation, 
rs, to administer 
cluding all testi- 
and that the expenses of the inquiry shall be paid 


to employ stenographers, to send for persons and pa 
oaths, and to — the results of its investigation, 
mony taken by it; 
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from the contingent fund of the Senate 
by the chairman of the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be 

The Secretary read the report as follows: 

Mr. Brices, from the Committee to Audit and Control the C 
Expenses of the Senate, submitted the following report to : 
the resolution (8S. Res. 6): 

This resolution is reported to the Senate by the Committee t 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate with , 
recommendation. In making this recommendation th: nitt 
claims any purpose to indicate whether the investigation should 
by the standing Committee on Privileges and Elections or by 
cial committee whose membership is named in the resolution, or 
the investigation should be made at all; those m: 
must be left, to the future action of the Senate, 
sagt | the money necessary for this investigati 
ye made. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
consideration of 


vouchers to be 


upon 


id. 


rei 


itters being left 
intend 
m if an in, 






r it 
Vv its: 


Is there objection to the 
the resolution? 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE, Mr. DILLINGHAM, and Mr. BR 
| addressed the Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsi 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I request that the resolution li 


| the table, to be called up by me for consideration by 


and Control | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wis 
jects to the present consideration of the resolution 
that it lie on the table. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
in another form. 

Mr. BRIGGS. If the Chair will pardon me, I wi 
that the request which I made was that the resolution | 1, 
and after it had been read I did not intend to ask that 
now considered, but that it go to the calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the 1 
of the Senator from Wisconsin that the resolution lie 
table? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I would like at this time. Mr. 1 
dent, to give notice that early in the next week I shal 
Senate to consider the resolution, at which time I shall s 
some information to the Senate and some observations uj 
importance of passing the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will remain 
table, subject to call. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a large number o 
tors on both sides of the Chamber have suggested t! 
of the work that is before the committees of the 
would be well to adjourn over until Monday next. I notic 
there are two measures on the calendar. I want to : 
Senators interested in those measures whether they wil! 
to a motion for an adjournment until Monday 

Mr. BORAH. I will say, in answer to the Senator f: 
Hampshire, that if we could have the second number 
calendar, House joint resolution 39, made the untini 
ness, I would not object to adjournment until Monday, | I 
should like to have that disposed of and made the 
business before the matter of adjourning over i 
eluded. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I will inquire by 
method the Senator proposes to make the joint resolu 
which he refers the unfinished business? It can not be « 


My request, of course, makes ol 


el 


s 


s Y e Senate. 
charges against Wittiam Lorimer, a Senator | this hour under any rule of the Senat 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It can be done by unanil 
sent at this time, but in no other possible way. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not think that we can mak 
unfinished business by unanimous consent. Unfinished |! 
is an automatic proposition. A bill or resolution b« 
finished business because of the position it has occupied « 
calendar. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nev 
shire yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield, Mr. President. : 

Mr. LODGE. As to the matter of the unfinished busi 
wish to say that unfinished business is created by moti 
take up a measure at a certain hour, and, of course, the 
can make a measure the unfinished business by unanimo! 
sent. We can suspend the rules; we can do anything, 
cally, by unanimous consent. I have seen here. [ sh 
many times, agreements entered into to make ‘a certain m« 
the unfinished business at 2 o’clock. That is simply makine 
motion out of order; that is all. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is not written in any rule of the 
that we can make any measure the unfinished business 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President——— 

Mr. HEYBURN. I want merely to finish the expressi: I 
am not going to discuss this matter, but I intend to inter e 
such opposition as I may properly interpose under the rules ot 





Se 








i911. 


Senate 
resolution or by any unanim« 
not take up th 
ss until it has 

» VICE PRES 
i of the propositi 
HE YB URN. Y objet 

The VICE ) PRESIDENT. 
CLARK of Wyoming. 
e VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
CLARK of Wyoming. 


\ir. 


against making any measure the unfinished business 
msent agreement that 


not become unfinished 


S-C¢C 


can 
ts, that is the | 
; 


i 
ct. 
The Senator from Idaho objects. | 
Mr. President——— 


he joint resolution can in this manner be made the unfin- 

1 business, Mr. Presider t desire to say to the Senator 
Idaho [Mr. Bo some of the members of the 

mittee eon the Judiciary desire to file their views in writing 


fcAH] that 


reference to the joint resolution. There has hardly yet 
lity for them to get together, and therefore I hope 


no attempt will be made to bring the joint resolution for- 
y before the Senate as the unfinished business until that 

*an be done, which will be in the very near future, 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator 


( 

been opportu 
t] 

I 


m Idaho, then, in view of the suggestion made by the chair- | 


n of the Committee on the Judiciary, if he will let this mat- 
go over until Monday? 

BORAH. If that is the desire of the chairman of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, of course I will do so; but I did 
not understand that the chairman desired that. He only de- 
sired that no formal action be taken such as will necessitate a 
vote. If, however, the chairman desires that the request shall 
go over until Monday, I will not object. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then, Mr. President, I move that when 
the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. BATLEY. I move that until otherwise ordered the daily 

ssions of the Senate shall begin at 2 o’eclock post meridian. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas moves 
that until otherwise ordered the hour of daily meeting of the 
nate be 2 o’clock p. m. The question is on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I rise to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. Some 10 days ago the senior Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
Faye] submitted his resignation as President pro tempore of the 
Senate. I ask whether any action has been taken by the Sen- 
ate on that resignation? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No action has been taken thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I desire to say to the Senator 
that during the present week there will be a conference on the 
part of Republican Senators on that question. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. KERN: 

A bill (8. 1991) 
Anderson ; 

A bill (S. 1992) granting an increase of pension to John L 
Reese (with accompanying papers) ; 

\ bill (S$. 1993) granting an increase of pension to Jacob W 
Perkins (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1994) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Bigley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. POINDEXTER: 

_4 bill (8. 1995 ) to restore Capt. Alpt a 

active » list of the Army; to the Commitiee on Military Affai 

’ Mr. DIXON: 

bill (S. 1996) to further increase the efficiency of the Or- 
ganized Militia of the United States, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

bill (S. 1997) fer the relief of Edwin 8S. Metcalf (with ac- 
companying paper); to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill ¢S. 1998) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Shabley (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON : 

A bill (8. 1999) granting a pension to Carrie Kellogs (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (8. 2000) granting an increase of pension to Edward T 
a (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 

ns 


ter 





granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 


T. Easton to the 
irs 
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Without reference to whether or | 


| mittee on Milite iry 








By Mr. JONES: 

\ S. 2001) to pr 7 r the ay 1 

. 

‘ : ‘ 
enlisted men of the reve ma! I oO 
tl ( umitt on Naval Affa 3 

B Ir. PERKINS 

A L (S. 2002) to 1 t y of the 
personnel of the United §S . l (with 

cou Ll gf papers); 

A | is 003 ) uthor , Navy to 
mak rtial payments f I pub ie 
contracts nd 

A bill (S. 2004) ¢ 1 se n I ) d Stat- 
utes of the United States providing f 1 from 
promotion of officers of the Navy if not prof d; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

A bill (S. 2005) granting a pension to 4 I r 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on P ) 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: 

A bill *(S. 2006) to create in the War Department and the 
Navy Department, respectively, a roll designated as “the Civil 
War volunteer officers’ retired list,” to authorize | ing thereon 


with retired pay certain surviy 
Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of 
War, and for other purposes; 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (S. 2007) granting 
B. Roberts: and 

A bill 2008) gr 


ing offic 


‘cTS Wilo 


to 


tie 


an increase of 


(S. anting an incre 


Pensions. 


By Mr. BROWN: 


A bill (S. 2009) granting an increase of pensi 
L. Prouty; and 
A bill (S. 2010) granting an increase of pensi 


W. Bailey; to the ¢ 
By Mr. BRIGGS 


‘ommittee on Pensions 


A bill (S. 2011) authorizing the increase 
for a site for the public building at Plainfield, N. . 


served in 
he United States in the Civil 
Committee 
pension 


ise of pension to An 
J. Mowery (with accompanying papers); to the C 


rn 


m to 


. to 


} 


the 


Military 


on 


to William 
lrew 
ymmittee on 


1 to Francis 


. 


» . TY 
ransom 


of the limit of cost 


$150,000 ; 


to the Committee on Public suildir 1s and Grounds 

A 9 (S. 2012) granting an inerease of pension to Helen 
Lydi: Ruger ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

““s Mr. WATSON: 

A bill (S. 2018) to provide for the erection of iblie build 
ing at Elkins, W. Va.;: to the Committee on Publ Buildings 
and Grounds. 

iy Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 2014) for the relief of George Owens, John J. 
Bradley, William M. Godfrey, Rudolph G. EI ] hel 
Tupes, William H. Sage, Charles L. tevin, 4 B Luld- 
ing, and Grace E. Lewis; to the Committee on Public I 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 2015) granting an increase of pe 1 to Michael 
H. Skinner (with accompanying papers); to t iittee on 
Pension s. 

sy Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (S. 2016) for the relief of Fred C. and ¢ i 1 Fis . 
to the Committee on Public Land 

By Mr. BACON 

A bill (S. 2017) granting an increase of pe 1 to I ’ 
L. Terrill (with accompanying paper) nd 

A bill (S. 2018) granting an increase of pension to He M 
Willis (with accompanying paper); to the ¢ t on Pen 


sions 


A bill (S. 2019) for the relief of the heirs of | II, 
McLeod: to the Committee on Claims 

3y Mr. WILLIAMS 

A bill (S. 2020) for the relief of John A. Tea n- 
panying paper): to the Committee on C! 

By Mr, RAYNER: 

A bill (S. 2021) for the relief of the estate of John Y: r. 
deceased: to the Committee on Clair 

A bill (8. 2022) rranting a nension to William B . . 

A bill (S. 2023) granting an increase of pens to Cc. 
Whitson (with accompanying paper); to the ni on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (8. 2024) for the relief of Lewis Lemert: and 

A bill (S. 2025) to eorrect the military reco of O) ( 


him an honorable discha 
Affairs. 


granting 


Rice and to grant 


A bill (8S. 2026 
Wible; and 





an increase of pensi 
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A bill (S. 2027) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Fry 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 2028) for the relief of Henry E. Rhoades, a retired 
officer of the Engineer Corps, United States Navy; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 2029) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
McConn (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2080) granting a pension to Sarah Wilson (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2081) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Cockrell (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2082) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Buck (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2033) granting an increase of pension to Bradford 
L. Hollenbeck (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8S. 2034) granting a pension to Louise A. House (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2035) granting an increase of pension to Isaac T. 
Chambers (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2086) granting a pension to Grace J. Cowan (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (8. 2087) to provide for the erection of a monument on 
the battlefield of Gettysburg to commemorate the services of 
the United States Signal Corps during the War of the Rebellion ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 2088) to amend section 3613 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States; and 

A bill (8S. 2089) to amend section 304 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, as amended by the act of March 31, 1886, 
authorizing the temporary appointment of an Acting Assistant 
Treasurer, and for other purposes (with accompanying paper) ; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 2040) granting a pension to James Mullin; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (8S. 2042) granting a pension to Elizabeth McNally; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Virginia: 

A bill (S. 2043) granting a pension to Richard L. Miller; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: 

A bill (S. 2044) for the relief of the estate of John A. Heard, 
ee (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. KENYON: P 

A bill (S. 2045) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Guthrie; to the Committee on Pensions. 


PRINTING OF ATTORNEY GENERAL'S ADDRESSES. 


Mr. LODGE. I present three short speeches of the Attorney 
yeneral of the United States, one being his remarks before the 
New York State Bar Association at Syracuse, N. Y., January 19, 
1911; another an address before the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cleveland, Ohio, at the dedication of the new Federal building, 
March 20, 1911; and also his remarks at the annual banquet of 
the Daily Princetonian, at Princeton, N. J., May 1, 1911. I move 
that the articles be printed as one document. (S. Doc. No. 20.) 

The motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON GAS LIGHT CO. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE submitted the following resolution (S. 
Res. 29), which was read and referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Corporations Organized in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia is hereby authorized to make an investigation into the 
affairs of the Washington Gas Light Co., a corporation authorized under 
and by virtue of acts of Congress and doing business in the District 
of Columbia, and to report the facts to the Senate. In making such 
investigation said committee shall especially inquire into the capitation 
tion of said company, including its stocks, bonds, and certificates of 
indebtedness, when and by what authority issued, their volume and 
value; also its holdings in other companies, their character, and value; 
also the extent, character, cost, and value of the physical property of 
said company, the cost of operation, dividends declared, how and when 
paid, the volume and quality of gas sold and price collected therefor, 
the character of service, and all other matters relating to the business 
of said corporation. 

Said committee is authorized to employ experts, administer oaths, 
take testimony, send for persons and papers, employ a stenographer to 
report its hearings, to sit during the session of Congress or during 
recess, and to have the testimony taken printed. 

All necessary expenses to carry out the provisions of this resolution 
shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 


Mr. GAMBLE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 30), 
which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be authorized to send for persons and papers, to administer 
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2041) granting a pension to Catherine Allison; and | 
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oaths, and to employ a stenographer to report such hearings as m , 
had in connection with any subject which may be pending befor: ; 
committee; that the committee may sit during the sessions or ri: : 
of the Senate; and that the expense thereof be paid out of the . 

gent fund of the Senate. 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON MANUFACTURES. 


Mr. HEYBURN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
31), which was read and referred to the Committee to Audi: 1 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures be, and th: 
hereby, authorized, in the consideration of bills referred to it, to 
subcommittee or otherwise, during the recesses or sessions of th, 
ate, at such times and places as they may deem advisable, to su 
witnesses, to administer oaths, to have the hearings stenogra; 
reported, and to employ such expert and other assistance as | 
necessary, and to have such printing and binding done as may lx 
sary, the expense of such investigations to be paid from the cont 
fund of the Senate. 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 


Mr. WARREN submitted the following resolution (S 
82), which was read and referred to the Committee to 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations, or any subcon 
thereof, be authorized to send for persons and papers and to ad: 
oaths and to employ a stenographer to report such hearings as 
had in connection with any subject which may be pending bef i 
committee, and to have the same printed for its use, the « 
thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; a: 
the committee or any subcommittee thereof may sit during the 3 
of the Senate. 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE COMMF! 


Mr. CLAPP submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 33), 
which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit aud 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce, or any sub 
committee thereof be, and the same is hereby, authorized to sit ng 
the session, send for papers and persons, and to employ a steno: r 
from time to time, as may be necessary, to report such hearings 
be had on bills or other matters pending before said committe: 
have the same printed for the use of the committee, and t! 
stenographer be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


CONSTITUTIONS OF ARIZONA AND NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. BROWN. I desire to call from the table Senate joint 
resolution 2 and to have it referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. It is the joint resolution approving the constitutions of 


Arizona and New Mexico. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
that the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 2) approving the constitu 
tions formed by the constitutional conventions of the Territory 
of New Mexico and the Territory of Arizona be referred | 
Committee on Territories. In the absence of objection, that 
reference will be made. 


REFORMS IN REPRESENTATIVE GOVERN MENT. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, a few days azo tlie 
Attorney General of the United States delivered an address at 
Princeton criticizing as a “ spasmodic intervention ” of a ° 
lar uprising” some of the reforms that are now in vogue. I 


desire to submit an editorial from the Baltimore Sun in refer: 
ence to that matter, and I ask to have the Secretary read 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secr 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the editorial. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I was temporarily :!sent 
from the Chamber when the reading of this document 
menced. I am unable, from anything I have heard si) 
turning, to ascertain that it is in any way proper to be i 
the Senate, and I object to its further reading. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The reading was permitted 
unanimous consent, and the Chair supposes when unanimous 
consent has been given that the reading should be conc!idca. 
It is nearly concluded anyway. : 

Mr. HEYBURN. I was not here, and I am desirous of know: 
ing how this extraneous matter came before the Senate. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The matter came before the Se 
ate at the request of the Senator from Oregon, who asked I- 
mous consent that it be read, and that consent was granted. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not know what is in it—— : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon stated. 10 
making his request, that it was an editorial from the Ballimore 
Sun relating to a certain subject. ; 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I suggest, Mr. President——- 

Mr. HEYBURN. I hope the Senate will adopt a new rue 


regard to allowing things to be read by unanimous Co! sent 
without having knowledge whether it is from the Pentatcu 
or the Arabian Nights. — 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I suggest, inasmuch as the ('- . 


guished Senator from Idaho did not hear it, he ought to '« 
the editorial. 








CONGR 
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rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will conclude tne | 
reading. 

Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
editorial, which is as follows: 





T TO DESTROY BUT TO RESTORE REPRESENTATIVES GOVERNMENT 
{From the Baltimore Sun, May 3, 1911.] 


General Wickersham apparently fails to appreciate either 





sa 


















t! the spirit of the progressive movement. His address at 
Vr ton indicates that his views have in nowise changed since he \ 
to Chicago a year ago to administer bis rebuke to the Republican ins 
cents. He seems to regard genuine reform proposals as the “ spasinodic 
; vention” of a “ popular upris ing.” He resents proper criticism as 
kling and misrept resentation,” and fears that it will make compe- 
« men hesitate before they undertake public service. He does not 
al ‘ciate the fact that th e tenden y of the people to hold their serv- | 
ants to a stricter accountability is because their confidence has so often 
be -_ splaced His objection to the multiplicity of laws is wel! 
founded, and most of us will agree with him that we ane a “ law-rix 
people.” ‘Too many lz are ssed and two few enforced. But lezis 
tic st keep pace with ch ng conditions, and the sudden growth of 





@” most of the business of the cour 
and the Attorney General, in 
yurt in the Tobacco and Oil Trust cases, has 


rporations, abs 
lin dema nds regulation, 
efore the Suprem 











al et forth this nece y- 
he justit smagogy ” the proposed changes 
» Constituti h ] ) tions now ire 
merican | 1e Fed Government to | 
on incomes. it was adopted by Congress 
ut the urgent dent Taft, and is to remové 
do from a » Government possessed until 





the Supreme Cx declarir 





by & mere m 







vote, ti I filson ta law unconsti 
ti The Attor: ia hand in drawit 
I ion of the evies a tax on corpor 
it her proj U nite d States Senator 





d opular voté 
Mr Wickersham 





ntative government 
it an attempt to restore it 












I th past 20 years, the progressives contend, the Semate has not 
r nted t peo] Many Ser rs who could never have . 
‘ l by .poj * yote have been resen by legis! res amenable t 
“influence.” Deadlocks have been frequent and have prevented |! 
latures from attending to their business. Scandals have been frequent 

bribery by no meal ncomm« Such « as that of LorIiMER 
hav verely shaken confidence in the present method of electing Sen 
t and there is little dor ibt | that the pret mderance of th sughtful 
sentiment favors the propos sed « ing 

. Wickersham will find t hat the vast majority h a wets Wood irow 
W n that “we, the people, have not free enough to our owr 
agents or direct enough control r them.” tov. Wils yn states clearl; 
the purpose of the progressives when he says ‘We are cutt 

l i tions ; we are clearing ! i 





ai ies, not institu 
i 
i 


















pure light ying the or < t 
ing waste piaces w was productive ; vth 

effort of th f hoth parties, and th of no part 
all, not to tear build up: not to cumber the statute 1 
w more latys, but to simplify those we have and displace obsolete 
la with new egisiation j e shows is necessary to ci 
Ww changed condition defects in the g 7 rnime 
machinery. “ By one me * says Gov. Wilson, “the Gov 
ernments actuaily have be presentative character 
1 de nat rere resent u He sets forth the . the true progres 
si and they rapidly |! ing the m merous element in 
both parties—which is not tative government, but to 





ike our Government more 


ntative 

















RULINGS OF POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 





Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I rise to a question of personal 
rT ieze. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that on 

h day of I offered a resolution (8S. Res. 10), which 
the Senate adopted, that the Postmaster General be required to 
furnish certain information as to why he discriminated against 
certain newspapers, notably the Woman’s National Weekly. 
Thirty days have elapsed since the adoption of that resolution 
and yet Mr. Hitchcock, the Postmaster General, has paid no 
attention to it. 

I want to know if Mr. Hitchcock is bigger than the Senate 
of the United States. He has set on foot a diabolical, deliberate 
effort which has resulted in the ruin of Mr. Lewis, the edit 
of the Woman’s National Week! 














sly. The methods that have 
been employed by Mr. Hitcheock and his subordinates are the 
despicable, indeed, and call for the severest condemnation 
ot only of the Senate but of the country itself. They have 
absolutely hounded this man from Maine to California, and 
have cut off 103,000 valid, paid subscribers. They have de- 
stroyed his property. They have bankrupted the man, destroyed | 
his bank, all under governmental sanction and governmental 
authority; and when the Senate of the United States calls for 
Simple, plain information as to why it is done, Mr. Hitchcock 
turns up his nose and refuses to answer. 

I say I want to know if Mr. Hitchcock is bigger than the | 
Senate of the United States, and I want to serve notice on him | 
how that if this resolution is not answered by to-day a week I | 
4m going to offer a resolution in the Senate condemning him as 
4 public servant and asking the Senate to request the President | 
of the United States to discharge him from the public service. 
Now I hope he will get busy. 
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ION, 


my SULLOM. I think we ought to have 
and I therefore move that the Senate pr 
tion J executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Se 
con eration of executive busi fter 
executive session the doors were r ‘ 
and 5S minutes p. m) the Senate adjourn 
8, 1911, at 2 o'clock p. m. 

NOMINATIONS 

Exccutive nominations received f s 

UNitTep STaTes Ma \ 

Harry A. Weil, of Wisconsin, { 
the eastern district of Wisconsi (A ! 
having expired.) 

PROMOTIONS IN THE AR} 
CAVALR am? 

Capt. George L. Byram, Sixth Caval 
March 3, 1911, vice Maj. George H. M« 
pre ted. 

© Charles W. Farber, Eighth C 


March 8 1911, vice Maj. Horatio G. 


lva 1 to the grade of 





ava l@ulLenbant « 

visions of an act of Congress approved M 
Capt. Selah R. @. Tompkins, Seventh 

from March 3, 1911, vice Maj. Hez! J 

au V: ! ) ( de oi j t 

visions of an act of Congr proved M 
( t. S wi Ric Ci ( » | 

; vice M: William J. Nicl ‘ 

v2 to the grade of li ( 

of an act of Congress appro’ p ! 
Capt. Arthur Thayer, Thi 

3, 1911, vice Maj. red W ! 

tl of lieutenant col 

of Congress approved Mareh 3, 1011 
Cay John T. Haines, Ele h Ca 

\ 5, 1911, vice Maj. Ex P. I 

ud 1 to the grade of | ‘ ee 

sions of an act of Congress approved M 
Capt. John T. Nance, Second ¢ ail 

3, 1911, vice Maj. Henry J 

VAI ) the eT: de of lie ul l 

of a1 t of Ce "res nroyv NI q ] 
Fir Lieut. Cha Fr. Mari ] ( 

fro! arch 3, 1911, vice Capt: ¢ ] 


First Lieut. Robert E. Wood, T! 





j ‘ 
from March 3, 1911, vice Capt. ¢ 
Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Willis V. Morris ( 
from March 38, 1911, vice Capt . 
Cavalry, promoted 

First Lieut Walter S. Grant, Third C 
March 3, 1911 1, vice Capt. Sedgwick R = 

I - j Cc! Ti M. We 
oO ice Depart it, to be « 1 i 
Cc (rtl Thayer, Third ¢ 

Pir _ on C. Mumma ( 
from Ma , vice Capt. Charles } 
in the Ordnance Department was « til 

First Lieut. Frank P. Amos, enth ¢ 

March 3, 1911, vice Ca ae 





m3 1 
romoted. 





promoted. 

Second Lieut. Harry L. Hodg: 
lieutenant from March 3, 19 
Marti Fifth Cavalr y, promoted. 


ond Lieut. Victor S. Foster, 1 
) vice I 





lieutenant from March 8, 1 
Third Cavalry, promoted. 


Second Lieut. Oscar Foley, Sixth C 


ant from Mareh 3, 1911, vice First Li 
Cavalry, promoted. 


Second Lieut. Frederick D. Griffith, 


first lieutenant from March 3, 1911, 
S. Grant, Third Cavalry, promoted. 


‘irst Lieut. Julian A. Benjamin, Thir 
from March 3, 1911, vice Capt. John T. 
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Second Lieut. Emmet R. Harris, Eleventh Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from March 3, 1911, vice First Lieut. Joseph A. Baer, 
Sixth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John C. Pegram, First Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant from March 3, 1911, vice First Lieut. Frank O. Whitlock, 
Fourteenth Cavalry, promoted. 


FIELD ARTILLERY ARM. 


Capt. Le Roy 8. Lyon, Fourth Field Artillery, to be major 
from March 11, 1911, vice Maj. Samuel D. Sturgis, First Field 
Artillery, promoted. 

Capt. Tiemann N. Horn, Third Field Artillery, to be major 
from March 11, 1911, vice Maj. Lucien G. Berry, Third Field 
Artillery, promoted. ES 

Capt. Charles P. Summerall, Second Field Artillery, to be 
major from March 11, 1911, vice Maj. T. Bentley Mott, Fourth 
Field Artillery, detached from his proper command under the 
provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Capt. William M. Cruikshank, detailed in the Signal Corps, to 
be major from March 11, 1911, vice Maj. William L. Kenly, 
Fifth Field Artillery, detached from his proper command under 
the provisions of an act of Congress approvel March 3, 1911. 

Capt. Otho W. B. Farr, Fifth Field Artillery, to be major 
from April 13, 1911, vice Maj. George Le R. Irwin, Third Field 
Artillery, detailed as quartermaster on that date. 

First Lieut. Dennis H. Currie, Fourth Field Artillery, to be 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Le Roy §S. Lyon, 
Fourth Field Artillery, promoted. 

First Lieut. Beverly F. Browne, Sixth Field Artillery, to be 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Tiemann N. Horn, 
Third Field Artillery, promoted. 

First Lieut. Raymond S. Pratt, First Field Artillery, to be 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Charles P. Summerall, 
Second Field Artillery, promoted. 

First Lieut. Alden F. Brewster, Second Field Artillery, to be 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Dwight E. Aultman, 
Second Field Artillery, detached from his proper command 
org the provisions of an act of Congress approved March 8, 

9 

First Lieut. Edward H. De Armond, Sixth Field Artillery, to 
be captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Thomas FE. Merrill, 
First Field Artillery, detached from his proper command under 
the provisions of an ‘act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

First Lieut. Norton E. Wood, Sixth Field Artillery, to be 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Fox Conner, First Field 
Artillery, detached from his proper command under the pro- 
visions of an act of Congress approved March 8, 1911. 

First Lieut. Albert S. Fuger, Fourth Field Artillery, to be 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Dan T. Moore, Sixth 
Field Artillery, detached from his proper command under the 
provisions of an act of Congress approved March 8, 1911. 

First Lieut. William N. Michel, Fourth Field Artillery, to be 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Harry C. Williams, 
Second Field Artillery, detached from his proper command 
a the provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 
911. 

First Lieut. Ernest 8S. Wheeler, Fourth Field Artillery, to be 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Walter V. Cotchett, 
Second Field Artillery, detached from his proper command under 
the provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

First Lieut. Thomas W. Hollyday, Third Field Artillery, to 
be captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Morris E. Locke, 
Third Field Artillery, detached from his proper command under 
the provisions of an act of Congress approved March 8, 1911. 

First Lieut. John B. W. Corey, Fifth Field Artillery, to be 
captain from April 13, 1911, vice Capt. Otho W. B. Farr, Fifth 
Field Artillery, promoted. 

First Lieut. Marlborough Churchill, First Field Artillery, to 
be captain from April 13, 1911, vice Capt. Richard H. McMaster, 
First Field Artillery, detailed’ as quartermaster on that date. 

First Lieut. William F. Jones, Second Field Artillery, to be 
captain from April 13, 1911, vice Capt. William P. Ennis, un- 
assigned, detailed as quartermaster on that date. 

Second Lieut. Charles P. George, jr., Second Field Artillery, 
to be first lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. 
Dennis H. Currie, Fourth Field Artillery, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles W. Harlow, Second Field Artillery, to 
be first lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. Bey- 
erly F. Browne, Sixth Field Artillery, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Harold 8S. Naylor, First Field Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. Raymond 
S. Pratt, First Field Artillery, promoted. 
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Second Lieut. William H. Rucker, Second Field Arti); 


be first lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. A) jo, 


I. Brewster, Second Field Artillery, promoted. 
Second Lieut. William H. Shepherd, Third Field Arti}]«, 


be first lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. jy. 


ward H. De Armond, Sixth Field Artillery, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Marshall G. Randol, First Field Arti!) 
be first lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. \ 
E. Wood, Sixth Field Artillery, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John N. Greely, First Field Artillery, to by 
lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. Al), 
Fuger, Fourth Field Artillery, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Webster A. Capron, Fifth Field Artillery 
first lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. \\ 
N. Michel, Fourth Field Artillery, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Thomas D. Sloan, Sixth Field Artillery, ; 
first lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. Er 
Wheeler, Fourth Field Artillery, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frederick M. Barrows, Fourth Field A: 
to be first lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First 1.) 
Thomas W. Hollyday, Third Field Artillery, promoted. 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 


First Lieut. Carl E. Wiggin, Coast Artillery Corps, to Ix 
tain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Joseph P. Tracy, pro 

First Lieut. Glen F. Jenks, detailed as captain in the © 
nance Department, to be captain from March 11, 111, 
Capt, Percy M. Kessler, promoted. 

First Lieut. Edmund T. Weisel, Coast Artillery Corps, | 
eaptain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Glen F. Jenks, \ 


detail in the Ordnance Department was continued from Mu: 


11, 1911. 
First Lieut. Clarence B. Ross, Coast Artillery Corps, t 


S 


l- 


Q 


captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Johnson Hagood, pro- 


moted. 

First Lieut. Richard H. Jordan, Coast Artillery Corps, t 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. George T. Latte 
promoted. 

First Lieut. William S. Bowen, Coast Artillery Corps, to 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Frank K. Ferg 
promoted. 

First Lieut. John M. Page, Coast Artillery Corps, to he « 


tain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Robert S. Abernethy, pro- 


moted. 

First Lieut. Samuel C. Cardwell, Coast Artillery Corps, t 
eaptain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Benjamin M. ho 
detached from his proper command under the provisivlis 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

First Lieut. James B. Taylor, Coast Artillery Corps, | 


] , 


captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Andrew Moses, detached 


from his proper command under the provisions of an 
Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

First Lieut. Brainerd Taylor, Coast Artillery Corps 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. James B. Mite 
detached from his proper command under the provisions 0! 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

First Lieut. Guy B. G. Hanna, Coast Artillery Corps. t 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Henry J. Hate! 
tached from his proper command under the provisions of 
of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 


First Lieut. Richard P. Winslow, Coast Artillery Corps, to 


captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Clifton C. Carte! 
tached from his proper command under the provisions 0! 
of Congress approved March 8, 1911. 

First Lieut. Avery J. Cooper, Coast Artillery Cor))s 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Richard T. 1! 
tached from his proper command under the provisions ©! : 
of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

First Lieut. Frank Geere, Coast Artillery Corps, to be « 
from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Harry W. Newton, « 
from his proper command under the provisions of an act 0! 
gress approved March 38, 1911. 

First Lieut. George L. Wertenbaker, Coast Artillery ‘ 
to be captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Albert ©. | 
son, jr., detached from his proper command under the pr 
of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 


First Lieut. Walter C. Baker, Coast Artillery Corps, to '© 


captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Ellison L. Gilmer 


tached from his proper command under the provisions of a0 ' 


of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 


First Lieut. George P. Hawes, jr., Coast Artillery Cor). 


be captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Samuel G. 


he 


} 


to 
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detached from his proper command under the provisions of an 

t of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

First Lieut. Richard I. McKenney, Coast Artillery Corps, to 
be captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. John L. Roberts, jr., 
detached from his proper command under the provisions of an 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

First Lieut. Charles A. Clark, Coast Artillery Corps, to be cap- 
tain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Clifford C. Carson, de- 
tached from his proper command under the provisions of an 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

First Lieut. James M. Fulton, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Henry R. Casey, de- 
tached from his proper command under the provisions of an act | 
of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

First Lieut. Charles E. Wheatley, Coast Artillery Corps, to be | 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Clarence M. Condon, | 
detached from his proper command under the provisions of an 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

First Lieut. William Paterson, Coast Artillery Corps, to be | 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. James D. Watson, de- 
tached from his proper command under the provisions of an 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

First Lieut. Earl Biscoe, Coast Artillery Corps, to be captain 
from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Marion S. Battle, detached from | 
his proper command under the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1911. 

First Lieut. Lawrence C. Crawford, Coast Artillery Corps, to 
be captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Arthur L. Keesling, 
detached from his proper command under the provisions of an | 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

First Lieut. Wade H. Carpenter, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Hartman L. Butler, | 
detached from his proper command under the provisions of an 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Second Lieut. Warren R. Bell, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
first lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. Ralph E. 
Herring, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Arthur G. Campbell, Coast Artillery Corps, to 
be first lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. Wil- 
liam E. De Sombre, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John T. Rowe, Coast Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. Carl E. 
Wiggin, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frederick L. Martin, Coast Artillery Corps, to 
be first lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. Ed- 
mund T. Weisel, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Harold L. Gardiner, Coast Artillery Corps, to 
be first lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. Clar- 
ence B. Ross, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Marcel S. Keene, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
first lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. Richard | 
H. Jordan, promoted. 


INFANTRY ARM, 


Capt. Charles E. Tayman, First Infantry, to be major from 
March 3, 1911, vice Maj. Willis T. May, Fifteenth Infantry, ad- | 
yanced to the grade of lieutenant colonel under the provisions 
of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Capt. James W. McAndrew, Third Infantry, to be major from 
March 8, 1911, vice Maj. Lawrence J. Hearn, Third Infantry, 
promoted. 

Capt. Edward R. Chrisman, Sixteenth Infantry, to be major 
from March 3, 1911, vice Maj. Edwin P. Pendleton, Twenty- 
ninth Infantry, advanced to the grade of lieutenant colonel 
—— the provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 
911. 

Capt. Peter C. Harris, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be major 
from March 3, 1911, vice Maj. Daniel L. Howell, Eighteenth 
Infantry, advanced to the grade of lieutenant colonel under the | 
provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Capt. Munroe McFarland, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be 
major from March 10, 1911, vice Maj. Walter K, Wright, Eighth | 
Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. William T. Wilder, detailed paymaster, to be major 
from March 11, 1911, vice Maj. Charles W. Penrose, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, promoted, 

Capt. William R. Sample, Third Infantry, to be major from 
March 11, 1911, vice Maj. Francis J. Kernan, Twenty-fifth 
Infantry, promoted, 

Capt. William R. Dashiell, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be 
major from March 11, 1911, vice Maj. Chase W. Kennedy, Six- 
teenth Infantry, promoted. 
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| tain 
| Twenty-fourth Infantry, retired from active service March 


Capt. Eli A. Helmick, Tenth Infantry, to be major from 
March 11, 1911, vice Maj. Thomas W. Griffith, Twenty-eighth 
Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Robert W. Rose, Twenty-first Infantry, to be major 
from March 11, 1911, vice Maj. George W. McIver, Niuth Infan- 
try, promoted. 

Capt. William C. Bennett, Sixteenth Infantry, to be major 
from March 11, 1911, vice Maj. Wilds P. Richardson, Thirteenth 
Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Frederic H. Sargent, Eighth Infantry, to be major from 
March 11, 1911, vice Maj. Charles H. Barth, Twelfth Infantry, 
promoted. 

First Lieut. Thaddeus B. Seigle, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to 
be captain from March 3, 1911, vice Capt. Charles KE. Tayman, 
First Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. William A. Carleton, Thirtieth Infantry, to be 
captain from March 3, 1911, vice Capt. James W. McAndrew, 
Third Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. George Steunenberg, Twenty-eighth Infantry, to 
be captain from March 3, 1911, vice Capt. Edward R. Chrisman, 
Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. William Taylor, Tenth Infantry, to be captain 
from March 3, 1911, vice Capt. Peter C. Harris, Twenty-fourth 
Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Lochlin W. Caffey, Fifteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
from March 4, 1911, vice Capt. Archibald A. Cabaniss, 
1911. 

First Lieut. Ernest H. Agnew, Sixth Infantry, to be captain 


; from March 10, 1911, vice Capt. Munroe McFarland, Twenty- 


fourth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Robert O. Ragsdale, Third Infantry, to be cap- 
tain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. William R. Sample, Third 
Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Austin A. Parker, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. William R. Dashiell, 
Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Rhees Jackson, Twelfth Infantry, to be captain 
from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Eli A. Helmick, Tenth Infantry, 
promoted. 

First Lieut. Charles M. Gordon, jr., Sixth Infantry, to be 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Robert W. Rose, Twenty- 


| first Infantry, promoted. 


First Lieut. Fred V. S. Chamberlain, Second Infantry, to be 
captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. William C. Bennett, 
Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. William N. Hughes, detailed in the Signal Corps, 
to be captain from March 11, 1911, vice Capt. Frederic H. Sar- 
gent, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. James G. McIlroy, Ninth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from March 3, 1911 (subject to examination required 
by law), vice First Lieut. Thaddeus B. Seigle, Twenty-seventh 
Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Jay L. Benedict, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from March 3, 1911, vice First Lieut. William A. 
Carleton, Thirtieth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Joseph W. Stilwell, Twelfth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from March 3, 1911, vice First Lieut. George 
Steunenberg, Twenty-eighth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Richard J. Herman, Twenty-third Infantry, to 


| be first lieutenant from March 3, 1911, vice First Lieut. William 
| Taylor, Tenth Infantry, promoted. 


Second Lieut. Edward L. Hooper, Twelfth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from March 4, 1911, vice First Lieut. Lochlin 
W. Caffey, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Irving J. Phillipson, First Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from March 10, 1911, vice First Lieut. Ernest Hi, 
Agnew, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edmund B. Gregory, Fourteenth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. Robert 
O. Ragsdale, Third Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Wilber A. Blain, Twenty-third Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. Austin A. 
Parker, Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Robert B. Parker, Nineteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. Rhees 
Jackson, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Gordon R. Catts, Tenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. Charles M. 
Gordon, jr., Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Ursa M. Diller, Twelfth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from March 11, 1911, vice First Lieut. Fred VY. §. 
Chamberlain, Second Infantry, promoted. 
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MEDICAL CORPS. | 


Lieut. Col. George E. Bushnell, Medical Corps, to be colonel | 
from May 1, 1911, vice Col. Blair D. Taylor, retired from active 
vice April 30, 1911. . 
Maj. Merritte W. Ireland, Medical Corps, to be lieutenant | 
colonel from May 1, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. George E. Bushnel], | 
promoted. 

Capt. Wilson T. 
May 1, 


£1 


Davidson, Medical Corps, to be major from 
1911, vice Maj. Merritte W. Ireland, promoted. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
MEDICAL RESERVE 
To be first lieutenants with rank from April 29, 1911. 


Shelley Uriah Marietta, of Iowa. 
Blase Cole, of New Jersey. 


CORPS. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander Douglas E. Dismukes to be a commander 
in the Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Lieut. Herbert G. Sparrow to be a lieutenant commander in 
the Navy from the 29th day of January, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John E. Pond to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Machinist Raymond L. Drake to be a chief machinist in the 
Navy from the 1st day of January, 1911, upon the completion of 
six years’ service as a machinist. 

The following-named commanders to be captains in the Navy 
from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill vacancies: 

Albert P. Niblack and 

William 8. Sims. 

Lieut. Commander Henry J. Ziegemeier to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 4th day of March, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 


POSTMASTERS. 


KANSAS. 


Fred 8. Hazelton to be postmaster at Norton, Kans., in place 
of Fred §8. Hazelton, Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 28, 1911. 

Charles G. Webb to be 
place of Charles G. Webb. 
February 20, 1911. 


postmaster at Stafford, Kans., in 
Incumbent’s commission expired 


MAINE. 
Harry E. Reed to be postmaster at Millinocket, Me., in place 
of Charles H. Eastman, resigned. 
MICHIGAN. 
A. J. Glover to be postmaster at Galien, Mich. 
presidential April 1, 1911. 
MINNESOTA. 


Herman Nelson to be postmaster at Slayton, Minn., in place 


of James Ruane. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
28, 1911. 


Office became 


MONTANA. 
Thomas J. Waddell to be postmaster at Stanford, Mont. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1911. 
NORTH CAROLINA, 


_ John W. Armstrong to be postmaster at Belmont, N. C. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1911. 
J. Rufus Dorsett to be postmaster at Spencer, N. ©., in place 
of James D. Dorsett, resigned. 
OKLAHOMA. 


Martin Baswell to be postmaster at Poteau, Okla., in place of 
William H. Harrison. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 13, 1910. 

William H. Cleveland to be postmaster at Mountain View, 
Okla., in place of William H. Cleveland. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired June 28, 1910. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 
POSTMASTERS, 
CALIFORNIA. 
William R. South, Baypoint. 
MISSISSIPPI, 


Robert L. Bradshaw, Moss Point. 
Martha H. Talbert, Pelahatchee. 


NEVADA, 
Callie B. Ferguson, Fallon. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuurspay, May 4, 1911. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. 
follows: 

slessed be the name of the Lord, our God, whose glory 
around about us with ever increasing brightness and , . 
mercy is from everlasting to everlasting, poured out in a 
sand blessings anew every morning and fresh every ey 
Help us by the rectitude of our behavior and with unsywt 
devotion to duty to prove ourselves worthy of such lov 
devotion. And Thine be the praise, through Jesus Chri 
Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read 1 
approved. 


Conden, D, D + 


Ir 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Ho 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the st : 
the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R 
a bill to put agricultural implements and other articles 
free list. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committe 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Atrexa> 
the chair. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour } 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Clayton]. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, without indorsing or c1 
ing his address, for I have seen a newspaper account onl; 
let me say that no truer or more timely expression w: r 
uttered than that attributed to Hon. Woodrow Wilso: } 


| he said, at Norfolk, Va., a few days ago that— 


Programs are taking the place of philippics; and progran 
soberly examined and assessed, as unqualified criticisms and d 
ations can not be. 

I believe that it is but just to say that this Democratic 
has furnished a conspicuous example of the truth of that 
tion. For whaterer questions which may have heret: 
vided Democrats, it must be admitted, as a subject for 
cratie felicitation at least, that the Democratic Party h 
determined to bring about a reduction of import duties 
reform of the tariff system, and that to this end the 1 
is living up to a definite program. [Applause on the Den 
side.] That program is in harmony, as we must beli« 
the latest expressed will of the majority of the Ameri 
ple. The program and the action under it were brough 
because the people have evidenced the fact that they 
longer to be deceived by the false teachings of the Re) n 
arty and are at the same time disgusted with the broken . 
ises of some of its trusted leaders made before elections a 
the purpose of gaining votes to keep that party in power 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

The people have determined to control the Government : rd- 
ing to the will of the majority and for the benefit of all, 1 
than in the interest of the few who profit by 
laws. The presence of the Democratic majority in this 
attests the truthfulness of this statement, and it is not t 
to hope that Republican economic heresies and Republi I 
faith will be further condemned next year by the el 
some great Democrat to the high office of President. [A) 
on the Democratic side.] 


FURTHER DEMOCRATIC’ OPPORTUNITY. 


It is not necessary to admonish the Democrats here or els 
to continue to assert simple and admitted Democratic p1 
and to continue to endeavor to put these principles 
and practice whenever and wherever possible. The cou! I 
unanimity of action, and the action itself, that have chara 
the conduct of the majority of this House during the | 


ineq 


| days have pleased the disciples of Thomas Jefferson ever) 


and given new emphasis to the old faith that in gov 
there ought to be “equal rights to all and special privi! ) 
none,” and that there “‘must be economy in the public ex 

tures that labor may be lightly burdened.” [Applause « > 


| Democratic side.] The Democratic Party lias been triun 


when it demanded retrenchment and reform and has suc 1 
in two presidential elections in late years when it fea! 
proclaimed that a tariff law is a tax law, and that ne! 1 


tariff tax nor any other kind of a tax should be levied « 
for the support of the Government in all of its vigor and 

economical and honest administration. It is not to be o- 
verted that’no patriotic man objects to paying taxes for th 
port of the Government, And it is equally true that every Mics 
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thinking man ought to admit that any system of taxation ‘de- 
signed to favor individual or special interests and not for pub- 
lic revenue is an abuse of the taxing power of the Government, 
and therefore a vicious system. 

Who is it that will justify the conferring of special benefits 
under the form of tax laws upon favorites at the expense of the 
masses—the masses from whom must be exacted the legitimate 
expenses of the organization and maintenance of the Govern- 
ment and the masses who must furnish the money bestowed 
upon the favorites by these laws? It is forever funda- 
mentally true that taxation is not, never was, and never 
can be a productive force in any organized society; rather it is 
subtractive from the taxpayers and necessary and justifiable 
for the sole reason that it is essential for public governmental 
purposes, And this Democratic House can do its part in honest 
endeavor to observe these correct principles in legislation affect- 
ing the tariff. 
RESPECTIVE POSITIONS OF THE REPUBLICAN AND DEMOCRATIC PARTIES. 

It is difficult to define the present attitude of the Republican 
Party with respect to the tariff. In this House that historical 
party is divided into two hostile camps, known in the common 
parlance here as standpatters and insurgents. And the same 
division obtains in another distinguished body which I am, 
perhaps, precluded by the rules of the House from mentioning 
by name. In this Chamber that party recently evidenced a 
decided division in respect to the Canadian reciprocity trade 
agreement, for on the vote on that measure 60 Republicans 
voted with the Democrats to approve and SO Republicans voted 
to disapprove that agreement, which was negotiated by the Re- 
publican President and proposed by him to the Congress. This 
was done in the face of repeated Republican platform declara- 


| sistent with the public necessity. 


tions in favor of reciprocal trade agreements, and if the indica- | 


tions are borne out there will be a division in the Republican 
ranks when the pending bill is passed. I shall not impugn the 
motives of any Republican, but I hazard the prediction that the 
next Republican platform will at once declare for protection 
and for some sort of tariff reform, so that the next tariff utter- 
ance of that party will be an artistic straddle, designed to fool 
some people, just as their last platform sought to do when it 
declared— 

unequivocally for the revision of the tariff by special session of the 
Congress immediately following the inauguration of the next President. 

And also said at the same time that— 


in all tariff legislation the true principle of protection is best main- 
tained by the imposition of such duties as will equal the difference be- 
tween cost of production at home and abroad, together with a reason- 
able profit to American industries. 

It has been ascertained that the cost of production of Ameri- 
can manufactures is, as a rule, not greater than the cost of 


| tariff gives as the chief reason for the beauty 


production of similar manufactures in foreign countries, be- | 


cause of the superior skill and 


efficiency, machinery, and 
methods employed by Americans. 


If American labor is paid 


more, the greater pay is more than compensated for by its | 


greater earning capacity. 

Just how there could be any real revision of the tariff in the 
interest of the general public and at the same time preserve 
the prohibitory schedules, as was done in the Payne bill, and 
guarantee by the same statutory law a reasonable profit to 
manufacturers, is a problem unsolyed and apparently not capa- 
ble of solution, for the Republican Party, in full control of the 
Congress for two years after the promise was made, did not 
work out that problem. And it is not to be forgotten that the 
special session of Congress was held and that the revision ae- 
complished was a substantial revision upward and not down- 
ward. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

It is not too much to say that the Republican Party stands 
now and will continue to stand for a high tariff, for a tariff 
80 high as to altogether prohibit importations in many cases, 
and thereby in such cases to restrict and fence in the Amer- 
ican market as the special field for the operation of trusts and 
other trade conspiracies, which Republican legislation has 


caused and enabled to grievously afflict the great body of the | 
The | 


American people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Republican Party has always been the champion and the servile 
tool of the protected interests. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] In speaking of protective tariff, Alexander Hamilton in 
his celebrated report to Congress in 1790, and Albert Gallatin, 
the author of the Philadelphia Memorial of 1831, referred to it 
4s restriction, trade restriction. And such is Republican pro- 
tection—not protection but restriction—not wise and just taxa- 
tion, but burdensome and unjustifiable trade restriction, the 
fruit of which is favored combinations and interests exploiting 
our home markets for their benefit and at an increased expense 
to the people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I may be 





tribute from anotker citizen under the guise of taxation is gov- 
ernmental authorization for the practice of a wrong. The trou- 
ble with the Republicans is that they do not write tariff laws 
primarily for the purpose of raising public revenue. They frame 
such laws for the paramount object of restricting the American 
market and to lay unnecessary burdens upon the American 
people, and in order to give, and for the real purpose of giving, 
unnatural and unearned increment to the business of favored 
manufacturers and corporations. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

It may be that from the laying in some instances of an import 
duty for revenue there may be some advantage to the domestic 
manufacturer when his goods come into competition with those 
of the foreign manufacturer in our markets. But 


; this is inci- 
dental and inseparable from the tariff laid in such eases for 
revenue, A Democratic tariff bill, covering the whole subject, 


ought to be defined as a measure to impose and collect duties 


| for the purpose of raising the necessary money for the support 


of the Government honestly and economically administered; 
and such a measure would fix every duty at the lowest rate con- 
Such a measure would dis- 
tribute equally, as nearly as practicable, the burdens of taxa- 
tion, and would reduce to a minimum the incidental protection 
which can not be avoided under a purely revenue tariff, 

The difference between the two parties that the Demo- 
crats assert that the Government ought to levy duties prima- 
rily for the sole purpose of raising public revenue, and that 
this is the only rightful use of the power of taxation [applause 
on the Democratic side], whereas the Republicans say protec- 
tion shall be the real object—protection from competition with 
foreign-made goods, protection to those combinations and inter- 
ests which have been fostered under a high tariff 


is 


and allowed to 


exploit the American people by increased prices at home—a sys- 
tem that has enabled protected manufacturers to charge the 
American consumer more for their goods than they charge the 
foreigner for the same goods in a foreign land. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

The raising of public revenue is merely the incident of a 
Republican tariff law—an incident necessary to furnish color- 
able constitutional authority for upholding Republican abuses 
of the taxing power. And in this connection it is well to reeall 
the fact that Mr. Dingley, in explanation of schedules of the 


Dingley tariff law, frankly avowed that the rates fixed in some 
of its schedules were designedly made so high as to prohibit 
importations and were not intended to raise revenue. And let 
us be mindful of the fact that every champi protect 

of the p 


m of a 


‘otect e 


system the benefits which accrue to the interests cared for in 
the Republican tariff bills. 

Subtle and persuasive arguments and appeals are made to 
| these beneficiaries, and in response to such arguments and 
appeals organized greed has furnished influence and campaign 
contributions to the Republican Party in the elections. And 





that party has been kept in control and has long since ceased 
to regard the rightful use of the taxing power, and has been 
unmindful of the taxpayers and the consumers, And that 
what is the matter with the Republican Party. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

In contrast, the Democratic Party asserts that a tariff law 
is justifiable because it is necessary to raise revenue to defray 
the expenses of the Government. In dealing with present co: 
ditions, however, grown up under a vicious and exaggerated 
system, it must be admitted that wholesale or radical changes 
would be an unwise rule, but the free list can he added to and 
many substantial reductions in the rates fixed by schedules can 
be had without doing violence to the business world or to the 
Public Treasury. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


is 


Perhaps it is well to state that the report made by Alexander 
Hamilton in 1790, the speech of Mr. Clay in the House March 
230 and 31, 1824, and the speech made by Mr. Webster in the 
House on. April 1 and 2, 1824, furnish the argument of every 
| Republican utterance made in defense of Republican protective 
tariffs. 

And those who hold as I do, that the Federal Government 


is not paternal and not authorized to bestow favors upon in- 
dividuals or corporations through the medium of impost duties 
or other taxes do not that the sound economic prin 
ciples of tariff taxation advanced by Robert J. Walker in his 
report of December 5, 1845, have ever been refuted. They are 
familiar to the Members of this House, but let me state some of 
them : 

That no more money should be collected than is n 


wants of the Government economically administered 
That no duty be imposed on any article above the lowest rate which 


beliey e 


ece ssary for the 


permitted to say that a law which enables one citizen to exact | will yield the largest amount of revenue. 
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That below such rate discrimination may be made, descending in the 
scale of duties; or, for imperative reasons, the article may be placed 
list of those free from duty. 

That the maximum revenue duty should be imposed on luxuries. 


in the 


That all minimum and all specific duties should be abolished and 
ad valorem duties substituted in their place, care being taken to 
guard against fraudulert invoices and undervaluations and to assess 
the duty upon the actual market value. 

That the duty should be so imposed as to operate as equally as pos- 

ble throughout the Union, discriminating neither for nor against any 
class or section. 

RECENT EVENTS. 

Mr. Chairman, it is pertinent in discussing the tariff to con- 

sider some recent events and to take our bearings in order that 


we here may be better guided in our conduct, and I believe it 
will serve the purpose of putting more courage into the hearts 
of the Democratic Party. I believe that the trend of events, 
as is evidenced by the recent occurrences, foretell further Demo- 
cratic triumphs in the near future. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, these events have accentuated the difference 
between the Republican and the Democratic theories of taxa- 
tion, and have tended to make more manifest the righteousness 
of the Democratic position. Let us not forget that in the begin- 
ning, before highly protective and prohibitive tariffs were en- 
acted, there was not a millionaire within the confines of the 
Republic. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Now there are 
probably more than a dozen multimillionaires, whose aggregated 
wealth runs into the billions. To call the roll of the mere mil- 
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lionaires of our country would weary the patience of the House, | 


for they are too numerous and common. Republicans have ad- 
mitted in their platforms and elsewhere the burdensome injus- 
tice of our tariff laws, and have time and again promised cor- 
rection, and have just as often broken those promises, Corrupt 
and corrupting contributions have been made by the great in- 
surance companies and other corporations to the election of Re- 
publican candidates for office. Extravagance and wastefulness 
in public administration was admitted by Senator Aldrich, 
when he declared that the Federal Government could be prop- 
erly conducted for $300,000,000 per annum less than what is 
now expended. The stocks of transportation companies have 
been frequently watered, and yet the Republican Party has re- 
peatedly refused to pass laws for the physical valuation of the 
property of those corporations, in order to prevent a just deter- 
mination of a reasonable income to them from the property 
fairly valued. 

In this connection, let me call your attention to Senate Report 
No. 912, Sixty-first Congress, second session, part 1, page 125, 
presented by Senator Loner, a distinguished Republican states- 
man, on June 23, 1910. There it is stated that overcapitalization 
of transportation and industrial companies has the effect of 
advancing prices. The effect of overcapitalization may not be 
to immediately increase the amount of dividends paid, but an 
increase of capital usually results in a greater amount of divi- 
dends. Increased dividends must mean increased earnings, and 
the increased earnings come from the consumer. The increased 
and hich cost of living is universally admitted. The easy access 
of the manipulators of high finance to Republicans in place and 
power and the baleful influence of those manipulators have been 
made manifest in our statutory laws. These and other causes 
have, let us hope, aroused the people so that the Republican 
Party, arrogant and reckless on account of too long lease and 
abuse of power, will soon be driven from the control of the 
Republic. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The tariff ought to be so reformed as not to afford shelter to 
its evil progeny, the trusts and unlawful combinations, and 
so reformed as to afford needed governmental revenues only. 
If the Standard Oil Trust is cited, as it has been in the past, 
as a case in refutation of Mr. Havemeyer’s famous statement 
that the “tariff is the mother of trusts,” let us recall the ex- 
posure of the “joker” in the Republican tariff laws which 
furnished protection to the extent of prohibition of competition 
to that combination. Upon examination it was found that while 
petroleum, or oil, was put on the free list there was a proviso 
in the tariff bill to the effect that such products coming from any 
country that levied a tax on the same products should be taxed 
in like amount when brought into this country; and it was 
then further ascertained that the only oil that could be im- 
ported into this country in competition with the product of the 
Standard Oil Trust was amenable to the taxation under this 
proviso at a prohibitive rate. 

Publie sentiment forced the Republican Party to adopt, in 
part, the Democratic demand for publicity of campaign contribu- 
tions to the extent that the publication after elections of these 
contributions is now a requirement of the law approved by a 
Republican President. Within the last 30 days a Democratic 


House has gone further in the Democratic demand and passed 





EEE as 


| for the purpose of raising public revenue, but for the 





here a measure requiring the publication before elections « 
tributions to campaign funds. This same measure has 
brought before this same House when it was Republic 
Democrats, and Republicans have refused to give it thei: 

tion. It is to be hoped that a Republican Senate and a kh 
lican President will now further yield to the sentiment « 
country against corrupt practices, so that this measur 
become a law. 

Another encouraging fact is the submission to the Stat 
ratification of the proposed amendment to the Constituti 
powering Congress to levy a tax on incomes. 

For more than 100 years the power of Congress to levy 
upon incomes was vindicated by the decisions of the 
and it may not be too much to hope that this power 
restored to Congress by the ratification of the proposed sixi, 
amendment of the Constitution. Should this be done 
income tax levied, million: and mono 
domestic and expatriated as well, shall be compelled t: 
tribute to the expenses of the Government, then tl 
will perhaps come which he avowed had not come, but whi 
anticipated by Mr. McKinley, when, on May 7, 

We have not been compelled to abolish the internal-rerenu 
that we might preserve the protective system, which we are pl 
do in the event the abolition of one was essential to the pri 
of the other. 

That is the Republican doctrine of intoxicating | 
free of taxation, and carries with it the Republican c 
that the clothing and other necessaries of life of th 
women, and children of the land shall forever be tax: 


so that ires 


1890, he s 


i 
of adding to the profits of those engaged in the manufa 
industry. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

THE MORALS OF THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 

Briefly let me refer to the morals ot the Republican 
In the beginning, when it was formed, in 1856, it pret 
be the party of God and morality. It made no utteranc 
on such sordid questions as the tariff. It spoke of and 
with things that it claimed to be higher than mere ta: 
Now it worships chiefly at the shrine of special inter 
bows down before the money power, forgets the peop! 
resolutely praises the system of protection, which exact 
from the poor men, women, and children of our land. 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

“Thou shalt not steal,” “Thou shalt not bear false \ 
against thy neighbor,” was the morality of our fathers. 
lican ethics admit, in the framing of the tariff laws, th 
proper for one man to take money from another man, p! 
it is done in the shadow of a protective-tariff wall. Ju: 
of figures, enlarged and confusing tariff terminolog) 
yalorem duties, specific duties, compound duties, compe 
duties, joined together with mystifying percentages, draw! 


bounties, lengthy and misleading testimony, specious 
iments, and adroit appeals to selfish interests are reso! 
by the Republicans in presenting their case “again 


neighbor ”"—the masses of the people. 
cratic side.] 

I will not say that they have been guilty of bearin 
testimony against their neighbors, but I do say that 
lican speeches and arguments and their statements 
hearings before the Ways and Means Committee justify 
sertion that Republicans have exhausted all the ingenuity 


{Applause on the ! 


lt 


ventive skill of the ablest falsifiers that were ever ¢i 
[Applause and laughter on the Democratic side.] 
PROTECTIONISM A GROWTH. 
Protectionism is not a sudden creation, but an in 


growth; and many of our fellow citizens never compreh 
its vice until the growth became malignant. In the s 
high tariffs were enacted upon the ground that they 

necessary war measures, and repeal of them was promised 

the necessity for their enactment should pass. But under 
high tariffs, and under the McKinley higher tariff, and 

the Dingley still higher tariff, and under the Payne tari 
higher, special interests found shelter and multiplied. At « 
stage additional burdens were imposed upon the people. 
in the year 1910 the majority of the American people re: 
that the constitutional power of taxation for the sup] 

the Government was being exploited for the benefit of the 
parative few who had dictated the tariff laws and to the i 
of the people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Wh 
the beginning comparatively few interests found shelter ) 
the tariff law, it has become indisputable that in ever) 


ceeding Republican tariff enactment these beneficiaries of 1! 


law have systematically and cunningly reached out and gat! 


into their fold other interests, to be artificially stimulat: L 
the expense of the taxpayers and for the purpose of increasi0s5 
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the strength of the combination and making it more difficult to 
dislodge from control the system of protection. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 


Long ago the Republican Party was forced to abandon the 
defense of infant industries, for American labor, genius, skill, 
and enterprise had brought American industrialism to such a 
-orous estate that American products could successfully com- 

, not only at home but in every land, with the industrial 
ruits of the world. 


ar 


LABOR THE TARIFF. 
argument advanced that Republican tariffs are fr 
r the benefit of American labor is founded not in fa 


AND 


oy 
ine 


med 
jut in 


“~ 





mere pretense. Comparison of the wages paid in high-tariff 
Germany and those paid in free-trade England will shed light 
on the subject. Let me give two or three illustrations. In 


=" 


“ combers employed in woolen factories were paid upon 
‘ average in Germany $4.38 per week, while in 1905 the 
same character of employees were paid in the United Kingdom 
(Great Brita 


in) $4.87-$5.60 per week. In cotton manufacturing 
in Germany in 1905 there was paid to male weavers $4.01-$4.74 
per week, while the same employees were paid in England and 
Wales $5.25-$7.06 per week. 


The truth is, Mr. Chairman, and the laboring man now un 
‘stands it, that the protected manufacturer has not been 
making a fair division of profits with him. Moreover, the 
American laborer, considering his skill and efficiency and the 
fruits of his industry, has not been fairly treated. This i 
the case: The protected manufacturers have, under the abr 
authorized by tariff laws, exacted from the laboring man 
orbitant prices for what he consumes—prices greater than 
those charged the foreigner in foreign markets. The Iabor- 
ing man has been burdened with the increased cost of living, 
and, furthermore, under the policy of the Republican Party, 
the 
tected manufacturers to compete with the American laborer. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Thus the laborer is bur- 


is 


1ses 





aw. 
Co 


higher cost of living on one shonlder and the competition of the 
imported cheap foreign labor on the other shoulder. 


| that the difference is the discrepancy between the 1 


cheap labor of foreign countries has been imported by pro- | 


This re- | 


minds me of Jacob’s blessing to his sons, told about in the forty- | 


ninth chapter of Genesis. 

I want to read it from the Bible, not so much for the edifica- 
tion of our Democratic brethren, but 
licans on that side may not dispute my authority. 
licans are so in the habit of contradicting anything that 
does not harmonize with the Republican theory of robbing the 
people that I want to quote from the Book of Books. 


it would not be necessary to produce my authority. He is, I 
believe, one of the best Biblical scholars in the House. 
Applause.} But he is away. I am going to verify what I 
say by reading from the Bible itself. You old sinners who 


never go to church and do not know anything about the Bible, | 


bear with me a moment while I read from the Book. [Ap- 
plause.] I will read from that chapter where Jacob calls 
together his sons to receive his blessing and blesses Reuben, 
Simeon, Levi, Judah, and so forth. 
fifteenth verses he pronounces some sort of a blessing on Issachar, 
his fifth son by Leah. He had many more sons. I do not know 
how many sons Jacob had altogether [laughter], but he had many. 
Issachar was the fifth son born to him by his wife Leah, and 
the Republican Party has blessed the laboring man just as 
Jacob blessed this son. [Laughter.] Now, then, listen. 

I read the fourteenth and fifteenth verses. Jacob said: 

issachar is a strong ass couching down between two burdens: And 
he saw that rest was good, and the land that it was pleasant; and 
bowed his shoulder to bear, and became a servant unto tribute. 

I might interpolate the words “ Republican tribute.” 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Under the blessings of the Republican Party the laboring man 
has indeed been treated as a strong ass couching down between 
the Republican burden of increased cost of living and the Re- 
publican burden of competition with cheap imported labor. And 
the Republican Party has said that the rest is good and the 
land is pleasant, and has made the laboring man bow his shoul- 
der to bear and become a servant under tribute imposed by Re- 
Publican laws. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. ELLERBE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. ELLERBE. Does not the gentleman think it is time for 
us to sing for the benefit of our Republican brethren the old 
familiar hymn— 


Came, ye sinners, poor and needy, 
Weak and wounded, sick and sore. 


[Ap- 


[Laughter.] 


in order that Repub- | 
The Repub- | 


; If our | nationalities: 
worthy Speaker, Mr. CLarK, were present to verify the quotation | 


In the fourteenth and | 





from the tariff protection enjoyed by the manufacturers? 


| 


; : | laborer excels that of the foreign | 
dened, under the policy of the Republican Party, with the 


| the profits of this beneficent system of “ protection” 


Mr. CLAYTON. Yes; especially for the benefit of insurgent 









i ‘ J 
and near-Democrats, whe are sick of Republicanism : yet a 
little too timid to avow themselves Democrats. [AI ] 

[t is now manifest that the Republican Party « by 
the laws it has enacted favor or protect the American laborer. 
Perhaps the use of sophistry by the Repub ns is nowhere 
more evident than in their argument of “ protection for Amer 
ican labor.” 

It is interesting to note that in their platform of 1868 is the 
following expression on the question of the tariff and its rela- 
tion to the laberer: “It is due to the labor of the Nation that 
taxation should be equalized and reduced 44 

When the infant-industry appeal had | t » and labe 
began to protest against the tribute exacted of it in favor « 
its employers, it was necessary to discover the for 
American-labor argument, now proclaimed by tl 
party of greed. But it is impossible to comprehend that a 

| high tariff in 1868 could be to his detrime } ti i 
expression of the Republican Party and yet iST6 1 1908 
be beneficial to him. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The 
theory of taxation as to its effect upon the n of wii 
the laborers constitute a very large proportion, could not so 
change in 10 er 20 or 50 years as to render beneficial what was 
detrimental. Principles do not change. 

The measure, Mr. Chairinan, in which Republican protection, 
so called, is claimed to be levied, is the difference between the 
cost of production here and abroad, and this argument is so 
manipulated as to attempt to deceive the laborer into the beli 


foreign and 
American wage schedules. To adhere to such a belief would be 
to profess that the American laborer is not the superior of the 
foreign laborer. 

The per diem wage is ordinarily used in making comparisons 
between domestic and foreicn Now, 


labor. it is an admitted 
fact that the intelligence, skill, and industry of the American 


borer in greater proportion 
than the relative wages paid. Then no patriotic American will 
deny that the American laborer engaged in a certain pursuit 
will produce in a day three to four times as much as the for- 
| eign laborer plying the same trade. The foll ng figures, taken 
from the Engineering Magazine for May, 1904, based on official 
data and prepared by Prof. William G. Clark, who is indorsed 
by Senator GALLINGER as an authority, will serve to illustrat 


the comparative productive capacity of the American labor 
and the foreign laborer. The amounts represent the val 
of the average annual output per laborer of the resp 


Ee 
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Is it fair, in view of this, to say that the American laborer is 
better paid than the foreign laborer? If he can prod » in one 
| day as much as his foreign brother can produce in three days, 
he is entitled to more pay. Is it fair to say that he receives 
more than his due, that you are giving him a bonus? Who 
pays the bonus, anyway? His brother laborer, who also reaps 


designed 
especially for his benefit, and then the latter in his turn m 
give back to other protected industries, whose products he mus 


| have, the exeess which he has derived from this system so tha 
| the former laborer may profit thereby. 


This so-called difference is simply a will-o’-the-wisp, shifti 


back and forth from one laborer in a protected: industry 


| nnother laborer in another protected industry. And in the mea 


time, admitting for the sake of argument the soun ss of thi 
eontention, what becomes of a laborer not em 1 in a pro 
tected industry? Ue must pay his tribute to the pr 
manufacturer for the alleged benefit of his brother laborers, ar 
receive nothing in return from them. As much as 75 per 
of the employee class of the United States are not engaged | 
industries that have the benefit of Republican protection laws 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] What | 
thousands of railroad employees and the millions of other labor 
ing people not engaged in the manufacturing industries deri 
\\ } A 
benefit to the millions of farmers, tillers of the soil, who plan 
and sow, gather and reap the great crops of our country, get 
from the high tariff laws enacted in the interest of 
and monopolies which own or control the manufa 
industries? 

Again, of what force is the reference to the modern increase in 
wages when coupled with the increased prices of the necessaries 


‘otection do the 


the trusts 


turing 
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of life? Along with an increase of wages of 22 per cent in the 
last 10 years there has been an increase in the cost of neces- 
saries of 60 per cent, Thus the laborer is 38 per cent worse off 
than he would have been had there been no increases. The 
Payne bill has not given any relief in the matter of the present 
high cost of living. The Democratic bill now under considera- 
tion, if the Republican Senate and the President will let it 
become a law, will give a large measure of relief. 

Let me refer to the latest figures prepared by the Bureau of 
Statistics, those of 1905, and you can make your own compari- 
sons. It is to be regretted that this bureau has been so busy 
since 1905 with other matters that it has not had time to give us 
later figures. 

In that year the aggregate value of the finished product of 
all the manufacturers of the country was $14,802,147,087. The 
aggregate amount of wages paid for labor in such production 
was $2,611,540,532. You will thus see that the total amount 
paid to labor was only 17 per cent of the value of the manufac- 
tures, and the lowest rate of tariff on any of such manufactured 
articles was 30 per cent, ranging from that figure upward to 100 
per cent. The discrepancy between domestic and foreign labor, 
if there be any such real discrepancy, was covered, and, more, 
the entire cost of labor is doubled, tripled, and even more than 
quadrupled by the tariff taxes. 

Two or three examples will serve to show that the argument 
of “ protection for American labor” advanced in support of the 
high tariffs is not sustained by the facts: 

First. Silk manufactured products in 1905 amounted in value 
to $133,288,072. For labor there was paid out in their produc- 
tion $26,767,943 in wages to employees, or 20 per cent, and the 
tariff rates amounted to more than 30 per cent more than the 
entire cost of labor. 

Second. Manufactures of iron and steel were valued during 
the same period at $941,071,093, and in their production but 
$143,809,576 was paid to the labor employed. The Payne- 
Aldrich law “ protects” these products at more than twice the 
entire 15 per cent paid to the labor. 

Third. Woolen manufactures in 1905 were valued at $380,- 
934,003, and the manufacturers paid out for wages $70,797,524, 
or 18 per cent. Under the Payne law these products are pro- 
vided with 40 per cent of “ protection,” thus showing that the 
“ protection” amounts to more than twice the entire cost of 
labor. 

Fourth. In 1905, 21 per cent of the value of cotton manufac- 
tures was spent for labor, and yet under the Payne bill protec- 
tion of more than 50 per cent is afforded. And no “ protection ” 
is given the laborer who produces the raw cotton from which 
such manufactures are made, although that commodity fur- 
nishes the balance of trade in favor of this country. 

What I have said illustrates the unfairness of Republican 
tariff framers to the American laborer. This unfairness on the 
part of the protected interests themselves for their faithful em- 
ployees may be shown by the following examples of the per- 
centages for 1905 of the wages paid to such employees in 
certain highly protected industries: (1) In the production of 
food products there was paid to the laborers employed in 
that industry 5.7 per cent of the gross value of such products. 
while the employers took for themselves a profit on their capital 
invested of 16.4 per cent; (2) the capital invested in the pro- 
duction of liquors and beverages took for itself 10 per cent 
and gave to their laborers 8 per cent of the gross value of all 
products; (3) manufacturers of chemical products took 9.9 
per cent on the capital invested and gave to their employees 
only 8 per cent of the value of the gross products. 

Numerous other illustrations might be given of the extreme 
injustice to the American laborer which is evinced by Repub- 
lican champions in all of their “ protection” measures. The 
interests urge the imposition of the high-tariff duties so that 
they may be able, as they claim, to pass on to their laborers 
the unearned and artificial profit which comes to them thereby. 

Now, the laborer’s gratitude must assume enormous pro- 
portions to-day when he realizes that, to live as well now as he 
did 10 years ago, when his wage was $1.50 per day, he must 
have now $2.40 per day, whereas his wage has increased to 
only $1.88 per day. Under the high protective tariff laws the 
manufacturer has exacted tribute from the consumers, but he 
has not divided fairly with his laborer. Neither the law nor 
his promptings of conscience compel him to so divide. 

And if it be conceded that “ protection” is right and proper 
in so far as it equalizes the alleged difference between the 
cost of American and foreign labor, let me quote a distinguished 
Senator of Republican faith, who avows his allegiance to the 
aforementioned test in drafting tariff schedules. Senator Cum- 
MINS thus indicts his party: 


Mr. CumM™MtIns. Mr. President, the duties imposed in the bill [the 
Payne bill] upon which we are about to vote are generally too high. I 
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regret that they so far exceed the test established by the par: 

which I belong that it will become impossible for me to give th: 

approval by my vote. (CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorD, July 8, 1909.) 
MANUFACTURERS USE FOREIGN LABOR. 

So far from being protected, labor is the one unprotected 
of our citizenship, and labor is unprotected by the expres 
implied provisions of the very statutory enactments of 
Federal Government. Brief reference to our immigration 
will bear out this assertion, and a visit to the various immi: t 
stations of the United States would serve to reveal the prot: 
which the American laborer gets from the liberal immig: 
laws of the United States. At Ellis Island will be seen . 
hundreds and hundreds of the worst class of immigrants « 
into this country to compete with the American laborer ayq 
to run down the price of his wage. 

The compilation made and published by the Immig: 
Commission as to the amount of foreign-born labor that is | 
used by American manufacturers furnishes some very + 
cant facts and shows unjust treatment of the Ameries: 
laborer. Without any care for the good of the American !a{jorer, 
the American manufacturer is preferring foreign labor oy: 

Figures collected from the abstract of the Report of {| 
Immigration Commission submitted December 3, 1910, on “© [y- 
migrants in manufacturing and mining,” pages 45 and 46 show 
that upon information received for 507,256 wage earn 
mines and manufacturing establishments of 22 classifi: 
17 per cent of such wage earners are born in this country . 
foreign fathers, 57.9 per cent are foreign born, and on); 
per cent are native born. The manufacturing and 
classifications in which they are engaged are as follows: 

Agricultural implement and vehicle manufacturing. 

Boot and shoe manufacturing. 

* Cigar and tobacco manufacturing. 

feat manufacturing. 

Coal mining, anthracite. 

Coal mining, bituminous. 

Collar, cuff, and shirt manufacturing. 

Construction work. 

Copper mining and smelting. 

Cotton goods manufacturing in North Atlantic States, 

Furniture manufacturing. 

Glass manufacturing. 

Glove manufacturing. 

Iron and steel manufacturing. 

Iron ore mining. 

Leather manufacturing. 

Oil refining. 

Silk geome manufacturing and dyeing. 

Slaughtering and meat packing. 

Sugar refining. 


Woolen and worsted manufacturing. 
Diversified industries. (Page 14.) 


At pages 70 and 71 of the report above referred to it is shown 
that concerning the wage earners of the following resjectiv 
industries canvassed the following results were shown: In 
earpet manufacturing there were employed 21 per cent of 


73° t 


laborers of native birth but of foreign fathers, 58 per cent 
of foreign birth and only 42 per cent of native-born was 
earners. In car building and repairing only 45 per cent of 


native-born labor is employed, while 54.9 per cent of foreign 
born labor was employed, and 16 per cent is native born ut of 
foreign fathers. 

In cutlery and tool manufacturing only 36.9 per cent of native 
born labor is used, while 63.1 per cent of foreign labor wis e1- 
ployed and 18.4 per cent of the wage earners were American Horn 
but of foreign parentage. In the manufacture of foundry aud 
machine-shop products the American-born wage earners ell- 


ployed constitute 45.5 per cent of the labor, while 54.5 per cent 
are foreign born and 21.3 per cent are native born of foreizn | 
entage. In manufactures of rope, twine, and hemp 77.8 per vent 


of foreign-born labor is used, only 22.2 per cent of American-)orn 
wage earners, while in addition to the foreign-born labor 
10.3 per cent of labor native born of foreign parents wis ¢u- 
ployed. In the manufacture of sewing machines only 44.! [er 
cent of native-born labor was utilized, while 55.9 per cent of 
foreign born and 27.7 per cent of native born of foreign pur’ 
age were employed. 

And, Mr, Chairman, before I leave this subject of th: 
portation of foreign labor by manufacturers to compete wt! 
American labor, permit me to remark that I have observe! 4 
suggestion made by British cotton spinners and made by - 
of their agents in this country, that it would be in the interest 
of the cotton spinners, who want cheap cotton, to have import! 
into the United States cheap foreign labor for the produ 
of cheap cotton. The cotton grower gets now no more than « !a'T 
price for his cotton—a crop of which more than 60 per ce 5 
produced by the labor of sturdy white men, assisted by ‘' 
members of their families; these constitute “a bold peas:''y. 
their country’s pride.” This is merely another scheme ! 
manufacturers engaged in spinning cotton to oppress labor, and 
to it I am opposed, [Applause.] 
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THE FREE LIST BILL. —. Gus. & 1905 there was a still greater difference. The export 
. : : price was $20.98, or a difference of 
Mr. Chairman, the pending bill is for the purpose chiefly of Mr. Cockan. Seven dollars and two « 
lifting a part of the burden of Federal taxation from the Ameri- Mr. Garr. No; $20.98 deducted from $27.37. 
can farmer and to give him a chance to buy his implements at| Mir Gand T press oo! Oe $6.89 would it not? 
prices a8 low as the prices accorded by our manufacturers to| Mr. Crark. In 1904? 
foreigners, and is, I believe, consistent with the idea that suffi-| Mr. Gary. I have not gone back that far 
- ial - Mr. Crark. Was there generally more difference or less difference, do 
cient revenue can be raised from impost duties upon articles not | 4 think, back for 10 years? 
mentioned in this bill and from internal-revenue taxes and from |" Mr. Gary. Ten years? 
the taxes required of corporations, and will not encourage | a Beginning in 1897; we have got into the hal f begin- 
American manufacturers to sell their American-made goods in | "Sf... Giny. I should think fully as much as the ficures I eave 1 
the American market at prices greater than the prices received Mr. CrarK. You sell all of your steel products abroad, as‘a rule, 
py them for their goods sold in foreign markets in competition yt = at he — i acti elias al al 
with foreign-made goods. That American-made goods have been | a | em eve you ee oeeem 
sold in foreign markets to foreigners cheaper than they are Mr. Clark. We would be glad to have t! 
sold at home to Americans, let me cite’as proof this statement, le — Gane, 7s average mill price per ton received for exported ma- 
taken from the Republican campaign book of 1906: ss oo a Srernge p ? 
It is possible that some of these markets (foreign ones) have been Mr. CLarK. Now, you sell this stuff that you ship abroad at a profit, 
gained in the first place through a resort to lower prices—that is, a | do you not? 
selling of an article at a lower price abroad than at home—a practice | Mr. Gary. We do, yes; our company, some of th es we n 
resorted to by over? other manufacturing nation with whom we must | hore, at times shipped at less than profit, I think king into a nt 
c into competition. If this has been done, it is to the glory and | depreciation and administration charges, and all that sort of tl! 
honor of every American manufacturer who has done it that he has | But it is a fact that manufacturers at times export at prices down t 
increased the sales of his wares abroad, thereby increasing the volume | below cost. 
of his output, the employ of labor, and the wages of his men, for be it; Mr. CrarK. Why do they not reduce the price for the domestic 
understood that American workingmen get precisely the same wages for | sumer so as to use up this surplus? 
any goods that may be sold abroad at a lower price as they do for those Mr. Gary. That probably would not be the result 
in the home market. Mr. CrarKk. There would not be any result? ' . 
he argument contained in the latter part of this statement | ,, Mt Garr. I say that probably would not have the ret . ees 
quoted is not true, for it is known that the Steel Trust in the | the pest price they can get. . 
manufacture of tin since 1892 paid its employees for goods | _ Craek. Certainly. | ; saat - 
made for export 25 per cent lower wages than for making tin | ,_ Yt, Gan. Then reducing the price woud not increase t ee 
plate for American consumption. The authority for this is the | Mr. Crank.’ There might be somebody around who wa to u 
pamphlet entitled “‘ Export Prices to Date,” by Byron W. Holt, steel, who was prohibited from using it by the higher price 
- . oO > nic e ) ink roul e excent mal - 
issued by the Tariff Reform Association in October, 1906. Br. Gary. There might be, but I think that ¥ —s 


I insert in the Recorp the testimony given by Mr. Charles M. 
Schwab, president of the Bethlehem Steel Co., on December 15, 


1908, before the Ways and Means Committee of the House of 
tepresentatives (tariff hearings, 60th Cong., pp. 1661, 1662): 


Mr. CLARK. Do you know of your own knowledge what is the greatest | 
discrepancy there ever was between the home price of steel rails and | 


the foreign price? 

Mr. Scuwas. The greatest discrepancy? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes. 

Mr. ScwaB. You mean how high in this country and how low in 
Europe? 

Mr. CLarnx. How much lower did American manufactured steel rails 
sell for abroad as compared with what they sold for at home? 

Mr. Scuwas. I should say probably $10; I am not sure of that, how- 
ever; that is merely a guess. 
' Mr. CLARK. It is a habitual process to sell them cheaper abroad, is 
t not? 

Mr. ScirrwaB. Yes, sir; and a very wise process. 


And, further, on page 1667 of the hearings, Mr. Schwab gave 
the following testimony : 

Mr. Cockran. You said that they are selling abroad cheaper than 
here? 

Mr. Scowas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cockran. You said that it is a very wise process? 

Mr. Scuwas. Quite. 

Mr. Cockran. Could you explain the wisdom of it to the victims of 
it as well as to the beneficiaries of it? From the point of view of the 
American consumer, where does the wisdom of it come in? 

Mr. Scuwazs. I am not thinking of the consumer. I am thinking 
of the manufacturer. [Laughter.} I presume there is no argument 

Mr. CockRaN. There is no argument there. 
merrier. 

Mr. Scuwas. I have said it was a wise provision for the manufac- 
turer. You can not let a steel plant stand idle. The fires in your fur- 
haces and the heat costs go on whether you are making steel or not. 

Mr. Cockran. You said as a matter of fact that there are different 


rates charged for your products abroad, and you charge less abroad than | 


you charge at home? 


Mr. SCHwaB. We usually charge abroad what we can get. 
Mr. CockrRaNn. You do that at home, do you not? 
Mr. SchwaB. Yes; of course. 


Mr. Cockran. You can not, of course, put a pistol to a man’s head 
Bnd take all he has. 


Mr. Scwas. You can in some instances; yes. 


And on pages 1729 and 1730 of the same hearings Judge Elbert 
I. Gary, chairman of the board of directors of the Steel Trust, 
gave the following testimony : 

Mr. Crarx. Your selling price for the United States is $28 a ton. 
What is your selling price abroad? 

Mr. Gary. For 1907, the last figures made up, the price of export 
rails was, on the average, about 22 cents per ton higher than the do- 


mestic eae, 
Mr. Cockgax. How much higher? 
Mr. Gary. Twenty-two cents per ton. 
r. Cockran. Higher? 
. Gary. Yes. 
L unroes. fay = the factory? 
. . Yes; a e fa i 
. CuarK. What was it in 1906—how did it run? 
. Gary. In 1906 it was $24.08. 
CuarRK. Higher? 


- Gary. No; that would be lower, you see—$24.08 at the mill. 
Mr. Chaek. That was $3.92. ; # 4 


Mr. Gary. average of the domest . 
Would be $3.44 lower om the omesti¢ was $27.52; therefore that 


Mr ¢ —s e export. 


The more you get the | 


| declined far more than at home, In one instance this year 100,000 tons 
of tin-plate bars were exported to Wales : yout $12 a ton | vy the 
home price. Tin plate, barb and other wire, an ire $; are prob- 
ably exported now at from $10 to $20 a ton le han the ! 

“The report of the Steel Corporation for 1907 says (p. 29): 

“*The average mill price per ton received for all exported materlals 
was only 74 per cent less than the average price re 1 for all domes- 
tic shipments.’ 

“Ag the average selling price of these steel products is about $40 a 
ton, an average difference of 74 per cent would mean $3 a ton. This 
word ‘average,’ however, may be, and probably is, very misleading. It 
is undoubtedly true that the goods exported in 1907 were, as a \ ! 
much more highly finished than was the bulk of the goods sold at ho 
They consisted largely of barb and other wire, wire nails, plates, tin 

lates, etc. The average domestic price of this class of goods is, per 
ana. $45 per ton. If — were sold for export at an average « j 
per ton, they were, in reality, sold $10 per ton below the home 7 
though they might have been sold only $3 per ton below ‘the a ; 
| price received for all domestic shipments,’ which were composed | 
of steel rails, billets, merchant steel, tubing, structural mate: 
| The per ton price of the exported goods might easily hay x ] 
per ton price of the domestic goods and still have been $10 | 
xelow the domestic price for the class of coods exported.” 

This would make the difference between export and ices 
aay 80 per cent, Instead of “only 74 per cent.” | I 
certain that the average difference was not less than 15 o1 per 
cent, even in 1907, when, as the report admits, for 1 pri were 
nearer to domestic prices than at any time since the § 1 Trust was 
formed. 

In 1908 the difference between export and domestic | 
was probably much more than 30 per cent. It is know 
— 1908, in the transaction referred to In the above « 
from Gibson’s market letter, the United States Steel Produ 
Co. sold for export 100,000 tons of sheet bars at 81 
per ton, delivered in Wales. Deducting $3.50 for freight, the | 
burg price for these exported goods was $16 against $29, t 
price. In this instance the domestic price was 80 per cent a : tl 
export price. 

There has been another juggle with figures in the Steel Trust's 
annual report, which served to aid in concealing the enormous earn 
ings of the trust until it also was exposed by Mr. Byron W. Holt, then 
editor of Moody’s Magazine, in the issue of that magazine for A t, 
1906, and in subsequent articles. In Moody’s Magazine for A l, 
1907, in discussing this matter editorially, Mr. Holt said: 

“Our readers will remember that we, last August, called atten 
tion to the fact that the ‘gross sales’ and ‘costs’ were fictitious and 
that og. were undoubtediy juggled to conceal the actual rate of 
profit. 'e challenged the accuracy of these two items and gave must 
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Mr. James G. Parsons, secretary of the Tariff Reform Com- 










mittee of New York, makes the following pertinent « ment on 
Judge Gary’s testimony : 
THE STEEL TRUST'S JUGGLED AND MISLEADING FIGURES 

Judge Gary’s statement here that the “average mill price per ton 
received for exported materials was 74 per cent less than the averag 
price for domestic shipments” in 1907 is taken from the annual report 
of the Steel Corporation for 1907. It is a misleading statement, ap 
parently shrewdly ae to convey the idea, as it seemed to do 
before the Ways and Means Committee, that the export price was only 


7s per cent lower than the domestic price of tl :. 
however, is a piece of deception undoubtedly intended to cor ul 
extent of this difference. ‘The trick, involving a juggle with the word 


@e same { 









“average” and “mill price,” was clearly exposed by Mr. Byron \ 
Holt, chairman of the tariff reform committee of the Reform Club, in 
specially prepared article published in ‘Thomas Gibson’s market lett 
of June 9, 1908, entitled “The Probable Effect of Tariff Revision « 






Securities.” Mr. Holt said: 
“The Steel Corporation has greatly increased its exports 
panic, notwithstanding that the prices of steel in foreign markets | 











































convincing reasons for thinking that ‘ gross sales’ aad ‘ costs’ included 
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gales and charges between the subsidiary companies, although there 
was nothing in the report to indicate this fact. We expressed the 
opinion that these items were padded to disguise the tariff profits of 
this most highly protected trust. 

“The present report confesses that the ‘gross sales and earnings’ 
represents ‘the aggregate gross value of the commercial transactions 
conducted by the respective companies and receipts of the transpor- 
tation companies for services rendered both to subsidiary companies 
and to the public.’ ” 

“This statement shows that our reasoning and conclusions were 
sound, although some of our subscribers who were stockholders were 
unwilling to believe that their corporation would practice deception 
and mislead them in this way. It is undoubtedly because of our criti- 
cism that this report admits this most culiar and damaging fact. 
View it in as favorable light as we can, these figures are made to con- 
ceal facts not only from stockholders, but from the public at large, 
which is taxing itself nearly $100,000,000 a year for the benefit of this 
giant “infant” and tariff beneficiary. 

“It is ridiculous that the financial statement of the Steel Corpora- 
tion, a holding company and a distinct entity, should give us the gross 
results of all the transactions which its subsidiary companies have 
with each other and should not distinguish between such fictitious 
bookkeeping and meaningless transactions and their transactions with 
the outside world. And yet the report says: 

“*As in previous years reports, the statement of account, statistics, 








ete., presented in this report enone the combined results for 
the United States Steel Corporation and all the subsidiary com- 
panies * * * iJiabilities from one company to another are omitted 


rom both liabilities and assets.’ 

“Of course liabilities from one company to another had to be can- 
celed, but wa were other transactions between the companies not also 
canceled? They are like transfers of dollars or marbles from one 
pocket to another. 

“A street fakir may sell a penknife to Mr. E. Z. Mark for $1 that 
he oeeenr sells for 50 cents and that costs him only 30 cents. He 
then, if he is familiar with reports of the Steel Corporation, may ease 
his conscience by transferring the dollar from one cket to another 
until he has run up gross sales to $7. His profits will then be 70 cents, 
or at the rate or 10 per cent on gross sales. 

“Or he may transfer the knife from pocket to pocket before it is 
sold, charging 10 cents (in his mind) for each shift, until the ‘cost’ 
of the knife has increased from 30 to 90 cents. His conscience will 
then permit him to sell the knife for $1. Great head, good bookkeep- 
ing! But the ordinary fakir is too practical to waste his time and 
wear out his pockets in this way. However, if he had a license that 
gave him a monopoly of the sale of penknives in a city, and if he had 
to make reports of sales and profits, he might see a new light and 
think more favorably of the methods of the Steel Corporation for con- 
cealing profits.” 

And again, on another occasion, in referring to this same deception 
in the Steel Trust’s annual report for 1907, Mr. Holt said: 


“The recently issued report of the Steel Trust tells us that the gross | 


sales and earnings for the year ending December 31, 1907, were 
$757,014,767 and that the net earnings, after deducting $35,000,000 for 
maintenance and repairs, were $160,964,673. Apparently, then, this 
trust sold its products at a profit of only 27 per cent on their cost 
= This rate of profit does not look large to us when we consider 
ow heavily we tax ourselves to support this prince of paupers. 

“But in reality the rate of profit was about twice 27 per cent. 
another part of the report we are informed that ‘gross sales and 
earnings’ include ‘sales made between the subsidiary companies’ as 
well as those to the outside world. 


This is ridiculous, of course, and 
is done for the purpose of disguising tariff profits. 

“Just what were the ‘gross sales’ to the public the report nowhere 
tells us. It does, however, tell us that the total tons of ‘rolled and 
other finished products for sale’ were 10,376,742. We know the 
quoted prices for nearly all of these products, and we know that the 
average price was not, as the figures indicate, over $70 per ton. We 
know that it was not $60 or even $50 per ton. It probably did not 
exceed $40 a ton, or about $414,000,000. Adding $46,000,000—a liberal 
estimate—for all other possible sales and earnings—from its railroads, 
sales of cement, spelter, ete—we have $460,000,000 as the totai 
amount of the gross sales to the public. 

“ Deducting the net profits, we have less than $300,000,000 as the 
total cost of the products sold. The actual rate of profit, then, we are 
proud to say, was 54 per cent on the cost price of the products sold.” 


GARY'S FIGURES NOT RELIABLE. 


These tricks of misrepresentation, characteristic of the Steel Trust's 
reports, must be kept in mind in considering Judge Gary's statements 
before the Ways and Means Committee. What he said on that occa- 
sion, however, constitutes a conclusive and authoritative admission 
that practically all steel products are regularly sold abroad at sub- 
stantially lower prices than at home; that this practice has been going 
on for years and still continues; that practically all these export sales 
at lower prices were made at a profit to the manufacturers and from 
domestic materials, without any reference to drawbacks, and that the 
manufacturers are regularly ak up” the domestic consumers 
for “the best price they can get.” f course, practically all manu- 
facturers do, now and then, both in domestic and export trade, sell 
certain lots of certain articles at cost, or even less than cost, for special 
reasons; but Judge Gary makes it clear that any such sales of steel 
products for export are exceptional. He also shows that the figures 
quoted in the Republican Campaign Textbook for 1908 (from his 
statement before the House Committee on Merchant Marine in 1906) 
can not be depended on for accuracy. The campaign textbook fig- 
ures, which did service in the presidential campaign of 1908, stated 
that in 1906 the price of steel rails in the United States for export was 
“about $26.60” per ton. In December, 1908, after the election, Judge 
Gary tells us under oath that it was $24.08 in 1906 and much lower in 
1905. (Taken from a pamphlet prepared by Mr. Parsons, entitled 
* Protection’s Favors to Foreigners,” and printed as 8. Doc. 54, 61st 
Cong., ist sess.) 


Mr. Chairman, the pending bill, let me say, provides that the 
following articles and necessary utensils employed by farmers 
in the greatest and most useful of all business pursuits, agricul- 
ture, shall be exempt from tariff taxation: 


Plows, tooth and disk harrows, headers, harvesters, reapers, agri- 
cultural drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, thrash- 
ing machines and cotton gins, farm wagons and farm carts, and all 
other agricultural implements of any kind and description, whether 
specifically mentioned herein or not, whether in whole or in parts, in- 
cluding repair parts. 
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Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth and all similar fabrics, ma: 
or coverings suitable for covering and baling cotton, composed 
or in part of jute, jute butts, hemp, flax, seg, Russian 
Zealand tow, Norwegian tow, aloe, mill waste, cotton tares. 
other materials or fibers suitable for covering cotton; and 
and bags or sacks composed wholly or in part of jute or bu: 
other material suitable for bagging or sacking agricultural pr: 

Hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths, pu: 
not punched, or wholly or partly manufactured into hoops 
coated or not coated with paint or any other preparation, 
without buckles or fastenings, for baling cotton or any oth 
modity ; and wire for baling hay, straw, and other agricultural! ; 

Grain, buff, split, rough, and sole leather, band, bend, o; 
leather, boots and shoes made wholly or in chief value of leath, 
from cattle hides and cattle skins of whatever weight, of catti. 
bovine species, including calfskins; and harness, saddles, and « 
in sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, composed wholly or 
value of leather; and leather cut into shoe uppers or vamps 
forms suitable for conversion into manufactured articles. 

Barbed fence wire, wire rcds, wire strands or wire rope, wi: 
or manufactured for wire fencing, and other kinds of wire sui: 
fencing, including wire staples. 

It is an established fact that piows and the other im 
mentioned, boots and shoes, fencing wire, sewing machin. 
the other articles named in the bill, are made or prod 
the United States and sold in foreign markets for a lowe 


than at home. 


price for plows and other things than he charges the f 
in foreign lands. 
COTTON BAGGING AND TIES. 

Mr. Chairman, I must confine myself at the present 
the articles of bagging and ties used in the baling of 
I am glad to note that these two articles, the duty on wh 
cost the southern cotton farmer a million or more 
annually, are by this beneficent measure placed upon 
list. And I sincerely hope that a Republican Senate wi 
them to remain in the bill and pass the measure, and t! 
President will approve it. Our farmers are entitled to t! 
sideration and to all the relief provided in the bill. 

This matter of removing the duty from bagging 
has been several times heretofore advocated by me. I bee 
to call attention to the following remarks made by me 0: 
7, 1909, during the consideration of the Payne bill, 
subject : 

Mr. CLaytTon. Mr. Chairman, we are operating to-day 


Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
sidering the tariff bill under a rule that I think not short of 


that denies the rights of Representatives here to offer amend: 


this tariff bill, which amendments are in the interest of thi 
Under this harsh rule it is probable that I will not be allowed 
time to offer amendments to put bagging and ties, in which | 
cotton product of our country is baled for the market, on thx 
If I shall have the opportunity to offer these amendments, I s 
one putting bagging on the free list, in the following words 

“Strike out all of section 350, covering bagging for cot 
cloth, and similar fabrics suitable for covering cotton, co: 
single yarns made of jute, jute butts, or hemp, and transfer | 
to the free list.” 

Then I shall offer another amendment putting cotton ti 
baling of cotton on the free list, which is in the following lang 

“ Strike out section 123, covering hoop or band iron, or hoop 
steel, cut to lengths, or wholly or partly manufactured into |! 
ties, coated or not coated with paint or any other preparation 
without buckles or fastenings, for baling cotton, and transfer t 
to the free list.” 

Mr. Chairman, I elaborated what I had to say on this su))j: 
Friday in the discussion of the pending tariff bill. I desire now 
a brief statement. 

Under the Wilson tariff there were nine mills in this countr: 
bagging for cotton. Under the Dingley bill the Bagging Trus 
the number to three, and this trust now has a monopoly of tl 
bagging business. The cotton farmer is compelled to pay a dut 
yards of bagging per bale or a duty which is a tax of 49 cents 

agging in each bale. Now, I ask that bagging be put upon th: 
because it is not an American product—the jute is raised 
lands—because it will benefit the great cotton industry of our « 
and because it will tend to destroy the Bagging Trust. 

There are about 100,000,000 yards of bagging consumed by t! 
growers in this country per annum. In 1897, 20.000,000 yards 
yorted before the Dingley law went into effect, paying a 
$118,000, having a foreign unit value of 64 cents a square ya 
three companies having a monopoly of this bagging business ar 
in New York, Boston, and Indiana. 

The cotton farmer, I repeat, pays a duty on 64 yards of ba 
bale, or 4% cents duty, and on cotton ties, which were free uw! 
Wilson bill, the duty under the present bill is three-tenths of a 
-. instead of five-tenths of a cent per pound under the Ding 

here were imported into this country, in 1907, 716,819 pound 
ton ties, paying a duty of $3.584; 16,216,000 pounds came in 
last year of the Wilson bill. The Dingley bill favored the Ste 
and the pending bill still hands out favors to this and other mor 


There is no justice in that sort of prot 
which enables the manufacturer to exact of Americans 4 ¢) 


May 4. 


1, } . 


1 tis 


y ¢ 


No opportunity to offer the amendments mentioned was £'' 


me, but when the distinguished gentleman now our 5} 


then the minority leader in this House, was preparing hi: 


lution to recommit the Payne bill with instructions, he i! 


therein at my request the following paragraphs which we! 


pared by me: 


Fifth. Amend as follows: Strike out all of section 350, ¢ 


bagging for cotton, mny cloth, and similar fabrics suitable for 
cod 4 jute butts, or ) 


ing cotton, compo of single yarns made of jute, 
and transfer the same to the free list. ; 

Sixth. Amend as follows: Strike out section 123, covering h 
band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths, or wholly or 
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manufactured into hoops or ties, coated or not coated with paint or any | 
other preparation, with or without buckles or fastenings, for baling 
cotton, and transfer same to the free list. 

The resolution to recommit was offered by Mr. CLarK of Mis- 
souri on April 9, 1909, the day the Payne bill passed the House | 
of Representatives, and that resolution, including the above | 
paragraphs relating to bagging and ties, was rejected by a | 
Republican House. 

Under the Payne law the cotton farmer must pay duty on a | 
bale of cotton as follows: 


Cents. | 

Ch Se ey BOP BND Wren kcctepeeenbsdansiasdennen 42 | 
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Under the Payne law the duty on cotton bagging is six-tenths 
of a cent per yard. Six and one-half yards of cotton bagging 
are required for a bale of cotton, so that the duty on the bag- 
ging required to cover a bale of cotton is 4} cents. On a 
13,000,000-bale crop of cotton the duty on the bagging required 
will amount to $617,500. 

Under the Payne law the duty on cotton ties is three-tenths 
of a cent per pound. LEight and one-half pounds of ties are 
required for each bale of cotton, so that the duty on the ties 
for a bale of cotton is 244 cents. On a 13,000,000-bale crop of 
cotton the duty on the ties required will amount to $331,500. 

It will thus be seen that the total duty imposed upon the bal- 
ing of a 13,000,000-bale crop of cotton will amount to $949,000. 
BI‘DER TWINE AND 


GRAIN CROPS—COMPARISON 
GRAIN CROPS. | 
Yet no duty is placed upon the binder twine used by the grain 
farmer in harvesting his crop, and here will be seen the unjust 
discrimination in favor of the grain farmer and against the 
southern cotton farmer which is perpetrated by the Payne law. 
The following table, taken from a table furnished by Mr. O. P. 
Austin, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, to me under date of 
April 26, 1911, will illustrate the relative importance of the 
cotton crop, compared with grain crops, both severally and 
jointly : 


Production and erports of domestic cereal crops and cotton during 
the year 1910. 


BETWEEN COTTON AND | 


Exports, domestic, fiscal 


© > 
Production, calendar years. years. 





Articles. 


Quantity. Value. | Quantity. | Value. 














' | 

s Bushels. | | 

195, $621, 443, 000 46, 679, 876 | $47, 806,598 | 
‘ : y 384,716, 000 1, 685, 474 794, 367 

3 Se eT ee | 33, 039, 000 23, 840, 000 219, 756 168, 666 | 
Netti hedecégcus | 162,227,000 93,785, 000 4,311, 566 3, 052, 527 
Buckwheat.............. | 17, 239, 000 11,321,000 | 158. 160 103, 138 
Titiimb¢tetaracs | 2,034,713, 000 1, 135, 105, 000 | 53, 054, 832 51, 925, 296 

Pounds. Pounds. } 

Po 5, 551, 790, 000 820, 320, 000 3, 206, 708, 226 | 450, 447,243 


| 
! 


By this table it will be seen that of cotton there was pro- 
duced 5,551,000,000 pounds, with a value of $820,320,000; that 
there were exported for the fiscal year 3,206,000,000 pounds, 
having a total value of $450,000,000. [Applause.] While the 
entire exports for the same period of wheat, oats, rye, barley, 
and buckwheat aggregated $51,925,000. As I have shown, cotton 
exports for the same period reached the enormous sum of 
$450,000,000. So that the chief item of our exports, keeping up 
the gold supply, furnishing the balance of trade in favor of this 
country, is the item of cotton produced by the southern farmer. 
[Applause. ] 

I shall print in the Recorp as an appendix to my remarks the | 
table furnished to me by Mr. AUSTIN. 

And, Mr. Chairman, the same consideration that has been 
shown to the grain grower of the West, which was a right and 
proper consideration, in giving him free binding twine for his | 
grain, should be shown to the cotton farmer of the South. We 
contend that there should be free bagging and ties for the | 
southern cotton farmer. [Applause.] I have here a letter, 
written by Mr. Rochester, explaining this whole matter of the 
Bagging Trust and the burdensome operations of the law made 
for the benefit of that trust. 

The letter is as follows: 

Wasninoton, D. C., April 25, 1911. 
Hon. Henry D. CLaYron, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear ConaressMAN: Pursuant to our conversation regarding cot- 
ten bagging, I thought well to call your attention to the following | 
features in connection with the American Manufacturing Co. and the | 
Ladlow Manufacturing Associates, better known as the Bagging Trust. 
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tender 
| Sense of the word, as these corporations have their agents to take them 


| whatever once they have landed in America and being incompetent 


| business. 


| extra 
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These concerns, by their pooled arrangement under which the Amer- 


ican sells about 82 per cent and the Indlow about 18 per cent of the 
cotton bagging used to cover the crop of the country, by dint of the 
protection afforded them under the present iniquitous tariff law, are 


enabled not only to maintain their own price by reason of having stifled 


| all other independent competition, but there seems to be, along with the 


gradually increasing price of the bagging, a corresponding decrease in 
quality. 


The American’s mills in Brooklyn béing located on the East River, 
| that copious estuary furnishes a very large percentage of the weight 
which goes to make up the Patent Fire-Proofing Compound, by which 


they set so much store, and the other 
proofing compound” are common salt, lime dust, barytes, and other 
similar cheap makeweights. The planter in buying this American-made 
bagging is paying about at the rate of 4 to 5 cents per pound for East 
tiver water and the other ingredients above mentioned, though he 
gets no benefit whatever of the water, for after the bale of cotton has 
stood in the sun for a few days the water has all evaporated, and even 


ingredients of this famous “ fire- 


though he should sell his bale at gross for net, as claimed by some of 
our Republican friends—but which is not a fact—he would have no show 


on earth to get back the water, which evaporates inio t 

In an article in the New York Evening Mail of April 22, a notorious 
high-tariff trust organ, and which article is copiously illustrated with 
cuts, it is there claimed that the cotton-bagging industry in this coun- 
try gives employment to 50,000 American laborers. The fact is that it 
gives employment to less than 3,000 of the poorest and most ignorant 
little Hungarian, Polack, and Bohemian children—mostly girls The 
article in question I am handing you with this letter so that you may 
see from their own picture the character of American labor that, in their 
argument of injured innocence, they are seeking to protect. 

The fact is that many of these children have no business, unde# 
our child-labor laws, to be working in a mill at all on account of their 
age. Moreover they are not American citizens in the 


air. 


strict 


at the piers as they land from the immigrant ships and steer them into 

their jute mills at starvation wages of 60 cents per day up to about $1, 

aceording to the age and time of service. 

These people can not even speak English and have no voice whatever 
their contract, for compensation being thankful to get anything 

to 

demand by reason of their ignorance and incompetency any fair wage. 

You will also note the claim that there is $8,000,000 invested in this 
The American Manufacturing Co.'s capital stock is $2,000,000, 
it having cut down its capital stock by $1,000,000 a few years ago 
and passed it around to its stockholders with a letter of explanation 
that they were making money so rapidly that they could not use the 

million dollars. And this, under the Wilson law, when they 
claimed that they were only able to exist by dint of a cut in wages and 
personal overtures to their operatives to stick by them until the crisis 
was over. 

The Ludlow Manufacturing Associates, while capitalized at a larger 
amount, it is fair to assume has not employed in this bagging industry 
more than $500,000, which, you will see on a basis of the pooled ratio 
above referred to, would be an ample percentage of capital for Ludiow 
with 18 per cent, as against the American Manufacturing Co.'s 
$2,000,000 to handle its 82 per cent of the bagging to cover the cotton 
crop of the country. 
POOLED ARRANGEMENT BETWEEN THE AMERICAN MANUFACTURING Co. 

AND THE LUDLOW MANUFACTURING ASSOCIATES, 

FALSE OR FAKED COMPETITION MAINTAINED TO DECEIVE TILE 

These matters are thoroughly covered in my letter to Mr 
of November 28, 1908, and recorded in tariff hearings of 
Congress at pages 4892 and 4893, and the status of which is to 
tents and purposes unchanged at this time. 


QUALITY BAGGING,. 


I have requested shipped to me by Mr. Harvey Jordan, of Atlanta, 
samples of the American Manufacturing Co.’s Dundee and the ¢ 


in 


PUBLIC 
Rox 


the Sixtiet! 


sey t 
i 
“all 


in- 


OF 


‘alcutta 
bagging, which will be left with Mr. UNpeErwoop when I go back home, 
and should be glad for you to contrast the qualities of these baggings, 
which will more forcibly illustrate the imposition than any word of 
mouth or pen could, 

I was giad to see, that when this question came up before, you 
had gone so fully into the quality of the bagging, and I know that you 
will give that phase of the question due consideration now, for, under 


existing conditions, the American cotton bale enjoys to-day the unique 


distinction of being the most disreputable package of merchandise 
shipped from any market on the face of the habitable globe Not 
because good bagging could not be made and is not made, but because 
our tariff arrangements are such that they encourage an unserupulous 
trust to force down the throat of the helpless farmer or factor the 
article which to them pays the greatest profit, irrespective of quality 
or fitness for the purpose. ; 
FIBERS 

You are doubtless aware that the jute fiber all grows in India and 

comes into this country free of duty, and is used principally for the 


manufacture of jute bagging, though, 


for 


to a smaller extent, jute 
| twines, carpet yarns, and so forth 
Sisal fiber is taken from a species of the cactus plant which grows 
| In Mexico and also comes to this country free of duty, being used 
principally for the manufacture of binder twine and, to a smaller 
extent, for rope. 
Manila fiber, so called (Abaca), Is a product of a species of the 


banana plant grown, solely for commercial purposes, in the Philippine 
Islands, and is not only imported into this country free of duty, but 
ever since we have been in control of the Philippine Islands, by an 
act of Congress, the cordage manufacturers here have received a 
bounty of three-eighths of a cent per pound on every pound of Manila 
hemp shown to have been manufaciured here into cordage or binder 
twine. 
Russia hemp is grown in Russia, Austria, and Belgium, principally 
and is imported into this country, in very small quantities, fr 
duty, for use in the manufacture of tarred and untarred rope or cordage. 
American hemp is grown chiefly in Kentucky, ¢ and, to 
some extent, in Wisconsin, and is used principally in inufacture 
of commercial twines 
You will thus see the discrimination against the yuthern cotton 
grower and in favor of the western or northern grain grower, which 
was so forcibly brought out in your speech on the subject during the 
debate on the Payne-Aldrich bill. 
Yours, very truly, h. 








alifornia, 
the m 


ROCHESTER. 
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T desire to read the following statement made by Mr. C. Lee 
McMillan, of New Orleans: 


I also send you a photograph showing how first bale (1908) new 
grown Laurel, Miss., cotton looked upon its arrival by express at 
the New Orleans Cotton Exchange. This cotton was covered with the 
inferior domestic made bagging, and although it had never been touched 
with a cotton hook, you can easily see why the farmers loss in weight 
is often very great. Give the cotton farmer the chance to cover his 
cotton with bagging such as our Calcutta sample represents, and you 
will save the South millions of dollars every year. 

Mr. Grant in his speech last week (see CONGRESSIONAL REcorRD, 
p. 835) told Congress that “the Ludlow Manufacturing Associates 
were in no combination with the American Manufacturing Co.” 

In answer to the above I will say that for about 15 or 20 years 
past the Ludlow le and the American Manufacturing Co. have in- 
variably opened the bagging market upon the same day each year, and 
both concerns have asked exactly the same price for same quality and 
weight of goods to every point they did bouinens. 

The same plan exactly is followed by the cotton-tie people, and I 
may further state that what cotton ties the Ludlow people require 
they get from Messrs. Warren, Jones & Gratz, who are the selling 
agents for both the Carnegie Steel Co. and the American Manufactur- 
ing Co. 

for GiLteTr also said, “ We would be willing to compete with Eng- 
land even with the present low duty.” As a matter of fact, more 
bagging for covering cotton during the past 20 years has been made 
in Great Britain than in India. One mill (Cleghorn’s) of Dundee 
during the past five years made more cotton bagging than all Caicutta 
mills put together made. 

There are other Dundce mills, also one in Liverpool, engaged in 
making this bagging for American cotton, and every one of them em- 
ploys white labor. 

Ask Mr. GrtLerT how many of those engaged in making bagging at 
Ludiow own their own homes? How many speak English, and how 
many are voters? As a matter of fact, Ludlow has the very lowest 
class of eastern Europe Jabor, and as making bagging is the easiest o 
all work in fabrics, little skill is required, and the poor Hungarian gets 
very small wages. 

The best wages paid by Ludlow doubtless goes to those who are en- 
gaged in the five other departments Ludlow so fully covered in its 
signed statement, which you can see if you will kindly refer to the after- 


noon session before Ways and Means Committee, Monday, November 30, | 


1908. 

Mr. GiLieTr stated that “all of the machinery has to be imported 
from England, because there is none made in the United States, and 
they have to pay 45 per cent duty on their machines.” 

I beg to inform you that the Smith & Furbush Machine Co. of Phila- 
delphia, makes all kinds of machinery for cotton bagging, and further, 
I am pleased to state that the Americans did buy a lot of secondhand 
bagging machinery in Dundee, which can be imported free of duty. 

All of the American bagging mills use a certain percentage of second- 
hand bagging in making yarns to go into new bagging, and the cost of 
the secondhand stuff is very low indeed. 

The Bagging Trust did buy and dismantle the bagging mills of Louis- 
ville, New Orleans, and Galveston. The only mill in the South engaged 
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| 
j 
| 
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| pending bill should become a law we hope and expect to 


in making new bagging is the one at Charleston, S. C., which is owned | 


by the American Manufacturing Co., known as the trust. 

Those other mills Mr. Gruierr refers to as being in the Southeast are 
not makers of new bagging, but said mills are engaged in making over 
and piecing secondhand bagging they buy from the cotton mills as it 
comes off cotton, and I may here state that all of those little mills put 
together make up not more than two or three million yards, while the 
American Manufacturing Co. makes new bagging and new patches for 
sample holes, say, forty-five or fifty million yards, and the Ludlow 
Manufacturing Associates, according te its signed statement (see, if 
you please, afternoon session of Ways and.Means Committee, Monday, 
Yov. 30, 1908), can make 25,000,000 yards. 

You will remember that both the American and Ludlow concerns are 
by no means dependent upon the bagging industry, as both concerns do 
more along other lines of manufacture than in bagging. 

The Bagging Trust for years has been a buyer of Calcutta baggings, 
and it is now receivin lcutta-made bagging at its Brooklyn mill. 
You might ask Mr. Gratz, of the American Manufacturing Co., why do 
they send Calcutta bagging to the Brooklyn mill? 
upon arrival there? And what is its weight when it is sold and shipped 
south to their customers? I am sure the Bagging Trust will not pro- 
test against salt being put upon the free list, and if you will kindly ex- 
amine carefully the sample marked “No. 1,” I think you will detect 
salt contained therein, the weight of which would disappear under the 
rays of the sun. 


Mr. Chairman, an amusing thing has been sent to me from 
Henderson, N. C., under date of April 24, 1911, in which an ap- 
peal is made to save the Bagging Trust. It is a circular letter 
over the printed signature of the Carolina Bagging Co. This 
circular says that a large amount of capital is invested in the 
States of North Carolina, South Carolina, and so forth, in the 
manufacture of bagging; and that “admitting jute into this 
country free of duty would ruin and close these factories and 
throw all their labor out of employment.” Why, Mr. Chairman, 
the author of this lamentation and prediction did not know that 
jute has been admitted for years into this country free of duty. 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] Jute and jute butts were 
put on the free list in a Republican tariff for the benefit of the 
Bagging Trust. It is now the duty on the bagging that we want 
taken off for the benefit of the consumer, the farmer. Yet these 
factories have not been closed. 

Let me quote from the free list of the act of August 5, 1909, 
tknown as the Payne bill: 

FREE LIST. 


That on and after the day following the pastage of this act, except 
as otherwise § ly provided for in this act, the articles mentioned 
fin the foll paragraphs shall, when imported into the United 
States or into any of its possessions (except the Philippine Islands 
and the islands ef Guam and Tutuila), be exempt from duty: 


| the cotton when he pays for the cotton. 


What is its weight | 





| 





{ 


As 


May 





578. Grasses and fibers: Istle or Tampico fiber, jute, jute | 
manila, sisal grass, sunn, and all other textile grasses or fibrous y 
table substances, not dressed or manufactured in any manner, ; 
not specially provided for in this section. ; 

Jute and jute butts were put on the free list away back 
the days when the McKinley bill (see H. Rept. 1466, 5ist c 
ist sess., p. 15) was enacted, and were retained on the fr: 
in the Dingley law and embodied in the free list in the 
law, as shown above. This suffices to illustrate how ig: 
some tariff prophets are or how forgetful of facts they . 
in making arguments for the retention of tariff duties , 
enable a trust—the Bagging Trust, for instance—to ro} 
farmer. 

Mr. Chairman, when I first came to Congress I saw » 
hanging around the doors of this House and about the r 
of the Committee on Ways and Means. I was told tl 
was the agent or lobbyist of the Bagging Trust. At the 
session of the next Congress I saw that same man sitting as 
Republican Member of Congress in this House. I do not } 
what has become of him latterly, but whether the Ba 
Trust has a representative in this Chamber or not, the fa 
mains that that trust is furnished protection in the pr 
tariff law, and the merchants and the farmers of the § 
know that methods similar to those which have been pr: 
by the Tie Trust are practiced by the Bagging Trust. It 
be remembered that in the spring of 1906, after the cotton 
had begun to grow, it seemed apparent that there would 
very large crop on account of a large acreage and wi 
conditions. There were about 2,500,000 bundles of cot 
ready for shipment, but the Steel Trust in one day sent 
telegrams over the entire cotton belt raising the price of 
10 cents per bundle, thus taking frem the pockets oi 
cotton growers $250,000 at one time on cotton ties. If 
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rid of the burdensome exactions made by that trust and 1 
Bagging Trust under the protection afforded them by the | 
ent tariff. [Applause.] Thereby the producer of cotton \ 
be put upon the same footing as the producer of grain, w 
furnished with untaxed binder twine. 

Now, lest some man will say that the purchaser 
farmer’s bale of cotton pays for the bagging and ties, let me r 
that. Everybody knows that the great bulk of the cotton 
is exported, and wherever the bulk of any product is ex) 
necessarily the price of that article so exported is fixed a 
ing to the foreign demand and the foreign price. So we 
correctly contend that the price of cotton is fixed by the | 
pool market. Everybody knows that the price is fixed in 
way and that the cotton trade does not reimburse the 1! 
for the amount he expends in the purchase of bagging and | 
The farmer takes that money directly out of his pock 
pays it to the retail merchant every time he has a coitor 
packed. He is out that amount for bagging and ties. | 
get it back? Not so. The consumer of the cotton—the : 
ner—deducts the weight of the bagging and ties as tare 
That tare has r 
from to 30 pounds per bale, according to the esti 
weight of the bagging and tics. Therefore it is a total | 
the farmer; he is never reimbursed. 

I have here copies of a number of letters sustaining 
statement, written by the President of the New Orleans C 
Exchange and Secretary Hester, of the same exchange, : 
others, and one just received by me under date of May 2 l 
from Mr. McMillan, of New Orleans. Let me read Mr. Mc\l! 
lan’s letter: 


fi.4 


on 


— 


Cc. Les McMinian & Co. (LTD.), 
New Orleans, May 2, 2 
Hon. Henry D. CLAYTON, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dear Str: Please permit me to state that those small baggins ' 
in the Southeast that are protesting so strongly against the r 
the duty on bagging are not engaged in making new bagging ov 
o but are engaged in piecing or making over the old bagging 2 
s taken off cotton at the mills. 2 

The output of such milis as described above is a very poor * 
deed, and it is the cause of much of the complaint heard about impro! 
covering for American cotton. 

To these who are upholding the claim of the United Steel Co. t! 
cotton planter reaps a large profit upon the ties he uses you m9 
that all Buropean or foreign cotton buyers figure the tare for ba 
and ties as being 6 per cent. The majority of the American sp 
figure this tare at 5 per cent, while none of them calculates tare at 
than 4 per cent. 

The average bale of cotton has on it— 


Oo. . £,... -¢ BR pore igre. St La 14 
6 steel bands, weighing 14 pounds each 


I -ROU I IR, cise icsrccmteentncin cilia cing lbitmein c= - - 2% 
so you will see that the planter gets back nothing whatever for "5 


bagging and ties. 
Sours, respectfully, Cc. Lee McMILLAN. 
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And I now read the others: A. S. Burirson, New Oniaans, Ls., Mey £7, 1909 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


_ All cotton sold for export deducts 6 per cent tare for bagging and 
ties; domestic mills claim 4 to 5 per cent tare. 


SAVANNAH, Ga., May 26, 1909. 
Hon. C. L. BARTLETT, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


Offers from Europe name a price which includes cost of freight, 
marine insurance, and 6 per cent tare on a 500-pound bale. Six 
per cent would be 40 pounds, which covers 16 pounds for 8 yards of 
bagging, 8 pounds for 8 ties, and 6 pounds for natural drying of cotton 
and consequent shrinkage in weight; nominally the farmer is paid for | 4 S. Buateson New Orveans, La., May 27, 1909. 
bagging and ties, but the spinner can’t spin them. He sells them for |“ Washinton D.C: 
sunk; consequently the price he offers is a figure arrived at after deduct- ree ee t 
ing what his loss will be on the bagging and ties; also is true that Cotton seld for export carries 6 per cent deduction for tare; domestic 
farmer im reality is not paid for bagging and ties. American spinners | Mills calculate about 5 per cent. : 5 F 
usually get 28 pounds tare, and also deduct from price they pay for NEw ORLEANS Corton BUYERS’ AND Exporters’ ASSN., 
cotton the loss they will sustain on the bagging and ties. A. J. West, President. 


W. Gorpon. 


NorMAN EUSTIS, 
Acting Chairman Cotton Factory Association. 





Every man familiar with the production, handling, and sale 
of cotton knows what I have said to be true. It has never been 
New ORLEANS, LA., May 26, 1909. challenged by any man who has witnessed the growth of the 
Hon. A. 8. BURLESON, ; . F cotton plant from the time it shot up its two tender leaves, from 

oe ee “7 . eee ms ~l ome when | the time it blossomed into whiteness, from the time that the 
io om a ways tomatoe and ‘ties he pays. therefor ‘some 9 cents per pink blossoms came into the beautiful green and graceful foli- 


hale more than he would pay if free. hen the spinner buys from the | age. No man who has witnessed its development into the full- 
farmer he deducts from the worth of the cotton the amount of his loss 


by bagging and ties. Therefore the spinner does not pay the tariff | grown boll; who has witnessed in the fall, as if touched by 


profit that goes to the manufacturers of bagging and ties and the farmer | magic, the whole field becoming like an expanse of snow in its 
does. But even if spinner did pay, antagonists’ argument is not | whiteness and purity—no man who has ever witnessed all these 
strengthened, because spinner would add excess to manufactured product 


sty thus tmerease the cost to consumer. In either case the trust things has ever challenged the statement that under Republican 
collects the profit and the people pay. tariff laws the farmer who makes the cotton loses the sum that 
7 ; W. B. THompson, he pays out for the ties and bagging in which he wraps his cot- 

President New Orleans Cotton Exchange. ton, the cotton which is the common raiment of mankind and 

is at the same time well-nigh all the “purple and fine linen” 


-_— 





. of the poor, God’s poor that our Savior loved so well. It is 
Ne LEAN be , 1909. ‘ a od . . 
Hon. A. 8. BuRLEsON, 5 ey Conmanty Sik, May Gs the learned Republican tariff doctrinaire, the pretentious dis- 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


seminator of secondhand misinformation, who asserts that the 
It is a well-known fact that all buyers on both sides of the Atlantic a 5 : 2 
allow in the prices they pay fully enough, if not more than enough, to | SPinner pays for the bagging and ties used in preparing the 


offset the weight of bagging and ties on a bale. As a general thing | great cotton crop for the markets of the world. [Applause on 
6 per cent is allowed for tare by foreign spinners. While all spinners 


practically buy on the basis of tare, care is generally taken that allow- the Democratic side. ]} 


ances always equal and frequently exceed actual tare. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I thank you 
Henry G. Hester. for your courtesy and indulgence. [Applause.] 
APPENDIX. 





Production, imports, and exports of domestic cereal crops and cotton during the years 1909 and 1910. 


Exports, domestic, fiscal | ial 
- years. | Imports, fiscai years. 


Production, calendar years. 








Articles. 








Quantity. Value.2 | Quantity. Value.’ 





| Quantity. | Value.' 








Bushels. 


= 
| cosas. 

Bushels. Bushels. 
737, 189,000 | $730,046, 000 66, 923, 244 | $68,094, 447 41, 082 $36,741 
695, 443,000 | 621, 443, 000 46, 679, 876 | 47,806, 598 164, 201 150, 561 
2, 772, 376,000 | 1, 652, 822,000 35,853,412 | 25,194,466 | 258, 065 120, 465 
3, 125,713,000 | 1,623,968,000 | 36,802,374 | 25,427,903 | #117, 934 | 72, 341 
1,007, 353,000 | 408, 174, 000 1, 510, 320 804,759 | 6,666,989 | 2,651,609 
1, 126, 765, 000 384,716, 000 1, 685, 474 794,367 | 1,034,511 400, 920 
32, 239, 000 23, 809, 000 1,272,559 | 1,049,809 | 51 5 
33, 039, 000 23, 840, 000 219, 756 168, 666 28, 374 19, 265 
170, 284, 000 93, 971,000 6,580,303 | 4,672,166 | 2, 644 1, 440 
162, 227, 000 93, 785, 000 4,311, 566 3, 052, 527 5 3,989 2, 650 
17, 438, 000 12, 188, 000 186, 702 | 137, 413 419,514 12, 231 
17, 239, 000 11, 321, 000 158, 160 | 103, 138 £9, 186 5, 658 

Pounds. Pounds. | | Pounds. 





4, 783, 220, 000 688, 350,000 | 4,447,985, 202 | 417,390,665 | 86, 518,024 13, 622, 802 
5, 551, 790, 000 820, 320,000 | 3, 206, 708, 226 450, 447,243 | 86,037, 691 15, 816, 13 
| | 
! Farm value December 1. 4 Imports for consumption. 
? Export values are those of the markets from which exported. 5 In addition $11,529 pounds of barley, pearled, patent, or hulled were imported. 
* Markets are wholesale market values of the countries whence imported. 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 


April 26, 1911. 
For Hon. Henry D. CLayton, 
House of Representatives. 








O. P. AUSTIN, Chief of Bureau. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, this house has had under 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Jonnson of Kentucky | discussion -during recent years few measures that have occa- 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from | Sioned as exhaustive, illuminating, and interesting debate as 
the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that | the Canadian reciprocity and free-list bills. Both of these 
the Senate had passed without amendment joint resolutions of | measures deal with that great subject, the tariff, with which 
the following titles: this Nation has been struggling since George Washington affixed 

H. J. Res. 3. Joint resolution making immediately available his signature in 1789 to the original Federal tariff, the second 
the appropriations for mileage of Senators and of Members of | act of the First Congress of the United States, down to the 
the House of Representatives; and present moment, when the Sixty-second Congress is discussing 

H. J. Res. 38. Joint resolution to grant authority to the Amer- | the pending free-list bill. No question of governmental policy 
ican Red Cross to erect temporary structures in Potomac Park, | has been as continuously and widely discussed or as repeatedly 


Washington, D. C. advanced as a political issue. While I approach the subject 
THE TARIFF, from the standpoint of one who firmly believes that protection 
The committee resumed its session. is the fixed economic policy of the Nation, it is my purpose in 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I now yield 45 minutes to the time allotted to deal with the question of methods rather 
the gentleman from California [Mr. KNOWLAND]. than the subject of schedules. 
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OUR TARIFF METHODS OBSOLETE. 

During the 122-year period, to which I have just alluded, the 
progress of the country has been by leaps and bounds. In every 
governmenta! department we have striven to keep pace with the 
enlightened and progressive spirit of the age by adopting im- 
proved and modern methods. In the manner of framing tariff 
laws, however, we still follow practically the same antiquated, 
obsolete, and primitive methods in vogue for over a century and 
a quarter. 

TARIFP AGITATION INVARIABLY DISTURES BUSINESS. 


The tariff affects practically every line of business in the 
country. It involves economic and industrial questions of the 
gravest importance. When a tariff agitation is on, even be- 
fore the actual framing of a tariff bill commences, business is 
at a stundstill. ‘The mere knowledge that a revision is con- 
templated upsets all lines of industry. Merchants hesitate to 
place orders, investors are cautious, and new enterprises are 
delayed. Having had some little experience with financial in- 
stitutions, I fully appreciate how little it takes at times to 
disturb conditions. When finally Congress undertakes to re- 
vise the schedules there is an impatient clamor ail over the 
cowntry fer an early settlement, and Congress is bound to be 
somewhat responsive to that demand, and undue haste invari- 
ably results, And still we go along im the same old rut, failing 
to profit by the experience of a century and a quarter. 


GROWING SENTIMENT FOR IMPROVED METIIODS. 


I mistake the temper of the American people if the day is not 
rapidly approaching when they will insistently demand that 
more enlightened and scientific methods be adopted in dealing 
with this great question and a public sentiment, national in 
scope, will crystallize in favor of a nonpartisan, but permanent, 
tariff board—a body that will confine itself to the important 
and necessary preliminary work of gathering and sifting infor- 
mation and performing the technical work so essential in placing 
before Congress data necessary fn dealing with the various 
schedules, practically all of which are intricate. [Applause.} 

LITTLE CHANGE IN METHODS SINCE 1789. 
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to the title so that it would read “An act to encourage ;). 


manufacture of a President of the United States” inst 
“An act for the encouragement of certain manufactures.” 
Suggestion of a similar amendment to the pending free-lic 
might cause a blush to mount the cheek of the presen 
popular Speaker of the House. 

It is needless to go into the history of the various acts \ 
followed, including the Clay compromise measure of 1833, 
politics played an important part and caused the cha: 
inconsistency to be made against Clay; the Whig tariff of 
when the Chief Executive and Congress clashed, Pr. 
Tyler vetoing two bills befere one reached him that ; 
approval; the Walker revenue tariff of 1844, which 1 
in force 11 years, longer than any act with the exception « 
Dingley law; the Hunter bill; the Morrill tariff of 1861 
Civil War measures of 1862 and 1864, followed by the ; 
1870, 1872, and 1875. Then came the acts of more recent 


| including the McKinley, Wilson, and Dingley laws. 


| Congress. 


Let us here hastily review our system of tariff making for | 


the last 125 years. 
the debates upon the first tariff act reveal the fact that there 


existed then the same wide divergence of views and that the | 


- | more time the information would have been more co: 
demagogue was in evidence even in that day, as Nllustrated when | 


| The Payne bill contained 718 paragraphs, and the index ; 


a duty on candles was proposed of 2 cents per pound, affording 


opportunity for one of the Scuth Carolina Representatives to | 


wax eloquent over tallow candies, protesting in the name of 
the people—whose spokesman the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. JAmMeEs} has lately become—against “a tax on light.” 
History does not record whether the people’s champion from 
South Carolina nursed an ambition, like the gentleman from 
Kentucky, to occupy a seat in another branch of Congress and 
grasped at the candles to light his way thither. [Laughter.] 


The aneestors of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr-. | 


GARDNER] were agitated over fish, New England being engaged 
in a profitable trade with the West Indies, furnishing those 
tropical islands with lew-grade fish and receiving in return rum 
and molasses, principally rum, and with their usual ability 
and strenuousness the New Englanders opposed any restriction 
on imports from these islands. From early April until July 
our forefathers struggled with the items in this first bill. They 
were handicapped then, from all accounts, as we are to-day by 
the scarcity of accurate and technical information. 
MANY TARIFF CHANGES—LOGROLLING INTRODUCED. 

Between the passage of the acts of 1789 and 1816 fully 21 
changes were made in the tariff, demonstrating that our early 
statesmen were still groping in the dark. When it came to the 
act of 1816 Congress established a speed record not since 
equaled in tariff making. It was only 39 days from the date of 
introduction until the act had received Executive approval. In 
1824 we find that Congress was again debating the great ques- 
tion and the whole country was agitated. Business was dis- 
turbed and party feeling ran high. Clay and Webster were 
principals in the memorable debate. The system of log-rolling 
between different sections and States is not a new condition, 
apparently, for we find that during the framing of this act 
New England rum and Kentucky whisky formed a partnership. 
Byidently sectional lines were eliminated when whisky and rum 
joined hands. The interest manifested was so keen and the rote 
so close that sick Members were brought into the House on 
stretchers to vote. 


POLITICS ALWAYS PLAYED IMPORTANT PART. 
The act of 1828—the “ tariff of abominations,” as it was op 
probriously terimed—was an illustration of tariff tinkering for 
political purposes. A wit of that day suggested an amendment 


The rather meager accounts we have of | 





| 


In the framing of each of thesa many acts conditions 
strikingly similar. There was frequently undue hasie, | 
rolling was common, accurate information was difficult to 
tain, business conditions were disturbed while the bil! 
under discussion, and politics played too important a pa: 
determing rates of duty, as will invariably be the case 
greater or less degree, until some nonpartisan and i 
body presents to Congress unbiased and unsuppressed f 
garding schedules, brought to light after exhaustive i 
by a force trained in obtaining statistical and techni 
mation. LApplause.] 

RECENT TARIFY BILLS. 

In framing the Payne bill, I think, it is generally 
that more information was placed before Congress a 
country by the Ways and Means Committee than by a 
mittee in the history of previous tariff legislation. The 
mittee first met on November 10, 1908. The bill becam 
on the 5th day of August, 1909, nearly nine full month 
sideration being given to the measure by the committ 
The testimony before the committee covered 1 
pages, and yet the information—the character of info: 
so essential in the framing of any tariff bill—was of 1 
incomplete. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
self stated on this floor that if the committee had been 


upward of 4,000 articles listed. 
In the hurried framing of the pending free-list bill, u 
which no hearings were had, we are informed in the report 


the minority that the statement was first made in the Way 


and Means Committee by the sponsors of the bill that it w 
reduce the revenues only about $1,500,000 annually, bu 


now acknowledge that it will cut down the annual r vent 


more than $10,000,000. Is this the character of infor 
upon which we should proceed to revise schedules? [App! 
on the Republican side.] 
EFFORTS IN CONGRESS TO CREATE PERMANENT TARIFF BO 

The sentiment for a tariff board has been given grea 
petus as the result of recent attempted legislation. Respo 
to an enlightened public sentiment, the Republican Party, 
ways progressive, endeavored at the last session of Congr 
create a permanent nonpartisan tariff board, but as a re 


of a Democratic filibuster in both branches of Congress the | 


finally failed of passage. 


The measure passed the House on January 30 of this year | 


a vote of 186 to 93, only 2 Republicans being recorded in 


negative, while 91 Democrats placed themselves on record ‘1 


opposition to the policy of dealing with our tariff questio: 
businesslike manner. The bill passed another body but 
hours before final adjournment by a vote of 56 to 23, a D 
cratic filibuster in that body preventing an earlier vote. \) 
8 Democrats voted for the bill and but 2 Republicans ‘21! 
When the bill, with slight amendments, reached the HU 
special rule was adopted for its immediate consideration \ 
yiew to concurrence in the Senate amendments; but Den 
Members, under the able leadership of one of the best | 
mentarians in this House, the gentleman from New York 
FirzcGeraLp}, by dilatory motions prevented a vote. 
PROVISIONS OF TARIFF BOARD BILL CONSIDERED LAST SESSION. 
This bill provided for a permanent tariff board of five | 
bers, not more than three to be of the same political | 
Section 1 of the bill fixed the term of office at six years, 


salary of $7,500, the other members $7,000 each. 


tne 


a 


Q 


chairman to be designated by the President and to receive § 


Section 2 provided that the principal office was to be in the 
city ef Washington, but the board was empowered to sit 5 


any other section of the United States or in foreign countrics. 








1911. 





section 3 set forth the scope of the work of the board. It was 
nrestigate the cost of production of all articles now or here- 
after the subject of tariff legislation, with special reference to 
wages paid domestic and foreign labor and the the prices of 
raw material, domestic or imported, entering into manufactured 
‘ es. The condition of domestic and foreign markets affect- 
ing American products was to be a subject of careful inquiry. 

Section 4 empowered the board to investigate and furnish the 
president information as to the effect of tariff rates, restric- 
tions or regulations imposed by any foreign country, and as to 
rt bounty paid or export duty imposed upon the exporta- 
of any article to the United States, and to assist in the 
cation of the maximum and minimum tariffs. 

tion 5 provided for the subpenaing of witnesses and the 
iring of books and papers. 

Section 6 provided for the protection of confidential informa- 
tion obtained by the board. 


Tté =4 


Section 7 provided that the board should report the facts 
obtained to the President and Congress when called for, 


t 


j 
| 


} 


and | 


ust section, section 8, provided that the new board should | 


succeed the present Tariff Board. 


twithstanding the regrettable failure of this bill, there 
exists, temporarily at least, a Tariff Board created by 
hority of section 2 of the Payne Tariff Act, containing the 


simum and minimum provisions, 
hat section reading as follows: 
ro secure information to 


the concluding sentence 


assist the President in the discharge of 
duties imposed upon him by this section, and the officers of the 
Government in the administration of the customs laws, the President 


ereby authorized to employ such 


persons as may be required. 


This board was appointed in September, 1909, and then con- | 


sisted of the following named: Henry C. Emery, former profes- 
sor of political economy at Yale College; James B. Reynolds, 
former Assistant Secretary of the Treasury in charge of cus- 
toms, and Alvin H. Sanders, publisher of the Breeder’s Ga- 
zette. The sundry civil bill approved June 25, 1910, carried an 
appropriation of $250,000 for the expenses of this board, en- 
larging its powers as follows: 

[fo enable the President to secure information to assist him in the 
discharge of the duties imposed upon him by section 2 of the act en 
titled 

The Payne Act is here designated— 
nd the officers of the Government in administering the customs laws, 
nelading such investigations of the cost of production of commodities, 
covering cost of material, fabrication, and every other element of such 

st of production, as are authorized by said act, and including the 
employment of such persons as may be ired for those purposes; 
and to enable him to do any and all things in connection therewith 
authorized by law, $250,000. 


$2 

The beard has since been increased to five members, two 
Democrats being added—wWilliam* M. Howard, of Georgia, an 
ex-Member of this body, and Thomas N. Page, formerly a pro- 
fessor of political economy in the University of Virginia. The 
sundry civil act of this year carried an appropriation of 
$225,000, the language of the item corresponding with that 
contained in the previous sundry civil bill, which will enable 
the board to continue in existence at least until June 30, 1912. 
Before this date, however, it is earnestly hoped that public 
sentiment, and an appreciation by Congress of the value of 
the board’s work, will result in further provision being made 
for its continuance. [Applause.] 

Neither under the language of the Tariff Board bill of last 





int 
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many other items are included. There has been undertaken a 
glossary of the tariff act which has been appropriately desig 
nated “a translation of the tariff into English.” It permits 
anyone to read a complicated schedule and understand the 
technical and commercial facts rezarding the ar es put in 
simple language. 

In conversation with the expert in charge of e wo on 
Schedule A the chemical scheduls he exp! i ti < s 
glossary he was taking every chemical enumer | f 
by which it is manufactured, the Stat ries m 
which the supply comes, the chief markets, figures of produc- 
tion, imports and exports in this and leading eting coun- 
tries, and a calculation of duties collected in ad y it s. 
I doubt if there has ever been undertaken suc! é ul 
accurate report. 

Samples of foreign and domestic woolen good | § | 
lected with relative prices here and abroad. Costs of g 
the American fabrics abroad will be investig: Ace f 
the board are now at domestic mills looking into the gq 
of costs. Inquiries abroad are under way « shrinkage of 
foreign wools as a basis for the compensating duty, and one 
into foreign wages and labor efficiency in the tex ind 

In every section of the United States where wool is grown 
agents have been gathering information as to « s, quality, 

} and other important facts. This investigation has b« extended 
to Australia, New Zealand, Argentina, and Chile This is but a 
mere outline of the work 

TARIFF COMMISSION OF 

A tariff commission was provided by an act of Congress in 
1882, and both the advocates and opponents of this method of 
solving the tariff problem cite our experience in 1882 both in 
favor of and against the policy of creating a permanent tariff 


| should be nonpartisan. 


session nor that contained in the sundry civil bills would or | 


does Congress surrender any of its legislative prerogatives. 
In framing tariff acts Congress needs facts presented by an 


authoritative body composed of men who command the respect | 


not alone of Congress but of the country as well. 

WORK OF THE PRESENT TARIFF POARD. 
I would suggest to Members of Congress who entertain a 
ubt as to the necessity of a Tariff Board, or who are un- 
familiar with the scope of the investigations under way, that 
they visit the offices in the Treasury Building, where they will 
be afforded every facility to familiarize themselves with the 


a 


methods adopted and learn of the intelligent, painstaking, and | 


successful efforts of this board to obtain facts. 

It should be borne in mind that the first appropriation under 
the language enlarging the powers of the board was passed the 
atter part of June of last year, so that the board has really 


only had about 10 months in which to conduct investigations 
The first work, for which an appro- 





pon any extended scale. 
priation of $75,000 was made at the time of the passage of the 


naximum and minimum clause. 


inalyses of different items in the tariff schedules. Experienced | 
at men are employed in this work. Chemicals, 
ey al 





lenware and pottery, iron and steel, wool and woolens, and 


tayne Act, was the study of foreign tariffs in connection with | 


Experts here and in Europe are preparing reports and making 


board. I have gone into the history of this commiss 
exhaustively. 

The Tariff Commission of 1882 was created by 
gress approved on May 15 of that year. 
the President was empowered 
from civil life. The act 


m quite 


an act of 
Under its provisions 


hine comn mers 


Con- 


to appoint 
did not provide that the « 
It was to investigate all i 
questions relative to the agricultural, commercial, mercantile, 
manufacturing, mining, and industrial interests of the United 


1issic 


the 


le 
ial 





States, so far as the same “might be necessary to the estab- 
lishment of a judicious tariff, or a revision of the existing 


tariff, upon a scale of justice to all interests.” The commission 
was empowered to visit different sections of the country, and 


to report its investigations not later than the first Monday of 





December of the same year, which it did, the report, including 
the testimony, consisting of two large volumes which I now 
hold in my hand. 

The work was necessarily hurried, the commission holding its 
first meeting in July and reporting in December, a period of 
five months. No foreign investigation wis made, but er 29 
different localities were visited, 600 witnesses examined, and 


2,625 printed pages of testimony taken. 
The commission drew up a 


provisional scale of duties, which 
was made the basis of the tariff act of 1883, which remained 
in force until 1890, a period of over seven years. A comparison 


of the recommendations of the commission with the act of 1883 


shows that Congress adopted a large majority of the rates sug- 


gested without change. It made the first scientific classification, 
which, in the main, has been retained to the present day Its 
recommendations as to administrative features were likewi 
adopted and have become permanent law. It advocated and 
proposed a bill establishing a customs tribunal for the determi- 
nation of disputed questions arising under our tariff lay 

This Tariff Commission of 1882, created onl; tem] ry 
body, was unquestionably a success, perfor excellent \ 
ice, considering its limited powers for investigation and the 
short time in which it was compelled to perf 1 its work. 

EXPERIENCE OF REIGN ‘¢ 

Foreign countries, riper in experience, have come to r L 
the futility of longer adhering to archaic methods in d e 
| with the tariff question. Germany leads with her “ Special 
Commission for the Elaboration of Measures for Furtheri 
Commerce.” ‘This commission consists of 30, the follow 
organizations each |! ing 5 members: The German Ag! 
tural Association, the German Association of ( mb of 
Commerce, and the Central Association of German ; 
turers. The other 15 members were appointed | lan 
cellor, 6 representing the agrarian interests, 5 the manufac- 
turers, and 4 the wholesale trade In its entirety it is a most 
representative body. 

This commission met for the first time in November, 1897. 
The new tariff bill was not ratified until December 25, 1902. 
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Five years of investigation! Compare this with our present | heard myself twenty different prices of wheat and | 
methods. quoted, and in every instance with an assurance of thei; 
The Government of Austria called into consultation a com- | rectness. We want facts, and if reliable statistics were 

mittee of the associated chambers of commerce, who rendered | able much of the present confusion would not exist. 

most valuable service in solving the tariff problems of that I shall vote against the free-list bill because it has be 

country. Similar enlightened methods are being adopted else- | sented without careful consideration and investigation, | 

where. Shall we profit by their experience? a political bill pure and simple, hurriedly drawn, with iis 
CALIFORNIA’S POSITION. sible effects not inquired into. 

In advocating legislation for a permanent tariff board I am The haphazard manner in which this bill was drawn r 
not alone voicing my own strong convictions upon the subject, | ™¢ of a game many of us have played in our younger yx 
but am likewise expressing the progressive sentiment of the | 8°0d-sized picture of a donkey is placed against a \ 
Republican Party of California as affirmed in the last State | each participant in the fun is blindfolded and furnishe! 
platform. After declaring its “unswerving adherence to the | Tepresentation of the caudal appendage of that an 
Republican doctrine of protection without which the American | Which a pin is fastened, and then an effort is made | 
standard of living can not be maintained,” and expressing the | it at the right place. You grope in the dark, flounder 
opinion that the true measure of protection is the difference in | Stabbing here and there, the donkey in the meantin 
the cost of production and distribution at home and abroad, | Punched full of holes. So it is in this instance. Our 
the California Republican tariff plank, after deprecating the | CTatic friends, in their haste to get this measure bet 
methods heretofore prevailing in framing tariff acts, contained | House, have gone at it blindly, each Member with an 
the following indorsement for a permanent tariff board: the free list in his hand, striving to properly de 

We therefore join with the President in demanding the appoint- Democratic donkey, but aiready the poor animal is bad 
mont of a permanent tariff commission, Caeiy semers from = pe tured. [Applause.] 

, oe ‘ssure Bi siness e es. . , 
AP REVIEW OF ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF TARIFF BOARD 


tion, which is mainly the difference of labor cost, and the distribution s ) arg av eats. 
Some Gael diheamedi rie een taee ater emamiementinnians, ene Gane’ Cahanean Let us sum up the arguments in favor of the retenti 


should revise one schedule at.a time. We oppose any future general | Present Tariff Board as a permanent body. The hi- 
revision based upon insufficient data to determine the amount of pro- | tariff legislation in this country demonstrates conclusiy: 
tection actually needed. improved methods are needed. Our experience with | 
No State in the Union has enjoyed a larger share of the pros- | porary tariff commission of 1882 is a strong argument 
perity resultant from the Government’s policy of protection | of this enlightened and scientific method of tariff ad 
than the Commonwealth of California. This policy has been of | The success of the German and Austrian tariff con 
almost incalculable benefit to our hop growers, to our sheep | multiply the reasons already advanced. Evidence of 
raisers, to our wine producers, to the raisin, Zante currant, | telligent, thorough, and unprejudiced efforts to obts 
olive, prune, lemon, orange, dried-fruit, and fig industries. All | which the present Tariff Board is exhibiting is a fina 
we ask, or expect, is the imposition and maintenance of such | why this Congress should rise to the occasion, make t! 
duties as will permit us to successfully compete with foreign | a permanent body, thus announcing to the world t! 
countries where the scale of wages is so low that to admit | Government in the future proposes to solve its tariff | 
these competing articles free, or at too low a rate of duty, | along scientific lines, enabling justice to be done to 
would spell ruin to these industries. We court a fair, intelli- | dustries, interests, and localities, [Loud applause. ] 
gent, and thorough study of conditions by an impartial tariff Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the g 
board, and for one I am willing to abide by the result of such | from Maine [Mr. Hrnps]. 
an investigation, and the Representatives of any other State, Mr. HINDS. Mr. Chairman, at this time, when the 1 
or the champions of any industry, should be likewise willing to | of the farmer to the consumer are so much in the pub 
submit to facts obtained through a nonpartisan body composed | q discussion in the Report of the Secretary of Agricu 
of high-class men interested only in obtaining facts. It will | the United States for 1910 is of much value. It was! 
mean the sustaining of just schedules, while those which can | fore the present questions as to removal of duties on 
not stand the light of day should not survive. [Applause.] farm products had arisen, and therefore is not to be in 
I voted for reciprocity with Canada, and for this vote have | py charges of bias on the particular questions at issue 
been severely criticized—as have likewise my Republican col- | made when the prices of farm products were at their | 
leagues from California who supported the measure—by cer- | point, from which they have already made a long recess 
tain ultra protectionists, and reprisals have been threatened therefore states at its strongest whatever case there : 
against protected industries of California. The last California | geainst the farmer as related to the consumer. It see! 


Republican State platform declared— to dispose effectually of any claim that substantial relief | 


the snestegee = ~~" weston of Saco to the policies enun- | consumer is to be expected by proceeding against the | 
ciate xy President Roosevelt and reaffirmed and already in part en- > . - ‘ “s hasat ‘ - a0reR 
acted into law under the administration of President Taft. to explode utterly the immature conclusion that the : 


The platform continued: the United States can not feed the people of the United Stu 


and, finally, to show how brief has been the American { 

We commend President Taft in his efforts and announced intentions : - - a ati at 

further to carry out these policies, and look to our Senators and Repre- respite of prosper ity after long years of produc tion at | 

sentatives in Congress to cooperate with him to that end. cost. The discussion is on pages 19 to 30 of the report 
Reciprocity bas been one of the policies most strongly urged | a8 follows: 


by Theodore Roosevelt and reaffirmed by President Taft. When | prices or rARM PRODUCTS—-FARMER’S SHARE OF CONSUMER'S | 
I can not stand upon the platform of the Republicans of the EQUALIZING PROCESS. 

State which I in part have the honor to represent, refusing to High prices was one of the subjects of my annual report for 1 
carry out the expressed wishes of the majority, I shall so an- | was shown that for many years previous to about 1897, or a |i! 
nounce and immediately resign my seat in this body. the prices of farm products received by farmers were even les: 


: cost of production, and often little, if any, above that cost 
I might remark, however, that, in my opinion, our “ stand- | quring e long period of years the farmer was eet thriving 


pat” friends and certain insurgents from the border States are | shown also that in the upward price movement, which began 
unduly alarmed over the possible detrimental effects of this | the prices received by the farmer have advanced in greater « 


, : those received by nearly all other classes of producers. That t! 
proposed trade agreement. We should deal with this question | have been so was eeu a matter of fantine to the farmer | 


upon the broad grounds of closer relationship with a people | the reward of his efforts with the rewards received in oth 
who are naturally drawn toward us by ties of tradition and | Production, 

common aspirations. I certainly regard the policy of Canadian INCREASE OF BEEF PRICES. 

reciprocity as progressive and enlightened. [Applause.] The price received by the farmer is one thing; the price paid 


— 7 . . , consumer is far different. The distribution of farm products 
PRESENT DEBATE ILLUSTRATES ae OF HAVING AVAILABLE RELIABLE farm to consumers is elaborately organized, considerably in 
z complicated, and burdened with costly features. These are ex 
The debate upon Canadian reciprocity and the pending free- | in my report for 1909 by a statement of the results of a speci 
list bill illustrates the necessity of having available reliable | tion into the increased cost of fresh beef between the slaugh\ 
facts. Every item in these bills has been discussed, and those . 


: : It was establish that In the North Atlantic States the « 
holding opposing views have presented a different array of price of beef was 31.4 per cent higher than the wholesale pri 


figures. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hit] has had | by the great slaughtering houses ; 38 per cent higher in the Sou 


‘ tic States; and 39.4 per cent higher in the Western States. Th 
his facts challenged by the gentleman from Illihois [Mr. | ¢>. ‘the United States was 38 per cent. 
CANNON], while the statements of many gentlemen on both It was found that the percentage of increase was usually 


sides of this Chamber are strikingly at variance. the larger cities than in the smaller ones and higher in the cas 


that is cheap at wholesale than of high-priced beef. It wa> 
Statistics are quoted from newspapers, from farmers, from inference that the poorer people paid nearly twice the gross p! 
manufacturers, and from every conceivable source. I have! the more well-to-do people paid. 
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THE DAIRYMAN GETS ONE-HALF THE MILK PRict 
r investigation into th se of prices in t process of dis 
) was made in the last week of June, 1910. This time the object 


discover what fraction of the consumer's price was received by 

rmer. It was a time of high prices, ef high cost of living, and the 

ys to ascertain to what extent the farmer received a return out 

high consumer's cost of farm products. 

investigation covered 78 cities scattered throughout the United 

« and the informaticn was contributed by a large number of the 

tment’s crop correspondents and by some of its special agents, who 

nquiries in all of the 78 cities. The cities were divided into geo 

al groups for the purpose of computing averages, and these I 

ned into an average for the United States, all after proper we 
rding to importance 

Milk was one of the commodities under invest 








ight 


igation—a food product 















nensable to a large fraction of the families of the Nation, and now 
ly one to all consumers. 
While it is true that the dairyman is receiving considerably more for 
« milk than he did before the present era of high prices, yet it was 
red in this investigation t throughout the United States he 
ves a scant 50 per cent, or alf of the price paid by the con 
The other half coes to th y company for carriage, to the 
" esale milk dealer, if there is one in the chain of distribution, and 
the retailer who delivers at the consumer's door. 
ght charges for carrying milk vary according to distance, but their 
age may be regarded as approximately about 7 per cent of the con- 
sumers price. With the farmer receiving about 50 per cent of that 
e and the railroads 7 per cent, the remaining 43 per cent of the con 
sumer’s price is received mostly by the retailer 
The milk wagon of the retailer has a long route. It stops at a houss 
- two in one city block, perhaps passes several blocks without stopping. 


and so proceeds to serve customers thinly distributed along a rv of 


ute 


























At the same time the milk wagons of other retailers are covering 
1s portions of the same route, and so there is a great waste of 
fort and of expense in the distribution 
The division of States in which t! ~ost of distributing milk from 
lucer to consumer is the most is the North Central group, in which 
oducers receive 44 per cent of t ices paid by the consumer. Next 
rder follow the Western States with 47 per cent, the North Atlantic 
States with 53 per cent, the South Central States with 55 per cent, and 
South Atiantic States with 57 per cent 
I average price paid by consumers in the 78 cities is almost 
exactly 8 cents per quart. In the North Atlantic and North Central 
States the average is 7.5 cents; in the Western States, 8.9 cents; in 
South Central, 9.1 cents; and in the South Atlantic States, 9.3 
its. These prices are for the last week in June, 1910. 
BUTTER AND THE RETAII 
Factory butter was included in this i of s, in the 
three classes of creamery print, cr y renovated Con 
er’s prices were taken in 78 cities in all parts of the country, and 


the facts were ascertained in the latter part of June, 1910 
In the distribution of creamery butter from factory to « 
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retailer's addition. The freight charge is about 0.6 of 1 per cent of the 
consumer's price. 

a general average for the 78 cities, the creamery receives 86.3 per 

of the consumer's price for creamery prints. The percentages are 

the same in all geographic divisions, the lowest, 84.6 per cent, 

be found in the Western States, and the highest, 87.5 per cent, in 
the South Atlantic States. 

In the case of creamery tub butter, the factories receive 86.5 per 


ent of the consumer’s price in the 78 cities, the Western States again 





having the lowest percentage, 84.6 per cent. The highest percentage 
88 for the South Central States, and in the other divisions the per- 


tage is between 86 and 87. 





Factories that renovate butter receive a somewhat larger percentage 
of the consumer's price than in the c: of creamery prints and tub 
r. The average for the 78 cities is 88.3 per cent, with incon- 


ble variations among the geographic divisions of the country. 








EXHAUSTIVE INVESTIGATIONS 
The increase of price of farm products in their transfer from pro- 
du to consumer was thoroughly investigated in all parts of the 
mtry and for a large variety of products by the Industrial Commis 
sior Although the facts obtained in that investigation are now I 
10 irs oid, it is believed that the ratios between producer’s an 
‘rs prices are approximately the same now as they were then. 
A rate, it seems probable that the farmer is not now receiving a 





arger share of the consumer's price than he received 10 years 
he may be receiying a smaller share 





POULTRY. 


Within the field of investigation it was found that poultry almost 





doubled in price between the farmer and the consumer; in other words, 

farmer received only 55.1 per cent of the consumer's price. In- 
quirles were made concerning turkeys as distinct from other poultry, 
Ww 





the result that it w found that the farmers received 63.5 per 
of the final price. Chickens as a separate description are repre- 
sented by the percentage of 68.4 when priced by the pound, and by 57.1 
per cent when priced by the head. 
‘ Of the price per dozen paid by the consumer, the producer received 
) per cent In the case of ergs; ied beans, 75 per cent when bought 
ly the bushel; cabbage, 48.1 per cent when bought by the head and 
3.9 per cent when bought by the pound; cauliflower, 75 per cent 
when bought by the dozen; and celery, 60 per cent when bought by the 








THE SMALLER THE RETAIL UNIT, THE LESS THE FARMER RECEIVES 
The general fact was that the producer's percentage of the con- 
ers price diminished as the quantity sold at retail was smalle 

instance, the apple grower received 55.6 per cent of the consumer's 
e when the consumer bought by the bushel and 66 per cent when 
purchase was by the barrel. When the consumer bought corn by 
bushel the farmer got 70.6 per cent of the price, but when the 
‘hase was by the barrel the farmer received 81 per cent Che 
wherry grower received 48.9 per cent of the consumer's price in 
purchases by the quart and 75.9 per cent in purchases by the crate. | 
A still better illustration is found in the case of onions. In purchasing | 
& peck at a time, the farmer received 27.8 per cent of the retail price; | 
in purchases of a barrel, he received 58.3 per cent; and in purchases | 
by the 100 pounds, he received 69 per cent. So in the case of oranges: | 
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when the purchase was by the d n the grower received 20.3 per 
cent of the consur lee when tl purch was by the 
box the grower rec 9.3 

FACTS I} PRED rs 

Farmers received 83.3 per cent of t fir price in t 
chase of blackberries by the er 75 1 it in tl I 
cucumbers by the third of a bushel, 66.7 per cent in the | 
eggplant by the crate, 60 per cent in tl purchase of gr 
the quart, 70.5 per cent when hay was bought by t t 
per cent in the purchase of horses from 1 

Among the many th products req ited t t 
with 73.6 per cent of price going t t f 
the bushel; melons, 50 per cent when bought ips 
60 per cent when bought by the inch pot t w en 
bought by the bushel: string bean SO per t the 
barrel; sweet potatoes, 60.8 per cent w 1 
nips, 60 per cent in purchases by the bunc! { 
when bought singly 

In some cases there were purchasers 
middlemen It was found that cottor 
the price paid by cotton manufa ! i 
cent of the price of broom corn id 
per cent of the price of 91 per e 
paid by packers; 93 per pri f 1 74 
the price of id 1 ST per « ft 
paid by the ‘ ent when ! pound by 
manufacturer ease of whe f \ , 
and 91.7 per cent in the 1 bought by man 

FREIGHT CHARGES. 

ro the foregoing percentages that represent the share of the farmer 
in the consumer's price should be added the percent standing f 
the freight charge in determining the sha < t f 
that goes to the middlemen With approximate a . 3 een 
determined that when the farmer received 50 f 
sumer’s price, the freight charge is ) 1 nt 
of the consumer's price; eg 0.6 of 1 per cent 6.8 1 t 
beans, 2.4 per cent; potato 7.4 per cent: grain of rts, ; | 
cent; hay, 7.9 per cent; cattle and hogs, 1.2 per cent poultr come 
per cent; wool, 0.3 of 1 per cent rhe foreg 
are to be increased by one-half ven the fart t t 
fourths of the consumer's p 

t PRICE 

The port statistics of the Department of Com i Labor 
afford some striking comparisons between the origin nd n 
sumer’s price. In the fiscal 1910 four-fifths of t coffer ed 
into the United States came from Brazil, 17 per t from oth in 
tries in South and Central Amer d j sO t 2 per 

nt of the imports were from ( ri 
About 0.1 of 1 per cent of the 
he nominal Mocha coffee, and 1.5 per « t t! } 
East idies and are the Java fee. 

In 1910 the coffee imported from Americar i 





















per cent of all coffee imports, had an i i pet 
pound. To this should be added the o« I Rio 
Janeiro the rate is 0.28 of 1 cent, or I a et 
pound For nearly all of this Americ: I j 
prices ranging from 20 to 35 cents | ) I v 
import value, plus the ocean freight charge, is only from 23 to 40 pe 
cent of the principal range of prices paid for the coffe tr 
PRICES PAID FOR TEA 

Tea may be referred to in the s wa) In the the 
average import value of tea was cen per pou ied 
that nearly all of the tea consumed in this country t retail 
prices ranging from 50 to 70 cents per ind, and nder 
standing, the import value of tea is from 23 p ‘ of 
what the consumer pay 
CONSUMER'S PRICE AS AN INCREAS OF FARMI NS 

I M ANOTIIE! } 

In the consid yn of tl subje ) that 
of the producer ; farmer thinks of t i t rme 
for farm products and compares with tl 1 t f t himself 

W the farmer is looking for l 
products, the consumer is looking backard nd so is t 
that he pays as increases upon what t farmer t ! f 
the matter may now be worth f ttention 

It is established by the investi f d ! f 
June that the milk con of for 
100.8 per cent above e re ry ! 
the farmer's price doul est 
geographic division per cel ! ; th At 1 
the highest w per cent in the Western Stat 

In the purch butter the consumer pays 15.8 } 
factory price in the case of creamery } 15.6 
the case of factory tub, and 13.3 per « bos t 
the case of renovated butter The percentages « 
five divisions of States do not vary 1 hf 
United States. 

Some large percentages of increase of prices 





Industrial Commission—135.3 per cent for « 
100 per cent for melons bought by the 
the quart, and for oranges sold by 

bought by the peck; 400.4 per cent for 





111.1 per cent for strawberries bought by t yy cent 





for watermelons sold sing 

There.were many cases ir 5 f 
price unting to 75 per cent and d 
among these were 90.5 per cent ‘ ‘rel ! 
80.6 per cent for appl ] l 


3.4 per cen 


bought by the head ; 


per cent for potatoes bought by t a3 
try, in general, bought by the pour : 
bought by the box; 82.5 per cent for ¢ et pots t 


bushel. 


It may be worth while to extend f rm | t! at 
sold to consumers at a_ large inc! bove far In the 
class of commoditi¢ ling for an i use of p I to 
50 per cent and over but under 75 per cent at ; 1ay 
be mentioned the following increases: 61.8 per { r cabbage 
bought by the pound; 66.7 per cent for celery boug! t inch, 
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turnips and parsnips bought by the bunch, and green peas bought 
by the quart; 54.4 per cent for chickens bought by the pound; 50 
yer cent for eggplants bought by the crate; 658.4 per cent for onions 
Coane by the bushel; 68.7 per cent for oranges bought by the box; 
60 per cent for potatoes bought by the peck; 59.8 per cent for turkeys 
bought by the pound. 

The import price of coffee in the fiscal year 1910, which was 8 cents 
a pound, after the increase to 20 and 35 cents per pound to the 
retailer, has risen in price to the consumer from 150 to 337.5 per 
cent. So with tea of the same fiscal year; its import price of 16 cents 
per pound, after being increased to 50 to 70 cents per pound, cost 
the consumer an advance of 212.55 to 337.5 per cent. 

tefore assigning to middlemen the various increases of prices, it is 
proper to deduct the percentages due to freight rates. he freight 
charge for milk received in New York is about 18 per cent of the 
producer’s price and in Chicago about 14.7 per cent. Of the import 
price of coffee, the ocean freight charge from Rio Janeiro is 3.6 per 
cent. The percentages of farm —— for which freight charges stand 
in the United States may be est 


clover seed; 1.6 per cent for cotton; 1 yer cent for eggs; 13.6 per 
cent for apples; 4.8 per cent for beans; Tis per cent for potatoes; 
anG 5 per cent for sweet potatoes. The rates for oats, rye, barley, 
and wheat are nearly the same, ranging from 6 per cent for oats to 
7.3 per cent for barley and rye. The rate for corn is 9.2 per cent and 
the average for all grain is 7.7 per cent. For hay the percentage is 
15.8 per cent; for cattle and hogs, 2.5 per cent; for live poultry, 4.5 
per cent; and for wool, 0.6 of 1 per cent. 


NO GROUND FOR COMPLAINT AGAINST THE FARMER. 


From the details that have been presented with regard to the increase 
of the prices of farm products between farmer and consumer, the con- 
clusion is inevitable that the consumer has no well-grounded complaint 
against the.farmer for the prices that he pays. The farmer supplies 
the capital for production and takes the risk of his losses; his crops 
are at the mercy of drought and flood and heat and frost, to say 
nothing of noxious insects and blighting diseases. He supplies hard, 
exacting, unremitting labor. A degree and range of information and 
intelligence are demanded by agriculture which are hardly equaled in 
any other occupation. Then there is the risk of overproduction and 
disastrously low prices. From beginning to end the farmer must steer 
dextrously to escape perils to his profits and, indeed, to his capital on 
every hand. At last the products are started on their way to the con- 
sumer. The railroad, generally oy adds a percentage of in- 
crease to the farmer's prices that is not large. After delivery by the 
railroad the products are stored a short time, are measured into the 
various retail quautities—more or less small—and the dealers are rid 
of them as soon as possible. The dealers have risks that are practi- 
cally small, except credit sales and such risks as grow out of their try- 
ing ws do an amount of business which is small as compared with their 
number. 


PROBLEM FOR CONSUMERS AND NOT FARMERS TO REMEDY. 


After consideration of the elements of the matter, it is plain that 
the farmer is not getting an exorbitant ye for his products, and that 
the cost of distribution from the time of delivery at destination by the 
railroad to delivery to the consumer is the feature of the problem of 
high prices which must present itself to the consumer for treatment. 

‘Yhy do not consumers buy directly from the farmers? A distri- 
bution of farm products in this simple way has already begun in 
England, where cooperative organizations of farmers are selling by 
direct consignment to cooperative organizations of consumers in cities. 

Farmers’ cooperative selling associations are numerous in this coun- 
try, but cooperative buying associations among the people of cities and 
towns are few. Aside from buying associations maintained by farmers, 
hardly any exist in this country. It is apparent, therefore, that the 
consumer has much to do to work out his own salvation with regard 
to the prices that he _ Potatoes were selling last spring in some 
places where there had been overproduction for 20 cents and in some 
places for even 9 cents per bushel at the farm, while at the same time 
city consumers in the East were paying 50 to 75 cents per bushel, 
although there was nothing to prevent them from combining to buy a 
carload or more of potatoes directly from the grower and for delivery 
directly to themselves. 


POPULATION, CROP YIELDS, AND PRICES——-PRODUCTION PER ACRE OVER- 
TAKING INCREASE OF PEOPLE—IMMIGRATION AND BIRTH RATE, 


The pulation of the United States has increased rapidly in the 
ast. ur doors have always stood open to immigrants from other 
ands. Our ancestors had large families. Our numbers have increased 
one-third every 10 years until 1880, and afterwards one-fourth to one- 
fifth. Our expanding farm area has easily provided sustenance for our 
increasing numbers. But with the filling up of our unoccupied spaces 
some have begun to fear that in the near future we shall be unable to 
provide all our food from our own fields. Population increases; yields 
decrease (so it is said), and the time is at hand when we shall have to 
import foodstuffs; our economic independence will then be gone. 

mmigration, however, is not to be counted upon permanently to fur- 
nish any considerable annual increase in our numbers. Three-fourths of 
a million may enter our ports in one year; but the very next year may 
see a financial depression, with the tide of emigration setting away from 
our shores. Only the birth rate may be counted upon as a permanent 
force acting toward increasing the population; and the increase of the 
native-born population by excess of births over deaths in this country is 
— aoe 13 per cent a year, with a tendency toward a decreasing 
rth rate. 

The great question, then, is this: Are the products of our agricultural 
lands increas ng or decreasing in quantity? Is the yield per acre of 
our fields kee ng pace with this normal increase of population by 
ao To the latter question the answer is that the process has 

gun. 
RISING YIELDS PER ACRE. 


Dividing the period from 1866 to 1909 into four decades and a suc- 
ceeding short period of four years, the yield per acre of corn is shown 
by a study made in the Bureau of Statistics to have declined 2.3 per 
cent from the first decade to the second, declined 8.2 per cent from the 
second to the third, increased 7.7 per cent from the third to the fourth, 
and increased 7.1 per cent from the fourth decade to the succeeding 
four-year period. 

For wheat an even better showing is made, since the figures show a 
continuous increase in yield per acre, namely, 3.4 per cent from first 
decade to second, 3.3 from second to third, 6.3 from third to fourth, and 
9.6 from fourth decade to final four-year period. 


mated at approximately 0.9 of 1 per | 
cent of the factory price for butter; 1.2 ye cent of the farm price for | 
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For cotton, the first figure, 2.8, is a decline, but the rest are {) 


namely, 2.6, 3.8, and 0.3. 


For tobacco, the first figure, 3.4, is an increase; the second. 
decline ; the third, 5.2, is an increase; and so also is the last, 97 
Similar facts are shown for 6 other leading crops, namely, 

ley, rye, buckwheat, hay, and potatoes. Not one of the 10 cro 
declined in yield per acre from the third decade to the fourt 
oats was the only one to show a decline from the fourth deca; 
last period of four years. The evidence is very plain that the , 
acre of our crops are now increasing, and if the facts were a 
in detail for the States it would be found that the percentage of jn 
in yield tn many of them is greater than the percentage of 
increase in population; that is, the increase by births over d 


the old native element. 


Such is the fact with regard to wheat for the fourth decade, 
pared with the preceding one, in 26 States, and 2 of the Stat 
but ready to joint them. In 14 States corn production per ; 
increased faster than the normal increase of population, and 
almost true of 5 more States. The number of States in this lis: 


case of barley is 21; rye, 30; buckwheat, 19; cotton, 


3; pot 


hay, 35; and more or less States are almost ready to enter thi 


the case of all crops. 


A demand that is more difficult to fulfill in production per a: 
an increase that equals or exceeds the actual increase of po; 
including the immigrants and the temporarily high birth rate 
foreign born. But, notwithstanding the fact that this dif 
greater in the United States than it is in all other countries t) 
re ceased to take much new land into cultivation, man f 
States of this Nation are each maintaining an increase of product 
the case of one or more prominent crops that is greater than t! 
increase of pulation. Ten States are doing this in the case 
for wheat the number is 22; for oats, 16; for cotton and t 


each ; for rye, 21; for potatoes, 15; and for hay, 25. 


We can not look for any other result than that the yields per 
all our crops shall increase at an even faster rate in the futur 
of the intense interest with which our people are turning their 
toward agricultural improvement. If there are certain forces 
which, if unchecked and made more prevalent, will in the futur 
us to bid against the world for food, the counteracting fo 
nevertheless been already set in motion, with the promise of in 


effect. 
INCOMB PER ACRE. 


The farmer has benefited more than others from the changed 
tions which have manifested themselves in increased cost of living. | 
instance, the product of 1 acre of corn in 1899 was worth on t 
$8.51, but 10 years later it was worth $15.20, an increase 
value amounting to 78.6 per cent. Similarly, wheat increased 
value 114 per cent, tobacco 56.2 per cent, and cotton 65.6 | 
Ten leading crops taken together—including, besides those ment 
oats, barley, rye, buckwheat, potatoes, and hay—increased 72.7 per 


in farm value. 


This, of course, is no advantage to the farmer if the increase 
of the things he has to buy is still greater. To ascertain th« 
this matter, the Bureau of Statistics sent a letter to a large nun 
retail dealers doing business with farmers. These dealers were asked | 
quote the prices which prevailed in 1899 and in 1909, taking « 
compare articles of the same grades. In this way the per 
increase in the prices of about 85 articles commonly used by f 


was determined. 


In three cases the prices were less in 1909 than in 1899 
cases they were the same; but in all other cases they had i: 
the increases running from 2.7 per cent in the case of manure sj" 


and mowers to 53.8 per cent in the case of brooms. 


Coffee 


9.8 per cent; flour, 32.4; salt, 14.9; sugar, 8.7; overalls, 22.‘); 
boots, 29; calico, 26.9; muslin, 25; and so on. For all the art 


sidered the average increase was 12.1 per cent. 


Now, compare this with the 72.7 per cent increase in the fa 
of the 10 leading crops. The farmer has evidently benefited | 
the rest of the community—taken all together—from the « 


values, 


Put the facts in another way. The produce of 1 acre of 
equal in value to 1.8 barrels of flour in 1899, but to 2.4 barrels 
or it would buy 118.2 yards of muslin in 1899 and 168.9 yards 
The average purchasing power of all crops similarly increased ’ 
2 barrels of flour in 1899 to 2.6 barrels in 1909, and from 152.1 yards 
of muslin in 1899 to 182.4 yards in 1909. And so with the 


of articles used by farmers. 


1 


The facts may also be put in the form +f Eeeateane by letting 1 
a 


represent the purchasing power of 1 acre of 


rm crops in 18!) 


in 1909 the purchasing power of 1 acre of corn is seen to ! 
creased 90 per cent when spent for coal oil, 62 for coffee, 33 1 
and 64 for sugar. Now, take the average purchasing 
all crops. It increased 83 per cent when spent for, coa 
for coffee, 30 for flour, 59 for sugar, and so on down the list 
the average of all articles, corn increased 60 per cent in pure! 
power, wheat 91, and cotton 48, while the grand average 1! 
urchasing power of all crops is 54 per cent. In other w 
former has received a 54 per cent benefit from the changed condi! 
No one can pretend to understand all the forces at work t 
matters. Possi Vv the farmer’s present advantage is due, lu pi 
0 


temporary condit 


disadvantage. If it is also due, in part, to a greater appreciat 
value of the farmer’s work, that, too, is something upon which u 


lations can be based. 


But there is no sort of doubt that a great part of the farm 
perity rests upon the bedrock of a greater output, a higher } 
acre. That is to say, farmers and farming have become more © 
not only to the benefit of the farmer himself but also to the saf« 
ing of our national independence. The wisdom of Congress | 
agriculture in the past, through the Federal Department and t! 
colleges and experimént stations, as well as, the advisability 
even greater fostering attention in the future to our most fund 


industry, is thus made plainly manifest. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes 


gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Futter]. 


Mr. FULLER. Mr. Chairman, like the gentleman fr 
bama, my friend Judge CLayton, who first addressed tlie Hot , 
this morning, I am extremely gratified that there is so Jars 


and intelligent an audience here at this time. 
applause. ] 


[Laughter aut 


ns of supply and demand that may change ty '% 


j 
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I think that fact is perhaps occasioned by reason of some one 


ving given out the information that I was to endeavor at this | 


h 
time to make a speech upon this bill, and it being about the | 
1 


isual lunch hour the pangs of hunger may have overcome in the 
is of many of the Members the thirst for intellectual enter- 
tainment. [Applause.] I regret exceedingly, under the circum- 
es, that I have not any carefully prepared remarks for this 
ocension, and I do not know that it will be possible for me to 
add anything of interest to the discussion that has been going 
on in this House for the past two weeks upon this bill, and I do 
not know whether we are any of us being enlightened so very 
much ourselves, or whether we are enlightening the country at 
| upon the tariff question. It is not an entirely new question, 


and yet it seems that an academic discussion of the principle of 
protection as opposed to the principle of free trade is now on 
the boards as of old, and must, from the necessities of the times 
and the political conditions prevailing, again demand our atten- 
tion and the attention of the country. The President of the 
United States, under the authority given him by the Constitu- 
tion and with the highest and purest motives of duty and 
patriotism, called this Congress together for a single purpose; 


and that purpose was to pass upon the trade agreement that 
under his direction had been tentatively made with the Domin- 
ion af Canada. It seems to me that it would have been wise if 


this Congress, under the circumstances, had foregone the oppor- | 


tunity to play politics and had disposed of that one question 
nd adjourned and gone home. I know that course would have 
been for the benefit of all the people of the country, and I think 


I 
ing that agreement into effect, was concerned, I can easily see 
how the Democrats might differ among 
policy of that bill, and I ca 


would have commanded their unanimous approval. This run- 
ning amuck with the business interests of the country is what 
might have been expected from past experience and past his- 
tory when the Democratic Party has been in control of this 
House, and, so far as I have observed in the past, that course 
has never led to anything of advantage to the people of this 
country. So far as the reciprocity agreement, or the bill carry- 


themselves as to the 


n also see how some Republicans 






might favor it and how some might not. For myself, I believe, 
and have long believed, in the principle of reciprocity and in 
reciprocal trade agreements with other nations. 

] ieve that when we open up our markets to the other 
countries of the world, we ought by some sort of reci} rocal 
arrangement, to get some benefit ourselves for so doing [ap- 


plause], some equivalent for what we give; and I am eternally 
opposed to the Democratic doctrine of free trade, because [| 
believe most emphatically in American markets for Americans. 
pplause.] I in protection to all American industries 
and to American labor, and that our own people should have 
preference in our own markets at al! times, and that if we 
} | anything as to that policy, we ought to get an equivalent 
for it. I believe that the agreement which this House, so far 
as it is concerned, has ratified with the Dominion of Canada will, 
if consummated, be to the material benefit of both countries. I 
not believe that it will injure the farmers of this country 
or any class of our people. If I did so believe, I would not be 

favor of it. I have some interests myself connected with 
the farming industry, and I represent here a great agricultural 
district, one of the greatest in the United States; and I fully 
and firmly believe that the interests of the agricultural popula- 
tion -of my district will be materially benefited by the con- 
summation of this Canadian reciprocity agreement. At the 
same time, I realize that I also represent other industries than 
that of agriculture alone, for that district is also one of the 
greatest manufacturing districts of the country, and has within 
its boundaries substantially every manufacturing industry that 


. 


exists in the land, and substantially every item in the Canadian 


believe 





reciprocity bill, and every item in this free list or free-trade | 


bill, is produced to a greater or less extent in my district. 
there manufacture each year, millions of dollars worth of agri- 
cultural machinery and implements, sewing machines, and fence 
wire, besides pretty nearly everything else that can be mannu- 
factured or produced in this country. I regret that my dis- 
tinguished and eloquent friend and colleague from Lllinois [Mr. 
Prince] should have seen fit to characterize the reciprocity 
agreement as an indication of the desire of the people of this 
country to be annexed to Canada, or for Canada to be annexed 
to the United States, whichever way you choose to put it, be- 


cause there is just as much danger in the one case as in the} 


other. [Laughter and applause.] 
Also my genial friend and colleague from Chicago, Mr. Map- 
N, had something to say about Canadian annexation and the 
flag of this Union floating all the way from the Great Lakes 
to the North Pole, discovered by Dr. Cook. [Laughter and 
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applause.] Now, I want to assure both of my colleagues that 
I do not think there is any danger of Canadian annexation or 
any intention whatever or any desire on the part of the people 
of this country for annexation at any time in the future, and 
I do not think it will come until long years after our enthusi- 
astic friend from Alabama [Mr. Hogrson] has fought to a finish 





his fight with Japan and wiped the Mikado and all his sub- 
jects from off the face of the earth, or off from the waters of 
the sea, whichever it may be. [Laughter and applause.] The 
time may come, and I am not sure but what it will come, when 
the dominions to the north of us will constitute an independent 
republic and when a new flag of freedom will float over all 
that great land from our northern border to the frozen seas of 
the nor:h. That time, I say, may c but annexation never, 
and all this talk of annexation is nothing more nor less than 
sensational bosh. The people of Canada are our friends: we 
have no designs upon their Government or their territory but 
to wish them well. Our relations can never be anything but 
friendly, and commercial reciprocity between Canada and the 
United States is in accordance with natural law and can only 
result for the good of the people there and here. Who would 
claim for a moment that unrestricted trade between our great 
grain-producing States in the Northwest and the other Stat 
of the Union is to the detriment of the other States. If it were 
possible that Minnesota and the Dakotas and Montana might 
be separated from the United States, and if we had a tariff 
barrier against their products, their grain d their cattle, 
would either we or they be better off Mian \ t. This 
reciprocity agreement only applies to a limited « the me 
rules as to exchange of products with Canada that we now 1 
between the several States. I would, if I could, wipe out 
the trade barriers between Canada and the United Stat ind 
have unrestricted trade in all the rod of | ind in 
al} manufactures and all commodities of every nai nd kind 
the same as we have here between the seve Is lo my 
understanding, reciprocity is the atural sequence to tl Re 
publican policy of protection, d the two should » hand in 
hand together. Reciprocity was advocated by B nd Me- 
Kinley and the other great Republican leaders of the past. If 
the Democratic Party have nov ! it up have s Vv 
followed the wisdom of past Re pied 
past Republican platforms. 

The Democratic majority this TH 1 to w | 
taken up this doctrine of recip vy and ‘ i 
great enthusiasm. As I have 1 i the Democr: 
the past I have understood that that party claimed s 
all protection was robbery, and re Ss 
another name for protection. That it has | 1 the d : 
of the Democratic Party, and is to-d ! f Vv 
of its leaders is confirmed by the sp hes e | e heard from 
that side of the House from day to day S bill 
bow pending. Let us stop and consid f \ ! 
wholly inconsistent the Canadian recipro i 
the free-trade bill now under consideration or i it a 
farmers’ free-list bill or whatever you w ler 
consideration is nothing more st e fre 
trade measure. There is no protection in it for an lusiry, 
and there is no recipro ity in it In effi , the Democratic 
Party in this House are now saying to ¢ da, we have passed 
the reciprocity bill, but you need not ratify it there | ve 
propose to give you more than you ask by s ed I 
and to ask nothing from you in return. That is to say, we \ 
put on the free list, not only as to Canada, but as to all U 
countries of the earth, the very articles upon which we ha 
just ratified a reciprocal arrang ent for mutual duties. W 
consistency can there be in ratifying an agreement with C la 
which fixes a certain rate of duty upon meats, ! iral 
implements and other commodities, reciprocal as to each coun- 
try, and then before that agreement becomes effective, follow 
up immediately with a free-trade bill proposing to put those 
same things on the free list without any concessions whatever 
from the other contracting party. Is not this the height of 
Democratic inconsistency? Are you simply using this re 
procity measure, proposed by a Republican President, for ft} 
sole and only purpose of making political capital and for t 
purpose of having that agreement not ratified by Canada, |! 
| cause, if your policy prevails, they can then have our mar 
free without any concession whatever? Now, I thought 
ago, and I do not know but I said once upon the fi 
| House, that I believed it would be a good lea W 1 the 
tariff was revised, that it might be revised sched | hedule 
and one thing at a time. I have changed my ! 1 about that. 
| This bill shows how such a policy would worl l very 
i much like cutting off the dog’s head by comn ¢g at his tail 
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ing off an inch at a time. This bill shows an intention 
art of the Democratic majority in this House to ruin 
ndustries one at a and to put certain 
fé at a time upon the free list withont any pro 
ind then to follow it up with some other agtifian one 
me, ‘until the doctrine of free trade is universally estab 

das the policy of the country and the policy of protection 

one forever. 

My learned friend, 
bama, Judge CLAYTON, 


and cuti 
on t? °F 
certait time, owe: 
‘tion 


atever, 


the distinguished gentleman from Ala- 
this morning said very truly that 
line of demarcation between the Republican Party and 
Dem Party was never more clearly drawn than it 
to-day; that the Republican Party was the party of protection 
and the Democratic Party for free trade or tariff for revenne 
only. That is absolutely true. No man with a drop of Repub- 
lican 
free-trade measure. 

This bill, 


cratic 


{Applause on the Republican side.] 
it will be observed, is a free-trade bill, pure and 
simple—at least simple. It is not even a “ tariff-for-revenuc- 
only” bill. It never could produce any revenue whatever for 
the Government, because it does not propose to reduce the rates 
of duty, but to admit all the articles mentioned ; ibsotutely free 
of duty. Under the Dingley law the duty on sewing machines 
was 45 per cent; the Payne law reduced this duty to 30 per 
cent. This bill puts sewing machines on the free list, not to 
permit competition with foreign-made machines, but to give 
an actual advantage to the foreign manufacturer, and thus seri- 
ously handicap, if not entirely ruin, a great home industry. 
Substantially, the same is true as to the shoe and leather 
dustry. Why, in the name of reason, if our Democratic friends 
consider the duties too high, do they not propose to reduce them 
to what they consider a revenue basis, rather than deprive the 
Government of all revenue and the home fndustry of all pro- 
tection? ” 
That is the proposition before us to-day. That is the propo- 
sitien wpon which both political parties are to go before the 
country. It is the policy of protection to American industry 


and American labor on the one hand, that has made this coun- 
on the | 


try the most prosperous upon the face of the earth, or, 
other hand, it is the policy that has always brought stagnation 
in business and ruin and desolation to our people, the policy 
of Democratic free trade. It is proved now, so that there can 
be no misunderstanding about it, that the Democratic Party of 
to-day, as it always has been in the past, is a party of free 
trade; that if it was in power in all of the departments of 


Government, and could do so, it would level every customhouse 
in the land, 


and without requiring any 
for that great privilege. 
Oh, my Democratic friends, when the people of this country 
understand your purpose, when they understand that that is 
the doctrine you are advocating piece by piece, they will again 


relegate you to the rear, and they will again reinstate in all | 


the departments of this Government that party that has made 
this country the most progressive and the most prosperous 
upon the face of the earth. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Iet me cite you to one little thing—a little joker, so to 
speak—they put in this so-called farmers’ free-list bill. I wonder 
why they call it a farmers’ free-list bill. Havoc you done some 
injury to the farmer for which you propese to recompense 
him? You seem at least to not have done or preposed any- 
thing that by any possibility could injure any farmers south 
of Mason and Dixon's line. I observe that you do not put rice 
and peanuts and oranges and pineapples and other products of 
the South upon the free list, but instead, in order to fool the 
people, you pick out here and there some industry in the North- 
ern States, not in the South, that you think it safe to attack, 
and say “If we can pass that and wipe that industry out of 
existence every section of the country interested in that in- 
dustry will join us and demand the same treatment for such 
other industries as we may wish to attack.” Among the items 
selected and put upon the free list in this bill is sewing ma- 
chines. I wonder why you put sewing machines upon the 
free list in this bill and why this one industry was selected for 
your attack. I presume it is probably true that there is not a 
sewing-machine factory in the entire South and consequently 
you will find no opposition in that section of the country to 
free trade in sewing machines, but why did you net propose 
to put all other kindred machines, such as typewriters, knit- 
ting machines, and everything else of that same nature upen 
the free list alse by this bill? True, there are not many sewing- 
machine factories in this country, very few of them. Perhaps 
you thought you woukl not antagonize very many localities by 
singling out sewing machines for your attack. 


| country. 
| JioysS on an average probably a thousand 
} 

| port 


the | 


| 
the 
is | 


blood in his veins can justify himself in voting for this | 





in- | 


| pendent sewing- 


and allow all foreign products to enter and com- | 
pete in our home markets in competition with our own people | 
tariff tax or payment of any kind | 





Now, 
town in 
the 


that I come 
is known far 
little city of Bel 


it so happens, Mr. Chairman, 
the State of Illinois that 
sewing-machine town. The 


from ; 
and 1 


idlere, 


| population of between seven and eight thousand people, | 


of the indepen 


cational 


iF irgesi 


The N 


dent sewing-machine 
Sewing Machine Co. 


fact ries 
in that toy 
men, and is the 
of at least one-half the entire population of thai 
and under this bill you propose to put sewing 
the free list without any reason whatever being 
doing, so far as I can understand. 
i do not understand that there is any such thing as 
machine trust in this country. I know that the con 
iny town is not connected with any trust or any other « 
anywhere in the world. It is an independent factory, d 
large and fairly profitable business, alihough the profit « 
se wing machine made, under the competition that exists 
small as te be a mere trifie. There is one large sewing 1 
concern known as the Singer Co., and sometimes ca 
sewing-machine trust, although I do not understand th 
a trust or that it has connection with subsidiary c 
but that great company probably manufactures more 
per cent of all the sewing machines made in the world 
factories in several places in the United States. It 
tories in Canada and in Scotland, and, I think, 
tries of Europe. It would not be affected at all by 
sewing machines upon the free list, because it could m 
ture the same machines in its factories abroad with cl 
eign labor and send those machines into this country 
duty and at prices that would crush out absolutely « 
machine concern in the land. There i 
other country, under present conditions, that could 
with us in the maaufacture of sewing machines, and 
Germany. I understand that sewing machines are n 
tured. there on a large scale and that labor is very mucl 
than it is here, and without any tariff protection the 
send their machines into the United States duty free a: 
out of existence every sewing-machine company i 
except the Singer Co., which would be their 
and all that, too, without making sewing machines any 
to the purchaser than they are to-day; and that is w 
happen should this bill become a law in its presen 
our Democratic friends succeed in getting it passed ; 
the statute books, which I do not believe they even | 
There is very little profit in sewing machines now |! 
these independent concerns in competition with the Si 
The independent concerns sell their machines to deal 
they are again sold at very low prices. If you will 
catalogue of one of the- great department stores or 
houses, you will find there the prices at which such 
machines as are made in my district are sold. Two 
largest mail-order houses, perhaps, are in Chicago, 
Montgomery Ward & Co. and Sears, Roebuck & Co. 
will examine their catalogues, you will find ™ it you 
a first-class sewing machine at retail at from $8 to $21, 
machine, Mr. Chairman, that is sold by these houses at 
te-day for $8 is as good a machine in every respect as 1 
paid $100 for when I was a boy. If you want a fal 
of furniture in addition to the sewing machine, you 
as high as $21 to one of these concerns for such a 1 I 
The Singer Co. does business on entirely a differt 
They sell their machines through agents all over the 
and on time, with payments of from 50 cents a week to 
a month, or something of that kind. They have great 
and can afford to do business in that way, and therel 
higher prices for their machines. It would not affect t 
pany a particle to put sewing machines on the are e li 
would crush out absolutely the one great industry © 
and county and throw out of employment in the at little 
thousand men, while half the people of the town woul 
prived of a livelihood and forced to seek other emp! 
Now, Mr. Chairman, this is only one example of what ot 
cratic friends are proposing to do by the passas¢ 
It is only one industry that is picked out for attack, 
are to believe what they tell us it is to be followed up by 
ing other industries, one at a time, all along the line 
vestige of protection shall be left and until foreign c 
may send their manufactured products into the United 
without let or hindrance in competition with our own 
tries, and thereby force out of employment our own peo] 
are now the best- paid laboring people in the world. 
what we want? They tell us in the report on this 
farmers’ free list bill that its passage would reduce t] 
nues of the Government something over $10,000,000 a y« 
Mr. Chairman, the revenue we should lose is nothing c 
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+9 the greater injury that would necessarily follow. Ten mil- 
n dollars’ reduction in the revenues of the country 
rse, no small item, but we could stand that if it were not for 
e fact that under the free-trade provisions of this bi undreds 
millions of dollars’ worth of manufactured produ from 

ad each year, made by the cheap labor of other countries 

iid come into the United States in competition with our own 
dustries, and that just less would be m ifactured 
our own factories and by our own people, so that necess: 
sands and hundreds of thousands of laborers who are de 
lent upon the success of American industries and American 
factories would be forced to seek other employment or to 

‘ y great reduction in wages, and possibly both. That is 

what the Democratic Party in this House, under its present 

.dership, is proposing to do to the American people. It 

only a beginning, but already: we can see what the effects are 

sure to be. 
My time is almost up, and before I get through I desire to 

y a few words in regard to some remarks made by my good 

friend from Tennessee [Mr. Stms] the other day. He is honest 

nd sincere and means what he says. He seems to think that 
evil of the protective system that it provides mean 
whereby the Government may pay pensions to its old soldiers, 
and that does not seem to please him. 
he said in his speech the other day: 


But as I said when I started out, we 


is, of 


cts 


ani 


so much ini 


accent 


very 


is 


cay 


one Is s 


Let me quote from what 


aa 










are not limited to a tar tax; 
we can resort to other taxes, as we have res d to other taxes 
Internal revenue brings, I believe, something over $300,000.,000. The 
r wation tax brought over $25,000,000 last year. Now, my friends, 
t is going to be a demand, I suppose, for the passage of a general 
pension bill, to increase the pensions of the soldiers, which will run 
into many millions of dollars. I have no criticism to make of the 
motives behind it. There were not enough gentlemen to get an aye- 
and-no vote in opposition to the bill that the gentleman from Illinois 
Mr. FULLER] presented in the last Congress. If we are going to 
increase any kind of an expenditure by millions of dollars, we have got 
to raise revenue by millions of dollars to meet it. Now, there is going 
to come business stagnation. 


Is that what you are working for? 
in the passage of this bill. 
Mr. Sims's speech: 

Now, 


Is that what is proposed 
Let me go on. I quote again from 


there 


going to come business stagnation. It will be impos- 
sible to avoid it. * * * You may just as well get ready for it. 
Yes; that is what the Democratic majority of this House 


promises us, is it? Business stagnation. Yes; I am afraid it 
is going to come. I know, and every man in this House knows, 
that it is already on its way, as you can find by looking up the 
reports of business concerns all over the country to-day. The 
very threat that you make to take off tariff duties, to reduce the 
revenues, to wipe out of existence boot and shoe factories and 
sewing-machine factories and other industries, the very threat 
that you make to inangurate your doctrine of free trade is 
ilready bringing business stagnation throughout this country. 
Oh, yes; if you have your way and the old soldiers are paid the 
pensions which they ought to be paid, we shall have to 
bonds, or shall have to increase the internal-revenue taxes, or 
we shall have to impose a stamp tax, as the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Stms] says. 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee? 

Mr. FULLER. Yes; I yield for a question. 

Mr. SIMS. In order to have that pension law passed, if the 
revenues from imports are not sufficient, 
to increase the internal-revenue taxes in order to do it? 
you? 

Mr. FULLER. Yes; if that became necessary. I am willing 
to raise taxes in any way necessary or that may be possible to 
pay the debt we owe to the defenders of this Nation. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am in favor rather of raising the revenues 
by the indirect method of taxation upon imports, so that no man 
in all this country will feel that he is burdened with a tax, as 


issue 


he would feel it if the tax collector were to come around and | 


ask him to plank down so much money. 

Mr. SIMS. Is not the tax on whisky and on beer and on 
tobaceo and on cigars an indirect tax? 

Mr. FULLER. Certainly; it is an internal-revenue tax, 
levied on certain industries of this country. I am willing to 
increase that tax at any time when it may be necessary. 

Mr. SIMS. Nobody pays it directly. 

Mr. FULLER. But I say here and now that I am not will- 
ing to enter upon a period of business stagnation such as you 
Say is sure to come for the purpose of not having revenue 
enough to pay the pensions that we owe to the old soldiers. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 
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would you be willing | 
Would } 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman just 
one more question? 

The CHAIRMAN Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FULLER. Yes 

Mr. SIMS. I will ask the gentleman if he is 1 to re 
vising any of the sched s of s s ¢ tat all, 
and if he would red tata uld t to ct 
br if abe if 1 ST > i i ] ‘ I " 

Mr. FULLER. ‘’] y er 
side of t) H e had { 1 tl 
last day of the last ses f Six ( Y W 
would now |! e had an ex] { 
vision wo |! have been ¢ re 
tariff law from time t Scie 
to interfere with any ind ries y That 
is what I am in favor of. Ap eon t t Le. ] 
I am not in favor of firing in here a b of t c that has 
never even been considered in committ« ! 
no figures or statistics to support it. I ar ! Ss 

| to play politics, of picking out one little ind l 

such as exists in mv tow l sav we w \ { t « } 
tell the people of this co t how we ire re the tar 
downward in the interest of the people. If you want to re 

the tariff, go at it sys itically and a upon som S 

and definite theory I want to vy to you now that I am op 
| posed forever to what you lla et r free-tr ide 
tariff. I am not opposed to revising the dul vhenever 
| they need revision, so as to ¢ jual dutic prod S 
and treat all indust s, all cla | ‘ t] 
country alike. I am in favor of jr hat ] 
had heretofore. Just such a tariff : $ built dust 

of this country and made us yw t Ww ire to-d d I rr 

| most emphatically with ¢] ore ! from A ima [Mr 
CLAYTON] that the line is drawn so that no ling t 
be a Republican can for one moment think of j ¢ in this 
policy of destruction that vo me t! ay 0 { 
side of this House are now ng \ mt 
Republican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, this is a great q ti ‘ h 1! been 
thrashed out time and aga l I I 
again in the future. There is ’ f 
to be had upon the q stior hat we ¢ ] 
not say that I am not in favor « ) 
the tariff and reducing the 1 f 1} 
adjusting the tariff from t to 
proper conditio1 Br I do \ 
vision is made, it ll be ! ! { 
unjustly jure in An l ( ! I to i 
permane npartisan tar mi ! ( 

I will nev while I li ‘ ! 
upon the tariff question that does t 1 le 
of prot 1 to Al n st I 
am uwunalterably and forever « sed 

trade. Applau 1 the R ! j d I 

| which, v never and whet r tried, has | t about st 
ination in business, cl 1 f l Vy 

hard times, ruin, nd desola i t Dem 

Party offers 1 ‘ ] ef | in i | 
tection, that ha yvays given ppie 

good wages, prosperous farms 1 factories, and n f 
happy home I s a qd tir for : R bl] 

back to the solid foundation of 1 son and ! 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Chairman, for some days we have 
with great interest to the d s of what |! ‘ 
nated a “farmers’ tariff b ind it has 
effort, even though Carlyle declared “ Sil 
of man,” and that “ England and Ameri f 
but wind and tongue.” There has b ‘ , | 
as “reciprocity,” extended on both sides, tas may be 
the declaimers from unani) Ss ree i ‘ 
pleasurable have been the discour 3 to aud es in th 
leries, notwithstanding the fact that one au sid he “f 
intensely the social misery which a single d iimer with 
powerful memory, leathern lungs, and a fluent tongue may i 
flict on the public.” 

In my home town in Pennsylvania some years ago we h 
a Republican club, and the president of the club was an 
bitious young man named Showers. The president was a g1 


| 
| 


_—_™/ 
— 


earn 
cn » 








believer in the efficiency of public meetings and held them whe 
ever he thought an audience could be drummed 
occasion we had there as the orator of the eve 
wick, then mayor of Philadelphia. In 


up (on one 


introducing 
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Mr. Showers stepped into the spot light, put his best foot for- | Mr. FOCHT. Gentlemen on that side need not flatter 
ward. ¢ d selves that they were really seni for. It was only by re 
L ‘ ntlemen, before presenting the speaker of the evening | the fact that Republicans remained aw fr e | 

I I t ntrasting cond under tw » national | they were elected. 
| rt aa : ies ; 4 aan ‘eeeee Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman has ted that | 
; e, while prosper d every man’s | will be sustained in the next election. 
( eat by glowing b ne of ever yb ly's| Mr. FOCHT. Yes. 
o . “ ae n = Be a aed a aoeat ee Mr. FINLEY, Vhat is the opinion of the ¢ 
e citizenship driven into the street without work, alms- | President Taft, when he runs for reelection? 
h filled, souphouses o1 f ving, and gl om and despair Writses } Mr. FOCHT. Why, he will be eleeted, too. = | 
ee ee ting sun. Now, which do you preter? | look a little mistake. In the wain, he is all right. H 
| oughly honest, and we understand what he is doing; 
[Laughter and applause.] 


least 99 per cent all right. 


To-day, after weighing what I have heard on both sides of 


; welg What the American people want to know is how mu 
bill, like Mr. Showers, I am constrained to say | 


They must see the bottom of thing: As semebod 











~~ i 
con ueasure, I think not. And while a poet has seen | the graft in New York, that Tammany satisfied t 
+ ¥° ag arale * + wthftrnl ¢ . ) wit ” . e . = 7 

lit to rutory a8 merely mouthfuls of spoken wind,” | that it was only 5 per cent, and they said: “All 1 
it may be nearly so in estimating or measuring results, since | want to know how much it is.” 


a distinguished Member on the Democratic side has given notice | Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Well. have they f 
by stronger assertion than mere inference or innuendo that this | how much? * ; 

bill is a Democratic campaign document and a little political) Mr, FOCHT. The gentleman is from New York, is h 
joker. This measure prov s for a reduced tariff, and, of| Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. No; from New Je 
course, reduced revenue must follow, and it must also be a | Mr. FOCHT. Well, you have a fine State; you issue « 
fact that every manufactured article imported from another | for trusts there, but I understand you have been convert 
country displaces that much production and labor in this coum-| Mr, KINKEAD of New Jersey. I hope we will be a 
try and sends the cost price in gold abroad. convert Pennsylvania. . 

After hearing what I have on both sides of this, I do not be- Mr. FOCHT. We are the representatives of the peo} 
lieve that the Democrats themselves regard it as the kind of a gather to confer, discuss, exchange views, and to ultin 
bill they would want to pass if they felt that it would be en-| rive at compromise conclusions. Therefore I see no re 
acted. Having had notice that it is not to pass, I am not re-/ if I have a thought with respect to the policy, the pruden 
flecting upon anybody's intelligence, but I rather compliment the | the wisdom and the statesmanship of events looking to ; 
Democrats when I say that I’look upon it as a farce and a | tion of Canada, I should not state it. 
fraud, because it is not seriously considered; and surely it is an Now, do not think that this is such a far call, this qu 
imposition upon the people and their time and their patience and | Canadian annexation. While I have descended from a 
a waste of money, if it is true that it costs $10,000 an hour, | preachers back in the days of the Reformation an? mi 
for the Members of this bedy to discuss a bill that is not in- | scripture, and also tell you why Canada did not hecotr 
tended to be enacted into law. So, like Mr. Showers, I think | of this Republic originally, I will refrain from i 
not. For one, instead of going into the merits or demerits of | religious matters here since your forefathers elimina 
something that has no merit, I will pass on to another phase | subject from the Declaration of Independence and fri 
of this question and allow this to go, as I think should have | Constitvtion. 
been done at the start, paying no attention whatever to it, al- There are enough people ready and willing to come « 
lowing the Democrats to talk and talk away the time, without | day, and that can be done without any contest. It 
making reply from this side. purely a commercial conquest. The fusion and amalga: 

Mr, SIMS. Mr. Chairman, statements are frequently made | and complete assimilation of the great Anglo-Saxon ra 
here by Members, which are carelessly made, just like the one | real Teuton, who must dominate the world, I say here, \ 
the gentleman has made about the debate on this bill costing | President Taft believes it or whether he likes it, that ult 
$10,000 an hour. We are all paid the same salary, whether | that will happen. It could happen as well to-morrow 
Congress is in session or not. Is not the gentleman willing to | hundred years. The fusion would be complete and sere 
modify his remark, because it conveys the idea that in sitting | complished without conflict. Mighty few changes would 
here and debating this bill we are wasting an enormous amount | be avrougcht to have us one people. ‘There is but one 
of money, when the expense would be just the same if we did | whieh I referred that would seriously interfere, and 
not open our mouths or were not here at all? worthy of deep consideration. 

Mr. FOCHT. The fault is not ours. We did not call the Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
extra session. You had to make your agreement with the Mr. FOCHT. I will. 

White House that you would pass the “reciprocity” bill. We Mr. SHERLEY. Is not there one necessary prerequ 
have nothing to do with that. You are surely responsible for | the annexation of Canada, and that is desire? 












i 


printing the bill and other waste. Mr. FOCHT. Yes; and the desire is there. 
Mr. SIMS. Whose White House is it? | Mr. SHERLEY. I spend from two to three months in ¢ 
Mr, FOCHT. You claim that and everything else in sight. | every year, and in the part that the gentleman speal 
Mr. SIMS. Who owns the White House? | have not found it so. Kipling voiced the C +t 





Mr. FOCHT. You act as though you did; you act as though | when he said: 
you really had the President now. I believe you have dis- | 
counted Democratic success for 20 years ahead—or at least 16— | 
but you are entirely mistaken. 

The optimism of these Democrats reminds me of the man 
who jumped off the thirty-second story of the Singer Building 
in New York. When he got down to about the fifteenth floor he 
cried out, “I’m all right so far,” but when he landed on the 
sidewalk there was not enough left of him to hold a post- 
mortem upon, and so it will be with you when you hit the side- 
walk in 1912. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman repudiate his own Presi- 
dent and no longer lay any claim to him? 

Mr. FOCHT. I may regard a man a great statesman, a great 


Daughter am I in my mother’s house, 
But mistress in my owr 

Canada is feeling her sovereignty, and does not dé 
nexation. 

Mr. FOCHT. No country has sovereignty that is o 
send a treaty to a mother country for final ratificati 
only country where real sovereignty resides with the |] 
the United States. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield 

Mr. FOCHT. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERLEY. There has not been an ins . in t 
tleman’s lifetime when a matter peculiar to C 1 al 
not been settled by the will of Canada 


lawyer, thoroughly honest, with a great heart, a genius, and Mr. FOCHT. I do not see what that bas to « tl 
our President has made a mistake, and I believe he has. I | I had business with the president of 2 lorge tr ‘ 
believe as patriotic, as intelligent, as loyal Republicans as live | seemed like the high-class business men. as they i are 
on the face of the earth will sustain what I say here now in the | State—like a bank president, or a high-cléss merchant 


next election when I run for Congress. 

Mr. FINLEY. How about President Taft when he runs? 

Mr. FOCHT. Just give you ful) swing and there will be no 
trouble about a Republican majority. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does the gentleman think the people 
will sustain the President? 


doctor, and I might include the lawyer. [| Lauchter.] 

Mr. MURDOCK. And do not forget the newspaper 
sion. [Laueghter.] 

M. FOCHT. And, I will say, consistent newspaper edi! 
those who are for free print paper and against some 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
yet he may not be perfect, and this may be the moment that momentous exigencies. I want to say 
= {[Laughter.] I said, “ My friend, you look like 























1911. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 949 
, isc ta ee sinssteenalitatdeie dehingialeiall 
rican, a Yankee; I do not see that you are particul — And believing that to be true, then every 1 
1 up with the union jack.” He said, “ No; I know what] L protect ist. Now, if { i 5 , 
mean, and that would have happened by this time had i re te the irregularities i nd r ! fri I 
en that in the McKinley tari ff our 1 y t ] 1 to ad 
riley, and that incensed our peop! ind not only the people | I admit that any far } 
‘ raise the barley, but the great financial interests who had Mr. HAMILTON of Mic! n. Do not Imit they are far- 
to help find a market and an outlet for that great product; and | sighted; do not ad 
since then we have not warmed up very much on the question Mr. FOCHT (| 1g) y ti you mpte 
of annexation.” But, Mr. Chairman, dismiss Canada. That is | tariff i i : ’ f : 
easy at any time. . 1 at tl 
we want empire, however, my friends—and it looks very | mu] ’ stucl 
much as though we are very near the occupation of some other | | destroy every \ rest 
vintry; if we want empire, and we want to follow the lure of | this country; take away your 1 Cs, the pens 
eold and the call of adventu1e—turn in another direction. You | from the soldier because you have not 1 t, of whicl 
ean see what is going on on the border in a land where there | We have had notice this morning, put t fires of o 
is no sovereignty, where the sovereignty resides in one man, factories, and drive men to idleness in ) ) 
and he is old and trembling and about ready to quit. With | this tariff properly regu! nd pursue 11 
iis passing from earth or earthly power the State also passes | lentlessly what the Repul rty has s 1 t 
Now, what are we going to do if we are the policemen of the | and that is the regulation of the great c i 
Western Hemisphere? That is the way to look at it, and our | 2nd power at the bar of the court. And I will » tO Say t 
southern friends truly will not object. It will be much easier | at the other end of this Capitol are two great tr 3; standing 
than in 1847. In fact, there will be no resistance whatever in | ready, I believe, to be dissolved, and I hope that one after 
that direction. I have a young man associated with me who | another may be brought there and properly d 
just came from there, an officer of the Army, and he says they | Stroy d, not confiscated, but brought wit I : ! 
are going over and going over to stay, and we are going over | S80 that there may be left some opportu: i ‘ 
to add one more little burden to the white man. From all indi- | terprise and effort—and that they may operate within the law, 
cations the American soldier will soon stack arms on the} that there may result a better distribution of the rewards and 
plains of Mexico; and if he does not, it wif be a close call. I | blessings of this great country and of its g I LAp 
would not think that the President would object. We have | plause on the Republican side.] 
been absorbing everything not wanted in southern Europe for In a conversation with the then Secretary of State, Mr 
years and years, have we not? We have taken what nobody Root, coming from New York one day shortly after his re 
wanted in the Pacific seas—another white man’s burden. We} turn from a visit to South America, I made the observation 





added a little more down there in the West Indies. Why could | that I hoped he had been successful in ac plishing son 
we not occupy something that is worth having and where we | procity treaties with those Republics, having in 1 1 the f 
could be of some great good to humanity. [Laughter.] Ij|that we did have a trade arrangement with 1 I Ne 
am not a soldier of fortune. I do not expect to be at the head | Publics which gave us a good 1 ket for ‘ts U 
of the Army, but we are called upon to discuss occasionally | the treaties were abrogated by our Democratic f is, wh 
paramount questions, and I believe this will be a mighty inter- | 
esting one before Congress adjourns. me from the fact that a large flouring mill in my home t 
Now, to pass on, I do not want to take up too much time. | 2 Pennsylvania enjoyed an extensive South American ft 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Datzer1i] gave me one- | under the reciprocal arrangement but lost it when 1 
| 
| 





, 


this market was largely lost. This comes ¢ home t 


half hour, and since I have only 10 minutes left I do not like to | WeTe nullified. Then 
be pressed too hard. There is a young man over there on the | We Jook for an opening for our products, a 
Democratic side, a very eloquent young man from Georgia, who Monroe doctrine there, if we are the policemen of the WV 
made a speech yesterday, and he, like the President, could be | Hemisphere, let us seek it there; and I wanted to 
mistaken in his conclusions. He would have this House believe | W2S being made on the part of the State 

hat Alexander Hamilton was a free trader. He even referred | Plish that result. The Secretary did 
to the report he made in 1791 as Secretary of the Treasury and | 2 @'scu ‘ 8 

by the direction of Congress, and never said a word about the | Dis visit would result in lar 
construction of the tariff bill or the character of it that fol- | C20 people. a ile a" 
lowed. Now, it would appear that my Democratic friends The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman red 
stand on political ancestry, and that calls to mind a story of a Mr. FOCHT. I would like to have a few 1 


young man who wanted to get the genealogy of his family and; The CHAIRMAN. The geptleman from |] 


ii ihe ¢ 


it naturallv locically follov 47 








ussion, being a State matter. but ! 


join the four hundred. So he had a high-priced professor go to | Darzett] is not here. 
work and get it up. About the time he thought he had the | Mr. FOCHT. I would like to have t for 


documents in good shape he was advised that he was an adopted | ¢; 
son. [Laughter.] And so it is with my Democratic friends 

when they quote Alexander Hamilton, Thomas Jefferson, and 
Andrew Jackson and James Buchanan and Grover Cleveland. 





w minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks 


Th are talking about people who are not their political an- | Mi a nO ' Until he « eS. 

cestors, for every one was a protectionist, and you can find con-}| Mr. FOCHT. For t 

firmation of this in the Messages and Papers of the Presidents Mr. MURDOCK. Well, for 5 minutes or 101 

in any library. The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a | 
B ui A i 





Every utterance of these Presidents was for protection, and } Chair hears none, and the gentlen 
I dare say that one-fourth of the membership on that side of | ognized for 10 minutes. 

the House, men who come from the active industrial centers Mr. FOCHT. Following that, my friend 

the South, are aiso protectionists, or their constituents are. | American armada that would have made tl! 
I want to say that every man from the North who sits on that | of Spain look imsignificant, along the ccast of 
side of the House has a constituency that are protectionists; | around the Horn, over the Pacific, thr 

a 


nd as for the rest of them, as soon as we send enough energy | and home. Now, you can imagine what t 
and capital to the South to arouse the slumbering forces of | I understand the South American Repul 
that great section the whole South will be for protection. [Ap-| were not strong enough to suppor - 
Dlause on the Republican side.] 


maintenance of their national! integcrilt 
Now, my friends, we have discussed tariff for taxation, for | draw their trade with European 
reyehue, for protection, but I do not know, not having been | ted to their markets. When that fl 
hete during all of these discussions, what has been said in ref- | had evidence, but it seems there An 
erence to a market for what we produce. After all, is that not | thing does not work right, and while \ : 
most important? It must be conceded as the common-sense | Consular Service, excellent men in t! 
thing, as the result of every tariff law that looked toward lower | in the appropriation, yet we { en able to fully 
duties, that we must have a measure of protection. I can not} the market. The fact is, they might reach it if ad- 
conceive that any intelligent man would undertake for a mo-j| vantage of the mac! y w! the State I Aces 
ment to go on record as saying that we must not at least have | at their service, and to that subject I will for a 
Protection against the surplus product of Europe. myself, 
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For a few minutes I wish to talk about a phase of American 
commerce which, I believe, is entitled to far more considera- 
tion than is any tariff, which at best is never altogether satis- 
factory, although the principle should by this time be better 
understood by my friends Kircuin, of South Carolina, Sims, of 
Tennessee, and Hertin, of Alabama. My Chairman, Mr. FINLEy, 
I suppose, is as badly informed as the rest, but until he goes on 
record I will not include him. 

To my mind the most essential requisite for American pros- 
perity is to keep our manufacturing establishments running at 
maximum capacity, and to do this is to first hold our own 
market for what we produce and find sale in foreign countries 
for our surplus. 

The most important question is to reach the foreign con- 
sumer direct if this much-discussed surplus of American manu- 
facturers is to be readily disposed of. Are the manufacturers 
of the country aware of the machinery that now exists enabling 
them to approach the foreign buyer direct? 
the great and valuable facilities that the Department of State 
and the Department of Commerce and Labor have provided? 


The general and insistent demand during the first half of the | 


last decade from all sections of the country and from all classes 
of business concerns, from commercial bodies and the press 
generally, for a reorganization and the improvement in the Con- 
sular Service has resulted in bringing this branch of our Gov- 
ernment up to a high state of efficiency. Are the manufac- 
turers of the country aware of this efliciency? Are they mak- 
ing use of it? 


This improvement has been attained at a considerable increase 
In 1900 the annual expense for the Consular | 
,250,000; to-day it is $1,990,000; | 


in appropriations. 
Service was approximately $1 
but the actual tangible results have more than warranted this 
increase, 


ice, every possible market of the world for American products | 


has been studied and reported upon. Any manufacturer may 
know not only the requirements of each commercial center of 
the world, but has published for him a carefully compiled 


directory of all the important business houses the world over, | 


with information as to classes of goods each house is engaged 
in importing. This directory has been compiled by the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor from reports and data furnished 
by the various American consuls. 

In short, the organization and dissemination of commercial 
intelligence respecting foreign markets on practical and syste 
matic lines for the benefit of the American manufacturer is a 
problem which has been fairly well worked out by the Depart- 
ment of State through the Consular Service, and the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor through the Bureau of Manufac- 
tures. But it is evident that only a small portion of our manu- 
facturers are aware of the great advantage and assistance that 
is available through these Government departments. The Daily 


Consular Reports are full of valuable information for all classes | 
Information respecting foreign markets | 


of our business houses. 
and business houses is therefore well provided for the American 
manufacturer, if he cares to avail himself of it. 

And now the other essential service in developing our for- 
eign trade is about to be provided. Through the plan now 
adopted of equipping each American consulate with card-index 
files every manufacturer of the country is permitted to have 
a brief of his catalogue prepared on cards for classifying and 
filing in card-index files, in the various commercial languages 
of the world, without any cost or fee other than the cost of 
printing or preparing his cards for these files. It is now up to 
the manufacturer seeking a foreign market to take advantage 
of these great privileges. This plan of providing full informa- 
tion respecting every line of goods produced in America in the 
language of the various countries in such shape that every for- 
eign buyer may have this information not only at any Ameri- 
‘an consulate, but such portion of it as his individual require- 
ments demand, in his own office at the cost of postage in mailing 
it to him, is the completion of an almost perfect system in de- 
veloping our foreign trade. The facilities are all at hand; it 
is now not only the privilege but duty of every manufacturer to 
use it to his utmost capacity, for in developing foreign com- 
merce it is true, as in all other efforts, combined and persistent 
action is what tells. 

Possibly not more than one manufacturer out of 10 through- 
out the United States knows that these various aids on the 
part of the Government exist. Just think of the result to our 
foreign trade if any foreign merchant in any part of the world 
can step into the nearest American consulate and consult a file 
in his own language that will give him full and accurate in- 
formation respecting every line of goods manufactured or pro- 
duced in the United States, and then have a duplicate of such 
portion as he may wish of these files placed in his own office 


Are they aware of | 


To-day, through our present efficient Consular Serv- | 


May 4. 


‘oe his constant use. Just think what a tremendous ji; 
this will give to our foreign commerce, and all this is I 
| if the press of the country will make this service known | 
| manufacturer, and then each manufacturer does his part 
paring the information in the required form for the con 
| This work is undertaken by a private concern, for the | 
that the special and individual service to each manuf: 
and the distribution of this information to individual b 
a work that is manifestly outside of the domain of a 
ment office. This private organization is the Comme: 
reau Co., which has made an offer to the Department 
to equip all American consulates with a system of ca) 
files containing complete digests of the catalogues of a 
facturers of the United States without expense to the S 
partment and free to the manufacturers. The Depart; 
State has therefore given the Commercial Bureau Co. t] 
lege of placing these files in each American consulate, 
ing no preference is shown and no fee charged to the n 
| turers for the filing of these cards in the consulates. ‘| 
| partment has no part in the service, and any manufact 
siring to take advantage of the free service in the « 
must communicate direct with the Commercial Bureau 
Church Street, New York. But the broad policy of the | 
ment of State in permitting a private organization to re! 
service to the consulates is to be commended. It is 1 
; commendable from the standpoint of broad-minded stat 
| ship, but from a business point it is a great economy. 
Much time and attention is now given by our consuls in trans 
mitting inquiries to the department that can be answ 
stantly by these files, thus not only saving time, but a 
able expense in clerical hire and other expenses. The | 
| ment has done its part well; it is now the manufact) 
The advantages of this publicity sh 
| very great to all American manufacturers in all lines, aud | 
| arrangement should be studied with care by them. 
| It is evident from what has been said during the pr 
| debate on this subject of trade with Canada, whether rr 
| 


| must do his part. 


or otherwise, or whether or not we are to have this | 

free list, the thing we want more than anything else, | 

that will keep our mills and factories busy and our w 
employed, is a market for our surplus products. The 1 f 
finding these markets is furnished by the Government ; Ss nov 
up to the enterprise of our manufacturers to take adva: 

the opportunity thus offered, [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 mi 
| the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DicKINson]. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Chairman, the bill providins 
reciprocal trade agreement between the United States anid | 
ada has passed this Hlouse. It has been charged by thos 
ing the reciprocity bill, that it was not fair to and that 
criminated against the great farming class, and pai 
the farmers of the West. And it is true that there do 
| among some of the farmers of the West a fear that 
will be done them, unless some legislation is passed by 
gress manifestly in their interest. The charge has be 
and aggressively made here by Members opposed to r 
that the treaty agreement advocated by the President, 
the consideration of which Congress was called into ex! s 
sion, would work an injury to the farming class, and tli 
ought to be defeated as a matter of justice to that elen 
this charge has been principally made by the high prot: 
who in all the years past has never heeded the pray 
man upon the farm; and it has been further urged 
ought not to become a law, because the principle of }1 
was endangered or violated thereby. Regardless of thes« 
the reciprocity bill passed the House by a very large vol abi 
votes for and 89 against—a majority of 178 votes. Man) 
ever, voted for reciprocity who probably would not bh 
willing to so vote were it not for the fact that there was z 
in the House what is known as the farmers’ free-list 
companion measure to Canadian reciprocity—and re} 
the same time, hoping by the passage thereof to remed 
ever harm, if any, there might be in the reciprocity bi nd 
now the opportunity is given to those who voted for a! 
who yoted against reciprocity to help pass this free-list |) 

A majority of the Republicans voted against the reci ty 
bill, alleging it was a stroke at the principle of prote 
breach in the wall of protection, if it should become : 
and that the President in proposing it was espousing 2 | 
cratic proposition. I take it that a large percentage o! m 
will vote against this free-list bill for the same reaso! 
those who based thefr objection upon injustice done the ! 
can now, at least, help the situation by voting for this 
which seeks to do substantial justice to the farming class. 
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tT ask to insert here the free-list bill, as follows: will come, and fs near at hand both br: 





































\ l (A. R. 4413) to place on the free list acricultural Nati ( respe \ Ss ! 
: ‘ } ving aotten ties, ] F I { I ; the prod r 1 
1 > some, a oe Dir “ct PS nator 1 

it enacted, etc., That on and the front ° t not for ’ t 
of this act the tollowing articles laws , a ted in the al 
norted inte the United States: ‘ome t lint near f , 4 
* Plows, tooth and disk harrows, 1 ay : 7 ; : ¥ , : 
¢ drills and planters, mowers a ‘ i | 
ck s and cotton gins, f: ir m wa ! lol! 3 bly be « i 
cultural implements of any kind : n, whet! specifically | those p I it wW t » | 
mentioned herein or not, whether in wl > or in parts, including repair Gove e.. ther ' ‘ 
t . 
* Pagging for cotton, gunny fabrics, mat ort uls, Lv 
or coverings, suitable for cover n sed in whole . _ nr 
or part of jute, jute butts, ! New Zealan d ma e+ 
t Norweg! n tow, aloe, mill w: iby other mate : > Ol 
rials or fibers suitable for covering rlaps and bags or viding for t 
¢ composed wholly or in part of jute yr other m ial | nle of States: ' 
§ le for bagging or sacking agricultural products, - etear “4 : r 

p or ba nd iron, or h or band steel, cut to lengths, pu d or | PUOUCITY OF i ‘ 
n puncl 1ed, or wholly or partly manufactured into ps t { 1, Sot i i ( 
co! lor n not coated with paint or any other preparation, v wi | the Ine 1 , 
( ickles or faste , for baling cotton or any othet lity ; es P 

ire for b : aw, and other agricultural prod CEUs , 

iin, buff, split, 1 sole leather, I 1 : | bill l : ! ‘ 

leather, boots and sho liv or in chief y leather made ent , , { 
f ittle hides and of whateyv weight, of ttle of the “ ; = on , ; 
I species, including calfskins; and harness, sad idler free-lis a pa n 


in 3 or in parts, finished or unfinished, com; j in chief I { for pI , wit] 
1@ of leather; a leather cut into shoe unpers or 3 or other wh : 
s suitable for conversion in ’ 






































Rurbed fence wire, rods, 1 Ss or wire rope, wire woven it 
or nufactured for v fenci: r | ] f > suital t 
fencing, including wire staples the honor — 
Beef, veal, mutton, lamb, | k, and eats of all kinds, fresh, salted, - er 7 . 
pi d, dried, smoked, dressex or preserved in | 20 ut i i 
manner; bacon, hams, uunds and l The ent 
itutes; and sausage ar z ; 
Buckwheat flour, corn m¢ I lina, rye = : 
bran, middlings, and other offa! l 1 rolled l ] ‘ 
all prepared cereal foods; an f nd sir r <] { 
cles not sw weetened. 
mber, hewn, si nd tim! ] 
ig wharves ths, fencing | 
d nd other er, i dr d, ex t ’ d 
an other lumber, of li tm lan, 1, ebo : . inn 
mahogany, rosewood, s ] 1d al r ¢ t wood 
Sewing machines, parts thereof 
It, whether in bulk or in bags, sacks, barrels, or r | 2 ! 
I hope the bill will pass this House and become a \ $alb 
m ° of simple justice to this class who ask only for fair | Party. 
treatment, a square deal, equal and exact justice to all, and |} 3 tl ! l 
special privileges to none. The far s of t { t "i 
tl i j j da es Congress i ! 
trac 1 the T ed Sta ( ! Ex 
+} » ha cad 1 - { - 
l ps Ss 7 
+ 7 } 7 
ure ! 
‘ ‘ \ ) 
s« { 7} ’ 
y- ) t ask f i ly fair | ev ! 
treatment, and they demand that you put on the free list th i 
ufactured articles they daily purchase and use in the pr | 
duction of these food product I that legi ' 
l ofore has not been in their interest. They remember tl! . the 
S$ were put on the free list under the promise that cheaper I 
shoes and leather ette would result, and they now point to the 
f that shoes, ne ss, and leather prod | higher lL} 99 
they urge that, s , iain ae | of tariff, the tariff be lik z 
wise taken of of Teather products. Th will not be tisfied 
j ist be a. 3 y be that th 
77 : " 
L DOL r¢ ; ¢ 
> ¥ 1? 7 1 TY . 1 i ¢ ! 
1ended it I 
} 4 + , ‘ 7 t 
T lres { \ . l 
I li : li to W h t 
; its support and existence. You can along w 
the farmer. You can not afford to have] mntisfied. % 
e been friendly all these years to the manufacturer; 
t ie farmer. The farmer is more alert and restless to-day 
than ever before. He has grown tired sh t y : ‘ 
tau , 7 ? ~2 . rlen: : ‘ . * 
f walls. You will have to reckon wi in { ill by the exer 
e relief asked for in this bill is withhe remedial the 


lation asked for by him is not provided by this Congress, either | this free-list bi 
his extra session or in the coming regular session, the re- | that pat for the passage pr , 
sponsibility will be upon the Republican Party for such failure. | aid it would : er); 
It will not be the fault of this Democratic Fou se. Atthe other; [f the free bill be attached 
end of the Capitol sits a Republican Senate, and in the White} aga free-! l for all the world, but would not 
House a Republican President. reciprocity agreement. And who wi 
The farmer wants cheaper agricultural implements, cheaper manufacturers are already selling I 
Shees and harness, cheaper wire fencing. He wants cheaper | markets in competition with all the world; 
lumber, and better clothing at reasonable and honest prices. | upon the free list will simply prevent the inuf 
He wants cheaper sugar. These demands must be met by Con- | 


; ; longer extorting from the con ers of our count 
gress. Old conditions will not longer be tolerated. The time ly prices than he secures abroad. And why should the 
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object if the people of the United States desire this legislation 
and should insist on procuring it at the same time he procures 
reciprocity with Canada? Why not have both by act of the 
Congress? By attaching the free list to the reciprocity 
agreement it will insure the enactment of the free-list measure 
at the same time he signs the Canadian agreement. Give the 
President what he asks and let him at the same time give the 
American consumer what he demands. 

Ilowever, I do not entertain any fear of harm resulting from 
closer and freer trade relations with a friendly neighboring 
people. The trade balance is now, and always has been, in our 
favor, and I know of no good reason why the trade balance 
should not continue in our favor. 

I quote from a carefully prepared statement, which I will 
insert as a part of my remarks, 


Sa tue 


During the last five years ending June 30 last, in goods of all kinds— 
We 6016 @ eee a ees... See ee 
SE a aT a eee 393, 913, 673 


492, 503, 703 


Difference in our favor 


These figures show that Canada is a good country for us to 
trade with. 
to us is a good country to trade with. 
stand between us and such a country. 
Horses : 

nr Nn NEN ie 8 oe bile abiisiiaieaentnaad $14, 172, 075 
Canada sold to us__ 2, 549, 201 


Ti, 622, 67 


Difference in our favor 


Cattle: 
We sold in Canada 1, 578,179 
I pie ieachlemenanldnneincepenastien 1, 193, 796 
384, 383 


Difference in our favor 


Meat and dairy products: 
We sold in Canada 


17, 011, 017 
aaa iar eslaiidtinetndsiclabniidin ots 


904, 191 


3, 106, 826 


Difference in our favor 


Breadstuffs : 
We sold in Canada 
ee eae ctceksa Anan cicbes ss aascieeniendas dng enctveareptind eepinbe 


, 596, 556 
3, 679, S84 
24, 916, 672 


Difference in our favor 
Corn: 
We sold in Canada 


21, 704, 572 
I re ain Sct icatiitien ccccsaile dncsnsichdaamciniicitintitytptehineaniatiod 


14, 350 
21, 690, 222 


Difference in our favor 


Wheat: 
We sold in Canada 


4, 442, 307 
I Tt ac nn ca cieenmnnrenls 


766, 254 
3, 676, 053 

Canada needs our products and must buy from us, and we 
need her lumber and forest products. She can not produce 
corn sufficient for her wants. Canada in 1910 raised about 
25,000,000 bushels of corn, while the United States raised over 
3,000,000,000 bushels in the same year—more than 100 bushels to 
1. Canada has a population of less than 8,000,000, the United 
States about 92,000,000—3 bushels of corn for each inhabit- 
ant in Canada, while the United States has about 32 bushels 
for each inhabitant—and the Canadian yield is principally in 
Ontario, no corn of moment being raised in western Canada. 
Where corn is raised hogs and cattle are fattened. As to wheat, 
we raise a surplus, so does Canada, and the surplus of both 
countries is shipped abroad, where the price is fixed, based upon 
the surplus and production of all the world. What would be 
the effect of taking the tariff off of wheat? 

The present tariff on wheat is 25 cents a bushel, but is really 
one-fourth of 1 cent a bushel when purchased to be ground into 
flour for export. Under the present law the American miller 
pays a duty of 25 cents a bushel on every bushel of wheat im- 
ported from Canada, but when he grinds it into flour for export 
trade he draws back 99 per cent of the 25 cents on each bushel, 
leaving one-quarter of 1 cent a bushel tariff on Canadian wheat. 

It is true that if imported into the United States to be ground 
into flour and sold here, the importer must pay 25 cents a 
bushel, a prohibitive tariff, and none is imported, I am informed, 
except for seed or to be ground into flour for export trade. 
Nor is there any demand for it, for we have a surplus of wheat 
grown in the United States, which alike is exported and sold 
abroad to help meet the demand for wheat and flour in the 
world’s markets. Of what benefit to the farmer is the present 
tariff on wheat? Why not take off the tariff on both wheat 
under the reciprocity agreement and flour under the free-list bill? 


Difference in our favor 


Any country which buys more from us than it sells | 
No tariff wall should | 





Ma 


A great farm journal, edited in Des Moines, Iowa, and |} 
as Wallaces’ Farmer, recently, in an editorial on recipro 
farm products, said: 


When we come to look at the matter from the farmers’ sty 
divested of prejudice, it is pretty hard to see how this treaty 
riously affect the farmers of the corn belt one way or the oth 
is no possibility of any competition in growing corn. Only in () 
is there any chance of growing any amount of corn, and this 
far more than it does in the corn belt, as much as it does in ¢ 
England States contiguous to the Canadian line. The great py 
in Canada is wheat. The reciprocity treaty can not affect . 
so long as we have a surplus of wheat to send abroad. It is 
cheap to send it from Canada to Liverpool as from the wheat 
the Northwest. Under these conditions the prices for both 
are fixed in Liverpool. 


The same journal further states: 


We anticipate that our readers, who are bitterly opposed 
treaty, will not be hurt half as bad as they expect. 


And further says: 


Probably if this treaty could have been ratified by the | 
without saying anything about it and nothing had been pubtlis 


| papers about it, they would not have noticed any change. 


In another issue of this same farm journal it says: 

The reciprocity treaty with Canada will not, in our judgu 
ously lower the prices of farm products in the West. 

In a recent issue of the Commoner, a paper owned by 
J. Bryan, three times nominated for President by the 
cratic Party, and published at Lincoln, Nebr., the f 
statement is made: 

The Democrats in Congress do well when they begin tariff rey 
putting upon the free list something like 100 articles largely 
by farmers. The farmer has been the chief sufferer from the 
of protection, and it is only fair that relief should begin 
The reciprocity treaty is a godsend to him, not so much becau 
fers great benefits upon him, but because it leads to greater i 
The opponents of the reciprocity agreement have tried to hid, 
the farmer, but the farmers’ free list will drive them from un 
and compel them to vote with the Democrats or quit talking 
farmer. 

I submit to this body these recent utterances of thi 
agricultural journal, and of the Commoner, both publis 
the Central West, regarding the probable effects of this 
as against the utterances of those here and elsewhere w 
to play upon the fears of the farmers in their eager « 
defeat these measures and thereby perpetuate the co: 
those interests that speculate in the great necessities « 
This same agricultural journal calls upon Congress to * 
the iniquities from the wool and cotton fabrics” and 
manufactured products, and these things this Congress \ 
tempt to remedy by reducing the tariffs to a revenue bas 
attempt will be fought by the high protectionist, the 
fluence seeking at the same time to defeat both recipro 
the free-list bill. 

The high-protection Republican Congressman assun 
culiar réle. He pleads for the farmer in opposing re 
and pleads for the manufacturer in opposing the fre 
Half of them seek to sustain the President in his advo 
reciprocity agreement and the other half violently or 
fully criticize him and denounce reciprocity as a fake | 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALzeLr], 
high priest of protection, while opposing at the last ses 
reciprocity treaty, when the Republicans were in the : 
but divided as now on the treaty, offered a free-list 
amendment to the McCall reciprocity bill, and at this 
he actively opposes the free-list bill presented by t! 
erats. Does he not play politics with a vengeance, 
proposes a free-list bill as an amendment to recipr 
short session last winter, and now opposes the san 
offered by Democrats at this extra session? 

The gentleman from Michigan [{Mr. Smirn] voted 
reciprocity and spoke against the free list, and com)! 
pause the free list was not put on as an amendnx 
reciprocity bill. Is it possible that, having opposed | 
separately, he feels aggrieved because he is depriv: 
opportunity of voting against both at the same time’ 
pating an attack upon what is known as schedule K, t! 
schedule, denounced even by President Taft as indefe! 
high protectionists are sending to Representatives her 
crow picture of Congress personified as'a man with 
dagger in his hand, thrust through schedule K, and | 
through American labor and the American sheep rais« 
ing Congress to “look beyond before yo thrust.” T! 
picture is doubtless being sent to the western farmer 4! 
raiser. 

These great tariff beneficiaries would play upon the ! 
the farmer to-day and the laborer to-morrow, and r 
every day in the year, and sell them shoddy and cheap 
at robber prices in order that high protection may cou 


t 
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extort and enjoy excessive profits upon inferior clothing. The 
American farmer and laborer wants only fair treatment; but 
he demands the right and opportunity to buy better clothing at 
reasonable prices. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

So come also the manufacturers of shoes and other leather 
products and protest against that part of this free-list bill af- 
fecting shoes, harness, and other leather products—the same 
people who came two years ago to Congress asking for free 
hides, so they could sell better and cheaper shoes. Taking the 
tariff off the finished product may help to destroy the monopoly 
that extorts undue profits from the American consumer. 

The Lumber Trust wants both reciprocity and the free-list 
ill defeated, but the American people are demanding free lum- 
er so they can build homes with lumber bought at reasonable 
On the Canadian side are almost inexhaustible forests 
») which our people should have access. Our forests have been 
n a large measure destroyed or are in the control of compara- 
vely few owners, whose powerful hands hold the lumber sup- 
y in their grasp, and cupidity fixes the price consumers must 

y. We need Canadian lumber. Free lumber we ought to 
jave in exchange for our surplus products. 

I have listened with interest to the speeches of distinguished 
Republicans who denounce both the reciprocity and the free- 
list bills. These Republicans representing agricultural dis- 
tricts have been telling their Republican farmer constituents 
about the protection given by the Republican Party to products 
rown on the farm, and have been calling upon them to re- 
ain loyal to the great friend of the farmer—the Republican 
Party. The Democrats have been saying to them that these 
tariffs on the products of the farm were mere paper tariffs, a 
delusion and a snare, and now comes the Republican President 
and tears the mask aside and reveals the nakedness of the pro- 
fessions of the Republican Party, and says in substance that 
these farmer tariffs are but a cloak for the speculator in farm 


rices. 


] 


products. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The reciprocity 
agreement fathered by the President angers the Republican 


Representative who now sees the dilemma in which he is placed, | 


and he denounces the treaty as a fake agreement and would de- 
feat both reciprocity and the free-list bill. 
the law what will become of the Republican Representative who 
stands neither with the President nor with the farmer? 


When both become | 


The farmer is beginning to see that their tariffs are mere | 


paper tariffs and not real tariffs for protection. The Republican 
farmer who has been standing for protection is helping to bring 
about a reduction of the tariff, and when these paper tariffs are 
taken off the products he raises he will see what a sham and 
fraud has been perpetrated upon him all these years; or, if he 
feels that these tariffs were a real protection, he will want a 
square deal and equal treatment by reducing or taking the tariff 
off of the things he has to buy. And then the farmer, as never 
before, will become the greatest advocate in all the land for 
lower tariffs and freer trade and will help strike down high 
protection, under the shadow of whose walls trusts and monop- 
olies have flpurished and fattened at the expense of the toiling 
and producing masses of the American people. 

Do you wonder that these Republican 
maddened at their own President? 


Representatives are 


Do you wonder that they | 


see the handwriting on the wall when, with a divided party, | 


they see before them a united and triumphant Democracy 
marching in complete harmony to certain victory in the early 
future? [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. THAYER]. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, I shall not allude to the size 
nor the intelligence of this audience. The one is apparent and, 
I trust, the other will become as evident as I proceed with my 
discourse. I do not speak, however, merely for the information 
of this House, but for that far wider audience whicr reads the 
daily newspapers and occasionally dips into the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp,. Before commencing upon the subject matter of my 
talk I wish to say a few words to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Focnut], who preceded me. 
many of his Democratic friends hold their seats in this House 
on account of the abstention of the Republican voters. That 
may be true of some, but for my district I will say that the 
vote cast in this last election was over 1,000 larger than that 
cast in 1908, and that is true of all the vote in Massachusetts. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania also alluded to the expense 
which we would incur in this extra session. Now, the Demo- 
crats are not responsible one whit for this extra session, but 
it was the contumacy of the other branch of the Republican 
Legislature, the Senate, that caused it. But for my part I wel- 
come this session, and I say that the slight expense to which we 


He says that a great | 


| 


| read from the Clerk’s desk he said he could not take up h 1 
to do that. I will ask the indulgence of the House, in the per 
formance of my public duty, to have read this act of 1907 and 

| the supplementary act of 1908 against monopoly. I will ask that 

ithe Clerk read act 469 of 1907. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the t in the gen- 
tleman’s time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., as follows: 

*‘SEcTION 1. No person, firm, corpo! ition r tion shall ir + 
in or make it a condition or provision of ‘ I 4 
implement, appliance, or machinery that the put r less f 
shall not buy, lease, or use machinery, tools, in 
or material or merchandise of any | rm | 1, O1 
tion other than such vendor or lessor; this pr n sha not 
impair the right, if any, of the vendor or lessor of : te Dy f : 
appliance, or machinery protected by a lawful patent t vested in 
such vendor or lessor to require, by virtue of t 1 f 
vendee or lessee to purchase or lease frot ich ) i 
component and constituent parts of said tool, i ! r 
machinery as the vendee or k e may there rt e d 
continuance of such patent right: Pr ed, Tl n x in t act 
shall be construed to prohibit the I ir { nts or sol 
to sell or lease machinery, tools, imple n ‘ 

“Sec. 2. Any person, firn p t t 
of a uch person, firm, corporation, or ion, that vi 
provisions of this act shall be punished ! i not 
exce $5,000. 

—— uses, sales, Pr acres ts th ) lk ' x ] 
tion of any of the provisions of t ( { ny and all 
of the terms or conditions thereof in viol 1] 

An act relative to monopolies and di minations in the 
tic! ( I a i 
Be it enacted, etc., as follou 

Section 1. Every contract, ag t, arrangement 
in lation of cor yn law in t t he yal 1 t 
facture production, or sale i th Common we 
commodity in common use is or may be crea 
tained, or in that thereby « I i t 
price of any h article or di i 
prevented, or in that thereby, for the | pose 
or maintaining a monopoly withir is Stat f 
duction, or sale of any suc! rticle or cor d 
this State of any lawful business, trade, o1 
strained or prevented is hereby decl 1 t | 
illegal, and void. 

Sec. 2. The attorney gene l 
may bring an action in t ( 
person, trustee, director, 0 , or fa 
tion, or against a corporation, to restrain 
wealth of any act herein f Iden or d 
in, toward, or for the ! ci I mimiat 
ment, arrangement, or ¢ I I ¢ I I 1, whe ‘ the 
may have been made. The suy or « t sha ! 
strain and en‘oin any act rbidden or declared 

Sec. 3. In such action 1 yn shall be excused from al 
questions that may be put to him, from producing a 
or documents, on the ground that the testimony or 
mentary or otherwise, required of him may tend f 
but no person shall be prosecuted in any criminal a 
or subjected to any penalty or forfeiture for or or 
action, matter or thing concerning which he 1 
evidence, documentary or otherwise, in any such i 

Sec. 4. Nothing in section 1 of this act s! he ; la 
ing, repealing, or superseding any statute of this Commo! t 
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are putting the Government of the United States is well repaid 
by the relief which this House, at least, will offer to the Amer- 


ican people. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


Yesterday the House listened to the able and eloquent speech 
of my colleague from Massachusetts [Mr. W1 s], a colleague 
whose district is adjacent to my own and whose district was 
enriched in redistricting in 1900 by several safe Democratic 
towns from the third congressional district, my « trusting 
in the assured Republican strength of his and in the weakness 
which would come to the third district; but tl Democrat 
incumbent at that time was successful in retaining the s fo 
the Democracy for the two terms which he occupied. He then 
voluntarily retired, and in this last election the « lations of 
the Republicans were again upset and the third district became 
again Democratic. Surely the Lord tempereth 1 votes to t 
shorn district. But I bespeak from my Republican colleague 
in this redistricting, which happened on account of M 
chusetts Congressmen being increased from 14 to 16, a redis 
tricting which I opposed—I bespeak from him e return of 
my Democratic ewe lambs and I trust he will not give me back 
some of those deserted shoe villages with which his count as 
well as my own, is so much encumbered. I w d ! 
sons for the decadence of these shoe towns, if it is due t ‘ 
high tariff which has been put upon their products, 

In his discussion of the altruistic business methods of the 
United States Shoe Machinery Co.. I asked him if he had in 
mind the act which was passed by the Massachusetts Legisla- 
ture in 1907 forbidding a clause of their lease which restricted 
the lessees from buying or leasing any other m ry ! 
any other vendors or lessors except the idl ly, a 
said he had that in mind, but when I asked him to bave that 


























Approved April 25, 1908. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, I would ask for 10 minutes 
lon er 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can only yield the gentleman five | 
minutes. 


THAYER. I do not know that that will be sufficient, but 


I will make it do. The discussion of this farmers’ free-list bill | 
has already been worn almost to attenuation, but this phase | 


has not been extensively dwelt upon. The gentleman from In- 
diana has already referred to the fact that at the time my 
colleague was defending this trust at the Senate end of the 
Capitol its methods were being pitilessly disclosed. “Thus the 
whirligig of time brings about its revenges,” but not often so 


quickly. It is more like that incident in the New Testament | 
vhere, while one disputant was protesting against the facts | 
the feet of those who had borne out the other protestant were | 


already at the door, and in this matter I refer not to the protag- 
onist but te the principal. The conditions of shoe manufactur- 
ing in Massachusetts had become so scandalous that in 1907 a 
movement was started to restrain the abuses which the United 


States Shoe Machinery Co. has injected into its methods. There | 


wer. long and acrimonious hearings at the statehouse, in which 
he inost eminent and expensive counsel took part. 





He that withholdeth corn— 

And by corn I opine Solomon meant not only all cerea 
all = necessities of life 
the people shall curse him, but blessings shall be upon the head 
that. selleth it. 

[Applause. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the 
tleman from Connecticut [Mr. Him]. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, as I look around this Hal 


| very forcibly reminded of what I think will be the app« 


of many an American workshop after the Democratic 
is carried out. [Applause on the ‘Republic an side.} 
There are more people in the galleries than on the floor 
I am not much mistaken, if this policy is earried to its leg 
conclusion there will be more American workmen on t! 
than in the shops by and by. [Applause on the Republi 
Before taking up the bill I want to refer to one oth 
ject, for I shall try to talk about the bill directly and 


| can get an idea from the Democratic members of the 
| Means Committee as to what it means. When 


Speaker of this House delivered a most magnificent 
the closing vote on the Payne tariff bill, after it 


| from the Senate with the report of the conference com 


The proponents of this act were represented by Hon. Herbert | 


Parker, a former Republican attorney general of the C m- 
monwealth of Massachusetts. Instead of business men of small 
means having the opportunity to engage in business with 
leased machinery, the United States Shoe Machinery Co. was but 
the controlling power ina long line of manufacturers comp g 
tribute of a greater part of the profits, and owning the body, 
soul, and brain of the hapless men who have been entangled in 
its net, a slavery as absolute as that of the Incas of Peru. These 


said that the ad valorem average of all the schedules i 
that it was 1.71 per cent higher than the Dingley 
newspaper press and the magazines of the country that 
to do harm to the Republican Party accepted that s 
and have persisted in it ever since. 

I did not believe that it was correct. I did not 


| it was possible to figure the ad valorem on a Dill wil 
i not gone into operation, and I asked of Treasury offici 


acts were passed, after a hard struggle, as a measure of relief | 


to the manufacturers, but subsequent events have shown their 
futility. Recently an opponent named Plant attempted to start 
an independent organization and began operations on a great 


a fair comparison between the two measures should be o! 
made. Six months after the law went into effect \ 
the actual amount of money which had been paid i: 


| Seekenrs as revenue under the Payne tariff bill, and I 


scale and with every prospect of success, but suddenly, almost | ** a : 
7 ; as | Dingley tariff law, and it was done. At the State 


before the promise of relief had been presented to the manu- 


facturers, the Plant system was absorbed by the United States | 


Shoe Machinery Co. It transpired that in order to finance his 


factory Mr. Plant had been obliged to borrow largely from the | 
banks which had indeed solicited his custom, but in some | 


the possession of the United States Shoe Machinery Co., and | 


suddenly he was met by the demands for their payment. 

There was no option but that which the United States Shoe 
Machinery Co. offered, and this independent organization was 
absorbed by the monopoly. This is instructive in itse if as show- 
ing for what purposes the accumulated deposits of the common 


that those same ‘jdentical importations, the same values, 
in at the same time,’ might be refigured on the 


in Connecticut in September, 1910, I gave it 

my people, showing se schedule, exactly what 
ceived under the Payne law and what would have 
under the Dingley tariff rates. There could be 


eho : : | reward ‘+ if the ficuri he Treasury Departn 
mysterious way all of Plant’s notes had found their way into | Tesard to it if the figuring of the Treasury De] 


correct. I will not repeat the ad valorems of the vari 
ules. I will give them to anybody who desires th 
general average showed that there was pacesves by th 
States Treasury, and actually paid in, 6.4 per cen t ke 
than would have been paid in if the inv ices ha 


3 


| refigured and reliquidated under the Dingley 


people are used, like the pinions of the eagle, to their own de- | 


struction. It is unnecessary to ask “ upon wh at meat does this 
our Cesar feed that he has grown so great? There has been 
eompetent testimony that a aaedine which the United States 
Shoe Machinery Co. leases for $1,200 a year it sells outright to 
foreign purchasers for $400—a difference of $1,600 computed on 
a 6 per cent basis, of $2,000 computed on a 5 per cent basis, 
and $2,600 computed on a 4 per cent basis. And then we ar 

asked not to remove the duty from the product because, perforce, 
the foreign manufacturer is using American machinery and will 
undersell our own manufacturers. If there are more elevated 


heights of impudence it remains for some Peary to discover | 


them or some Cook to assume to. As to the reliefs we are en- 


titled to, there are several. First, the removal of all duties from | 
all products of monopoly, whether machinery or product. Sec- | 


ond, the invocation of the United States law. I am inclined to 
agree with Senator Bailey and the United States Supreme Court, 
as enunciated in Continental Wall Paper Co. against Lewis 
Voight & Sons Co. (148 Fed. Rep., 989, 950), as pertinent. 

The consumer, at last, is the only real victim. It is the consumer 
who makes up the public, which it Is the object of the law to protect 


against undue exaction through illegal combinations in restraint of 
freedom of commerce and fair play in commercial transactions. 


It ill becomes monopolies like the United States Shoe Machin 
ery Co., which is throttling independent manufacturers and be- 
come the arbitrary head of a great part of the shoe business. to 
cry out that we are destroying an American industry when we 
are reducing the cost of living to that class which works the 
hardest and receives the least reward for its labor. Conditions 
will not be bettered until we not only meet their challenge but 
remove, as above stated, the duties on their products, which are 
only an extortion on the American people, but further refuse 
admission to interstate commerce of all products of monopolies 
of whatever kind or nature. 


ire |} 


was made public. I sent it to the press of the 
sent it, I think, to every Senator and Representat 
Sixty-first Congress, and there has been no excus 
continued repetition of the statement that the last re 
wyward instead of downward. 

When the campaign of last fall began the very 
tha! I met was the statement made by the Speaker 
do not criticise —— for making it. I will show you |! 
bave been honestly made and yet be an actual mist 

Let me tak ke an item in any of the schedules. T: 
schedule, if you please, reading like this: 

Valued at not less than $1 a yard and not exces 

Now, if the importation happens to be at $2 : 
valorem is 50 per cent; if it is $1.50 a yard, y« 
663 per cent; if it is $1 a yard, your ad valorem is 1 
So you can not make an estimate or a comparison 
tariff laws unless you figure the identical im 
cases, and, of course, at the same value in both 
yet this erroneous statement is still being made, i 
regard of the actual facts. 

It went on all through the winter and in the dis 
reciprocity bill during this session. Now I wai 
statement made the other day—innocently, of ec: 


| gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CaNDLER]. He sai 


And when the bill prepared by the Ways and Mea: 
the Sixty-first Congress passed the Republican H: i 
not reduce the taxes, it not only failed to put the it 
on the free list, but it increased the taxes froni about 
50 per cent. Hence I repeat again that when the people 
bread you gave them a stone. 

And these are the kind of assertions faced by pub 
not only here in Congress but during the campaign last ! 
stated in the reciprocity debate that, in my judgment, 
result of the election last fall was reached upon a series of 
takes which would in time develop themselves. 
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3ut I did not look for the development to come quite so quickly 
It is here. A week ago last Saturday as I started for home I 
put in my pocket a copy of the repert of the Ways and Means 
Committee upon this bill, the so-called farmers’ free list. I 
read it on the cars going home—read it casually. Coming back 
I had nothing to occupy my time from New York to Wash 
ington, and again I casually picked the report out of my 
nocket and I have it here now. In that report, made by the 
Committee on Ways and Means officially, they contradict every 
statement that they have made in this campaign from the be 
ginning to the end and contradict their own report. I ask the 
Republican Members of the House and such Democratic Mem- 

rs of the House as choose to gratify their curiosity -those 
who have the report—to take it in their hands for just a moment 
while I call attention to it. 

On page 3 of the report is this language. I do not know 
who wrote it; I do not care: 


REPUDIATED PROMISE OF DOWNWARD REVISION 





In its platform of 1908 the Republican Party announced the mod 
f tion of its protectio theory referr 





1inst burd 








r 

deference to aroused lic inion ag r imposed tl 

Dingley tariff of 1897, promised a downward revision of t I 

On this promise the party secured from the people a further ntinu 

‘ n of power. How this promise was rem ted in the ¢ it 

of the higher tariff act of 1909, and how ie pe . so far as their 
wer extended at the time, in just resentment have driven the R 


publican Party from control in Congress are matters of history. 


I now ask those who have a copy of this report with them to 
turn to page 11 of the same document. As I read this, get 
ting along down toward Baltimore, my eyes were opened. I 
now call your attention to Table No. 4 in the Democratic 


majority report on this bill. The first thing I did when I came | 


to Washington Tuesday morning—arriving at about midnight 
Monday night—was to try_and find the author of these tables 
I went to the Treasury Department, and the officials there re 
pudiated them. I sent to the Statistical Bureau of the Stat 
Department, and they repudiated them. I sent to the Bureau 
of Statistics of the Treasury Department, and they repudiated 
them. I finally found him, located just exactly where I should 
have expected him to be, in the room of the Ways and Means 
Committee. He acknowledged the authenticity of this table 
that I am going to read to you to show whether the Payne 
tariff bill is lower or higher than the Dingley law, whether 
the Republican Party did comply with its promises, if it made 

; and whether the Democratic committee has not absolutels 
repudiated their own statements in the identical report in 
which they made them. Let me read it to you: 








Value of imports centered for consumption, duties, and ad ralorem rate 
of duty. with relation to articles carried by bill H. 
years ending June 30, 1905 and 1910 

[From Democratic report.] 


R. 4413, for th 


Articles. Years. | por 












ere r vu I r 
ul 
o Pe t 
Agricultural implements. ...... ore, os $22, 199 
LYON i ‘ 2,6 2 
. J ies J } 5. (5 } 6, 877. 667 X 
tton bagging, sacks, burlaps, etc..... , a 42 4° 970° 87 28. 7 
j ; ; 1,499 1 
ee 4 9 = 
ther, boots, shoes, harness, sad , 4 1,319, 622 7, 325 7 28 
saddk ete. 1 1905 137. 347 146. 182 23. 42 
rbed i other fence wire, wire rods, { 1910 ! iS 514, 410 28 
rands, ropes, etc. ( 1906 1,041 < I 28. 22 
. m7 7 F 159. &A3 . 
Fresh and preserved meats............ 1 1008 177 755 114.47 5 
: jf 1910 1, 202, 497 27 ‘ a 
Flour, cereals, and bread...........--- , 1905 ena’ 215 141° 270 anes 
Lumber, laths, and shingles........... 8 lb Hee - 8 
ne ; 1 parts of jf 1910 76, 964 a0, VOY 
ving machines, and parts of......... + 190 
f 1901 20) 1 s é ‘ 
Ms asigtatneehdcaseessoeccecss + 1905 396 202 203° 064 51.25 
2 . 4 Not separately reports 1. : ad 
Take the first item. The table is headed “ Value of imports 
entered for consumption, duties and ad valorem rates of duty 
with relation to articles carried by the bill H. R. 4413 "—that 


= the bill we have under consideration, Mr. Chairman, and it 
lakes up each schedule; I am going to take them up—“ for the 
years ending June 30, 1905 and 1910”: 1905 was under the 
Dingley law and 1910 is under the Payne law. Take the first 
item—agricuitural implements. Under the Dingley law the 
duty was 20 per cent, according to the Democratic authority, 


Take cotton bagging—the next item—-sacks, burlaps, and so 
forth. The duty under the Dingley law was 28.76, by Demo 
cratic authority Under the Payne law it is 26.86, making a 
difference of 1.90 in favor of the Payne bill 

Cotton ties. under the Dingley law, were 36.10 | Det t 
authority Under the IP: i. il] they are dj " i ad erence 
being 20.14 in favor of the Payne | 

Leather, boots, shoes, | ‘ saddle addl 1 so forth 
u r the Dingle \ were >.42 | | eb V 

» 7.38, the reduction b r 26. | b a 
ing to De) ra ) 

Barbed wire and ‘ fence ( . he Dingley 
law, 28.18 under the Payne wa 1 0.04 of J 

} cent. 

Fresh and preserved meats—I am t e of tl 

hedules in this pending | and Fr | 
thority for it—fresh and preserved meat y 6 
Dingley law; 21.71 under the Payne bil a diffe 
of the Payne bi OF 2.20). 

Flour, cereals, and bread Last f I said in tl 
speech which I sent out to you, « ‘ f you, tl 
agricultural schedule was r sed undet 4 ‘ 1, be or 
of the four or five that were l nd thing stated 
under Democratic authorit now: for 1 t s dule, flour, 
cereals, and bread, the per g ‘ 1) ‘ 
law and 22.76 under the I e bill, or 14s det 
Payne bill. 

Lumber, laths, and shingles, 13.283 under the D ] 
8.57 under the Payne bill, or 4.76 in favor of the ] 

“ Sewing machines, and ] s of,” 45 per cent under the Ding 
ley w, 30 per cent under the P | or 15 per « t in favor 
of the Payne b 

Salt, 51.25 under the D ) le Pay bill, 
or 0.29 in favor of the Da 

So that every ‘ but Q 1" . ‘ 
putting forward as a red 3 d red . 
ind, figuring lu f f 6 I 
said six months ago | 
report the average reduction t P ‘ ( 

0.02 of 1 | ‘ ( st « t | ‘ 
that you had | ( before ‘ a f 
continue to rep the tel . ‘ 
people and to the pre ! 
continue to discuss s : } 
publican Party raised the tarifl tead of Z 

you not accept your ow! thor 

us in the report on this bill, l cease 

ments in the future? A} 2 4 the Re 

Now, there is another fe re about 1 
report the idea is « eved 
to impress it upon thy 
idded to the cost of 1 I 
read i ll of the [ i I 
Sy ) j | 
Let e read e ol 

ar:  ¢ re 
: 

I Wi LiK t 
in the pi I 

Also 

As our |] it 
products | ‘ 

S nces, d I l 
peopl 


and it is right. Under the Payne law it is 15.81 per « 
} 


b 





If that lan 

that is laid on an al 

an equal amount to the cost , 
to the price whi 


this proposition a little f | i 
how much the P 

selves now acknowleds 

public—and I |} take e 2 

domestic con ( f each one of ‘ 

propose to put n ef ‘ ma 

amounts the perce ces 

was reduced, with the f ' g ré ‘ 

this is the Democratic argument carried 


ent, th 


difference being 4.69 per cent ad valorem in favor of the Payne 
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. * . * . 7 — , ¢ } 
sion. If the Democratic contention is good for anything in the — : ae 5 re a 
report—which I deny—it is good in this showing: 1 Minos 5 i 
a ee ANDREW 
Annus ils : . = aes 
ing to peop ‘ie po! “in. avor of i. . . an 1 having 
n thes abi he f tive ad va 
that bill f 


BO, 1910, 


leathe te., f 26.04 per cent, on wire of 
meat of 2.25 per cent, on lumber of 4.76 per 
of 15 1 ind on salt of 0.29 per cent, « 
cereals, and ‘beer nd of 1.45 per cent, making 
Payne bil n these items of 6.38 per 
we have been mistaken in our és he 
that it was enaued by Cor until now, inch 
made on page 3 of said repor 1d admit te the peop! 
that the cam of fall was made under 
sion, an ve now are compelled by the doc 
ourselves and approve y all of us, to admit our 
after giv ue credit to the siatements of tl 
this country th: he Payne bill as a whole was a substantial 
downward. 
Do you not think they ought to do it? [Applause 
Republican side.] 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, will 
fleman yield for a question? 
eae “<7 sae meena — -~- . Mr, HILL. Yes. 
Cc © ~erne b Ta > y S - . 
maida eitlineaat renee ee eee = Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will not the gentlemar 
" ° 1a people ) : sche leas , ° s a1 . 
the Payne bill, on Domecatic authority. > $184, 138, 248 | that many of the so-called reductions of the Payne-Aldi 
’ ’ etic hy m= y 400) = . : ae . . ’ 
Annual increase of cost to the people on flour and gi were reductions only in name, and not in fact, because t 
eee, sae bread by the Payne bill, on Dem cratic on . the rate still prohibitive? 
ey, ----------- 9, 842,014 wir HILL. Ob, no; I do not admit anything. [Lau 
Total saving 17 4. 290, 634 | I am making statements of my own and in my own way, 
Or a reduction of 6.38 per cent ad valorem. while, while the members of the committee are engaged in 
. > - . ‘ ar . 9 . 7} is ? Le! . 1en 
This is the Democratic showing now for the Payne bill. ee labors, I a aan eee 4"! oe oo 
Are we as Republicans not entitled to a retraction of all state- | 4 here are -— Caer a a ey 7 ra ea 
. >» aa Tri © > YT ri a five ow. 
ments heretofore made about upward revision and repudiated | 6 eet in early, an opportunity wilt be given n if Cont 
pledges? be sent for their signatures to Gov. Baldwin, of Con 
_ . Fae . Sto weer: Linw ern P Ohi 
The Democratic majority of the Ways and Means Committee Gov. W ison, of New Jersey; Gov. Harmon, re ‘ 
are now meeting by themselves in a locked room, safely guarded | Jennings a . aetenrage — a os 
. . _: ¥ le P > ., CTeESSILOI!S 
by watchmen at the doors and in the corridors, refusing not | York; and co the CaAmen Of 50 ees . 
only public hearings, but declining even to talk in confidence | for publication in the next campaign textbooks of the 
to the members of the press, and doing precisely as their Re- thes. (Laughter.] 7 hit bat I bay 89 
publican predecessors have been charged with doing in every Now, I do aCe aacan by anyt -_s that : ee a 
respect. I do not find any fault with it, but it was thrown at oer Ge Pay = ae —. _ ‘ae - aoe — as en 
the Republican candidates for Congress in Connecticut by our | OKs has BO mane - im it do not mean even to 
governor and other speakers on the stump that we made the the reductions in rates of duty were made to the exte 
inls +} 7 , e ¢ sanaTlx 
Payne bill in secrecy. What are you doing? Let it go out to | 1 think the country expe ted, and such as I —2 
the country that you are making your free-trade bill precisely | the situation then justified. As the bill left the 
as the Republican Ways and Means Committee made the Payne | Representatives it was a most excellent measure, and 
tariff bill, in secrecy in guarded rooms : conference report had come back to us for final adopt 
Mr. MANN. And without a hearing stantially on the lines of the original bill, I think t! 
Mr. HILL. And without hearings that were asked for by us. | WOuld have ocmptes it with equanimity and a wy 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman yield? gree of eee See in mj judgment, we would |! 
Mr. HILL. I will the congressional elections last fall and the pres 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will not the gentleman con- | tation would not have exist ed. sut that is ancient | 
cede that there are about 10,000 printed pages of hearings taken The question a What is our present duty? Be r 
only twe years at sincerely do, that the Nation ¢ at large is in SBVOF « 
ii) Years ARV ariff cvctan inlxr oY j y > 
Mr. HILL. Taken by the Republican Ways and Means Com- | iil system fairly and equitably appl ied, a4 
mittee; and for the last two years they hav een denounced | Pathy with the President of the United Stat 
a y >. - ll tian 
on every stump in the country as prejudiced and unfair. You | Platform of the Republican Party in the declaration, 
: - * : 1 ? wr ~ 2 IP ey ir » 
now confirm the Republican position in that respect as you | tue m easure of protection is the difference in the 
- = ; — . « . ? wy , 7 sits tart 
have confirmed it by your statement in regard to the upward | 4uction at home and abroad,” and I would subject 
revision. You acknowledge the hearings were fair and impar- and every § pare ee eee ee Pew & oe 
tial. [Applause on the Republican side.] | the hands of an impartial bipartisan— 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. ‘Will not the gentleman from | Mr. HARR Ist IN of New York. Mr. Chai 
Connecticut admit that the basis of the secret conclave of the tleman yi leld? 
Republican predecessors was leveled at the idea that the pro- afr. HILL. Yes. 
tected interests conspired in secret with them to produce the | . HAR R ISON of New York. If the gentlem: 
rate they gave ee [Applause on the Democratic side.] rae to its logical conclusion, what is there tl 
Mr. HILI I admit nothing of the ee and the gentleman | induce the importation of anything into this 
will not charge it. Every hearing was put lic, and Iadmit you; Mr. HILL. What is going to give you any 
are just as fair as we were and no fairer, but we were de- course that you are pursuing. 
nounced for it through the whole campaign. The only differ- | ir. HARRISON of New York. The gent! 
ence is that we gave open public hearings for two and a half swered my question. 
months and you gave none whatever. That is another mistake Mr. HILL. And the gentleman has not 
that was made during the campaign. Im view of these facts 
and as the Ways and Means Committee are now desperately 


| [laughter]; and I would subject every item and 
| of the present tariff law to such a test at the 
struggling to make a tariff on wool which will not be reflected | partial bipartisan beard of experts, and with s 
| 


in the necessarily high rates on the finished fabric and so be | after such a thorough and patient investication, 

distasteful to the American people, I will temporarily withhold | before us, I would correct any inaccuracies or injust 

2 Statement I prepared for publication te be signed by the | to the producer—and the.e are some to the produce! 

members of that committee at their convenience. Let me | Payne bill—or to the consumer, that such an investigati 

read it: | show. 

To the people of the United States: Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the ge 
We the undersigned, Oscan W. Unverwoop, of Alabama; Crorcz B. | yield? 

RANDELL, of Texas; Francis Burron Haxrrson, of New York ; WILLIAM Norte? 

G. Branrisy, of Georgia; Derssr W. SHmaCKLarerp, ef Missouri Mr, HILL, Certainly, 
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swer my quesi I ked him if ks that a e of e | 
which s made « report t! is 50 | Where is tl on t 
from the tri could be of very much e to 1 t t! f t 
y other repor might 1 \met 
HILL. The log | infe vent ¥ qa ( a 
there can be 1 basis on which a ta is l exce { 
¢ work, and I do not believe ’ ] 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Then what good will a Tariff I , see 
rou? t 1 | te 
Mr. HILL. I want them to do the work and in the ‘ t 
This is the policy pursued by our great commerical N t it I 
ls, and in my judgment it is one which we might wel ( 
y, and thus save ot ves from recurri is of Ins ( ft 





stagnation such as we are now experiencing, alternating g rie 
prosperity or panic. So much for that. 
I pr ypose now, Mr. Cl 


t+} 


airman, to take up the |} 
































! 
analyze it and discuss it I ' ! \ 
on the free list certain a ‘ \ 
gzing, and so fort! There f press wl 
of revenue systems n ; f ¢ ‘ 
revenue, and one a protective ' . 
means high duties on luxuries, bu r g t I . ‘ 
for revenue only means high d Our Der I friends |} 
else taxed at the lowest poss ble | t! Phe 
revenue to maintain the Gover! ere goi ‘ 
th of the other sy: ns, means ‘ ) $ 10.000 0% 
imported competing articles ae ? 
of production at home and abroad, x I t f 
I think in the last session of d ‘ 
now honors the House of Re; ! fx ss this bill 
ople by occupying the Speaker’s chair made a speech on this If r the s ‘ 
r in which he said that the Demo policy would be to! articles ars g in, what 
tariff on everythin; the low voice added ‘ s used l f 
re will be no fr | ‘ y small one if ni gy } le l \ 
I right about that? “ N« or a very small one, if ng pass this | ! 
A t the Democratic y rts out with a policy which | ished parts and repair ] S 
ts $2,700,000,000 of the annual consumption of the American ry | rtment , I 
e on the free list in one bill No free list, but a ver rude l very nti 
one, if any.” Lpy 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. That is the prelude to the play. ' tely | btained, t t 
Mr. HILL. I want to know in which classification this bill ) did they say that? | 
me whether in English free trade, t ff for reven “ ' rb 
ler the protective-tariff system? It is a hybrid. It does not f swe! 
classification with any existing syste the world. Ti And | 
has none of these poli is dist t ny ed « 
s floor—oh, I regret k t Americ: nle wil] | mater ent . into 
gret it—it is distinctly announced on this floor the exerci mar a te ! f 
taxing power of the Government in th rest of S N¢ et 
It ts finished products on the free list 1 ves duties « I s, t ar 
raw materials from which they are made. Sor f the Tl is a new word 
ufacturers of Connecticut, as I happen to know ted the Harveste a 
Democratic ticket last fall under th surance, fi g kes t { 
by the Democratic speakers throughout that t! Dingles 5 
I ocratic ticket was elected, and the Der rats. wet hare and the M 
ntrol of the House of Representati they would } rita tate 
raw materials and the duties maintained on t r fi L rhe 
“lucts. I think they will wake up in surprise eT t 
ng, if this bill ever passes, when they find they ve d ’ Mr 
materials and free finished products pplause « { ‘ n Wavs and M 
ubliean side.] a of 
But I stand here for the men and women w! 
factories of Connecticut as well as for th: 
ause on the Republican side.] rl i put yvays 
cts on the free list and leaves the duty t ray 
from which they are made. It is é 
trusts, and it is openly announced so her : the * B. 3 f 
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ing. of Michigan: W. Bourke Cockran, of New York; Moses T. 
Stevens, of Massachusetts; William J. Bryan, of Nebraska; | 
Ww im D. Bynum, of Indiana; Clifton R. Breckinridge, of 
Arkansas; John C. Tarsney, of Missouri; Thomas B. Reed, of 
Maine; Sereno BE. Payne, of New York; Julius C. Burrows, of 
Michigan; JoHNn Da_zeLy, of Pennsylvania; Albert J. Hopkins, 
of Illinois; and John H. Gear, of Iowa. What did they do? 
They stopped there, and then they added this clause: 

Provided, That all articles mentioned in this paragraph, if imported 
fre a country which lays an import duty on like articles imported 
j the United States, shall be subject to the duties existing prior t 
1 i ge of this act. 

That duty was 45 per cent. A Democratic Congress did that 


A Democratic Ways and Means Committee did that under the 
leadership of William L. Wilson and during the administration 
of your patron saint and greatest President, Grover Cleveland. 
They provided that those articles “‘ shall be subject to the duties 
existing prior to the passage of this act.” 

What happened then? Then came on the Dingley law, and in | 
that law Mr. Dingley made a provision that reduced the duties 
on agricultural machinery from 45 per cent, with a possible free 
list, down to 20 per cent. What did the gentieman from New 
York, the Hon. Sereno E. Payne, and his associates on the com- 
mittee do? They cut that duty from 20 per cent to 15 per cent, 
and provided that agricultural implements should be free, spe- 
cifying what they were, coming from any country which would 
admit our agricultural implements free. It was done at the 
request of the manufacturers of agricultural implements. You 
propose to give the market away without any consideration 
and without knowing what, under the terms of this section, you 
are giving away. I do not say it disrespectfully, but no man 
can possibly know. You are giving it away for nothing. Now, 
let us see what it is: 


Farm wagons and farm carts. 

What are they? An oxcart in Maine; a prairie schooner cov- 
cred with canvas duck, drawn by a six-mule team, out in 
Arizona, There are on the farms to-day in Kansas, and I am 
glad of it, auto trucks. Every conceivable thing in the way of 


a wheeled vehicle can come in under that provision. That is 
not all. That is trivial compared to the language which follows: 
And all other agricultural implements of any kind and description, 
whether specifically mentioned herein or not. 
That is broad enough, is it not? It sweeps every schedule. 


It does away with the provision of the law that a general clause 
is not effective where an article is specifically named, and it 
says here that everything in the whole range of tariff duties, 
among 4,000 items, that can be construed an agricultural 
implement, is included; and your committee, in making their 
report, add the words “ agricultural that they get 
them all in—tools and implements of any kind and description, 
whether specifically mentioned herein or not, whether in whole 
or in parts, including repair parts. 

Could it be made broader? This bill ought to be recommitted 
to the committee for further enlightenment on that section 
alone, without reference to anything else in it, in justice to the 
American people. Why should we not have reciprocal free trade 
if we are going to have free trade at all? 

Ve passed a tariff bill two years ago, and one of the principal 
features of it was a maximum and minimum rate. Why did 
not you fix the free list as the minimum and let the President 
negotiate with the other countries of the world for special 
advantages to American commerce in consideration of it? 
But no, you could not do that. In the eagerness to get to 
an absolutely free basis you used language in the first three 
lines which absolutely sweeps out of existence, so far as these 
items are concerned, the maximum system adopted in the Payne 
tariff bill. You say no duties shall be charged on these things. 
Could you not trust the present administration? Could you not 
trust the administration which you hope to have two years 


as 


tools,” SO 


from now, but which you will never get with this policy, gen- | 


tlemen? Make no mistake about that. [Applause on the Re 
publican side.] Could not you trust such an administration 
to negotiate for the best interests of the American people and 
offer to make your free list the minimum, with the possibilities 
of negotiation by the administration for privileges and for trade 
relations which now they are wholly unable to get? 

Finished and unfinished parts. A little while ago a gentle- 
man asked me about the question of finished parts. A day or 
two ago I went down town to an agricultural machinery store. 
I wanted to know what this bill covered. I had repeatedly 
asked Members of the House on both sides what this language 
included, and no one seemed to know. 


Agricultural implements of every kind and description, finished or 
unfinished, whether specifically mentioned herein or not. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 





May 4. 





I went into one store and asked for the Internationa! 
vester Co.’s catalogue. They said they had not got 
they handed me out one after another these nine 
pamphlets which I have here, and they had a lot mor 
I had as many as I wanted to carry. I have here 
logue of the Bucher & Gibbs Plow Co. Look at it, 
Look at the different forms of manufacture of every 


character. 
duty of $2 


If | was a plow manufacturer and tl 
50 a ton on pig iron, as there is now, and | 


to escape that duty, I would send to Belgium or to E 
to Germany and make a contract to have iron run dir 
the blast furnace into the form of plowshares inst« 
iron, and import 10,000 tons of plowshares free of dut 


that clause “ agricultural implements or parts thereof, 
them for what I saw fit when I got them here. 

There would be no way to stop it, and nobody in th« 
States could stop its being done. [Applause on the he 
side.] ‘Parts of implements.” Here are plows, a w! 
full of cuts, and springs and wires and everything ente 
the construction of plows and harrows. Here are corn | 
buggy planters. You can buy the wheels in Europe 
them together here. I say to the gentleman, the S 
this House, that with this bill in operation the zine i 
Missouri will go a glimmering under the provisions for 
ished and unfinished parts. There is not a mowing 1 
harvesting machine, there is not an auto cart, but that 
antifriction ball bearings or antifriction journal b 
metallic parts of which are made of zinc, antimony, or 
can take the cast-iron journal boxes in the rough, ma 
rope, run Babbitt metal into them, and the duties whic 
escape-under this bill of $42.50 a ton on lead, $27.50 
zine, $380 per ton on antimony, and $16 per ton on iron 
would more than pay for the cost of the work and the 
besides for getting them over here. This is only a sir 
tration of countless other things which can be done ur 
the bill. Go and tell that, you men of M 
your constituents who produce lead, zinc, and antimony 

And so I might go through with al! these various ite 


il 


clause of 


Now, there are gentlemen on the floor from ‘T: 
through these items are wool parts; take the linings 1 
and harness, white serge and the wool parts, dutiab 
per cent. These can be imported free of duty under 


visions of this bill. Where sre your Texas men who vy 
duties on wool under the new Democratic program? 

going to vote for Not only that, but your har 

horse blankets, and so on. Here is spraying machinet 
to an official in the Treasury Department this mornin 

adinitted as an agricultural implement under the b 
said, “It is a matter of doubt.” I said, “ You can 

potatoes without it.” He said, “It might be con 
special instrument.” I said, “ You could not raise f 
it; we are spraying all the old apple trees in New E1 
we have to have the spraying machine in order to | 
back to life again.” California fruit farms must ha 
machines. You have to admit every one of them 
terms of this bill. 

Now, here is the McCormick reaper. There is not 
in the tariff bill, not one, but that will be absolut: 
to pieces under this privilege of admitting free 
unfinished parts of these and like articles. 

And so I might go on. And then we come to t! 
tional Harvester Co. Now, I am not in sympathy 
International Harvester Co. or any other trust. I 
lieve that J. P. Morgan wants any sympathy from 
not have the committee report to read last Monday | 
I read the newspaper coming down from Connecticut, 
I found the annual report of the International Harv: 


ea¢ 
it? 


1 
I 


v¢ 


£01 


h 


a 


for 1910. Their preferred capital stock is $80,000,000, 
stock $60,000,000. They earned last year $21,000,000 


come. They paid a dividend on the common stock of >. 
on the preferred stock of $4,200,000. They had a su 
| $7,300,000 and undivided profits this year, after pa) 
dends, of $8,684,000. Total surplus was $16,000,000. ‘1 
not objects of sympathy. They do not ask it. Th: 
| before us, all these manufacturers two years ago, and t! 
| frankly, “ We are perfectly willing that you should pu 
specified articles on the free list and we will take eur « 
with the rest of the world—that will give us an equal ¢! 
Now, you will not tell that to your farmers in the Sou 
West; you will not tell them that the Payne bill alread) 
this, but it does do it. You want them to think th 
new proposition, a new discovery which you have made. 
are two years behind the times and you always are. [A)! 
|on the Republican side.] Now, the International 
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worth of 





100,000,000 
ided up? 















ul 
was divided up in s way. On harvesting machinery 
ce implements, and so forth, United States trade, $37 
000.000; foreign trade, $25,000,000: total, $62,000,000. Wagons 
enreaders, gasoline encines, d forth otice what you are 
¢ into, gasoline ens s and parts thereof free agri 
tural implements—United States, eighteen millions; foreign 
de. eight millions; misc« neous goods, fibers, and so forth, 
millions. Now, gentlemen, do you know what you have 
done Under that provision of finished or unfinished parts you 
| given them at least $10,000,000 a year—at least that. 
Take agricultural implement How many reapers and bind- 
in the whole, as a are going to be im 


+ 


complete machir 
rted into the United States, if they are 
one. The freight would stop it. What h 
have got their factor » other side, a 


Not 
They 
an fron 


ely free? 


ive you 


gentlen 


absolu 


7 ' 7 
aone ? 








‘ies on S the 


Illinois [Mr. Mann] told us the other day, in three or four 
European countries. Will they move over there and send the 
shed machines her« No; bec: t} are largely made of 





lumber, which get 
Europe. 

But they will get the finished metallic ] 
their own factories on the other 


they can than they can in 












there from 
assembling 


arts over 


side and make an 





shop here, and get every penny of duty on those things remitted 
under the terms of your bill. You talk about helping the 
farmer! Do you suppose you will get those agricultural im- 


plements one single cent cheaper because of this? Do u not 
know they can make those implements cheaper by getting the 
parts made on the other side and using the lumber here? It 
not only so with agricultural implements. Any manufacturer 
would select and make up the things at home from material 
which he could get at the best advantage at home, and he would 
import the finished parts made from materials which he could 
get at the best advantage abroad, and make simply an as 
nbling shop of the United States. The remark that I made 


yo 


is 










SO 


Sel 












when I came in, that the room as it then looked reminded me 
of the way an American workshop would appear by and by, was 
justified by the fact that under this policy experienced machin- 


ists and mechanics will be 
who are simply assemblers will be 
shops under your policy. 
osition. 
do it. 
Now, take up patented articles. 
going to buy any patented agrici 
But the manufacturer can make it « 


looking for work, 
the almost 
fron 
course, 


while men 
deserted 
1 that prop- 
they will 


in vain 
left in 
You can not get away 
it is human nature to do it, and, of 


t the 
inery any 
er, and he will 


farmer is 
cheaper ? 
take the 





Do you expe 





tural mach 




























profit. So that instead of contributi to the benefit of the 
farmer by your proposition, you are ‘tly and absolutely put- 
ting from 10 to 15 per cent of the cost of production of these 
articles right into the pockets of the trusts, and they do not 
need it. It is a work we superer tion in most cases. They are 
getting along pretty well as they are. Why should a Democratic 
majority come in bane and buil ld up the business and make 
additional profits for them under these circumstances, under 
the plea that they are going to help the er? On all pat- 
ented articles this means reduced cost to the producer, less 
revenue to the Government, and the same price to the con- 
sumer. I think the time is coming, and it may be somewhat 
— for me to say it, but I think the time is coming in this 

uuntry when the U nited Sts ites in granting a monopoly under 


a patent will reserve to itself nh some way the right 
nt at any time whether the pl rice at which the 
is reasonable or not. 

Now, under this first sched ule how much do we 
In all these figures I give you Democratic authority, as I have | 
from the beginning. We cor sume $90,000,000 worth annually. 
What are we giving away? Germany, and 
our only competitors. We have. tres e trade with Eng): 
in plows, tooth and disk harrows, harvesters, reapers, agri 
tural drills and pl mowers, horserakes 





to deter- | 
product is sold | 


















consume? 


France are 








anters, cultivate 





thrashing machines, and cotton gins. But this bill opens 
market to the whole world, not only on these things, but on 
every conceivable kind of agricultural tools and imp! ts 





such as seythes, hoes, 
engines, and all kinds 


shovels, axes, 


of farm 


pruning 


machinery. The m: 


Great Britain is open and free to-day to us on all of these 
things. Not so with Germany and France. What do they 
charge us? To get into Germany our manufacturers pay on 


cultivators, potato diggers and harrows, 12 per cent duty; « 


plows, 9 per cent; on forks “fg hay and manure, and so fort 

4 per cent; on motor-driven plows and reaper machinery, 6 
ber cent; on thrashing mac! i es per cent; on other agricul- 
tural machines, 12 per cent: on was and carts, 6 per cent; 


and on all of them alike, 11 per t to get into France, 
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to him, and that is, why it is that an American monopoly finds 
it more profitable to go abroad and to take labor abroad than 
to stay here? 

Mr. HILL. If I have not answered the question, I can not 
er, and I shall have to ask the gentleman not to interrupt 
me further on that point. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 
it is labor, among other things. 
uncerstand that, 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. If the gentleman does not want to be 
interrupted, I beg his pardon. 

Mr. HILL. 
like to be asked the same question two or three times. 

The next schedule is: 

Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar fabrics, materials, or 
coverings suitable for covering and 
or in part, of jute, jute butts, hemp, flax, seg, Russian seg, 
tow, Norwegian tow, aloe, mill waste, cotton tares— 


answ 


Tell it over to him. Tell him 
Tell it to him, so that he will 


New Zealand 


If they had stopped there it would have been all right and 
the articles to be imported would have been fairly well defined 
and restricted. But the whole world is thrown open, for it says 
further: 

Or any other materials or fibers suitable for 


eovering cotton; and 


What are they? There is not a fiber, there is not a fabric, 
there is not a material made on earth but that can be brought 
into the ports of the United States under that language free of 
duty. It is absolutely all-embracing, as the language is in the 
first section under the agricultural-implement bill. 
was not any necessity for your doing that, not the slightest. 

There is a man in this House on the 
has made a study of this bagging question, and I am sorry he 
is not here, for he could have given you an intelligent proposi- 
tion to refer to this House. I refer to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia |Mr. Bartiert], who is entitled to great credit on the Demo- 
cratic side, and ought to receive it from his constituents, for 
his earnest, faithful, intelligent effort to get free cotton bagging 
for them. [Applause.] But he has done it in a straightfor- 
ward way. He has not put in a proposition that takes in the 
whole world. This is the amendment he offered to the Payne 
tariff bill a few years ago: 

On page 2, beginning with line 3, 
the whole paragraph and insert. 

“Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar 
covering cotton, composed of single yarns made 
or hemp, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, not 


to and including line 9, strike out 


fabrics, suitable for 


exceeding 16 threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, | 
’ 


and weighing not less than 15 ounces per square yard.’ 

Any man knows what that means. No man knows what this 
means in this bill. Why do you not follow the intelligent 
advice of men on your side who have given study to these ques- 
tions in the years gone by? You put an all-embracing proviso 
in there that will take in every foundation fabric for every 
piece of oilcloth that is made in the United States and allow 
the trust to bring it in. 

You will allow every Fertilizer Trust to bring in bags 
that provision free. Do you believe the farmers of the 
will get fertilizer one cent cheaper because of the little bit of 
duty that is taken off those bags? Do you suppose the United 
States Steel Trust, the largest producer of cement in the United 
States, will concede a fraction of a cent because of the duty 
being taken off bagging in which they sell the cement? The 
farmer does not buy the bag at all. He sends the bag back 
again, and every cent of rebate of duty will go into the cash 
boxes of these trusts. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Always. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman says “Always.” The custom of 
trade enters into and controls these things. You have taken 
these duties off, and in every single case there the trust will 
get the benefit of it and the farmers not a single cent. 

This thing goes further than you seem to have foreseen. The 
United States Steel Co. does not need any sympathy from the 
Democratic Party. The Fertilizer Trust does not need any 
sympathy from the Democratic Party. And yet you are forcing 
upon them a cheaper article for them to use—no, not a cheaper 
article, but the same 
you are giving it to 
know it. Now, there 
going to be benefited by this proposition. 
Republican side.] 

Why, you have brought in free bagging that covers the 
oriental rugs that cost hundreds and hundreds of dollars apiece. 
Is this for the benefit of the farmers? Every yard of carpet 
that comes into the United States will come in with its cover- 
ing free, and I do not know but that you have repealed section 
18 of the administrative act, which provides that the covering 


under 
South 


the farmer, when the farmer will never 


[Applause on the 


| referred to in section 18? 
| be dutiable on ad valorem importations. 


I do not mind being interrupted, but I do not | 

| bill in 
baling. cotton, composed, in whole | 
| was to 
| limited by the restriction of the material. 


| material 


: : | agricultural product of any kind 
burlaps and bags or sacks composed wholly or in part of jute or burlaps | 
or other material suitable for bagging or sacking agricultural products. | 


| neither of 


Now, there | 


Democratic side who 


of jute or jute butts | 





article at a less cost—under the plea that 


are three trusts that I have told you are | , ’ _ 
| Is the part to be in chief value of leather, or the whole |! 





| fcr 


on any article coming into the United States on an ad \ 
basis, or on any article on which the duty is fixed by reas 
value in any way, shall be dutiable. Have you thought 
it? If you are going to make bags free to the farmer 


| do you not make free cartons, bottles, crates, boxes, cas] 


rels, hogsheads, jars, and containers of every kind w! 
That section provides that the 
Does your pi 
here repeal that, or does it not? If it does, ve 
millions out of the Treasury of the United States in the 
revenue in order to get $700,000 to give to the southern 
growers free cotton bagging. Nobody can tell what is | 

You have gone at this thing apparently in a hurry to ¢ 
here. I can not account for it in any other way 
the Wilson bill had this provision in regard to cotton b: 
not clear the amendment offered by Mr. Bart: 
still clear enough so that you could determine what 

be free under the law—*‘ bagging for 
cloth, and all similar materials suitable for coveri 
composed in whole or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or jut 
suf you s 
not only cotton, but 
or character—pota tor 
or anything; anything that you see fit to put 
gentlemen, I submit to you, in view of the n: 
Treasury of the United States, that the lan 
these schedules is legislation, and 
proposition the bill ought to be recommitted to the co 
for further consideration. [Applause on the Republica: 

The consumption of the United States of the arti 
in this clause is $26,000,000, Germany charges us 18 
on these things for taking them in there. France c} 
21 per cent. You propose to let them in here for 
Marvelous generosity! 

Let us take the next 

Hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to 
or not punched, wholly or partly manufactured 
coated or not coated with paint or any other preparatio 
without buckles or i for baling cotton or any « 
modity ; and wire for baling hay, straw, and other agricultura 
an agricultural product? Are violets a 
Is the wire that surrounds your buttonhol 
to come in free? Who is going to draw the line? 
their living in my country by raising those things, jus 
do in the West by and corn. Who is 
draw the line? This paragraph takes in every form of 
appeal to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. D 
if this and the next succeeding section do not take 
form of wire rope, under the isi 
bill, and every dollar of duties on those things 
will lose. 

Now, I will admit—I suppose all my colleagues will 1 
with me in what I am going to say now—that the 
farmer has just good a right to a free cotton ti 
northern farmer has to free binding twine. I will ad 
neither ought to be free. We ought not to apply tariff 
favoritism. I hope the time for that sort of thing has 
and that it will never be done again; and as I said ! 
regret from the bottom of my heart that the Democrati 
in view of its criticisms of our action with regard to 
twine in the past, has now fallen from its high estate 


you nea 


as as 


Cotto 


suitable for covering”: 
grapes, 

Now, 
of the 


wise 


item: P 
lenet! 
into 


fastenings, 


Is a 
produc ts? 


rose 


when t 


raising 


wire, even 


as 


| down to administering tariffs as a matter of privilege. 


not to be done by anybody. 

On this item the home consumption is $12,639,953, 
many charges us on wire 14 per cent to get into her p 
on barbed wire & per cent, and we are to give our n 
them for nothing. 

Grain, buff, split, rough and sole leather, band, bend, 
leather, boots and shoes made wholly or in chief value of lea 
from cattle hides and cattle skins of whatever weight, of cat' 
bovine species, including calfskins; and harness, saddles, and 
in sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, composed wholly 
value of leather. 

Does that last clause refer to the sets or does it refe! 
parts? Are saddlery hardware, buckles, trace chains, 
of those things to come in free? No man ean say. No 
the Treasury Department will construe that language. 

Harness is to be brought in whole. It can be brough 
sets or in parts, composed wholly or in chief value of 


Is saddlery hardware to come in free also? 

And leather— 

Now, gentlemen, pay attention to this— 

And leather cut into shoe uppers or vamps or other forms 
conversion into manufactured articles. 

Now, every hat manufacturer in my district will hold | 
hatids in glee at that proposition. Why? Because he cau ‘ 
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the sweat leather that goes into the hat and bring it in free. 
But there are men in my district who buy the skins, who finish 
them, or pay a duty of 15 per cent on the dressed skin, and who 
cut them up into sweat leathers and bag linings for the bags 
that the ladies carry in their hands. They do that work and 
that only, and this proposition will absolutely exterminate 
every one of them in the United States, and you know it. A 
jeather duty of 15 per cent and the finished article coming in 
free. Why, there is not a rubber belt on an agricultural ma- 
chine or engine but what will come in free as a finished part. 
There is not a leather belt, there is not a single item of the 
metal schedule from one end to the other but what will come 
in free as finished or unfinished parts. 

Calfskin shoes. 

Finished calfskins are dutiable at 15 per cent, shoes are to be 


free. Is that wise legislation? Now, stop and think of it just a 
minute. Just think of the consideration that must have been 


given to this bill to bring about this result. I am not saying 
that the consideration was unintelligent. I am simply saying 
that these gentlemen, able, skillful, wise, and good legislators, 
have not taken time enough to perfect this bill and put it before 
Congress for the considerate action of Congress, and it ought to 
go back to the committee, and every single schedule that I have 
mentioned ought to be reconstructed and rewritten. 

Take a saddle. Do you stop to think that I can bring in a 
saddle here free, and yet the lining is dutiable at 142 per cent. 
You think it is made of leather. Most of them are made of pig- 
skin. Pigskin is dutiable at 15 per cent. Saddle trees 
dutiable at 35 per cent. The Payne bill cut saddlery down to 20 
per cent, all the manufacturers could possibly stand. They said 
they could not go lower without going out of business. It went 
from 45 per cent down to 20 per cent in the Payne bill. You 
now say practically that we will wipe out the industry and turn 
it over to England. 

Saddle trees, 35 per cent duty, and the finished product to 
be free. Where do you suppose the American industry is com- 
ing out under these circumstances? Two and three-quarter 
billion dollars of production annually affected by such legisla- 
tion as that. We had a consumption in the United States on 
this schedule alone last year, or in 1905, according to the Demo- 
cratic authority, of $493,000,000. 
us to get into foreign markets? 
shoes and saddles and harnesses and sell them all 
world. Yes: I have seen them all over the world. The last 
time I saw them was in Belgrade and in Cologne. I have seen 
American shoes in foreign shop windows, and right alongside, 
shoes of American pattern of foreign make, and alongside of 
both other shoes of foreign style and manufacture, and the 
American shoe has sold in every case for 50 cents more a pair 
than any other. They were worth it. They are works of art 
compared with shoes made anywhere else in the wide world. 
They bring the money. You say it is because of the activity, 
because of the energy, because of the determination of the 
American manufacturers to carry their products to the ends of 
the earth, that they can do it cheaper. They do not; they get a 
higher price almost invariably. You do not see any cheap shoes 
exported. They are high-class, first-class shoes, works of art 
as compared with those of England, Germany, or France. 

Now, what do our shoe manufacturers pay to get in there? 
You say they will go in for nothing, Oh, no; for Germany says 
that you shall pay 2 per cent on cut uppers,-12 per cent on 
shoes, 6 per cent on sole leather, 3 per cent on bovine leather, 
5 per cent on harness, and 5 per cent on saddlery leather. 

What about France? France says you shall pay 8 per cent 
to get in on uppers. You will not get in your soles; they will 


over the 


be worn out. [Laughter.] 
Mr. OLMSTED. They will be walking on their uppers. 
[Laughter. ] 


Mr. HILL. Saddlery and harness, 11 per cent, and yet you 
propose to give to the foreigner our market of 90,000,000 of 
people for nothing. 

Now, I think I can safely speak about some of these indus- 
tries. The shoe industry is an industry of New England. It is 
almost a crime for a man to be from New England on this floor, 
judging by the denunciation I have heard of the New England 
manufacturers. But the shoe industry is not a Connecticut in- 
dustry. There are about nine shoe shops manufacturing shoes 
in Connecticut, with a half a million dollars invested. Nine 
shops out of 1,316 in the whole country, but I speak for an 
American industry anywhere [applause on the Republican side], 
just as much for the International Harvester Co. in Illinois 
48 I would for an industry in my own congressional district. I 
stand for the protection of American labor and the equalization 
of cost between this and competing countries. 
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are | 


What do you suppose it costs | 
Oh, but you say we can make | 


Mr. 
profits? 
Mr. HILL. 


HARRISON of New York. What reasonable 


about 


Oh, I have answered that 50 times within the last 


18 months. The gentleman from New York knows the answer 
just as well and probably better than I do myself, and what is 
the use in taking up time by answering it again? 

tarbed fence wire, wire rods, wire strands or wire r wire woven 
or manufactured for wire fences, and othet W suit for 
fencing, inciuding wire staples. 

Dutiable raw materials, free finished products, imports not 
governed by styles or fashion, but a world-wide ret 

Our consumption for last year, or 1905, according to the 
Democratic figures, was $115,000,000 What e duties on 
these articles which the American manufa¢ have to 
pay to get into the other countries? It is wel re the cost 
of this change as we go along. ‘This is a grea ition that 
is impending. Wire, 14 per cent, and barbed w 22 per cent; 
that is what it costs us to get into Germany. 

Now, take the next schedule—beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, 
and meats of all kinds. If it stopped there, I would like to vote 
with you. 

I have been in favor of free meats for years. I am in favor 
of free fresh meat now. You will not let me vote on a separate 
schedule in this bill. You say I have got to take all these 


things, which will demoralize the revenue system of the United 





States, in order to get a desirable thing; but this schedule is 
just as unfortunate as any of it, taking it altogether, Let me 
|} read the rest of it: 

Beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and meats « 1 kind l, lted, 
pickled, dried, smoked, dressed or undressed, prepared or preserved in 
any manner; bacon, hams, shoulders, lard, lard c yunds and d 
substitutes; and sausage and sausage meats 

Do you know how much good that is going to do the farmer? 
Why, I see my friend from Texas here. A few days ago I got 
a circular from the Cattle Raisers’ Association of Texas, and 


their bitterest complaint is that the United States Government 
will not enforce the entry of our cattle and meats under any 
terms—not free—into the countries of Europe. Do you know, 
gentlemen, you can not take cattle from this country and send 
them to Europe? The only country that will receive them is 
England. I am speaking now of France and Germany, and per- 
haps I ought not to say that England is the only country in 
Europe; but England will receive them on condition tl they 
are slaughtered at the port of entry. France and Germany will 
not let them in at all, What do you gain for your farmers in 
giving them free meats, pickled and preserved in any manner, 
as well as free fresh meat? Why did you not let the l’resi- 
dent use this clause to make negotiations with Germany and 
France and let our meats in there? Why did you not? You 
| can not take canned meat into Germany under any conditions, 
as I understand it. I did not know but there might be some 
doubt about that, and so I went down to the Treasury Depart- 
ment and consulted them, and I will tell you what they told me. 

First, no cattle, except into England In the case of ¢ 
many, as in the case of France, there is a p ir prol } 
of fresh meat. You can not take fresh meat from the I l 
States into France and Germany unless the scera- aces 
panies the carcass, and you know that is ssible, x , 
from this country. It can not be done. Why do you not let 
the farmer get a market for his products in ¢ sideration for 
the one thrown open here? 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. HARDY. I would like to know how in the world the 
gentleman expects keeping meat on the free list or canned 1 
off the free list to help Germany. Does Germany ever i 
any meat into this country? 

Mr. HILL. Oh, if the gentleman had studied the question 
of preferential tariffs between Great Britain d her colonies, 
he would have found this, that she could not from some of 
her colonies preferential rates, because she had nothing to give 
in exchange for that, being on a free-trade basis We put our- 
selves on a free-trade basis, and what have we to give? 


Mr. HARDY. Does putting meat on a free-trade basis affect 
Germany? 

Mr. HILL. Why, certainly, Germany will not admit our 
canned meat under any circumstances, and we admit hers under 
this proposition free. But Germany has many other things 
which she desires to send here 

Mr. HARDY. Has Germany got meat enough to export? 

Mr. HILL. Oh, Germany buys meat and preserves it and 
cans it and sends it away, just as I saw Denmark doing, buy- 
ing butter from all the world and sending it back again to all 


the world; just as I know prunes are shipped from California 
to France, prepared and bottled and sent back here and sold 
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That thing is going on all of the time. Why 
should net we have a fair chance? Why should we surrender 
everything to them and demand nothing from them? The home 
consumption under this schedule is $614,895,219, according to 
Democratic authority. As my time is running out, I will pub- 
lish with my remarks the duties of Germany and France on all 
of the items referred to in the bill specifically. Let us go now 
to the next schedule. If I am not much mistaken, you gentlemen 
from the Northwest raise durum wheat up there, especially 
adapted to the making of vermicelli and macaroni, and we ship 
both the wheat and flour to Italy and Italy ships back to us 
about 80,000,000 pounds of the manufactured product a year. 
Why should we not make that macaroni and vermicelli and send 
it out to all the world? ‘This bill proposes to take all prepared 
cereal foods and admit them free. 


as French prunes. 


Now, then, does Italy and Germany do that in fair competi- 


tion? Not at all. Those Governments say to their manufac- 
turers, “We will rebate all your duties that you pay on this 
American wheat coming in here when it is exported again.” Is 
that all? 


can markets, and the Democratic Party of the United States 
proposes to join hands with Germany and Italy in that sort of 


business, and by giving them a free market here help them to _ 
| man’s argument that if these sewing machines go 


pay a bounty to have American farmers’ products prepared and 
made into cereal foods on the other side of the ocean and 
shipped back here and sold to our own people. I want that 
work done here, or I want the markets open and free to both 
alike. I can not vote for this kind of legislation, gentlemen. 

“Prepared cereal foods.” What does that mean? What are 
prepared cereal foods? They are dutiable at 26 per cent in 
Germany, 45 per cent in France, and to be free in the United 
States. Ninety millions of people giving away their market 
without any equivalent concession. Our annual consumption 
under this schedule is $665,041,533. Take the next item, of 
lumber. I am in favor of free lumber. 
to us in this bill? You have not. Let me read it: 

Timber, hewn, sided, or squared, round timber used for spars or in 
building wharves, shingles, laths, fencing posts, sawed boards, planks, 
deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed— 

Now, that is the language of the old law practically— 
except boards, planks, deals, and other lumber, of lignum-vite, lance- 


wood, ebony, box, granadilla, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all | 


other cabinet woods. 


Why do you include shingles and laths? 


bring them in. 
farmer has to have on his house? The American farmer is able 
to have clapboards on his house. Why did you leave that off? 
Why did you not put in pickets and palings? The American 


farmer and workman is able to put pickets and palings around | 
Why | 
You say you have | 
given them free lumber, but you have not in this bill, not by | 
Do you know it costs more to retie a | 


his home and the mechanic to fence in his little cottage. 
did you gentlemen not put those in there? 


any manner of means. 
railroad than to rerail it, taking one year after another? Why 
did you not give the railroads of this country that if you are 
in favor of cheaper transportation for the farmer? You said 
you were going to give them free lumber. You have not done it. 
This bill ought to go back to the Committee on Ways and Means 
for reconsideration on every single schedule. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] We consume $699,000,000 worth of that ma- 
terial in a single year. Now, I do not expect we are going to 
get much imported from France or Germany. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HILL. Very well. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Is not siding lumber and 
flooring about the most expensive lumber that goes into the 
ordinary farmer’s house? 

Mr. HILL. Except inside trimming. It is more of an item 
than shingles and more than laths, and ties are more of an 
item to railroads than the steel rails are. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. In an ordinary house the 
trimming is not so expensive. 

Mr. HILL. I had heard that statement made in regard to 
railroad ties, and in order to ascertain positively about it I 
called up the Southern Railway Co. down here and asked that 
question, and it is just the same down South as it is up 
North. Why did you not put them on the free list so as to 
help out with cheaper transportation? 

Now, as to sewing machines. The Singer Sewing Machine 
Co. dees not need any sympathy from Congress. They have 
a factory in Glasgow, employing 12,000 people there, making 


No; they rebate to an extent and in such a way as to | 
practically offer a bounty besides to get it exported into Ameri- | 


| whom 
| sewing machines to the Orient, and lays them dow 


Why do not you give it | 


| They are 
| agencies all over the country. When sold to go abroad 


Because they are not | 
in the general language of the present law, and you wanted to | 
Why did you not put in clapboards, which the | 
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sewing machines to-day. 


States. I fancy that they can make the ordinary family 


machine, with the cabinet case and all, cheaper than a 


else in the world, but I do not know positively. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] know 


discussed making sewing machines free two years ago, : 


did not do it because we thought they would make th 
there and ship them over here. It would take away | 
from American workmen. You can do it, and it will 
the company one particle. They can do as the Inti 
Harvester people can and probably would do. They « 
the cabinet cases—and I am speaking about what | 
their methods-— 
side, ship it over here by the ton in finished and unfinish 


and our men will lose the work and the company wil! 


more money than they did before. And you are putt 
on the free list with the hope of helping the farmer. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. You are overlooking the 
which this bill is written. We have not written it 
gentleman's standpoint of the manufacturer. What 
written here is an endeavor to reduce the cost of livi 
people, and when a great industry exports a very larce 
age of its manufactures to a foreign country to-day, 
tories abroad, it hardly seems to me it carries out t 


list they will transfer their factories abroad and ship t! 
here. 
Mr. HILL. 


Finished parts. They can not afford to 


| finished products, but the parts. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. But more than that. I can s 
| the gentleman is on the floor, or was a few moments : 
I got the- information—that this very com; 


paid, at the wholesale price of $8.25. 

Mr. HILL. I do not know about that. 
I have seen 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let me finish. They are se! 
to the American: people to-day from $20 to $30. 

Mr. HILL. Yes; at retail, and each sale to a new 
sold on time, on the installment plan, 


I will tell ; 


| shipped by the carload, and almost by the shipload. I 
to the gentleman that I have seen them by the cart! 
up as you would pile hay on a southern farm wa; 
up the streets of Vliadivostock, in eastern Siberia. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. If the gentleman ' 
me to finish. 

_ Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. When a great monopoly in t! 
ships its machines, not the surplus product, but 1 
tities, as the gentleman testifies himself, abroad, and 
tribute on the American people of three or four | 
value, I am in favor of putting them on the free list 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HILL. So am I; but I am not in favor of gi 
| people privileges by which they can make them 
| by simply assembling them and taking away the work 
can mechanics and having the principal part of it d 
| other side. [Applause on the Republican side.] T! 
| doctrine. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I d not know how the gen 
put them on the free list, according to his doctrine. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to ask the gent! 
does not think it is just about as cheap to ship fo 
labor over here and have them do the work as to s! 
goods over here? 

Mr. HILL. Oh, I have heard that for many y 
hardest thing to move is a man. You can take | 
and pack it up and ship it with a c. o. d. label, and | 
will be paid at the other end. When a man is s 
freight must be paid in advance. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman allow me? 


Mr. HILL. To emigrate means to leave the home, | 


the home ties, to separate the family, to go out into 
alone. It takes nerve and courage and resolution to 
It is infinitely easier to ship the products of a man's ' 
Europe than it is to ship the man himself, and you 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But they ship them in all the s 
the gentleman knows it. [Applause on the Democratic 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I will pass the next | 
it is getting late. The gentleman talks about free 1a! 
me tell you something of what I have seen. 


May 


They also have factories in the 


made here and the metallic work on t! 


I was 


through the city of Oxford, in England, one day, and the 


- 
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eat on the seat in front of me. I said to him as we were driving 
along, “Do you own this carriage?” “No,” said he; “I hire | 
it.’ I asked him, “ What are your working hours?” 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the House is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. There seems to be some confusion in one 
part of the Hall. The House will be in order. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to tire the House, | 
put I want to refer to some incidents relating to the cheap 
labor that the gentleman suggested could be imported. 

I was riding in the streets of Oxford one day in a cab, 
with the driver sitting in front of me, and I said to him as 
we went down the street, “ How much do you get for driving 


this carriage, or do you own it?” He said, “No; I do not | 
own it. I drive it by the week.” “ What are your hours? | 
When do you begin?” He said, “From 9 o’clock in the 


morning.” “How long do you work?” said I. “From 9 in 
the morning until 10 o’clock at night, and if I have a fare I | 
stay with it until it leaves me.” 

I asked him, “How much do you get?” 
$2.50 a week.” “How old are you?” said I. 
55 years old.” 9” 


He said, “I get 
He said, “I am 
He answered, “ Yes; 


“Have you a family? 
I have a family of five.” I asked him, “ How in the world do 
you manage to live?” “Of course, I can not,” he said, “ but | 
I have a son and daughter at work. The daughter is at work | 
in a linen mill and she gets $2.25 a week, and my son is a | 
printer and gets $2.50 a week, and we manage to get along.” 
There were three people at work, with an aggregate income of 
$7.25 a week. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
yield to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. HILL. I will ask the gentleman to wait until I finish, 
and then I will answer his question. I said to this driver, 
“You are 55 years old. You can not save anything. What will 
you do when you are unable to work?’ He said, without crack- 
ing a smile, “Do? Why, I expect to go to the poorhouse. What 
else do you suppose I have been paying poor rates for all these | 
years?” [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the gentleman mind telling the House 
what tip he paid the driver? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL. Oh, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Will the gentleman let me ask 
him a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Connecticut yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. HILL. Yes; I will yield for any intelligent question, | 
and you would ask none but an intelligent one. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I was very much interested in 
the story the gentleman was telling, and I accept it as abso- 
lutely true, coming as it does from the gentleman. 

Mr. HILL. It was true. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. May I ask the gentleman, Did 
the driver tell him how he managed to eke out a living before 
that daughter and son grew to an age to be a help to him? 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman must answer that for himself. 
I was riding through the Isle of Wight one day and I stopped 
to visit a little chapel near the entrance to the Queen’s estate, 
known as Osborne. As I came out of the chapel I saw a man 
at work in a garden across the street, and I went over and 
spoke to him. I said, “I am a Yankee, and a tourist, and 
full of curiosity. Would you think it impertinent on my part 
if I were to ask you a question?” He said he would not. We 
were standing in front of a little one-and-a-half-story brick 
cottage. I said, “Do you own this house?” He said, “ No, 
sir; I am the Queen’s farmer.” I said, “What do you 
receive as compensation?” He said, “$5 a week and house 
rent.” Said I, “Is that the usual price here?” Now, I am 
stating these things in order that you may get the drift of the 
situation. He said, “No; the usual price is 2.75 to $3 a week 
in this country.” 

Do you know what I thought of at once? I thought of a 
novel called Marcella that I read once, written by Mrs. Hum- 
phrey Ward, describing the agricultural population of England 
under free trade: 

Men of 60 years of age and upward, gray and furrowed, like the 
chalk soil into which they had worked their lives; not old as age goes, 
but already the refuse of their generation, and paid for at the rate of 
ade h no prospect but the workhouse if the grave should be 

I do not want any English free trade in the United States. 
Do you? 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL. Just excuse me 2 moment. I have already taken 
more time than I should. 


Connecticut 





| 
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| tries in the world. 


| to the end this policy on which you have started. 
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Mr. HARDY. 
Mr. HILL. 


I just want to ask one question? 
I said this carriage driver in Oxford told me that 


his daughter worked in a linen mill. I had just come from 
the largest linen mill in the world—the York Street Mills, in 
Belfast. 
Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield for one question? 
Mr. HILL. I will, and then I will finish my story after- 
wards. 


Mr. HARDY. They have a high tariff in Germany. Are the 


| laboring people any better off in high-tariff Germany than they 


are in free-trade England? 

Mr. HILL. Now, really, I do not want to stop in my line of 
thought to argue out a question of that kind. If you ean not 
draw your own conclusion from the things that I am going to 
tell you, from what I have seen, no argument that I could make 
would satisfy you. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman just answer that in 
He can answer it yes or no, Whether the laboring 
man is better off in high-tariff Germany than he is in free-trade 
England? 

Mr. HILL. All men are better off that have work to do than 
men who do not have it. 

Mr. HARDY. Well, the gentleman can answer that 


one 


Mr. HILL. I said I did not propose to argue this question 
out with the gentleman. I propose to go ahead with my state- 
ment. I visited the York Street Linen Mill, in Belfast, Ireland. 


I went through that mill, the largest in the world, and I saw 
men and women at work there. I will not trust to my memory. 
I have taken these figures from my diary, as they were taken 
down by me in the various trips I have made in different coun- 
I saw women working at wet linen looms, 
a stream of water pouring on the fabric as they wove it, and 
their clothing wet from their hips to their feet, and standing 
with bare feet on the wet floors, working for $2.50 a week. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL. No; I will not yield now. I will by and by. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I was going to say that I had 
seen that same thing in this country. 

Mr. HILL. I know you do not like these things. 
giving them to you to like. 
country, and not for you. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. 


I am not 
I am making this speeck for the 


I simply wanted to tell you 


| that I saw that very condition in this country. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut declines 
to yield. 

Mr. HILL. I went into every department of that establish- 
ment. I saw them hackling flax. They took the fiber and threw 
it over great iron hooks and drew it out and straightened it, 


breathing the dust constantly into the nostrils and lungs. It 
is a dangerous occupation. It is a tremendously fatiguing oc- 
cupation. How much do you suppose those men got for that 


kind of work? Three and a half dollars a week. You say this 
was rough, cheap work of which I have spoken. One day I 
stopped at Brussels and went to the Royal Lace Factory. At 
this lace factory there were two women clerks. It was early 
in the morning and the manager had not come. I tried to buy 


a lace collar for friends at home. I looked first at one and 
then at another, and finally I found one that I wanted It 
had taken the first prize at the Paris Exposition. I bought it 


and paid for it, and I paid the duty on it when I got here, too, 
{ Laughter. | 

As I came down to the door one of the clerks followed me, and 
just then the lady manager of the establishment came in. ‘4 
clerk told her what I had bought. The manager turned to : 
and said, “ Sir, you need not be afraid of that piece of lace ev 
being duplicated.” I said, “Why not?” She said, rhe 
woman that made that lace worked on it for two years, went 
blind, and bas since died.” I said, “How much did you pay 
her?” She turned to me and said, “ Twenty cents a day.” I 
was sorry that I had bought I have bought lace in fac- 
tories in Venice where they told me that 5,000 girls were work- 
ing for 12 and 18 cents a day. You can not find that in New 
England; but you may find it if you pass this bill and pursue 
[Applause on 


t+ 
it. 


the Republican side. ] 

Talking about iron and I have seen mechanics in 
Japan, in Yokohama, in foundries making corework, first-class 
molders. What do we pay them here? Three or four dollars a 
day. 

A Memeper. Five dollars a day. 

Mr. HILL. I have seen first-class corework castings being 
made in Japan from Japanese or Chinese iron, and the men 
got 40 cents a day. When I was in Osaka I was told that there 


steel, 
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were 40 cotton milis running there day and night with a double | 4d valorem equivalent of duty paid on certain articles in Germ: 





shift, and the girls were earning 8 cents and the men 15 cents a France—Continued. 
day. You propose to open the markets of the United States to| ~~ ‘ ey page oe 
products of that kind of labor. [Applause on the Republican Articles. Germany. 
side.] The American people will not sustain you in it. a 
I have seen that sort of thing all over the world. Even Percent. | j 
the free traders of England would not sustain a policy of that } Lamb......................ccce eee cee cc eeeeecteneeececeee: 3 
kind. Three years ago I was going through a large factory in | — Waren aeeeen ene eneenereneneneensaeereeerenseenececees |eneneeeeess. t 
England, and the manager said to me: “I suppose, coming from | Sausage. --**""~” ” 
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America, you are a protectionist?” Isaid: “Iam. Are you?” | Lard........ 
He said: “No; but I should be if I lived in the United States.” | Salted meats. . 

Applause on the Republican side.} That is what England | ryefour 
[Applause on the epublican side.] mat is what Englan Rye flour...... 
thinks of you. W heat flour. 





I will not go on with this. I have statistics made up by eens <- at 
' myself in the last 16 years. Almost every long vacation I have Prepared cereal foods aera nees ; 
visited some country in the world. In 1896 I started from the ae * 
. : l¢ ‘ Hott? en suena sade Sawed woo: me S 
north of Ireland and went through to Italy, visiting factoric 8. ree docicasaseucnr east srcgaessene yar 14 
I have seen men in the porcelain works at Sevres, France, 


working for from 60 cents to $1.40 a day. I have seen men vy 
in the Gobelin tapestry works making fabries fit for a king’s Where wer thet : 2 
ransom, with a sida on the wall behind them and the hand Mr. UNDERWOOD. | Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 mi 
loom in front of them. Occasionally the man would look behind | the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. STONE]. 

him, but he would reproduce in the fabric in the loom every Mr. STONE. Mr. Chairman, age ts 8 ae = 
line and color in that magnificent picture. There is no work visited a Ss ith his father. In the course of the 
in the world that will compare with it; and they were getting | 2 ™@" Was shot from a cannon. He landed oome dist 
from $7.50 to $15 a week. Think of it! You can see such and was immediately pounced upon by several a 
things as these in most of the Old World countries. I have | 242 to strike him on the ahead with clubs. Turnit © 
seen them in Palestine, Egypt, Servia, Turkey, China, Japan, father the boy asked why, if the man was dead, it 





and all over the world. I can hire a man in Siberia at $50 a | ak ht Sanaa on the head. The reply was, “T! f 
year and in Japan for $10 a year, a ee Om og + wit? 
e : ‘ Oy > oO 5 
I will not go into this any further. I want to give you my 1is measure has been advocated with rare eloquen 


parting thought. Whatever you do, do quickly. It may not force during the past 10 days by the able leaders on | 
seem of consequence to you, but it is of immense consequence | 224 in rising now to address the committee on some \ 
to 90,000,000 people. The business of the country is stagnant | Phases ef this tariff measure I can not hope to do m 
awaiting your action. The pending measure, crudely drawn, | Kill the opposition “ deader. 

uncertain in its phraseology, destructive of revenue, transfer-| Even if the opposition has not all been killed, we | 
ring whole industries to foreign countries, tending inevitably to | CoMSolation of the words found in II Kings, vi, 16: 


idle mills, unemployed workmen, and general reductions of | Fear not, for they that be with us are more than they that 
wages, has not thus far met any enthusiastic response, even | the™. 
from the men who placed you in power last fall, to say nothing | It might seem presumptuous in me, one of the 


of those who, believing in the protective principle wisely ad- | Members of this body, to join in this debate were it 
ministered, prophesied that you would attempt to destroy it. | the fact that there is no American citizen whose influ 
Day after day the country is warned by the advocates of this | not as a member of the body politic necessary to its w 
measure that this is but the beginning. And it is unblushingly | In this Republic no one need imagine himself too we 
admitted to be a piece of favoritism to a particular class. | poor, or too insignificant to do a part. 

Where is it to end? And what becomes of the fundamental The humblest citizen in this great Republic may rej 
principle of the Democratic platform declarations for a tariff | being a coworker with him who is the highest, assur 


“a 


for revenue only and the Jeffersonian doctrine of “equal rights | without fidelity on his part the efforts of others will lose 


to all and special privilege to none ”".-not even the farmers? thing of their value, and sure that he equally with th 
Have you abandoned your principles at the very outset, and | part of this Nation and a maker of its destiny. 
is the power of taxation to be exercised by you in the future | Mindful of the great responsibility that devolves up: 


as a system of political rewards and punishments? If se, you | one of the number who are charged with the important « 
should not forget that the same people who judged us will in | jegisiating for 92,000,000 people, I rise to urge the pas 
the future judge you, and that the condemnation which will | this pill. 

come to you from your betrayal of their confidence will be There are those who profess to view its enactment 
swift and certain. [Prolonged applause on the Republican with forebodings of disaster. I have been amused rat! 


side. ] worried by the suggestions of those who view with ala: 
ee effort at reform. Their attacks have been most unfair 
APPENDIX. they concealed, and entirely false as to much that 
Ad valorem equivelent of duty paid on certain articles in Germany and serted. This bill may produce fear in the hearts oi 


Frence. who oppress, but it will give hope to the many 
A She ees: CC! 
Articles. | Germany. | France. The people have been aroused to the need of tariff : 
Seen —— |}and they will not yas in their ——— — 
| prophecies on the part of some gentlemen of stand-pat te: 
ee ee Ss one. | sad -, b Pt of calamitous projects concealed beneath the harmless + 
Cultivators, extirpators, potato diggers, harrows, rakes, etc. 12 | of this bill. 
re Stier =t-oynormmnatnsee- ran} mY 1| Under the awakened conscience and intelligent att: 
Motor-driven ee and reaping machinery ............... | 6 the people, the person or the party will be sustained ts 
Sauer ant ——— i ee 7| | dertakes to check this slavery of the many to the avar 
Waeene s a gi oa eee | the few. 
Hoop and band fron and steel... ...............eeeeeeese-- 13 | 36 It is almost beyond belief that the people of the 
aos heaeine sanaceeseaeceeeereneeecseeeeenes seeeeeeeeeeeees 18 | 21 | States, in the very center of the most productive rec’ 
eter cen ee 2 "| the globe and in the midst of splendid harvests, am| 
Bs in (acetihn lanka deewbundcecch ceases @ltvhensecsecces 22 | 9} nished with transportation facilities, free from pesti _ 
a A Spe Na kte a eeacee cape magn erases einer ses 6 |-----20- 2-00 full of energy and vigor are held up daily by trade ¢ 
SMI nhs ocleccondhncon vies gaiastdadaaemiameateiaetcnmenen.. em preetesats j | tions fostered by a monstrous tariff law whith forces th 
aes sls djs cht onda aiaksees abe eee ne cepeetie alk 04k ' 5 | 11 | pay unprecedented prices for the necessaries of life. ze 
nn ne eee 4 11 | household bills of every family in the Union give fu , 
MILE RNii ii sie, canimonchenesiamemiiainmetinesaneeia 14 |.....--7777- | direct testimony that this is the case. It is high time t! 
RE TE cise dns dae ss ksnenss-ccbdhdudeseaaievete 2 |.....2-."22. | food supplies of our people be freed from the control of 
ened Ma cwee nn weeesuceces csc cccccesewccencece conse = 23 | combinations, which are paralyzing the industrial pone 
natutatitiinhisbiekinetsdveceadhacttonectens seeks  , Re ig | of the country and threatening the peace and prosperity of ° 
Gieman Ca I ERS od edo. Bi ee en cbdhewds se BP Oihovkiiwccka classes through their avaricious exactions. 
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Any proposition to remedy this condition is met with the 
charge that it is fraught with disaster to the business interests 
of the country, and is to be prevented by all means. The benefici- 

ries of high protective duties wish the people to believe that 
prosperity is not the result of laws operating naturally; that 
it does not come from the application of intelligence and indus- 
try to the resources of the earth, but that it is the artificial 
creation of a taxing device. They would argue that the United 
States has not achieved its great growth by virtue of its inheri- 
ance of fertile lands, rich mines, and noble forests, and by the 
industry and integrity of its people, but because the Govern- 
nt permits a monopoly tariff that takes from one class and 


gives to another class. Any talk of change in the slightest de- 


tail of this magic device for the production of prosperity is 
pranded as sacrilegious and sure to bring down punishment 
upon both the just and the unjust. The friends of the system 
contend that any fluctuation in prices is not due to economic 
eauses like overproduction, speculation, undue expansion, and 
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the natural operation of supply and demand, but to a profane | 


questioning of the infallibility of this high-protective tariff idol 
which has provoked his anger and brought down his wrath. 


The fact that this system enables the privileged few to accu- | 


mulate vast wealth is considered by itsfriends as sufficient justi- 
fication for its establishment and as sufficient reason for its 
continuance. This conclusion can be based only on the assump- 


tion that a great fortune justifies itself, no matter how it is 
made. These persons seemingly fail to see that those who buy— 
the consumers—have anything to do with the question. If a 


certain business is making money and the workmen have labor 
throughout the year, all should be well with the world. Whea 
these workmen rise against the conditions which the avarice 
of their employers has imposed, we form organizations of relief, 
but we allow the system which produced the unjust conditions 
to continue unabated. 

The world has moved, but it is a regrettable confession that 
in a legislative way we are still acting under the old belief 
that to be prosperous we must in some way rob our neighbors 

No sensible person fights wealth as such, but everyone should 


oppose the privileges that produce swollen fortunes on the one | 


hand and undeserved poverty on the other. Surely the pros- 
perity of one should be consistent with the welfare of all, and 
one man ean not be allowed to have more than he should have 
without forcing some other man to accept less than he should 
have. We may dazzle the world by our trade statistics and 
bewilder the nations with our marvelous prosperity, but we 
must do something finer and nobler than this to justify our 
large claims to leadership among the nations of the world. 
must stand for honesty and justice. No amount of argument 
will prove that many of the schedules of the present tariff law 
are honest and just. It enables the trusts and monopolies to 


We | 


exact extortionate profits and to thus increase the cost of liv- | 


ing beyond all reasonable bounds. No reduction in tariff rates 
is contemplated that will injure American labor or cripple 
American industry. An honest and just revision is all that the 
people demand, but they will be satisfied with nothing less. 
important fact about the present tariff as the people see it is 
that it is unjust and dishonest, written by the servants of spe- 


| they might triumph. 


The | 


| 
| 


cial privileges for the benefit of their masters, and intended | 
not to help the small man make a living but to help the big | 


man make an exorbitant profit. It is no justification of such 


a tariff to refer to its alleged virtues as a revenue producer. | 


This Government is not reduced to the necessity of raising its 
revenues by schedules which rob the people. 


The present tariff | 


pays the Government about $330,000,000 a year, but it enables | 


the trusts and monopolies to increase their profits to the extent 
of $4,000,000,000 a year. 

The 1910 Illinois State Democratic platform contains this 
plank, and it expresses my sentiments and voices my policy: 


We denounce the Payne-Aldrich Tariff Act as an indefensible master- | 


piece of injustice. legally authorizing remorseless extortions from the 
many to enrich the few through the operations of trusts and monopo- 
lies, which it fosters. ‘Tariff taxation, like other taxation, should be so 
levied as not to discriminate ae nor in favor of any section, class, 
industry, or corporation, and should be limited to the actual necessities 
of government +3! and economically administered. 

We insist that any law enacted with the intention of enabling indi- 
viduals or corporations to levy tribute upon the American people, or to 
guarantee a “reasonable profit” to any class, is in violation of the 
Constitution of the United States and fs indefensible from either a legal 
or 2 moral standpoint. 


Not only does a high protective tariff bear down upon the 
masses of our people with a cruel and uneven hand, but it 
is a fruitful source of corruption. The widespread corruption 
which has caused the defilement of our politics did not have 
its origin in politics, although it finds expression and quakes 
publicity there. Its source is in the greed of men who, to secure 
tariff legislation that would give them personal advantage and 


)e 


Of 


add to their wealth, have stooped to bribery and the corrupt 
manipulation of public functionaries. The hideous power of 
privilege not only permeates and taints politics, but its impure 
hands soil the very fountains of justice. The a 
ture of the situation is that an intelligent peo 
viewed with indifference, and in 
plauded, the men who are shrewd enough to ma 
tics to their own gain. The people have so long permitted our 
Government be used for speculative pr of men 
who shamelessly debauch our public representatives that all 


stonishing fea- 
le have so long 
en openly ap- 
nipulate peli- 


some cases 


h . : 
to the irposes 





the foreign critics dwell upon our civic degradation. Our robes 
must again be washed pure and white and no longer allowed to 
trail in the dust of this dishonor and infamy. The evil of cor- 
ruption can be eradicated just as surely as wrong can be over- 


colle 


by right. A redemptive war is 1 national 
existence and is sure to be won, but it will require the same 


necessary to our 


high quality of patriotism as when the war drums beat and 
the bugles play and men go forth to battle. The honor and 


dignity of our great legislative bodies must be restored and 
the present views of foreign critics as to the sordidness of our 
civilization must be removed. No hypercritical obstacles should 
prevent this reformation, which, it must be conceded, is a con 
summation devoutly to be wished. The enlightened sentiment 
of the American people will no longer tolerate a tariff law that, 
by reason of the special favors it grants, leads the recipients of 
those special favors to debauch our electorate in order to pro- 
cure its continuance. 

This objectionable tariff system has heretofore been shielded 
behind the cloak of partisan politics, and there are those who 
now seek to frustrate this step toward reform by attempting 
to brand it as a purely partisan affayy. Simple justice should 
never bear the stamp of partisanship. 

It has been very gratifying to me to observe the scant regard 
for party lines in the votes upon measures that 
have already passed this House. I trust that the vote on this 
measure will be a further indication of the same wholesome 
spirit. There is an independent spirit now in evidence over the 
country, and it is not allied with the reactionary forces but 
with the forces that upbuild and uplift. Each Representative 
must measure up to his opportunities and convince the people 
of what he can do for them or he can not expect their 
tinued confidence nor their future support. Their allegiance 
is to the truth and not to the man nor the party who assumes 
to represent the truth, but who does little to promote progress in 
the way of better things. 

A genuine interest in popular government and the spread of 
progressive have brought about a weakening of party 
ties. Hereafter political success will depend more upon merit 
and less upon traditional prejudices. The time of slavish ad 
herence to party names has passed into history. Corruption 
never has paid any attention to party lines; ho 
cency have ceased to pay attention to party lin 


the several 


con- 


ideas 


esty and de- 
; in order that 
With the people it is no longer a question 
of what is regular, but of what is right. 

In order to enhance its chances of favorable consideration by 
the other branch of Congress and to insure its approval by the 
President, I should like to see this bill get a large independent 
vote here. I would not deny to any Republican of whatever 
variety the privilege to vote for this measure, and I would 
gladly share with all such persons the credit that is rightly due 
to those who secure its The interests of the 


. ' 
passage 


people 
| transcend all questions of personal or party advantage. This 
should not be a party measure as party lines are now drawn. 
It is the people’s question, and the people are sure to visit th 
resentment upon the person or the party who fails or refu 
apply the remedy. ‘Tariff reduction has been demanded by tl 

| people in tones loud enough to be heard throughout the land, 
and the demand will not cease until it is accomplished. ‘This 
demand is not only loud and deep and universal, but it is rigl 
and just and must prevail. 

The fact that this particular bill is planned primarily to re 
lieve the farmers of unjust burdens does not justify its classi- 
fication by its opponents as class legislation. The blood and 
the brains of every vocation of life are perennially supplied by 
drafts upon the farming population of the country. Most of 
the greatest men and women of our history were born and 
reared on the farm. The farm has developed the potential 


energy and inspired the latent genius of those who are n 
leaders in practically all the professions of life. Wen con 
fidently expect that in the future it will furnish the majority 


of those who are destined by native force of character t 

the great fortunes and to wield the mighty finences of the 
country. We can not benefit the farmer without ind ly 
benefiting all classes, for upon his welfare rests the welfare of 


all our people. 
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Again, there are those who claim this bill is sectional in its 
character and appeal to an ancient prejudice in their efforts 
to encompass its defeat. No longer will that Circe’s voice en- 
able them to keep fastened upon us a system that is opposed in 
purpose and spirit to every principle of independence and liberty 
upheld by the general sentiment of the people of this country. 

There is a North of waving fields and blossoming meadows 
and verdant pastures, with untold wealth of mine and orchard 
and field. 

There is a great awakening South covered with billowy waves 
of snowy cotton, whose annual crop would buy a kingdom. 

There is an East with its ambitions and its wonderful fac- 
tories. 

There is a West with its vast prairies and inexhaustible 
mines. 

jut these sections have all been fused as in the furnace of 
some great Vulcan and welded with an Odin’s mighty hammer 
of patriotism until there is neither seam nor flaw. 

There is a North, a South, an East, and a West, but they 
are all parts of a united and stupendous whole. The men of 
the North and the men of the South cherish the same senti- 
ments of liberty, glory in the same common memories, 
love the same old striped and starry banner which 
scarred and priceless legacy of a thousand battle fields. 

On a hillside in Kentucky in a section of country far re- 
moved from railroads and telegraphs and the quickening touch 
of commerce is a vine-covered mound in a little churchyard. 
Within it lies the remains of a man wrapped in the Stars and 
Stripes, whose body was riddled with bullets at El Caney. 
His neighbors called him a hero, and on his tomb they have 
written: “ Here lies the son of a Confederate soldier. He died 
for his country.” And there is to-day no one to say nay. Forty 
years ago that inscription would have been erased by a million 
hands in contempt, but to-day no hand would be so vandal and 
blasphemous as to chisel out one letter. A mighty change has 
swept over this country of ours in four decades, a change that 
has betrayed itself not only in the face of nature but in the 
lives of the people. A new people has sprung up, a new set 
of conditions, a new civilization, a new patriotism, new in that 
it is one, from ocean to ocean, north to south; a united people, 
united in a common bond of commercial interest, of national 
ambition, and of brotherly sympathy. 

The great army commanded by the Duke of Wellington was 
made up of regiments from all parts of the British Empire. 
When in camp, as with most armies, the evenings were fre- 
quently spent in singing. 

seginning with the Scottish regiments, they wou'd sing: 
Scots wha hae wi’ Wallace bled, 

Scots, wham Bruce has often led, 
Welcome to your gory bed, 

Or to glorious victorie. 

Then the Irish or the Welsh regiments would follow each with 
their favorite song, and so on until the English squares were 
reached when they would start “ God Save the King.” 
the soldiers from all parts of the United Kingdom would join 
in until the whole great army as with one mighty voice was 
singing “ God Save the King.” 

As representatives of the various districts and States of this 
Union, we will each have our heritage of local traditions and 
local problems, but we should stand here as Americans to glory 


in the triumphs dnd be happy in the accomplishments of one | 


great inseparable country. We should be animated by a spirit 
of lofty patriotism which knows no section, no race, no sect, nor 


fare of all the people, so that America may continue to draw 
the world untc her until her ideals shall everywhere prevail. 

The words of Patrick Henry to the First Continental Con- 
gress are in a larger sense than then true to-day: 

The ee between Virginians, Pennsylvanians, and New York- 
ers is no more. am not a Virginian but an American. 

Despite the satis of the few who express and appeal to a 
contrary sentiment, a united America calmly and hopefully 


looks forth upon the world. This bill is a manifestation of that | 


spirit of fraternity which blesses our land and treats each and 
every section with equal favor. 

We have adopted rules that allow the maximum freedom of 
debate, and by making the committees elective instead of ap- 
pointive the Speaker can no longer pack committees in order to 
block the will of the Nation and then enforce his decrees with 
the political death of those of his own party who oppose him. 

ye have voted in favor of a constitutional amendment to pro- 
vide for the direct election of Senators which is ealculated to 
make the other body of Congress more responsive to the will 
of the people. We have passed a bill that requires the publica- 
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tion of campaign funds before as well as after the electio) 
the purpose of making every election an expression of 
virtue and intelligence of the people. We have passed 
measure to provide reciprocal trade relations with (C: 
thereby cementing together the two great English-sr 
nations in the bonds of peace, friendship, and commerce. 
these things will meet the approval of the manhood and 
science of the citizenship of this Nation. Let us now pass 
farmers’ free-list bill and still further deserve the approy: 
commendation of the people. 

Upon each of us rests a responsible duty to perform, | 
we must not shirk or give only a half-hearted attention. 

The forces of the people and the forces of privilege are 
up in battle form to-day. Our integrity and destiny as 
tion depend on the outcome. The people of the United 
expect every Representative to do his duty to-day. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that th 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker havi 
ALEXANDER, Chairman of the C 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, report 
that committee had had under consideration the bil! 
4413, the free-list bill, and had come to no resolution t 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER, 


Mr. REDFIELD appeared at the bar of the House a 
the oath of office. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—JAMES MORAN, 


3y unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. Jac 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
the papers in the case of James Moran, Sixtieth Cong: 
adverse report having been made thereon. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


Mr. CRAVENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 1 
ported they had examined and found truly enrolled joint res 
tions of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the 

H. J. Res. 38. Joint resolution to grant authority 
American Red Cross to erect temporary structures in I 
Park, Washington, D. C. 

H. J. Res. 3. Joint resolution making immediately a\ 


| the appropriations for mileage of Senators and Members « 


House of Representatives. 
CLOSING GENERAL DEBATE. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous cons 
that general debate on the bill H. R. 4413—the free-list | 
be closed when the House adjourn on Saturday next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks 
mous consent that general debate on the pending bill be 
Is ther 
tion? 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentlen 


| he also ask that the House meet.at 12 o’clock on Mo 
| stead of at 11 o’clock. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will ask that af 
request is granted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, the present 


2 se is that it shall meet at 11 o'clock until thi 
creed, and which is filled with a holy enthusiasm for the wel- | Toone eee ee hat the eos for | 


| on Monday next and thereafter shall be at 12 o’clock i 


of 11. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Then, on motion of Mr. UNDERWoop (at 5 o’clock and & | 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned to meet on Friday, My », 
1911, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS.. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. HENRY of Texas, from the Committee on Rules, to \ 
was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 145) | 
vestigate violations of the antitrust act of 1890 and other 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 2 ' 
(No. 17), which said bill and report were referred to the © 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

Ry Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 8602) granting pensions 
10 widows and minor children of United States marshals 2nd 
deputy marshals whose husbands and fathers were killed while 


in the discharge of their official duties; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

\iso, a bill (H. R. 8603) to appropriate $500,000 to deepen 
the channel and remove the obstructions in the Arkansas River, 


, the State of Oklahoma; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

\lso, a bill (CH. R. 8604) to provide for the construction of a 
military road at the United States cemetery at Fort Gibson, 
Okla.: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 8605) granting a pension to soldiers, sailors, 
and marines who served during the Civil War between April 1, 
1961, and November 1, 1865, for the time intervening between 
the date of discharge and the date they commenced drawing a 
pension from the Government of the United States at the rate 
per month they are now paid by the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8606) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Vinita, Okla.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 8607) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Wagoner, Okla.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8608) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Bartlesville, Okla.; to the Committee on Public 
juildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8609) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lie building at Sapulpa, Okla.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8610) providing for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Tulsa, Okla.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 8611) to regulate the impor- 
tation and interstate transportation of nursery stock, to enable 
the Secretary of Agriculture to establish and maintain quar- 
antine districts for plant diseases and insect pests, to permit 
and reguiate the movement of fruits, plants, and vegetables there- 
from, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky (by request of the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia): A bill (H. R. 8612) to 
amend an act to reguiate plumbing and gas fitting in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, approved June 18, 1898; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8613) making drunkenness in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia a misdemeanor and to provide a hospital for 
inebriates, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8614) to authorize the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to suspend and revoke certain 
licenses and permits; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8615) to require the Chesapeake & 
Ohio Canal Co. to build and maintain bridges, etc., over the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Canal; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8616) to amend paragraph 43 of an 
act entitled “An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” ap- 
te. July 1, 1902; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 

Alse (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8617) for universal transfers over the 
street railway lines in the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8618) providing for guides in the 
District of Columbia and defining their duties; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8619) to amend “An act to regulate the 
practice of pharmacy and the sale of poisons in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes,’ approved May 7, 1906; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8620) to amend an act to regulate 
the practice of pharmacy and the sale of poisons in the District 
of Columbia, approved May 7, 1906, by prohibiting the o of 
poisonous hair dressing; to the Committee on the District of 


Columbia. 


Also (by request of the Commissioners of the Distr of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8621) providing for the regulation and 
suspension of traffic and processions on highways in the Dis 
trict of Columbia; to the Committee on the Distriet of Colum 
bia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8622) to amend section 4 of “An act 
for the preservation of the public peace and e protection of 
property within the District of Columbia,” ap; roved July oY. 
iS$2, as to kiteflying; to the Committee on the Di tric if 
Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of t Distriet of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8623) to amend an act entitled “An 
act making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 
government of the District of Columbia for the fiseal vear 
ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes”: to the Com 


mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of Co 
lumbia), a bill (H. R. 8624) to amend an act approved July 1, 
1902, entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act in rela 
tion to taxes and tax sales in the District of Columbia.’ 
approved February 28, 1898”; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of Co 
lumbia), a bill (H. R. 8625) to protect publie health in the 


Dis- 
trict of Columbia by regulating the production and sale of milk, 
cream, and ice cream in and for the District of Columbia: to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of Co- 


lumbia), a bill 


(H. R. 8626) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to distinctively 


designate parcels of land in the District of Co 
lumbia for the purposes of assessment and taxation, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1899: to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of Co 
lumbia), a bill (H. R. 8627) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to regulate the employment of child labor in the District of Co 
lumbia ”; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the Di 


trict of 
lumbia), a bill (H. R. 8628) to provide for pr 


inishment 


larceny of public property from the workhouse and the refor: 
atory of the District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of € 
lumbia), a bill (H. R. 8629) to receive arrearages of taxes d 
to the District of Columbia to July 1, 1908, at 6 per cent inte: 
per annum, in lieu of penalties and costs; to the Committ: 


the District of Columbia. 
Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District 


‘ Cc 
lumbia). a bill (H. R. 8630) to amend the act of Conger 
proved April 22, 1904, authorizing the laying of water 
and service sewers in the District of Columbia, the lev 
assessments therefor, and for other purposes: to the Com 


tee on the District of Columbia. 


Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of © 
q ! 


lumbia), a bill (H. R. 8631) to provide an additional metho 
for enforcing and foreclosing tax sales and tax deeds 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to the Comn 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the Di 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8632) to amend tions 680 ' 
of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia the ¢ 
mittee on the District of Columbia 

Also (by request of the Commissioners 


Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8633) to amend an act « 
to provide for the better registration of births in the D 
of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved March 1 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 


Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8634) to amend the law 
tection of birds, game, and fish in the District of Columbia; 1 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8635) to amend an ther 
act to provide for registration of al! cases of tuberculk 


District of Columbia, for free examination of 
pected cases, and for preventing the spread of tuberculosis 
said District,” approved May 13, 1908; to the Committee on 
District of Columbia. 
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Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8636) to amend section 895 of the 
Code of Law for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8637) for the creation of the police and 
firemen’s relief and retirement fund, to provide for the relief 
and retirement of members of the police and fire departments, 
to establish a method of procedure for such relief and retire- 
ment, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia),°a bill (H. R. 8638) authorizing the extension of 
Barry Place NW., and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8639) for the widening of Sixteenth 
Street NW. at Piney Branch, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8640) to provide for the extension of 
Kenyon Street from Seventeenth Street to Mount Pleasant 
Street, and for the extension of Seventeenth Street from Kenyon 
Street to Irving Street, in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8641) to authorize the widening and 
extension of Minnesota Avenue from Pennsylvania Avenue SE. 
to its present terminus near Eastern Avenue, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8642) authorizing the extension of 
First Street east, and for other prrposes; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8643) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to provide for the extension of Newton Place NW. from New 
Hampshire Avenue to Georgia Avenue, and to connect Newton 
Place in Gass’s subdivision with Newton Place in Whitney Close 
subdivision,” approved February 21, 1910; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8644) to provide for the extension of 
Buchanan Street NW., between Piney Branch Road and Six- 
teenth Street, and the abandonment of Piney Branch Road, 
between Allison Street and Buchanan Street NW., District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8645) to authorize the construction of 
a municipal asphalt plant in the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8646) to provide for the payment of 
the debt of the District of Columbia and to provide for perma- 
nent improvements, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8647) to create a board of accountancy 
for the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8648) to regulate the construction of 
buildings along alleyways in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8649) to authorize the extension and 
widening of Colorado Avenue NW. from Longfellow Street to 
Sixteenth Street and of Kennedy Street NW. through lot No. 
800, square No. 2718; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8650) to provide for plans and specifi- 
cations for two high schools in the District of Columbia; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8651) providing for the appointment 
of two cadets from the District of Columbia to the United 
States Military Academy at West Point; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8652) to license operators of cinemat- 
ographs, moving-picture machines, and similar apparatus, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 


Also (by request of the Commissioners of the Distri 
Columbia), a bill (H. R. 8653) to give the District of Co 
a right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the United s 
in patent cases; to the Committee on the District of Col) 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 8654) to provide a syst. 
compensation for accidents in dangerous occupations | 
under, and also in jurisdictions subject to the legislative 
of Congress, with a view to prevention of accident: 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 8655) providing f 
sale to actual settlers only of all lands heretofore grant 
the United States to aid in the construction of railro: 
telegraph lines in Oregon, by the acts of April 10, 1869, an 
4, 1870, that may be or become forfeited to the United St: 
virtue of any legal proceedings now pending; to the Com 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 8656) providing for t! 
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a public build 
Media, in the State of Pennsylvania; to the Committee on |’ 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 8657) to prohibit the 1 
tion into the United States of adulterated seed and see) 
for planting; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 
merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8658) to regulate the transportat 
habit-forming drugs in interstate and foreign commerce ; 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 8659) incorporating the Na. 
tional Institute of Arts and Letters; to the Committe 
Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8660) incorporating the American A 
of Arts and Letters; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 8661) prohibiting an o 
or beneficiary of any letters patent of the United States 1 
it a condition that the purchaser, lessee, or licensee thereof sh,)! 
not buy or lease or use machinery, implements, appliances, or 
merchandise of any person, firm, corporation, or association other 
than such vendor, lessor or licensor; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 8662) to change the name of 
the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service to the Pu! 
Health Service, to increase the pay of officers of said sv . 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate a 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8663) to provide for the government of 
Canal Zone, the construction and occupation of the 1: 
Canal, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Inters 
and foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8664) to provide for the operation of t! 
Panama Canal, and for other purposes; to the Commi! 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 8665) to 
sections 4488 and 4489 of the Revised Statutes of the | 
States, as amended in 1889, relating to the regulation of stea: 
vessels; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Ii 
eries. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 8666) to apply a po: 
the proceeds of the sales of public lands to the endow 
schools or departments of mines and mining, and to r 
the expenditure thereof; to the Committee on Mines and \! 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8667) to provide for the const 
maintenance, and improvement of post roads and rural ( 
routes through the cooperation and joint action of the N 
Government and the several States in which such post | 
or rural-delivery routes may be established; to the Cov 
on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8668) giving rural mail carriers |! 
on the 25th day of December of each year; to the Commi 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8669) to provide for an increased 
appropriation for agricultural experiment stations to lx 
in researches in home economics, and regulating the ex) 
ture thereof; to the Committee on Agriculture. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8670) to amend sections 2304 and =’ 
of the Revised Statutes of 1878, of an act providing for s rs 
and sailors acquiring homesteads in public lands of the | 
States and deductions of military and naval service fro! 
time required generally to perfect title; to the Committ 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: Memorial of the Legislature o! 
York, favoring the election of United States Senators }) ‘" 
direct vote of the people; to the Committee on Election of !'res' 
dent, Vice President, and Representatives in Congress. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8671) granting | 


an increase of pension to Delilah Worley; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8672) granting an increase of pension to | 


John Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8673) granting an increase of pension to 
William I. Goodin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8674)) granting an increase of pension 
to William H. Gilbert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8675) granting an increase of pension to 
John K. McKeen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8676) granting an increase of pension to 
Simel Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8677) granting an increase of pension to 
Fred. J. Wagner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8678) granting an increase of pension to 
Joanna Swander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8679) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Kisling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8680) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob F. Noneman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8681) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Amhait; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8682) granting an increase of pension to | 


Albert Ferren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R, 8683) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Ribar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8684) granting an increase of pension to | 


Ira Grimes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8685) granting an increase of pension to | 


Rufus H. Slaymaker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8686) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis 8. L. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H, R. 8687) granting an increase of pension to | 


William H, Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8688) granting an increase of pension to 
George Blanden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8689) granting an increase of pension to 
George Richards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8690) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Wagner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8691) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Henry Boardman; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8692) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Flora; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8693) granting an increase of pension to 


James Harruff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8694) granting an increase of pension to | 


Amos Nye; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8695) granting a pension to Andrew 
Brandeberry; to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8696) granting | 


an increase of pension to Patrick W. Foley; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 8697) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac McClelland; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8698) granting a pension to John A, 
Shannon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 8699) granting a pension 
to Stephen White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8700) granting a pension to George W. 
Finlay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 8701) granting an increase 
of pension to Jasper N. Barton; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8702) granting an increase of pension to 
Truman Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8703) granting an increase of pension to 
Byron M. Standish; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8704) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter L. Metz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8705) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles M. Haven; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8706) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Fisher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8707) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Colp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 8708) for the relief of Isaac 
F. Norman; to the Committee on War Claims. 
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| Also, a bill (H. R. 8709) for the relief of the heirs of Job 

Thomas, deceased: to the Committee on War Claims. 

} Also, a bill (H. R. 8710) to refer the war claim of the estate 
of John Sullivan, deceased, late of Stafford County, Va., to the 
Court of Claims; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8711) to refer the war claim 
of John C. Newton, of Stafford County, Va., to the Court of 
Claims; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8712) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in case of R. G. Johnson, administrator of 
Lewis W. Mann, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 8713) granting a pension to 
| Thomas Price; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

3y Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 8714) for the relief 
of the estate of John Frazer, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8715) for relief of the estate of Zephaniah 
Kingsley, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8716) for the relief of Thomas Kizer, ad- 
| ministrator of the estate of Henry Kizer, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 8717) granting an increase of 
pension to Alfred Hosack; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CURLEY: A bill (H. R. ST18) granting a pension to 
| James E. Gallagher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8719) granting an increase of pension to 
| Michael J. Meehan: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8720) granting an increase of pension to 
| Henry D. Moulton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ‘(H. R. 8721) granting a pension to Walter F. 
Carman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8722) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward B. Pendleton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8723) granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Fox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8724) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Leslie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 8725) granting to W. J. 
Ladd back pay as a pension; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 8726) for the relief of 
John Preston; to the Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. GRAY: A bill (H. R. 8727) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin F. Cohee; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8728) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Demaree; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8729) granting an increase of pension to 
| David A. Wynegar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8730) granting an increase of pension to 





; William S. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 8731) granting an increase of 
| pension to Daniel M. Bryant; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 8732) for the relief of the Western Dis- 
| tilleries, of Agnew, Cal.; to the Committee on Claims. 

| By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 8733) for the 
| relief of Joseph F. Tribble; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8734) for the 
| relief of the heirs. of John B. Brownlee; to the Committee on 
| War Claims. 

| By Mr. KIPP: A bill (H. R. 8755) granting an increase of 


pension to W. G. Thornton; to the Committee on Invalid Ven- 
sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8736) granting an increase of pension to 


Abram Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8737) granting an increase of pension to 
F. B. Slater; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: A bill (H. R. 8758) for the relief of 
Aun-je-gin-ewe; to the Commitiee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8739) for the relief of Ne-gaun-egwon- 
able; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8740) for the relief of Che m Bel! inger: to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8741) for the relief of Nah-me-won-aush-e- 
quay; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8742) for the relief of Kay zhe-bah-o say; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8743) for the relief of Ne-bid-ay-aun-ah- 
quod; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8744) for the relief of the heirs of Kah-ge- 
gay-bin-ais; to the Committee on Claims. 


Nant A 





970 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSBE. 


! 


By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 8745) granting an increase | 


of pension to Susan A. Mott; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLETON: A bill (H. R. 8746) for the relief of the 
Ingersoll-Rand Co.; to the Committee on Clainis. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 8747) grenting an increase 
of pension to Curtis Holder; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

sy Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8748) granting 
an inerease of pension to William W. McAlister; to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


May 5. 


By Mr. GALLAGHER: Resolutions of the National Ass 


| tion of Tanners, protesting against placing leather on the { 
list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. KAHN: Papers to accompany H. R. 5743, for 


| relief of Joseph C. Sponogle, of San Francisco, Cal.: 


By Mr. MATTHEWS: A bill (H. R. 8749) granting an in- | 
crease of pension to Samuel T. Duff; to the Committee on In- | 


valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8750) granting an 
increase of pension to Granville Koger; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8751) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. West; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8752) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James E. Newgent; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 8753) granting an increase 
of pension to Nancy J. Culp; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ° 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: Petitions of Alice M. Goodwin 
others, numbering 51, and Margaret Lamontagne and 49 ot 
relating to the establishment of a national departme: 
health; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comm: 
By Mr. MATTHEWS: Papers to accompany bill for the ; 

Samuel T. Duff, of New Castle, Pa.; to the Committees on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany 
granting increase of pension to Granville Koger, of Fra 
County, Tenn., and bill for the relief of William T. W: 


of 


| Hamilton County, Tenn.; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 


sy Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 8754) granting an increase of | 


pension to John Strauss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 8755) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8756) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8757) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Holland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8758) granting an increase of pension to 
George Kerns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8759) granting a pension to Luvina R. 
Prater; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8760) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin Roberts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8761) for the relief of the Kanawha & Ohio 
Transfer Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8762) for 
the relief of James R. Brown; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. S763) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John G. Riley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Stetter Bros. and 7 other 
merchants of Canal Dover, Ohio, in opposition to the parcels 
post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: Papers accompanying H. R. 
6155, granting a pension to George W. Erway, of Dodge County, 
Wis.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: Resolutions of Local No. 12, Patriotic Or- 


der Sons of America, of Martinsburg, W. Va., favoring the | 
enactment of the illiteracy test; and Good Luck Council, Junior | 


Order United American Mechanics, New Creek, W. Va., favoring 
H. R. 15413 and other measures proposed by the Immigration 


Commission; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- | 


zation. 
By Mr. CARLIN: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 


By Mr. SCULLY: Resolutions of Camp No. 51, Pat: 
Order Sons of America, of New Brunswick, N. J., favoring 
sage of the illiteracy test law; to the Committee on Imn 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers to accompany H. R. 5285, for 
of Thomas 8S. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 45, 1911. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered th 
lowing prayer: 

We bless Thee, our Father in heaven, for the beauty and 
plicity of the Christian religion, which under the dispei 
of Thy Providence has been revealed in the incomparal 
and character of Thy Son, which has purified, enobled, di: 
life. Help us in His spirit, encourage by His sublime ex: 
to press ever toward the mark for the prize of the high « 
of God. In Christ Jesus. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was rea 
approved. 

COMMITTEE RESIGNATION, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to lay before the | 
the following resignation of Hon. Isaac R. SHerwoop f 
committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Hon, CHAMP CLARK, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 

Sin: I hereby tender my resignation as member of the Com! 
Expenditures of the Navy, and ask that it be accepted. Oth 
render it impossible for me to devote to the committee referre: 
attention its importance deserves. 


Respectfully, Isaac R. SHERWO 


Ninth Ohio D 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resignation \ 
accepted. [After a pause} The Chair hears no objection 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Curtis, one of its 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 
resolution of the following title, in which the concurrence 
House of Representatives was requested : 

H. J. Res. 2. Joint resolution making appropriations 
payment of certain expenses incident to the first session 


| Sixty-second Congress. 


heirs of Job Thomas, deceased; affidavits in the case of John | 


Sullivan, late of Stafford County, Va.; and papers in the case 


of John C. Newton, of Stafford County, Va.; to the Committee | 


on War Claims. 
By Mr. CARY: Petition of F. Mayer Boot & Shoe Co. and 


ABMY CONTRACTS FOR SHOES. 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentiema 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I rise for the pur 


| presenting a privileged question. 


Bradley & Metealf Co., of Milwaukee, Wis., protesting against | 


placing shoes on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


of Whitley, State of Indiana, for increase in pension; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURLEY: Petitions of Parnell Club, of Boston, 
Mass., and Central Council, Irish County Clubs, protesting 
against enactment of treaty with Great Britain; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Resolutions from Local No. 5, Farmers’ 
Educational and Cooperative Union, of Gilbert, Idaho, protest- 
ing against discrimination in the handling of magazines; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


| 


By Mr. CLINE: Papers in support of Alfred Hosack, county | cusiiemiinn of 36: ee aa wee 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, LI mn: 
discharge the Committee on Military Affairs from the f 
to the ‘ 
desk and ask for its immediate consideration by the Hous: 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: i 

House resolution 133——- 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let the resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 133. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, req 
if not incompatible with the public interest, to send to the Hor 
Representatives full information, as follows, with regard to ‘ 








1911. 





statements made by Hon. Ropert EB. Direnperrer, of Pennsylvania, in 
the House on April 25, 1911: 

First. What proportion of the contracts for Army shoes during the 
fiscal years 1909, 1910, and 1911 were awarded to the firm of Hermann 
. Second. What are the names of the individuals or firms who have 
secured contracts for Army shoes in the fiscal years 1909, 1910, and 
1911? What was the amount of each contract? 

Third. Have any competitors been blacklisted or disqualified from 
bidding on any Army shoe contract in the fiscal years 1909, 1910, and 
1911? If so, what were the names of those competitors and what was 
the cause of their disqualification? 

Fourth. What proportion of the Army shoe contracts in the fiscal 

years 1909, 1910, and 1911 were awarded to the lowest bidders? 
: Fifth. flow many bidders were there for the last Army shoe con- 
Sixth, Is Shrewsbury leather required in the specifications for Army 
en Did the War Department institute a test between Shrews 
bury leather and Calumet leather? If so, was it found that Calumet 
leather was better? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve points 
of order until I can make an inquiry. I would like to ask the 
gentleman when this resolution was introduced. 

The SPEAKER. April 27. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Has it been 10 days—— 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Eight days. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts that I have not had a chance to 
investigate this question or find out why the committee have 
not reported the resolution. In the temporary absence of the 
chairman of the committee from the House, if the gentleman 
presses his motion at this tinie, I will be compelled to move to 
lay the matter on the table. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent of the House, as this question is not debatable 
and the gentleman from Alabama is only proceeding with my 
consent, that I have 10 minutes to make a statement. If not, I 
shall be obliged to have a quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent for 10 minutes in which to make a state- 
ment—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Without affecting the parliamentary 
situation. 

The SPEAKER. Without affecting the parliamentary situa- 
tion—— 

Mr. OUNDERWOOD. I have no objection. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I think the gentleman will 
see that it comes under the seven-day rule. 

The SPHAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hearg none, and the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
10 minutes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, a similar 
resolution was passed the other day with regard to the Navy 
Department. This is somewhat a peculiar matter, Mr. Speaker. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DIFENDERFER] has him- 
self subsequently introduced a resolution carrying practically 
the same language—if I may have the attention of the gentle 
man from Alabama—covering exactly the same question. I am 
willing, if there is no objection, to offer his resolution as a sub- 
stitute for mine, with certain amendments. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania stated the other day that the firm of Hermann & 
Co. absolutely control shoes manufactured in this country for 
the Army and Navy. He says: 

Is not it a fact Hermann & Co. absolutely control, after freezing out 
every other competitor in the United States, the manufacture of shoes 
for the Army and Navy of the United States? 

He states that this is done by putting in the specifications a 
requirement for the use of Shrewsbury leather, certain specifica- 
tions, and he says the War Department tried Shrewsbury 
leather and Calumet leather and found Calumet leather was 
the best, but still would not take it. 

He states that this firm of Hermann & Co. had used their 
influence with Government representatives to freeze out and 
place other people on the blacklist. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am aware that the permanent Recorp 
does not show that the gentleman says that these people, Her- 
mann & Co., had absolute control, but I hold the original re- 
porter’s notes in my hand. As soon as I found that his remarks 
had been changed by the insertion of the word “had,” so as to 
Imake it past instead of present, I changed my resolution so as 
to cover three years. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DIFENDERFER] now proposes to cover 10 years in the investiga- 
tion. and I am quite content. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the resolution of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, which I am willing to substitute for my own, 
should be amended by putting in the words “Shrewsbury 
leather,” which he stated was inserted in Army specifications, 
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and that by such insertion the firm of Hermann & Co. secured 
our Army shoe contracts. My resolution also contains an in 
quiry with regard to this test which he alleges was made. 

Now, I do not suppose that there is any man on that side of 
the House, especially any of the older Members, who seriously 
believes for a moment that the Army officers who look after our 





shoe contracts are crooks. I do not suppose that there is 
anything going to be found out by that resolution, but I give 
notice right here and now, since the days of investigations have 
begun, that anonymous investigations a not going to be 
imide, and a gentleman who rises on the floor of this House 
can not take away the character of reputable shoemakers 


without having somebody say “ Prove your words.” And there 
fore I shall offer, Mr. Speaker, if the question of consideration 


is carried, to amend the resolution of the ¢ tleman from 
Pennsylvania so as to conform with the statement which he 
made on the floor of the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER], inasmuch as this is new matter 


to me and I have not investigated it, what the amendment i 
which he proposes to offer to the resolution of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DtreNDERFER]. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Direnperrer] stated that this firm of Her- 
mann & Co. had corraled Shrewsbury leather; that Shrewsbury 
leather was included in the Army specifications, and that is 
the way the thing was done. Now, his resolution, different 
from mine, reads this way: 

Fifth. Whether any of the specifications for s » At 
tracts in any fiscal year since 1901 stipulated any particu make 
leather? If so, what? 

I move to insert: 


Shrewsbury leather or— 


In order toe accentuate this question. I believe everybody 
knows that the Army officers are not guilty, but LT want the 
gentleman to prove his words. So I propose to put in th 
Seventh. Did the War Department institut 1 test een 
bury leather and Calumet leather? If so, was it und that Ca t 
leather was better? 
I have simply taken the statement the gentleman le on the 


floor of this House and want to ask that question. Otherwise I 
will substitute his resolution in full. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, if I may have 
unanimous consent, I would like to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unant- 
mous consent—— 

Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. What 
renson is there for the gentleman asking unanimous con } 

The SPEAKER. He asked unanimous consent. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. A motion to discharge a 


committee from the consideration of a resolution « inquiry 
must be decided without debate. The question before the House 
is the question of discharging a committee. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the motion of the gentle 
man is to discharge the committee from the further considera 
| tion of this resolution. Now, I understand that the Committee 


}on Military Affairs has this resolution under cousideratic 


that they are actually considering it; that they have appointed 
2 subcommittee to make investigations and report back to the 
full committee. I have no doubt, from the information I ha 
before me, or from what I have heard, that that report 
come in at a date in the near future. I think the very state 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Garp 
shows that this resolution ought to be considered by a 
mittee, and the language properly drafted and reported t 


House, so that it can properly be passed o1 Therefore I do 
not think that the committee ought to be discharged at th 
time, and for that reason I hope that the motion of the gentle- 


man from Massachusetts will be voted do 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. One nmi ent, if the gen 
tleman will yield. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
ceived information that it is the intention of the committee to 
report that resolution? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My information came from the chair- 
man of the committee. I recall it now, although I did not 
remember it when the question first came up. My information 
is that this resolution is being investigated by the committee, 
and, as I understand,-a subcommittee has been appointed to 
look into the matter and report back to the full committee. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachuse‘ts. In that case, Mr. Speaker, 
I withdraw my motion, or resolution, to discharge the com- 
mittee. 


Has the rentieman re- 


an 
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APPROPRIATIONS INCIDENT TO THE SESSION. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to have laid before the House the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 2) 
making appropriations for the payment of certain expenses 
incident to the first session of the Sixty-second Congress, with 
Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. 
ments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to move concur- 
rence in the Senate amendments. 

These amendments, Mr. Speaker, relate particularly to the 
organization of the Senate itself. They first provide for certain 
employees essential to the transaction of the business of the 
Senate. The House provided for its session employees in the 
original resolution. 

The second amendment of the Senate provides an appropria- 
tion of a thousand dollars for stationery for the committees 
of the Senate. 

Another amendment takes care of a situation arising because 
of the death of a person named to do a particular work. Mr. 
Pitman Pulsifer had been designated in the legislative act, as 
I recall, or the deficiency bill, one or the other, as the person 
to prepare the Navy Yearbook and to supervise certain in- 
dexing work that had been put in his charge. He has died. 
The law provides that the Navy Yearbook should be issued an- 
nually, and a large amount of the indexing is still to be done. 
The Senate desires, instead of designating at this time some 
person permanently for the performance of the work, to reserve 
the control over the designation of the persons to do the work 
in the Committee of the Appropriations of the Senate; and 
inasmuch as it is a matter that peculiarly affects the work 
of the Senate and makes no additional appropriation, it seems 
to me, the House should not attempt to interfere avith them in 
the control of that work. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Pitman Pulsifer was formerly the clerk to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs in the Senate, of which the 
gentleman from Maine, Senator Hale, was chairman. Senator 
Hale, as will be remembered, was afterwards made chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate. Mr. Pit- 
man Pulsifer, while serving under Senator Hale as clerk to the 
Sommittee on Naval Affairs, became very expert in reference 
to naval affairs, and it was provided that he should compile 
the Navy Yearbook and index certain Senate public docu- 
ments. That work was originated only a very short time ago. 
Afterwards it was provided that he should index various Senate 
public documents and also reports and hearings of Senate com- 
mittees and joint committees of the House and Senate. Now 
he has died. Just why it should be left to the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate to employ somebody to compile 
the Navy Yearbook I am not informed. The Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate has nothing to do with the Navy, 
and certainly has no more to do with it than the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Frrzceratp], presiding over the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations of the House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The reason given by the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations in the Senate was this: Not 
only was Mr. Pulsifer appointed as indexer, but some gentle- 
man, whose name I do not recall at the moment, was appointed 
as his assistant. This fund of $6,000 was utilized to a great 
extent for indexing the reports of the Immigration Commis- 
siun, the persons doing the work being considered particularly 
familiar with it and fitted for the performance of that work. 

It is believed that the gentleman who has been engaged in 
this work, not only under Mr. Pulsifer but since his death, may 
prove entirely satisfactory. The statement is made that before 
any permanent designation is made it would be better to 
utilize the appropriations heretofore made under the control 
of the committee in the Senate until it is determined who is 
best fitted to do the work; and the control of this matter hav- 
ing been assumed by the Senate, and as Senate employees are 
at present engaged in the work, there is no disposition at this 
time, so far as I know, to interfere with the Senate control of it. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD] does not need any protection from this side of the 
House, but I can not see why, in the compilation of the Naval 
Yearbook, the disposition of funds should be left to the con- 
trol of the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, which 
has nothing to do with the Naval Yearbook. I can see why 
Pitman Pulsifer was provided for by special appropriation, be- 
cause he had been the clerk of the Committee on Naval Af- 


The Clerk will report the Senate amend- 
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fairs and the right-hand man of Senator Hdle when he was 
the head of that committee, and also when he became hea) 
the Committee on Appropriations; but if the gentleman 
New York [Mr. FrrzGerap] is willing to let the Senate su 
to his powers, I shall not object at this time, although if ¢) 
item should come in in a regular appropriation bill, I thi 
cidedly that the objection should be made. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is no doubt aware 
the Naval Yearbook originated with Mr. Pulsifer when he 
clerk of the Senate committee. 

Mr. MANN. But Mr. Pulsifer is no longer here. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is true. Apparently, wl 
might have been interested properly in that matter in the | 
was absolutely indifferent to it. Provision heretofore had 
made in the Senate that Mr. Pulsifer should not only ed 
Naval Yearbook but should do this other indexing work. 
might be a controversy in the Senate as to whether the « 
mittee on Appropriations or the Committee on Naval A 
should have control of the matter, but the Senator \ 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs—the Senator 
California [Mr. Perxrns]—ranks next to the chairman 0 
Committee on Appropriations in the Senate. 

Mr. MANN. In the Senate, but that situation does not! 
in the House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Quite true; but the Senate orgina 
very valuable and useful work. Members of the Hous 
preceding Congresses who might properly have been inter 
in protecting their right to parti¢ipate in it seem to have 
indifferent to the matter. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, not at all. Everybody at both ends « 
Capitol, I think, conceded that Mr. Pulsifer was pecu 
qualified to perform that work; but he is not living. Wh: 
be selected by the Committee on Appropriations of the S 
to compile this work now, which is just as valuable to the 
House as it is to the Senate, the gentleman may know ani th 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate may know, but [ do 
not know. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Committee on Appropriations « 
Senate made the statement that the gentleman who was : 
as Mr. Pulsifer’s assistant is now in charge of the work 
before a permanent designation is made, they wish to ascerta! 
the character of the work that may be done under him. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman informed whether that 
brother of Mr. Pitman Pulsifer? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No: it is not. I do not recall the : 
of the gentleman, but it is not Mr. Pitman Pulsifer’s brot 

Mr. MANN. I say that because Mr. Pitman Pulsifer’s b: 
is a very capable man for that kind of work, I should sa) 

Mr. FITZGERALD. He is a very competent man, but ! 
been for a great many years clerk of the Committee on 
merce of the Senate, engaged in an entirely different lin: 
work. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Ought not this to be done j 
by the Naval Committees of the House and Senate? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Probably it should. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. By the Naval Committees « 
House and Senate instead of the Appropriations Commiti: 
the Senate? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The work has been done by certai 
ployees of the Senate. The money was appropriated a1 
person was named as the law; and simply for the pur): 
utilizing the appropriations already made and to contin! 
work, instead of attempting to designate some individual | 
nently. This puts it under the control of the Committee « 
propriations of the Senate. For the present I see no obj 
to it. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. It would seem that it ought | 
under the control of the Senate and House Naval Commi! 
and that it ought not to be under the control of the Com! 
on Appropriations of the Senate. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not certain that it should be « 
by either House. : 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will give considerati 
the suggestions made by my colleague and myself when it 
to consider the regular appropriation bill or any Senate a: 
ment to it that seems to allow the Senate to take to itself «(1d 
tional patronage to do work that ought to be controlled by ' 
House and Senate. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The difficulty about it would be (i: 
both Houses would be claiming patronage, and would result in 
increased expenditure to do the same amount of work. 
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Mr. MANN. I am sorry to hear the gentleman say that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In the interest of economy, I should pre- 
fer to let the Senate do the work, rather than to multiply 
expense. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
House provided for by resolution for work of this identical 
character. Indexing and things of that sort have been provided 
for by simple resolution of the House, and the resolution car- 
ried from year to year. The gentleman connected with war 





There are several similar places which the | 
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| correspondingly great, and it behooves us to be liberal in ref- 


| excepting as it has been observed from the outside for 25 y 


claims has for years been carried on an appropriation bill, or | 


by resolution passed solely by the House, naming him in it, for 


the purpose of classifying and keeping up the index of claims | 


growing out of the recent war. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And the Senate has never attempted to 
designate the person to do that work. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I think there are many things the Senate 
provides for that might be dispensed with, and I do not know 
but that this is one. However, I am glad the attention of the 
House and the Committee on Appropriations has been called 
to it, and if it is unnecessary, when we come to frame the 
appropriation bill, I think the gentleman from IDlinois [Mr. 
Mann] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fostrr] can rest 


} 


erence to matters pertaining to the greatness of the country 
and economical in matters pertaining to waste. 

I disclaim any great knowledge of the workings of this body, 
: irs, 
together with a pretty close observation inside 


since b - a 
Member, but wish to couple this with the clai: 


1 of some knowl- 


| edge of the affairs on the outside of this great body with which 
it has to deal and will treat largely from this standpoint, ob- 
| Serving that the treatment will be confined mostly to the gen- 
| eral situation and almost entirely with ack edged facts and 
the deductions largely those which can b erefrom 
with something of an illustration along th ‘s that the 
specific must always yield to the general, for ts as recorded 
| by history represent a summing up of the \ M4 1. other 
words, a balance sheet, and in order to understand the specifi 
it must be read into this general summing WW 
The fourth Massachusetts district, which I have the ] r to 
represent, has few, if any, equals by way of the variety of in- 
terests or activities therein. It consists of 44 cities and tow 
in about 14 of them is much manufacturing of a wide 

| of production. The other 30 towns are largely farming, h 
incidental manufacturing only. On the east are the histor 
towns of Concord and Lexington, with their minute men and 


assured that if we can prevent it, if it is determined to be un- | 


necessary, it will not be appropriated for hereafter. I 
speaking for myself and not for the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman from New York 
to ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have asked unanimous consent, and, 
of course, I understand this is not a privileged matter. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Speaker lay before 
the House the joint resolution and Senate amendments, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the Chair lay before the House the Senate 
amendments to this resolution. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I move that the House concur in the 
Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on 
amendment? If not, they will be voted for en gross. 

There was no demand for a separate vote. 

The question was taken, and the Senate amendments were 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Firzcrrarp, a motion to reconsider the 
vote whereby the Senate amendments were agreed to was laid 
on the table. 


am 


any 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 


solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of | 


the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 4413, 


to place agricultural implements and other articles on the free | 


list. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. ALEXANDER in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
of which the Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4413) to place on the free list agricultural implements, 
cotton bagging, cotton ties, leather, boots and shoes, fence wire, meats, 
cereals, flour, bread, timber, lumber, sewing machines, salt, aud other 


articles. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WILDER]. 

Mr. WILDER. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this so-called 
farmers’ free-list bill. With reference to the oft-repeated state- 


ment by Members of this body, that it was the greatest delib- | 
erative body on earth, and the natural disinclination of anyone | 
to dispute it who is a Member thereof, the certain fact seems to | 


be that it represents 92,000,000 people and the country is the 
greatest ever, and whether or not the body was great it is in- 
cumbent upon it, either by its inherent greatness or, if necessary, 
borrowed greatness, to try to square itself with the needs of the 
situation. 

It is acknowledged that this country has more wealth than 
England and France combined and that its problems must be 


Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the | 


| allow. 


to end. 





guns, and the great watch city of Waltham. Doubtless 


many 
of you have Waltham watches in your pockets. There are then 


the big shoe towns of Marlboro, Hudson, Framingham, Natick 
and others. I have no doubt many of you have on shoes made 
in some of these towns. There are the big woolen mills at 


Maynard; at Clinton are the mammoth Bigelow carpet mills. 
Carpets from these mills may be in some of your homes. ‘The 


i 


big Lancaster cotton mills are also there and a big wire 
dustry. Leominster is the big comb town; few of you prob 


ably who have not at some time or other used a comb made in 


Leominster. Next Fitchburg, with its big paper mills, making 
the paper for both the Ladies’ Home Journal and the Saturday 
Evening Post, its big Parkhill cotton mills, together with 


large woolen and yarn industry. Besides this, 
and the big Dillon boiler works and many oth 


steam eng 


r smaller fac- 








tories. There is scarcely one here, probably, who has not seen 
or used some of the goods made at Fitchburg. Last, but not 
least, is my home town of Gardner, undoubtedly the greates 


chair locality in the world. Other large industries too numer 


ous to mention are in the district. Quantities of cotton fre 
the South; wool, leather, and lumber from the West; st 
and iron from Pennsylvania and other districts 


are consumed 
by its manufactories, which they in tu ip all over tl 
country. The man who represents this district can not go f 
astray if he stands true such a constituency. If he sees 
things as they are, he must cut a pretty straight | 
with fairness and firmness or he will have troubles 
ous to mention. Yet it is a grand old district. 
When an expert is called to testify on 
pected to qualify, but I have not time to go into the detai f 
the various interests with which I am quite closely acquainted 
and with many of which in times past I have been and am still 
identified. I will simply state that I w 
as a boy and still own and operate a farm of \ 
employed men since I was 17 years old. I went to manufactur- 


to 


ha «at 


is brought up on a farm 


ing in 1884 and have exported and imported goods since that tir 
During the early days of the McKinley Act, among oth 
cles. we were importing thousands of boxes of tinplat bout 


which I might state some interesting things, but time \ 
I am still connected with quite a few manufa 
dustries of various kinds and know the business from | 
Incidentally, I am a member of the bar. 
This bill before us seems to be known as the f 


ostensibly made for the relief of the farmer ap 
| pears to be limited to the class of farmer hom ‘if tended 
| to relieve. And in passing I wish to refer to a! r which J 
| may refer to again and which I have pr vy mentioned: 
that is, the thousands of bales of cotton f the Sont! 1 
by our many cotton mills—that beautiful Souti 1 that ar . 


who has seen must love—and refer to the bl ngs that 


been so bountifully bestowed uy her in the past few ye 
and-it is passing strange, it is beyond anything I 

or think why it is, that the representative ft 

day should still be complaining of our tariff dd ythi 
for that matter, when they have been so bountif , 


dantly favored in the past five years. Cotton to-day is quoted at 
about 15 cents a pound. During the time of the famous—per 
haps I might say infamous—Wilson bill, labeled by the late 


President Cleveland a piece of “ perfidy and dis or,” the price 


of cotton was about 9 cents per pound. 
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Complaint is made now of the alleged robbing of the cotton- 
producing States because of a duty on cotton bagging and ties. 
I shall not go into the details of this, but simply call attention 
to the fact that an average bale of 500 pounds of cotton is worth 
to-day about $75, the total cost of the bagging and ties covering 
the bale is about $1 per bale, or about 14 per cent. If the whole 


business could be saved and the North could give the South its | 


packages, this per cent represents the limit of saving. At the 


close of the last Democratic administration the same average | 


bale of cotton was worth about $45 and the bagging and ties 
cost about $1 per bale, representing over 2 per cent on the cost. 
Notice this is at the close of the last Democratic administra- 
tion. Assuming that this is now a Democratic administration, 
at least in this House, and I am talking with relation to their 
activities, which does the Southland like better, Republican 
cotton conditions or Democratic cotton conditions? I do not 
know what might be saved if bagging and ties were free, nor is 
it material if 15-cent cotton can be continued, but how much 
of this state of affairs did the cotton-producing States bring 
about? 
ton. On the other hand, they are comparatively small con- 
sumers of the manufactured goods of the northern factories. 
There is already much of this tainted northern money invested 
in the South, even in cotton mills. What recompense do the 
cotton-producing States give to the rest of the country for this 
magnificent price of this Republican administration they are 
receiving for their cotton brought about only under Repub- 
lican conditions? There is no other crop raised in this coun- 
try so favored. By so favored I mean in a worse condition at 
the close of the last Democratic administration and in better 
condition at the close of a Republican administration. If this 
argues for a change in the management of this great country I 
am utterly devoid of the powers of reasoning. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. WILDER. I do. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman state what the price 
of cotton was during the first year or two of the McKinley 
administration ? 

Mr. WILDER. I can not tell the gentleman. 

It was lower than it ever was in the his- 


Mr. BARTLETT. 
tory of the country except one year. 


Mr. WILDER. I am taking the general conditions of the 
last Democratic administration and comparing them with the 
last 14 years of Republican administration on the item of 
cotton. 

Mr. BARTLETT. What is the tariff on raw cotton that 
makes the tariff affect cotton? 

Mr. WILDER. I have not gone into the details. I have said 
that in matters of great concern the details must yield to the 
general. Mahomet must come to the mountain and not the 
mountain to Mahomet. In those years of Democratic adminis- 
tration cotton was 9 cents, and it is now 15 cents a pound. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Might I ask another question? The gen- 
tleman said that the South consumed only a small portion of 
the raw product of the cotton crop. Is it not a fact that for 
the past two years the South has consumed more of its raw 
product than the other mills in the country? 

Mr. WILDER. I do not understand the question. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman says the 
South consumed in its factories only a small portion of the cot- 
ton crop. I ask the gentleman if it is not a fact that the mills 
of the South last year and the year before consumed more of 
the raw product in its factories than the eastern mills and the 
mills situated elsewhere in this country? 

Mr. WILDER. That may be true; but still they are not 
using the cotton after it is produced. I am saying that no con- 
siderable portion of the market for cotton or cotton goods is in 
the South. It is comparatively small there. On the other hand, 
they are using a comparatively small amount of the elements 
in this country that support them in their cotton producing, 

Mr. BARTLETT. The trouble about it is that two-thirds, or 
62 or 68 per cent is exported to foreign countries. 

Mr, WILDER. The world’s markets undoubtedly enter into 
those conditions, but the facts are as I have stated. 

THE DEMOCRATIC TIMES OF 1892-1896. 

While I am about it I wish to refer for a few minutes to the 
personal experience I had in tussling with these alleged splendid 
four years of Democratic rule. Because of anticipation or fear 
of such a result we had the panic of 1892, which appears to 
have been well founded, for the Cleveland second administra- 
tion came in in March, 1893, and the depression following I 
need not refer to, as it is too well known and too awful to 
repeat. Suffice it to say that after struggling with large 


They are comparatively small consumers of their cot- | 
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financial matters and burdens the company with which I y 
connected, beginning with 1893, losing at the rate of $75.0 
a year, in the fall of 1895 was forced to assign. At that ti, 

I was 40 years old. I supposed I had a competence. [It , 
guifed all I had and left me $125,000 in debt. I refused 
repudiate this debt but made no headway whatever until! t))o 
Dingley bill had gotten into action. After 10 years of as hia 
work as any man ever did I got back onto my feet and mia 
my name good with every man who stood by. Some few s 
out, a comparatively small portion of the whole, and I did ; 
deem it necessary or honorable to pay the purchasers a profit 
My experience was that of thousands of others who look \ 
alarm and dismay at the possibility of a repetition of such 
times. 

Another important feature I wish to mention—the relation 
of the balance of trade, so-called, in this country to its genera] 
prosperity—which is frequently overlooked. The balance of 
trade is simply the question of whether or not we sell abroad 
more than we buy, or buy from abroad more than we sell. It 
is easily understood when we apply it to our own affairs. If we 
sell our product and services for more money than our ex- 
penses or living, we gain the difference. So with the country, 
which is simply a large business enterprise. 

Now, impost duties, or tariff on imports, had been reduce 
to such an extent that under the conditions then existing the 
balance had been nearly or quite reached in 1892, and inas- 
much as these duties should always be regulatory as disti: 
from free trade or for revenue purposes, of which I will ‘spe 
more later, the moment they were lowered by the Wilson }i!! 
a flood of foreign-made goods came into this country. If th 
result of such activity is well understood by some of 
speakers on this subject, they have kept their thoughts w: 
concealed, for they certainly hawe not disclosed such. The 
moment a large amount of foreign manufactured goods « 


| into this country it deprives the workmen in this country « 


just so much work, thereby not only increasing the amount « 
goods in this country to be sold over what there was before 
the floodgates opened, but decreasing at the same time t! 
purchasing power by cutting off the income of the purchase 
The four fiscal years nearest corresponding to the four ve 
of the last Cleveland administration showed the total b: 
of trade in favor of this country to be the comparati 
meager sum of $714,117,467, including gold (whereas in | 
years of Republican rule next succeeding, in one yeu 
jumped to over $500,000,000) against which must be put 
ably $150,000,000 annually spent abroad by Americans, len\ 
a net average in our favor of less than $30,000,000 per ) 
If there is a man in this House who wants a recurre 
those conditions, I shall be glad to have him say so. How 
he expect they will be any different under the same mii 
ment, although possibly by another generation? During 
14 years after the Dingley bill became effective—that is, t! 
fiscal years since that time—the balance of trade was in 
of this country; or, in other words, we have sold more th: 
have purchased abroad the enormous sum of §$6,474,))S0.)> 
Deduct from this the approximate amount the American | 
have spent abroad, of $2,800,000,000 (and I have al! 
$50,000,000 a year more for the full period than was includ 
in the previous four years of Democratic rule, becaus 


|; American people were more able to spend abroad) and we ! 


the net amount of balance of trade in our faver $3,674,0s) 
which, divided by 14 years, gives the splendid average of « 
$250,000,000 per year, as against the last Democratic ad: 
tration’s annual average of less than $30,000,000. There 


| be some Members in this House who would like to repeat 


awful four years, but they would not if they knew what | 
were talking about. No man who suffered during those 
years as I suffered could contemplate its duplication ex 
with the most awful forebodings. As stated, my experi 
was simply that of thousands of others. 

Now, just a word in relation to the Canadian reciprocity ! 
already passed by this House, with its relation to the fari 
free-list bill before us. I need not refer to the fact—it has bee 
repeated often enough—that every bill passed so far by t) 
House had been previously passed by a Republican House, © 
cepting, possibly, with some vicious additions. But I want | 
compare for a few moments the essential ,elements of tl 
Canadian reciprocity measure with this bill before the House, 
known as the farmers’ free bill. First, I want to say general'y 
that when we pit the farmer against the factory, or the factory 
against the farmer, it is a self-evident injustice. It has been 
stated many times by those more eloquent than myself that 
their interests are mutual and must go hand in hand if this 
country would prosper, and, indeed, to use the expression ©! 
another, their interests are “inextricably intermingled.” 5ec- 
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ond, I want to make a quotation about a 


inch long, which is 
the only thing I will “read into” 


this address. It is headed 


“Lanrier will not go to the coronation,” with a subheading, 
“Instead will remain at Ottawa to take charge of fight for 
reciprocity ” 
OTTAWA, ONTARIO, April 28 
The determination of the Canadian Government to ratify reciprocity 
was emphasized in Parliament to-day by the prime minister, Sir Wi 
id Laurier, who said that he would not go to England to re} 


enoda at the imperial conference or t in 


Ca he coronation of King Geor; 
June, but would reniain at Ottawa and press the reciprocity agreement 
if the Conservative opposition persisted in obstructing the ratification 
of the pact. 

It has been stated on the floor of this House in my hearing 


several times that this Canadian reciprocity measure was a lop- 
sided arrangement in favor of Canada. If this item does not 
show conclusively that the Canadian Parliament does not ceon- 
sider it a lopsided thing in their favor, then, for a second time, 
I am utterly devoid of reasoning powers. The Canadian people 
are the nearest like our people of any nation—their conditions, 
their soil, their temperament, their method of living, their all. 
There are only about 8,000,000 of them—about the size of New 
York or Pennsylvania. The reciprocity measure may be to our 
disadvantage in some respects, and doubtless, by the quotation 
I have just read, the Canadians feel it will be to their disad- 
yantage in some respects. This, I say, is the best possible evi- 
dence which we have before us that it is a fair deal. That i 
was so intended and worked out with the utmost care by Presi- 
dent Taft and his assistants is beyond question. To compare 
this with putting items on the free list for peoples whose condi- 
tions are wholly unlike our own, in the wages earned and the 
conditions under which they live, besides being a hundred times 
greater in number, in the third instance passes my powers of 
reasoning. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

When it comes to the theory of free trade or a tariff for 
revenue or any related activities, I am opposed to them. In 
the first place, theories—if by theory is meant a principle or a 
clear line of thought—while it is possible to apply such to mat 
ters of science it is absolutely impossible to apply them to 


human conditions. Possibly a theory might be applied to 
Divine conditions, but we are human, not divine. It is also 


possible that there may have been tariff considerations that 
great and wise men would stand for 25 years ago, or 15 years 
ago, that they would not stand for or would wish to change to- 
day. The gentleman from Illinois, ex-Speaker CANNoN, made 
one of the noblest remarks the other day that I have ever 
heard made when his attention was called to a remark that he 
made in 1894 in reference to what he said at that time, about 
whether or not the market price of wheat was controlled i 
London, and he replied: 
I have no pride in what I bave said in former years. 


And even though it was said as quoted—I think by the gen- 


n 
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of people—to lose from $50,000,000 to $75,000,000 in purchas 
power for the sake of raising $15,000,000, and evé 
ourselves, for revenue? We by far better raise this 


this from 


$15,000,000 









by internal tax on these very people who would be glad to 
the burden if given the additional sim There are 
however, certain items t) can not be manufa red favorabl; 
| in this country, and these are the realms in w r reyenu 
by way of impost duties can y I ra I i j s 5 
of goods that can not be produced t l ‘y al 
Personally I do not eare what the tariff is « ilks and ins, 
diamonds, wines, and other 1 i ; people 
ist on buying from abroad even ! iy pay fancy 

I ‘s therefor, | use t} ho ai i ] » duties 
and the whole purchase is o ul. Bu I Lt 
fore, should be regulatory so tha ’ 
prosper in the sanest fashion and should | ced ti » end 
that the goods involving much labor used in L 
be made in this country, and, in my estin 

Democratic Party, especially our friends f: 

to object to the burdens that they bear, \ 

at best, ‘ir bagging and ties, so S 

be l at 15 cents per pound 

Den arty, must be credited to | i Par 
{Applause on the Republican side.] I do! S how you 

get away from that. 

Much confusion arises from the effort to Ll great - 
lem of this sort by specific instances. One ; that the price 
of wheat, being an article of genera! expo1 1 
London; another says that it is cont 1 » b 
the product is sold. Others say that w hould f 
that we can get our surplus from th \r 1 ot 
places. Quite likely all of these things are t l é 
conditions. 

It certainly is true, and facts have proven it over and over 
again, that there are times when a very portion of the 
supply controls the price; for instance, a lar wheat corner 
has been broken with a few millions of bus! irthern Pa 
cific Railroad stock some years ago went x to $1,000 
because a comparatively few shar ( ! be obtained; 


tleman from Wisconsin—it seemed to make no difference with | 


his view at the present time. So I say, because of the fact that 
we are dealing with human conditions, theories when we try to 
apply them to such become mere vagaries. Our tariff, as I have 
stated before, is and always must be regulatory. It is possible 
that the word “ protection” to-day does not express the modern 


conditions correctly, but this term “regulatory ” expresses, to my | 


mind, my view of what a tariff should be. I mean that com- 
paratively speaking it is immaterial whether a tariff raises any 
considerable revenue or not. It is well known that when a tariff 
is high it raises no revenue, and it only raises revenue when 
made low enough so that goods manufactured abroad can come 
into this country. To illustrate, if we buy $100,000,000 abroad 
on which we pay an ad valorem duty of 15 per cent the Ameri- 
can people have to put out $115,000,000 to get these goods in 
from abroad, $100,000,000 going abroad and $15,000,000 going 
into the United States Treasury as impost duties. This 
$100,000,000, and for every multiple thereof an equal amount, 
would represent from $50,000,000 to $75,000,000 of American 
labor, and consequently from $50,000,000 to $75,000,000 of pur- 
chasing power in this country, 

You say my quota of labor is too large for this amount of 
products, but I tell you nay; there is not only the last com- 
pleting factory’s pay roll, but there is the pay roll of every 
factory that furnishes materials and supplies for the last or 
completing factory, so that the entire pay roll for any $100,- 
000,000 of manufactured goods brought in from abroad de- 
creases our purchasing power from $50,000,000 to $75,000,000, 
and in many instances decreases it by the whole amount less 
the margins of the various manufacturers, and even much of 
this goes out for services of employees, transportation, and use 
of capital and otherwise. Now, where is the profit to this 
country—and this country for the purposes of this discussion 
must be considered as if it were yourself or a little community 


but that case in the North Dakota town where t! whe 


at a higher price on our side of the street tl ( 
side, which would, of course, be the reve ul 
tured articles, while a necessity under the 


rather than a marvel, yet when these 


very peo] e. ( 1 eit] . ‘7 


of the street, undertook to sell a carload of wheat of th 
grade for export they would get the same pri ; it ‘ 

if we should have a shortage of wheat in this ya 
time, the export or even general market would t t 

any local instance, excepting at a price plus the « f bring 
| the wheat from some other place Again, the United Stat 
and Canada are large exporters of wheat, they have « | 
for years past, we expect they will export for years to 

and if at any time, as a matter of fact, wheat in export 
ties—that is, quantities not controlled by local 

exported, if the Canadian price was lower tha 

States price, or vice versa, the country having tl 

would necessarily have all the export market they could 
because the markets of the world will pay for wheat fi 
country of the same grade just the same as fr her 
country. 

Again, what is the use of talking about Argentine beef « t 

into this country and affecting the beef price here to any 

so long as this country exports cattle and beef? If Argen 
price was lower than ours, they would have all the export 

ness, would they not, and the United States ld ne f 
against them? But these items, when they c » be worked 
specifically, are simply confusion. The hu mind not 
follow out such things specifically, and w i on 
sideration what has happened in the past at build 
what will happen in the future. “B fi ye shall 
know them. Do men gather grapes of thorns, or figs of 1 
tles?” . Look what happened to this country, as I have stated 
from the record, under Democratic and Republican rule on the 
single item of cotton, that has b lked so much about in 
the last few days in this House. Under Democratic rule 9 «& 





| stake my whodle hope of su 


| 


per pound and 15 cents under Republican rule. I am willing to 


ess and prosperity on what will 
happen by what has happened 
I do not understand how this can be the greatest deliberatiy 
body on earth one day and then be informed the next by some 


individual Member of the legislation that passed in the 
coming days, for together ‘hey make a paradox. And for these 
reasons, which can be readily applied, I stand opposed to this 
bill. We have gone far enough at the present time with the 
Canadian reciprocity bill. I have little use for a steam roller, 


is to be 
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regardless of the party operating it, and believe that all of our 
affairs should be treated with the utmost care, and while 
changes should be made continuously, they should be made with 
the utmost discretion, and this headlong falling asunder in our 
midst with the usual result should be avoided, if possible, 

And may the good Lord encompass and speedily facilitate this 
brilliantly illumined, pyrotechnical, new Democratic steam roller 
in its flight down hill, backward, until it disappears altogether 
in the sepulcher of the demnition bow wows already yawning 
for it in the abyss at the foot of the hill, [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Drxon]. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, for 14 years the legis- 
lative and executive departments of the Government have been 
under the complete control of the Republican Party, and during 
that period the burdens of taxation have been gradually and 
greatly increased, the expenses of the Government multiplied 
many times, the number of trusts become too numerous to 
enumerate, the power of the special interests has become 
stronger each year, and they have become the most favored 
objects of legislation. ‘The people in the last election repudiated 
that party for its faithlessness to the interests of the people 
and its open and flagrant violation of its platform pledges. The 
Democratic Party has been restored to supremacy in this Cham- 
ber, it has returned to the seat of its former power and glory, 
and here it will remain if it proves true to its principles and 
avowed purposes. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Ever since Congress assembled in special session our party 
has been engaged in an earnest effort to carry into effect our 
platform pledges. 

In less than four weeks our party has demonstrated its 
faithfulness to those pledges upon which it received the votes 
of the people. It has taken from the Speaker of the House the 
power to appoint committees, and thus control legislation. It 
has passed through this House a joint resolution to give the 
people the right to elect their United States Senators by a direct 
vote of the people. It has passed a bill compelling campaign 
committees to inform the people before an election the sources 
of the money used for the expenses of the campaign and election. 
It has sought to thus give notice as far as possible of the con- 
tributions by the beneficiaries of special legislation, the favored 
interests. It has provided a way and will reduce the expense 
of this House by nearly $200,000 by cutting off useless offices. 
It has placed before the House this bill placing upon the free 
list many of the articles of necessity to the American farmer, 
and will pass the same within a few days, and if it does not 
become a law the Republican Senate and President will be re- 
sponsible for the failure. Trace Republican legislation from 
its beginning and there has been no measure of relief to the 
people ever enacted by that party that carried so large a benefit 
as the pending bill. The farmer has always been the injured 
party in Republican legislation; he is the party benefited in 
Democratic legislation. Upon his back the Republicans placed 
the heaviest burdens of tariff taxation, and we relieve him of 
part of that load by our first tariff bill. He is the very last 
person considered in your legislation; he is the first one cared 
for in our legislation. We are proud of the fact that the crea- 
tion of the Department of Agriculture in our Government was 
a Democratic measure, and the act creating the same was 
signed by a Democratic President. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

We boast of the great wealth of our country; the farmers 
created that wealth. They are the basis of the prosperity of 
our country. Agriculture is the oldest and most important of 
all industries, and our prdégress is measured by its development 
and advancement. In the prosperity of the farmer is involved 
and dependent the happiness and prosperity of all classes. 
Bountiful harvest to the farmer brings prosperity to all classes 
and diffuses its blessings among all the people. Failure to him 
brings want and misery to all. The Nation prospers when the 
farmer prospers, and the results are felt throughout the world. 
He asks no special favors from the Government, and has re- 
ceived none. The favors shown to the special interests by high 
protective laws have been to the detriment of the farmer, and 
upon his back have rested most heavily those unjust burdens of 
tariff taxation. He asks but for a fair deal, and from Republi- 
cans he has asked in vain. We propose to do justice to this 
large class of citizens, who have made this country the envy 
and pride of the world. Upon the farmer rests the burden of 
feeding and clothing the world, and the Republican policy has 
taken from him by tariff taxation a very large part of the 
profits of his labor. He is unprotected, and while governmental 
favoritism is shown to other industries he, alone and unaided, 
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May 


sells his products in free competition in the markets of ¢) 
world. He produces more than our people can consume a; 
must seek foreign markets, and the price of these products 


the foreign markets fix the price of his products not on}, 
Congress can not by law fix those pric 


abroad but at home. 


wv, 


or affect them; they are settled by a law beyond the power o{ 


Congress—the law of supply and demand. When the supply 
large the price is low, and when the demand is great the pr 
is high. Any law that seeks to change that rule is made for « 
ception. The Republicans have for years sourht to deceive | 
armer by claiming omnipotent power through tariff laws, t} 
a duty on his products enhanced the value; but to-day its m 
eminent followers have confessed that their professions w, 
insincere and made only to deceive, and any duty on produ 
that must be sold abroad was useless. 

Both political parties in their last campaign promised r 
sion of the tariff. The Democratic Party, faithful to its est 
lished custom of frankness and sincerity, promised revi 
downward; the Republicans simply promised revision. 
date Taft interpreted that platform as downward revision, ; 
upon this interpretation received the majority of the vote 
the American people. How that interpretation was carried 
legislation the Payne-Aldrich bill answers. How the out: 
and deceived people felt is attested by the present Democ: 
majority in the House. 

Instead of relieving the people, their burdens were increas 
and the desperate attempts to show the reductions in that | 
have failed, and even the so-called reductions were in 1 
only, and prohibitive rates still continue. President Taft, 


seeking to allay popular outcry and as far as possible ke 


afloat the battered and torn Republican ship, sought to sec 


the Canadian trade agreement. His own party, torn asun 
by internal strife, but, as ever, loyal and subservient to { 


special interests, would not even grant this small measure of 


relief, and the Democrats aided the President in securing | 
result. It is not what the Democrats desired or would h 
secured, and it is not an answer to the popular demand for t: 
reduction. It is only a step in the right direction. It is 
opening of the tariff wall that has surrounded our country; 


is a break in the protective policy that will lead to its over- 


throw. It is an acknowledgment that the Democratic polic 
opening the markets to our trade will benefit our own pe 
It is opposed by every trust in the country, by every speci: 
terest that has grown great and powerful from wealth d) 
from the people by tariff laws. 

This bill placing on the free list the different items ment: 
is a Democratic measure, and our party is alone respo 
for it being here to-day; no Republican voted in favor of ¢ 
ing this House an opportunity to pass the bill. It is pres 


as the first answer to the people who have asked for relief and 
help. We are the wealthiest nation on earth. Our farms an 


farm property represent $25,000,000,000 of the Nation’s w: 
We have 6,000,000 farms and 12,000,000 persons engaged 
farming, and this represents one-third of the entire popula 
Our farms and their products increase in value each year. 
1910 our farms yielded a wealth valued at $8,926,000,000. | 
year our corn crop was 3,121,281,000 bushels, and was v 
not less than $1,500,000,000. It would have paid the int: 
bearing indebtedness of the United States and bought all the + 
and silver mined in all the countries of the world last \: 
The production of the great Steel Corporation was but 
over half as much as the value of last year’s corn crop. 

We harvested 60,000,000 tons of hay, worth $720,000 
691,777,000 bushels of wheat, worth $625,000,000; and ou 
ton crop was worth $900,000,000; oats worth $380,000,000 ; 
bacco, $95,000,000. 

We have not only fed and clothed our own people, but : 
abroad last year to feed and clothe the world $871,107,067 w 
of farm products. 


The first articles we mention in this free-list bill are acri 


cultural implements. In 1905, the last year for which we ): 
had full reports printed, the total value of agricultural in 
ments manufactured was $112,007,344, of which we expo 
$20,721,741. In 1910 we exported of these articles $28,124,::; 
increase of 629._per cent in 20 years. Our exportations are a! 
one-fifth of the total amount manufactured. These goods are = 
in every part of the world in competition with the world. 
they meet and control the foreign market, they certainly 1 
not fear competition with foreign-made goods at home. 
tariff has prevented any competition to speak of, but t! 
articles have sold higher here without competition than abr 
with competition. Our farmers are entitled to at least 
good treatment as the foreign farmer. The factories m: 
facturing agricultural implements have been reduced in nu! 
from 1,943 in 1880 to 648 in 1905. 
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The farmer abroad uses agricultural implements made here, 
but purchased at lower prices than sold to our farmers, yet the 


in so cultivated is sold in competition with the world and 
with the products of the American farmer. 
Our wheat growers compete with the wheat growers of 


Russia, England, France, Hungary, India, and all the grain- 
growing countries of Europe and Asia, and their products meet 
the markets of the world the products of the poorest paid 
labor in the world. 
The serfs of Russia, the oppressed peasantry of Hungary, 
d the people of India all pour the products of their labor 
o the free markets of Europe and are sold in competition 
with the world. 
Under the Dingley law from 1898 to 1907, 10 years, the im- 
portations and duties from agricultural implements were: 


0 


On a value of about $20,300 a year yielding annual duties 
of $4,000. In 18 years we have imported less than § 
worth of agricultural implements of all kinds, collecting duties 
less than $60,000 or $3,000 a year. 

Our exportations are increasing yearly and our goods are 
found in all the countries of the world. During the last 10 
years we exported agricultural implements as follows: 

Agncultural implements exported. 
[From the United States Statistical Abstract, 1909.] 


| 
| Mowers and! Plows and 





Years. reapers. | cultivators. All other. 
Od hddnseckekad desacctsbocsnsinse $11,243,000 | $2,178,000 | $2,677,000 
SR ee jiddvalinaesecasbiteshes | 9,943,000} 1,888,000} 4,481,000 
a tend naked aaveccseqesiacsésnans } 8,818,000} 2,791,000 4, 677, 000 
inoackndugen ate tachiguiccesoane | 10,326,000} 3,169,000 7, 510, 000 
erin cawuscacuscddusbsecesackaaa | 11,568,000} 3,537,000] 7,643.000 
NG. .occcscoeccccccccccccccccccsaccccesccece 10, 599, 000 2,892,000 | 7,269,000 
TE... sa tnchuenbbadachiinn | 12,150,000 | 4,128,000] 8,275, 000 
DU cpietnntnéénaccececcasévecesouescss 15, 078, 000 3, 492,000 | 8,366,000 
SL Ar acess duéandevcwssacneusawe | 13,570,000} 3,139,000} 7,454,000 
bina tasneccndsennesensensewes | 14,052,000} 3,705,000 7, 846, 000 
ih cn1a tnbvbdcnsess cekiuasdeawn 117,347,000 | 30,919,000 | 66,198, 000 
SM isnwidiescckevcesassienawcenond 7, 498,000 | 11,820, 000 

i 


11, 972, 000 








Or a grand total of $245,755,000 exported, as against about 
$200,000 imported for the same years. 
more than a thousand times as much as we buy from the 
world. We have been exporting about £20,000,000 a year, or 
about one-fifth of our home production, as is shown by the 
following : 


Value of agricultural products man tfactured in United States as per 
census reports, 1905. 

EE ee eee a etaia cama, eghiniiin aes iaal  aal $68, 640, 000 

RE naiteaiiteaaliaitinst ite aaa 81, 271, 000 

I ceo) ose es ssa eames emaprinetatinesiaddiseniteianeaiea ae 101, 207, 000 

ES ee 112, 007, 000 


With this enormous implement production and the trifling 
importation, the time has come for free trade in agricultural 
implements. Our exports to foreign markets in 1910 were as 
follows: 


TT, 








I _sssencivepientenenionetiondeeibssaiiaiadieiaiaaenianaiimadadinaled $913, 801 
_ © (i eS eS sii a ee eee a 2, 960, 000 
Is artigo aera 1, 580, O00 
ccna di cinciticieaniioencancsiinsstianen uninubaitgatjiismsiniguantinilpnamlaias 471, 000 
To Netherlands ._........... leieisniatenisistninionininnmaiiidinaiediines eeinaaeaie 395, 000 
I esi canes aan tcnail 5, 370, 000 
I a easiest ete ionic amesdinanioastlal 2, O88, 000 
i ak sdtnsaliibindibansemmtiacliditionasidandiiaes 4, 321, 000 
sy ee 501, OOO 
To Nee pcommepenindbadantntanenaninesiameinl oot, OOO 
I ce slenuiiniepenbecbncinahelath 3 000 
ea 1, O00 
caitlin 1, 369, 000 
I i eesismscinmes eit eneben 621, 000 
I i iatltinceedcnernsaieseneenaniiocell . 1, 382, 000 
I 51, 000 

There is no necessity for a tariff upon agricultural implements, 


even from the protection standpoint. 
is to assist the trust manufacturer further to plunder the 
Ameriéan farmer. The Member from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] 
contended that placing farm implements upon the free list 
would be of but small benefit to the farmer, since the revenue 
derived from the present tariff was but $2,775 in 1905, and that 
this small amount of saving was so trivial when divided among 
the numerous farmers. This reasoning is absurd. By this 


The only excuse for one 


$400.000 | 
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is either practically prohibitive or that foreigne e unable 
to successfully compete with our manufacturers. 

It is of vital importance to « irmers that the bagging and 
sacking of the agricu!tural products be made free of duty in 
order to secure the most favorable price possible. The sacks, 
bags, and coverings used in the transportation of agricultural 

| products are indispensable in the marketing of these goods, and 
as the products themselves can not receive the b lit of any 
protection, as they are export products and their ce fixed 
abroad, it is unfair and unjust that the farmer should pay 
tariff tax upon the sacks and bags necessary for the irketing 
of these products, so we put them on the f: Hoop or 
band iron or steel for baling cotton or other com dities, and 
wire for baling hay, straw, and other agrici due’s, we 
also place on the free list. The grain from the northern farmer 
and the cotton from the southern farmer are Is given equal 
and fair treatment. As the northern grains must be sacked, 
the sonthern cotton must be covered, and we thus red t 
once a large expense necessary in the operation of any farm 

The farmer is thus supplied the wire for baling his hay and 
straw without the payment of an additio sum by reason of 
the tariff. In the Middle West, where thousands of tons of y 
and straw are annually baled for the market, this relief from 

| exorbitant prices will be of inestimable value to the farmer 
compelled to prepare his hay for shipment by baling. In the 
past he has been forced to swell the ear igs of the trusts by 
his contributions in the purchase of his wire We have so t 

| to relieve him of this burden. 

Under the Wilson bill ties for baling cotton we fre In 
1898, 16,265,506 pounds were imported, valued at 498, or 
14 cents 2 pound, without freight, insurance, or commissions. 


We sell to the world | 


process of reasoning, if the tariff rate were absolutely prohibitive | 


and no revenue received, then it would be folly to change it, as 
he would say it cost the farmers nothing. The same argument 
would sustain all the prohibitive rates in the Payne-Aldrich 
bill. The fact that the revenue is so small shows that the rate 
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The Dingley law imposed a half a cent a pound duty on 
hoop or band iron, or hoop or band cut to lengths, or 
wholly or partly manufactured into hoops or ties, coated or not 


steel, 


coated with paint or any other preparation, with or without 
buckles or fastenings for baling cotton or any other commodity. 

The importations fell off at once to nothing, and it was not until 
1900 that a million pounds came in. The ave re importations 
ii the eight years, 1900-1907, have been about 2,000,000 pounds 


All duties during that period were $84,274, or an average annual 
revenue of $10.53 


The duties are and have been very small, and Govern- 
ment. in the interest of the cotton farmers, can we fford to 
make cotton ties free. The Payne bill reduced the rate of du 
from one-half cent a pound to three-tenths cent, \ h y a 
proper move, but not radical enough to meet ie demand f 
the case. For the first year of this law we imported a \ e 
of $9,389, collecting a duty of $1,498 

Wheat growers are given free bindi twine, as America can 
compete with the world on that article, and it i ently 
true that America can compete with the world in manu. 
facture of cotton ties. 

Under the Wilson bill in 1898 the value of all import 
of cotton ties free was $239,498. The value of all binding 
imported free in 1907 was $227,499, or practically th 
eotton ties in 1898 under the Wilson law it would 
low from this that if binding twine is free because we ca 
pete cotton ties should also be free. One is as able to t : 
care of itself as the other. 

On page 4825 of the hearings before the Ways 1 Me 3 
Committee of the House Mr, C. Lee MeMillan, of New Orlean 
stated that the tariff tax per bale was 44 cents, or 224 cents 
per bundle of 5 bales, under the Dingley law, or 2.7 cents 
bale, or 13.5 cents, under the present law. 

On the 13,000,000 bales of cotton produced in 1907, had 
ties been imported the tariff duties would have 
and under the Payne law, $351,000. ‘The 


imported, inasmuch as the Government revenue year 
was but $1,498. 

The difference of approximately $840,502 \y 
profits of the American manufac 

Our manufacturers can pré 
other manufactu and 
a margin of nearly a half million of d rs as une ied turiff 


rs, 





profits, profits which the Ame 1 fa n | 
It is impossible to give figures w 1 will show the im 
tion of wire used for ba! y, straw, and other farm prod 
as no separate account is kept for this particular w 
BARBED FENCE WI DS, AND WIRE I I 
These articles are a necessity to the farmer. He is1 { 


able to maintain rail and board fences, as the pm iml 

too high to be used for this purpose. He must of nm 

resort to the wire fencing, and it is an item of considerable 
expense in his yearly accounts. He should be able to purchase 
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it at the lowest possible price, and for that reason we have 
placed it on the free list. The tariff rates on these articles have 
compelled our people to depend upon the great steel industry 
for their supply. The Steel Trust is the largest combination of 
wealth in the country, and this wealth has accumulated by 
means of tariff legislation. With absolute control of our mar- 
kets, and with power to fix their prices at will, they have drawn 
from the American farmer a constant flow of gold to their own 
treasury. Not satisfied with the control of this market, they 
have annually exported immense quantities of their goods and 
furnished them abroad cheaper than to our own people. While 
they have fought Canadian reciprocity in the name of the 
farmer, yet they compel the American farmer to pay for his 
barbed wire and fencing 50 per cent more than they sell the 
same fencing to the Canadian farmer. The same is true of 
horseshoes and wire nails and many other of the finished prod- 
ucts, and their love for the farmer is measured by the amount 
of money they can take from his pockets. 

Imports of barbed and other wire for the years ended June 30, 1909 

and 1910. 

Barbed wire: 
Exported in 
Exported in 

Other wire: 
Exported in 
Exported in 4, 676, 

We exported about as much barbed wire as all other wire 
combined, and sell it in all parts of the world. 

In 1905 manufacturers reported a total production of all 
kinds of wire of $37,914,000. 

We give, by this bill, 
with the duty free. This article is no longer a luxury 


il ccngagosingtcdiasnncttiaptaiedipeasitiiaseindiintiabeapdininnegsddpiinas $3, 752, 964 
1910 


but a 


necessity and is found in almost all the homes of the people. | 


Our machines are used in almost every country of the world, 
and an American traveler sees them for sale in every European 
port. 

This is another American article that is sold abroad cheaper 
than at home. Recently the prices quoted for domestic and for- 
eign use were as follows 





Domestic; Foreign 


Sewi hi . : 
Sewing machines. price. price. 








Nog occ dda cddeuh vacua ote sitibahaehs Uhtidn ébcueseheesboc’s $27. 
Rigo wnéicduiiiing cpip elie dbedubibtebedeedene tpibgnocnsys+ 2: 
Cheap 1 


7. 50 $20. 75 
2. 00 17. 50 
8.00 2. 00 

I presume that these manufacturers have urged 
farmers to protest ag 
least break in the wall of protection and exclusiveness. In 1905 
the number of establishments making these machines was less 
than half those in 1880, but with thrice the capi ital invested, 
and the total value of the finished machines was $20,869,870, and 
the amount exported was $6,104,279, or nearly one- third of the 
total manufactured. These exportations increased to $7,513,852 
in 1910. When such quantities are exported and sold in free 
competition abroad, do they need protection from competition at 
home? 

The Payne-Aldrich bill gives a duty of 30 per cent on sewing 

1achines. 

We have no disposition to injure or cripple any American in- 
dustry, 
to injure or cripple the American people. Their duty simply 
nilows the manufacturer of these goods to absolutely control 
the American market from foreign competition and charge our 
people the price just below what the duty allows them, and then, 


the 
ainst Canadian reciprocity— they fear the 


also 


at lower prices, to sell to foreigners in open gnd free competi- |. |; y e 
a : 2 oe |; no kind whatever. 
We simply require them hereafter to treat their customers | 


tion. 
alike and prevent the discrimination against our own people. 

The first tariff bill and the one which Thomas Jefferson as- 
sisted in framing put salt on the free list. Salt is not the prod- 
uct of human genius or skill. 
use; it is in the waters of the sea, as well as in the earth. Ani- 
mal existence depends upon its supply. It is wrong to place a 
{ax upon such an absolute necessity to both man and beast. 

The removal of this duty on salt is a great benefit to the 
packer of pork and beef, to our butter makers, and people gen- 
orally. 
the salt business, but we rejoice in giving the people free salt. 

LEATHER, BOOTS AND SHOES, HARNESS AND SADDLERY. 

Hides were placed on the free list in 1909, and the Democrats 
ihen endeavored to have the item here mentioned placed on the 
free list, but the Republicans refused to permit it. Leather is 
being marketed in this country at low cost and is a necessity to 
our people. Boots and shoes made in this country are sold 


4, 521, 221 
— zoned IDs. on viinevsiebatedscevloctet | 


784 | 


to*the housewife her sewing machine | 


but we are not disposed to allow any American industry | 


| annum then it may fairly be assumed that 


Nature has produced it for human | 


A few people are interested in having a monopoly of | 
| Boot a and shoes 
| Harnes 
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throughout the world and compete in all the markets. A 
can machinery used in this industry are superior to that . 
other country, and there is no necessity of this tariff, a \ 
we received last year $97,325 in duties from this sc hex 

are of such universal use and demand that our people 
titled to them at the lowest price possible. 

No industry will be injured, and millions of people 
benefited, and this is the reason for its enactment. 

Leather and its manufactures—boots, shoes, and harness 
be classed among the prime necessities of life, and wit! 
on the free list, should be admitted free of duty. The in 
tions and duties on such leather and its products as are : 
by this bill in 1910 were as follows: 


Description. Duty. 


| Per cent. | 

Band and sole leather | 

Band and sole leather 

Calfskins, tanned 

Grain, buff a nd split . 

Patent leathe r, 20 to 30 cents per pound and 8 to 20 

RS EIA OES ETT E LIN 25 to 3 5 | 

i 
| 
; 
} 


Ts -d but unfinished 
ns, dre ssed and finished (Dingley) 
is, dressed and finished 

r leather 


DEK 


Phi ilipp one WO ntti dec edetbessbetnsctvaccne 
Leather cut into uppers 


15 to 35 


BO .  tpichasithsoumeih dednthteataCemsingess 
PGES GONE a cadcccvecdbtedtaddaceseeccnsocncss 
Harness and saddlery 


Total 

From this it will be s seen th: it our “imports were con 
unimportant. On the other hand, we imported fr 
follows: 
Buffalo hides__- 
Calfskins 
Other cattle hides- 
Goatskins 
Horse skins__—- 
Kangaroo skins 
Sheepskins 
Other 


skins 


Total ‘ 

There can be no va lia reason 
$113,640,000 worth of free raw 

tures and charging from 


for giving free « 
material for leather 
5 to 45 per cent on the m 
products, leather, boots and shoes, and harness. © 
of $3,797,176 are in no sense a menace to the man 
while the revenue, $540,608, is no compensati 
consumer, who argues that while millions are co: 
Leather Trust in free importations of raw 


class, 


4 ™ 
SLOCK 


| fortieth as much might be permitted to have the sam 


in boots and shoes, harness, and leather. 

What is the condition of our leather lustry ? a DD 
all we need? Our imports of leather- ctically 
terial—in 1910 amounted to but $3,797,176. If 
people use only 4 cents worth of foreign leather per 
our hom 
1d need | 


¥ 
ind 


turers have the entire field to themselves a 


Our exports for 1909 and 1910 were: 


Sole leather 

Upper leather: 
Kid, glazed 
Pate 


Split 


Tots ai leather 


This is a remarkable showing for k leathe r and leather 
fully warranting the placing of these articles on the fr 
In 1892 our exports were but $12,000,000, and the $100,'" 








1911. 





mark under the impetus of free hides may fairly be expected 
in a few years. We sell leather and leather goods to all the 
world, but principally to Great Britain. We sold Great Britain 
leather in 1905 amounting to $4,400,000. Japan bought 
$3,400,000. Great Britain bought $10,900,000 of other leathers, 
while all other countries took $6,000,000, American leather was 
sold in Asia to more than $1,000,000. America outside of the 
United States bought $2,000,000, while Australasia and Africa 
took more than half a million. Great Britain bought $2,000,000 
of our boots and shoes, four-fifths of all cur exports to Europe. 
Canada bought $1,000,000; Mexico, $1,500,000; and the West 
Indies $2,000,000. Our harness and saddles found all 
around the globe. 

We export far more leather than does Great Britain, about 
the same quantity of boots and shoes, but far less of saddles 
and harness. British manufacturers of boots and shoes, leather 
and leather goods can not compete with our manufacturers 
of these goods on a free-trade basis, and this bill will open the 
way to a freer trade, which will ultimately redound to the in- 
terest of the consumers. 

For many years prominent manufacturers of boots and shoes 
from all parts of the country said, “ Give us free hides and we 
will consent to free boots and Free hides have been 
given, and this bill will carry into effect the other part of the 
proposal. 

We sold abroad last year over $13,000,000 worth of boots and 
shoes, and they were sold in free competition with the world. 
If our manufacturers can successfully compete with foreign- 
made goods in the open markets abroad, they can surely com- 
pete with foreign-made goods in our own country. 


} 
sole 


sales 


shoes.” 


MEAT AND MEAT PRODUCTS, 


For the year ending June 30, 1910, our importations and duties 
were as follows: 





Articles. Value. Duties. 

RL 6 até acviedisadeedeiesdsi sundseunsaenmabes $117, 880 $20. 384 
Re iit Re tacenssusdicenstnnuethaebdsntwewdhenébbaes 61, 110 12, 830 
DS nd én ch btwn centind <knkbneebannimdin eam Ades opps 151, 398 33, 472 
nL ta c6nbe¢anaenddsscs vadabanecsbtatnaaabensuowies 25, 798 2.518 
ED atinict Scéweatncguntidectatdiddtustieaiaaeotulaas 7,374 S26 
wan cccagharnacencnedd dambecdtnawhbeaiansinae al 3, 806 608 
] dee nt eos een ehensganeedtahaenadéeabademensed 446 os 
Me oa nnn hd06n6en dcngawendinnes ae ehandkenaaadaned 4,559 156 
ES GE POCNINVOE 6 oo exccdeccashs doccusssnsesascdess 451,780 112, 93¢ 
Mutton, fresh ............ cha ciinstadn capital Telli mniie: tiie | §6,657 1,414 
i ee aids eee einen aden diede atcha k hialiate 28, 905 ? 
SS ich bas taped bred ebanteds ceaseetedetaldleakaire 52, 843 15, 03% 
CML: Ju Sal. cbddidncedeneecdcateakGeubedetihabakae 2,655 7 

ETE hc ebbiihsiddwerdesisageunnedtnasonssdebannns’ 965, 211 212, 446 


We import less than $1,000,000 worth of meat and meat prod- 
ucts, and the duties, $212,446, or approximately 22 per cent, 
can very appropriately be remitted in view of the fact that 
the preparation and sale of meats for the domestic market have 
passed under the control of the Beef Trust and its allies. 

EXPORTS. 

In 1909 our exports were as follows, as shown by the Sta- 
tistical Abstract: 
Beef products : 


eee $1, 645, 822 
Beef, fresh ie ae sidnineinaat iptigttggiaildntaiianiangal 12, 698, 594 
Beef, saited or pickled____-~- sn somnsneesiosndabitlaivenath io 3, 438, 048 
COE ESO EEE ee 34, 319 

SE NO hci ap caine nientnts ticienarenantirnenainiitintiab lanes 17, 816, 783 


Hog products: 





a 
Hams and shoulders 
I ih: alias cicdecihdaep datas adiniaiiaiiail mS 


Pork, fresh— 





a calceniallit sae ipa alcatel anata 4, 
hort ain sipviinigts pda taedasipiaiedidialtunsepaaiadataitahinigiamelnestiniaiilieehas 52 
I ii anntitpeitls disitncn etticancin ttc 108, 317, 015 
i a dislocate ebtataasohele’ 6, 115, 307 
Mutton ____ ‘ OE RE EEE EE EOI Ee 141, 654 
Oleo of] and neutral lard_................. eee 
I a ctl cecum S48, 644 
CE EEE ee 99T, G5 
All other: 
a ik a dill eee Maced emniphdiicinennianinabinane 1, 060, 222 
I i i cecal 1, 783, 351 
I I ice eninad 30, O73, 554 
Grand total meat products__.................._. 156, 207, 352 


For every dollar’s worth of meat bought outside the country 
we sell $156 worth. There is little danger of free trade in meat 
products injuring the industries of the United States. 
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MEAT PRODUCTION 


The special census of the United States for 1905 discloses the 





fact that our manufacturers and packers put up the following 
| product values for that year: 
Value of product. 
I I ii ile es : _ $6, 128, 601 
Ssausag 8S, 122, 904 
Slauchtering and meat products, w 801, 757, 137 
Total a S16, OOS, 642 
The great slaughtering houses report their lard and sausage 
product as a part of the tot raxtuct, which accounts for the 
small showing of these manufacturers in the above table. 
We import S 11 
We export a lh 7 »2 
We produce ~ OS, O42 
By this bill we lose about $212,446 revenue. Our meat pro- 
duction would be largely augmented could we add t f nd 
home slaughter of animals. 
Imports of flour, meal, and similar foods for year en i J 910 
\ D 
OGD SEE GONE bs sc cddkcdacdqugduneennanescsaanex $ 4 $114, 697 
Bread and t i desdnaeecvabaneen ! 2 l 
EOE TRIN o sawdecddccccaddsenanan { , 
Corn n il eeccceseceseseseece ecce Y 
| Oat meal and rolled oats.......... aeebeees . ] 5 7 
SS duoduan uated entdndattheedeninaedenate i 
BICMMOUNS . o. cccccececesesescccscossese eces e ‘ ( 
PT. cw ak dd eneeemaaainda — ‘ = ; ; Os ¥ 
Wheat screemings. ... .cccccccccccccces ndadoon eons l R5 | 
SV... dppncns denesinkeandeme med 2 192 4 
Ne BONG ccc ccccctcccdsensdebeddsncscneccessctoessce LO 2 lt 
Si is Sec haa ne ee eee a eileen a eke ewe l 5 7 34 i6 
| Erpe rts for 1909 
Oatmeal__- ‘ a $516, 524 
Bread and biscuit—-— : . 716, 687 
Corn meal Sabina 1, 549, 610 
Rve flour = _ ‘ — wi 14, 600 
Wheat flour ‘ ‘ . 61, 157, i 
Bran, middlings, ete . 1, 222, 406 
reparations for table food__- 1, 858, 646 
ae - . . 857.0 829 
Production, 19 
Manufactures of bakery products $269, GOO, Sé 
Flour and grist mills 713, 08 
Other food preparations " 61, 180 ) 
Total ‘ 1, 043, 8235, 256 
Other nations have large holds on the f n ¢ and for 
flour, but the mills of the United States shi ) id 1 or tl 
necessary commodity every year than tl of a he 1 
of the world combined. 
We have put lumber on the free list in order to allow o 
people to shelter themselves from the cold. The Democrat 
in sympathy with the poor. In fact, our party) known as 
poor man’s party, and it is the highest encomit hat can | 
given a party that it guards and protects those who are unab! 
to protect and defend themse 
Of the 16,000,000 families in this country, less than 5,000,000 
of their houses are unencumbered b mort res, and Lhe 
remaining 11,000,000 either | e no homes or have mortgaged 
ones. We propose to make it easier for our people to own their 
homes. The prices of lumber have increased so much that it is 
almost impossible for the man with moderate means or a fair 


salary to manage to build a house; it is impossible for the men 


with small wages to do so. The easier for our peoy to own 
their own property, the better for our country, since it will 
result in better citizens and a higher ci 

One objection made by the Republi: this bill is 
that it is class legislation, and the r f ty mem 
bers of the Ways and Means Committee place their objection 
on this ground. What consistency in s i biection rl 
party has for years enacted class legislation; in fact, the tari'f 
laws are for the benefit of certain classes; yet when we 
to relieve the farmer, who represents one d of our enti 
population, from their class legislation, they protest and obj 
and denounce it as class legislation. This sure benefits 
the people, but we would support it if it lin d its benefits to 
the farmers. Your tariff laws are class legislation, and we can 
not touch them without your raising this cry. It is all 1 
for your party to pass class legislation, but hen we k to 
correct your vicious laws you raise this cr; We believe in 
equal and exact justice to all and special privileges t and 
we will restore this principle to our laws, even if we! t with 


| your ery of class legislation. 
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bjiection to the bili is that it is sectional. Why’? 
au j es to the southern farmer covering for his cotton 
and ties to hold it suitable for marketing. Both are essential 
to the shippers of cotton, and the southern farmers are entitled 
to this relief. They raised last year $900,000,000 of cotton and 
exported millions of dollars’ worth, and helped to secure for 
the country a favorable trade balance. This balance is what 
builds up the wealth of the Nation. This cry of sectionalism 
is unworthy of even the Republican Party. The war has been 
over for nearly 50 years, and you seek to reopen the wounds 
of that conflict and arouse another section of the country by 
seeking to show that they have been discriminated against. 
This cldim is untrue. 

What more can be given the northern or western farmer? 
His implements of trade are being made free; every agricul 
tural implement he uses is put on the free list. The sacks to 
market his grain, the wagon in which to haul it, the shovels 
and scoops to unload it, the wire with which to bale his hay 
and straw. What can be added? The Steel Trust is the in- 


be lessened, and to protect this greatest of all corporations, 


and the one whose wealth has been taken from the people by | 
the tariff law, we see Republican leaders raise the cry of 


sectionalism. It is the cry of the Steel Trust and repeated 
by those who would allow its plundering to continue. 

As Democrats we have no political debts due to those 
special interests, and we rejoice at the opportunity to relieve 
the people of their exactions. This bill, with its inestimable 
benefits, will be soon presented for passage. Its support by 
the Democrats is assured. 

We hear the same cry and protest against this bill that will 
be made when any schedule in the Payne-Aldrich bill is 
touched. The industries affected loudly protest and object, 
and we imust disregard the protests or continue to tax the 
people forever on their special productions. The arguments 
presented are not for the good of the people, but for the very 
few benefited. If we wait to gain the consent or receive the 
approval of the people who make money from the present rates 


there will be no revision now or hereafter. No tariff rate can | bill protection more than twice the entire labor cost. 


| done for the alleged purpose of equalizing wages at 


be lowered if we consult the judgment of the beneficiaries of 
the rates. 

Our party promised to reduce the tariff, and there was no 
proviso to the promise that we would reduce it only after 
having received the approval of its beneficiaries. That was 
the course of the Republican Party—its first consideration was 
to the beneficiaries and the interests of the people were for- 
gotten—and as they neglected the people in their legislation 
they were neglected by the people at the ballot box. The 


contest is one between the interests of the people and the | 
beneficiaries of special legislation, who believe the people should | given for this increase or the extravagant protection 
be taxed for their enrichment. In this contest our party will | 
not hesitate to choose. We will stand with the people and 


against the special interests and upon the pledges of our party 
platform. 

The tariff is a tax or duty levied upon articles imported into 
this country. Articles thus imported are taxed according to the 
tariff schedules, and this tax is first paid by the importer, but 
the price of the articles is increased by the duty thus collected, 
and the consumer ultimately pays the same, although the money 
paid in the first instance by the importer goes into the National 
‘Treasury. ‘To the extent that the tariff is protection the tax is 


always paid upon the article by the consumer and goes into the | 


pocket of the protected producer. One system is legitimate tax- 
ation; the other is taxation for special interest. 

A tax is not a source of wealth or a means of development. 
The effect of a protective tariff is to distribute unfairly the re- 
ward of labor, prevent its natural diffusion, and concentrate it 
in the hands of a few people. It is a tax levied by the Govern- 
ment on all of the people for the benefit of a favored few. 

Protection is demanded in the name of labor, but labor itself 
is unprotected. We forbid foreign goods, but we welcome the 
foreign laborer. The foreign laborer competes with our labor- 
ers in every field of industry and is employed in this country 
in the protected industries more extensively than in the unpro- 
tected. The manufacturer is protected, the laborer is unpro- 
tected, but he must compete in the open and free market and 
is compelled to buy all the necessities of life in a highly pro- 
tected market. 

American labor is the cheapest in the world when measured 


by a true standard—the productiveness of labor. Our laborers 


are intelligent, skillful, and industrious. The wages here are 
larger because the work is much more efficient and the amount 
performed is so large. 

The real price of labor is the amount of the necessaries of 
life that labor can buy with those wages. Wages are not meas- 
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ured in dollars, but in the purchasing power of the w 
laborer does not work for the sole sake of employment 
supply the needs and comforts of his home. What th« 
wants is the highest returns for this labor. His pros 
measured by what is left after the necessary supplies 
home are purchased. If his wages are increased, but 
sities of life are increased in price more rapidly 
wages are, then he is poorer, though in fact his wages 
larger. In the last 10 years wages have increased 22 | 


~ 5 


the cost of the necessities of life has increased 60 pe 
and the Payne-Aldrich bill gave no relief as to the cost o1 
necessities. 

The interests which have secured the high protective 
the present law pretend that this great amount of pro 
necessary to compensate them for the higher wages 
their workmen as compared to the wages paid by forei 
facturers. This is a fraudulent pretense, unsupported | 
As a matter of fact, the labor cost in many of these | 


| industries is cheaper at home than abroad, and in most 
jured party in the ties used in baling cotton, its profits will | 


the per cent of tariff duty is greatly in excess of the tot 
cost paid in the manufacturing of the protected product 
The Statistical Abstract, published by the Governny 
that the value of the finished product of all the manuf 
industries of the United States for 1905, the latest 


| which the Government has published the statistics, is $1 


147,087. The amount paid in wages in said year in th« 
tion of said manufactured articles was $2,611,540,532, 


| gives the total labor cost for all of the said articles as 


cent, while the tariff rates are from 30 per cent to 100 
on said articles. In other words, the tariff rates 
entire labor cost. It not only covers whatever alleged « 
exists between the labor cost in this country and 
countries, but it also covers the entire labor cost and tl 
a profit many times the cost of the labor. 

The manufacturers of iron and steel in 1905 produc 
71,098 worth of finished products, and paid in wages { 


| manufacture $143,809,576, or 15 per cent of the val 


finished product. And these articles are given by tl 


abroad; in other words, they are given a protection as 
in addition to full payment of the entire labor cost of 
tion. 

The cotton manufacturers in 1905 turned out $44: 
worth of manufactured goods, and paid in wages $94,377 


|} 21 per cent of the value of the finished product. Th 


bill gives manufacturers protection of 50.27 per cent, 
per cent above the labor cost. These rates are increas: 
thé rates of the Dingley bill. No possible justificati: 


this industry under the Payne-Aldrich bill. 

The manufacturers of wool products produced in 1% 
to the value of $380,934,003, and paid in wages $70,797.52 
per cent. The protection afforded this industry under 
law is 40 per cent above the entire cost of labor in t! 
facture thereof. 

The manufacturers of silk in 1905 produced $133,288.07 
of that article, and the wages paid were $26,767,945 


|; cent. The protection afforded by the Payne bill is 5 


above the entire cost of labor. 
Are these reasonable profits promised by the Repub! 
form after equalizing the cost of labor at home and : 
A tariff rate equal to the entire labor cost of t! 


| product would certainly be sufficient, as the amount 
| would not then be considered in competing with for 


and our people would be granted this great advantage 
must be conceded that foreign manufacturers must at 
some wages. A tariff based on an advantage coveri 
tire labor cost would be a great revision downward. 
schedules of the Payne law show the same to be 
upon the equalization of wages at home and abroad? 
not a single item in the law written upon that principle. 

The Republicans claim that our great increase of w: 
our national advancement has been caused by our high 
tion laws. It is like all of their other claims—false 
not be proven by the facts. 

Under the low-tariff law of 1846 the census reports 
greater per cent of gains im value of all farm products t! 
the last 10 years. 

In the production of corn, the great basic product of a: 
ture in the Midde West from 1850 to 1860, under a Dem 


| tariff, there was an increase of 41.7 per cent in the | 


States. From 1880 to 1890, under a Republican tariff. ther 


}an increase of 21 per cent. Under Democratic tariff, rai! 
| mileage from 1850 to 1860 increased from 10,982 miles to o 








" » of nearly * ] 390 to 1 0 the } 
s from 703 1 &. 1 in of al 
i s and farm pre y ‘ d 1850 
é {3,580°to $7,980,493,060 ncerea of 

( SSO to 1890 the increase was from 912,150 

3 to $16,082,267 tle over 30 per cent. Fr L890 
» the I tle over 20 per cent. 

» value of far ! als increased between 1850 and 1860 
over 100 per cent. B 1880 and 1890 the increase was but 
5 per cent; between 1890 and 1900 there was a decrease in 


of $190,642,894 
yur export 
; 


to 1890 the 


nereased from 1850 to 1860, 163 per cent. From 
re was an i of 2 From 


an mere = 
60 per 


i 


ise per cent. 


1890 to 
() there was an increase of cent; from 
0 to 1907, about 34 

wealth we incr 
0 to 1890 the 


iitie over 


ased from 1850 to 1860, 125 per cent; from 
incre: ; 46 per cent; from 1890 to 1900 








tl werease was S57 per The capital employed in manu 
f iring industries increased 89.4 per cent from 1850 to 1860; 
1890 to 1900 the increase was 50.7 per cent. From 1850 to 

g60, under low tariff, rural wealth increased over ‘100 per cent; 
1890 to 1900, under high tariff, rural wealth increased but 

ittle over 20 per cent. On the other hand, urban wealth 
doubled in every decade, except from 1880 to 1890 and from 1890 


to 1900, when the increase was ¢ 


- capita wealth of the farn 


nly 50 per cent. The average 
] er remained the same from 1860 
to 1900, yet that of the urbanite increased over sixfold. Of the 
$78,000,000,000 increa of national wealth from 1860 to 1900 
but a little over one-fifth went to the farmers, who represent 
one-half of the population; yet of the $9,000,000,000 increase 
of wealth during the low-tariff decade of 1850 to 1860, over 44 

* cent went to 

We are told in every campaigi 
national wealth under protection. This country is so situated 
and has such immense resources that its development and in- 
se of wealth would be wonderful under any kind of tariff 
We have fertile inexhaustible mines of hidden 
wealth, and the most intelligent people on the globe. Prosperity 
is not produced by law. Prosperity comes through natural proc- 
It is not handed out by the President or by Congress. 
It comes by industry, fertility of the soil, and the intelligence 
of our people combined. Our country, with its broad and fer- 


se 


the farmers. 


of the great increase in our 


crea 


ri ani} 
laws. soil, 


esses. 


tile plains, vast mines of mineral wealth, and enormous re- 
urces, will be prosperous and progressive. 
Our farm property in 50 represented one-half of our total 
wealth, in 1870 it represented but one-third, and to-day it is not 


equal to one-fifth. 


We have immense wealth; the last showing was in the census 
report of 1904 and amounted to $107,104,211,917, yet 70 per 
cent of it was owned by 200,000 people, and the other 30 per 
cent was owned by the remaining 85,517,230 people of the 
country. Itis said that when the directors of the United States 
Steel Trust meet one-twelfth of the total wealth of the country 
is represented around the directors’ table. Five thousand men 
in this country actually own one-sixth of our entire national 
wealth, leaving the balance to be divided among the remaining 
89,995,000 people. A 

The tariff has contributed more than all other things com- 


bined to produce this unequal distribution of wealth, stimu- 
lating, supporting, and producing trusts. These advantages are 


given by law. It is the duty of our party to change the system 
by which the money is taken by law from the man who earns 
it and given to the man who has not earned it. But we do not 
now have that power. The Senate and the President are still 
Republican, and the people do not expect us to control legisla 
tion. We can indicate along what lines we will 
ziven the power and authority. 

have already done and will 


legislate when 
The people approve what we 
extend our authority in the n 

election. We will then able to enact laws along the lines 
of true Democracy. We will relieve the people from unjust 
and oppressive tariff taxes and receive the approval and plaudits 
of the American people. [Loud applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Barrierr]. [Applause.] 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, Iam an old-fashioned Demo 
crat. [Applause.] During the 16 years that I have been a Mem 
ber of this House the House and the Senate have both been 
Republican, and all the important measures have been decided 
by a Republican majority. I came into the House in the Fifty- 
fourth Congress, and was a part of the flotsam that floated with 
the tide amid the general wreck of the Democratic Party fol- 
lowing its failure to carry out its pledges and to properly reduce 
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of the 


soldiers 


Republican 


Party to power in this Hou 
only 18. 

As a result of all this, ther 
grown up under 


numerable trusts, until 


the fostering care o 


the condition of t 


as that described by Sir John Culpeper, in tl H P i 
ment, when he said: 

They are a nest of ws . m \ i yt 

e land. Like the frogs of Egypt got 

velling ind we | , irce at t! 
cup; they dip in our dish; they sit t W 
dye fat, washbowl, and powdering ti rhey s i 
his box. They will not bait us a We rt 
without their brokerage. The t | ! 
Commonwealth so hard that it is almost hectical M r, I 
choed to you the cries of the Kingdom I will t l i I 
They look to Heaven for a blessing on this Par 

So it went on. The Republican Party S i wer 
with plethoric campaign chests and indiffer e «de l 
of the people, seemed to think that it « 1 pow 


as often as it wished. It built up a p« 
ble Frankenstein—which, like the st f h de 
stroyed its creator. Now the people, grown t f the ru rf 
the trusts under the Republican , 





tion, have again placed the Democrat P 
Chamber, with the demand that we give them rs I 
phrase the language of the great Engli in wh 





quoted, uttered 300 years ago, when our forefat! 


ing by reason of the exactions of the favored fe 








Mr. Chairman, we have echoed to you tl 
public, and we will tell you what the hopes of 1 Anx 
people are: They look to Heaven for a blessing on 1 ( 
that this Democratic House may pass bill, and that the Re 
publican Senate may be forced to accept a | v] " 
heed to the demands of the people of the entire « 
dom from the extortions that have existed unde R 
tariff. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I said that I am an old-fashix I 
and I am. I do not believe in exercising t! 
General Government to levy taxes upon the 
revenue; and while I would raise all the 1 
carry on the Government, ad! ed economi 
I would not levy a dollar for protecti or f 
erence to one class or section over anothe! 

But the demand for the reduction of the tar d d é 
abandonment of the high protection duties | 
and stronger, until to-day the hour f 3 
ment of the high protective tariff and 
ciple of a tariff for revenue only. 

The American system of Henry Clay only | 
25 per cent, and of this system Mr. W 

Sir, that is the true American policy wl 
American capital and labor and 
With me it is a fundamental axi 

yreatest interests of the count 

ulture, commerce, and manufactur 
together ; and that all legisl yn d 
one of thesé without looking to con 
ythers. 

It may not be amiss to reca W I ‘ 
said upon this subject in 1908, and I 1 | the f r 
the hearing before the Ways and Mear ( ‘ 


House: 





* * * There is no doubt about t it. = 
have been led to the cor sion that conditions have cha ly 
in the interval that the tariff should now ved fre r d 
potnt. 

The writer assumes that a decided rf 
agreed 

First. That it is advisable for new countri to by 
protective duties when seen to be nec iry to d istries. 

Second. That after full and exhaustive trials, if « t finally 
attained, such protection should cease, except as noted r. 
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th ute 
. producet ce 
‘eatly affected 


* 


rotection,”’ wl 
‘tariff for 


sent duties uj 


Accordlr 


1910 the 


i to the reports of importations during the fiscal year 
orem, levied under the ] 
amount to 41.92 per cent upon the dutial 
to the consumers and farmers of this country that 
Democratic majority has reported, and to 
bill, and to place upon the free list ne 
of life as can be done now, keeping in mind the 
Government for revenue. I believe, Mr. Chair the power 
to tax being the power to destroy—that Mr. J Miller, of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, laid down the correct 
doctrine of taxation applicable, most of all, to of 
taxation, when he said: 


resent tariff laws 
It is 
the 


duties, ad va 
le importuations 
relieve 
proposes this 
tl 
det 


man 


pass 


as manv of ‘essaries 


mands of the 


ustice 


this kind 


To lay with one hand the power of the Government on 
of the citizen and with the other to bestow i ipon favor 
to aid private enterprise and build up priv rtune 
robbery because it is done under the form of law and c: 
This is not taxation, but it is a decree under |! 

There is nothing of a public nature any more entitling the manu- 
facturer to public gifts than the sailor, the farmer, or the lumberman. 
Our Government is based upon equality of rights. All honest empioy 
ments are honorable. The State can not rightfully discriminate among 
occ! for discrimination in favor of « br h or one industry 
is mination adverse to all other branches. 1 State is equally 


ill, no undue advantage or special and exclus 
to 


the property 
d individual 
is none the less 
illed “ taxation.”’ 


-zislative forms. 


pations, 
disc 
giving 
any. 
exigency can require private spol 
avored individuals. If the citizer 

I Constitution against the pu 

rapacity. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, the rule which has guided me in 
determining my vote upon tariff questions is based upon the fol- 
lowing principles which were announced in the report made by 
that great Secretary of the Treasury, Robert J. Walker, in 1546, 
when, following his lead, the Democrats passed a tariff bill of 
which it has been said by one of the most distinguished Repub- 
licans who ever served in this House or the Senate: 

The tariff of 1846, although confessedly and professedly a tariff for 
revenue, was, so far as regards all the great interests of the country, 
as perfect a tariff as any we have ever had. 

That was uttered in 1872 by Senator Allison, of Iowa, who, 
after long and faithful service, has been gathered to his 
fathers. The principle for which he contended and the thought 
which he suggested found abundant seed and abundant harvest 
in Iowa, and Iowa to-day presents men, both in this House and 
in the Senate, obedient to the will of the majority of the people, 
who have endeavored, and I apprehend will continue to en- 
deavor, to reduce the burdens of the people, so far as tariff 
taxation is concerned, to the point where we shall have a tariff 
for revenue under an economical administration. The principles 
which guide me, Mr. Chairman, in my determination are briefly 
as follows: 

First. That no more money should be collected than is neces- 
sary for the wants of the Government, economically adminis- 
tered. 

Second. That no duty be imposed on any article above 
lowest rate which will yield the largest amount of revenue. 

Third. That below such rates discrimination may be made. 


the 


If the 


a | 
a oa 


redu 
deman 


betwee 


-~ 
leit 


fe 
tl 
t 


he purpose 


ing out in 
lift $300,000, 
country, what 
cism. I 

and s 


lowel 


rit do 
a i : 
technical, 
tinguished friend fri 
imed I 


slocest 
= t 


= t 


other of t] 

c statesmen, off 
When I heard my friend from I 
that side refer to the benefits of the Dingley 
benefits of the Payne-Aldrich law, both of which 
repudiated at the and heard this er 
verbiage and rhetoric 


the words of the poet; 


to be such 
ions? 
on 


been 


1 
polls, 


Oh, ye wha’ are sae gud yours 
Ss t holy, 


to do but mark and tell 
faults and folly. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Why, my friend from Illinois [Mr. Mann], who 

frank, sincere, and so manly, instead of s 

at this free list, instead of taking the positi 
farmer should be relieved of a tax upon his agrici 
ments, upon his cotton baggi and ties, upon his p! 
hoes, upon his salt and upon lumber, brought 
expert capacity of an expert, critical lawyer, and 
split hairs, making such distinctions as— 

r to di 
south and southwest 
regard to agricultural in 
if I did not call attention to 
agricultural implements. We put 
the free list. Of course, an agricultural implement 
cultural implement; and because we have 
sought the advice of tariff experts, as the Republicar 
they made their tariff bill, when they called in men 
it is not what you mean, but to conce 
mean, they term this failure upon our part “ awk\ 
ferent, and clumsy.” For my part I would rathe 
awkward and clumsy, and have my efforts bring r: 
American people from the exactions of the tariff th 
a law nicely and technically constructed, but which 
found hereafter to no relief at all. [Appl 

Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, Mr. H. EB, Miles, who is the chair 
tariff committee of the Manufacturers’ Association and 
manufacturer of agricultural implements, selling th« 
the world, and selling them abroad cheaper than he s 
at home, testified before the Ways and Means Co! 
follows: 

I have made money every year out of the tariff graft. Not 


still a little. The tariff barons raised their price $50,000 
made a charge against the jobber of $60,000, and I k 


Yo've naught 
Your nebou 


rs’ 


sO sO 


lawe 
OWS 
ne 


his 


ide 

tide. 
Now, just a word in 

would fail in my duty 

with reference to 


not ca 
to e) 


press 


give 


| charged more than $70,000 for the $60,000 he paid me. 


descending in the seale of duties, or, for imperative reasons, the | 


article may be placed in the list of those free from all duty. 

Fourth. That the maximum revenue duty should be imposed 
on luxuries. 

Fifth. That all minimums and all specific duties should be 
abolished and ad valorem duties substituted in their place, care 
being taken to guard against fraudulent invoices and under- 
valuation and to assess the duty upon the actual market value. 

Sixth. That the duty should be so imposed as to operate as 
equally as possible throughout the Union, discriminating neither 
for nor against any class or section. 


| high prices as at home. 


ing the consumer the $50,000 charges became about 
paid by the agricultural consumer. 

The manufacturer who would prosper must make a double 
one by the shrewd management of his business and anoth 
shrewder manipulation in Washington. 

We have no great difficulty in shopping abroad, for we co 
We are so held up, however, by 
people that to most of us there is very scant profit in foreign 

When Congress gave us 45 per cent, we needing only 20 
they gave us a congressional permit, if not an invitation, to « 
form one great trust and advance our prices 25 per cent, 
difference between the 20 per cent needed and the 45 per cent 


And if, by putting agricultural implements upon the f1 
we can stop this admitted tariff graft, we are willing 
general and not too specific. 


$100 
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But, particularly, Mr. Chair n, I want to call attention to 
the question of cotton bagging d ties. Before I do that. how 
I want to say that the tron farmer of the South d 
t ask nor demand the m tariff laws for protection 
the hands of the General Government. 


All he wants is a fair rate of duty, i 
that the burdens may be equal, 
tion shall be made j 
crop of the South i yrought back $400,000,000 
00,000 a year from abroad in gold from the sale of the raw | 

I will add, that but for the sale of the raw product of the 
cotton farmer for the last six or seven years or more the dif- 
ference between the exports and the imports of the country 

iid have been not in our favor, but in favor of the old world. 
It is the cotton planter who raises the crop through all sorts 
of trials and difficulties, through rain and sunshine, through 
rm and calm, through all sorts of demands made upon him, 
who has enabled, not only himself, but the entire country 
prosper. Last year he brought back into the country $600,- 
000,000 surplus from the sale of the raw product, and what are 
we taxed for that? The western farmer had his free binding 
twine. The western farmer, when he exports his grain 
bags made out of imported materials, has a drawback of 99 
per cent. 


e fairly the tax 
and he demands n iscrim 


lying ’ 
di 

him in favor of others. T 

; 

i 


Oo 


he coi il 
S66 





nr 


TO10 to 


Ss 


to 


in 


We are told that the price of cotton is so high that we can | 


afford to be robbed. Just think of it—that the price of cotton 
ias been so high during a Republican administration that we 
ought not to object when the Bagging and Tie Trust rob us! 
The price of cotton, I will say in passing, was lower in 1898, 
der a Republican administration, than it ever has been in 
the history of the world except in the year 1840. I think it did 
go down to something below 5 cents or 44 cents in 1898. These 
Republicans undertake to say, because the price of cotton has 
advanced to 144 and 15 cents now—although there are 18,000,- 
000 bales demanded for the consumption of the world and the 
South can raise only between eleven and twelve million bales 
to satisfy that demand—that they have produced the increased 
price! 

Now, let us see what the tariff has added to the coffers of 


nn 
uli 


the Bagging Trust. ‘The tariff has added $5,500,000 to our 
taxes in the last five years. During that time we raised 


61,311,000 bales of cotton and used 429,177 running yards of 
bagging, or 524,000,000 square yards. The average price was 
so much, and the duty per square yard was six-tenths of a cent. 
On the bagging alone we paid to the Bagging Trust $3,147,296, 
or about 5 cents a bale. 

For cotton ties, with the duty for a while at five-tenths cent 
a pound and afterwards three-tenths cent a pound, we have 


paid $2,300,000 in the five years, or, as I have said, we have | 


paid this Cotton Bagging Trust $5,000,000 in five years. 

Now, let us see. Under the Payne bill jute and jute butts, 
out of which cotton bagging is made, come in free; but the 
manufacture of butts into material proper to make cotton 
bagging is a manufacturing process known only in India and 
not used in this country. The materials are obtained free 
Nearly 30 years ago a2 man named Marshall, the pioneer in this 
country who introduced cott bagging into the United States 
and manufactured the first jute bagging ever manufactured in 


this country, appeared before the Ways and Means Committee 





| of the 


and declared. in answer to a question propounded by Mr. Mc- | 


ing was a sufficient 


Kinley, that a duty of 15 per cent on bagg 


protection, provided jute came in free. The McKinley bill 
placed the duty at something in excess of that amount. That 
was in the Forty-eighth Congress—nearly 30 years ago—so 


that from that time down to the present the manufacturers of 
bagging have had protection under a tariff varying from 15 to 22 
per cent. This infant industry has had jute butts free and a 
duty on cotton bagging in addition—with the exception of the 
period from 1894 to 1897—and to this day a discrimination is 
made between the southern farmer and the western farmer, 
in that the western farmer has his binding twine free with 
which he binds his grain and the cotton farmer, who brings into 
the country millions of dollars, is taxed for the material he 
uses in baling his cotton. 

In the last Congress I introduced a bill undertaking to have 
eotton bagging and ties placed on the free list. The Senate 
passed an amendment to the bill and placed cotton bagging on 
the free list. but the provision was stricken out in conference 
at the instance and insistence of the Ludlow people, in Massa 
chusetts, who are a part of the Bagging Trust, as I will «1 
deavor to show if I have the time. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 


| ad 
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Mr. BARTLETT. I will yield for a ques ‘ 
Mr. GILLETT. I would like to ask the gentleman why 

called the Ludlow Manufacturing Co. the Bag ° , 
Mr. BARTLETT. I have called that beean 

dence here, which I will put inte the R ! 

{ t up and dismantled cott 

Tey ind other towns in the ' and tha 

Ludlow Co. was issued to th: 1 wh u $y } 

| tled, and those men hold that 
Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman. the 1 

again? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the «x mit i Ce vield? 
Mr. BARTLETT. I can not yield aN 
Mr. GILLETT. I wish to say, Mr. € 

tleman is mistaken. r 
Mr. BARTLETT. The testimony I have in 1 re 

reliable than the statement of the gentlema "1 

setts, 
Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman has not any 

vill show that the Ludlow Co. had anything to d& h 

an operation. 
Mr. BARTLETT. But I have the testimon 
Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman is mistake that is all. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Why. I have it. 
Mr. GILLETT. I should like to see it. 
Mr. BARTLETT. All right. I have it richt 
Some years ago there were several independent 
Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman spoke of the Ludlow M fac 

turing Co. Now he is going to read 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I have tried to be «& te 


ous, and [ insist that the gentleman shall not interrupt me 
that way. 

Mr. GILLETT. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. GILLETT. 
ment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I 
and the gentlema 
he calls a n t. 

Mr. GILLET'! I should like to he 
the Ludlow Co. being in that o7 
believe you will! find it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Listen to this. 

The American makers say they ar 
American Manufacturing Co., the Li 
Boston, and the Peru Bagging Co 


I wish to be courteous, too. 
Well, you are not. 
I knew you did not want to make a 1 


n’s ineorre 
tement 
ar 


eration y« 


» three in nun r, col ig of 
idlow Manufacturing A ate 


[Applause on the Democratic 

Mr. GILLETT. You will find it ot the Ludlow « 

Mr. BARTLETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
gentleman to take my time in this way i 

letter on the st Not only tha 

was before the committee that these people 1 
that they dismantled the mill at Galvest 
Galveston concern to the people 
low and American companies. 

Mr. GILLETT. My fri 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not yield now. ‘The g an must 
content himself with that. 

Not only that, Mr. Chairm 
imposed by the customs authorities of six-tenths « 
yard on bagging, the manuf: rers 0 
appealed from that and endeavored to g 
valorem posed, and I have a letter, W 
attention, and I think it will point pretty strai 
bination known as the Bagging Trust. Th 
“ase before the customs officials—the most re n 
the history of the country. They imported 
entirely out of jute butts, but partly out 


1 l 
sicle 


Was Di 


read a hiect 


wl the ZL 


nad 





elu 
ivi 


itr 
hil 


| out of Norwegian tow, and partly out of 


gE 


The customs officials taxed it at six-t a yard; 
and the most remarkable thing was that l 
from the decision of the customs of! del led 
they tax the bagging at 45 per ce 
358, instead of six-tenths of a ler ion 355 of 
the Payne bill. I have a > he rol 
which I will read if I have the time, ti 
people, whom I charge to be Bagging 
bagging and carried it to Canada and |! i 
port of Boston, Mass., 
from six-tenths of a cent 
I have here a 
ferring me to that decision which I pi n f i G 
ernment was so dissatisfied with 


for the purp of iner ing tl 
per y 
letter from tl Secre f tl Treasury 


the decision ft thew |] 
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appealed it to the Commerce Court to have that 4ecision re- ltt ans WORLD’S GOLD PRODUCTION. 
versed. And these are the people who now endeavor to stand “oa — 
in the way of having this onerous and prohibitive tariff tax 1901 
removed not that the Government may obtain revenue, but | 1902 
that they, the Bagging Trust, may continue to extort from the one “— 
cotton farmer exorbitant prices. 1905 ~~~ 

Not a trust! Why, does the gentleman deny that steel ties oe 
are made by the Steel Trust? 1908 ~ 

Mr. Chairman, I will read or incorporate with my remarks | 1909 _ 
in the Recorp the documents to show the statements that I Total 
saree ae ae By proofs and admissions, and statement of In 10 years the South’s raw cotton brought back in gold or 
witnesses under oath, and of reputable gentlemen not under | the United States more than $3,650,000,000, to which, in 
oath, I will show that the Ludlow Co. and the American | credited to this staple, should be added many millions of «& 
Co. are trusts, engaged in the manufacture of bagging, and a. a for exports of manufactured cotton and of 
show that they and the other members of that trust yearly |— I Cle 
extort from the people who raise cotton—unnecessarily and 
i 
] 


COTTON BAGGING AND TIES. 

This bill proposes to admit free of duty bagging for 

gunny cloth, and all similar fabrics, materials, or coveri; 

| able for covering and baling cotton, composed in whole or 
of jute, jute butts, hemp, flax, seg, Russian seg, New Zea! 
Norwegian tow, aloe, mill waste, cotton tares, or any ot! 
terials or fibers suitable for covering cotton. ; 

The rate on cotton bagging under the Payne-Aldrich 
six-tenths of a cent per square yard, and it has been at t!} 
of duty since the enactment of the Dingley law, which : 
to 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The manufacture of bagging for the covering of cott 
first introduced in this country by a man named Marsh 
in the Forty-eighth Congress appeared before the Wa 
Means Committee and stated that a duty of 15 per « 

| valorem would be a sufficient duty and furnish all the 
| tion that the industry then needed. In spite of that testim 
tariff in the McKinley bill was placed at 1.6 cents per 
yard, which amounted to an ad valorem duty of 32 p 
| Now, after 30 years of protection, it is said that this duty; 
not be removed from this necessary and important art 


mproperly—nearly $1,000,000 for bagging. [Applause on the 

xemocratic side.] I will confront them with the proof; I 
will submit it in the Recorp; proof so indisputable that it 
will be as clearly proved to be a trust as the Steel Trust that 
manufactures the steel ties. No man will have the effrontery 
to deny that the steel ties are made by the Steel Trust. 

Another thing: It is said that we get returns for our ties 
and bagging when we sell the cotton; that we are paid so 
much a pound for the ties and bagging. That is the same old 
story. ‘Those who have on this floor advocated free cotton ties 
and bagging have had to meet it for years. 

I will prove it absolutely to be a fact by men who know, that 
there is deducted on every bale of cotton exported 6 per cent, 
and there is deducted from ¢very bale of cotton for domestic 
consumption 5 per cent for tare. They allow 22 pounds by 
agreement, enforced by the Massachusetts Mill Association; and 
if perchance cotton bagging and ties go to 28 or 29 or 30 
pounds, then, instead of being paid for our cotton bagging and 
ties, they deduct 29 pounds, I say without fear of contradiction 
that the southern farmer does not receive pay per pound for his | far as the cotton raisers are concerned, but that they shor 
cotton bagging and ties. be compelled to pay tribute to the Cotton Bagging Trust. 

I have abundant proof of that here, and I am prepared to give At the opening of the present session I introduced 
full information on the subject, if my time were not limited. | admit free of duty cotton bagging and ties, and the pro 
Mr. Chairman, how much time have I left? of these bills are substantially incorporated in the 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has consumed 35 minutes. | measure. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to read a WHAT THE TARIFF ON COTTON BAGGING AND TIES COSTS THE F: 
statement as to the value of raw-cotton exports and of gold The following table shows the amount paid by the 
production : farmers during the past five years by reason of the 

In the years from 1900 to 1909, the raw-cotton exports of the | cotton bagging and ties. This does not take into consid 
world were $3,650,577,273. [Applause.] | the increase in the price by reason of the absence of 

In 10 years the South’s raw cotton brought back in gold or | tion and the control of the sale of these articles by the | 
credits to the United States more than $3,650,000,000, to which | Trust and the Steel Trust: 
in the total credited to this staple should be added many mil- | — — — soon 
lions of dollars returned in exchange for exports of manufac- | sales Running | Priceper | Square | 1 
tured cotton and of cotton-seed products. Years. cotton. | Yards jrunningyard| — yards 

. . 4 | bagging. | of 44inches. | bagging. 

Each year this country would be debtor to Europe and the | 
whole world but for these men striving to arise from desolation 
and ruin amid the ashes of their homes and smokeless chimneys. Cents. 

; ; . ; aes 2 , 000 ; 0.093 [115,842,221 | 
nen who for 40 years have girded up their loins and marched 000 087 000 “09% | 97,834. 110 | 
mward, undaunted by misfortune, unterrified by unheard-of | i 3,817,000 | 96,719,000 -O7y¢ |118, 212, 111 | 
and indescribable local conditions, until to-day they stand be- | I | 10,513,000 | 73, 591, 0 06 | 89, 
fore the country and the world, not only as the men who of this | p OOD | 54, C00, GOO | -O7z'e |102 
great Republic are of true American blood and true American | 000 |429, 17 
principle, but the men who have preserved, made, and will pre- | _ on oo ele 
serve and make the prosperity of our common country substan- | Bas Le - 
tial and lasting. [Applause.] I know them well, Mr. Chair- | | Bundles cot- | , Price Der - 
man, and for many years I have endeavored to aid in the pas- |ton ties used. | pounds each. 
sage of some law that would lighten their burdens from these 
unnecessary taxes. I would lift them up by letting them under- . 
stand that the American Congress does not make any distinction n ’F 
between the man that raises cotton and the man that raises | 1% 763. .98 
wheat. [Applause.] As evidence of the value of the cotton | 19% 2, 600 | 78 
crop, I call attention to the following, taken from the Manu- | : 
facturers’ Record: 








7,000 | \524, 549, 662 


Value of raw cotton exports and of gold production. a Ene I nen 
1At ys cent per pound. 2Atys 
RAW COTTON EXPORTS. 


Fiscal year— This table shows the number of bales produced, the a1 


1900 1900 oti, S32, 87 | of bagging and ties used, and the duty upon them. It wil 
1901-: 200, 651. 819 | that the tariff has added to the burden of the cotton p: 
1902-3 $16, 180. 429 | for the past five years over $5,500,000, which is the d 
abot. ak S11, $3,147,296 on bagging, combined with that on ties, $2,353,701 
ison rity 5, 92 Imports OF CoTTroN BAGGING AND TIES. 

906- 81, 

1907-8 437, 788, 205 TIES. 


1908-9 417, 390 The duty on cotton ties is virtually prohibitive. The n 


3, 650, 577, 273 | facture and sale are controlled by the Steel Trust—chiefly b) 


cent per pound. 
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a ; an ee ee - . 
Carnegie Steel Co. and the Pittsburg Steel Co., which companies | the immense amount of money returned to this country from 
fix the price. the exportation and sale of raw cotton abroad. 

The following table will show what importations were made \ccording to the evidence of those who | : forn 1 
and the duty collected during the years stated: ul this subject, there was used in the mark of the crop 
Cotton ties imported into United State fy all cou e, under the of cotton each year for the past five vears an average of 

tariff - ts of 1895, 1897, and 1909, during the years end » June s 105.000.0000 square yards, ahs : Bes ‘ ii ta ails 

1895—1910. sae : ae ae — ip . —_ i l il 

[Nore.—There were no importations under the act of 1890.] ountry except abort 16,000,000 square vards. 
TIES FOR BALING COTTON, CUT TO LENGTHS, PUNCHED OR NOT PUNCHED An examination of the testimony before the Ways and Mea 
“a WITH OR WITHOUT BUCKLES. *| Committee in 1908 will show that thi I f \ 
(Act of 1894.) bagging in the United States ntrolled « v by three 
- — > companies, who have an agres ent 9 W ' 
| A verage. | virtually makes them a trust: ad w et 
Fiscal __| nically a trust such as to bi the ‘ } 
yeea | OUR t \ Duty cok | ya) sq | @Sainst trusts and combi 
e@ | i ) ‘ ‘a am uue 4 . " - 
a ed. ner ul valorem between themselves which is tf ‘ ! ‘ l 
rate of pri e fixed for cotton ba rring re ! 
| uty. auty. | But it is said that the mani 
—— —— jis not controlled by a trust. And di 
| I ls Per ct Massachusetts [Mr. Giri r] deny t t t] 
SD dems Free of duty........ 11,000 $  incindeoedos $0. O11 — turing Associates is in anv s et ‘ 
ik é si4 ZU We O13 ee - , . 
es 250 go s.r [once] 018) ERS | heard to challenge the assertion 1 
ee ee LE isdencccasiionadpwhdndiadnesGhieeeanid facture and sale of cotton ties are ed , 
rrus So I pro 1 to ‘ ‘ 
OR BAND IRON, OR HOOP OR BAND § L, cUT TO LENGTHS, or | 4Nd sale of cotton bagging in tl 
I : 
WHOLLY OR PARTLY MANUFACTURED INTO HOOPS OR TIES, COATED OR rl statement of Mr. C. 1 \ ‘ . 
“OT COATED WITH PAINT 0 Y oO I »s TriON, WITH ViTH- | and Means ¢ ttee of ft] Lh 
Yr BUCKLES OR FASTENINGS, FOR BALING COTTON OR ANY OTHI COM- os ; ‘ : ‘ 
MODITY. The An rs y, t I 
(Acts of 1897 and 1909.) ican Manuf: ng Co., of Ne \ 
ciates, of Boston: and t Ve | 
- Ind., own I n lL ey 
I L Per ct ba g¢ fou ! 
1,14 2 |$2 1.50 | $5,738.52 | $0.02 24.74 rl t col 
729, 552 2 7.0 4 i O17 28.20 | upon a to open t 
{ 7 | 68,247.00 | 21,546. 05 Ole 31.58 | lows irbitrar 
2,474 5 { ow} 12 2. 89 016 31.40 | cotton 5 | 
2. 108, 688 P x OO $3. 44 016 ] } t \ i M t ( 
5, 200 7 ”) 2 576. 00 | 014 9 é I y t Lu 
4,873, 74 ) »} 2 S a 1.59 s ) 1 
716.819 } 4.10 |} 029 17. 23 Ss g % ne 
1 ; ) n 
ee ee oe clus bow ccccslaccdoccccnclocceseeedasseseedesepesodense yuld ike e at, and i \ 
. t s nd pel  £ 
19 29 ) $98. 58 019 15. 96 K ind in G ! ! I 
- —— — nn 7 r for ; 
‘ Mi ge. c 

The importations of cotton bagging for the years stated in the t et Jew } 

. . @ * 1 machinery S ¢ 
following table will show that in no one year has there been | 704, a Seiko cote : 
imported as much as one-fifth of the cotton bagging used in | ported same free of d 
covering the cotton crop. ‘Take the year 1910 There was Phere can no d t 
used for that year’s crop 102,666,660 square yards of bagging, | jaro int, oF 
whereas the imports from all countries only amounted to! the t al nt of second-! 1 
16,505,542 square yards. } yarns when you 
oe ate = =o EE =a Wilt? us s i i ! { ! 

; 
Aves In a letter to dated M 
i Each year th of é 

iscal | it Ludlow ¢ ‘ 

year Duty col \ Ad the sa lentical | 3 f 

ended Rate of duty. Quantity. Value. vied, | Per |valo- | they trade wit The s ‘ 

ine | | a ae rem Carnegie Steel Co. and t Pitt f ( 
oa | qu as Mr. R. Rochester, of New York, N. } 
tity. |duty. | statement before the Ways and M ( 
= | __ | ber 28, 1908: 
Every yard of bagging used t , ! 
Squareyards P.ch. | states is made by the Ame nM ‘ ¢ 
{> cent per square yard.| 6 262, 788. 00 $183, 524. OF $31 576. 72)$0. 035) 17 21 Ludlow Manufacturing ¢ 
| do 12. 763, 285. 00 86H. 109. 28) 76,.579.6 03 19. 82 
ese 7 one onl aa 44 ; ; . the country districted the An 
SSS 7, 236,696.00) 295,211.00) 43,420.15) .O041) 14.71 I low 18 1 a 3 
| — 9,161,995. 55; 432,785. 00) 54, 971. 95) 7} 12.70 This busine is been t ’ 
RE Aiiaivediennts 6, 641, 802. 66] 296,454. 00! 39, 850. 80} 13.44 | s auestion having graduall; hed 
Re 5, 417,039.00} 213,098.00) 32,502.24) .039) 15.26 | otectinted to make ba a > 
iisceuhssbieiens 7, 801,672.00, 261, 235.00) 46,810.02} .033| 17.92 | "eee oO nn en tod by a tariff he ooh 
do 0 603. 487. 0 391. 730. 00) 57.620. 91 41 14.71 | : : : : : ; 
Se cceccceccosccess 25 / : i 2 ‘ the Dundee and Ca itta bagi: | t } 
do 12, 309, 136. 83 t 843. 00! 73.854. 801 . 004 1.13 } . a — ® . . 
ae se a 7» . ovr 1 ; “ years that whenever a consig t of j 
do 19, 817, 860. 22 1,2 $46. 00118. 907. 12 . OF ). 78 : . : 
ae ct saw lo > ol? nae’ oy . " . >| in the combination (American and L 
do 4 8. 012, 434. 0 413, 208. 89) 48,074.63) .052) 11.63 | . : t = 4 
ee ao 1 > (¥ 699. 940.00! 99.0; = 0491 14.15 | their prices in the market to V 1 ft 
Bis wpecccsescccccs 6, 505, 542. 00 99, 940 99, 033. 23} .042/ 14.15 | Doint below the cost of the foreigt 
— — —— —— fact and intimidate the trade as to d 

nm : ’ s st ' In addition t the above cor ! \ nd 

These tables will show that while it required nearly] puaiow they also maintain a 
103,000,000 square yards of bagging for the cotton crop of} throughout the country who, 1 | 
1910, there were imported only 16,000,000 square yards, and | fact emiss: ‘les of ft ! ys 

: . . . ‘ i ¢ the . I 1 the 1 I 
while it required 106,000,000 pounds of cotton ties, there were | Or ee eee ee od with 
; — é ? | foreign bagging, etc., and with iggestions 
imported only 500,000 pounds of cotton ties. | bear.” 
The duty collected by the Government on cotton bagging for But we are not confined to the testimony of third 


1910 was $99,000 and that upon ties was $1,498; so that the 
amount of revenue that the Government receives from the impo- 
sition of this duty is insignificant, while the amount exacted | the representative of the manufacture! 
from the cotton planter for the year 1910 upon those two ar-| pytts: 
ticles amounted to fully a million dollars, which finds its way | go.sceyenxr of THOMAS F. MAGNER, ¥ 
into the coffers of the Bagging Trust and the Steel Trust. . OF JUTE CLOTH 

There has not been any excuse for the retention of the duty, M f 


The following statement was m 
Committee of this House, in 1908, by Mr. 17 


and justice to the farmers demands its repeal. 

From an examination of the foregoing tables it will appear 
that the duty imposed is almost prohibitive, and that the rey- 
enue derived by the Government is insignificant compared with 


The CHAIRMAN. On what su 
Mr. MaGner. Cotton, baggin 
The CHAIRMAN. Please p! ed 
Mr. Macner. I represent, Mr 


mittee, all those manufacturers wh 
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what is known as jute cloth made from jute butts in the United States. 

They are the Peru Bagging Manufacturing Co., of Indiana; the Lad- 

Manufacturing Associates, of Ludlow, Mass.; and the American 
‘facturing Co. The Ludlow Associates have a la 

nt, at Ludlow, Mass. The American Manufacturing Co. 


rent plants, several plants in St. Louis, one at Galveston, one at 
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| 


| export are made. 


May 


} Southern farmer who may use imported bagging to export 


ze plant, 30 acres | 
have 


ton, and they have two large plants in Brooklyn, New York City, | 


e city. 
ent her 
» now in process of preparation, and later will present to the 
table giving the relative cost of production of this fiber, 
manufactured article, in India and in America, the amount 
“d nd everything relating to it, both in the production and 
I ufacture in Calcutta and in the United States. 


The memorial referred to was signed as follows: 


The American Manufacturing by John M. 
secretary. 


Co., Maury, 


to-day from all of these manufacturers a memorial. 


| cotton bagging 


assistant | 


Ludlow Manufacturing Associates, by Charies W. Hubbard, treasurer. | 


Penn Bagging Manufacturing Co., Max W. Kraus, secretary-treasurer. 
So that 


who manufacture and sell cotton bagging, whether before the 
committees 


market fixing the prices, or endeavoring to destroy competi- 
tion 
the same agents and attorneys, and pursuing the same course 
and methods as other trusts and combinations do and have 
done. 

A few days ago a Member of this House from a cotton-rais- 
ing State received a telegram from citizens of his State stating 
that they were stockholders in a bagging factory, and asking 
him to oppose putting cotton bagging on the free list. 
inquiry as to where that factory was located, he received the 


you will find them in company, acting in concert, through | vides that bagging fcr cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics, 


whenever you find one of these three corporations | 
| the 
of Congress, endeavoring to prevent a reduction of 


duty or to have it increased—in the world of trade, or in the | at the rate of six-tenths of 1 cent per square yard, but is now : 


cotton, or bagging made from imported material in which 
cotton is baled. 


HOW THE TR > SEEKS TO INCREASE THE PRICE OF COTTON BA 
I desire now 


of the country, not satisfied with the duty provided f 
in section 355, have endeavored to increas 
rate of duty to 45 per cent. This is manifested by the de 
of the customs appraisers, a copy of which has been furni 
me by the Secretary of the Treasury, as will appear from 
following correspondence: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 

Washington, April 15, 1 

L. BARTLETT, 
House of Representatives. 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
10th instant, in which you request information in regard 
of cotton bagging, which you understand has 
been assessed with duty under paragraph 355 of 


Hon. C. 


classification 
cently 


unt 


the tar 


with duty at the rate of 45 per cent ad valorem. 
In reply, I have to advise you that the paragraph referred t 


| for covering cotton, composed of single yarns made of jute, jute 
| or hemp, shall be assessed with duty at the rate of six-tenths of 1 
| per square yard. 


The contention has been made by certain domestic interests t! 


great deal of bagging used for covering cotton is not composed in. 
value of jute and is, therefore, properly dutiable under paragra, 


. | were filed by importers at the 
Upon | 
|} of 1 


reply that 14 years ago the bagging factory in a Southern | 


State had been abandoned and closed, and that all the stock- 
holders had now the same interest in the American Manufac- 
turing Co.; that is, that the stockholders in the southern mill 
which had been discontinued now owned the same number of 
shares in the American Manufacturing Co. 

This bears out the statement made by Mr. McMillan before 


Some years ago there were several independent mills engaged in this 
business, but the ones now surviving managed to drive the others en- 
tirely out by selling bagging below price at which the independents 
could make same at, an 
bought such independent mills as the one in New Orleans, in Louis- 


of the tariff act at the rate of 45 per cent ad valorem; and | 
ports of Boston and New York 
the assessment of duty upon this merchandise at the rate of six 

eent per square yard, importers claiming that it was | 
dutiable at the rate of 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The Board of ‘United States General Appraisers sustained 
porters’ protests, and I inclose herewith for your informati 
of the board’s decisions dated March 16, 1911 (T. D. 31401 
7187), and March 20, 1911 (T. D. 31403—G. A. 7189). You 
serve that in these cases the Government challenges the jurisdic 


| the board to review the action of the collector where the prot 


a higher rate of duty, and I invite your attention to the depa “ 
letter of March 18, 1911 (T. D. 31397), requesting that the 


: : , * . | decision be reviewed by the United States Court of Customs A; 
the Ways and Means Committee in 1908, which was as follows: 


| other fiber than jute, 


instructions as 
in chief value 
under consideration 


The department has not as yet issued any 
classification of bagging for cotton composed 
but has this matter 


| expects at an early date to issue instructions upon the subject, : 


in the end the American Manufacturing Co. | 


ville, Ky., and in Galveston, Tex., and then dismantied same, shipped | 
such machinery as was wanted to Brooklyn and St. Louis, and break- | 


ing up and selling for scrap the balance of the machinery. 


But these manufacturers of cotton bagging are not engaged | 
solely in the business of manufacturing cotton bagging. To | 


show that they are engaged in the manufacture of other articles 
and that the removal of the duty on cotton bagging will not 


materially injure them, I read the following letter from Mr. | 


McMillan, of New Orleans: 


Cc. Lge McMritan & Co. (L1D.), 
New Orleans, April 38, 1911. 
Hon. Cras. L, BARTLETT, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Doubtless the American Bagging Trust will endeavor by 
some means to convince the Finance Committee of the Senate that free 
cotton bagging will cause all of its mills to close. 

Regarding same, you may state, without fear of contradiction, that 
said trust, in the manufacture of the bagging it now sells the cotton 
farmer, uses, in part, many kinds of second-hand bagging, bagging 
waste, and what is called “bear grass "’—all of these as cheap sub- 
stitutes for jute butts. 

3y the use of the above-named articles the trust mills will always be 
able to compete with foreign-made bagging. 

Please refer to Tariff Hearings. afternoon session, Committee on 
Ways and Means, November 30, 1908, and you will read statement of 
Mr. Thomas F. Magner, who represented the trust before said hearing, 
and you will see that the American Manufacturing Co., in addition to 
making bagging, 
rope, also cordag 


of making bagging, as you will see by above-mentioned statement, viz: 


Department 1 manufactures twines pounds... 11, 000, 000 
Department 2 manufactures hemp carpet yarns__..do_..._ 3, 500, 000 
Department 3 manufactures jute carpet yarns.__._..do____ 36, 000, 000 
Department 4 manufactures upholsterers’ webbing..do_..._1, 800, 000 
Department 5 manufactures bagging for cotton_.._yards.._ 25, 000, 000 
Department 6 manufactures cordage pounds... 6, 200, 000 


Respectfully submitted. 

C. Len McMittan & Co. (Ltp.), 
By C. Les McMILLAN, President. 

I have called attention to the fact that the western farmer 
who raises grain has for many years had the duty removed from 
binding twine used by him in the harvesting of his grain. An- 
other advantage afforded by the Dingley tariff law and the 
Payne tariff law is the drawback provision, which provides for 
the refunding of 99 per cent of the duty paid upon imported 
goods which are in whole or in part used in the manufacture 
of goods which can be exported. Under this provision there is 
returned to the importer 99 per cent of the duty paid on bur- 
laps or other material out of which the sacks or bags used by 
the farmers of the West in sacking or bagging their grain for 


are among the largest producers of sisal and manila 


e. 
The Ludlow Manufacturing Associates also have much to do outside | 


= be duly advised as to the conclusion reached by the depart? 
this regard. 
By direction of the Secretary. 
Respectfully, JAMES F. Curtis 
Assistant & 


(T. D. 31401—G. A. 7187.) 
Jurisdiction—Bagging for cotton not made of jute. 


1. Jurisdiction of board: One purpose of the customs admin 
act is to secure the accurate and truthful classification of i 
merchandise. 

2.“Idem: Where such merchandise has been improperly clas 
the collector and the importer expresses his dissatisfaction by | 
protest claiming the proper classification, the protest will not 


| missed on the ground that the rate claimed is greater than that : 


by the collector. 


3. Motive not subject to challenge: The motive of the im 


| expressing his dissatisfaction will not be inquired into by the b 





4. Boards vested with judicial power: The authority conferr 
the several boards of United States general appraisers to | 
determine all cases and questions involved in ascertaining su 
fication is a judicial power, and carries with it the authority 
testimony of witnesses, to ascertain the materials of which 
chandise is composed, to correct errors of the collector, and a 
importation to the proper paragraph of the tariff act, in a 
with the claim made in the protest, if sufficiently definite and « 
and found to be correct. 

5. Cotton bagging not made of jute or hemp: Cotton 
although suitable for covering cotton, which is made in chief \ 
vegetable fibers, as aloe, Russian seg, and other fibers than j 
butts, or hemp, is dutiable at 45 per cent ad valorem under pa 
$58, tariff act of 1909, and not under paragraph 355 of said a: 


United States general appraisers, New York, March 16, 1‘ 


In the matter of protest 444624 of L. H. A. Schwartz & Co. a: 
assessment of duty by the collector of customs at th 
Boston. 

Before board 3 (Waite, Somerville, and Hay, general appr: 

Somerville, general appraiser: The importation 
bagging, which is used for baling cotton. It was assessed for « 
0.6 of 1 cent per square yard under paragraph 355 of the tariff 
1909, which reads as follows: 

“255. Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabri: 
for covering cotton, composed of single yarns made of jute, 
or hemp, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or prin 
exceeding 16 threads to the square inch, counting the warp a 
and weighing not less than 15 ounces per square yard, six-t 
cent per square yard.” ‘ 

The importers claim that the goods are properly dutiable at 4 
cent ad valorem under paragraph 358 of said act, which prov 
follows: 

“se OFeQ 


consists 


858. All woven articles, finished or unfinished, and all manufa: 
of flax, hemp, ramie, or other vegetable fiber, or of which thes« 
stanees, or any of them, is the component material of chief valu 
specially provided for in this section, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

It is admitted and is otherwise apparent that the rate of 
claimed by the importers to be the proper one is h 
which the goods were actually assessed by the collector. 
sents a somewhat anomalous condition. 


This 


No such privilege or benefit is granted to ; 


to show that the cotton-bagging manufacty 


her than th: 
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It is urged by counsel for rove nt n | 
not be supposed to be dissat vi iss : e 
f duty than that justified by Loeb’s case, cited supra, it was | t 
held not competent to invest t the motive of the collector s to | vard, and 
whether he was dissatisfie« ot with the value of the goods 3 | ports that 
appraised, and that the jurisdiction of the board could not be abrogated known as z t 
by proof toe the contrary. We are clearly satisfied that the cu 3 eter as thos is 
idministrative act is designed to procure the proper classification of im 30950) 
ported merchandise. T! articles in ! 


If an importer makes a proper claim for such classification of goods | tenths of 1 cer } 
owned and imported by him, it can not be alleged that he has no} under pa I ' cA 
interest in the suit. His pecuniary interest might suggest a different | claims tt 
‘ourse, Dut his honesty of purpose, conscientious scruples, and intecrity | and ars 






f character may dictate a policy of strict compliance with the require ent i valor i 

ments of the law. We might suppose a case of an importer dealing in | is 2 ter than t rat it 

coods which have been erroneously elassified at a lower rate of duty | lector. Coun for t Gove 
making large contracts based upon their future sale, and being s ‘ to dismiss th ise for want of I 
juently brought to financial ruin by a change in such classification liab! \ nilar contention aro I nt 
to eecur by the mutation in office of public officials holding different | Schwartz & Co., G. A. T1IST . DvD 








views. Moreover, an importer may expressly exert himself to procure | stated the motion to dis ‘ t 

the assessment of a higher rate of duty, if correct, upon imported mer The testimony clea! lis 

handise in order to protect his interest against competition, the policy | taken in reporting that the m ( 

of tariff acts having been held to be to promote the various industries | trary, an analysis was mad of t 

in this country by a system of protection against similar goods of for- | and by Dr. Lyster H. Dewey, 

eign manufacture imported from abroad. Corroborative of this view is | United States Department of A i 

the provision in section 13 of said act, which provides that a collector | cidence between the results reaches t th as 


may appeal to reappraisement so as to correct an erroneous valuation on | to the percentage of the different rs that enter into om 
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lue and character of these fibers. Ye appe THE COTTON RAISER NOT PAID FOR HIS BAGGING AN 
d in each of said analyses: | 1 


IIs ¢ ron. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] the 

| discussing this provision of the bill, made a stateme 
cotton farmer when he sold 

the cotton bagging and tis 
| Same rate at which the ties 

statement at the time, but 

RecorD as sustaining the a 

Mr. Gary, chairman of the bo 

This is the same statement 


| Dr. Dew 


sion when an effort Las been made to remove 
___ | bagging and ties. I will show the inaccuracy of the 
—y ale  - or ‘ se Se aE A Ee | eceive Prom a reliable gentleman. who is lw 
We accordingly find that while the articles in questi represente I received from a reliable gentleman, who is fully l 
by Exhibit 1, which pee cometines known as bootle bag the subject and who for years has been familiar with i 
compress labels, may be considered as coverings for cotton, trade. both foreign and ad tic. ¢ tter ‘ . 
gr : ade, I g and « estic, ¢ ette y ate May 
composed of jute or of jute butts or of hemp, but that the fibers tl oles (elite ign a mestic, a letter of date May 
enter inte their composition consist in chief value of aloe, New Zealand | W4#lCnh States: 
tow, and Russian seg, and therefore fall within the description of “ other To those 
vegetable fiber’’ and within the meaning of said paragraph 358. We that the cotton planter reaps a large profit upon the ties he 
find that the importation is more accurate ly described by the provisions | may say that all European or foreign cotton buyers figure 
of said paragraph 358 than hy paragraph 355. The protest is accord- | bagging and ties as being 6 per cent. The majority of tl 
ingly sustained and the collector’s decision reversed with instructions | spinners figure this tare at 5 per cent, while none of ti 
to classify the goods in accordance with the claim made in the protest tare at less than 4 per cent. 
The average bale of cotton has on it— 


who are upholding the claim of the United Stats 


This action on the part of an alleged importer of cotton 
bagging presents a remarkable instance of the importer in- | 7 yards 2-pound bagging, say_____. 
sisting that the Government shall place a greater rate of duty | 6 steel bands, weighing 14 pounds each 
upon his importations than the Government officials at the 
ports had placed upon them. And I am justified in saying 
that this was the result of a united effort or conspiracy on the | 
part of those engaged in selling cotton bagging to increase the | 
price of cotton bagging to the farmer. As illustrative of this 
I read the following from a letter of Mr. C. Lee McMillan, of 
New Orleans, a most reputable and worthy gentleman: 


Making a total of __ leis tate aap nceay fs hades tact 

So you will see that the planter gets back nothing whatever 
bagging and ties. 

When it is recalled that the rate of duty upon cotton 
| been so high and exorbitant that very few have been i 

into the country; that the Steel Trust, which Mr. Gary 1 
; . | sents and of which he is the head and chief, derives the b 

C. Lee ees >» Co. CAP?! on from the imposition of the duty, it will be seen at on 
Hon. Cartes LaraYertTe BArtLert, 5 motives that inspire the suggestion made by him. 
Washington, D. C. During the debate on the Payne-Aldrich bill in the § 

Dear Sin: May I ask you to kindly have sent me a copy of your | June 28, 1909, the statement was made in the Senate 
bills placing both bagging and ties upon the free list? oa _, | Massachusetts Senator that the farmer was paid for his ba 

The Bagging Trust has grown very bold, as the following will show: etapa a . 

The Bagging Trust, while it uses any fiber, new or secondhand, it and ties when he sold his cotton. To refute that stat 
can work, even including what is called “bear grass,” not to mention | the Senator from Texas presented and placed in the R 
the salt it puts in its cloth to make weight, insists that all importa- | the following, which I think is a complete refutation of 
tions be passed upon by chemist, and where any fiber other than “ jute, | 9, 4 : . z 
jute butts, or hemp” is found said importations must pay 45 per cent | Statement, then made and now reiterated: 
ad valorem, or say about 0.03 cent per yard. Senator CHARLES A. CULBERSON, 

The Bagging Trust, in order to better control the market, often Washington, D. C. 
buys up more than haif the foreign mills can make each season. Dear Sin: Yesterday Representative BurLEson telegraphed 1 

Last year the trust owned in warehouse here some half million yards | follows: ‘ 
it had imported of as good Calcutta bagging as ever went on a bale Antagonists of free bagging and ties contend that the spinn 
of cotton. The duty of six-tenths of a cent, as covered by paragrapb | for bagging and ties when he buys cotton, and that in th 
355, had been paid by said trust upon same, and the entry liquidated | proves a profit rather than a loss to cotton producers. I contend 
by the New Orleans customhouse. Some months later the trust | 26 pounds tare is considered when market price of cotton is fix 
addressed a letter to the Secretary of Treasury informing him that | want telegrams from cotton buyers and exchange officials to sup} 
said trust was satisfied an error had been made in classification by | contention: Are deductions made for tare by foreign as well 
collector here, as it found said bagging contained some “jute mill | mestic purchasers, and what effect does it have on price?” 
waste,” and on that account said trust suggested that the entry in And the following messages were sent in reply: 
question be reliquidated and it, the trust, would be glad to pay to the Your contention in dispatch concerning tare on cotton 
Government 45 per cent ad valorem duty. The Treasury Department | When the farmer buys bagging and ties, he pays therefor 
saw the “cloven foot” and properly declined. cents per bale more than he would pay if free. When a spinn 

Next the trust protested certain entries here of bagging, imported | from his farmer he deducts from the worth of the cotton the am 
for the express purpose of patching the sample holes in cotton bales, the | his loss by bagging and ties. ‘Therefore the spinner does not | 
trust claiming that said bagging, because it was 32 by 42 inches and was | tariff profit that goes to the manufacturers of bagging and ties, 
not used at the country gin but was put on at compress, was not entitled | farmer does. But even if the spinner did pay, antagonists’ argun 
to entry at six-tenths of a cent, but should pay 45 per cent ad valorem, | not strengthened, because spinner would add excess to manuf: 

In the above cases the trust has so far lost, but in its greed for | product and thus increase the cost to consumer. In either « 
gain it got a bale of bagging, which we understand was marked | trusts collect the profit and the people pay. 

“Cc. L. M.” (one of our marks), shipped same to Canada, and had it W. B. THomps 
brought in at the Port of Boston. There the collector of port as- | President New Orleans Cotton Esa 
sessed same at six-tenths of a cent, same as here, but the trust pro- | ——e 

tested that 45 per cent ad valorem should be the rate and carried It is a well-known fact that all buyers on both sides of the At! 
the case before the Board of General Appraisers in New York. allow in the prices they pay fully enough, if not more than eno 

Read, if you will, “ Treasury Decisions,” of March 23, 1911 (T. D. |} offset the weight of bagging and ties on a bale. As a general t! 
81403; G. A. 7189), subject, “ Bagging for Covering Cotton-Compress | per cent is allowed for tare by foreign spinners. While all! 
Labels,” and you will see that the board sustained the trust. And, | practically buy on the basis of tare, care is generally taken that 
vending an appeal, which we learn the Government has made, we have | ances always equal and frequently exceed actual tare. 
yeen informed here that 45 per cent ad valorem duty will be charged us. Henry G. 

The term “compress labels” is one coined by the trust, and we sermons 
suppose you can see their motive. All cotton sold for export deducts 6 per cent tare for bagging a1 

For many years past bagging patches to protect cotton by covering | Domestic mills claim 4 to 5 per cent tare. : 
sample holes have been imported through this port and also at : : NORMAN Evstl 
Gaiveston, but only recently has the trust undertaken their manufac- Acting Chairman Cotton Factors’ Asso« 
ture, and no sooner than it started to make same the trust cry went : Brae ' 
up that such bagging should not be admitted under paragraph 355, Cotton sold for export carries 6 per cent deduction for tare. D 
as same were “compress labels” and not a covering for cotton. mills calculate about 5 per cent. 

Out of 80,000,000 yards or more of bagging used each year only NEW ORLEANS COTTON Bryers & Exporters’ ASSOCIAT! 
some 15,000,000 yards, including patches, are imported. F A. M. West, President. 

The duty on cotton ties, although reduced from five-tenths, “ Dingley - rae ‘ . 
bill,” to three-tenths of a cent per pound by the Payne-Aldrich bill, Cotton exporters calculate 6 per cent tare for bagging and ties; « 
still prohibits any importations, as we can’t pay 133 cents per bundle | ¢™™ spinners 23 to 25 pounds per bale. Carolina Mills Associati: n 
duty, and I so informed the Ways and Means Committee when I went | 4 reads: “On compressed cotton the tare should not exceed 24 | 
before it during the autumn of 1908. and on uncompressed cotton 20 pounds per bale.” Cotton produ 

Yours, respectfully, C. Les McMrinan. pay for their bagging and ties. Any spinner wil? give more for 


: pounds net cotton than for a bale weighing 500 pounds gross, inc! 
Surely those engaged in the manufacture and sale of this | bagging and ties. 


article of commerce are not entitled to any great consideration 54 ne C. Lee McMILua 
at the hands of Congress when they ask that this prohibitive iran hed shee us I Go that every apinver calculat 
and exorbitant rate of duty shall be maintained by the Goy- | buying cotton what allowance to make for tare on bagging and ties, 
ernment in order that they may continue to extort from the we aes amounts to between 5 and 6 per cent, no one ever 
farmers of the South enormous sums of money from year to .~ ° . ‘ ‘ : 


year as a tribute to them and to their rapacity and greed. C. Lez McMILLAN. 
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u N oO x L . 
“ . . . . 4 I 
ttee of the House in 190S I find the following: ’ ; 
Mr. Griccs. I want to settle or tter that I think you und id A ’ ' ; : ' 
thoroughly. An intim made here this morning th: th ‘ 
r resells his bagging. re is taken off for bagging and 
factory ? ‘ ‘ Cnt ‘ 
"Me ‘MILLAN. Six | r cent is the allowance calculated n , 
ae for each 500-por ] n. Y T ~ , 
Mr. Griecs. At 9 cents und, that would be how mu \ I 
Mr. MCMILLAN. That { , mn ¢ 
Mr. Griccs. That the farmer | s in the price of cotton, ' Cot if ; 
taken off the price of cotton. I do not elieve it is deducted I ate : t 5 ~~ 
tly but that is taken imto consideration in fixing th i _— ; NEW ORLE AN ‘ B A 
Mr. MCMILLAN. In other words, he d né ell bagging and ties at A. J. WI Pres t 
price of cotton, but their weight is deducted in the ul In These telegrams are from ge emen of { ] 
Mr. Griecs. And it amounts to $2.70 per bale? Seeeniienss te ty 
+4 McMILI —~-y Yes. aa int per ba and standing in the business world, whose l “l 
‘ , by all who know them ; absolutely the t 
I now read the following from the CoNGREssionaL ReEcorD Gen. W. W. Gordon, of Savannah, Ga., is a | 
f May 27, 1909, showing that I then furnished evidence which | merchant, a buyer and exporter of cott for | 
. 1 - . A he s* uye al — I yf ) Ol for 
is, and now is, a complete refutation of the statement made | who is in every way qualified by informat 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] and the letter he experience to give testimony on this subi 
had es in the Recorp from the representative of the Steel | no question that his statements contain the absolut 
rrust, Mr. Gary. : : : Mr. Chairman, I have done what I could to aid 
This contention, I knew, was not capable of being sustained | the hburdens of those who are engaged in the prod 
by proof. To show what the truth is, the gentleman from rid’s greatest st ple; 2 ieee, deen weal amet 
Teras ° > _ y 7 aan soucht ; o eo in- & — . am a : ( ce i Nese S ) 
texas [Mr. Burteson] and myself sought and obtained the in- | away from them the burdens of taxation. I hav 


formation contained in the telegrams we received, and which 


foll every Congress to have it done, and now the hop s 

are aS LTolows: é » » > oran ‘ . oe 4} 

; WASHINGTON, D. C., May 25, 1909 to bi realized. God ane on . = may, See * ind 

Hon. W. W. Gorpon : thoughtful men of both parties and from every s is 
Savannah, Ga.: Congress will give to the peo} le who are ) 


ypponents free bagging and ties claim producer is paid for same 
of cotton by spinner without deduction for tare. Please wire 
deduction is made for bagging and ties, and in what way and how 


of 
ar 
nrice 









considered in fixing price. Does rule apply to both foreign and domestic | mands that it be done. None but a few favored tru: 
spinners? ak ne Witiieeee bined corporations—have been heard to oppose 
-« Lh. DARTLETT. 4 
fHE YEOMANRY OF THE UNITE! 
SAVANNAH, GA., May 26, 1909. I have investigated somewhat and compared tf I 
Hon L. BARTLETT, ditions of our fellow men i +} : sens nation 12 
é ; ( I | nen il * princina ! ric f 
‘ai of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: ; Bee “rts os 28 ee Pee = 4 
o cen : oa ci Wo en a! te on and the United States, and especially e South, and | ‘ 
Offers from Europe name a price which includes cost of freight, See : we 
marine insurance, and 6 per cent tare on a 500-pound bale. Six | come to the conclusion that there not 2 le on eart { 
per cent would be 40 pounds, which covers 16 pounds for 8 yards of | as a whole. so highly favored in the snub I l hlessines « 
agging, 8 pounds for § ties, and 6 pounds for natural drying of cotton | .. the anaes t he United Stat : 
nd consequent shrinkage in weight ; nominally, the farmer is paid for — yeomanry of Un LCG WLALCE at ' 
agging and ties, but the spinner can’t spin them. He sells them a South. True, there are other countri ind § . t S 
nk ; consequently the price he offers is a figure arrived at after dedu us in wealth and power, in military strengt 
ig what his loss will be on the bagging and ties; also is true that eth Ail . mel ‘ 7 
farmer in reality is not paid for bagging and ties. American spinners | 22¢ display - expensive arts, but there is non 
isually get 28 pounds tare, and also deduct from price they pay for | justly lay claim to the character of a free and } ‘ 
otton the loss they will sustain on the bagging and “— — those I have the honor in part to represent. 
. . FORDON rr > . .° . . 
ween The future of this country is full of ( r | B 
New Orteans, La., May 26, 1909 depends in the largest measure on the tillers of t 
Hon, A. 8. BuRLESON, ide = racit , that hope shall = realized or not. The : 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: agriculture will be followed by the decay of 
Your contention in dispatch concerning tare on cotton is true. When ; to cherish in morals and gov‘ ‘rnment vi 
e farmer buys bagging and ties he pays therefor some 9 cents per | wej]-cyltivated soil produces not grain oT 
» more than he would pay if free. When the spinner buys from the erie pl — ot 
farmer he deducts from the worth of the cotton the amount of his los fruits, but another and far more precious cr 
aagging and ties. Therefore the spinner does not pay the tariff! know their rights and dare maintain the 
fit that goes to the manufacturers of bagging and ties and the farmer | jntejligent 0p] e just pride and tl 
does. But even if spinner did pay, antagonists’ argument is not - ‘ecut peopx Just pride an 
rengthened, because spinner would add excess to manufactured | rodu 1c nation. [Applause. 
ae ae es ee Se consumer. In either case the trust col- The child may now be born whose 
ts the profit and the people pay. w. B Tucurees American people and see them 300,000,0 
President New Orleans Cotton Exchange. cotton-raising States, now wit AULIA LL 
a every 223 years, GO0.000,000  s , V\ ‘ 
New Orweans, La., May 26, 1909. iving under a government of eq la 
n. A, 8. BurRLEsSoN, leges to the favored few or sect ' 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: with the onerest which fres : 
\ Lh til Nereics i l ( l ns l 
It is a well-known fact that all buy rs | on both sides of the Atlantic | ph, the hiches , ‘aah. dail ollie ‘ 
llow in the prices they pay fully enough, if not more than enough, to| 9% ‘Me *5tics’ se! eo - 
ffset the weight of bagging and ties on a bale. As a general thing | advantages, what shall prevent 1 r \ 
6 per cent is allowed for tare by foreign spinners. While all spinners | the career of such a people or set a 
cticaliy buy on the basis of tare, care is generally taken that allow-| ~ eneth? TApplause } The a J - ww 
ncees always equal and frequently exceed actual tare. eee Lau ; , 
Henry G. H dreamed of a power so boundle r a 
@ even in that enraptured vision wher 
New O8Leans, La., May 26, lam Hor ead horeelf i] 
Hon. A, 8. BurLeson puissant nation, rousing herst 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: and shaking her invincible ( 
Referring to my previous dispatch for your information, Carolin her mighty youth and ! lling * und l eye t tl 
T L « . ‘ 
ills have a rule that they will not allow for more than 24 pounds | plage of the midday bea purging and unsca 
agging and ties on a compressed bale and 20 pounds on an uncom-| ,, hina ae a - - on 
ressed bale. If bagging and ties exceed that in weight, the seller | the fountain itself of h emy radiance Phe 
lust refund the difference. his senses open to the ith, would thwart 
C. Len MCMILLAN refuse to aid to accomplish it is either ear 
é niv ‘ his country. } t¢ The st int "Ps 
New Orteans, LA., May 26, 1909 nly to his country, nd ) the | > een 
Hon. A. 8. Burnrson, of the human race. [Prolonged : ause. | 
Washington, D. Mr. U Us » Mr. Ch irs an, y ] 
Cotton exporters calculate 6 per cent tare for bagging and ties; east- | the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Cra 
er oo ’ i anh il li rid il LARK 
n spinners, 23 to 25 pounds per bale. Carolina mil rule 4 reads: i e Ww +e Mr. (I ‘ 
“On compressed cotton the tare should not exceed 24 “pounds, and on Mr. CL AR K of Florida. Mr. Chairn I 
uncompressed cotton, 20 pounds per bale.” Cotton producers pay for | the country nor the committee with a 
pes ina ond ten, =. oe et give more for 500 pounds net | say, however, that I shall record my ’ t 
tto an for a bale weig 5 ounds gross, including bagging}. * oe ce a : 
and ties. =“s D _ "aee"ns (a great deal of pleasure, because it is tl ( e fi 
Cc. Lee McMILLAN. | real benefit of the American farmer w! ] been I 
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proposed in this House since I have been a Member of it. While, 
as I have said, I shall not discuss the tariff, I do want to say 
in passing that my distinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN], the leader of the minority, reminded me very much a 
few days ago—I will not say when displaying his ignorance on 
the subject, but when he made certain interrogations as to 
farming implements—of a young man in the city whose father 
decided it would be better for him to spend a year or two on 
the farm and get some practical information. He had never 
been in the country in his life. He knew nothing about chickens 
and pigs and ducks and things of that kind. Shortly after he 
reached the farm he was sent out one morning to feed the 
fowls. He scattered the corn. This farmer had a quantity of 
chickens and a large number of ducks—these broad-billed mus- 
covies, 

These ducks got in amongst the chickens, and those of us 
who have lived upon the farms and know something of that 
life, know how when you feed a lot of chickens and ducks to- 
gether the ducks, instead of picking up the corn a grain at a 
time, come along with their immense bills and just shovel it in. 
This boy saw that, and he had, what I fear sometimes our 


friends on the other side do not have, a sense of justice and | 


fair play. So, acting upon that notion, he took out a pocket- 
knife and began to catch those ducks and trim their bills down 
to a point like the chickens. The farmer came along in the 
meantime and said, “ What do you mean; what are you doing 
this for?” The young man repiied, ‘‘ These ducks are simply 
shoveling it all up and depriving the chickens of their fair 
share, and I thought it was nothing but right to trim their 
bills and make them get down and pick fair with the rest of 
them.” [Laughter and applause.] 

The object of this bill, as I understand it, is to make the pro- 
tected interests of the country get down on a dead level with the 
farmer and pick their living with the rest of us. 

Mr. Chairman, as I said, without going into the tariff propo- 
sition, I want to call the attention of the House and the coun- 
try to another question which, it seems to me, involves the in- 
tegrity of the proceedings of this House. During the six years 
that I have been here I have heard gentiemen complain, not 
only in private conversation, but on the floor of the House, of 
the fact that the House had lost the respect of the American 
people, that the House had given up prerogative after preroga- 
tive until it had become a sort of byword with the people of 
the country, and that they, the people, no longer held that 
respect for it which they had in the olden days. Having this 
condition of affairs in mind, I introduced recently a resolution, 
which I desire to ask that the Clerk will read in my time, for 
I want to get it into the Recorp, and I believe that when gen- 
tlemen consider it carefully they will see that it will, if adopted, 
work a reform much needed in the management of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives be, and 
the same are hereby, amended by adding thereto an additional rule, to 
be known as Rule XLIV, and to read as follows: 

“Rule XLIV. No Member shall be permitted to have printed in the 
REcORD any speech or portion of a speech not actually delivered by him 
upon the floor of the House, except upon condition that immediately 
preceding and connected with such speech or portion of speech there 
shall be printed in the Recorp in bold, black-faced type the words: 
‘The following remarks were not delivered in the House and are simply 
inserted here on request of Hon. —-———- -—-———.,’ naming the Member 
whose remarks are to be so printed: Provided, That no Member shall 
under any condition be allowed to print in the Recorp any portion of 
any article, writing, speech, or document not of his own composition, 


other than statistical information, except he actually reads or quotes 


the same while on the floor and when he is actually addressing the 
Fiouse.” 


Mr. Chairman, upon investigation of this subject I find that 
it has at different times created discussion in both Houses of 
Congress. As far back as 1852, on May 20, Mr. Clingman, of 
North Carolina, I believe, in correcting the Globe, after stating 
that the report of the proceedings in the Globe for a certain day 
showed that while he held the floor he gave way to a certain 
Member who made a speech, occupying several columns, and 
that he then proceeded with his own speech, making no refer- 
ence to the interjected speech, said: 


Now, the fact is just this, that a gentleman from New York said he 
wished that I would give him the floor for a single moment, and that 
his object was to notify the House that he intended to publish a speech. 
I told him, of course, that I had no objection—it is a pure matter of 
taste. I then informed the House that I had given him the floor for 
that purpose. I made that statement, and he made the statement to 
the committee, that he intended to publish a speech. I took it for 
granted that all of that would go into the Globe. If that had been 
done, eveeeey woald then have seen that the speech which followed 
had not actually been delivered in the House, and I and other gentlemen 
should have been relieved of all responsibility of answering it. Several 
gentlemen have come to me, and said they considered such a thing a 
fraud on the House. I will not use such a strong expression myself. 
I have no objection to the publication of 5 in the Congressional 
Globe that have not been delivered here; but the fact that they were 
not delivered ought to be known and understood. 





On December 23, 1852, Mr. Stanley, of North Carolina, 
unanimous consent, offered a resolution as follows: 

Resolved, That the reporters of the House of Representatiy 
directed hereafter not to report in the Daily Globe, as part of th 
ceedings of the House, speeches not made in the House. 

Amended by adding— 

Provided, That nothing in this resolution shall prevent any M 
from correcting or revising the reporters’ notes. 

This resolution as amended was passed by the House. 

On May 23, 1860, the House was considering certain ar 
ments to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriat 
bill. The fourth amendment was as follows: 

Provided further, That the reporters of the House shall not 
any remark made by any Member who is not first recognized hy 
Speaker or Chairman who may be presiding at the time; and 
nothing said in the House, declared to be out of order, or that | 
by one Member without leave when another is upon the flo 
anything not actually said in debate, shall.be reported. (Reje 
a vote of 75 yeas to 82 nays. Cong. Globe, 36th Cong., Ist 
pp. 2284-2285.) 

On July 20, 1867, Mr. Ashley, of Ohio, asked unanii 
consent that certain gentlemen who had prepared speech: 
a veto message of the President and who had no opportu 
to deliver them should be allowed to print them in the G 
Mr. Ross, of Illinois, said that he would not object to the 
ing of those already prepared, but if the request were | 
enough to permit Members to go home and prepare sjpx 
to be thus printed he would object. Consent was limited 
those already prepared. (Cong. Globe, 40th Cong., 1st sess., 


c-—-— 


t57.) 


On February 21, 1870, the Senate passed a concurrent res 
tion, as follows: 


No speech not actually delivered in Congress shall be printed i: 
Globe. (Cong. Globe, pt. 2, 41st Cong., 2d sess., p. 1457.) 


And I may say here that that is a substitute offered by S 
tor Conkling, of New York, to the original resolution off 
by another Senator. I am quoting some of these authori\ies 
to show the committee and the country thet abler and w 
men than some of us who are now studying this question | 
seen the evils of it and have undertaken to correct this | 
ceeding, which is, in effect, without any notice, a fraud upo! 
country. 


On December 23, 1884, Senator Vest, of Missouri, su! 
ted to the Senate a concurrent resolution, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concu 
That the reports in the ConGressionat Recorp shall be an a 
transcript of the proceedings and the debates of the two Hous 
Congress, and that no speech shall be published therein whic! 
not spoken in the Senate or in the House of Representatives 
such speeches shall be printed as they were actually delivered, « 
verbal corrections made by the author of the speech, and by n 
person ; and that when speeches are reserved by their authors f 
rection they shall be returned to the reporter of the House in 
they were delivered within one week, and if not so returned they s 
then be printed in the CoNGRESSIONA!" Recorp from the original : 
of the reporter. (Cong. Rec., vol. 16, pt. 1, 48th Cong., 2d ses 
423.) 


Now, Senator Vest made a speech on that subject at 
time, and I have copied an extract from it, which I wish to 
to the attention of the committee. He said: 


Good faith between the people and their servants, public n 
and decency demand that the abuses now existing should be r 
What could be more ruinous to the cause of truth than t! 
printing of debates which have no existence? What can be n 
moralizing and disheartening to the young and honest reader « 
Recorp than the discovery that the Representative whom he | 
taught to admire as an exemplar of all public virtues is 
cheat and fraud? 
p. 423.) 


Senator Fryre, in discussing that resolution, said this: 


I remember very distinctly reading in the RecorD a speech whi 
made about the manufacturers of New England, and charges wer 
that the operatives in those mills were slaves, that they were a 
starved to death, that they were treated more inhumanly than the s 
of the South ever were treated. A constituent of mine called m) 
tion for the first time to it and wanted to know if I was not p! 
attending to my duty and why I had permitted a thing of that ki 
go unchallenged. 


That-was when Senator Frye was a Member of the Hous 


Well, it was one Saturday when nobody was there except the §; 
of the House of Representatives and six other Members, each o 
whom had a long speech to deliver and each one of whom perhaps 
5 or 10 minutes and then printed about _a 2-hour speech. That s 
me the most serious difficulty about the matter. (Cong. Record, 

16, pt. 1, 48th Cong., 2d sess., p. 424.) ‘ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have read those extracts because I 
wanted them to go into the Recorp. I want to say now that on 
two oceasions I have availed myself of this rule—I am not p 
tending that I have not done that. One was a speech whic! [ 
delivered to the legislature of my State, which I did not ¢: 
to repeat here, and one was a speech recently, before the | 
adjournment, on the shipping bill, and I did not get time \ 
deliver it. 


(Cong. Rec., vol. 16, pt. 1, 48th Cong., 2 
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But, look at it 
fraud, it is wrong, 
speak the truth. 

Now, if gentleman writes an essay and he thinks there is 
such merit in his composition that the great American publi 
ought to read it, he ought not to be ave i 
essay; he ought not to be avers tting the public upon 

otice that the speech was not delivered, but only prepare 
him: and that he thought there was such merit in mposi 
tion that the people of the country ought to have the benefit of 
the product of his brain. 

As I say, Mr. Chairman, we are perpetrating a frat 
people when we do it. I have heard some s about the 
preparation of speeches that I am not going to mention here. I 
want to say this: I have not, although I have invoked the rulk 
twice and printed speeches that I did not deliver, den 
they were mine. The bad grammar, the bad spelling, and ey 
thing else, were mine. Nobody else was responsible for 
and I do not intend to go far enough to ask anybody to 
either my spelling or my grammar. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman’s spelling would be corrected by 
the Government Printing Office, regardless of his motion. 

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman speaks of a rule. Really, 
no rule permitting the thing to be done which the ge 
now opposing, is there? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. There is a custom, and there is a 
rule; yes. Because when a Member gets upon this floor and 
asks unanimous consent, such consent is always given, and this 
custom has become as inexorable and as unchangeable as the 
laws of the Medes and Persians. And no man can stay on this 
floor all the time—I have tried that—to watch the Recorp. 
The moment the objector goes out, somebody repeats his request 
and it is granted and the speech goes in anyhow. 

Mr. SIMS. I would like to ask further this question. I 
not mean to be in opposition to what the gentleman is sa) 
He is discussing the matter very clearly. Suppose we do adopt 
the resolution and it becomes the rule of the House. Can it not 
be suspended by unanimous consent at any time, and will 
not objection still have to be made? That is what I want 
to ask. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Possibly so; but I 
this to the gentleman: I am going to introduce 
duced by Senator Vest and these other gentlemen—a joint reso- 
lution, requiring the concurrence of both Houses and the 
signature of the President. That has the force and effect of 
law, and I do not understand that this House, 
consent, can waive it. 

Mr. SHERLDY. If the gentleman will permit, we can prac 
tically reach the matter in another way. There is now a rule 
of the House that prohibits the entertaining of a motion to 
draw seats during the life of a Congress, after they are once 
drawn. That rule has always been observed, and it would 
not be in order for the Chair to put an unanimous request for 
the redrawing of seats after they are once drawn. Now. it 
would be very easy to make it out of order to present a request 
for unanimous consent to print in the Recorp. If the gen- 
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tleman will permit me a moment further, I will say that for | 
several years past I have at various times taken occasion to | 


comment on this same abuse, and I thoroughly agree with the 
gentleman that it is a constant reflection upon the membership 
of this House that we should tolerate a method of misrepre- 
sentation to the country of our activities here. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Kentucky is an expert parliamentarian, and I take it that his 
statement of the effect of a rule of that kind would be abso- 
lutely correct. 

Now, I want to say this—— 

Mr. SIMS. Let me make a suggestion in that connection, 
that we now have a rule, as I remember, that it shall not be 
in order for the Speaker to entertain any motion or request to 
use this Hall for any purpose other than that designated by 
the law and the rules. And yet I have seen a request of that 
kind made and submitted, and not being objected to it was de- 
clared as ordered. It was done in the case of Col. Goethals, 
you know, when he gave his lecture on the Panama Cana! 
this Hall. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the 
from Florida [Mr. CrarK] one minute more. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I just want to say this, Mr. Chair- 


in 


gentleman 


man, in conclusion: This would not only, if adopted, make the 
tecorD speak the truth and put us right before the country, 


but it would be a measure of economy. We would save in the 


composition, we would save in the amount paid to the railroads | } 
applause. 
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Li Se t rye stated, I think-—one 
experienced gentleme lid—that whet ' first became 
i M ber ¢ Ce "eSS « ume of Congress al Globe 
1 for the record of a | Congress and two 
‘ es for the 1 l of € sess lo-day when you get 
i copy of the Recorp « ( lelivered at your 
to you have got to g ive it hauled to your 
Ne Mr. Chairm: [ y d ‘e to present 
the few remarks and put th R ) rder tha 
gentlemen may look into t! Ll i ‘ r and see 
if we can not get some ru ! erity 
of this House and challenge \ ople 
which this House once enjoye \ 
ir, UNDERWOOD. Mr. ¢ ! l ite 
to the gentleman from West Virginia | Mr. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman fi i Mr. 
LITTLEPAGE] is recognized for 20 minu 
Mr. LITTLEPAGE. Mr. ¢ rman, I have beet iing for 
more tha two weeks now to the great speeches delivered b ‘ 
this the greatest body of men upon the globe, and although I 
al ew Member I can not longer refrain from presenting my 
views in this presence and to the ountry in reference to the 
two twin bills, the 1 rocity bi just pa l, and the f 
bill now under consideratio1 
Adhering to the resolution adopted by the West Vire i Leg 
islature instructing her Senators and requesting | Congress 
men to yote for the recipr v bi I ist my vote f it 
| measure, believing, too, at the s e time, tha ’ ight 
Some remarkable speeches were made against that bi How 
Sol of these stand pat ht iS ild speak is st the 
bill and then vote for its | re J am at a loss to comprehend, 
unless they wanted to be r 1 for and against the bill, sp 
that whi ver way the die is cast they would be at least half 
way on the winning side. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
You stand-pat Republicans |! ‘ inned away your day of 
srace [Applause on the Democrat cle The men of y 
party—I mean the patriot i vho love the ‘oun 
try and to whom their country’s good is higher than rty 
perfidy are the surgents or independe Republicans of this 
ountry—you meet them everywhere, both here in Congress 
and in the country, and asar wherever you find one you 
find in him a patriotic and hone ! ! n W rf 
God. The Republican Party s be a great ty, b 
party of Lincoln, of Grant, | Conkling d McK 
ot tl Republi Party of f v. Ye 
them, but nearly all—have descended into a ce ? 
1 in order to secure campaig ontt itions ! 
could be rried with money e formed a t 
pany with the trusts and s i terests of t) 
1 day the trusts and specia i ‘ sts are I 
even the Government itself in yur nd-] 
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They still love this country, and the f ht 
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pendence, and are resenting the neglect shown ! 
are turning their backs upon the party of t 
terests on that account, as well as il rder to his great 
Republie from its i d j 
t! nking of the |} t | ‘ ng I 
old-time Jeffers d s of rig] 
all and special ile ! Loud ay 
Democra de and ts.] 

In the name of justice, where are we drifti 
shall we reach the end of our present 11 
seething caldron of oppressed, dissatisfied l 
humanity throughout our common count! 
because of foreign immigration, and I th 
souree of our internal troubles in « in d ( 
say it is because of discrimination. Others s e of 
special privileges being granted by Gover t to 
who have no love for their fellow 1 except to use him and 
impoverish him. God help us t ave this Republ {Loud 
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I was amazed the other day at the apprehensions expressed 
about annexation of Canada by Mr. Prince, of Illinois, but this 
was so in the case of the Louisiana purchase act, as you will 
remember. That act had its bitter enemies on the floor of Con- 
gress; yet the bill went through, and the -future generations 
have revered the name of the President, the Senators, and Con- 
gressmen who stood out against magnified public sentiment at 
that time, as now, and made it possible to annex that beautiful, 
fertile, rich, and great country to this Republic. But my friend, 
the distinguished Congressman from Illinois, found fault with 
the President—the President of my country and his—and he 
went so far as to insinuate that the President of this country 
was playing into the hands of the Democratic Party. He did 
not say it in so many words, but away down in his heart it 
seems to me that he felt it. 

Why has it become necessary for the President of the United 
States to convene Congress in extraordinary session twice in 
two years, the second time in history? In my judgment, Mr. 
Chairman, it is because the President sees the tendency of the 
times. I disagree with many of the stand-pat Republicans. I 
think the President is an honest man, and you shall not abuse 
him except over our protest. I think the President sees the 
process of disintegration which has set in within the Republican 
ranks, and in order to save, if he can, the remnants of the 
old guard of his party, he has convened us here, hoping that 
the Democrats will help him save the Republic and the people 
from the ravages of trusts and unholy greed. While he knows 
we are patriotic and want to upbuild this Nation and help the 
humble people of this country, you stand-pat Republicans are 
in hopes we will fall out among ourselves, and, as some of our 
opponents say, will go to pieces. But mark you, the signs of 
the times in the rear and in front point to the fact—and I 
hope you will not think hard of me when I say it—that you 
Republican standpatters are now, if you never have been before, 
right up against the real proposition in this country. The people 
have warned you in 1910 by their votes. You have played so 
long, and have transacted business to such an extent with the 
special interests, and have given them so many special favors 
in order that they may give you money to carry your elections, 
that your people and my people have become not only skeptical 
and suspicious, but they are demanding an account of your 
stewardship. They fear that all is not well, and in justification 
of that fact you see before you now a young man, a straight 
Democrat, who comes from a district that heretofore has been 
nearly 6,000 Republican, and one of the most wealthy districts 
in this country, including the Great Kanawha and New River 
coal fields, succeeding a stand-pat Republican. Since I have 
been of age I have never seen the Republican Party so torn 
asunder and rent in pieces as it is in that great district to-day, 
and that is so because the rank and file of that party feel that 
they have been neglected here in Washington. They feel that 
there is more due them than they have received; and in that 
they are right. They feel that the principles for which Lincoln 
stood, for which Grant stood, and that McKinley advocated, are 
no longer the sentiments that actuate the Republican Party of 
this Nation. In order, as the boys say, to “ hog the ring,” you 
standpatters have gobbled up everything fore and aft, in and 
out of sight, or loose at both ends, and you have neglected the 
people at home until the time has come during your administra- 
tion when poor men in the country can hardly afford to have 
meat on their tables three times a day. [Great applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

It is a sad thing to think about. It is an awful thing to 
think of the poor people at home in all of our districts, morn- 
ing, noon, and night, looking to Washington and hoping for 
relief from the tyrannical and heartless trusts, while here in 
the Halls of Congress there are men playing to the galleries 
and the country, endeavoring to make such a record as will 
enable them, two years from now, to steal again into the White 
House. In the meantime they are so neglecting the people at 
home that it is growing harder and harder for the poor people 
to live. I say again, where are we drifting? [Loud and spon- 
taneous applause. ] 

The time has come in this country when the standpatters 
have said that Canadian reciprocity would act detrimentally to 
to the agricultural interests of the United States. By their 
speeches they have played upon the sentiment of the country 
and have tried, with the wonderful aid of the Paper and Stee! 
Trusts, to work up the prejudice of the farmer. But they cana 
not maintain that position, because of the fact that the opening 
of that new country will afford to the American farmer, when 
the tariff wall is torn down between the two countries, more 
extensive market for his product, thereby giving him better 
prices. When they are forced from the position that reci- 
procity will be detrimental to the American farmer then they 


go back and say to the country, “ We must look after the lal 
ing people.” How well have you, Mr. Standpatter, looked «1 
the laboring people? It has been said upon this floor by 

distinguished men that the American workman is the best-) 
workman in the civilized world, and you have repeatedly y 
that old, catchy, prejudicial, and crude Republican, now thr 
bare, argument, “ We do not want to bring American labo) 
competition with foreign pauper labor.” This is your last st; 
and when this ground is cut from under your already divi 
house, your fall will be great. You will then fall upon y. 
knees and you will pray long and loud, but if you remeu 
“The prayers of the wicked availeth nothing.” Your time } 
come; you must go. Your books have been audited by 
people, and the defalcation discovered, and the prison of p 
opinion is staring you in the face. Your countenances } 
fallen before the gaze of a long-suffering but triumphant, ( 
fearing, liberty loving, but outraged people. [Loud and | 
longed applause. ] . 

Listen while I tell you the truth, as it will do you good, 
I do not mean to be hard on you, although you have t: 
my people and yours so badly, and practiced deception so 
I can hardly refrain from saying some bad words. [Appl 

I want the record I make here to-day to speak for itse 
my people at home. They have been good to me, and my bl: 
swells with gratitude and affection for them. I want to s; 
the truth. I want the poor men who work in the mines 
on the hilltops and in the valleys, in the factories, on 
railroads, and who feel neglected and can hardly keep 
grim and gray wolf from the door on account of high 
of living—and it is not only so in my district, but in the 
trict of every Congressman within the sound of my y 
I want them to know the facts. Stated in the Conerrss 
Recorp, volume 44, of the Sixty-first Congress, page 3256 
will find the average product of the American laborer as 
as the European laborer. Listen, oh listen, to the t: 
It is there stated that the annual output of the Ame 
laborer is $2,450. The average annual output of the Cane 
laborer is $1,455; Australia, average annual output, & 
French, average annual output, $650; England, average an 
output, $556; Germany, average annual output, $460. I 1 
tain that the man of average intellect can see from these 
tistics that the American wage earner earns nearly twi 
much as the Canadian and does not receive twice as much 
That the American laborer produces nearly three times as 1 
as the Australian and hardly receives twice as much for 
toil. That the American produces nearly four times as | 
as the Frenchman and does not receive twice as much 
That the American laborer produces nearly five times as 1 
asthe English laborer and does not receive twice as mucl 
That the American laborer produces nearly six times as 
as the German laborer and receives but a little over tw 
much pay. Now, where is your argument about “ foreigi 
per labor”? [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] ‘J 
statistics were used by a Republican United States S« 
and I challenge a contradiction from any Congressman 0! 
floor. This shows that according to the productiveness o! 
American toiler he is the poorest-paid workman in the \ 
except in China and a few other uncivilized countries, \ 
we do not seriously consider in this country. [Applause « 
Democratic side.] 

And yet you charitably inclined, stand-pat Republica 
the face of that Republican authority, undertake at this 
day in your career, when you are passing away, to m: 
impression on the people that the American wage ear 
the best-paid laborer in the world. I say again, accord 
his productive capacity, as shown by these statistics, | 
the poorest-paid wage earner in the world. [Applause < 
Democratic side.] 

My district produces more coal and better coal and ch: 
coal than any other one district, except the anthracite, in 
United States. You stand-pat Republicans have made it 
on our coal operators. The men feel they are overcharg 
the company stores, and yet it is a fact that the prices 
fixed by the trusts you have created, until the coal operato! 
my district makes less profit in his store than ever before in 
history of his business. 

But I am proud to say that they are reliable men of Pp 
and determination, of purpose in life, wifo through suns 
and storm have stood by public enterprise and have |! 
the community better for having lived in it. Their word, \ 
once given, is as good as a Government bond, and becau: 
their faithful devotion to their business I am proud to pr 
that West Virg'nia will soon become the greatest coal-prod| 
State in this Union. May God bless her people and their « 
tiny. Our farmers, merchants, railroads, and toilers are 
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hoping and praying that the Government at Washington may 
again be brought into closer relationship with the rank and file 
of a Christian people. They have read in the Good Book that 
Christ drove the money changers from the Temple, and are now 
consoled that the slimy hands of the wicked trusts are being 
broken loose from Washington by the advance guard of an un- 
terrified but steady Democracy, aided by business men, toilers, 
old Union soldiers and their sons, all making up an irresistible 
band of patriarchs, who commenced in 1910, and will finish in 
1912, the job of driving the “ money changers” out of Wash- 
ington, thereby repeating history, redeeming and restoring this 
Government to the people. [Loud and prolonged applause. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, they have told us, and incorporated in 
the Recorp up to date, in effect, that they are opposed to any 
free-list bill. They are the party of protection, and I do not 
mean to be unkind or ungenerous when I suggest that that old 
name of the “party of protection” ought to be changed to the 
“party of the trusts and special interests.” 

I want the record I make here to show that from the Payne- 
Aldrich-Cannon-Gaines tariff and free-list bill of 1909, be- 
ginning on page 6S and running over to page 79, the country 
will observe that in every line in these pages are listed com- 
modities and things produced in this country and put on the 
free list—a Republican free list. But the country will also 
observe that the things incorporated on the free list in these 
pages are not the things produced by the trust manufacturers 
in this country. 

I will read from that tariff and free-list bill: On page 69 
they put on the free list “ apatite.” 
good appetites now; things are too eternally high. 
and applause on the Democratic side.] 
the Republican free-list bill that they have “balm of Gilead.” 


We are going to give the people by our free list the balm of | 


new hope, of better life, by improvement of living conditions, 
better wages, and cheaper commodities. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 


Men can not afford to have | 
[Laughter | 
I notice on page 70 of | 


I note on page 70, at the bottom, they put on the free list | 


“blood, dried, not specially provided for in this section.” We 
propose to give the people, and to place on the free list, the 
things required to rehabilitate and rejuvenate the ambition of 
men by taking the tariff off of the rich foods, that the toiling 
masses may have, free of tariff, meat, breadstuffs, vegetables, 
wearing apparel, and some of the good things of life that the 
Republican trusts have been living so long upon—the common 
people in the meantime almost starving for. 
the story of Lazarus seeking the crumbs from the rich man’s 
table. [Applause on the Democratic side.] We want none of 
your dried blood—we want new and honest blood turned into 
the heart of our body politic. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

I see, on page 71 of that magnanimous free-list bill, that they 
have “catgut,” “worm gut,” “not manufactured,” of course. 
We do not care anything about the “catgut,” or “worm gut,” 
either. 
eaten them yet. We are going to put on the free list, for the 
benefit of the people, beef, mutton, pork, hominy, and beans, 
and thereby go you standpatters one better. [Laughter and 
applause on the Democratic side.] I notice, on page 72 of that 
magnanimous Republican free-list bill, the words “ cotton,” “ cot- 
ton waste or flocks.” We are going to go you one better and 
give the cotton farmers, and all other farmers, free of tariff, 
agricultural implements, and protect them from the ravages 
of the trusts by taking the tariff off the cotton bagging that che 
cotton farmers, and not the trusts, shall live thereby, be pros- 
perous, and enabled to lay up a competency for the rainy days 
of life. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I notice, a little 
further down on the same page, that the Republicans put on the 
free list “ cuttle-fish bone.” It is a sight to look at these things. 
We propose to give them free, without the “cuttle,” fish, take 
the tariff off of fish, that the people can have fresh fish to eat, 
and let the bones go toward fertilizing the soil. [Laughter on 
the Democratic side.] Let the trusts have the cuttlefish bone 
awhile, so that the shoe may get on the other foot just one time 
in life. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] I see, 
a little farther down on the same page, free “ dragon’s blood 
dried "—no, “dragon’s blood”; I do not want to misquote it, 
because it is bad enough. We give them, on our free list, a new 
life, full of hope and gratitude, by the fulfillment of Democratic 
campaign pledges, each one of which we have filled up to date, 
and are going clear down the line, in a conservative, sane, and 
business-like manner in the interest of the people. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] You standpatters had just as well 
get ready and take your medicine like good, game men. I 
notice, on page 73 of this charitably inclined free-list bill, they 
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have “ergot” on the free list. We are opposed to abortion 
and in favor of “ multiplying and replenishing the earth.” No 
Roosevelt Republican could have oted to put “ergot *" on the 


free list. [Loud laughter and applause on all sides.] I notice, 
a little farther down on the same page, that they give to the 
people free “ fence posts of wood.” We go them one better and 
give them free wire to complete the fences, as farms could not 
be protected without fence wires nailed onto the posts. And the 
reason the Republicans did not give them free wire was because 
they did not want to offend the Wire Trust. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Nor is that all. On page 73 you find the Republicans have 
given the people free of tariff “ fossils.’ The Lord knows they 


have plenty of them to spare. They do not know what to do 
with them except to give them to the “ dear people.” Their very 
souls are on fire with love (?) for the “ people,” but it is too 


late—“ almost persuaded now to believe.” They can not longer 
cover or hide from the searchlight of truth. Since November 
last they have pricked their ears up like a fox in the woods 
which was only snapped at. The gun will go off in 1912, and 
the foxy standpatters will be swept off the Hill. The people 
will come into their own. It was once said “ when 
(certain people) fall out, honest men get their dues.” Take your 
old “ fossils,” go home and crawl under the bed, and play with 
the cats. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Again, sir, on page 74, they take the tariff off of “ hones and 
whetstones.” They are not trust products yet. How about the 
razors? They are trust products and are protected by a 
tremendous tariff (see page 18, paragraph 152), so that the 
poor man who has to shave at least once a month or his wife 
will drive him to the woods, has to contribute to the trust money 
every time he shaves himself. [Applause.] 

On the same page, 74, they graciously put on the free list 
free of tariff “ leeches.’ God knows the trusts and special 
interests (leeches) have long since sapped the financial life 
blood out of the common people by way of tariffs on the neces- 
saries of life until they can well afford to put “ leeches” on the 
free list, and look at them around this Capitol, drawing salaries, 
on the pay rolls and doing so little, if any, service. They look 
like wood ticks that disturb my hounds in summer time until 
they get full of blood and drop by the wayside. Away with 
leeches,” the people have no use for them. [Loud 


applause, } 

On the same page, 74, they have given the “ dear people” 
“loadstone;” neither is that a trust product. I am not 
prised at this generosity; they have given the people the gold- 
brick racket so long they must devise another scheme or they 
are lost. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now, the standpatters must have the miners’ yote or they 
ean not stem or navigate the stream, the current which is 
becoming dangerously swift, and on page 75 they put on the 
free list “ Miners’ rescue appliances, designed for artificial 
breathing, necessary in presence of poisonous gases,” used 
always successfully after the explosion when hundreds of poor 
women are made widows and children made orphans—all cast 
upon acold and uncharitable world, homes broken up, loved ones 
gone forever, treachery to take the place of kindness, devotion, 
and love. Great God, have mercy upon us all! Guide us aright, 
that public servants may draw nearer and closer to those be- 
reaved, deserving but neglected, useful toilers. [Loud and long 
applause, | 

When a sane and reasonable fellow-servant bill or a’ proper 
employers’ liability act is proposed to protect the employer and 
the employee alike, you standpatters have either killed if or 
made it possible for the courts to declare it unconstitutional. 
[Applause.] You deserve that which you will surely receive. 
Honest employers want their employees protected by a sane 
and reasonable law. Coal operators are often broken up finan- 
cially and always rendered miserable by explosions. ‘The 
phantom of funeral processions of their faithful men lingers 
with them day and night. The dead bodies of trust magnates 
lie in state at some public place for days and are viewed by 
thousands. The bodies of poor miners, often not recogniz 
as the result of terrific and deadly explosions, are laid 
to rest forever in an unmarked tomb. No man would des 
cripple or impede the progress of coal operators or developers 
of the country, because he would be an enemy to public develop- 
ment and progress, and while protecting them, men of purpose 
and official integrity should lose no opportunity to protect, en 
courage, and render hope of a better life and better conditions 
to the men who delve beneath the hills and valleys of our coun- 
try. [Long and loud applause.] 

I see on page 77 of that bill they have put 
the free list. Neither is this a product of the trusts. 
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ple will not longer take chances on getting either the measles 
or the mumps by a continuation of present conditions, high 
cost of living, misery, want, and woe. They have proposed 
and are going to have a change. They want, instead of the 
“dip,” fat mutton to put on their tables at a cost within reach 
of toiling men. [Great applause on the Democratic side.] 

On the same page we find on their free list “ shrimps, sheil- 
fish and silkworm eggs.” ‘They are not products of the trusts— 
not cornered yet. What on earth can we do with them? How 
can the laboring man live upon them? [Applause.] The Demo- 
crats will pass the free-list bill, under discussion, and give 
men and their families, free of tariff, wholesome meats, bread- 
stuffs, flour, corn meal, bacon, beans, and some dessert. They 
have to come. They are to be had, and we are pledged. We 
will make good and let a Republican Senate, as the stand- 
patters are in charge there, take the responsibility of defeat- 
ing the will of a long-suffering and now indignant people, and 
you will find that body losing prestige in the country and its 
membership in the stand-pat column. [Applause.] 

We bave passed the bill to elect Senators by direct vote. 
Let the Senate kill it if they want to, and the people will fasten 
the responsibility where it belongs. [Applause.] 

I see the article 675 on their free-list bill is “skeletons and 
other preparations of anatomy,” and article 680 of the same 
free list is “spunk.” [Laughter.] The people want to bury 
their own dead and enjoy the right of burying them in a decent 
manner and not be taxed to death by their Government for 
doing so. We are opposed to the skeleton business. Let the 
dead past bury its dead. We are turning to the future. ‘The 
dawn of a new era is upon us. The old-time Jeffersonian 
Democratic principle of “ equal rights to all and special privi- 
leges to none” is being rehabilitated, new recruits are falling 
into line, and the voice of the mighty is being heard upon the 
land as well as upon the high seas. History is repeating itself. 
There is a just God who still lives in Israel, and the curse of 
the American people is now being visited upon the trusts and 
special interests, which have grown so powerful that they 
own the stand-pat element of the Republican party—body, boots, 
and breeches; and I want to say here and now to this Con- 
gress and the American people that I believe it is the sense of 
this Congress that the patriotic element of the Republican 
Party of this country is found within the growing ranks of the 
insurgent or progressive element of that great party. [Pro- 
longed applause.} And yet, if a toiling man feels imposed upon 
and undertakes to assert his God-given and covrstitutionai 
rights, you standpatters have made it possible for a tyrannical 
employer to enjoin him and made it impossible for him to 
enjoy the benefits of that constitutional right which provides 
that no person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property 
without due process of law and the judgment of his peers. 
Away with your free-spunk idea. You profess one thing and 
practice another. All men are presumed to be created free and 
upon an equality before the law. Yet you would encourage him 
to be spunky and have his spunk free, too, and at the same time 
put him in jail if he follows your advice. 

Article 650 on this free list is “tar and pitch of wood,” not 
produced by the trusts, but the people say they can not live 
upon tar and pitch of wood, but they are now going to burn 
tar all over the anatomy of the Aldrich and Cannon wing of 
the G. O. P. [Continued applause.} 

The next article—696—on their free list is “ tobacco stems ”"— 
after the leaf is stripped off and controlled by the powerful 
and wealthy Tobacco Trust, which fixes the price of tobacco so 
high that men are chewing yellow root of the woodland rather 
than enjoy a good chew of tobacco or smoke even a Wheeling 
stogie. The tariff is so high that people can not afford to enjoy 
such luxuries. They have lately offered poor men free of duty 
“tobacco stems.” Oh, my, how generous in these old days, 
when men of all parties are after you. [Long applause.] 

The next item I find, page 78, on their free list is “ turpen- 
tine "—not a trust article. All I have to say is that the people 
commenced in November, 1910, and they will complete the job 
in 1912. [Great applause and continued laughter.] 

One more word, as my time has nearly run. As to Canadian 
reciprocity, statistics show that during the past five years we 
sold in Canada nearly $500,000,000 worth more of agriculture | 
and general products—principally agriculture—of the United 
States than Canada sold to us. This was made up of wheat, 
corn, oats, rye, barley, hogs, cattle, horses, sheep, mules, goats, 
farming implements, machinery, coal, coke, oil, clothing, and 
everything we produce, Canada has her tariff the same as we 
have. We have 92,000,000 people; Canada about 7,000,000, of 
whom nearly 1,800,000 emigrated from the United States, have 
made their homes there, and they want to enjoy reciprocal trade 
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relations with us. We have everything to gain and comp: 
tively nothing to lose. We have redeemed our pledge and ©, 
plied with instructions. I am a farmer also, and that wh 
will promote the interest of my farms will help my neigh 
farmer. Where does the principal opposition come from 
Paper Trust? I would rather vote for the city and corn: 
newspapers and magazines that they might get rid of the « 
on paper and be enabled to give the people reading matte: 
reasonable terms than vote for any trust I have ever been 
pressed by. [Loud and long applause.] 

Your high tariff has lived out its usefulness in this coun! 
The “baby” has grown and thrived off of the fat of the | 
until it has become incorrigible, oppressive, tyrannical, hr 
ating everywhere and abusive even to its mother, unti! 
neighbors are all mad. The neighbors and even member: 
the same family have disagreed and are ready to fight, an: \ 
will see a battle royal fought in 1912. The people against 
trust. The baby (now giant) will meet his first and final Wat: 
loo at the hands of the Democratic host, aided by insurge: 
progressive Republicans and patriotic men all over this 
Men are determined to and will have a fair deal. Bal 
fell; the Roman Empire was humiliated; France had 
bloody revolution; Napoleon, the greatest general of all, \ 
exiled; Mexico her internal strife—all because of oppres 
[Applause.}] Ireland—God speed the day when she win 
independence. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. | 
the old but the new Aldrich, Payne, Cannon, Commercia! 
publican Party, now of trust and special interests, is f: 
at the hands of a suffering Christian people, regardle 
servitude or previous conditions, and great will be the 
thereof. We are a reunited, aggressive (in the interest 
the people), irresistible, yet sane and courageous Demo: 
We must sit steady in the boat. [Long and tumultuous 
plause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The House will please come to « 
The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to tlh: 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Farr]. 


[Mr. FARR addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to th 
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLoan]. 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, there seem to be Members, | 
bers everywhere, but mighty few are here. Now, that is 
haps looked upon with different sentiments. The older Me: 
undoubtedly would miss the crowd. We younger and 
timid ones escape the crowd and congratulate ourselves. 

The course of many Republican Members on this side o! 
House, in support of the Canadian pact, impliedly invites 1 
the utmost independence and freedom of action on this mes 
From the other side has come emphatic oral invitati 
support this bill as a companion bill to the reciprocity mea; 
Whether that companionship is regular and legitimate or 
mere illicit affinity will hereafter be determined. Of that }) 
the Chicago Republican platform of 1908 did not advise 
public; neither did the Democratic platform at Denver \ 
the people. 

With these considerations I have listened to the invita‘ 
from across the way. Several were delivered very courte 
One I remember was hurled at us like a projectile from 
pound Kentucky catapult. He was as fierce about it as was 
Daniel Boone in battle with a “ painter” and the “ varmi 
showing fight. The third was the gentleman from Ala! 
with a mingled invitation and warning in that peculiar ; 
humorous fourteenth-amendment dialect. It sounded like | 
entertainment of a minstrel end man and left one in doubi is 
to whether it was to be heeded or simply heard, enjoyed, : 
ignored. 

In deliberating on this invitation I have considered sev«! 
matters. You are the party in power. If we had not read i 
in the papers, we would have heard it here. I listened to 
the debates of this session, and 23 gentlemen solemnly refer: 
in orotund voice to Democracy’s being “intrusted with pow 
Whether you were intrusted with power or whether it 
simply taken away from the Republicans, anti being left arou 
loose and you happening to be there, gobbled it, I do not kn 
You have frequently referred to your large majority and « 
depleted ranks. I presume the extraordinary modesty as | 
what you propose to do to us and to the country is owing | 
your careful consideration of the way that the people, of wl) 
we have heard so much in your speeches, saw fit to vote. \."! 
undoubtedly have well considered that the total number : 
votes cast for the several Members of the majority amounted to 








1911. 





3,607,410, while the total number of votes cast for the several 
Members of the minority amounted to 3,425,033, a difference of 
only 182,377, as the affirmative expression of the people; that in 
this classification your vote amounted to 514 per cent; ours, 
48% per cent; a little wider than the Canadian line; no wider, 
relatively, than the aisle which divides us. 

If we eliminate those States congressionally undebatable— 
that is, those which change for neither rhyme nor reason—the 
total number of votes cast for the majority Members herein 
would be 3,079,737, and the total number of votes cast for the 
minority Members would be 3,344,317; your vote was 474 per 
cent; ours 523 per cent. In this classification I refer to cer- 
tain States that can not be moved by rhyme and others that 
can not be swayed by reason. 

At the election last fall the total votes cast for the Democratic 
candidates for Congress was 5,721,580, and that for the Repub- 
lican candidates was 5,592,814, the Democratic plurality being 
only 128,766, or 1 per cent of the votes cast for the candidates 
of the two parties. While the total votes cast for the Demo- 
cratic candidates for Congress was 5,721,580, the total opposi- 
tion vote was 6,320,180, and of the whole vote cast for all can- 
didates for Congress the Democrats lacked 598,600 of a major- 
ity. The Democratic candidates received only 474 per cent of 
the total votes cast. 

However, if you have anything on your bargain counter in the 
interest of my agricultural and live-stock district, I shall be 
pleased to invest, regardless of party lines, but I want to be 
reasonably sure that the investment will be an asset and not a 
liability. The new system of government by caucus has few 
points ahead of government by injunction. The latter always 
involves some evidence and a measure of deliberation. It does 
not, like the former, include only organization, discipline, and 
execution. For that reason I approach the matter cautiously, 
so as to know whether you want to divide something with us 
or want us to help you bear some burden. 

Your bill for which you ask support is charged on this side, 
and practically admitted on the other, to be the means of re 
dress for the wrong or damage of the Canadian pact. A sort 
of “hush money” for the injury committed. What are its 
claims? It will deprive the Treasury of $10,000,000 of revenue. 
That is searcely a virtue. The real claim of every speaker on 
that side seems to be that it will save money for the farmers; 
hence it is called “ the farmers’ free-list bill.” If it stands that 
test, in the interest of my district I shall vote for it. 

The average farmer in my district pays out, on the average, 
for lumber, shoes, harness, fence wire, salt, and sewing ma- 
chines two to four hundred dollars annually. He produces grain, 
which goes into flour, meal, and so forth, and live stock, which is 
converted into meats, in the sum of $1,000 to $2,000. The same 
law and logic by which you would cheapen these articles to 
the farmer when he purchases would cheapen the other articles 
when he went to sell, the taking off of the tariff being your only 
modifying cause. 

It would effect the saving in fresh and preserved meats, 
flour, grit, cereals, and so forth, $151,848,718 says the New York 
World, quoting from the advocates of the law. My personal 
estimate would make it many millions more. That is based 
upon the supply now. As our raw products must be sold to 
corporate and private combines and independent concerns which 
will reduce them to the form above named, it does not take 
much of a philosopher in business to see who will lose that 
$151,848,718, and when we consider that the relatively larger 
portion of this loss must fall on the farmers and live-stock 
men of the Northwest, and when we recall that that amount 
is more than one-half of all the saving to all the people through 
the United States on all the articles named in this bill, the man 
who says it is not sectional, or that it is really in the interests 
of the farmer, is in a mighty close row of stumps. How much 
of that $151,848,718 loss would have to be borne by Boston, 
New York City, and that part of the country lying south of 
the Ohio and east of the Mississippi? Why not be frank 
about it and say it is sectional, intended to be so? Say further, 
“This bill was not intended to be for the farmers, but the 
farmers are getting more than they are entitled to. In our 
combination we have the votes and we are going to make 
them divide.” ‘There seems to be a little reciprocity in this 
bill, but it is reciprocity like the fish giving its body to the 
barbed hook for the toothsome angleworm. There is more 
bondage than freedom in that farmers’ free-list bill. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] There is some alliteration 
which seems to help the sound, but if alliteration is all you want 
prefix the word “fraudulent” to the name, viz, “ Fraudulent 
farmers’ free list,” and you will have more alliteration and 


incidentally more truth. 
must decline to vote for this bill in its entirety. 
to violate the pure-food law, which requires the label to cor- 
respond with the goods. 
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[Applause on the Republican side.] I 
I do not want 


[Applause on the Republican side.] 
I received a letter the other day from a friend in which, 


among other things, he discussed the bill now under debate. 
He said it reminded him of a gun which a Yankee was trying 
to sell to an Irishman. 
two kinds of 
will go out at the barrel, the slugs will go out at the breech.” 
Says Pat, “The small shot will go out at the barrel 
where the bird is, isn’t it?” 
out at the breech; that is, where I would be?” 
that is bigger game than I am hunting for, so keep your gun. 


He said, “ Pat, 
and in two directions. 


this gun will shoot 
shot These small shot 
-that is 
“And the slugs will come 
"1: ~6 = ee 


~ Se 


[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 
The public is wondering what farmer in the caucus or what 


farmers’ organization from outside recommended that the meat 
and cereal schedules of this bill be made a part 
farmers’ free list. 


of a favoring 


Now, if you want to do a little proselyting for your bill, 
strike out the meat and cereal schedules, which include the 
products of nearly 90 per cent of the northwestern farmers’ 
annually produced wealth; make it in deed what you have 
named it and you will obtain some assistance from this side. 
As it stands now the farmers’ free list is a misnomer, “ What's 
in a name?” ‘To paraphrase the inspired William, “ Dog fen- 
nel by any other name would smell just as loud.” [Applause 


on the Republican side. ] 


You can remedy this, and strictly within the rules of the 
game. I appeal to Cesar for the benefits of the imperial pro- 
cedure announced at the Baltimore winter meeting. That was 
an event not wholly forgotten nor, perhaps, forgiven. I note 
they cut down the Democratic majority in Baltimore the other 
day several thousand on account of it. It was given out by 
the press that tariff changes contemplated would be schedule 


by schedule. When so tried, no schedule would be played 
against another, and logrolling would be eliminated. I have 
not heard it alleged that the press was misinformed. In any 
event, I have asked by bills, and now in the hands of the 


Ways and Means Committee, for the articles favorable to the 
farmers to be placed on the free list, and shall ask the benefit of 
the schedule-by-schedule treatment of our grains and _ live- 
stock products. We do not want to be tried with those shoe 
fellows, and I thought the party which said “equal rights to 
all and special privileges to none” would not deny the farmers 
and stockmen what you propose giving to the wool, cotton, and 


steel people. You can eliminate by amendment these two 
schedules from the bill and redeem your Baltimore promise. 
You can not refuse to do so without violating that pledge 
You can do this also without embarrassment, as the defenders 
of other schedules have not to my knowledge asked the separa- 


tion. 

I am reminded that the cereals are controlled by the trusts, 
That certainly can not be correct, because when everything else 
was being thrown wide open in which the farmer was inter- 
ested, the majority would not have closed the door to that 
little sweetening which might have come in in the various 
crackers, breads, and so forth, involved in the following quota- 
tion from this bill: “ Biscuits, bread, wafers, and similar arti 
cles not sweetened.” That would have been excellent 
opportunity to have swatted the Sugar Trust. 

But that “linked sweetness, long drawn out,” from-a bakery 
on a free-trade shore through our ports to the American 
farmer’s palate was all too sweet a boon to be given him whose 
prosperity is being assailed at every turn of this congressional 
road. [Applause on the Republican side.} That exception is a 
companion piece to the exception of ebony from the lumber 
free list. That was explained by a facetious Democrat from 
our southern border, where the American ebony trees grow, 
“That exception is made to show that we protect whatever is 
black.” [Applause and laughter on the Republican side.] For 
a similar reason rosewood and mahogany were excepted, so 
that the speeches prepared with the time-honored cradle, 
altar, coffin, antiprotection perorations might not have to be 
changed. 

I wish to speak especially of the meat schedule, because that, 
in point of value and volume, affects my State more than any- 
thing else, excepting, of course, grain and its products. It is 
the policy of our people, in order to save and conserve the 
soil, rich and fertile, which has been wrested from an apparent 
desert, to encourage live-stock and dairy products instead of 
drain and waste of grain raising. Meat constitutes the largest 
product of the animal. In the bovine species hides constitute 


an 





». 
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he second. The reduction in value of any large part will | same day of the week for the year 1909. Thursday's pri 
reduce the value of the entirety. I assume this to be true, for | quoted: 

a number of reasons. First, the Committee on Ways and 
Means so considered it, or the tariff would not be taken off 
meats in this bill. 

Again, the last 18 months have demonstrated that the taking 
of the duty off hides not only reduced the valine of the hides, 
but relatively reduced the value of the steer. You will recall 
that the Payne tariff bill removed the duty from cattle hides. 
Several gentlemen on this floor referred to the advance in value 
of hides after the removal of the duty. That statement is 
not economically correct. Following the passage of that bill 
there was a magnificent advance in everything that the farmer 
and cattle raiser produced, and that advance was fairly well 
maintained until some six months ago, when it became apparent 
that the country’s tariff policy was to be changed, or at least 
unsettled. 

It might be said in passing that for the first year after the 
passage of the Payne bill the farmers and live-stock raisers of 
this country enjoyed unprecedented prosperity. The bill itself, 
of course, was not @bove criticism; but it is unlike the old 
Vilson bill, which was beneath criticism, subject only to con- 
demnation. See President Cleveland’s reason for not signing. ; 
I would not work up your feelings against the dead. Sa GACh Gite sabe hadtbse tak decsncekisascnss: 

In the advance of meats following the passage of the Payne | Je 2....--------------------+--+--+- +22 eee eee 

Act, anyone familiar with the course of prices knows that beef 
advanced less and more slowly than poultry, mutton, or pork. 
In these last three there had been no material assault on any 
of their factors. Further, the price of cattle made a strong, 
substantial, and continuous general advance, while the price of 
hides advanced slightly for a brief period and then subsided 
and declined. After six months on the free list hides had 
dropped $2 per hundred and have never since been within $2 of 
the price commanded August 4, 1909. A comparison of price of 
hides week by week and quarter by quarter, with the average 
price of steers at Omaha market on cattle, of which I am a 
patron, shows that during the period of advance of cattle and 
hides the average per cent of advance on cattle was about 14 
per cent more than the advance of hides, and when prices began 
to decline the decline of price of hides was an average of about 
14 per cent greater than the decline of cattle, showing the 
market price of each article on or about August 4, 1909, as a 
basis for percentage and that date as the focal date. These 
figures, together with my observation from time to time, being 
interested in those markets, convinces me that the removal of 
the duty from hides reduced the value of that particular prod- 
uct and also reduced the value proportionately of cattle. Why 
was it reduced? I note the importation of hides for a year 
preceding the removal of the tariff to be $20,344,974.68; for the 
year after, $49,803,231.82. The Government lost on revenue 
$3, 034,735.62, and every cattle owner lost in value of his prop- 
erty or the prices obtained in the market about 14 per cent of 
the hide value, amounting to from 50 cents to $2 per head. Not 
being aware that this less entirely went to American workmen, 
and being convinced that it did not go to the shoe wearers, 
I would be willing to put the shoe manufacturer of the East on 
the same basis as the manufacturer of hides in the West. 

Prices of hides and steers August 4, 1909, and ev ‘ery three 
months following, and the increased or decreased price as re- 
lated to August 4, 1909; the per cent of increase or decrease 
each three months to the original price; and the total per cent 
of increase or decrease for the six periods of three months each ne reer eco aiactnnane 
following August 4, 1909: Average price of hides for first 17 weeks of £ 1909, $15.06 

uncs. 

a i ice eas Ba: anes price of hides for first 17 weeks of 1911, $12.95 
Hide} OVet Under| Per | Over | Under) Per! Per pounds. 2 é 
price. — Aug. cent t ; Ang. | Aug. | cent | cent Average decrease of hides for first 17 weeks of 1911 under 
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gg a oe Average price of steers for first 17 weeks of 1909, $6.25 per ! 
pounds. 
1909. | i Average price of steers for first 17 weeks of 1911, $6.16 per ! 
° : i pounds. : ; 
Nov. 10 . ; . 75) . 1087 soon Gecrease of steers for first 17 weeks of 1911 under 


ivto. | Average decrease of hides for first 17 weeks of 1911 under 1909 
Wek. B.5 ccd 15. 60} s i : : per cent. 


May 12...... 15. Sm ad si cnand 094) 7. - 65) ¥ Average decrease of steers for first 17 weeks of 1911 under 190! 
Aug. ll 15. 00 é 


. .45 -065)....... | Percent. ‘ ” : . 
Nov. 10 5. 25) t 3} 6.85 —— of hides: “‘ Heavy native steers,’ as given by Shoe and Ls 
rter. 
rice of steers: “ Good to choice beef steers,” as given in Omah 
for South Omaha. 


ne re re tee ee eer enema But I have not discussed this hide proposition merely to 
‘Steer price the same on Aug. 4, 1909 = pn-S 1910. Bide pie ivenby | buke the shoe manufacturers. I think it demonstratcs 
gaara cnt Chicago eer price as given by Omaha Dally further important fact to the cattle owners and raisers that 
- duty removed from not only beef but pork and mutton «| 
Price of hides and steers on January 6, 1910, and on the | other forms of meat will largely reduce the value of their ho! 
same day of each week following, together with the price on the | ings and the selling price of cattle, hogs, and sheep. The char- 
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is made now against the meats, just as was made under the Payne 
pill against the hides, that they are controlled by the trusts. No 
one would go further than I in punishing a trust or in curbing 
its power. But when I taught school I was not one of those 
sentimental pedagogues who, in administering a punishment, 
assured the subject that it was hurting me more than it was 
him. [Laughter on the Republican side.] In cases of that kind 
the young culprit always escaped, and I do not believe in the 
system now that in order to punish a trust we must wound or 
slay ourselves. 
from hides, from the plains of Argentina, Mexico, and Canada 
came yast shipments through our free ports of those foreign hides, 
and the American producer, with his valuable lands and in his 
inclement climate, where shelter must be provided and expensive 
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During the year following the removal of the duty | 


labor paid for the care of his cattle, was compelled to compete for | 


the American market to the home producers’ financial loss. 
Argentina, with its mild climate and the broad pampas clothed 
with luxuriant grass; on the vast open areas of Australia and 


In | 


New Zealand; and on the hillsides and valleys of Mexico, where | 


lands are cheap, where shelter is inexpensive, where labor is 
poorly paid, graze countless millions of cattle and sheep, with 
the means already established for their slaughter. They are 
to be loaded and shipped to the most inviting port. Where 
will they find it? The greatest meat eaters of the world are in 
the United States. They are the people most able to purchase. 
More than that, their customhouses will not have to be settled 
with, while in nearly every other port a duty must be paid. Is 
there any question in anyone’s mind as to who is going to suffer? 
Nay, more; if the Americans desire to compete in the world’s 
market with their meat products, they may seek France and 
meet a duty there of an average of about 44 cents per pound; 
in Germany they are held up for about 4 cents per pound. 
Should they seek our friend Canada on the north, they are 
met with the demand under our reciprocal arrangement for 
1} cents per pound. Even if they start across the Mexican 
border in an attempt to feed the various individuals engaged 
on either side of the riot going on down there, in order to 
pe sy ports they must pay a duty of about 2} cents per 
pound. 

Whom do you think you are getting by doing this—the trusts 
you so abhor or the American farmer and cattle raiser? 
grudge has the majority caucus against the farmer? Under 
the Payne bill they got our hides, under reciprocity you get 
our bullocks, and under this proposed law you will get our 
carcasses. Nothing left of profit to us, not even the tails; 
they went with the hides. And next you propose to get into 
our wool 

The inordinate desire to get these trusts at whatever expense 
reminds me of a story told by Joe Price, a neighbor, long since 
gone to his reward. Joe was a good-natured, prosperous indi- 
vidual. He had a happy home, and in the course of years was 
developing a Rooseveltian family. There came a time when, on 
consultation, it was concluded they might need the services of 
a maid, and Joe was commissioned to interview a possible candi- 
date. Joe described the home, the work that was to be ex- 
pected, wages to be paid, and her various privileges. She 
then began to cross-examine him, and the first question was, 
“How many children are there?” Joe answered, “Six, with 
prospects.” [Laughter.] She said, “I will not work there 
while there are so many children.” Joe retreated, telling her 
he would go and see what he could do. He came home and his 
wife asked him if he succeeded in employing the maid. He 
said, “Yes; on condition.” “What is the condition?” Joe 
said, “That we kill off the children, and I didn’t want to do 
that without consulting you.” [Laughter.] I would like to 
assist you in getting these trusts. We ought to get them, but 
if by getting them we have to kill off or injure the two biggest 
industries of my State, I would like to consult with the people 
first. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Who are we legislating for? Is it for America and America’s 
industries or is it for the foreigner and his investments? To 
make this matter a little more concrete, the American farmer 
and cattle raiser has forced from a reluctant soil and adverse 
conditions a development and prosperity that is satisfying to 
him and in which the country should take a national pride. 
He is a large buyer of the articles which pay tribute at our 
customhouse and liberally supports this Government. More 
than this, it has been many times asserted on the other side of 
the House that we will soon have an income tax, and when 
that comes, his property and income, open to inspection of the 
world, will bear more than their relative burdens to support 
this Government. Under this bill our Mexican friend from the 
south will have access to our markets free, contribute nothing 
to the support of our Government, and when the American 
farmer would cross the border to sell a surplus, whether Diaz, 


with the agricultural-implement problem 
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neces at 


' would be competitors with the United States manufacturer. 
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Madero, or some other unpronounceable rules, he is compelled 
to “ stand and deliver” at the customhouse. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have two or three 
minutes more. 


Mr. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman three minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for three 
minutes. 

Mr. SLOAN. Do you desire to oppress the farmer; and, in 


doing so, do you place such a small esti 
gence as to think he can not see throu 
bill? It seems to me you are expressing more inter 
to the Mexican greaser than you are to the An 


mate 


J 
the 


upon his intelli 
lacies of this 


st and favor 





ican grancer. 
As your bill stands now, you should not have the support of 
any farmer or cattle raiser, or anyone interested directly or 
indirectly in those lines. You will have to make a better bill 
and a different one before it will be a true farmers’ free list. 
You have offered to us what you call the bread of life. Upon 
inspection we find it to be a poisoned sandwich. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Escr]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 


Escu] is recognized. 

Mr. ESCH. Mr. Chairman, I have received two or three let 
ters from Mr. C. W. Dickinson, a representative of the La Crosse 
Plow Co., of La Crosse, Wis. These letters deal particularly 
and the production of 
implements abroad, especially in Canada. I do not fully agree 
with the sentiments therein expressed with reference to Cana 
dian reciprocity, but the letters contain valuable information 
with regard to the foreign market for agricultural implements 
and the cost of their production. I therefore ask 
consent to print them in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN, That leave has already been given. 

Following are the letters referred to: 

LA Crossp PLow Co. 
La Crosse, Wi 
Hon. Jonn J. Escu, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Srr: We understand that it will be the plan of the House 
the present session of Congress to endeavor to put agricultural machinery 
upon the free list, largely to meet the views of the farmers and in 
partial compensation for what they think they will suffer because of t 
adoption of the reciprocity agreement with Canada. I trust ! 
not consider it out of place for me to give expression of opinion « 
cerning that policy. 

My own belief, after some study of the proposition, is that the fa: 
ers of the United States, for the same class and quality of agri 
machinery, are buying their agricultural implements cheaper than t 
farmers of any other section of the world, either of United Siat 


unanimous 


(INc.), 
, April 17, 1911 









domestic manufacture. I am well aware of the fact that ther a 
widespread impression that the contrary is the case. Yet I ki it 
one of the largest manufacturers of agricultural machinery in t “ld 
for years took the position that they would not attempt to ship into the 
United States or to enter the United States for manufacturing purposes 
for the United States market, for the reason that the profits on agricu 
tural machinery in the States was less than it is where they do manu 
facture, and that where they do manufacture the profits were less than 
they were in other portions of the world. That manufacturer is mak 
ing practically the same class of machinery as is 1 generally in use 
in the United States, and it would stand to reason that if such be ft!) 
ease the American farmer is buying his mac! y as cheap as he « 


tariff or no tariff. 
Now, we wish to be understood as not objecting 
gree to taking off every penny of duty on mac 
United States, providing the duty on all raw material entering into 
manufacture of agricultural machinery is also removed and the m: 
facturers of the United States are given equal privileges in other co 
tries largely manufacturing agricultural machinery. We believe, if | 
roposed measure be adopted, that the farmers of the United States w 
Be yery much disappointed at the result. But that feature of th 
we will not discuss at this point. 
What we contend at this point Is that it would be the ¢g est kind 
of injustice for the United States to open its doors to a! 
ing the farmer portion of 92,000,000 of people without : { 
duties whatever and allow our competitors on the outsid keep uy 
their tariff wall and keep the United States out of their own market 
More pointedly than any other country, I am referring to ‘ar 
market. ‘There are several institutions in Canada manuf 
stantially the same class and grade of agricultural 
manufactured and in genera] use in the Unit : , 
become immediate competitors of the American manufactt 
desired to accept what they themselves claim to be : 
obtainable in the United States market. The ‘ 
prises the farming element of some six, or pi ! n pe 
le, but also a vast territory in the Canadian Northwest that is rapidly 
lling up, and to a considerable extent, with wide-awake, progre ve 
American farmers; and to the extent that this market exists and grow 
{t is desirable to the manufacturers of the United States as we! 
to the manufacturers of Canada. The Canadian farmers in the 
west take more kindly to the very latest and most highly in \ 
agricultural machinery more freely than do the farmers of any other 
ortion of the world. It is a well-known fact that Canadian manu 
acturers have procured in the United States the most approved type 
of United States made machinery, taken them to their shops : 
licated them almost line for line and casting for casting, and 
Reted them to the Canadian farmers. The Canadian manufacturers 


in the slightest 
hinery imperted into the 















in the main, the only manufacturers in the world of a class of agri L 
tural machinery that would be satisfactory to the mass of the American 
farmers, and would therefore probably be about the only ones that 


Of course, 
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we do not know what competition might arise if all tariffs were re- 
moved and the French and German and English manufacturers were 


free to copy American models, and, with their cheap labor, manufacture | 
for the American market; but as the condition is at poaeas the | 


Canadian manufacturers are the only ones making a line of machinery 
that would be satisfactory to the American farmer. Now, we submit, 


would it be justice to the United States manufacturer to open up his | 


vast United States market to these Canadian manufacturers by throw- 
ing down the tariff cost of entering into the United States and per- 


mit the Canadian manufacturer to retain the protection of the 15 per | 


cent duty against the import of the United States agricultural ma- 
chinery into his market, comparatively limited as it is? That is, at 
the best, if the tariff wall were entirely eradicated in both directions 
the United States manufacturers would be gaining a market among ap- 
pa only 6,000,000, while the Canadian manufacturers would 


ye gaining a market found among 92,000,000 people. Surely, it seems | 


to the writer, that the American farmer could not ask that such a gross 
injustice should be imposed upon the United States manufacturer for 
the possible and hazy benefits he thinks he might secure by putting the 
agricultural implements upon the free list. 


The writer supposes that the most ardent believer in free trade will | 


concede that it is a distinct advantage to any community to have spent 


within its borders the money that may be put out in wages for manu- 
facturing purposes, and that, even though the most pronounced free- | 


trade principle should prevail in the United States, adherents of such 
a principle still would desire to see manufacturing in the United States 
highly prospering. 


We call attention to the fact that in the past few years, and we pre- 


sume largely on account of the 15 per cent differential that the British 
colonies give to each other, some of the largest manufacturers of the 
United States have built vast manufacturing plants in Canada for the 
purpose of supplying the Canadian market, and incidentally, perhaps, 
other British colonies favored by the 15 per cent differential, and pay 


out large sums of money in wages that are being spent within the | 
Canadian lines, and thus building up the Dominion of Canada, all of | 


which is, in the main, directly at the expense of the interests of the 


wages into Canada would never have taken place. Several large manu- 


facturers of agricultural machinery were among the number flitting to | 


Canada. Now, if such loss of United States manufacturing, and of 
wages paid in the United States, has accrued to the benefit of Canada 
under the tariffs as they had been during the past few years, it is wise 
to ask the question, What will occur if the United States puts agricultural 
machinery absolutely on the free list while Canada retains its tariff 


wall against the manufacturers of the United States? Unquestionably, | 
except so far as freights might modify the proposition, it would be to | 
the interest of every manufacturer in the United States to move over | 


to Canada and get the benefit of what Canadian market he can with- 
out duty, to get the benefits of the trade with the British colonies 
allowing the 15 per cent differential, and he can retain his United 
States trade just the same as he had it before, inasmuch as he would 
have no duty to pay for shipping his Canadian-made goods to his 
United States customers. The writer knows of two quite large con- 
cerns that have been very seriously considering in the recent past the 
project of entering Canada for manufacturing purposes, and he knows 
that one of the concerns has been approached by at least two different 
localities in Canada with the offer of large inducements to establish 
manufacturing plants within the Dominion. 

If the present conditions had been sufficient to cause careful con- 


wall and leaving the Canadian tariff wall standing, would be to cause 


States: and with them would go large investments of capital in the 
United States and large payments of wages to employees, which are now 
distributed in the United States. 

The newspapers reported within the past few days the reorganiza- 
tion of one of the large United States manufacturers, and the state- 
ment that a Canadian factory has been included in the deal and that 
there will be an immense enlargement of the Canadian factory for the 
purpose of manufacturing for the Canadian market. 

We wish to assert again that, while we do not object on general 
principles to putting agricultural implements on the free list, we do 
most strenuously object to the principle of opening up the United 
States market for the benefit of our Canadian neighbors and permit- 
ting them to retain their tariff against the United States manufac- 
turers. We believe that it would be one of the greatest economic 
mistakes into which the United States has ever blundered. 

While it is not exactly germane to the subject, it might not be amiss 
to take some notice of what is alleged to be a widespread belief that 
there is an Agricultural Implement Trust, inasmuch as some people 
have acted and there has been legislation proposed in the belief that 
such a thing exists. As a matter of fact, there is no more a trust in 
the manufacture of agricultural machinery than there is in the breath- 
ing of air; and no investigation that was ever made has ever been 
able to unearth even the remotest appearance of such a trust. There 
is neither trust, combination, or other device for contrelling the manu- 
facture or the price of agricultural machinery. This concern has 
absolutely no interest in or with the International Harvester Co. be- 
yond being direct competitors with them in the manufacture of sev- 
eral lines of agricultural machinery. But the International Harvester 
Co. is only one of several manufacturers of harvesting machinery that 
is in direct competition with them in harvesting goods. Possibly they 
control by manufacture the market for a very large percentage of har- 
vesting machinery, but outside of harvesting machinery they neither 
manufacture nor control more than a very small portion of the other 
agricultural machinery used by farmers. Deere & Co., of Moline, are 
probably one of the two largest manufacturers of plows, including 
cultivators, harrows, and some other lines of farm machinery, in the 
United States, and have recently reorganized their subsidiary con- 
cerns, consisting of their own branch houses and their own separate 
factory heretofore existing under separate forms of organization, and 
I understand have also bought outright one of the largest manufac- 
turers of hay tools in the United States, but which Deere & Co. were 
not heretofore manufacturing. But it is shrewdly surmised on the 
part of other manufacturers and very large competitors of Deere & Co. 
that the underlying motive for this consolidation is that they may be 
in better shape to enter the list as a direct and powerful competitor 
of the International Harvester Co. in its strongest line, namely, har- 
vesting machinery. 








But there are many large and powerful manufacturers who ar 
direct competitors of both the International Harvester Co. and 
Deere & Co. outside of the harvesting line, without a single comm»: 
of interest except those general interests which pertain to all p 
engaged in the same line of business. They are all direct, activ: 
progressive competitors of each other and of Deere & Co. and t} 
ternational Harvester Co., except as to harvesting machinery \ 


| they do not manufacture and in the sale of which, as a rule. 


have absolutely no interest. 

To one who understands the actual conditions the idea of ther 
anything that in the remotest degree approaches a trust or a 
bination or a monopoly in agricultural machinery is absurd. We « 
pose the International Harvester Co. is abundantly able to take « 
themselves—at least they seem to be able to do so without an 
from us—but whatever may be the character of their organi: 
beneficial or otherwise to the consumers of the United States, the 
remains that they are an entity by themselves and should be jud 
upon the merits of their own institution, just as we claim w. 


| entitled to be judged by the merits of our own institution, and 


attempt should not be made to couple them with the other and 
pendent manufacturers of agricultural machinery in the United s; 

I thank you cordially for such attention as you may be able ¢ 
my presentation of free listing agricultural implements for the b«: 
of the farmers of the United States, and if there is any question | 
you desire to ask of me that I am able to answer I shall be very 
to give it to you freely. ; 

I might say further that this company does not have one do!! 
trade with Canada. 


Yours, truly, C. W. Dickins 


La Crosse PLow Co. (INc.), 
La Crosse, Wis., April 27, / 
Hon. JoHN J. Escu, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Srr: I have your esteemed favor of the 24th instant 


. ’ | H. R. 4412. 
United States. That is, had a reciprocity agreement been made with | 


Canada years ago at the time Canada itself was a beggar for the | 
reciprocal agreement the efflux of United States manufacturers and | 


Yes; I heartily indorse the reciprocity bill as it was submitted 
the President, believing— 

First. That every phase of the subject had been very ca 
thought out by very competent people on behalf of the United s 
and in the helief, at least of the gentlemen who negotiated the 
ment, every interest had been carefully protected. 

Second. That I have not been able yet to be convinced that the 
ests of the farmers will be prejudiced by the adoption of the agi 
as submitted. 

Third. That the time to secure a reciprocity agreement is when 
arties can be brought together. I have heretofore laid before y 
nformation I got in two or three trips through the manufacturi: 
of Canada, in which I found a very hostile and growing senti: 
against any reciprocity agreement with the United States unle- 
United States pay very heavily for the privilege as compared with \ 
they would have had to pay at the time Canada was a supplia 
an agreement and was refused on the part of the United States. | 
my belief, if the agreement is not cinched at this time, that at 
future time an agreement may be sought the development of 


will put her in position to demand very much more from the () te 


States than it is demanding in this agreement. Canada has 1 
this agreement, yielded very much to the manufacturers of the | 
States, and undoubtedly, under the existing regulations, the : 
rapid development of the manufacturing interests of Canada w 


; on apace. This is evidenced by the fact that, notwithstandin- 
sideration of such a proposition, we think you can see that the con- | S E ) aa ie tee 


dition as it would exist by throwing down the United States tariff | 


ending treaty, one of the largest plow manufacturers in the | 
States, if not the largest, has consummated arrangements whe 


s | Canadian plant that comes to them in the deal is to be very x: 
such concerns to clinch the proposition and move out of the United 


enlarged for the manufacturing of their goods in Canada. 

I think you have possibly misunderstood my letter as _ seeki: 
retain protection for the American manufacturer of agricultu: 
chinery. I was born in the hotbed of protection, have always | 
and do yet, in the theory of protection. But I have always feli 


| whenever any industry in the United States is able to get out and 


pete in the markets of the world for trade, while still paying | 
States wages, the time has passed when that industry needs prote: 
1 believe, in the main, that the United States manufacturer ot 
cultural machinery is competing in the markets of the world, | 
so much in quantity or in price as in quality. At any rate, the |! 
Crosse Plow Co. is perfectly willing to take its chances in holdin’ 
business in the United States whether the duty on farm machin 
retained or abolished. We were satisfied, however, with the 
although we could not hold it to be a perfect product. We very 

get such things in negotiations. There has to be give and take. 

But the “free list” is an entirely different proposition, even 
gards agricultural implements. In ecpposing the free list so far a 
tains to farm machinery we are not doing it because we object | 
to farm machinery being placed on the free list, but that it wo.id 
closing the decor to ever getting Canada to put farm machinery 
free list. Here is the opportunity for a trade, and for Congress t 
this opportunity is what I would call a most serious economic )! 
And I believe you see the full force of my reasoning in that re: 
that you see that if farm machinery is placed on the free list ani | 
ada maintains its a of 15 per cent, as fixed in the reciprocity 
ment, it would be to the advantage of every United States manuf1 
to pull up his plant and put it in Canada, because he would ha‘ 
of the advantages of the protective duty of 15 per cent in Canada 
would be able to ship his product as freely into the United Stat: 
when his factory is located in the United States. If United 8S! 
manufacturers have found it advantageous to erect in Canada ex! 
plants and invest large amounts of money in transacting Canadia: 
ness, and possibly business with the British colonies, and wit 
attendant advantages of the expenditure of large sums of mon 
wages, how much more emphatic will be the inducement for the 
follow that plan when Canada retains a 15 per cent duty and the U: 
States takes the duty all off. 


But, in my judgment, the farmers of the Unitéd States will not cet 


$1 of advantage in putting farm machinery on the free list. The) 
tainly will not so far as getting Canadian-made machinery is 


cerned. In my judgment, it will cost the United States manufacturer 


° 


in Canada as much to produce his goods as it does now in the Unit 


States. Labor may be cheap, but it is nowhere near as effective. !\\' 
w 


Canadian manufacturer in the main buys his materials from the 
States rolling mills and has to pay the duty. His freights are 2\« 
the same as the United States manufacturer has to pay. To be : 


they allow the British rolling mills the preferential duty of 15 per cent, 
but neither the British nor German or other European rolling mills pu 








1911. 





out a product that is nearly as available for agricutural machinery as 
do the rolling mills of the United States. We have never bought any 
foreign iron and steel, but I know a very large concern manufacturing 
ears that did try it on and found there was such an inaccuracy in the 
rolling as to make the stock practically unsuitable for their purpose 

I state again what I have said before, that one of the largest manu 
facturers of agricultural machinery in the world, and making probably 
as large a line of variety of machinery as does the International Har 
vester Co., 
poses for the reason that the prices in the United States were 
tractive to it as compared with the prices that we 
own country and in other foreign countries. That is evidence enough 
that the prices are already as low in the United States as the United 
States farmer can hope to secure. 


unat 


business. 

But in addition to this line of reasoning is this, that it is of no pos- 
sible interest to the United States farmer whether or not the United 
States manufacturer gets into the Canadian market free of duty— 









whether or not the United States farmer has to compete against the 
Canadian grain raiser, that feature of the case is of no possible 
financial interest to him. If the United States tariff on Canadian- 
raised grain is entirely taken away he has to compete, if there is 
competition, no matter at what price, the Canadian farmer buys his 
achinery. That competition will be the s » whether the Canadiana 
farmer gets his United States-made goods w - without a duty. It 


will neither enhance nor lower the price of his 
is not a Canadian duty on United States-made 
it a financial interest to the United States fa 
farmer gets his United States-made farm ma 
duty, even if the United States farmer 
meats, and other products. 

The whole problem, therefore, as to machinery on the free list is one 
involving the interests of the United States manufacturer to get into the 
Canadian market on the same terms that the Canadian manufacturer 
gets into the United States. And I can not see that it has anything to 
do at all with the fate of the reciprocity agreement. I do not feel 
competent to discuss the merits of the other articles on the free list. I 
am not sufficiently acquainted with their markets in this country and 
abroad. I do feel that I know a little something about farm machinery. 

I do not know that it is necessary to discuss the reports that seem to 
be circulating so freely in the congressional halls in regard to the selling 
of United States-made machinery in foreign markets at much less prices 
than the same machines sell, in the United States. I recollect that some 
years ago there was a report made to Congress that United States-made 


grain, 
machinery. 
ner that 
inery with or without a 
is protected by duty 


Neither is 


harvesting machinery was selling for a very large percentage less in 
some foreign countries than it sells in the United States. Later infor- | 
mation came to me that in instituting this comparison of prices a 


harvester with a grain-binder attachment was the basis of prices in the 
United States and an old-fashioned reaper with no binder attachment, 
and that can scarcely be sold in any 
figure, in use in foreign countries, 
price. I do know this, and everyone 
to post himself, that there are large 
prefer to use a harvesting machine of the reaper type rather than to 
pay the price for an up-to-date fully equipped binder machine. 

A statement was made, either in a report or in a speech in the House 
about a week ago, that wagons that sell in the United States for $135 
and $150 (I am not positive which of the figures was named, but the 
United States price was very, very much higher) self in foreign coun- 
tries for $100. The inference was that the statement referred to ordi- 
nary farm wagons. I know something about wagons. We and our 
branch houses and agencies sell the entire output of the Smith Manu- 
facturing Co. 

For a long period, when I was sales manager, it was my business 
to fix the dealers’ prices on wagons. Our Mr. Levis, now sales manager, 
was for a long time sales manager for a wagon company, selling goods 
all over the United States and in Canada. We neither of us know of 
any place in the United States where an ordinary farm wagon retails 
for as much as $100, the price, it was claimed, the wagons sell for 
in the foreign countries, and for which from 25 to 50 per cent greater 
price was asked in the United States. It is among the possibilities 
that in the extreme West, where the freights are very high and where 
the dealer has a cinch on the trade, the retail price of an ordinary 
farm wagon, say, 3-inch skein, with a 2-inch tire, gj inch thick, 
would retail for $100, possibly some more, but we do not know of any 
such place. 

Mr. Levis traveled over Canada, selling wagons to the jobbing trade, 
and was thoroughly familiar with the Canadian prices. He states to 
me that his price to the Canadian dealer was invariably the same 
price at the factory as the United States dealer pays, and it costs the 
Canadian dealer the freight and the duty. An e further states— 
what in a general way I know to be true—that the price of the Cana- 

u 


was the standard for the foreign 
may know it who takes the trouble 
sections of foreign countries which 


dian manufacturer is the United States price plus the freight and 
the hog 

The Mexican market could secure its wagons by car shipment, and 
the price there would be dependent upon the factory price plus the 
freight and whatever duty there may be. But in the rest of the world 
= ae market must pay not only the factory cost and profit and 
the fre 


t, but also for the complete boxing of the wagon, to bring 
it within the requirements of ocean shipments, and the freight on 
that boxing. How utterly unreasonable, then, was the assumption that 
& wagon of given dimensions could be sold anywhere in the world at 
a less price than it can be or is sold in the United States. You are 
an ex-farmer, and you know that when you bought wagons you took 
into consideration differences in size of skeins, width of tire, the 
way the wagon was ironed up, etc. While I was handling the sales 
department had difficulty with my travelers reporting competitive 
prices In the trade, in that they were very, very apt to leave out 
the specifications of construction of the wagons and make their com- 
partous: on the naked basis of prices alone. And many and many a 
ime I have shown the traveler that his dealer, in order to beat down 
his price, was comparing the price of a 3-inch skein, 3 by @ inch tire 
wagon, with our wagon, with 33-inch skein, 3 by 4 inch tire, and 
other dimensions larger, heavier, and more costly in yo ttion. Any 
reports of prices on wagons in foreign countries and the United States, 
you can see, would have to be weighed with a great deal of caution for 
the same reason. 


You seeeeety know that there is a wagon put up for the large farm- 
ers of the West and Northwest, made very, ve7 heavy, to haul very 
o 


heavy provided with a grain tank, bu planks with extended 
sides oyer the wheels, like some of our coal wagons, requiring very 


refused to enter the United States for manufacturing pur- | 


are getting in their | 


But, in addition to that, of course, | 
we have to know very well what the limits of profits are in our own | 


that there is or | 
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| farm machinery on the free list. 


the Canadian | 


on grain, 


section of the United States at any | 


| spondent calls attention to the fact that in the last seven ye: 


| publican ticket. 


| 


| 
j 


| grade of goods that approaches United States standard of perfection, 


heavy ironing, all to adapt it to hauling 


in one wagon what would re- 
guire two or more ordinary farm wagons 


to carry. It would be a very 










easy thing for some one who is not up on wagons to find that such a 
wagon sells, as it might reasonably do, freights considered, in some 
parts of the West, at $125 or $135, azd in his ignorance compare that 
price with the price in some other quarter of the world on an ordinary 
farm wagon. You can see, therefore, the necessity of scrutinizing any 
report of that kind with the utmost vigilan« 


‘Reverting to the 










reciprocity agreement itself, of course we under 
| Stand, and you do, too, that any m cation on the part of the United 
States means the killing of the agr nt. It would have to go through 
another process of negotiation in order to embody in it any attempted 
reformation of the document. I do not wish to be understood that 
there are not manufacturers of farm machi who would object to 
putting machinery on the free list per se. Of course it would follow 
as a matter of course that if we find ourselves unable to compete with 
foreign manufacturers we must immediately make t endeav to put 
ourselves in position to do so. At the present time the Can an 


manufacturer is the only one, we believe, in the world w 
and it is for that reason largely that we are n 
We find it 


















high standard required by the United States t is, 1 do 
not fear that any of the low-grade machinery r n 
manufacturers than the Canadian is g zy to ir . iim. Of . 
we do not know what English and German manufacturers 1: t do 
when we throw down the bars and they copy our models and : 
facture with their cheap labor, and freights from the foreign c t 
are made to the Missouri River jobbing points, the Twin Cities, D 

etc ; low as the freight rates are made from, say, the manufactur- 
ing concerns in Ohio to the same points. But that is a contingency 


that we believe will finally adjust itself. 





Yours, truly, C. W. DICKINSON. 
LA Crossm PLow Co. (INc.), 
La Crosse, Wis., May 1, 1911. 


Hon. Jonn J. Escu, ; 
Congress Hall, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sre: In a recent letter I called your attention to the improba 
bility of the statement that wagons are selling for a k : 


countries than they do in the United States—meaning a wagon of th 
same weight, ironing, etc., all having a bearing on the merits of t 
selling price of wagons in the United States, and to some exter 





a bearing on the price of farm machinery gener: in the Unit 
and foreign countries. 
The secretary of one of the very largest 


the proposition. He says he does not know 


anywhere in the United States for $100 
It 


were selling for in foreign countries. 








committee were referring to a spring wagon, AS 
and, strictly speaking, not a farm wag v ic 
style, finish, etc., in which such spring Lg > vi le 
put up are multitudinous, and it would be I i or a mé 
compare prices in two different countries without having the wa 
before him, and then he would have to be an expert. 

But as touching the price at which wagons sell in the United St 
and the innuendo of enormous profits in manufacturing wag ny 





neighborhood of 20 wagon factories have either busted or gone out 
business, and he says there is not a place in the United State 
the International Harvester Co. could obtain as much as $100 for 
farm wagon they build. 

Yours, truly, c 


Mr. DALZELL. 


W. Di 
Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the 


gen 

tleman from Michigan [Mr. J. M. C. Smrruy]. 
Mr. J. M. C. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I stand for protection 
to the American laborer and the American manufacturer. [Ay 


? 


I was elected upon the Re 
I was not sent here to take part ij 
legislation for the benefit of any other country. 
port the measure which is now receiving 
this House. It is called the farmers’ fre 
misnomer. 


plause on the Republican side.] 
in constructiv 
; I can not sup 
the consideration of 
e-list bill. That is 
The whole bill, from beginning to end, rings with a 


| principle that would encourage foreign manufacturing, and that 
| should be the title of it. 


I as a Republican have no right to complain of the action of 
the majority, for they are in control of the legislation of this 


House, and it has been announced by the friends of the bil 
that it would be put through the House just as it is presented 
No Member can vote on any item in this bill separately, 


but 
must yote for it as a whole. By the Canadian reciprocity pac 
a duty of $1.25 is removed from lumber. Salt is upon the free 


list. There was no duty placed on fence posts by the Payne 
Aldrich Act, so that you see some of the articles are already o 
the free list. Hides are already on the free list, and the |! 
accruing to the farmer by this measure will in no manner coi 
pensate him for his loss. But I know that much ta! , 
useless and will avail nothing. 

The bill has a catchy title, “ to place on the free list,” a 
purpose is to admit free of duty beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, 
and meats of all kinds, buckwheat flour, corn meal, wheat flor 
and semolina, rye flour, and other similar products of the farm. 

It also presents a number of manufactured articles to be ad- 
mitted free into this country, and I claim that it is unfair. 

What is the purpose of admitting manufactured articles into 
this country free of duty, when you must pay a duty upon the 
same manufactured articles if you undertake to sell them in 
any other country? I say that the law as it stands now is one 
which will permit every country on the globe to ship into this 
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country free of duty these manufactured articles which the | 


farmers use, provided that that country is willing to allow the 
same articles of American manufacture to be shipped free into 
its territory, and nothing can be fairer than that. 

This bill is a blow at the live-stock industry of this country, 
which is one of the principal money getters of the American 
farmer. Last year the value of cattle alone in this country was 
estimated at $717,000,000 and upward, sheep more than $332,- 
000,000, and swine $436,000,000 and over. If you destroy the 
market of the farmer for his live stock, how can he buy farm im- 
plements? But you say that we must reduce the cost of living, 
and to do so you would destroy this great American industry. 

The title of this bill, as I say, is catchy. It is styled the 
farmers’ free list. This is a misnomer; it properly should 
be styled “A bill for the encouragement of foreign manufac- 
turing”; and it will not and does not allow or pretend to give 
to the American laboring man a single day’s work. Every day’s 
work put upon the articles imported under it will rob the 
American laborer of a day’s work and send the pay therefor to 
foreign countries. It is absolutely against the interest of 
American labor and is of direct force and benefit to foreign 
labor. You can not have products manufactured in foreign 
countries and furnish labor to the workmen of this country. 
Neither will it bring the benefit to the American farmer that is 
intended, although you may reap the political effect. The farm- 
ers of my district are, generally speaking, protectionists, and 
they, together with their Democratic brothers, will see that 
there is no benefit in this bill, either to them or the masses 
whom it is sought to benefit. Indeed, they will see and realize 
directly the contrary, and that the wholesaler or possibly the 
retailer is the one to reap the profit. None of the farmers of 
my district purchase directly from the foreign manufacturer. 

Foreign-made goods are first purchased by the wholesaler, 
who in turn sells to the retailer, who sells to the farmer, so that 
all the bill will accomplish will be that the wholesaler may pur- 
chase his goods made by foreign pauper labor cheaper; but 
that the farmer will purchase this foreign-made product any 
cheaper after it has passed through the hands of the wholesaler 
and the retailer is very problematical. 

This bill is intended to make the American manufacturer sit 
up and take notice, and upon this floor and in this Chamber 
speeches are made by our Democratic friends on the other side 
which, in effect, if not so calculated, tend to discourage, impede, 
and destroy the business of every manufacturer and manufac- 
turing establishment in our land. Why is the business of the 
manufacturer and the producer so berated? Is the business not 
legitimate? Isa man an enemy of his country because he employs 
labor? Do the Democrats of this great lawmaking body want to 
destroy the manufacturing institutions of our land, and want 
all our products manufactured in foreign countries? What en- 
couragement is there to the manufacturer to engage in or even 
to continue his business? 
welfare of American labor in free trade? And while we are 
all proud of our land, which is admitted to be the best in the 
world, which was built up under and had its greatest prosperity 
under a protective policy, I am led to the inquiry, Are we legis- 
lating for our Republic? 

Recently a large factory moved from my home city, for a 
goodly consideration, to another town. We all disliked to see 


it go, Democrats and Republicans alike, and I am sure that | . c 
| implements of the American manufacturer and in turn 


it | 


the townsfolk where it relocated all rejoiced at its arrival, 
Democrats and Republicans, because of the employment 
would furnish; and what is true of a city inures correspond- 
ingly to a State or nation. When there is no employment of 
labor there is universal distress, and so important is the duty 
on imports that twice Congress has been called in extra session 
to adopt a protective-tariff measure, and it must be admitted 
that the McKinley bill and the Dingley bill gave to this country 
two periods of its greatest prosperity, and under the present 
law provision is made for a tariff board to determine the fair 
duty that should be paid upon imported articles. This board 
is especially equipped for this office. The present bill is a 
wandering free-trade orphan, upon which there has not been a 
hearing, and which does not even contain the tariff-for-revenue 
principle. 

The American farmer is a protectionist; and when you admit 
meat free, flour free, and farm products free you strike a blow 
at his industry. The American laborer is a protectionist, and 
when you admit articles manufactured by foreign pauper labor 
in direct competition with his skill and industry you strike a 
blow at him. 

Much has been said about the efficiency of the foreign 
laborer. I hope that the American laborer will not be obliged 
to do more than a fair day’s work, and that for this he will 
receive his full share of the profits. I have worked side by 
side with the foreign laborer, I have employed them, and will 
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say that they do a_ satisfactory day’s work and get twice as 


| much pay for it in this country as they received in foreig 





What hope is there for the future | : 
|} and farm products—free into this country, while we are ch 





countries. It seems to me that if ever a proposition was prov: 
or established (and I understand that our Democratic frien, 
now concede it), it is the fact that wages are much hic}, 
in America than in any other country on the globe—n 
double that in any other country and five times that paid 
some. How does that sound my American workmen frie 

Name some countries you would rather werk in, where 
would be paid more or treated better or have more gol 
opportunities, than America. In my early life I, as no d 
others of you, was a laboring man and as a sample of w 
opportunity awaits the youth of this glorious Republic you a; 
entitled to the inspiration if any. Wealth, position, and h 
are the rewards of true merit open to rich and poor alike 
for one will not strike a blow at my country’s welfare or ¢! 
an avenue to a worthy young man or increase the burden 
the laborer. 

The Republican Party recognizes the special needs of w: 
workers generally, for their well-being means the well-being 
all; and whatever comfort can be found in encouraging for 
manufacture or giving employment to foreign pauper 
the Democratic Party is entitled to and can have all 
credit. 

The importer gets the benefit. The farmers’ free list. 
bill is called. Why, the farmer does not buy his plow, drag, 
reaper, thrashing machine, wire, meat, or biscuit of the foreicn 
manufacturer. The best agricultural implements, the | 
thrashers, and the best fencing wire is made in America: the 
best crops produced; the best and happiest workmen, the fir 
schools and churches and homes, children, climate, soil, sc: 
are all in America. How we do love to boast of America 
its grandeur and prosperity; how we do love to boast of « 
country and its flag. More men have fought for it—more men 
have died for it—than for any other flag. Oh, how the for- 
eigners do love to get under its protective folds, and its jro- 
tecting stars and stripes, 

Let us be fair. Do my Democratic friends forget that there 
is now an act and provision of law which says to the world 
that plows, tooth and disk harrows, harvesters, reapers, :zri- 
cultural drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultiy 
thrashing machines, and cotton gins may be imported free of 
duty, provided that any of the foregoing are imported from any 
country, dependency, province, or colony which imposes no tax 
or duty on like articles imported from the United Stat 

Can anything be fairer than that? Is that not the ¢ 
rule? Would you find fault with the ten commandm 

sy this law we admit every implement of agriculture int 
country free providing the country sending them will 

our manufactures on a like basis. Sut this is not en 
You now present this bill, which in effect allows every foreiz 
country on earth to import the articles mentioned—implements 


a duty of from 15 to 30 per cent when we export Ame! 
made products—articles made by the hand of the Ame! 
laborer—into their country. This is certainly free trade | 
ward. Is this called high statesmanship? These import 
manufactured articles should be manufactured by Ameri 
workmen. ‘These foreign farm products should be raise: 
the American farmer. Now, the American farmer buys 


American manufacturer buys his products of the Americin 
farmer. The American manufacturer furnishes work to t! 
American working man, who in turn buys the products of 
American farm, and by working together all are benefited. 

The prosperity of our country rests upon the prosperity 
agriculture and our farmer can not prosper if his product 
supplanted by foreign meats, flour, and similar articles. 

RECIPROCITY, 

A few days ago an act for reciprocal-trade relations wit! 
our sister country, Canada, was passed by thisbody. Practica!); 
all the Democrats voted for it, supposedly because of its fr« 
trade principles. 

This treaty is favored by Canada for the purpose of giving 
our American market of 90,000,000 people to Canada free for 
her farm products. And in this connection, in support of that 
proposition, I here quote a part of an interview with Sir Wilfrid 
Laurier, the prime minister of Canada, in the Columbian Maga- 
zine, May number, who favors its adoption for that reason. 

This is what he said: 


We are, above all, an agricultural people; our chief wealth is t! ° 
growth of those —— of the temperate zone, fruits, cereals, and 
vegetables; and it is our boast—but a boast founded on actual ex- 
perience—that in cereals, vegetables, and fruits we can, without ex- 
aggeration, beat the world. * * * Our object to-day is to op n 
the door of the American market, to open the door of a Nation of 
90,000,000, which has been closed to us for the last 50 years. 








1911. 
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Although it was part of our poli ‘y to obtain reciprocity with the United 
States, we have acted carefully in so doing and have not injured any 
industry. The only industry affected is that of agricultural imple- 
ments, on some of which the duty has been reduced from 174 per 
cent to 15 per cent and on others from 20 per cent to 15 per cent. 
It would have been pleasing, for myself at all events, to go beyond 
that, but we considered that if we did we would perhaps not do justice 
to the large body which has invested money in these establishments. 
The Government does not exist for the farmers alone or the 
facturers alone, or for any one class, but for the manufacturers and 
the farmers and for the classes which compose our nation. 

Thus it is seen that the Canadian prime minister wants the 
American market for the Canadian farm products. 

Sut it is said that we may need Canada in the future. 
so, let us wait until that time comes. “ Sufficient unto the day 
is the evil thereof.” We do not need it now. 

It is conceded that the high cost of living—which won the 
recent election for the Democrats and the reduction of which 
is given as the reason for this treaty—can not be laid to the 
door of the American farmer. He sold and is now selling his 
products slightly above cost in the market which he helped to 
build up. 


If 


| 


| under 


manu- | 


| that 


| higher prices a tribute levied by 


| sition of two taxes. 


man indeed who could say anything original about the tariff— 
which, in my opinion, if properly considered, can not fail to 
aid in the correct solution of the tariff problem which is now 
consideration. 
DOES TAXATION 
If a protective tariff accom} 
for it, namely, the giving 
result can be accomplished only by 
our producers to charge higher prices 
would, and that they do charge higher prices 
tariff is no longer disputed. A great many ple 
producers on the 


CREATE WEALTH? 

its advoe: 
American 
making 
than 


lishes what 
of protection to 


ites claim 
producers, 
it possible for 
they otherwise 
because of the 
peo eall these 
consumers, 
but let us call it a tax. 

That customs duties levied on imports are a ta 
few obviously sound propositions that have 
protectionists. 

A protective 


of the 
not > en denied by 


is one 


tariff law results, then, in nothing but the impo- 


The protectionists’ claim for such a law 
| is that it produces wealth and leads to prosperity, consequently 
the general proposition involved is that taxation produces 


A glance at the prices which the farmer is receiving at the | 


present time for his products may be of interest to those who 
are abusing him for the high cost of living. I will insert in 
my remarks a weekly market report from the Charlotte (Mich.) 
Republican of May 4, 1911: 


Cents. 

ll ceding tnt enilaseeens endive cicadas per pound... 33-5 
I ii at dt ial ttt eeniesgaine Ci stan 6 = 4 
et cient cinanseniabcinenmiintuanieiin <Qewacneen Se fo 
ti i aio sti indicat asia teicaenmnneilibinialinipasianidtinaiiljianigiaventenigeeel do.... 13-2 
scenes ican liceehclighecissaeeighdadsb cinta do_._... 74- 8 
lia Gieretniinitiinte eileen aneiven deste daliibbaaininioditniianetpcijaandiatnineed do.... 5 — 54 
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ieee sansa entitenenepenisigrtiliniisltilinaniglianitiipitabiemtnniiaandiintie: ean 30 
alia nen bleincrnstcillodhesiichdeseliclen aleastah wicitactonscivmiimigunciatanen nics Sau 


No article is named by any Member of this House, Democratic 
or Republican, for which the farmer is paid too much; and to 
protect his interest the American farmer has, by a protest that 
echoes throughout the Republic, expressed his disapproval of 
this treaty. In like manner are his interests coupled with those 
of the laboring man and the manufacturer, which are being 
assailed by this bill. And on its passage will descend the dark- 
ness of despair now appearing on the industrial horizon of our 


| toil leaves them with little leisure and no stre! 


wealth and ] 
side. ] 

I have admired the altruistic spiiit prevailing in this body, 
leading Members on each side to give advice to those on the 
other, and animated, I hope, by that spirit, I suggest to any 
Member on the other side who seeks reelection in 1912, that 
when he makes his opening speech of the campaign, he shall 
state to his constituents that he bases his expectation of elec- 
tion on his success in maintaining the truth of the proposition 
that taxation creates wealth. [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

PROTECTION DOES NOT 

Perhaps the one argument that more than 
deluded voters in this country into putting 
Party in power is the claim that a protective tariff increases 
wages. I imagine that one cause of the result that in dis- 
cussing the question, it is dealt with on the basis of billions of 
dollars, millions of workmen, hundreds of thousands of indus- 
trial plants, and thousands of industries. Such large figures 
are confusing to all of us and especially to the men whose daily 
igth for a careful 


“ads to prosperity. [Applause on the Democratic 


RAISE WAGES. 
any other has 


the Republican 


is 


| consideration of the question. 


country, brought on by threats and calamity talk, to envelop | 
and work disaster to American labor, agriculture, and manu- | 


facture. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield 20 minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. McCoy]. 

Mr. McCOY. Mr. Chairman, I have observed that the new 


Members who speak here for the first time in the Committee of | 
the Whole House on the state of the Union seem to find it neces- | 


sary to enter some sort of a disclaimer, and I will now enter 
mine, in about this way: In talking with a colleague from 


Georgia, also a new Member, the other day, he said to me that | 


he thought he had reached a wise conclusion, namely, not to say 
anything at this session of Congress, because, as he stated. he 
believed that the old Democratic Members here, who had 
fought Democratic battles on this floor for so many years, 
ought now to have full swing, when we have the majority. On 
the other hand, one of my colleagues from New Jersey was 
good enough to say that he could see no harm in my talk- 
ing upon this measure. So, between the upper millstone of 
modesty imposed by the remarks of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia and the nether millstone of encouragement received from 
my friend from New Jersey, I shall endeavor to grind out 
some sort of a grist, which I hope at the worst will not do 
any damage to the CoNeressionaL Recorp, [Laughter and 
applause, } 

I have not heard all the speeches that have been made on 
this pending bill, nor have I had time to read all the speeches, 
and in both these respects I think that I may say that I am in 
very good company here in the city of Washington; but so far 
as I have been able to listen and so far as I have had time to 
read the speeches that have been made it has seemed to me that 
they have dealt principally with details and not largely with 
general principles, and I should like to make a few suggestions 
at this time, not involving details—and of course not saying 
anything yery original about the tariff; for he would be a wise 


re 


The validity of the claim can be tested by what I may call 
the rule of three, which reduces it to a basis of simplicit 
Lest I should mar the rule by stating it in my own language, let 
me read it in the words of a master of clear exposition, who 
says: 

We will, however, pursue the protectionist doctrine of was a little 
further. It is totally false that protective taxes raise wages. As I 
will show further on, protective taxes lower wages N . however, I 
am assuming the protectionist’s own premises and d rines all the 
time. He says that his system raises wages Let u ee some 


of the wages-class and get some evidence on this point We will take 


three wageworkers, a boot man, a hat man, and a th in. First, 
we ask the boot man, “ Do you win anything by this tariff?" “ Yes,” 
he says, “I understand that I do.” *How?” ‘Well, the way they 
explain it to me is that when anybody want ts he goes to my 38, 
pays him more on account of the tax, and m; gives me part of it.” 
“All right. Then your comrades here, the hat ian and the cloth man, 
pay this tax in which you ire?” “Ye i suppose so. I never 
thought of that before. I sup posed ‘that ric h’ people paid the tax but 
I suppose that when they buy boots they must do it, too.” “And when 
you want a hat you go and pay the tax on hats, part of which (as you 
explain the system) goes to your friend the hat man; and when 1 
want cloth you pay the tax which goes to benefit your friend the cloth 
man?” ‘I suppose that it must be so.” We go then to see tl) hat 
man and have the same conversation with him, and we go to s 
cloth man and have the same conversation with him Each of tl } 
then gets two taxes and pays two taxes. ‘Three men illust 
whole case. If we should take a thousand men in a t! ! 
tries, we should find that each paid 999 taxes and encl t OOO 1 ’ 
if the system worked as it is said to work What is tl ipshot of the 
whole? Either they all come out even on their taxes paid and re d 
or some of the wage receivers are winning thing f other wage 
receivers to the net detriment of the whole class If each mar 3 
creditor for 999 taxes and each debtor for 999 taxes, and if the s i 
is “universal and equal,” we can save tr le by « drawing 09 
orders on the creditors to pay to themselves their own taxes, and we 
can set up a clearing house to wipe off all the accounts Then we come 
down td this as the net result of the system when it is “ universal and 
equal,” that each man as a consumer pays taxes to himself as a pro 
ducer. That is what is to make us all rich We can accomplish it 
just as well and far more easily, when we get up in the morning, by 
transferring our cash from one pocket to the other 

One point, however, and the most important of all, remains to be 
noticed. How about the thousandth tax? How is it when the boot 
man wants boots and the hat man hats and the cloth man cloth? He 
has to go to the store on the street and buy of his own boss, at the 
market price (tax on), the very things which he made himself in the 
shop. He then pays the tax to his own employer nd the employer, 
according to the doctrine, “shares” it with him. Where is the offset 
to that part which the employer keeps? There ‘is none The wagés 
elass, even on the protectionist explanation, may give or take from each 
other, but to their own employers they give and take not. At election 


time the boss calls them in and tells them that they must vote for pro- 
tection or he must shut up the shop, and that they ought to vote for 
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»rotection, because it makes their wages high. If, then, 
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they believe 


causes him to pay them big wages, out of which they pay back to him big 
taxes, out of which he pays them a fraction back again, and that but 
for this arrangement the business could not go on at all. A little re- 
flection shows that this just brings up the question for a wage earner: 
How much can I afford to pay my boss for hiring me? Or, 
which is just the same thing in other words: What is the net reduction 
of my wages below the market rate under freedom which results from 
this system? 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Before leaving the question of wages I should like to read 
what the same writer says about “pauper labor.” It is as 
follows: 

“Pauper labor” had a meaning in the first half of this (the 
teenth) century in England, when the overseers of the poor turned 
over the younger portion of the occupants of the poorhouses to the 
owners of the new cotton factories, under contracts to teach them the 
trade and pay them a pittance. Of course the arrangement had shock 
ing evils connected with it, but it was a 
The “pauper laborers'” children, after a 
yendent laborers; the system expired of itself, and 
S now a senseless jingle. 

President Hoffstot, of the Pressed Steel Car Co., during the 
strike at his plant in 1909, speaking of wages, said: 

When all is said and done, it’s supply and demand that fix wages. 
The 1907 rates have nothing to do with what we pay men to-day. 
buy labor in the cheapest market. 

This is a frank and accurate statement by a protected manu- 
facturer, and, I may add, a brutal one under the circumstances. 

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hirt] told us yester- 
day of the small earnings of a cabman in Oxford, England, 
and his statements will be sent broadcast some day. I regret 
that I did not have with me when he was talking some figures 
which I am about to read, for I should have liked to ask him 
whether he had ever heard of similar figures in this country, 
and in that way some of the horrible conditions here could 
be shown in the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp alongside of his cab- 
man’s wages. 

The facts which I am about to state were learned in New 
York City by an investigator vouched for by the New York 
Child Labor Commission, and were not gathered for political 
purposes. 


generation, became 
‘pauper laborer” 


What does the gentleman from Connecticut think of these | 
| market or reducing the pay of workmen. 


figures? 
Children’s white dresses are paid for at the rate of 50 cents 


a dozen, and the average daily output is one dozen a day, and | 


the average working day is 13 hours. 

Violets are made for 34 cents a gross, and a mother and three 
girls and the grandmother earn at this work 60 cents a day. 

Piecing out good feathers with strands from bad feathers, 
called “ willowing,” is paid for at the rate of 4 to 6 cents an 
inch. An 18-inch feather can be made in one and one-half days, 
and the maker gets from 72 cents to $1.08. 

The average wage of an entire family at garment finishing is 
from 60 to 70 cents a day. 

Making cigarette wrappers brings 10 cents a thousand, and 
a woman working from 6 a. m. to 12 p. m. can make $2 a week. 

These wrappers are made for a merchant on a fashionable 
street, and stamped as made in Egypt, Turkey, or elsewhere, 
and you can have your initials on them in silver, blue, or gold, 
if you wish. 

The housing conditions of most of the people in these employ- 
ments are of the worst. 

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman permit an inquiry at this point? 

Mr. McCOY. Certainly. 

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. I would like to know in what 
year these figures were taken in order to ascertain if it was 
during a time of so-called Republican prosperity. 

Mr. McCOY. They were taken in 1910. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. 
as I expected. 

Mr. McCOY. Now, whether the gentleman from Connecticut 
would call this labor “ pauper labor” or not I do not know, but 
I do say that the manufacturers in this country who are 
employing this kind of labor—and I can cite a great many other 
eases of the same kind—ought to be thoroughly ashamed of 
themselves, and there ought to be some law, if the protective 
taxes are to be continued on the statute books, which would 
compel these men to give to these poor women and children 
the full benefit of all they get from the tariff. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 


PROTECTION IS MONGREL SOCIALISM. 


Now, I wonder how many of our Republican friends ever 
stop to think that protectionism is nothing but mongrel social- 
ism—socialism because it is State intervention with the avowed 
purpose of warding off the necessity for open competition; 


Thank you very much. It is 


again, | 


nine- | 





transition arrangement. | 
inde. | 


| “ scientific ” 
o | tariff law of the kind described would absolutely shut off fore’ 
| mously more for many things than we do even now. 

| Aldrich was willing to apply the dogma to the utmost li: 
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t re | mongrel because the State permits one man to put his hand 
n the system, just as it is taught to them, they must believe that it | 


into another man’s pocket on the promise of a fair distributi: 
of what he is able to take away from him—and he is able 


| generally to take a plenty—instead of itself taking and dis- 


tributing. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I should be interested to hear the only Member of this Hous 
elected by the Socialist Party inquire of our Republican friends 
why they are unwilling to carry protectionism to its logi 
socialistic conclusion. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
additional. 

A SCIENTIFIC 


Mr. McCoy. 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
I will yield the gentleman five minutes 


PROTECTIVE TARIFF IS SCIENTIFIC GREED. 
The Republican national platform of 1908 


| nounced that— 


In all tariff legislation the true principle of protection is best m 
tained by the imposition of such duties as will equal the differ 
between the cost of production at home and abroad, together with 


| reasonable profit to American manufacturers. 


has come to be hailed as a statement of 
method of framing a tariff. It is obvious that 


This dogma 
competition, and if applied would result in our paying « 


for he said in the Hall at the other end of this building w! 
the Payne-Aldrich-Smoot bill was being debated that in o1 
to equalize conditions he would yote for a duty of 300 per « 
as willingly as for a duty of 50 per cent. 

It has been stated that the doctrine was first definitely for: 
lated in the Republican platform of 1908, but it had been thou: 
of as early as when Mr. Blaine wrote Twenty Years of Congr: 
Mr. Blaine said: 

An adjustment of the protective duty to the point which repr 
the average difference between wages of the labor in Europe and 
America will, in the judgment of protectionists, always prove 
»racticable. The difference can not be regulated by a scale of aver 

ecause it is constantly subject to arbitrary changes. If the duty 
adjusted on that basis for any given date, a reduction of wages w 
at once be forced abroad, and the American manufacturers wou! 

consequence, be driven to the desperate choice of surrendering the 
The theory of protecti 

not answered, nor can its realization be attained by any such dey 
Protection, in the perfection of its design, as described by Mr. 1! 

ton, does not invite competition from abroad, but is based on the « 
trolling principle that competition at home will always prevent m 

oly on the part of the capitalist, assure good wages to the laborer, 
defend the consumer against the evil of distortion. 

Mr. Blaine was right in his statement that protection is 
signed to shut out competition. [Applause on the Democ: 
side.] Let us not deceive ourselves into believing that the pro 
tected interests will ever be satisfied with anything less. 

If I understood rightly what the gentleman from Connecti 
{[Mr. Hitz] said yesterday, he criticized the majority of 
present Ways and Means Committee for making use of the « 
dence, so-called, given at the hearings before the Ways : 
Means Committee which framed the Payne bill, claiming, as 
understood it, that the Democrats tacitly admitted the usef 
ness of that evidence by not having further hearings at 
time. The trouble with the Payne Ways and Means Commi! 
was that it failed to make proper use of information which \ 
furnished it by various manufacturers. [Applause on the Deti- 
cratic side.] I will cite one instance. 

Last summer I asked a friend of mine, who is one of | 
largest manufacturers of Portland cement in this country, w!ia 
advantage to cement manufacturers there was in the duty 
80 cents a barrel, and he replied that there was no adyanti¢ 
adding that cement is sold in this country at as low a price ©: 
it can be ‘delivered by English and German manufactur 
f. o. b. at their factories. [Applause on the Democratic si‘ 

I then asked him what the tariff had done to aid the buildin 
up of the cement industry to its present enormous proport! 
Again he replied that it had done nothing. I asked him to w! 
that development was due, and he informed me that one | 
those engaged in the business observed some years ago 
operations of a rotary roaster being used at a mine in t! 
West and was shrewd enough to see that this machine could be 
used in the cement business. Formerly the baking process \\ 
carried on by the use of kilns; a layer of fuel was first place’. 
then a layer of cement bricks, then another jayer of fuel, 31! 
so on. The fire was then started and the bricks were roast: 
by this method. Now the roasting is done in the rotary 1: 
chine, and a process which once took days now takes a iv 
hours only. I then inquired of my friend why the duty of ov 
cents a barrel was allowed to remain as one of the provisi«! 
of the tariff bill, and he stated that in his opinion it was be 
cause manufacturers in other industries who were getting tl 
benefits of pretective duties were unwilling to have the nomin:: 
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duty removed, for fear that the removal of it would be an object- 
lesson to consumers in this country, leading to inquiries on their 
part for the purpose of ascertaining whether other great indus- 
tries could not be as well maintained without. the alleged bene- 
fit of a tariff tax. He said that the manufacturers had told the 
Republican tariff framers that they preferred not to have any 
duty on cement. It is unnecessary to say that my friend is a 
Democrat [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again 
expired. } 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield the gentleman five minutes addi- 
tional. 

Mr. McCOY. I think that the facts just stated show how 
much sincerity there is in the claim of the Republican Party 
that it believes that a duty should be imposed sufficient merely 
to equal the alleged difference in the cost of production here 
and abroad. 

Now, the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hiri] has spoken 
of the testimony that was taken in the framing of the Payne 
bill, and has, I say, criticized us on this side, claiming that we 
tacitly admit that this testimony is good and usable testimony. 
Let me quote somethin, that was said by the late Senator Dol- 
liver, a Republican and a great man whose loss we all deplore. 
He said in a speech that he made at the other end of this 
building in June, 1910, as follows: 

Do you suppose that if last summer we had known that the total 
cost of smelting a ton of lezd ore was $8 we would have been induced to 
put a duty of $42.50 a ton on pig lead, on the theory that labor was 
to be protected and a reasonable reward offered to capital? Do you 
suppose that if we had known that the cost of smelting copper in the | 
United States is not materially greater than in other countries, we 
would have allowed a protective duty ef $42.50 a ton on pig copper in 
all its forms? Do you suppose that if we had known that the rubber 
industry in the United States needs little or no protection, that at 30 
per cent ad valorem every department of it was prosperous, that we | 
were making rubber wearing apparel cheaper than it was made any- 
where else in the world, that we were making rubber tires for auto- 
mobiles with such profit that in Akron, Ohio, in 10 years the Diamond 
Rubber Co. had declared stock dividends which had increased its cap- | 
ital from $50,000 to $10,000,000 under the old rate—if we had | 
known that, do you suppose the Senate would have listened with pa- 
tience to the Senator from Rhode Island when, after admitting that 
rubher wearing apparel like boots and shoes needed no protection, he | 
said “ but there are rubber tires of automobiles?” 

Does the gentleman from Connecticut think that we tacitly | 
accept the testimony on which those fraudulent rates were 
based ? 

Now, as to the Republican methods of taking testimony and | 
framing Republican tariff bills, listen to this, also from Mr. 
Dolliver : 

Not only are the attempts of lawmakers to write tariffs embarrassed 
by a community of interests, but in the same sense the whole field of | 
legislation finds itself dealing in these latter years with allied syndi- 
cates, apparently unrelated, yet closely joined together for the purpose | 
of usurping the authority of every department of our Government. The | 
history of their brutal and sordid control of a great political party in 
the execution of its pledges to rewrite the tariff law on a rational basis | 
laid down in its platform and approved by its candidate has turned out 
to be a mere forerunner of an organized attempt, only partly successful, 
to use the political departments of the Government, not even sparing 
our highest office, as mere So. to be moved about by unseen 


hands, grown at length so bold that they venture, in the mere pride of 
strength, to forget their cunning. 


Mr. Wickersham, the present Attorney General of the United 
States, says that the scenes surrounding the enactment of a 
Republican tariff law exhibit— 

a purely selfish scramble for Government aid, furthered by every form 
of misrepresentation and misinformation. 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, personally, as a Democrat, I am perfectly willing to go 
along with the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatt], 
whom we all so greatly admire, and will quote what he said on | 
the floor of this House within the past four weeks as a pre- 
liminary to a prophecy. He said: 


Suppose there is a nation that has coal mines, iron mines, water 
powers, great facilities for manufacturing, and a poor soil. is it wise 
tor her to take her people from the operation of the great natural re- 
sources and facilities for manufacturing with which she has been blessed 
and put them to the cultivation of an infertile soil? Is it not better 
for them to work the mines, to build up manufactures, and exchange 
their products with some other nation that does not have these re- 
sources, but has a fertile soil? 


We have coal mines, iron mines, water powers, great facili- 
ties for manufacturing, and a wonderfully fertile soil, so noth- 
ing but stupid, greedy tariff legislation can stand in the way of | 
our utilizing these resources to their utmost limit for the lasting | 
benefit of all and not of the few alone. | 








Prophecy is a very easy art, so easy that I notice that a great 
deal of it is practiced upon the floor of this House on the 
other side of the center aisle. Now, I want to indulge in just | 
this much prophecy. I say that if for the next five years we | 
have a Democratic tariff and, coincidentally, five of the enor- 
mous agricultural crops such as this country frequently knows, 
the Democratic Party will be successful not alone in 1912, but 
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so great will be the benefit to follow from such a tariff that 
we can not be sent from power in 20 years, [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

And in conclusion I will just add a few words more, uttered 
by the late Mr. Justice Miller of the Supreme Court, in an 
opinion delivered by him while sitting in that court. Of 
course he was not talking about a protective tariff, because, 
unfortunately, no method has yet been devised by which we 
can bring the validity of a protective tariff to the test of a 
Supreme Court decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
Jersey has expired. 

Mr. McCOY. I should like just one-half minute more. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield the gentleman one minute. 

Mr. McCOY. Mr. Justice Miller said this in the opinion, and 
it accurately describes and characterizes a protective tariff: 


To lay, with one hand, the power of the Government on the property 
of the citizen, and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals, 
to aid private enterprises and build up private fortunes, is none the 


less a robbery, because it is done under the forms of law and is called 
taxation. 

[Loud applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 25 minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McHenry]. 

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Chairman, so many of my Pennsylvania 
colleagues, following their leader, Mr. DALZELL, have pleaded the 
cause of the trusts and protected interests in opposition to this 
bill, I rise to speak in behalf of the farmers and workingmen 
of the country in support of the measure. [Applause.] 

The question now under discussion is one of vast importance 
to the entire American people. 

This debate has been running practically without limit and 
without interruption for a period of 10 days. 

Whatever the result of our deliberations may be, Mr. Chair- 
man, the American people have reason to congratulate them- 
selves once more in securing through their Representatives a 
free voice in this Congress and of the full restoration, in keep- 


| ing with our campaign promises, of this branch of Congress to 


a constructive, a deliberative, and a legislative body, as origi- 
nally provided by the Constitution of the United States. 

The arguments for and against the measure have been ably 
presented. Little, if any, new argument has been advanced in 
opposition. 

The subject is as old as the Government itself, and the 


| brilliant array of facts and figures marshaled for and against 


the measure in this debate seems to leave but little unsaid. 

The principles of political economy involved in the discussion 
are not new. They represent in marked contrast the brsic 
principles underlying Democracy and Republicanism. The prin- 


| ciple of protection is now undergoing the acid test of American 


judgment. The last election voiced the sentiment of the people 
that the tariff should be lowered. The high cost of living, 
which has been carried beyond the earnings of the producer and 
wage earner; the rapidly increasing cost of government, con- 
stantly advancing prices upon life’s necessities controlled by 
trusts and monopolies protected by the tariff, have caused a 
united nonpartisan demand upon the part of both the farmers 
and workingmen of the country, demanding a revision of the 
tariff downward. [Applause.] 

There is no thought so unerring in its accuracy as the public 
thought, and if the economic principle of protection were a 
satisfactory principle, working with equal fairness and bringing 
equal benefits to all humanity, the people would not have de 
cided upon a change of management in their governmental 
affairs, as they did last November. 

Their decision and direct command to the Sixty-second Con 
gress was that we should reduce the tariff, and, so far as this 
branch of Congress is concerned, we shall fulfill that pledge 
with fidelity and with such intelligence as may be given us to 
perform our duty. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The time has come for this country to undergo a complete 
financial reorganization and an economic change to meet modern 
conditions. Those fundamental principles of political economy 
which might have applied in the earlier formation of the coun 
try are not applicable now. The principle of taxation and pro 
tection for infant industries which might have successfully ap 
plied 50 years ago to a population of 50,000,000 people and an 
area of 3,000,000 square miles can not be expected to apply with 
equal success and equal fairness to a population of 91,000,000 
people within the same fixed territory. 

We have heard much argument about this school and that 
school of tariff, about this fundamental principle and that fun- 
damental principle, but the only school we recognize or the only 
principle we shall adhere to will be that principle which works 
for the good of the great mass of the people of the United States. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
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Capital has a right to be considered in equal fairness with 
labor, but capital needs no additional protection. Jt certainly 
necds no special privilege against labor, and it is that special 
privilege which we, in an honest effort and with absolute fair- 
ness, shall try to remove. 

The wage earners and the farmers do not ask for special privi- 
lege, nor do they ask for special protection. But of all classes 
of humanity, the men and women who need protection most, if 
any heed protection, are those men and women who are thrown 
into this maelstrom of life with nothing but their hands and 
brains with which to earn a livelihood. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] These people who constitute the bone and sinew 
of our country, the very bulwark of the Nation, the men who 
dig our coal and build our railroads and bridges, who work in 
the shop or behind the counter, who delve into the earth for 
iron ore and precious metals, the farmer who tills the soil to 
feed the world, the women who bear their part in rearing 
families or who, perchance, must enter into competition with 
men to earn a livelihood, these are the ones in whose behalf we 
should legislate. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Every law enacted by the National Congress is simply an 
agreement by and between all American citizens. In all legis- 
lation there are unavoidably some interests more directly 
affected than others. In this particular measure we find four 
interests directly affected: 

(1) The Government. : 

(2) The farmer. 

(3) The wage earner, 

(4) The manufacturer. 

7 THE GOVERNMENT. 

In all legislation it is our sworn duty to serve the best inter- 
ests of the Government. 

The Government is best served when the interests of all the 
people have been best served. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

The Democratic theory of government is the least amount of 
government with the smallest tax rate consistent with an 
economic and progressive public policy. 

The Republican theory of taxation is not how little we can 
get along with, but for how much will the people and the 
eommercial interests stand. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

In order that we may thoroughly understand the wide scope 
of the measure and the benefits which will accrue to the con- 
sumer by removing the tariff tax from the articles enumerated, 
I ask permission to insert a copy of the bill in my remarks. 
This bill places upon the free list the following articles: 

Plows, tooth and disk harrows, headers, harvesters, reapers, agri- 
cultural drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, threshing 
machines and cotton gins, farm wagons and farm carts, and all other 
agricultural implements of any kind and description, whether specifically 


mentioned herein or not, whether in whole or in parts, including repair 
parts. 

Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar fabrics, materials, 
or coverings, siutable for covering and baling cotton, composed fn whole 
or in part of jute, jute butts, hemp, flax, seg, Russian seg, New Zealand 
tow, Norwegian tow, aloe, mill waste, cotton tares, or any other mate- 
rials or fibers suitable for covering cotton; and burlaps and bags or 
sacks composed wholly or in part of jute or burlaps or other material 
suitable for bagging or sacking agricultural products. 

Hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths, punched or 
not punched, or wholly or partly manufactured into hoops or ties, 
coated or not coated with paint or any other preparation, with or with- 
out buckles or fastenings, for baling cotton or any other commodity; 
and wire for baling hay, straw, and other agricultural products. 

Grain, buff, split, rough and sole leather, band, bend, or belting 
leather, boots and shoes made wholly or in chief value of leather made 
from cattle hides and cattle skins of whatever weight, of cattle of the 
bovine species, including calfskins; and harness, saddles, and saddlery, 
in sets or in parts, finished or unfinished, composed wholly or in chief 
value of leather; and leather cut into shoe uppers or vamps or other 
forms suitable for conversion into manufactured articles. 

Barbed fence wire, wire rods, wire strands or wire rope, wire woven 
or manufactured for wire fencing, and other kinds of wire suitable for 
fencing, including wire staples, ‘ 

Beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and meats of all kinds, fresh, salted, 
pickled, dried, smoked, dressed or undressed, prepared or preserved in 
any manner; bacon, bams, shoulders, lard, lard compounds and lard 
substitutes; and sausage and sausage meats, 

Buckwheat flour, corn meal, wheat flour and semolina, rye flour, bran, 
middlings, and other offals of grain, oatmeal and rolled oats, and all 
prepared cereal foods; and biscuits, bread, wafers, and similar articles 
not sweetened. 

Timber, hewn, sided, or squared, round timber used for spars or in 
building wharves, shingles, laths, fencing posts, sawed boards, planks, 
deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed, except boards, planks, deals, 
and other lumber, of lignum-vitz, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, 
mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all other cabinet woods. 

Sewing machines, and all parts thereof. 

Salt, whether in bulk or in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages. 


This bill, Mr. Chairman, is either a good or bad bill. It either 
should or should mot become a law. If we can show, first, that 
the Government does not need the money collected from these 
articles, if we can show that it is of benefit to the farmer and 
to the wage earner and that it is not unfair to the honest manu- 
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facturer who seeks no special advantage over his fellows—a» 

none other has a right to our consideration—then we hay, 

proven our case, against which no reasonable argument, exce, 

the argument of the protected interests of the country, can | 

of avail. 

THE NATIONAL TREASURY LOSES $10,000,000, WHILE THE PEOPLE Gx 
$300,000,000. 

It is estimated, Mr. Chairman, that the Government Treasur\ 
will lose $10,000,000 in import duties, caused by the enactn: 
of this bill. It is also estimated, in accordance with a sia 
ment prepared for the New York World, which I give herewi 
that while the Government Treasury loses $10,000,000 there is 
saving to the American people of over $300,000,000 : 

THE FARMERS’ FREE LIST—-MEANS A SAVING TO CONSUMERS OF $300,000 ( 
A YEAR. 
{Washington dispatch to New York World.] 

It is expected that the farmers’ free-list bill will save consumers 1 
than $300,000,000 annually. The consumption, measured by the 
supply, in values, of the articles on the free list runs as follows: 

Salt, $9,540,824. 

Agricultural implements, $90,637,110. 

Bagging for cotton, sacks, burlaps, etc., ue ates 

Cotton ties, hoop er band iron, $12,639,953. 

Leather, boots and shoes, harness, and saddles, $493,005,263. 

Barbed and other fence wire, wire rods, etc., $113,027,205. 

Fresh and preserved meats, $614,895,219. 

Flour and grits, cereals and bread, $665,041,533. 

Lumber, laths, and shingles, $699,599,293. 

Sewing machines, and parts thereof, $8,497,460. 

If the free-list bill becomes a law and prices settle down in time, 
some of the advocates of the same believe they will, the consumers 1 
save the following sums: 

On salt, $4,862,005. 

Agricultural implements, $13,876,541. 

Bagging, sacks, ete., $6,992,009. 

Cotton ties, $2,017,336. 

Leather, boots and shoes, etc., $37,483,788. 

Barbed wire, etc., $32,861,066. 

Fresh and preserved meats, $133,493,752. 

Flour, grits, ete., $18,355,146. 

Lumber, laths, etc., $59,955,659. 

Sewing machines, $2,549,239. 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

After all, Mr. Chairman, the National Treasury is simply 1! 
people’s treasury; and we propose to enact a bill that, whil. 
causes a loss of $1 from the national pocket, it puts $30 | 
into the people’s pockets, where it rightfully belongs, instead 
into the pockets of a trust. [Applause on the Democratic sid: 
But we are asked, How shall the Government make up | 
shortage? The demands of our Government are already greaic 
than our income. 

Mr. Chairman, that is one of the reasons why this new € 
gress has been elected by the people. The people are not s:{ 
fied that the past management of the Government has }b 
econemical. One of the contributory causes for a high pro 
tive tariff has been the enormous expenditures of the Gov: 
ment. So great have become the extravagant expenditw 
that the levying of a tariff tax merely for purposes of reveu 
to meet the demands of the Government, has become of itsv!t 
an incidental protective tariff tax. [Applause on the Deno- 
cratic side.] 

In our effort to reduce the burden of taxation upon the peo- 
ple it may be necessary for us to bring about some degree 
reduction of governmental expenditures. For instance, if ne 
sary, we can get along very well with one battleship per ) 
less. If wecessary, we can cut down the standing Army. I” 
to the Spanish-American War we maintained a standing 1 
of 25,000 men. We now have about 90,000 men in the Am 
and it costs about a thousand dollars annually per man 
maintain the Army. Our Army expenditures alone runs | 
$100,000,000 annually. I am in favor of reducing our stand 
Army to 35,000 men—where it was before the Spanish-Ameri: 
War—with the addition of 10,000 men for coast defense. 1! 
is a matter to be taken up at another time. I only refer | 
now as one of many ways for the reduction of governme: 
expenditures. 

The Democratic Congress has already started the initiative 
absolutely good faith to the country by reducing its own « 
penditures, by laying off usrress employees that for yea! 
have been carried on the Government pay roll, some of wh: 
were not even doing service here in Washington. Our first : 
tempt toward economy in this direction will be over $200.'''' 
per year. ; 

This is just the beginning, and I now want to ask the farmers. 
wage earners, professional and business men of the country, 
Which would you rather have, this increased $10,000,000 in 1! 
Treasury and the increased tax to the American consumer ©' 
$300,000,000 per year following this tariff tax, or that tax re 
moved and, if necessary, get along with one battleship less pcr 
year? 

We are willing and ready to meet every exigency of the Gov 
ernment, and willing to levy every tax sufficient to meet the 
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normal expenses of the Government, but we shall cut down 
these expenditures, lower the necessity for high protection, and 
remove the tax from the necessaries of life wherever possible. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The passage of the reciprocity measure was the first oppor- 
tunity offered us in a step toward the lowering of the tariff. 
In that measure we could not get all we should like to have 
had, but we had to take the proposition as offered us and as 
agreed upon by and between the commissioners of the two 
countries. 

This free-list bill now follows as a companion measure, and 
is an honest effort upon our part to endeavor to equalize and 
distribute the benefits through all classes of American pro- 
ducers and American consumers. So, as far as the Government 
is concerned, this measure, which is for the advancement of com- 
fort and thrift of the great mass of the American people, is a 
measure which will serve the best interests of the Government, 
and should become a law with the least possible delay. 

Every measure which tends to reduce the burden of taxation 
to the lowest possible limit consistent with efficiency of service 
is in keeping with the Democratic idea of the science of mod- 
ern government. 

A satisfied and contented people constitute the very bulwark 
of every government. 

The people know that there has been unfair legislation in 
behalf of special interests. They know that their burdens have 
been increased. They ask and demand relief from the extor- 
tion of trusts and monopolies, and always, be it remembered, 
sovereign people like this will get what they want either one 
way or another. This issue of a reduction of the tariff tax 
and of a return to a sound governmental economy is absolutely 
essential for the welfare of our future Republic. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 


THE FARMER. 


Mr. Chairman, what means this suddenly aroused interest 
in behalf of the American farmer upon the part of such great 
protection advocates as Mr. Dauzert, Mr. CANNON, Mr. Forp- 
ney, Mr. Mann, and other Republican leaders? 

For years the American farmers and wage earners have been 
knocking at the doors of Congress asking only for equal rights 
and equal privileges under the law. In all these years of full 
Republican control in every branch of the National Government 
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the pleas of the people have been denied and legislation in be- | 


half of the special interests of the country have gone on and 
on unchecked. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

It is said that history repeats itself, and, sir, history is about 
to repeat itself in this and future Congresses. The farmers 
and workingmen of the country, who are the producers of all 
wealth, are coming into their own, and from this time on will 
have a yoice in the affairs of their National and State Govern- 
ments. 

With unlimited political power and backed by the uncounted 
millions of concentrated wealth of the financial interests of 
the country the Republican leaders in Congress have heretofore 
ignored every demand upon the part of the people for a fair 
deal, believing in their blind hope that under this false theory 
of protection and continued broken promises to American labor 
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neighbors and our friends, and there is no more reason for im- 





posing a tax on the interchange of trade between Canada and 
the United States than there would be between the States of 
New York and Pennsylvania. 

A careful analysis of our trade relations with Canada shows 
that Canada is good country for us t ide with. Any 
country which buys from us more than it is to us is a good 
country for us to trade with. With such country all arti- 
ficial trade restrictions should be removed. 

Let me submit some Government statistics 
During five years ending June 30 

We sold to Canada $886, 417 6 
Canada sold to u 3) O1! 73 
Difference in our favor , 192, 503, 70 

Separating some of the important items, we fi 

Horses : 
We sold in Canada 14,1 iTS 
Canada sold to us 2 ‘ i 
Difference in our favor 11 R74 
Cattle: 
We sold in Canada 1,578, 179 
Canada sold to us 1" "OG 
Difference in our favor 1, 383 
Meat and dairy products: 
We sold in Canada 17. O11, O17 
Canada sold to us 1, 191 
Difference in our favor 16, 14 s 65 
Breadstuffs : 
We sold in Canada 31, 5 56 
Canada sold to us , 679, 884 


Difference in our favor 


24, 916, G72 


Total differences in our favor on above items 53 
We were elected to Congress on our 
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' promise to reduce the 
tariff. An extra session of Congress has be called by the 
President for the consideration of the C dian reciy rocity 
bill. We have passed it. Why? Not because it is all we 


should have it to be, but because it is a step in the right direc- 
tion, and the measure as agreed upon by and between tl 


be repre- 


sentatives of both countries could not be changed without in- 
volving years of delay and possible defeat of the measure 
Great economic reforms can not be brought about in a day or 
;}ayear. A beginning must be made somewhere. Canadian reci 
procity is but the beginning. Our second step is this free-list 
bill covering over 100 articles of direct interest to the farmer 
and wage earner, and schedule by schedule our work of revision 


they might be uninterruptedly continued in office for the carry- | 
ing out of the wishes of the special interests of this country | 


whom they represent here in this Congress. 

Why this touching sympathy now for the farmer upon the 
part of such high priests of protection as my colleague from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Dauzett]? He and his associates are per- 
haps more directly responsible than all others for having bound 
the people of this country as human chattels carrying tribute to 
the great Steel Trust, the Lumber Trust, the Sugar Trust, the 


Oil Trust, and a hundred other trusts, which control absolutely | 


nearly every article of human wear and human consunption. 
{Applause. ] 
Is it true that at last these deposed leaders have recognized 
the dignity and power of the American farmer and workingman? 
Why this bitter fight over Canadian reciprocity? Not because 
it would work any harm to the farming industry of the coun- 


try, but these sagacious political leaders well knew that if once | 


the pillar of protection were removed from the farmer, that 
if once his eyes are opened to the nakedness and fraud of a 
protective tariff as applied to his interests, that he would no 
longer support the measure. 


| 


The American farmer and wage earner need broader mar- | 
kets. Canada is ranidly becoming one of our best customers. | 


With a population of 92,000,000 of people our surplus production 
is and should be greater than the surplus production of 8,000,000 
of Canada’s population. 

We need the Canadian market much more than the Canadians 
need our market. Of the same blood and soil, they are our 


will go on until a complete revision shall have reduced the tariff 


to a revenue basis. Levying the heavier tar on the lururies 
and lightening the burden of taration on life ner as pro- 
vided in this bill. 

The same politi@l argument is being rehearsed d advanced 
now as formerly. We are told that factories and mills are 
shutting down. We are told that the prices of grain are already 
getting lower. I want my Republican friends to answer me 
this question. The years 1906 and 1907 were the greatest 
years of industrial prosperity in the country, and in spite of 
all the evidences of accumulated wealth, in October of 1907 con 
menced one of the most bitter panics we have ever had and 
from which we have not yet recovered. In 1906, prior to the 
panic, and when there was not a financial ripple on the sky 
anywhere, the price of wheat at the farm throughout the Uniti 
States was 664 cents per bushel. If a tariff tax on farn m 
modities protected the farmers’ market, ther th ov 
prices in a time of great commercial activity? The ver is 
that the farmers’ prices are fixed in the world rket and 
regulated by the law of supply and demand. [Ap se on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, I was born and reared on a fat I live ona 
farm to-day, and am engaged in farming at t! resent time. 
I know something of farming conditions ! ‘thing of 
the farmer's trials, of his pleasures, his d ent ind 
| his hopes. Each year brings an iner hat 
little may be in my power to adv ir elevate 
i their conditions, and, sir far be it fro: j I 1 or act, to 
contribute to any cause which would y e to the 
farmers and wage earners of this country, th lid n and 
women who constitute the vital force of this great country. 
[Applause. ] 

You boast of your friendly interest in the farmer. I ask 
|} you to point out what you have done for hi Carry your 
memories back to the colonial period. At the farm- 


| 


ers and laborers were the real owners of al! t! 
country. ‘The framers of the Declaration of | 
were all farmers, thus demonstrating that they 


ilth of this 
dependence 
bad a con- 
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trolling voice in their government. Compare those times with 
financial and political conditions as they exist to-day, when 
we find that now one-eighth of all our population is owning 
seven-eighths of the wealth of the country, and Wall Street, 
through its various ramifications owning and controlling the 
Government. 

It would appear that there is something vitally wrong either 
with the farming as an industry or the conditions which sur- 
round the farm. What have you done to help the farmer? 
Has protection helped him? No. As population increased you 
have forced him to take up new land, and he has been driven 
farther and farther west until now he has come to the shores 
of the Pacific. 

lor years and years the conditions surrounding the American 
farmer were such that it was almost impossible for him to 
make ends meet and impossible for him to keep his children 
at home and employed upon the farm. OUR HIGH PROTECTIVE 
POLICIES HAVE BEEN MORE RESPONSIBLE FOR DRIVING THE BOYS AND 
GIRLS FROM THE FARM, SEPARATING FAMILIES, HERDING THEM IN 


CITIES LIKE SERFS THAN ANY AND ALL OTHER CONDITIONS COMBINED. | 
The Republican Party is | 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
brought to the door of justice; judgment was rendered upon you 
in the last election, and now when we are trying to make an 
honest effort to redeem the pledges and carry out the wishes 
of the people you, under the pretense of being a friend to the 
farmer and wage earner, would endeavor to array those vast 
interests to the defense of the special protected interests who 


have been robbing the people of their earnings for many years. | 


The farm represents the basic industry of America and of 
the world. We have but two great sources of productive wealth: 

(1) The earth and its products. 

2) Human energy. 

In our farm population we find a total of 35,000,000 of people, 
represented by six or seven million individual farmhouses, 
eich one operating as a separate and isolated unit; each one 
forced to enter an open market with everything he has to sell 
in competition with all the world and to enter a closed and 
monopolized market in everything he has to buy. 

He is ground between the upper and nether millstone, The 
farmers and wage earners can neither fiz their own price wpon 
that which they have to sell nor upon that which they must 
buy. 

This legislation is directed against the special interests who 
have secured an unfair advantage over the balance of the 
American people. The farmer and the wage earner must each 
produce a given amount of value for every dollar they receive. 
That is and has been the inmutable law from the days of Adam 
and will continue until the days of the millennium. The 
farmers’ and the wage earners’ earning capacity is limited and 
fixed ; their maintenance and fixed charges are permanent, while 
their buying capacity is circumscribed by law and is being 
reduced each year, « 

The purchasing power of the farmer’s and workingman’s 
dollar is growing less each year [applause on the Democratic 
side], because he always must give an equivalent of honest 
value of 100 cents on every dollar he produces; but under this 
juggling process of high finance of tariff and trust regulation, 
he is obliged to go into the market and exchange his sound 
dollar for the things which he has to buy at a fictitious value. 
For instance, the manufacturing cost of a reaper is, I am 
informed, about $55. A 20 per cent profit to the manufacturer, 
would make that cost $66. So giving a bushel of wheat the 
unit value of a dollar, it would take 66 bushels of the farmer’s 
wheat to buy the reaper. If the number of reaper manu- 
facturers equaled the number of farmers in the country, the 
reapers would be sold on a competitive basis and the farmer 
could buy his reaper for 66 bushels of wheat. 

But we find, enabled under the patent-right laws and the pro- 
tective-tariff walls, this same reaper, which he should be able to 
buy for $66, is fixed at a uniform price throughout the United 
States for all kinds of reapers at $125 each. This means that he 
must take 59 bushels of surplus wheat from his bin and add it 
to the 66 bushels of wheat in order to pay the manufactur- 
ing cost of the reaper, the additional profit which the manu- 
facturer is entitled to, and, in addition to that, the overhead 
charge of the trust, and then comes the dishonest profit 
created by the tariff tax in the sole benefit of the manufac- 
turer, 

All this time the farmer is compelled to put 100 cents of value 
in the production of a bushel of wheat, as he did 50 years ago. 
He can not capitalize a farm which is worth $5,000 for $25,000 
and charge the consumer of his product enough more money to 
pay him this additional charge, as the trusts are doing, nor can 
he form an association of 6,000,000 other farms to regulate and 
fix his price. His products are sold in the world’s markets and 
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are regulated by the law of supply and demand and not by ¢ 

law of protection. : 
Asa further proof of the fact that the farmer receives no lx 

fit from a protective tariff upon his grain and other products 
give here the domestic and foreign prices of wheat, oats, cat! 
and horses for the years 1905 to 1909, inclusive: 

Domestic and foreign prices. 

{Foreign prices are taken from Report of Agriculture and Fish 
London, Vol. XLIV, Pt. III, 1909. Domestic prices from Yea 
of the Department of Agriculture, Washington, D. C., 1909. ] 

WHEAT. 
[Per bushel. ] 


| Aver 

“Average | farn 
price in in 
ondon. Ur 


ot 


$0. 92 

- 87 | 
94 
1.00 
1.14 | 





Cents. 
54 | 
57 
59 
55 
57 | 





FAT CATTLE (WHOLESALE). 
[Per pound. ] 


London. 








HORSES. 
[Per head.] 


York. 
$91 
108 
131 
138 
156 


I desire to call a witness out of President Taft’s Cabinet 





Secretary Wilson himself—who, in a letter to the Nati 
Grange, of February 9, 1911, relative to the prices the far 
receives, uses this language: 

The United States produces surplus wheat above domestic req 
ments. This surplus production is sold in foreign countries. The 
of our exported surplus is governed by the world’s requirements, 
regulated by the law of supply and demand, and the price of » 
in the United States, while we are exporting, is governed by the | 
at which the surplus is sold, as a general - Occasi: 
wheat corners may interfere with the law of supply and demand 
temporarily affect the price. 

Wheat is never cornered until it is out of the farmer’s hans 
and in the hands of some Chicago trust king. The price le 
forces up on wheat does not aid the farmer—his wheat is 
sold—but the effect is that the laborer who buys his bread is 
held up and robbed by the millionaire who corners wheat. ‘%0 
this tariff on wheat of 25 cents per bushel never benefits © 
one except the grain gambler, who with his corner on w! 
drives up the price of the poor man’s bread. 

All the farmer asks in this or any other kind of legisla‘ 
is fair treatment. He wants to bear his share of the burde! 
taxation, but he does not want to bear it all. 

What has the National Government done for the farmer: 
Has it helped him build the 2,000,000 miles of public highways 
in the United States? No. Has it helped him maintain |'s 
schools? No; it has not helped in that direction to the one 
tenth part of what it should. When we compare the acrea-° 
production of America with the acreage production of forei-' 
countries with a climate and soil less favorable than ours it |< 
quite apparent that the Agricultural Bureau of the Unit! 
States is run more as a political sop to the farmer than as « 
matter of real and direct benefit. 
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I do not mean by this to criticize our able Secretary or the 
Agricultural Department. They have accomplished great and 
sood work, considering the limitations placed upon them by 
Congress. But that Congress, under Republican management, 
bas been occupied more with trust legislation than with farm 
and labor legislation can be determined by a comparison of the 
stability and constant advancement of trust values with the 
widely fluctuating farm values. 

When we consider the highly developed intelligence and in- 
dustry of the American farmer, the fertility of our soil, and the 
most favorable agricultural climate in the world, and compare 
our acreage production with the acreage production of other 
countries, it is easily apparent that we have not, as a Nation, 
awakened to the possibilities of our soil, nor is our Government 
rendering the assistance to our farm industry which it should, as 
can be plainly seen by the following figures which I shall give: 


| 





Average yield (in| poy, | aes = wretees 
bushels per acre), —— (Germany. -_ — France. Me dae vad 
1899-1908. s. a. y- g : 

' 
-|}———_-+—— S 

OBB. cccoccceccoccecs | 29.3 49.6 29.1 30.8 | 31.3 | 44.6 

ee iene itaipesnes 15.8 25.0 18.6 17.7 | 17.1 | 127.0 

Wl ce denaccoses | 13.7 28.7 18.7 17.1 | 20. 4 | 32. 6 
RRL Micke ces. 26.0 34.5) 26.0! 23.2) 23.5 34.7 
ee | 89.8 197.3} 151.4{ 117.8 118.0 | 186. 4 

: esos — Be Be ek — t+ al ante 

1 Treland. 
Now, observe the ever-changing prices of farm products. 


Were it not for the constantly increasing acreage of new lands, 
rich in virgin fertility, the farmers and the country would have 
been bankrupt long ago. 





Average farm price per bushel December 1—Statistics from United 
States reports. 
Miict Other 
s a leh ne 
Years. | Wheat. Oats. Rye. Potatoes. wr? Per’ cows, per cattle, 
| | on. head. per head. 
' 
7 t 
| Cents. | Cents.| Cents.| Cents. 
Ws shi: 72 18 41 28 96.55 | $23.16}.........- 
Wi dacteuidse | $1 | 21 45 5A 6. 62 2 
TR cc énitintnods | 58 | 25 46 t1 6.00 ; 20. 92 
SUM cits cca. 58 24| 51 39 7.27| 29.66 22.79 
WEieet cK, 1. | 62 | 25 | 51 | 43 | 8. 89 31. 60 24.97 
NOE chicas dees 62 | 39 | 55 76} 10.01 30. 00 19. 98 
eicbine- 63} 30] 50] 47} 9.06] 2.23] 18.76 
Nab day ork oo} 34] = BA] GL} 9.08} = 30.28; 18.45 
WMO Bie. 92 | 31 68 45 | 8.72} 29.21 16. 32 
ae easdns 74 | 29 61 61 | 8.52} 27.44 15.15 
Caen | 31 58 51] 10.37 29.44] 15.85 
Wa, 87 44 | 7: 61 11.68 31.00 17.10 
1908........... 92 7; 7 70 8.98 30. 67 16. 89 
WOR ccinea=.2s- 99 | 7 54] 10.62) 32.36] 17.49 
| | 


I invite a careful analysis of these official figures, and ask 
why protection does not help the farmer maintain his prices, 
as it does help the manufacturer regulate his prices. 

Whether wheat sells for 65 cents per bushel or $1.25 per 
bushel, the farmer continues to pay a fixed or steadily increasing 
price for his machinery and fertilizer, but never a lower price. 

Whether corn sells for 35 cents per bushel or 65 cents per 
bushel, the farmer continues to pay a steadily increasing price 
for his sugar, coffee, tobacco, and clothing. 

Whethef cattle sell for $15 per head or $25 per head, he con- 
tinues to pay a steadily increasing price for his boots and shoes, 
his harness, lumber, and everything he buys. 

That the farmer has reached the degree of prosperity which 
he has, that he has reached the power politically which he has, 
he owes to himself and the cooperation of his various organiza- 
tions. He owes the first to the energies of himself and his 
family and to the divine bounty of the Creator in giving him 
his bounteous crops. Protection has done nothing but rob him, 
and he refuses to be buncoed any longer. 

Mr. Chairman, I should not have the American farmer made 
to appear as being opposed to this bill. It is both an insult to 
his intelligence as a man and his integrity as a citizen. He 
neither needs nor wants protection. At least, he does not want 
any unfair advantage over any other man, Politics and panics 
do not concern him to the extent of driving the fear of starva- 
tion into his heart. 
future with perfect equanimity. 

The opponents of this bill tell the farmer that it would not 
be a good thing for him to have the tax removed from his 
plows, harrows, harvesters, reapers, agricultural implements of 
all kinds, barb fence wire, wire rods, fences, timber for his 
barn and house, Sewing machines, and so forth. Then they tell 
the workingmen that it would not be a good thing for them to 
have cheaper meat, food, and clothing. 

The farmer has been caricatured in the public press, in the 
theater, and in a private capacity since the days of public 
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print. This tearful concern now upon the part of such high pro 
tectionists as the gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. Datzetr] 


would seem to be the crowning act of politi: caricature of this 
splendid type of American citizen and upon this great industry. 

In all these years the farmer has not found any way of pro 
ducing wheat except by the expenditur fa ndred cents’ 
worth of value for every dollar | ‘ ed t rhe 
proposition of the Republican Party f ! ve rich pro 
tective policy has been t! he mus t * and 
pay a higher price for his 1 hinery ‘ Am " 
than the German, French, English, or Australia er W ay 
for the same machine n foreign cou ‘ ding t 
portation and freight charges ; the f wi t » of home 
and abroad prices of American manufactured a 2M wN 

Art 
Cultivators. . P ! 
Plows... . { 
Axes.... 
Kettles... 
Table knives ; 15.00 
Horseshoe nails........ 
Barbed wire ‘ UO 
Cut rivets..... Of 
Typewritters . ‘ 
Sewing machines 

Pe icctae 

Medium. entanes 

Che BD acccccccs 
Steel rails...... 

Per! lredw I I ] 

Is this what you call a fair deal to the American farmer? 
Is it any wonder that the farmer has rebelled against these « 
ditions? The spirit of this bill is that the farmer who has t 
meet the competition of the world, selling his commodities in 
the world’s markets and in competition with all labor in al 
lands that he shall be permitted to enter the ld’ Mat 
to buy his materials and his supplies. 

It is the belief of the Democratic Party that this vern 
guaranteed profit is better in the hands and pockets of the 
wives and children of the farmer and wage ea rs thai 
collected and placed in the pockets of the Rea, Trus 
Timber Trust, and like combinations of Am« 1 indu 
[Applause. ] 

In this law or agreement which we now propose we 1 ‘ 
desire nor do we work any harm to any legitimat d y ol 
to any honest man. WE SIMPLY DESIRE TO |! 

COMPETITION WIIICH CONTROLS PRODUCTION API [ EQUAI 
FAIRNESS TO THE LAW OF CONSUMPTION ANI 

This bill is in the interest of both the Am« 
the Government. 

THE 

We now come to the question of the \ i I 
the term I include every man and wo1 t te 
daily bread, whether it is by manual Inbor or mental efi 
whether in the walks of a profession o1 re ! 
ous physical exertion. Every m who 1 prod 
borer and every man ought to | 1 labore I i 
tions will never right themselves this « ntry until f 
return to a proper equilibrium of an adequate proj 
tween the producer and the cor ner 

Under our economic conditions the ratio of pr: 
sumers is becoming less each year. Each year 
to the class of nonproducers, and th 

| increase in the consumers’ class. } 

falls more heavily upon those t | 

duction falls. There is no law or : y W 

accumulation or concentrati f j 

more concentrate } j 

approach to il lati sla 

special privilege, an ie law can 

concern or conip if t, or cor] ti ‘ 

advantage, I a t} emoval of that privi j 
regardless of hat t temporary A] 

This is ca l the f (Zz Li j 
confronting the \ rs of this countt re a 
not entirely free from al Any condition of « or of 
rovernnit wil h chang t » ratio of Inti tow?! ] 
city life, reducing the 1 popu m and 
town and city population to the extent of suel 
centage as the coming ce vill show, is 
unnatural, and an unecon ‘ dition. [Ap] ( he 


Democratic side.] 
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Again, we find the Government responsible in a large degree. | created other unnatural and uneconomic conditions of banki 


We have drifted away from our original moorings, and listening 
to the seductive plea of the dollar we have forgotten the inter- 
ests of the man. The wage earner, from the standpoint of pro- 
duction, is in the same class as the farmer, but, unlike the 
farmer, he has not the help of the soil, the sun, and rain, nor 
has he additional capital. He is dependent alone upon his own 
physical and mental energies which God has given him. He 
can do a certain number of days’ work in this life and no more. 

There is no loss so great as the loss to labor of a day’s work. 
It is the capital account of the workman. He can not replace 
it. Nobody can. Nature has allotted him a given number of 
days. He can not sell them twice. He can not issue new stock 
and increase his capital like the manufacturer and corpora- 
tion. In times of prosperity protection gives him the little end 
of the increased profit. In times of depression he must bear 
the big end of the loss, for he must bear a double loss—the loss 
of his earnings and the loss of a portion of his capital in every 
idle day, which he can not replace. 

In times of business depression and low prices the manu- 
facturer can curtail his production or shut down his plant. 
His loss is loss of profits plus interest charges during his sus- 
pension, which is provided for by the prudent manager in the 
form of an ample reserve fund. 

The farmers and wage earners can not stop. They must go 
on or starve. If the farmer stops, the world stops and starves. 
Whether times are good or bad, prices high or low, the ex- 
penses and fixed charges of the farmer and workman are just 
the same. Of the three, the manufacturer has a distinct ad- 
vantage. He is protected by the law of the tariff and the law 
of monopoly, which enables him to discharge his men and cur- 
tail production and at the same time maintain the price of his 
manufactured article. He sells less in quantity, but seldom at a 
reduced price. 

The situation for the farmer and workman are directly re- 
versed. They must both sell less in quantity and at a reduced 
price. But of these two the farmer is the better situated. It is 
he who feeds the world, and before the world is fed the farmer’s 
family must be, and is, first provided for. 

But how about the workman? I have not heard much about 
him in this debate. If it were not for him, neither the manu- 
facturer nor the farmer would make any profit. He is the buyer 
and ultimate consumer. How does he get money with which to 
buy? By selling his labor. 

When the manufacturer can not sell, he quits and lives on his 
reserve or credit. When the farmer can not sell, his family is 
still provided with three good meals a day and a home to live 
in, because bread, meat, and potatoes are the things he has. 

But when the workman can not sell his labor—the use of his 
body—he must live on his savings or beg or starve. He neither 
wants nor intends to do either. All he wants is an equal fight- 
ing chance, and he will maintain the independence of himseif 
and family without asking favors of anybody, and that is what 
we propose to give him. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

But think for a moment what it means to a workman with a 
family to feed and clothe and rents to pay, without work and 
without credit. Then, what happens to him? If you would see 
the results in its most pitiful form, go to the hills of West- 
moreland County, in Pennsylvania, and see the evicted miners 
living in tents all throughout the bitter cold of a Pennsylvania 
winter. Think of the sufferings of a mother in childbirth under 
such conditions—and there have been many of them. True, this 
is an extreme case, but it shows the conditions of labor without 
employment, without a cash reserve, and without credit. 

I had hoped that my colleague [Mr. DatzEeLL] would tell you 
about it, because it is in his part of the State, and we all 
- know what a good friend of the workman Mr. DaLzeELt is (7). 
His Steel Trust so loves the laborer, and the Republican Party 
so loves the Steel Trust, and the laborer so loves the Republican 
Party that it has been a delightful family gathering at the 
tariff-protected election feast every two and four years. The 
farmers and workmen seem to have just discovered that the 
Carnegies always sit at the head of the table, greedily taking 
the best of everything, leaving nothing but the crumbs for labor, 
and barely that. 

The workman realizes that he must accumulate a cash or 
property reserve fund. But how can he do this when his living 
costs have advanced 60 per cent while his wages have only 
advanced 20 per cent? This is what protection has done for 
American labor. 

There will always be periods of prosperity and periods of 
depression due to unnatural and unecononfic conditions. The 
frequency of recurring panics and periods of business depression 
in America is evidence that our system of national taxation is 
builded upon a false principle of political economy. This has 


| 
| 
| 
i 
| 


currency, and credit to the extent of the centralization of int, 
ests and of financial and political power within the hands of 
favored few, undreamed of by the fathers of our country. 

What has protection done for the wage earner? It has throw 
him open to the competition of the cheapest foreign labor in 1} 
world and at the same time compelling him to exchange {| 
dollar which he has earned for the fictitious values, based 1»; 
watered stock values controlled by monopolies for the thin. 
he must buy. He must sell his labor as best he can. Like ; 
farmer he can neither fix his price for that which he has ; 
sell nor fix the price of that which he must buy. The la}, 
organizations have helped him to some degree in fixing the 
price of his wage. But he finds an unnatural economic con: 
tion which, while giving him a 10 or 20 per cent increase 
wages, has at the same time increased his living costs 60 per 
cent, and he finds at the end of the year, in spite of every possi- 
ble household economy, that he has not been able to make ayy 
headway with which to meet an advancing old age. 

What is this Government for? Who is it for? What woul) 
this world be if a few owned it all and nobody else were liyi)~ 
in it? The very happiness of existence and the very elements «; 
universal prosperity are the happiness and prosperity of th 
working men and women of the United States. This is a funiv- 
mental principle. 

In a general way it is conceded by all. I have referred to 
the time when, in the Colonial period of this country, the farmers 
and wage earners owned all the land, and nearly every 1.1 
owned his own home. Within a period of 50 years a large jw 
centage of the wealth of the country has accumulated in the 
hands of a few. In no other country and under no other « 
ditions, except under the conditions and mistaken premises 
a protective tariff, could we find so many thousands of mi! 
aires and so many hundreds of thousands of workmen \ 
barely earn a decent living and whose plans for, and w! 
confidence in, the future are never free from worry. 

THE LIMITATIONS OF LABOR, 


The American workman can not sell a day’s labor in Fue- 
land, another day’s labor in France, Germany, and Spain, as 1: 
trust does or as the farmer sells his wheat and corn in thos 
markets. He is confined absolutely to the home markets fixe! 
for American labor. In addition to this the protected manufic- 
turers say to him, “ We can employ all the cheap foreign |:! 
we want, and you must enter into competition with that la!) 

Protection speaks in the Republican national platform of 1:\('s 
as follows: 

In all tariff legislation the true principle of protection is best | 
tained d the imposition of such duties as will equal the difference 
tween the cost of production at home and abroad, together wit 
REASONABLE PROFIT TO AMERICAN INDUSTRIES. 

Protection says to the manufacturer, “ We shall protect y 
against competition and insure your profits,” but it does not s 
to the wage earner, “ We shall protect your wages and ins 
you plenty of employment.” It has been clearly proven in t! 
debate that, based upon the unit of production, and that is | 
only real wage test, the American workman is the lowest-}::\i\ 
workman in the world. The question of whether a wage 
high or low is determined by the equivalent of value produc! 
and the purchasing power of the wage received. 

During this debate the House has been burdened with end 
statistics, showing the different wage scales of the world, )|)' 
ing that protection does not protect the wage earner. 

As I have already covered more ground and occupied 
time than I had expected to do, I will sum up the argumen' 
wages by referring to the report of the Department of Coi- 
merece and Labor, which shows that the American workn 
must work 225 days each year to meet living expenses, ‘+ 
against 220 days’ work for the workman in free-trade Eng): 

I am not advocating free trade. Broader and freer trade ' 
tions with the world will come in time, but they must be brous’'! 
around by a process of evolution without seriously disturb 
trade conditions at home. Until we adopt the income tix 
which I favor—as a method of national taxation, whereby those 
who have profited most by special privilege in the past s! 
bear their proper share of the burden of government, tli 
lightening the burdens for the toilers of the land—until then 
tariff for revenue only is and will be a governmental necessi'y. 

But I would not have the farmer and wage earner lone.’ 
deceived that a protective tariff tax on everything they buy 's 
the way to make them rich. 

The average earnings for the worker in our manufacturi)- 
establishments is less than $474 per year. Official repor'- 
further show the average annual earnings of railway employe 
is $650 per year. In the laborer class we find an averace 
daily wage of less than $1.50 per day and less than 250 day> 
work per year, 








1911. CONGRESSIONAL 





Further, we find the highest wages paid in nonprotected 
acork. We find 800,000 widows employed in America. We find 


400.000 children under 15 years of age employed. No, my | 


friends, your patriotic speeches telling about the glories of the 
Republic and what protection has done for the people sound 
well, but the stubborn facts and conditions remain, confronted 
by the insistent demands of healthy American appetites requir- 
ing three meals a day, if they can be had. 

I am glad I mentioned that. It recalls your glowing picture 
of the higher scale of living and your talk about the extrava- 
gance of the people as accounting for the high cost of living. 

If Republican Congressmen and Senators would try living 
for awhile on $1.50 per day for the support of a family of five, 
and pay rent, I think they would never accuse the American 
worker, whose highest average yearly earning is less than 
$500, of extravagance. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] proudly men- 
tioned the fact that American people were now consuming 64 
bushels of wheat per capita, as against 44 bushels per capita 
in former years. Once in a very great while even shrewd poli 
ticians like Mr. CANNON will make a serious break and unin- 
tentionally admit a truth. 

Of course the people are, as the agricultural reports show, 
eating more wheat and more potatoes and less meat. Why? 
Because their wages will not permit meat on the table every 
day and every meal. Such vegetarians as Rockefeller, Morgan, 
Carnegie, and CANNON will say that it is much better for the 
people to live on bread and potatoes, but it will be difficult for 
the Republican managers to fool the voters again with the full- 
dinner-pail promise. They did it once very cleverly, and then 
immediately after election enacted laws authorizing the Beef 
Trust, the Coffee and Sugar Trusts, and others to steal the 
good and nourishing meats and food from his dinner pail, leav- 
ing a diet of bread and potatoes for the worker and his family, 
who had been thus betrayed. 

If you think this is overdrawn, study the agricultural reports 
on wheat, potatoes, meat products, and population. If you are 
still an unbeliever, try the scale of food and clothing on a basis 


of $1.50 per day, $12 per ‘month rent, family of 5, and 22 days’ | 
work for the month, and you will find out how much sirloin 


steak you will use. 

The argument of the standard of living for American workers 
is not based on facts, and the argument that his extravagance 
is the direct cause of high prices is as false and misleading as 
all the argument in favor of protection. 

Each year the American manufacturer is requiring a higher 
percentage of production from his labor, drawing more heavily 
upon the vital reserve forces of the workmen, and not compen- 
sating him with his full share of the increased profits. 

The case of Andrew Carnegie is a typical case of benefits of 
protection to a favored few and is identical with all other pro- 
tected industries. 

The few are permitted through this vicious method of taxa- 
tion to accumulate vast fortunes, while the laborer who has 
produced the wealth must be content with a mere living wage 
when employed and starvation when not employed. 


WE WANT BROADER MARKDBTS. 


I have in my district, Mr. Chairman, the largest car-building 
plants in the country. Give these plants free raw material, and 
the splendid workmen in those shops will make cars more 
quickly and cheaply than any foreign competitor possibly can. 
With free construction material, the able management of this 
company can pay the highest rate of wages and sell their cars 


in every market in the world at a profit and give continuous | 


employment to their men. 
But under the restrictive protective policy, compelling us to 


trade with one another instead of offering every inducement to | 


reach out into the markets of the world and thus create a 
heavier trade balance in our favor, bringing hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars of new money into the country every year, 
the protective policy as applied to developed industries is abso- 
lutely unsound from every economic viewpoint. 

American business methods, American workmen, American 
machinery, and American salesmanship will meet and conquer 
any industrial condition in the world. The broader markets 
will secure for American workmen continuous employment and 
a correspondingly higher earning capacity. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

When times are good the American workman employed in 
protected industries finds when he takes his place in the mill 
a strange companion at his side, who can not speak the English 
language. The American complains, and is arrogantly informed 
that the company must buy its labor where it can buy it the 
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| cheapest. So the workman finds himself in competition with the 
| cheapest pauper labor in the world. 

When the mill shuts down, this cheap foreign labor migrates 
back to the Old World to await the return of employment here, 
while the American workman must continue to feed and clothe 
his family and pay rent. 

The American workman earns his dollar in open competition, 
and each dollar represents a draft on his original capital—his 
| physical energy. Now, when his wife goes to market with that 
| dollar she finds standing upon each side of the market place 
| the agents of the Beef Trust, the Sugar and Coffee Trusts, the 

Woolen Trust, the Cereal Trust, and other trusts and monopolies, 
who control practically everything that must b 
brought within a home, exacting a few pe 
tariff toll from every purchase. The work 
sell but his labor. 

No, Mr. Chairman, protection does not protect the far 


e purchased and 
nnies of protective 


nan haus nothing to 


( immer, no! 
| does it protect the laborer. When it is necessary to tax the 
| necessities of the people in order that an industry may prosper 

then we are better off, from a fundamental economic standpoint 


| hot to have that industry. In this age of modern machinery and 
modern methods of scientific business management an American 

industry which can not stand upon its own bottom without the 

| favoritism of a special law to insure its profit, then that indus- 


viry is a harm rather than a good in the commercial life of the 
| Nation, 
| Even though. Mr. Chairman, I subscribe to the Democrati 
theory of a tariff for revenue only, I would be unwilling at this 
time of commercial unrest throughout the Nation to attack 
industry or be a contributory part to any cause which w ! 
eveu temporarily throw men or women out of employment 
| But in this bill which we are offering L anyon hat 
| the United States Steel Co. needs protection Can anyo 
say that the Lumber Trust ought to have rotection? Can 
anyone say that the food, the meat, and the cereals, and tl 
bread of the working people ought to be ed Can ’ 
say that the impleme! ts with which the f Lie tills the s 
and grows the crops ought to be taxed? Cuan anyone claim th 
the great American Harvester Co. ought to be protected by a 
special tax? 

fhe free raw material question was taken up at the 
session of Congress, and in the hope of trying to get a 
price for shoes we did take the tariff off of hides. But 
seems to have benefited only the shoe manufacturers We 
now going further. and when are find a monopoly « } 
any product we are going to take the tax off the) } 
and the manufactured article as well. [Applause.] 

rHE MANUFACTURER 

In our commercial organization the m ‘ e 1 
road, the merchant each form an integral I pal 
| in the wealth production of the farm and labo 

No one would be so foolish as to desire to \ k a harm to any 
industry. tut that we have outgrown the rrow policy of 
protection is generally admitted by all except those who ar 
the direct beneficiaries. 

| One evil begets another. Protection is directly responsib! 
| for trusts and monopolies, each becoming essential to the 
| other. $y removing the one, the laws of trade will regulate 
the other. 

No nation can become great as an agricultural nation except 
by and through diversified farming. No nation can become 
great as a manufacturing nation except by and through divers 
fied industries. It is the small manufacturer who . 
bility to trade and wages. Protection helps combi 

| capital drive the small manufacturers out of business 

The American market has become the greatest and best mar 
ket in the world, and so intense has become the struggle for 
supremacy in the home market that we are neglecting our 


broader and greater opportunities in a foreign markelg 
Capital owes something more to labor than @ mere wag 
It owes it the fullest and broadest opportunity for work sui 
rounded by such conditions of trade as shall permit it to earn 
and save a surplus. Labor can not reach foreign markets of 
its own effort, but capital can and should. 
For purpose of illustration, and not because of anv desire 
|to make special mention, take the United States Steel Co. 
| Remove from it all governmental protection which now 
| rounds its industry. For awhile it may work the political 
bluff of closing down its plants, but not for long. It w 
up new markets in the Far East and South, creating a new «de 
mand and procuring their share of the trade now g¢ to 
England, France, and Germany. This would give its men steady 
employment. It would not reduce wages, and it would continu 
‘to pay dividends on its watered stock then as now. 
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Like everything else, it moves along the lines of least resist- 
ance. Its close monopoly of the American muorket and the 
protection given it by the Government enables it by reducing 
wages and laying off men in slack times to pay dividends, and 
it is satisfied. 

In the earlier effort for special privilege for infant indus 
tries this protective toll could be paid without being felt so 
much by the people, for there was only an occasional infant to 
be cared for. 

But the birth of infants has become so wonderfully prolific, 
and each one crying for a special privilege, until it has reached 
the point of swapping dollars with each other in the belief that 
we can tax ourselves into prosperity, like the man trying to 
lift himself by his boot straps. 

Under the law of protection we are overtrading within our- 
selves and destroying our home market 
and niggardly attitude toward the farmers and toilers of the 
land, who are the real producers of real wealth and real pros- 
perity. 


WHICH POLICY WOULD YOU HAVE? 


We find two distinct and fundamental principles of govern- 
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The world, in a commercial sense, is constantly 
smaller. Wireless telegraphy, the telephone, the railroads have 
made it possible for the business man at his desk to-day to be 
in touch with all the world. In 1950 there will be at least 
200,000,000 people in the United States to be fed, clothed 
and housed. We can not go on and increase our acreage in 
the next 50 years as we have done in the past. 

The question of feeding 200,000,000 people and of supply- 
ing the world means the thorough reorganization of the acri 
cultural industry of the country, and more especially do 
it mean a thorough reorganization of industrial conditions 
which will enable the man who has only his own energy io scl! 


++i 
getting 


| 10 make a profit over and above the cost of living in exchang: 


by our shortsighted | 


ment as represented by the Democratic and Republican Par- | 


ties. The Republican Party supports the doctrine and princi- 
ples of Hamilton, who believed in the concentration of power 
and authority in the hands of a few. Hamilton did not trust 
the people. 

Upon the other hand, we find the principles of Democracy set 
forth in the life and works of Jefferson, advocating as the 
Democratic theory of government that in a Republic like ours 
there should be a wider diffusion of authority and responsibility 
among the people. We believe in the people and trust them, 
and believe that Congress and the various legislative bodies 
of the States should respond absolutely to the wishes of the 
people. 

Again, we find a difference in theory and principle on the 
question of taxation. The Republican idea is that the Federal 
Government should be used for purposes other than revenue. 
In fact, the Republican theory is that the Government should 


} 


for that energy. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, this bill is in the interest of the Governm 
It stands for the best interests of the farmer. It stands, as n 
other measure has ever stood, for the best interests of the 
workmen. It stands, as no other measure ever stood, for the best 
interests of the independent manufacturer. 

The Democratic Party is laboring for legislation in behalf 
of the producer. It means no harm to any industry nor wil! 
it work harm to any industry. It now proposes to take up th 


nt, 


sno 


work of reorganization and of reformation and of.placing our 
affairs, in so far as the Government is concerned, upon a sound 


reconomic basis by reducing expenses, lowering taxes, and re- 


be used to levy taxes, and, under the protective theory, a tax | 
7 I 7 


to cover not only the difference in cost of production here and 
abroad but a tax to cover and insure the manufacturer's profit, 
regardless of whether or not that profit is based on efficient 
and economical management. 

THE DEMOCRATIC THEORY IS THAT THE GOVERNMENT, AS AN 
INSTRUMENT OF THE PEOPLE, SHOULD USE ITS TAXING POWER FOR 
PURPOSES OF REVENUE ONLY. THIS BELIEF I SUBSCRIBE TO ABSO- 
LUTELY. I AM UNWILLING WHILE I REMAIN A MEMBER OF THIS 
CONGRESS TO BE A PARTY TO ANY ACT WHICH PERVERTS THE USE 
OF THE GOVERNMENT FOR THE PURPOSE OF GUARANTEEING THE 
PROFITS OF ANY INTEREST OR ANY MAN OR ANY SET OF MEN. 

For nearly 40 years the Republican Party has had unlimited 


moving special privilege wherever found. 

The Democratic Party will see that the Government of the 
people shall simply perform its functions as originally intend: 
by the fathers of our country. We propose to remove i/ 
shackles of special privilege, we propose to restore to the peopl: 
equal rights and equal opportunities. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

There is no politics in this question except from the vi 
point of those who choose to make it so for their own specia 
advantage. What we desire is the common good of the country 
and of the people. The day of special privilege is past. Every 
man has an equal right to a fair deal and an equal opportunity 
under the law. 

The taxing power of the people must be returned to th: 
people and must be used from this time on for purposes of 


WwW 


ia] 
lal 


| revenue only and not for purposes of protecting any industry, 


| 


control of the Government and must assume responsibility for | 


present economic and labor conditions. 


You ask me what has high protection done for the farmer? | 


I answer that it has driven his boys and girls from the farm | 


into the factories and mills of the town. You have been hold- 
ing the farmer and wage earner up by the throat while the 
Machinery Trust, the Lumber Trust, the Steel Trust, the 
Leather Trust, and the Beef Trust have put their hands into 
his pockets and filched him of the earnings which belonged to 
the savings of his wife and his children. 

e What has protection done? Go down the streets of this city, 


or of any city, and you will find there families living in 3 or 4 


rooms who ought to have 8 or 10, families living in apart- | 


ments who ought to be out enjoying the sunshine and the air 
in homes of their own. If this protective policy is continued, 
the neglect of the farming industry and the workmen of the 


country continued, in behalf of the favored few, the work of | 
deterioration of American citizenship and of the American | 


Republic has begun. 

What means this wave of socialism throughout the country? 
What means this constant conjuring of new ways and means 
of so-called reforms? 


producer. This change must first come by removing special 
privilege. The voice of the people has been heard in the last 
election; and remember this, the people will in the end get 
what they want. That which they have created they will re- 
vise or amend to suit their will. Let the United States Senate 
beware. Let it not trifle with this great body of a wronged 
people and continue to legislate in behalf of the special inter- 
ests; for if they do, another election will place within that 
Chamber a sufficient majority to give us Democratic control of 
the Senate, the House, and the Presidency of the United States. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


It means that underlying all there must | 
come an economic change of conditions for the toiler and the | 





much less for the purpose of insuring a profit to special interests 
as provided in the last Republican platform. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monbe.1] 
took exception to a quotation from Markham’s poem entitled 
“The Man with the Hoe,” by the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. JAMEs]. 

lor the benefit of my friend from Wyoming and his colleagues, 
I shail read the poem: 

Who loosened and let down this brutal jaw? 

Whose was the hand that slanted back this brow? 
Whose breath blew out the light within this brain? 
Who made him dead to rapture and despair, 

A thing that grieves not and that never hopes, 
Stolid and stunned, a brother to the ox? 

Is this the thing the Lord God made and gave 

To have dominion over sea and ljand; 

To trace the stars and search the heavens for power; 
To feel the passion of eternity? 

Is this the dream He dreamed who shaped the suns 
And pillared the blue firmament with light? 

Down all the stretch of hell to its last gulf 

There is no shape more terrible than this; 

More tongued with censure of the world’s blind greed; 
More filled with signs and portents for the soul; 
More fraught with menace to the universe. 

What gulfs between him and the seraphim! 

Slave of the wheel of labor, what to him 

Are Plato and the swing of Pleiades? 

What the long reaches of the peaks cf song, 

The rift of dawn, the reddening of the rose? 
Through this dread shape the suffering ages look 
Time’s tragedy is in that aching stoop; 

Through this dread shape humanity betrayed, 
Plundered, profaned, and disinherited, 

Cries protest to the judges of the world, 

A protest that is also prophecy. 

O masters, lords, and rulers in all lands— 


refers, evidently to our Republican friends. 


Is this the handiwork you give to God, 

This monstrous thing distorted and soul quenched? 
How -will you ever straighten up this a of 

Give back the upward looking and the light; 
Rebuild in it the music and the dream ; 
Touch it again with immortality ; 

Make right the immemorial infamies, 
Perfidious wrongs, immedicable woes? 

O masters, lords, and rulers in all lands, 
How will the future reckon with this man? 
How answer his brute question in that hour 
When whirlwinds of rebellion shake the world? 
How will it be with kingdoms and with kings, 
With those who shaped him to the thing he is, 
When this dumb terror shall reply to God, 
After the silence of the centuries 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


[Laughter.] 
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Mr. Chairman, the type of man described by Markham is the | 


result of the unchecked selfish power of special privilege in 
government and the power of concentrated wealth in indi- 
viduals. 

The type is found in the 
the Egyptian fellah. He 
military establishments. 

Continue, sir, the policy of protection for another period of 
50 years and he will be found on American soil. The Demo- 


tussian serf, the Mexican peon, and 
is found in every country of great 


cratic Party believes that all men should dig and hoe their | 


share ‘in this struggle for a world 
but that no man should be compelled to dig and hoe all the 
days of all the years of his life for mere subsistence. 

The Democratic Party has always been the party of the peo- 


ple. We represent the progressive and constructive party of 
the Nation. The standpatter must get out of the way. The 


march of human progress is on, and the Democratic Party is 
the instrument chosen by the people in carrying out their 
wishes. We have earned their confidence, and when the reports 
come in from the election of 1912 they will show protectionism 
and special privilege, with all their evils, cast to the four winds 
of the earth in the election of a Democratic President, a Demo- 
cratic Senate, and a Democratic Congress, [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr.HENSLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to thank the gentleman 
from Alabama for extending me this opportunity to make a short 
talk on the free-list bill, and I want to submit, in the short time 
allotted me, not a carefully prepared speech, but some obserya- 
tions which in a general way have occurred to me, I have sat 
here in my seat for the last several days listening to the 
speeches made on this as well as on the other side of the House, 
all arguing and agonizing in behalf of the same people: and 
apparently some of the actors in this history making drama 
were almost moved to tears out of their great concern, as well 
as commiseration, for the downtrodden of this land—the farmer 
and the laboring man—that countless army of citizens who pro- 
duce the wealth of this great country of ours, but for some rea- 
son or other are permitted to enjoy only a small portion of it. 
If it were possible for the whole citizenship comprising this 


living and world progress, | 


Nation to hear the speeches made here in Congress, both pro | 


and con, I wonder what effect it would have upon them, and 
in this connection I am of the opinion that if they believed 
everything and did not reason it out for themselves they would 
be in the same sad plight as the stranger who, traveling, came 
to where a number of roads crossed, began to look around for 
a signboard pointing the way he should go, when, finally dis- 
covering one, he read, “ Take either oneof these roads, stranger, 
and I'll be darned if you ain’t lost.” [Laughter.] So I am im- 
pressed that this would be the sad condition of our people, this 
great army of people for whom we are seeking to legislate, if, 
Mr. Chairman, it were not true that they are not so stupid. 
They study, they look beneath the surface, they familiarize 
themselves with conditions, and are thereby enabled to pass 
upon these important questions. And let me warn you on the 
other side of this Chamber, though I am a new Member, that 


no amount of oratory at this late day, after you have so reck- 
lessly and thoughtlessly betrayed every vestige of confidence 


reposed in you, will lure them from a sad recollection of your 
record and cause them to reverse the good work already so well 
begun. They can see the tracks you have made and know the 
direction you have been traveling; they know that you have 
been in undisputed control of the affairs of this Government for, 
lo, these many years, during which time they have eagerly 


yatched and appealed to you for some recognition and relief | 
from the burdens which bear down so heavily upon them, only | 


to receive a renewal of your ante-election promises, which have 


proved empty and disappointing, and many times after elections | 


you have increased their burdens. 


> . oo 
Since 1896 the average man has been gradually losing his | 


hold on the means of physical existence, until, by your own | 


policy, you have placed your party in the attitude in which 
you now find it, and any attempt by you now to sway them 
momentarily or appease them by your eloquence is regarded 
as demagogy. I hope I may be pardoned if I make it 
too strong; but it appears to me, Mr. Chairman, that some 
few of the Members on the other side of this Chamber have 
studied and they employ the Barnum theory, which was that 
the American people like to be deceived and humbugged. At 
any rate, whether the people like it or not, you propose and 
have practiced it upon them; but I warn you that that day has 
gone by. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I am a raw hand in this great national factory; therefore I 
feel that I should proceed carefully. But I propose to say, even 
though I am taking a risk, I was astonished, and am aston- 








ished, at the treatment this bill has received at the hands of 
some of the gentlemen on the other side. You treat { ehitly. 
You have been and are exceedingly technical. One would pre 
sume that men on the floor of this House, after having repre 
sented constituencies for years and years, would rise above 
those things. This, however, seems to be a part of your plan; 
and when I see men on the other side of this Chamber who 
have been the champions of the special classes a st the 
masses opposing this bill [ am convinced that it cor S merit 
from the standpoint of the common people nd I therefore 
will cheerfully give it my support. In the law school I was taught 
not to give too much attention to technica es, as it would 
cramp and narrow one’s horizon and prevent him from seeing 
the true issues involved in the cause. This bill under consid 
eration provides, among other things, for placing on the free 
list the following-named articles: Plows, tooth and disk har 


agricultural di : il 


rows, headers, harvesters, reapers, 


ers, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, threshing machines and 
cotton gins, farm wagons and farm carts, and all other agri 
tural implements of any kind and description; leather, boots and 


fence wire. wire rods, wire, woven or manufactured, 

wire fencing and other kinds of wire suitable for fencing 

eluding wire staples, all of which articles, enumerated aboy 
these same protected American manufacturers have been sel 

cheaper in foreign countries, after paying cost of transportation 
than to the American farmers; and this can not be disputed 
by the strongest protectionist on this floor. It also places upon 
the free list the bread and the meat and the boots 
that are so absolutely necessary to the workingmen of 
country, whether they work upon the farm, whether tl 
work in the mines, in the factory, upon our great 


shoes, 


ind the shoes 


1 
railroads 


I care not where; so, as I see it, this ought to be sufficient to 
convince anyone that the passage of this bill will be of great 
benefit to all of our people. 

In taking up this free-list bill I am reminded of the que 
tion which was asked the other day by tl rentleman from 


Ohio [Mr. LonewortnH], Is an automobile a farming implement 
Now. I would not charge the gentleman with being captious or 
insincere in asking that question, for such may not be true 

He may not know the difference between an automobile and : 
mowing machine. I recall that only a few days ago they were 
running some sort of motor-power lawn mower over these { 
lawns about the Capitol, and [I am now persuaded that 


about as near as the gentleman has ever been to a real n 
machine, and about as near as some of you gentlemen eve! 

to a real farming community. But do not mistake the fact . 
friends, the farmers of the country know the difference between 






an automobile and farming implements, and that great bod f 
men who labor, and who are usually referred to ind il 
laborers, know the difference. This colloquy, therefore, 
sizes and substantiates their suspicion and mia keener their 
regret that this Government, baptized with the blood of pat 
ots, supported and pretected at all times by the plain people, is, 
under the control of the Republican Party : exists to-da 
getting further and further away in its workings from the plain 
people every year, and is rapidly becoming a government of, 
for, and by the classes instead of a yvvernment of the ) 
As was remarked the other day by the gentlemen from Ken 
tucky [Mr. JAMes], “ when the leaders of a great party exhib 
such lack of interest or knowledge concerning questions of such 


great importance, it decadence and downfall of 
an organization.” Lincoln’s words were prophetic when, at 1 


means the 


close of the war, he declared he could see a condition ari 
this country which was appalling; that the accum: 
great wealth in the hands of a few individuals would bring 1 
misery upon the American people than had been brought by 


war between the States. What did McKinley 


say only a short 


| time before the assassin’s bullet laid him low? He argued for 
a reduction of the tariff and a curtailment of these special 
privileges; and to-day you find the President of the United 
States supporting this great Democratic principle while you of 


his party are opposing it. So you see your party is divided, both 
here and at home. Even the old Union soldiers are losing faith 
and confidence in you and are voting the Democratic ticket. 
They are opposed to “ring rule” and “ bossism.” They are op 
posed, and so are their children, to graft and corruption in any 
form. They love this country for which they fought, and they 
have taught their children to love and revere Old Glory and 
the sentiment that that flag represents. They do not want to 
see it trailed in the mire at home or abroad. They feel neglected 
here at Washington, and they are resentful. You can not blame 
them. Their boys, long since grown to manhood, are in thon- 
sands of instances all over the land proclaiming their political 
independence, and they, too, are resenting this neglect of and 
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injury to their fathers, and are turning their backs upon the 
party trusts and special and are exercising this 
independence in order to rescue this great Republic from its im- 
pending doom. Then do you wonder that these old veterans, 
possessed of the same love for country, who were patriotic and 
fearless enough to risk their lives upon the field of battle to 
preserve this Union, are deserting your party in order to again 
restore this Government to the people? [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

It is remarkable, Mr. Chairman, what food for thought the 
Cleveland administration affords the gentleman on the other 
side of this Chamber. I do not know how they could have 
gotten along all these years without poor old Grover as a text. 
He seems to have been a great asset to the Republican Party. 
it reminds me of the two negroes jowering. 
Jeff Davis, of Confederate fame; the other darky remarked, 
“ Nigger, you don’t know what you are talking about; if 
had not been for old Jeff Davis's stirring up that fracas you 
never would have been a free nigger.” So, I think, without 
Cleveland and his administration you would have been stripped 
of arguments in all the campaigns which have come and gone 
since that day. I think the leaders of the Republican Party 
could well afford to divert a few million dollars of their cam- 
paign fund and erect a monument, the like of which the world 
has never seen, to the memory of Grover Cleveland. He did not 


of interests 


| 
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wealth is so great that they have actually called upon the Goy- 
ernment of the United States to assist them in dispensing their 
money, or, rather, disgorging their ill-gotten gains. 

Has the still, small voice whispered to them as it did to the 
prophet of old? Or, rather, has it not been their consciences, 
knowing and realizing, as they must, the methods they have 
employed to despoil the people? Or, instead, has it been the 
terrible situation that presents itself in the crowded districts 


| of our land, where the plaintive voices of the hungry can be 


One was cursing | 


it | 


| sheriff. 


do anything to warrant this on your part, but you have used | 
that argument so often and for so long and with so much | 


pleasure and success that I think 
as well as a deserved recognition. 
to resort to this argument longer 


Now, I would be ashamed 
if I were you. It was and 


it would be a fitting tribute | 


heard? Such a situation presents itself, and you are fully 
cognizant of this fact. Look about you for a moment. You 
see the granaries, packing concerns, and storehouses of every 
kind and character, wherever you may look, and where the 
product of man’s toil can be stored; you will find all are full 
to overflowing. The banks of the country, especially the banks 
in the large cities, have more money in them than they ever 
have had before, and yet the great masses of our country are 
not sharing in this prosperity. Great numbers of our people 
have not 30 days between them and an execution held by a 
My Republican friends, they are not asking for much— 
only a just portion of the wealth they produce. Is that too 
much? You have many, many times told the laboring man of 
this country you loved him and that you wanted to protect 
him. How have you protected him? Let us analyze conditions 
for a moment. We all know, those of us who have studied the 
history of our country and the origin of the protective system, 
that it was proposed for the purpose, in the first instance, to 
encourage men of means who lived here and induce others to 


| come here to engage in the manufacture of articles needed at 


is false from start to finish, and you have had full knowledge | 


of its falsity all these years. Senator Dolliver, one of the 
greatest Republicans who has ever graced the Senate of the 


| strong 


United States, declared only a few months before he departed 


this life that he could not see the connection of the panic of 
1893 with the Cleveland administration, for the panic swept 


over this country nearly a year before Cleveland went into |! u 
| insure our liberty and perpetuate our form of government. 


office, 
Why have you not referred to the Walker tariff period, a 
time when Democratic principles were put into force 
effect which brought about an era of prosperity rarely, if ever, 
equaled in the history of our country? 
But, my friends, we are not living in the dead past, but for 
to-day and for to-morrow. 


that early primitive time of our country’s history, so as to 
foster and build them up, and thereby enable them to become 
institutions. That process of assisting infant indus- 
tries continued until they became great trusts and combines, a 
menace to the very existence of the power that created them. 
The question of protection, under the original theory, is no 
longer present, but has resolved itself into a question now of 
preserving our Nation and controlling these trusts, so as to 


| You have made it possible to build up such vast fortunes in 


and | 


this country that they have become the marvel of the world. 
You have permitted these trusts to plunder the people. 
Let me explain. Let us get at the philosophy of the system. 


| There are always more people that consume any given article 


Fifteen years have come and gone | 


since Cleveland was at the helm of the ship of state, and the | 
Republican Party has had undisputed control of affairs ever | 


since that day. The people of this Nation would have con- 


tinued you as guardians of their rights had you been faithful to | 


the trust. 
but felt that something was wrong, and radically wrong. 

In your national platform you pledged relief to that great 
body of citizens who eat their bread in the sweat of their faces, 
and who have been electing you to office all these years, but 
they were intelligent enough to see and know that you were 


They reached the point where they not only saw | 
| the greatest number. 


than is required in the production of it. Now, if you place a 
tax upon the article to be paid by the consumer for the benefit 
of the producer, are you not narrowing the volume of money 
to that extent? That seems perfectly plain. Now, this system 
should not and will not endure, and can not be reconciled with 
the theory so often proclaimed, namely, the greatest good to 
Not only that, but, mind you, all the pro- 


| ducers do not share in the tax; you say that they do, but that 


is not true—the operators get it. So you see that the extra 
price placed upon the consumer and paid by him must neces- 


| sarily narrow down until practically a few great trusts and 


legislating for the classes and the “system”; that you were | 
making millionaires and not a prosperous people; that you | 
were placing barriers between them and the so-called captains | 


of industry; that you were reducing them to a condition of 
serfdom throughout the land; and for these reasons they have 
reduced you to the minority on the floor of this House. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] Do you not think that they 


know that they, by their toil, create the wealth of this Nation? | 
Yea, and more than that, fight the battles of this country when | 
| and that the tax was for that purpose, but in the next breath 


she is in peril, either from invasion from without or insur- 
rection from within. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Down in my district in southeast Missouri during the last 
campaign the Republican spellbinders from every platform 
declared that the people were prosperous and happy; but, gen- 
tlemen, that did not satisfy; they had cried out for bread 
and you had given them a stone; they asked for a fish and you 
gave them a serpent. Instead of complying with their demands 
in reducing the tariff on the necessaries of life, as you had 
promised, and as was just, you increased it, and thereby in- 
creased the burdens that already lay so heavily on the toiling 
masses of this Nation; and for what purpose? In order to 
satisfy the demands of the trusts and combines of the country. 
Mr. Chairman, I hope and pray my God that I will live to see 


the day when the laws and conditions in this glorious land | 


of ours will be so just and equitable that it will be impossible 
for individuals to accumulate by special privileges, at the ex- 
pense of the masses, fortunes so gigantic and colossal that they 
know not what to do with them. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] They hold in their grasp, as it were, the destinies of 
thousands of freemen. Why, we have instances where their 





combines are the beneficiaries of this whole tax. Let us con- 
sider that for a moment and reason a little. I think the Good 
Bock says, “ Come thou, let us reason together.” There was 
a time, as you remember, that you argued that the tariff was 
paid by the foreigner, and you succeeded in deceiving the peo- 
ple for a while upon that sort of specious argument, but, when 
finally driven from that position, you were forced to invoke the 
sacred name of labor. You agonized with the laboring people 
of the country; you insisted that you wanted to protect him 


you declared that the revenue was needed to defray the enor- 
mous expenses of the Government. Now, think of that situa- 
tion. Can you imagine that the $1 collected by this system 
of taxation will supply all three ends—first, going as dividends 
to the stockholders and bondholders of these great concerns so 


| as to enable them to contribute properly to campaign funds and 


spend the most of their time in Europe in riotous living—or 
does this same dollar go to the Government as revenue or to the 
laboring man? It can not go to the Government if it goes to 
the manufacturer, nor can it go to either of those named and yet 
reach the laboring man. You see clearly how preposterous that 
position is. Before it goes to the Government as revenue you 
must have bought .foreign-made goods. It is the only means by 
which the tax you pay can become revenue, excefting when you 
buy articles internally taxed. If you buy homemade articles, 
then it resolves itself into a question between the twe—the em- 
ployer and the employee—as to who receives the tax the con- 
sumer in that case pays. Let me make a homely illustration. 

If it were possible that when we buy an article of consump- 
tion we could know just what the article we buy cost in labor 
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and exactly what it is taxed; as, for instance, we go into a fur-| wv s, if any, than « f the three r 1 

nishing store and examine a garment, and the clerk quotes a| the same amount of work. At any rate 

price of $10, we inquire of him what this $10, the price of the ! resulted by reas of tl ! red 
sarment, represents. The clerk explains that it represents the | one that remains, and yet the tariff, wl | 

raw material, whatever cotton or wool is in the garment, plus | the laboring man, remains he three; so you see, W 

the labor that has been expended on it, transportation, and the | further argument, in l the hinery zg two-third 

profit to the merchant. We thereupon advise him to wrap up| the protection, and there, then, beg ‘ r 

the garment, and upon paying for it proceed on our way, | tween the employer and the « loyee to d wl 

whereupon a revenue collector taps us on the shoulder and | the other one-third. The worl man ¢ - he w 

inquires what is in our bundle; and upon investigation the and the employer guesses he w 1 in { 

revenue officer informs us that there is $5 tariff duty to be you see the laboring man does not 1 » a » d 

paid. We would turn to the officer and ask him if-that is the | [Applause on the Democratic side.] You | » legislated fo 

tariff that we have heard so much about, and if this money | the benefit of the few, and you have therel 

goes to the Treasury of the United States to defray the ex-| the wealth of the country until to-day pr ya f ] 

penses of the Government? ‘The officer answers us: If it is a control all the business interests and affairs of the 

foreign-made article, it does; but if a domestic-made article, | Fer instance, it was said the other day that ¢ negie in 1893 

he would say, It does not; that only in the case of purchasing | when the panic struck the country, was worth, all told, 

foreign-made articles does this tariff go into the Treasury of | $10,000,000, and 10 years thereafter he had so organized and 


the United States. Then, would we not inquire of the officer | capitalized his properties and watered the stock that he was 
where is this money presumed to go; and he would explain to | able to collect dividends on $360,000,000. Think of that. Ik 
us that it goes to the manufacturer of the garment. For what \ started cramping the people of this country in the panic « 
purpose, Mr. Officer? The officer would then explain that it is | 1893 and in 10 years’ time added $350,000,000 to his wealth 
to encourage the manufacturer who is engaged in that par-| It has been said on the floor of this House—and it has not 
ticular business; and, further, to enable him to pay better | been challenged or disputed—that when the 24 directors of the 
wages to his employees. Does the manufacturer use any por- | United States Steel Trust sit down to their table that one- 
tion of this money with which to pay better wages to his | twelfth of the wealth of the United States is represented in their 
employees? Not necessarily. The communities where these | chairs; and, further, that 1 per cent of the American people 
great factories are usually located have such a supmy of | own more property than the other 99 per cent, while 5,500,000 
laborers, and competition between the men employed is so! American families, or 44 per cent of our people, own an averag 
keen, that the employer does not have to pay any of this tariff | of only $150 per family. We boast of having something like 
to his men. He always employs the man who will turn off the | $58 per capita. 
most work for the least money; so that he does not have to pay | Now, if you would add the combined wealth of a million of 
out any of this $5 tariff money to the laboring men. It would | the wealthiest and subtract their wealth from the total volume 
be different if competition were keen between employers to get | of money and then divide the remainder among the other, sa 
men; that is, if there were more jobs than men to fill them; | 90,000,000 of people, I declare to you there would not be $7 
but under prevailing conditions they are not compelled to pay | apiece. This condition, compared with 50 years ago, when 
out any of this $5 to the laboring man; it is therefore pos- | there were not one-half dozen millionaires in the Unit ; 
sible for them to put this tariff money in their coffers. | makes an alarming parallel. You have permitted tuis condi 
I would like to see a system devised akin, and in some respects | tion to continue until the people have grown tired of your cant 
bearing resemblance, to the pure-food law,so that when a pur- | and hypocrisy ; an 1d when you fa Li led. to carry out the pledges of 
| 





chaser buys an article he would be able to determine its rele- | your last pl: vtform, made in C igo In 1905, to1 > the masses 
yant parts, the costs of manufacture, the tariff, and all, so | of the burdens heaped upon the m by increasing the cost of all 
that at the end of any stated period he could ascertain just | necessaries, they revolted. [Ap — on the Democratic side.] 
how much revenue he pays the Government and just the amount | You promised, in the last Cor s when you were in pows 

he contributes to further enrich the few. In other words, to | to lessen the price of shoes, but instead you incre ed the p1 
reveal the hand of the taxgatherer. Now, then, let us get back} And again the people looked to you f 
' 


r relief from the food 
and see how the workingman fares. In addition to all these | trusts and the cold-storage plants of this country whe 


things mentioned, all these years, you have said that you wanted | lions of dollars of foodstuffs, the product of man’s toil, is stored; 
to protect the workingman of this country against the cheap | and, very often, being held for speculative purl L 
pauper labor of Europe, and notwithstanding this, by some | begins, in order to compel the consumer to 








means or other, you have permitted the great ship companies to | able and extortionate prices. Do not ta to me about the 
bring in millions of the cheapest kind of pauper labor, and they | farmer getting the benefit of these prices. | w, and the 
are put into active competition with the American boys in the | farmers know, and you also know that he « t. I am, 
shops, the great factories, and mines of our country. Not only | therefore, glad of the opportunity that 1 ! affords » to 
that, they bring all the abominable habits and practices of | appeal in behalf of the farmer and the rer. I was born 
their native lands with them, and in a great many instances | and reared upon a farm back in Jef n ¢ ty among 
live under conditions here such as no bright-faced, intelligent | good people as ever lived, and spent the early 1 best « 
American boy would think of living under. Nor is that ail. I | my life among them; and sometimes in m; quy I am1 
am informed that a certain class of them send about 40 per | minded of the poet and can appreciate his inspir mm, when he 
cent of their earnings back to the country from whence they | wrote: 

came. As was declared the other day in the course of a mag- The king , and} 

nificent speech by the gentleman from Alabama [{Mr. Hrrtiry] | like a gro 1 it 

on the floor of this House, they send back annually to the coun- | Scepter we - 

try from whence they came between $250,000,000 and $300,- | }' co — i'd 

000,000, Think of it, my friends. Is that a healthy condition | p toa y 

of affairs? No one objects to people coming to this land from | 's 4 

any country on the face of God's earth to enjoy all our rights | 37) Seek: 

and liberties when they come possessed of the right motives, | hich, to fi r r 

and propose, when they come, to study our institutions and laws | ™®ssive wi ls and Se ; 

with a view of becoming citizens and shouldering the burdens we mies ne Th acer ereem en girth a lot 

of Government. We welcome all who come to assume the re-| diggin’ bait and n’ ar i en t l 





sponsibilities of citizenship, assisting us in protecting in every | licked for your luck at nig! 
way possible the liberties of our country, so as to transmit this {Laughter a and applause.] 
Government to these who are to follow us, with the principles These same conditions that inspired the poet exist 1 
underlying it as pure and unsullied as they were when our fore- | back on my old home place; and the same good | e 
fathers established it. whom I love are but the type of people who cultivate th 
Then there is another phase to this proposition that I wish | everywhere. I own a farm myself, my people are farme ! 
i 


to discuss. Within the last few decades, in addition to the | some of my very best and dearest friends are farmers 
sharp competition that has been produced by bringing foreign- | therefore, doubly anxious to secure the relief to them whi 


ers here, there haye been vast improvements made in me-/| passage of this bill promises, so that I can return hom 
chanics, in machinery of every kind, until we haye reached the | them in the face and say, I have done my duty 

point, I have observed, that one man with improved machinery | And again, referring to labor conditions, I remember t! 
can to-day turn off as much work as three men could have done | Gov. Hadley, Re publican governor of Missouri, before the las 
10 years ago. Still the one man is not getting much better | election, when speaking along this line, declared that 10 per 
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cent of the American people did not get enough to eat. What 
does that mean? It means that 9,000,000 of our people, men, 
women, and children, are hungry and are not properly provided 
for. It is an appalling situation in this land of plenty, where 
there is an abundance of everything to supply the wants of 
everybody. It seems to me that instead of a panic, and our 
people going hungry, we should have a picnic. I say to you 
that prosperity, as some of you define it, does not satisfy the 
wants of the common people of the country, or, if it did, the 
factories of our land would not be crowded with little children, 
boys and girls, toiling for bread when they should be in school 
receiving such training as will prepare them to take up the re- 
sponsibilities of citizenship which will later devolve upon them. 

No, you did not keep your anteelection promises made to the 
people. But there were other things besides these mentioned 
that caused them to revolt. The people were discontented ; they 
were demanding information, and how and from whom did they 
receive it? Why, from such men as Senator Dolliver, Senator 
LA FotiettTr, and Senator CuMMINs, Republican United States 
Senators, who would not longer stand for the deal 
rendering the people further into the grasp of the trusts and 
the combines. The Sugar Trust, by means of false weights and 
otherwise, stole millions of dollars that should have gone into 
the United States Treasury, which would thereby have reduced 
the amount the common people had to pay; and, in addition to 
this, enormous sums of money were lost, strayed, or stolen from 
various subtreasuries over our country, yet the culprits went 
unwhipped of justice. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
five minutes more. 

Mr. HENSLEY. Nor is this all. You created Federal jobs 
for your pets within the last 10 years to the extent of 300,000 
or more; nor does it stop with that. Senator Aldrich de- 
clared in the United States Senate, that great deliberative 
body at the other end of the Capitol, that if he were a business 
man he could run this Government and save to the people 
$300,000,000 per annum. The enormous sum of $300,000,000 of 
the people’s money being uselessly and extravagantly expended. 
Now, since you have gone out of power, been removed from the 
lower House of this legislative branch of Government, I wonder 
what must be your feelings when you have witnessed the mag- 
nificent record made by the Democrats. What have the Demo- 
crats done in the way of living up to their pledges and keeping 
their promises to the people? The first thing we did was to 
take CHAMP CLARK, “the greatest Roman of them all,” and 
elevate him to the Speaker’s chair. He, who by his rugged 
honesty and fidelity to every trust, as is illustrated by the 
maxim he used in the conclusion of his speech, “ he who serves 
his country best serves bis party best,” has endeared himself 
not only to the people of Missouri, but to the people of our 
whole country, who believe in a square deal and an equal 
chance. [Prolonged applause. ] 

And the caucus, as an evidence of good faith, cut off enough 
surplus and useless jobs to make a saving of $183,000 annually 
to the people of the United States; passed the resolution pro- 
viding for direct election of United States Senators; passed the 
bill providing for the publicity of campaign expenses before 
as well as after election; and the reciprecity bill; and now 
have under consideration the free-list bill which we, in the 
House, will pass. I would not, however, attempt to predict 
the final action of the Republican Senate in their consideration 
of this bill. It may meet the same fate there as the Sulloway 
bill and other long-delayed measures of justice met in the last 
Congress. However, I am only responsible to my people for 
my course in this House, and when I discharge fully every 
obligation here they will not hold me accountable for the 
action of the Republican Senate. 

There is one thing I desire to mention here, which, as it 
appears to me, is proof sufficient that this House can rise above 
partisanship and petty things which sometimes control party 
caucuses, aS we, actuated by patriotism and humanity, selected 
that old veteran and man of God, who had lost his sight in the 
service of his country in the Union Army, as Chaplain of this 
Iiouse. Republican though he is, no other name was submitted 
before the caucus, and, as I see it, that was as it should have 
been. One should at all times rise above partisanship when the 
demands of humanity or country are presented. 

Respecting the Canadian reciprocity bill, our people, the 
farmers, sell a great many things to Canada and have been 
selling them for some time, and upon a great many of these 
articles the farmers have sold into Canada there has been a 
tariff, and the ultimate consumer in Canada is compelled to 
pay the extra price placed upon those articles by way of a tariff. 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
I yield to the gentleman from Missouri 
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On the other hand, Canada has many things we need upon which 
a tariff is also placed, and before we can get those articles we 


| have to pay this tariff. Now, to what extent do we trade with 


Canada? Let us consult the Government statistics, which show 
as follows: 


For the last five years, ending June 30, in spite of the 
tariff obstructions, in goods of kinds— 
We sold to Canada 


$886, 417, 375 
Canada sold to us 


395, 913, 67 


492, 503, 


Difference in our favor 
Horses : oe 
We sold in Canada 14, 172, 975 
Canada sold to us 2, 549, : 


Difference in our favor 
Cattle : 


6 ote th Cobeiiscncouiensaeee ial tapiestcictentaeaclis ui 1, 578, 
COUR. BAG GO Di iccinaciixttniemnytrirentinginintiibindds 1, 193, 


11, 622, 


Difference in our favor 
Breadstuffs : 


We sold in Canada 
Camedia 0008 GO Whitaccnsdcinedtincicseimesiaantens 6, 679, 


24, 916, 7 
How, then, 


Difference in our favor 


So you see the balance of trade is in our favor. 
can reciprocity hurt the farmer? 

The free-list bill, together with the reciprocity bill, is there- 
fore a long step in the right direction in affording relief to t 
farmers and laborers of this country in the way of providing 
free tools and implements of every kind. 

It is now generally admitted that, even from the protection 
standpoint, no protection whatever is needed by our great « 
porations and trusts which manufacture hoops, bands, and ties 
of iron and steel, and wire such as used for baling agricultura! 
products, together with wire strand and rope, wire rods «nd 
barbed wire and other forms of wire used for fencing. ['y 
reason of existing high duties our people are dependent for 
these articles on our giant steel industry, which has captured 
for its products a large share of the markets of the world. I! 
is a matter of common knowledge that our manufacturers of 
wire, hoops, ties, and other forms of steel have for years so!\l, 
and probably now do sell, their products abroad at much lower 
prices than to domestic consumers. The high protection they 
have enjoyed has enabled them to make this unfair discrimiu:- 
tion against our own people. The removal of the duties on t!: 
iron and steel articles generally and necessarily used by « 
agricultural producers, as well as by many others, will eff: 
a considerable saving to them, and this, like the provisions 
the bill generally, is a long-delayed measure of equity 
justice. 

I believe that we are now at a point, if not a crisis, in the 
history of our country and race where every citizen and free- 
man is called upon to exercise the very highest degre 
patriotism and manhood in order to vouchsafe our liberti: 
When you imagine it is going to be an easy task to shake | 
barnacles from the old ship of state you are deluding yourse'! 
Do you not know it is going to be a struggle wherein the s:) 
of men will be tried to restore this Government to the peo) le 
as it was originally intended? Do you not know the bene- 
ficiaries of the system, the continuation of which means uni: 
millions in their coffers, will resort to every means within 
their power, every means that human skill and ingenuity cin 
devise, to hold onto the graft which has been afforded them 
by their control of the Republican Party. Organizations wil! 
be perfected, individual Congressmen will be petitioned, the press 
of the country, if possible, will be subsidized, and space in | 
magazines and farm and labor journals, wherever possible, \ 
be bought in order to continue their system of exploiting tlic 
people; and I appeal to you and to the country not to per 
these organizations, such as the American Protective League 
and others, composed of millionaires, the beneficiaries of |! 
tariff, to influence you from your course of duty, but be tru 
to self, to your country, and to your God. 

What we need most of all is just a spark of the old spirit of 
patriotism, the fire that characterized our forefathers in tlic 
establishment of this country, the spirit of manhood, if we may 
hope to emancipate the American people and‘strike the shack!es 
from the hand of toil. As was said on the floor of the Hous 
the other day, and I repeat it, “Shall the American millions 
be freemen or serfs?” And I ask you, shall the Governmen! 
protect those who should be protected or shall it be used as : 
instrument in the hands of the strong to crush the weak? Le«t 
us resolve now and henceforth to protect our liberty at any 
cost, uphold her hands, and not suffer her to be slain in her own 
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temple, and there to gaze upon for the last time the lifeless, bleed- 
ing form of what once was the only hope of humanity and a 
constitutional form of government; once a world power, at- 
tained by her ideals and recognition of: human rights, and 
thereby also maintained that relation rather than by her Army 
and Navy. 
ual, or the Nation if you please, you have nothing to fear. 

In conclusion, I wish to say that we must rest our cause with 
the plain people of our country, who do not expect, nor do they 
desire, any advantage over their neighbor. They are the hope 
and refuge of our country, the patriotic, God-loving, and God- 
serving men. Then, if we be worthy sous of worthy sires, we 
will, so far as we can, give to them a Government and admin- 
istration which will insure a square deal and an equal chance 
in the race of life, and in 1912 they will renew their confidence 
and we our covenants, and they will place us in possession of 
every department of this Government. [Applause on the Demo- 
eratie side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
Ohio [Mr. ANSBERRY]. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, the discussion of the reciprocity pact and of the pending 
measure, the farmers’ free-list bill, so called, has developed on the 
floor of this House, in addition to a considerable fund of valuable 
information, two new schools of economic thought. The first, 
presided over by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hrnps], might 
be called the school of equilibrium; but this university was but 
short lived, by reason of the fact that the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Moss], with the aid of a long memory and a copy 
of the Breeders’ Gazette, assaulted it so vigorously as com- 
pletely to upset the equilibrium between the factory and the 
farm, which this new philosophy was supposed to support. 

My colleague—I may say my distinguished colleague—who is 
a member of the Ways and Means Committee and from the great 
State of Ohio [Mr. Lonewortn], is perhaps the person who has 
charge of the destiny of the other school. The gentleman from 
Ohio claims to be something of an agriculturist, not a farmer; 
the distinction being that a farmer makes money from the 
farm and an agriculturist expends money on the farm. 

It would be rather hard to define this new school, for the 
reason that when the gentleman was presenting his argument on 
the question of reciprocity, in his modesty he admitted that he 
had some considerable part in the origin of the reciprocity bill 
which was introduced in the Sixty-first Congress and which 
he supported with his voice and his vote. 

These arguments, which he proclaimed so zealously for reci- 
procity, are in direct opposition to his position on the farmers’ 
free-list bill. So that we have a new idea, one week a free 
trader—because I think witnesses summoned from his own 
side of the House demonstrate beyond peradventure that any- 
one who supported the reciprocity pact was a free trader, and 
I suppose that applies to the distinguished leader of the minor- 
ity [Mr. Mann]—at any rate, my colleague, being opposed to the 
position he took on reciprocity, has destroyed his own school. 
In other words, one week he is a protectionist and the next 
week a free trader, and that would naturally put his followers 
in 2 very equivocal position. [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

The gentleman affected to have a great deal of regard for 
the manufacturers of shoes, so much so that he said in the 
course of his speech that the so-called farmers’ free list had nv 
thought of the manufacturers, but it only had consideration for 
the consumer. I say to the gentleman, in my opinion it is high 
time that the consumer had his day in court. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] I think his day has arrived. I am 
advised that no inconsiderable number of shoes are manufac- 
tured in the narrow confines of my colleague’s district. I had 
supposed that the farmers’ free-list bill was a complement to the 
reciprocity pact, and that a supporter of the one would logically 
be a contender for the other. We are told by the gentleman 
that putting shoes on the free list strikes a blow at the very 
foundations of the Republican theory of protection. I agree 
with the gentleman, and go further, and say that his party 
earried a commission from the people in the last Congress to 
do this selfsame thing, but they violated their trust, and now 
we are seeking through the medium of this proposed free list 
to give the farmer; the laborer, the mechanic, the lawyer, and 
the doctor, and everyone else in this country following any use- 
ful avocation, the benefit of a competitive market. 

My colleague states that he is afraid of the effect this will 
lieve upon the manufacturer of shoes. While it is not our pur- 
pose to do anyone an injustice, we think that first considera- 
tion should be given to the large number who use shoes rather 
than to the few who are engaged in the manufacture of them. 


I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from 


When you put the moral force behind the indivicd- | 





| 


No one disputes the proposition laid down so eloquently by the 
gentleman that shoes are not trust controlled. No; they are 
not; but leather and shoe machinery, both necessary to the 
manufacture of shoes, are trust controlled, and a resolution 
has been introduced into this House looking to the investigation 


of the giant monopoly engaged in the manufacture of shoe ma- 
chinery which has such a strangle hold upon the manufacture 
of shoes. But the gentleman need have no fears as to the 
ability of American shoe manufacturers to take care of them- 
selves without the intervention of a high protective tariff. 
When the Payne bill was under consideration Wolf Bros., shoe 
manufacturers, located at Columbus, Ohio, advised the Mem- 
bers of the Sixty-first Congress by letter that 1 were not 
solicitous for a protective tariff on the products of their fac- 
tory and that they were ready and willing to meet the shoe 
manufacturers of the world, and, as I recall it, they did not 
require the alternative of free hides. My colleague says that 
he received no such letter. The Wolf brothers, besides being 
manufacturers of shoes, are the proprietors and publishers of 
two great newspapers ir the State of Ohio which have long 
been supporters of the Republican Party and its policies, ad 


it is strange that in sending out letters to Members of Con- 
gress in the Sixty-first Congress advising them of thei 


their Oty 
tile li it 


vs 
on this all-important question that they should have omitted 
my colleague from Cincinnati, who was then on the Ways and 
Means Committee and high in the councils of the Republican 
organization of the Buckeye State. Can it be that these two 
great journals were opposed to the policies and political a 
ciates of my colleague? 

During the discussion of this bill much has been said c« rm 
ing its effect on the wages of men employed in industries en- 
gaged in the manufacture of those arti contained in the 
free list. This is not surprising for the reason that whenever 
an attempt is made to lower the tariff on any product t 
has been receiving the benefit of special privilege a howl in 
mediately goes up that it is an assault upon wages and wage 
earners. This, of course, is the veriest fallacy. Everyone who 
bas given the subject even passing thought must wit] 


all who have written truthfully upon this 
priced labor does not mean cheap production, and it is the 
comparative, not the absolute, cost of production that deter 

exchanges. We have but to look around to even the 
same occupation, wages paid for labor whose products sell f 
together are generally higher in large cities th 
as they are higher in new parts of the Unit 


ihiect i 


see that 


an in sD 
your : 
ed States 1 


the old, as‘ they are higher in some parts of one State tl! 
another. The American workingmen do not have fear in 
eur markets the products of cheap foreign labor, b the it 
portation to our labor markets of that labor itself. 1! , then, 
is the fallacy with reference to the protection inerican 
wage earners, which, while imposing duties upo ds under 
the pretense that they are made by pauper 3 ya 
pauper labor itself. The American Cong! in the pi iid 
not consider that there was as much danger in the im 
of Chinese commodities as the importat f Chi 
On some of the former there is a tariff w has a tend 
to keep out Chinese goods, while on her 
absolute prohibition which does keep out Cl bor. Ow 
protective tariff on commodities undoubtedly ra ; the p 
of commodities, but the raising of the price of w 3 has 
been accomplished by this cause. 

It is a fact which no one ean dispute that the highest 


tected industries in the United States are the indust1 
are the most frequently affected by strikes 
ployees strike? Protection secures the employer fi f 
competition, but in no way attempts to lessen i 
among those who must sell their labor. ‘There no 

in any tariff law compelling employers be ted by 

to share these benefits with their workmen. 

The proposition that protection 1 invol 
assumptions: First, that an increase in the profits of emp! 
means an increase in the wages of their workmen. 

Second, that an increase in the w: it 
tions involves an increase in the wages in al 

To state these assumptions is to show their absurdit 
there anyone who really that because an 
makes larger profits he therefore pays higher wages? 

The late Henry George, from whose great 
or Free Trade, I have borrowed most of the stat 
with reference to labor, relates an instance in jy 
of riding on the platform of a Brooklyn horse « la 
yersation which he had with the driver, who Lined 
terly of his long hours, hard work, and poor pay; how he 
chained a veritable slave to his car and by so d 
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scarcely get enough to keep his wife and family and could not 
save anything for a rainy day. Mr. George suggested to him 
the feasibility of getting the legislature or city council to pass 
a law or ordinance permitting the street-car company to charge 
a 6 instead of a 5 cent fare, so as to enable them to raise the 
wages of their employees. The driver, with an incredulous 
smile, said that that would make no difference in his condition, 
and further stated that if the fare was raised from 5 cents to 
60 cents the company would not pay a penny more in wages. It 
was not a question what they made, continued the driver, but 
how cheaply they could get some one to take his place. With 
increased income the company would pay higher dividends, said 
the driver, or increase their stock, but would never raise the 
pay of their employees until compelled to. 

This driver stated an elemental and basic fact. The buyers of 
labor, with but few exceptions, pay what they are compelled to 
or what their own selfish interest dictates they shall pay. Where 
there are two men applying for one job the wages paid for that 
job will be lower than if there were two jobs seeking to employ 
one man. Labor organizations have had by far more to do with 
the high wages paid in America than anything else, although 
in comparing the wages paid in America with the wages 
paid abroad many things must be considered, as many things 
enter into the equation. The density of population, of course, 
is a great factor, and the population per square mile of America 
as compared with the population per square mile in England or 
Continental Europe, of course, is much more favorable to Amer- 
ica than England or Europe. That the tariff does have no 
appreciable effect upon wages and wage earners is illustrated 
by the fact that free-trade England pays higher wages for 
every line of work than does protective Germany, France, or 
Belgium. 

A gentleman engaged in the business of manufacturing win- 
dow glass, which enjoys a high protective duty, visited Wash- 
ington recently for the purpose of trying to arrange for reci- 
procity with Canada that would permit the glass manufacturers 
of the United States to sell their wares in that country, and, 
in the course of the conversation, he stated that the glass in- 
dustry was at a standstill; that wages of glass blowers had 
steadily decreased in spite of the high protective tariff; that 
recently some Belgian glass blowers had left his employment 
and returned to Belgium, because the wages in the United States 
as compared with the cost of living were not as inviting as con- 
ditions in their own country, and Belgium pays lower wages 
than France, England, or Germany. 

I ean not refrain from referring to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. Hiri], who discussed this wage question in con- 
nection with the free-list bill in the House yesterday. The 
gentleman always affords the House much information when- 
ever he speaks. In the course of his speech yesterday he told 
us of a journey that he made through Great Britain a few years 
ago, and Y think that journey has a great historical parallel in 
the journey of one Mr. Pickwick, known to fame as the founder 
of the Pickwick Club, and Mr. Pickwick, like our distinguished 
colleague, while journeying through that country made notes of 
the things which he observed which were of interest to be re- 
ported back to the members of his famous club who were not so 
fortunate as to be able to travel about their native country. 
Both of these distinguished gentlemen summoned a cab and both 
engaged the cabman in conversation. The gentleman from Con- 
necticut advised us that he asked the cab driver whether or 
not he was the owner of the cab. Receiving a negative reply, 
he further pursued the conversation by asking the wages which 
he received. The cab driver told him that he received but 
$2.50 per week for 13 hours per day. Of course our colleague 
gave the poor cabman a generous tip, which, of course, was just 
the effect the cab driver intended his story should have. But 
to return to our friend Pickwick. Mr. Pickwick inquired as 
to the age of the horse, and the cabman, after a side glance at 
Mr. Pickwick, answered, “42.” 

Thereupon Mr. Pickwick, not so gullible as some travelers, 
exclaimed doubtfully, “ What!” 

The cab driver reiterated his former statement. Mr. Pick- 
wick carefully scrutinized the man’s face, but his features were 
immovable; so, convinced, Mr. Pickwick noted down the fact of 
the horse’s age. 

“And how long do you keep him out at a time?” inquired 
Mr. Pickwick, searching for further information. 

“Two or three veeks,” replied the man. 

“ Weeks!” said Mr. Pickwick in astonishment—and out came 
the notebook again. 

“He lives at Pentonwil when he’s at home,” observed the 
driver, cooly, “ but we seldom takes him home on account of his 
veakness.” 
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“On account of his weakness,” reiterated the perplexed Mr. 
Pickwick. 

“He always falls down when he’s took out o° the cab,” « 
tinued the driver, “ but when he’s in it we bears him up we: 
tight, and takes him in werry short, so as he can’t werry w 
fall down, and we've got a pair o’ precious large wheels on: 
ven he does move, they run after him, and he must go ou 
can’t help it.” 

Mr. Pickwick entered every word of this statement in 
notebook, with the view of communicating it to the club as 
singular instance of the tenacity of life in horses under tr) 
circumstances. 

I was unable to follow the reasoning of the gentleman f; 
Connecticut in that I could not see what possible effect 
farmers’ free bill or a protective tariff would have upon ¢:))- 
men engaged in carting people about the cities of the United 
States. By an inspection of tariff bills I have been unable jy 
find that any protection was ever attempted to be afforded to 
cab drivers in the United States in competition with cab driv. 
in Great Britain or anywhere else. Neither does an inspe 1 
of the farmers’ free list throw any light upon the subject. [; 
can not be that the gentleman believes that taking the tariff . 


of farm wagons can have any possible effect upon cab drivers in 
Great- Britain. 
We are all interested in this question of high wages, and I 


am sure that all of us would deem it a pleasure to puss ; 
legislation within the bounds of reason that would have g 
effect. But I deny that a high protective tariff would bring 
about the desired results, and I say, as I said before, that ) 
engaged in the industries which are the most highly prot: 1, 
or rather employees—for unfortunately they are not all nx 
receive lower wages than employees of other industries not 
tected, and that, in other words, the men engaged in industrics 
not protected receive the highest wages in the United States 

I need only suggest a few instances in proof of this pro 
tion, so he who runs may read. Bricklayers, blacksmiths, . 
penters, masons, painters, machinists, railroad men, and 
but by no means least, the merry plumber, receive a great «1 
higher wage than that paid men in any other industry, wl: 
protected or not; and no one can contend that the product of 
the employees on a railroad could, by any process of reaso 
be protected by a tariff bill, and so it is with the bricklayer. | 
plumber, the carpenter, and others engaged in various use! 
avocations, carrying out the God-given mandate, earning | 
bread in the sweat of their face. 

Consider the absurdity of a bricklayer or a plumber, 4 
penter or a railroad man, engaged in their different calling 
far-away England or continental Europe, or Japan, or I: 
or anywhere that our friends of the minority contend that 
receives a secant wage, being engaged in the production 
commodity which could be made the subject of an import 
Impossible, of course. And by the same token it would be 
possible to draw up a tariff bill which could effect any ( 
ence in their wage. During the pendency in this countr) 
high protective-tariff laws wages have been high and low. |.' 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

It is stated, and we can readily believe it, that while we \ 
still colonies of Great Britain wages were much higher 
than in Great Britain, and so it continued all the time privr 
1846, when Great Britain likewise had protective-tariff 
Therefore we have the right to conclude that wages are 
affected by the tariff, be it high or be it low. 

The men and women employed in the textile industry, w! 
receives the highest rate of protection under our prot 
tariff laws, receive the lowest wage. The men engaged in | 
steel industry receive, comparatively speaking, very low w: 

I am informed that the average wage paid by the United S : 
Steel Corporation is between $600 and $700 per year, and it ! 
be borne in mind that, to make up this average, we are t: 
into account the high-priced salaries paid the president 
other pets of this corporation. No one will contend th:i 
wages paid by the steel corporation are alarmingly high. 
anywhere near commensurate with the protection afforded t)i's 
concern. So it is with almost every industry that receives | 
benefits of high protection. 

Something has been said, with reference to the farmers’ f1 
bill, of the panic of 1894. Some have called jt the Grover Cle) 
land panic, other the Democratic free-trade panic. These «re 
familiar arguments. We heard them in the long ago, and tli 
fore we experience the pleasurable sensations of meeting an « 
friend. This argument is not so ancient, however, as the 
discarded cry that the “ Foreigner, not the consumer, pays thc 
tariff,” and still it is not as old as that discredited shibbole' 
“Let the tariff be revised by the friends of the tariff.” Wit! 
reference to the alleged Grover Cleveland and free-trade paui 











i911. 





it should not be necessary to do so, but I shall take a few mo- 
ments to once more call attention to the facts relative to the 
panic which began in the United States not in 1894, not in 18983, 
but in 1892. 

The Wilson tariff bill, as all know, was not a low-tariff bill, 
but was as much a protective measure as the bill that preceded 
it. This tariff bill, which was passed in 1894, unless it could 
have been retroactive, could not have produced the panic which 
began in 1892, with the Homestead strike in Pennsylvania, long 
before the Democratic Party had been vested with power. 

Let us examine the record. We find that when this strike 
began in 1892 the McKinley tariff law was upon the statute 
books, a Republican administration was in charge of every 
branch of the Federal Government and continued in charge 
until March 4, 1893. Mr. Cleveland was nominated by the 
Democracy for a third time in 1892, and the campaign issue 
between the two great parties, which resulted in an over- 
whelming victory for Democracy, was the tariff, nothing else 
was discussed that could obscure the issue, and upon that issue 
Grover Cleveland and his party were swept into power, and 
they, like their Republican predecessors, were given control of 
every branch of the Government. 

It will be recalled that in addition to the solid Sonth, Mr. 
Cleveland carried many Northern States, including such strong- 
holds of Republicanism as Illinois, Wisconsin, Indiana, Con- 
necticut, New York, New Jersey, Delaware, parts of Michigan, 
California, and North Dakota, one elector in Ohio, and but for 
the fact that a new voting system was being inaugurated he 
undoubtedly would have gotten the balance of the electors in 
Ohio. 

I recite these things because when cornered our opponents 
will admit that the panic began before Cleveland was inaugu- 
rated and before the passage of the Wilson tariff bill, but that 
the doctor, the lawyer, the merchant, the farmer, the clerk, | 
the clergyman, and all the others of our citizens, who, after a 
full and free discussion and understanding of the question at 
issue, had decided that they wanted the tariff reduced, and 
having put the machinery in motion to reduce the tariff be- 
came afraid that they were going to get what they wanted 
and thereupon turned tail and precipitated a panic. This idea 
will not bear analysis. This sort of reasoning does not appeal 
to the thoughtful or intelligent man, be he legislator or private 
citizen. 

It is the old bugaboo raised by the friends of protection, 
whom I have shown are not the friends of high wages. This | 
panic was a world panic. It started in the early nineties in the | 
Argentine Republic, due to successive crop failures, and spread | 
all over the world. The truth of the matter is that while we 

| 
| 


had a panic in this country between 1892 and 1897, trade con- 
ditions were equally bad in our neighboring country, Canada, 
in Mexico, in the Argentine Republic, in England, in Conti- 
nental Europe, and almost everywhere in the civilized world. 
We have had many panics under high protective tariff laws, the 
most notable one being from 1873 to 1878; and during that 
period we had a high protective tariff law. 

Again we had a panic, and a most remarkable one it was, 
beginning October 27, 1907, and which was more severe, as you 
all remember, than any panic this country has experienced in 
years. More banks failed during this panic in 60 days than 
failed from 1892 to 1897, and the Dingley high protective tariff 
law during this panic was upon the statute books in full force 
and effect. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Can the gentleman [Mr. UNpberwoop] 
yield me some more time? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield the gentleman additional time. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL]; or some one in the discussion of reciprocity on the 
other side, said that this talk of cementing the bond between 
our country and our sister on the north was merely sentiment. 
I do not recall whether he used the term “ puerile” or not, but 
he said, in a deprecatory sort of way, that it was sentiment. 

I want you gentlemen to reflect a moment on the part that 
sentiment has played in the destiny of our great country. 
Columbus would never have discovered America but for senti- 
ment, as with bowed head he walked the streets of the Spanish 
capital, deserted by royalty and mocked by the common people. 
What was it but the most sublime sentiment that kept his strong 
soul, the great soul of America’s first admiral, true to its pur- 
pose? Nothing but sentiment, a sentiment which aimed to give 
the people of the Old World additional opportunities in the 
New. What was it that in the bosom of those men who in 1776 
sat in convention together in the neighboring city of Philadel- 
phia and brought forth the Declaration of Independence? 
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Sentiment—and a sentiment of the highest kind. What but 
sentiment, a sentiment of patriotism, inspired the strong hearts 
and resolute will of Oliver Hazard Perry and his men as 
they built their boats on the bleak bank of Lake Erie and as 
they later on fought the good fight and destroyed the British 
fleet at Put-in-Bay? What but sentiment caused the flower of 
our youth to go forth and engage in the greatest struggle of 
which history preserves a record—the Civil War? What caused 
our young men to battle for the flag in the darkest days of our 
Republic from 1861 to 1865? Was it the $13 per month which 
they received in depreciated currency? No; they were not tak- 
ing thought of the $13 per month. They were animated by the 
highest sentiment; and if you eliminate sentiment from the great 
address made by Abraham Lincoln on the field at Gettys- 
burg, during the progress of that war, there would be nothing 
left but meaningless words. Humane sentiment caused the 
War with Spain, and so we have seen that sentiment has 
played a great part in our history, even from the time of the 
discovery of our country to this very day, as it has played a 
great part in the history of every nation in this world. [Ap- 
plause, ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 
the gentleman from Washington [Mr. WARBURTON]. 

Mr. WARBURTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I shall 
vote for this bill, even if the amendments proposed shall fail. I 
think a number of the objections made by the gentleman from 
Illinois in his argument before the committee were well taken but 
not fatal to the bill. I think the bill would be a better one if 
some of the objections made by the gentleman from Illinois were 
concurred in. I think the bill would be an immensely better one 
if its scope was enlarged so as to include sugar and rice and all 
food products which we do not produce in sufficient quantities 
to supply our home consumption. I do not believe in taxing 
any food products, directly or indirectly, which we can not pro- 
duce in this country economically and which the country is not 
adapted to raising. I think it is utterly indefensible to tax a 
necessary food product when the soil, climate, and the cost of 
labor are all heavily against its economical production. In 
proposing to place sugar on the free list, I am in accord with 
the Republican policy which prevailed from the end of the 
Civil War up to the time of the enactment by the Republicans, 
in control, of the McKinley law. From the time of the 
of the Civil War up to the enactment of the McKinley law, 
which placed all sugar below No. 16 Dutch standard in color 
on the free list, each succeeding tariff after the close of the 
Civil War made a substantial reduction in the tariff on sugar, 
until finally all sugar below No. 16 Dutch standard in « 
was placed on the free list by the McKinley Act. 

Our tariff on sugar in 1864 was very heavy on account of 
the enormous expenditure of money for the war. The tariff 
was from 3 to 5 cents per pound. This was reduced by the 
Republican tariff of 1870 to a rate of 1}? cents to 4 cents per 
pound. The Republican tariff of 1883 reduced the duty on 
sugar and fixed the rate from 12% cents to 34 cents per pound. 
The McKinley Act lowered the duty on sugar still further, 
making the tariff on all sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard 
one-half a cent and placed sugar below this color on the free 
list, where it remained until the Democratic Wilson Tariff Act 
of 1894, when a tariff was placed on sugar of 40 per cent ad 
valorem, which, according to the prevailing prices of sugar 
during those three years, was more than 1 cent per pound. 
Now, my proposed amendment is simply in line with the « 
trine of the Republican Party from the time of the war up to 
the time of the adoption of the McKinley law. 
THE TARIFF INCREASES THE PRICH OF SUGAR TO THE « 

FULL AMOUNT OF THE DUTY. 





minutes to 


} 
close 


or 


One of the first and essential basic facts to be determined in 
the discussion of the tariff on sugar is, What effect does the 
amount of tariff we levy have on the cost of sugar to the 
consumer? How much, if any, does it increase the cost? It 
seems to me as clear as day that the sugar in this country 
costs at least $1.90 a hundred pounds, the present tariff, more 
than it would cost if we bought our sugar in the open markets 
of the world. I think it costs a little more than the tariff 
because the tariff has placed the control of this industry in the 
hands of a trust, which derives more than a fair profit. I say 
that when granulated sugar sells in New York to the whol 
saler at $4.90 per hundred it would cost him $1.90 less, or $3 
per hundred, if he could purchase it in the open market A 
comparison of the markets of London, New York, and Harm- 
burg, taking into consideration the tariff rates of Great Britain 
and this country, shows that this is true. A review of the 
‘prevailing prices in the markets of London, Hamburg, and 
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New York and other sugar centers for a period of 10 years 
demonstrates this to be a fact. I do not suppose that there 
will be any dispute on this point. Mr. Lowry, of New York, 
recently published a pamphlet on sugar in which he presented 


this point clearly and forcibly. On page 1 of that pamphlet 


The price of all refined sugar in the United States is based on the 
inbound value of foreign raw sugar, plus the duty and cost of refining, 
and in the same way the value of raw sugar produced in Louisiana 
and our colonies is based on the inbound value of foreign sugars, plus 
the duty. Domestic raw sugar is produced in Louisiana, Porto Rico, 
Hawaii, and the Philippines, and is fn turn sold to our refiners, while 
refined sugar is manufactured in the domestic beet-sugar plants. So 
that a clear idea may be obtained of the effect of our tariff on the 
value of foreign and domestic raw sugar. I refer to the following 
sales made December 5, 1910, to the National Sugar Refining Co., of 
New York: 


lie says: | 
| 


Cents. 
4,500 bags of Surinam centrifugals, at 2.315 cents cost, insurance, 
and freight, for 96° test, the parity duty paid New York of____ 
1,000 bags Porto Rico centrifugals, delivered New York, basis 96° 
test, at ihesiatainciltip bedansenn in Gees <= 
5,000 bags Louisiana centrifugals, delivered New York, basis 96° 
test, at —. Sela dicen 7 

3,500 bags Cuba centrifugals, basis 96° 

CE, ‘Wie rants 


It is to be noted that the cost, duty paid and delivered to the refin- | 
ery, on all of this sugar was the same, i. e.. 4 cents laid down at the 
refiners’ wharf in New York. The Porto Rico and Louisiana sugar 
paid no duty. The Surinam sugar paid the full duty of 1.685 cents, 
so that the seller of this sugar only netted 2.315 cents for his product. 

We have a preferential tariff with Cuba, which permits its sugar to 
be admitted at 20 per cent less than the regular rates of duty, so that 
the importation of the Cuban sugar, above referred to, paid a duty of 
1.348 cents, the seller netting 2.652 cents per pound for his product 
as compared with the price of 2.315 cents netted by the seller of the 
San Domingo sugar, and of 4 cents obtained by the sellers of the 
Porto Rico and Louisiana sugars. 


‘test, “duty paid "New 





That our sugar costs the consumer the full amount of the 
tariff is shown clearly by the prices of sugar that obtained in 
New York during the three years the McKinley Act was in 


force, compared with the three years immediately preceding its | 


enactment. In faet, if we study the daily market of sugar at 
New York for any number of years—last past—we will find 


paid was purchased from day to day at a price which, together 
same day from our colonies or from the sugar producer here. 


Or, to reverse the statement, our domestic sugar and the sugar 
produced in our island possessions sold in New York for a 


price in excess of the sugar imported from foreign countries | 


equal to the difference of our tariff. And this must always be 
true as long as our country and its islands do not produce ap- 
proximately the amount of sugar that we consume. 
try and Porto Rico, Hawaii, and the Philippines only produced 
last year about 47 per cent of the sugar that we actually con- 
sumed, of which the United States did net. produce quite one- 
half. The sugar planters of Porto Rico, Hawaii, and the Phil- | 
ippine Islands receive the same protection as the growers of 
sugar in this country. They get the full benefit of our tariff 
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| amount was increased in 1910 to 1,775,000,000 pounds. 





so the consumers in this country pay for the island sugar $1.90 | 
per hundred more than they could purchase sugar for in the | 


open market if there were no tariff, just as they pay the extra 


price for the sugar grown here. 

An examination of the results of the McKinley law, which I | 
shall refer to at length, conclusively shows my contention is 
correct. 


OUR ENORMOUSLY HEAVY TARIFF HAS BEEN A FAILURE IN FOSTERING THB 





SUGAR INDUSTRY, THOUGH THE EXPERIMENT IN NINETEEN YEARS HAS 

cost ws $1,625,000,000. 

At the time the McKinley law was enacted we established a 
policy of promoting by taxation the culture of sugar beets. Un- 
der the McKinley Act we imported free all sugar below No. 16 
Dutch standard in color and gave 2 cents a pound bounty to 
the producers of sugar beets and sugar cane. During the four | 
years that the McKinley law was in operation the Government | 
paid in bounties the sum of $36,106,000, or approximately 
$9,000,000 a year. 

When the Democratic Party came into power in 1894 it re- 
pealed the bounty on sugar and levied a tariff of 40 per cent 
ad valorem on all sugar imported except Hawaiian sugar. This 
tariff amounted to at least 1 cent a pound. During the three 
years that the Wilson Act of 1894 was in force we consumed 
14,414,727,289 pounds, which cost us 1 cent a pound more than 
it would have otherwise cost us if we could have purchased 
our sugar in the open markets of the world. Had we no duty, 
the American people would have purchased their sugar for 
$144,000,000 less, : 

In 1897 the Dingley bill was enacted, increasing the tariff to 
1.95 cents a pound, or increasing it to $1.95 a hundred pounds. 
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The duty on sugar was reduced under the Payne-Aldrich bill to 
1.9 cents a pound, or $1.90 per hundred. While the Dingley and 
Payne-Aldrich bills were in force, from 1897 to June 1, 1910, we 
consumed 76,037,820,16S8S pounds of sugar. This sugar cost the 
consumer $1.80 and $1.95 per hundred pounds more than 

would have otherwise cost if we had purchased our sugar in 
the open markets of the world. To recapitulate, our sugar cost 
us during the four years the McKinley Act was in force 
$36,000,000 more than it would have cost had we purchased our 
sugar in the open market. During the three years the Wilson 
Aet was in force, $144,000,000, and during the time the Dingley 
and Payne-Aldrich bills were in force, up to June 1, 1910 
$1,444,718,583 more, making a total cost since the McKinley law 


| went into effect of $1,624,824,583. 


When I say the sugar cost us during this time $1,624,824,583 
more than it would have cost us in the open market, I am 
figuring on the basis of the bounty we paid during the time ft! 
McKinley law was in effect and on the basis that every 100 
pounds of domestic and imported sugar cost us the full tariff 
duty imposed on sugar the year that it was bought for con- 


| sumption. 


Now, I want to ask you, What have the people of this country 
to show for this enormous sum of money they have expended 
to promote the culture of sugar beets? What has it accom 
In 1890, the date of the MeKinley 
law, we raised of cane and beet sugar 306,000,000 pounds. This 

775 Or, our 
increased production amounted to 1,400,000,000 pounds. This 
may be said to be a large increase, but let us compare this with 
our increased consumption. In 1890 we consumed 3,192,000,000 
pounds. In 1910 we consumed 7,360,000,000 pounds. So our 
increased production, brought about by our tariff in 20 years, 
amounted to 1,400,000,000 pounds, but our increased consum) 
tion amounted to more than 4,1€0,000,000 pounds. So by spend 
ing this enormous sum we have been able to foster the beet 
sugar industry in this country to the extent of increasing our 


| production 1 pound for every 3 pounds of our increased con 
| sumption. 
that the sugar imported from countries where full duty was | 


Will anyone contend that on this showing, even 
we maintain our present enormous tariff, there is any ho 


S | or prospect of supplying our home market with home-grown 
with the tariff, just equaled the price of sugar purchased the | 


On the contrary, does it not show our utter failure 
wi 


sugar? 
promote the sugar-beet industry by this frightful tariff? 


| is there in this history to justify us in continuing the polic 


I think that this short argument shows the utter failure of th 
tariff to promote this industry. While our enormously heavy 
tariff has failed wholly in the prime ebject for which it w 


| created, it has succeeded in building up one of the greatest and 
This coun- | 


most greedy monopolies that this country has ever known. 

I have stated what our statistics clearly show it has c« 
this country to foster this industry up to the present time. | 
is an enormous amount. It may be claimed that the price « 
sugar is not increased by the amount of the tariff; that this i 
only a theory, and that if we reduced the tariff or took 
altegether the price would not be reduced a correspondi: 
amount. Our experience during the McKinley law shows c 
clusively I am right. We have in this case an actual dem 
stration that my contention is correct. 

The law in force just prior to the McKinley Act fixed t! 
rate on sugar from 1} to 34 cents per pound. The Mc\Kin! 


| law provided that sugar should be imported free up to No. 
| Dutch standard, in color, and one-half a cent per pound ab: 
| that. 


The McKinley bill was introduced in this House in t! 
spring of 1890. In fact, it was well known in the business wor)! 
for some months prior to that time that such a law was propo 
and would probably be enacted. The McKinley Act went i 
force in October, 1891. By its provisions the schedule affecti 
sugar did not become operative until April 1, 1891; so for 
year prior to the McKinley Act’s taking effect it was know 
that such a law would probably be enacted and known to 
certainty six months before it became operative. This had the 
effect for a full year or more before it became a law of 
reducing enormously the importations of sugar and cons 
quently lowering the price of sugar generally at least 1 cen 
per pound during this time. During March and February, 1891, 
preceding the Ist of April, the price of sugar averaged about 
$6.13 a hundred. This was the price in New York on the 25th 
day of March, 1891. On the Ist day of April, 1891, when the 
McKinley Act took effect, sugar dropped to $4.50 per hundred, 
or dropped $1.63 per hundred pounds. Im order to determine 
the effect of the McKinley law on the price of sugar I give below 
a table of prices for sugar that existed in New York for granu- 
lated sugar for three years immediately preceding April 1, 1591, 
the day the McKinley Act went into effect, and for three years 
immediately following April 1, 1891, showing the price of sugar 








1911. 





on the dates as they appear in the table, the price being on the 
same dates, during each month in each year. This will show 
fairly, but not fully, the amount saved the consumers of this 
country by the McKinley law. It will be observed that the 
average price of sugar for the three years immediately pre- 
ceeding April 1, 1891, was $7.06 per hundred pounds. This 
amount would be at least 30 cents per hundred pounds more 
except for the effect of the McKinley law on sugar the year 
preceding its enactment, as I have mentioned. 

The average price for sugar for the three years succeeding 


April 1 was $4.42 per hundred; or, the price of sugar for the | 
three years immediately following the McKinley law was, on | 


the market of New York, $2.42 per hundred less than the three 
years immediately preceding the date the McKinley law took 
effect. To better and more clearly show you the actual re- 
sults of the McKinley law and its great saving to the people for 
the three years following the fiscal year beginning June 30, 
1891, I want to give you its results in dollars and cents. 
During the three years mentioned this country consumed 
13.117,000,000 pounds of sugar. By reason of removing the 
tariff on raw sugar and reducing it to one-half cent per pound 
on refined sugar by the McKinley Act there was saved to the 
consumers of this country 2.62 cents per pound, according to 
the market price in New York, for every pound consumed. Or, 
if we multiply 13,117,000,000 pounds by 24 cents per pound we 


have $327,925,000 saved to the people of this country by the | 
The expenditures of our Government for the | 


McKinley Act. 
three years 
$1,093,000,000. 


immediately following June 30, 1891, were 
The reduction of tariff on sugar by the McKin- 


ley Act saved the people of the United States a sum equal to | 


30 per cent of this amount, or 30 per cent of the entire cost of 
running this Government during those three years. 

If the McKinley law had provided for free sugar, refined or 
unrefined, the people during those three years would have saved 
$70,000,000 more. These figures which I have just given are not 
based on theory. They are not guesswork. They show exactly 
the saving that was made, and anyone can get the statistics and 
verify these figures if he desires to do so. 

THE WORLD’S PRODUCTION AND CONSUMPTION OF SUGAR HAVE GROWN 


ENORMOUSLY DURING THE PAST 40 YEARS, WHILE THE PRICE HAS 
CONSTANTLY DECREASED. 


The world’s production of sugar, and likewise its consump- 
tion, have grown enormously and almost constantly from 1865 
to the present time. In 1870 the world’s production was over 
5,000,000,000 pounds; in 1880, over 7,000,000,000 pounds; in 
1890 it was over 12,000,000,000 pounds; and in 1910 it was 
over 33,000,000,000 pounds. While both the production and the 
consumption of sugar have increased enormously during this 
period, the price of sugar has constantly decreased. The United 
States Statistical Abstract shows that the average price at 
wholesale of sugar in foreign countries in 1870 was $4.95 per 
100 pounds and in the United States $13.51 per 100 pounds. 
tariff of 5 cents and our depreciated currency account for this 
difference. In 1880 the average cost of sugar in foreign coun- 
tries was $4.18 and in the United States $9.80 per 100 pounds. 
In 1890—this is prior to the McKinley Act—the average cost 
of sugar in foreign countries was $3.28 per 100 pounds and in 
this country $6.27 per 100 pounds. In 1909—the latest figures 
that this abstract gives—foreign sugar was $2.30 per 100 
pounds and in this country $4.76 per 100 pounds. While the 
price of foreign sugar has decreased constantly since the Mc- 
Kinley Act was repealed, in 1894, the price in this country has 
constantly increased over that during the McKinley Act—tfirst 
under the Wilson Act and still more under the Dingley and 
Payne-Aldrich Acts. These facts are all the more remarkable 
when we stop to consider that the prices of all other food prod- 
ucts have been on the increase rather than the decrease. While 
the consumption and the production, have increased enormously, 
the amount of sugar raised can easily be doubled, as I will 
show, if the acreage should be increased from an acreage equal 
to two-fifths of the State of Iowa to four-fifths of that State. 
Is it not fair to suppose that these countries that now produce 
their sugar so cheaply will increase their acreage as fast as the 
demand for it increases? 

CAN OUR TARIFF ON SUGAR BE DEFENDED ON THE GROUND THAT IT 
PRODUCES A LARGE REVENUE? 

I do not believe that a tax on sugar can be justified on the 
ground that it produces a revenue. If we look upon it as a 
revenue producer, we can not defend it on the ground of a revenue 
producer unless the Government receives the benefit of it. I do 
not believe that we can justify a tariff on food products that are 
a necessity on the table of every man, rich or poor. Be that 
as it may, if we are going to tax the importation of sugar a penny, 


The | 
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the Government ought to get that penny. If we are going to 
tax sugar $1.90 a hundred pounds the Government should get 
the $1.90. 

The great trouble with our tariff of $1.90 per hundred on sugar, 
if we look at it from a revenue standpoint, is that the Government 
gets only a small portion of it, and every consumer of sugar pays 
the extra $1.90 for every 100 pounds of sugar, domestic or im- 
ported, that hé consumes. It is true that the Government does 
receive $1.90 on every 100 pounds of sugar imported, but not 








one cent in taxes does the United States Treasury obtain 
from domestic sugar, which, by reason of this indefensible 
tariff schedule, is selling at $1.90 a hundred pounds higher 


than it would be if there were an open market. For instance, 
we consumed last year 7,360,000,000 pounds of sugar, which 
cost the consumer 1.9 of a cent more than it would have cost 
him if sugar had been on the free list. If we multiply this 
number of pounds we consumed by 1.9 of a cent, we find that 
our sugar cost us $139,000,000 more than it would have cost if 
sugar had been on the free list, of which sum the Government 
records show that it only received $52,000,000; or, in other 
words, it cost our people $139,000,000 in order that the Gov- 
ernment might get a little over $52,000,000. That is to say that 
for every 52 cents the Government received as revenue it cost 
the people $1.39. 

It is certainly bad enough to collect this $52,000,000 from a 
tax on sugar. How utterly indefensible, how utterly wrong 
it is to collect this sum in such a way and in such a manner, 
that every time a man pays 52 cents to the Government he must 
pay S87 cents additional for the benefit of those people engaged 
in the raising and manufacture of sugar, most of it going to the 
plantation owners of our island possessions and to the great 
Sugar Trust monopoly. 

It is generally understood—and I do not doubt the truth of 
it—that the plantations in our island possessions, if not alto- 
gether, are largely in the hands of the great sugar monopoly, 
and who is the large beneficiary of this $87,000,000. 

I do not think that it will be denied that a poor man and the 
man of moderate means and the ordinary workingman and 
their families copsume practicaly as large a proportion of sugar 
consumed in this country as the rich man and his family does. 
The man who depends upon his wages for the care of his family 
finds it hard enough to feed, clothe, and educate them without 
being compelled to pay to the Sugar Trust and to the planters 


of our island possessions S7 cents every time he pays the 
Government 52 cents. Then, looking at this tariff from a 


revenue or a financial point of view, what can be more idiotic 
than this manner of collecting revenue? I think it far from 
wise to tax this food product, even though the Government got 
all the return from it; but what a useless and criminal waste 
of money to levy a tax of this kind on the people when the 
Government gets only 374 per cent of the tux so imposed. If 
all of our $600,000,000—the revenue that we collect annually 
were raised by a similar process, it would cost us more than 
one billion and a half annually to do We would 
become a bankrupt nation. Nothing but a change to a sane 
and wise method of raising our revenues could save us. Look- 
ing upon this tax, then, simply as a manner of raising revenue, 
it is an economical failure. 

THE BEET-SUGAR IND 


SO. so00n 


STRY IN THIS Cot 
PROFITABLE 


NTRY WILL NEVER BE A 


ONE 

I think I have demonstrated that this country has not been 
successful in promoting the production of beet sugar. Cer- 
tainly we have nothing to show for it, when we stop to think of 
the enormous price we have paid for the small acreage of sugar 
beets produced. A brief study of the cost of production here 
and elsewhere will show clearly that we can never hope, even 
under the enormous tariff we now have, to produce but a small 


fraction of the amount we consume. Let us examine into this 
question briefly. The farmers receive $5 per ton for their 
sugar beets at the plant, according to our Government statis- 
tics. The owners of the sugur-beet factories tell us that they 


ean not afford to pay more than $5 per ton for sugar beets at 
the prevailing prices for sugar. Our statisticians tell us that 
the sugar beets produced in this country for a period of five 
years averaged about 230 pounds of sugar for every ton of 
sugar beets. If a farmer receives $5 per ton for his sugar beets 
at the market, he receives about $2.18 for every 100 potential 
pounds of sugar in the beets. On the best authority, I am in- 
formed that beet sugar can be produced in Austria-Hungary 
for $1.85 per hundred and in Germany for $2 per hundred. Two 
dollars per hundred is about what England pays for her sugar, 
and that is what we pay for the 4,000,000,000 pounds we im- 
port. Then we add that to the custom duties and we have 4 
cents per pound, the prevailing market in New York. If we 
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remove the duty from sugar, instead of sugar retailing on the 
about 12 pounds for a dollar and retailing in New 
about 


coast for 


York for 


in the United States from 33 to 40 pounds for the dollar. In| 
fact, we can buy our sugar, and do buy our sugar, in the open 
the | 


than 


markets of the world for a less amount of money 
farmer gets for the potential sugar in the beets. 

The manufacturer of the sugar beet insists that if he pays $5 
per ton for beets he can not sell the manufactured sugar for 
less than 4 cents per pound. Then, on what theory do we ex- 
pect to successfully and economically produce sugar in this 
country from sugar beets? Can anyone imagine that the 
farmer will raise the sugar beet and sell them for less than $5 
per ton? Is land going to get cheaper in this country? Are we 
going to get our farm help cheaper? On what theory is it 
possible for us to produce sugar from our beets when we can 
not raise the beets as cheaply as we can buy the sugar abroad? 
It does cost large sums of money to build a sugar-beet factory. 
it does cost large sums of money to operate a factory of this 
kind. Someone must pay for this if we are going to manu- 
facture it here. We can not economically do this when we can 
buy the sugar abroad for the same price that the farmer gets 
for his raw beets delivered at the sugar factory. 


The major portion of the cost of raising sugar beets is hand | 


jabor, and we can no more hope to compete with Austria- 
Hungary and Germany and other beet-growing countries than 
we can hope to secure farm labor for $10 per month. Sugar is 
most cheaply produced in the Tropics, where cane grows. It is 
my opinion that sooner or later sugar-beet growing countries, 
even where beet sugar is produced most cheaply, are bound to 
yield to the cane-producing countries, because the cheapest sugar 
raised in the world is in the Tropics, where cane grows luxuri- 
antly; and it takes but a small acreage, as I have shown, to pro- 
duce the world’s supply of sugar. Our sugar-beet growers can 
not hope to compete with the growers of sugar cane. We can no 
more hope to compete with them than the Arctic Ocean can 
compete with the Caribbean Sea in raising crocodiles. 

THE FARMERS OF THIS COUNTRY WOULD NOT BE INJURED A PENNY IF 

NO SUGAR BEETS WERE RAISED. 

It has been said that 100,000 farmers are producers of sugar 
and that to place sugar on the free list would result in driving 
those farmers out of this industry and work enormous hardships 
upon them. I certainly would not want, as a Member of this 
Oongress or as an individual, to injure unnecessarily any man 
in any trade or profession. If sugar is placed on the free list 
it will not result in any such injury. The farmers engaged in 
the culture of sugar beets have invested in it nothing but the 
price of their land; they get nothing from it but the use of 
the Jand and the privilege of cultivating sugar beets, probably 
at a small profit, if at any profit at all. There is not an acre of 
land in the United States farmed to sugar beets that could not 
be as successfully farmed to something else, and with equal 
profit. If there was not a sugar beet raised in the United 
States the farmers’ land on which sugar beets are now raised 
would be quite as valuable. In fact, the owners of the sugar- 
beet factories find it exceedingly difficult to get farmers to culti- 
vate the sugar beet at the prices they pay for beets, and the 
owners claim that they are paying the farmer all that they can 
afford to do, in view of the prevailing price of sugar. The 
farmer raising sugar beets has no general market. His sole 
market is the price that he and the factory man agree that the 
farmer shall receive, and the owner of the plant never agrees 
upon a price that is very profitable to the farmer, The farmer 
can not sell the sugar beet on the open market, for there is no 
open market. ‘There is just the one market for his sugar beet, 
and that is at the factory in his immediate vicinity. 

The farmer raises about 10 tons of sugar beets to the acre, 
for which he receives $5 per ton, or $50 per acre. Ten dollars 
per acre will be a very large profit on this crop at this price, 
and probably the farmer does not receive that amount. It cost 
the people of this country last year more than $139,000,000 in 
order that 420,000 acres of land might be cultivated to sugar 
beets, for which the farmer received in gross about $50 an 
acre for his crop, or a possible $10 an acre profit. Then it 
cost the people of this country $139,000,000 that a few farmers 
might get $4,000,000 profit out of raising sugar beets. The farm- 
ers of this country comprise about one-third of the entire popula- 
tion, and they consume fully their one-third of the sugar and 
pay one-third of the tax. Thus, a few farmers received a pos- 
sible profit of $4,000,000 at a cost to the balance of the farm- 
ers of one-third of $139,000,000, or $46,000,000; and each and 
every farmer knows without being told that a brother farmer 
who received only $5 a ton for beets will not lose a penny if he 
should be compelled to raise some other crop. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


14 to 20 pounds for a dollar, sugar would retail | 


May 5 


5 


.It cost the people of this country in 1910, $139,000,000 
order to get 420,000 acres cultivated in sugar beets. Or, it 

the people in the United States $322 in cash for every acre 
sugar beets raised. The land cultivated to beet would 
not be worth in the open market on an average more than 
$150 per acre. Would it not be better by far to pay every 
farmer $150 per acre for the land he cultivated to sugar be 
last year and forever get rid of this losing proposition? W 
would have saved $172 last year on every acre of beets raised 
if we had paid the farmer the full value of every acre of land 
cultivated to beet sugar. 

If necessary, it would be a good investment to buy every acre 
of land cultivated to beets, pay the cost of all our beet-sugar 
factories, estimated at $40,000,000 in value, and get rid of thi 
frightful tax on sugar. We could buy every beet-sugar factory in 
existence in the United States, pay $150 per acre for every acre 
of land used to raise sugar beets, and have nearly $50,000,000 lef 
out of the $139,000,000_ that our beet-sugar industry costs us annu 
ally. It would be a far beiter proposition to do this than to 
keep on levying this enormous sum as a tax on our people. 

The defenders of the present tariff on sugar base their argu 
ment largely on the ground that it would be a great hardshi; 
on the farmers of this country to reduce the tariff or entire) 
remove it, because it would drive them out of the business 
raising sugar beets. To hear the defenders acclaim in its fay 
one would imagine that the industry is fast becoming a larg 
and extensive one, and that California, Colorado, Michigan, 
Idaho, and many other States are devoting the major portion « 
their land to the culture of sugar beets, and that to reduce the 
tariff and drive these farmers from this industry would ver) 
materially depress, if not destroy, the prosperity of.those States 
One would imagine that a large part of the farm lands of those 
States was devoted to the culture of sugar beets. What is t] 
truth about this? As I have stated, our Government statis 
ticians tell us that last year 420,000 acres of land were culti- 
vated to beets. This sounds like a large number of acres, but, 
in truth and fact, this acreage equals only about one-eightict) 
of the State of Iowa and about one four-hundredth of th 
State of Texas. So, if no beets were planted this year, an a: 
of land equal to one four-hundredth of the State of Texas would 
have to be cultivated to corn, wheat, cotton, alfalfa, or soi 
other farm product. If this acreage should all be planted t 
corn, I do not think it would affect the price of corn. [If thi 
acreage were planted entirely in cotton, do you think it would 
lower the price of cotton? If this acreage should be deyot 
to raising beef cattle, do you think it would reduce the pri 
of meat? 

Do you think the farmers of these States where beets a1 
raised, if they were required to substitute their crop of beets t 
corn, wheat, barley, cotton, or the raising of grasses, such as 
alfalfa or timothy, would in any manner be injured by it? But 
let us go further. If we were to continue to tax oursel\ 
$139,000,000 per year to encourage the culture of sugar be 
and finally succeeded in securing enough of an acreage devoted 
to the culture of sugar beets to supply our country with dom: 
tic sugar, how much of our cultivated land would be so used? 
Last year we consumed in this country. 7,360,000,000 pounds « 
sugar. An average acre of sugar beets will produce 2,40 
pounds of sugar. It will take 3,066,666 acres to produ 
7,360,000,000 pounds. If every pound of sugar consumed by th 
people of the United States last year had been produced fr: 
beets grown in this country, they could all have been grown 
an acreage equal to one-tenth of the State of Iowa or o 
fifty-fifth of the State of Texas, and would have cost the peop! 
of this country $139,000,000 to secure that amount of land culti 
vated to the raising of sugar beets. If we were to grow enou 
sugar beets to supply the entire world with sugar, the compar: 
tive acreage would still be small. Last year there was con- 
sumed in the entire world 83,000,000,000 pounds of sugar. This 
amount could be produced from sugar beets grown on an acreacg 
equal to two-fifths of the State of Iowa or two twenty-fifths of 
the State of Texas. I ask, in all seriousness, is not $139,000,0' 
too heavy a tax to be borne by the people of this country i! 
order to secure an acreage of land cultivated to sugar beet 
equal to only one-eightieth of the State of Iowa or one four 
hundredth of the State of Texas? Why should we tax our- 
selves one penny that this land might be farmed to sugar beet 
when it ean be farmed equally as profitable to corn, wheat, 
cotton, alfalfa? Is it anything else than criminal for any greai 
party to advocate such doctrine? 

THE SUGAR TRUST IMPOSES AN EXTRA BURDEN ON THE PACIFIC COAST 0! 
ABOUT 1 CENT A POUND. 

The Pacific coast is especially interested in my proposed 

amendment to put sugar on the free list. We suffer more 


sugar 4 1A 
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one 


avily by reason of the sugar tariff and the exaction that the 
Sugar Trust may and do make upon us than any other part of 


this country. This trust practically controls the whole output 


That 


sugar from the Hawaiian and Philippine Islands. 
war from those islands, consumed on the Pacific coast, is | 
ought direct to San Francisco, from whence it is distributed. 
fhe Pacific coaS&t consumes about one-third of the sugar pro- 


duction of those two groups of islands. The remainder of the 
igar is shipped to New York and Philadelphia by way of the 
is of Tehuantepec. On the west side of the isthmus it 


Isthn is 


nloaded from the boats onto a train and then transported to | 


the east coast of the isthmus, unloaded from the cars and re- 
loaded on ships, and then transported to New York and Phila- 
delphia. The cost of shipping this sugar to the cities of Phila- 

in and New York is far in exe he cost of shipping 


Iphia 
Francisco. In fact, I am credibly informed that the 


ss of t 
to San 
vs in the Hawaiian and Philippine Islands receive one- 
fourth of a cent less per pound for that portion of their sugar 

livered at San Francisco than that delivered at Philadelphia 
and New York. So the sugar from these islands, bought and re 
fined by the Sugar Trust in San Francisco, costs it one-fourth 


inte 


of a cent less per pound for raw sugar than the balance of the 
Hawaiian and Philippine sugar delivered to the same trust at 


New York and Philadelphia. Then they arbitrarily put a price 
of 50 to 75 cents more on this Hawaiian and Philippine sugar 
that they sell in San Francisco to the wholesalers than they 
charge the wholesalers in New York and Philadelphia for 
Hawaiian aad Philippine sugar delivered to them at New York 
or Philadelphia, consequently the sugar grown almost in sight 
of San Francisco and transported by water to it costs the whole- 
salers of San Francisco 50 to 75 cents more per hundred pounds 
than the same sugar costs the wholesalers in New York and 
Philadelphia, when it costs the trust at least 25 cents less for 
sugar at San Francisco. 

The people of the Pacific coast not only pay the $1.90 per 
hundred pounds imposed by the tariff, but it costs them about 
$1 more than it would cost except by reason of-the monopoly 
that the Sugar Trust enjoys under the protection of our tariff. 
Our statisticians tell us that every man, woman, and child in 
this country consumes about 80 pounds of sugar a year. It 
costs the people of San Francisco about 3 cents per pound more 
than it would cost them if they could purchase their sugar in 
the open market of the world. It costs every man, woman, and 
child on the Pacific coast about $2.40 per year more for sugar 
than they legitimately should pay. There are certainly 
10,000,000 people in the West affected in this way. In other 


words, the people in the western part of the United States are | 


paying on account of this tariff and this discrimination a sum 
equal to about $24,000,000, or about one-half of the revenue 
that the Government derives on account of the tariff on sugar. 
We have about 1,200,000 people in my State. The tariff and 
this discrimintion cost the people of my own State about 
$3,000,000 per annum. This excess cost amounts to about as 
much as it takes to run our State government. It surely costs 
my people more than it does to maintain our two State col- 
leges—with about 1,500 pupils in each institution—our three 
State normal schools, our asylums, our penal, reformatory, and 
charitable institutions, and.the salary of our State officials. 
I venture to say that the tariff on sugar costs each and every 
State in this Union about as much as it costs to run its State 
government, 

Under the Canadian reciprocal agreement and this proposed 
free list, or practically under the reciprocity agreement alone, 
you are taking from the great Northwest every penny of pro- 
tection heretofore accorded it against foreign competition. 
There is nothing left upon which there is one penny of protec- 
tion, as against the only people that can or do compete with 
them. You make us pay to the Sugar Trust, by reason of the 
tariff on sugar and its monopoly, made possible by the tariff, 
$10,000,000 more than a like number of people pay in the East 
or South, and this, too, for the sugar produced at our door. 
PLACING SUGAR ON THE FREE LIST WILL MATERIALLY REDUCE THE HIGH 

COST OF LIVING. 

The great and growing cry in this country is the high cost 
of living. It is a problem which concerns every man of fam- 
ily who is dependent upon his wages to support his family. 
It is the specter which awakens him in the morning; it sits 
with him at his breakfast; its dogs his footsteps all 


| on 








day | 
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long; it retires to bed with him at night to disturb his slum- | 


bers, 

To remedy this, to reduce as far as possible the cost of living, 
is the problem of the day. 
within the power of this Congress to do, is our plain duty. 


is no easy task. Your reciprocity bill will not do it; the 


To remedy this, as far as it is | 
It 


passage of this free-list bill I « not 1 eve will a mplish 
this to any great extent. I do not believe that the passa of 
this bill will.reduce the cost materially of ar the necessary 
food products. Its tendency, I believe and hope, will b 1 that 
direction. But you can reduce t! st of living. You will 
reduce the cost of living very mat ly if you lopt the 
imendment I propose. By this t you will I 1 the 
price of sugar at least 2 cents a pound This would Sel l 
lessen very materially, the *co f living to e\ f y l 
America. It is the one amendment that you « oO « 
revenue law that will immediately and very mate red 
the cost of living to everyone. 

Sugar is one of the actual necessit e is 
scarcely any other article that goes 1 the | table 
that another food can not be found as bstith rhe . 
substitutes for other foods, but nothing can take the place of 


sugar. Sugar is not a luxury to the rich, but i s to the poor 
man. To my mind there is no tax levied on any article of food 
produced that is as indefensible and as utterly wrong 


sugar. 

It has been said that the tax on sugar produces $52,000,000 
of revenue, and what will you do about it? It does produce 
$52,000,000, but that is no evidence that it is just or right. If 


it does produce $52,000,000 revenue, as a conseque 
52,000,000 reasons why it should be changed. 
This tax is not levied fairly on the people of this country. 
It rests alike heavily upon the poor, and the very 1 
as upon the rich. It is not a tax placed on the pe 
country in proportion to their wealth. 


rce there are 


well 


ple of this 


or, as 


‘1 


You say we will lose 
$52,000,000 revenue. I confess it, but in doing so you will 
relieve the great masses of this country from paying this 
$52,000,000. You can shift the tax of $52,000,000 from the 
shoulders of the people who bear it to the shoulders of the 


people who ought to bear it. 

The great masses of the people—the farmer, the mechanic, 
the clerk in the store, the workingman—are the people who pay 
the great proportion of this. You can save them this $52,- 
000,000, collected as a tax on sugar, and in doing will 
also save them the additional sum of $86,000,000 that now, very 
largely, goes to the sugar planters and growers of Hawaii, Porto 
Rico, and the Philippine Islands, and to the at sugar m 
oly that controls this industry. One hundred and thirty-nine 
million dollars is an enormous sum to save the great masses of 
people of this country. It is a sum equal to nearly one-fourth 
of the entire expense of operating this Government. Nothing 
you can do will come so near to being a blessing to every poor 


S 


S50 you 


re mop- 


man and every man of moderate means as placing sugar on 
the free list. 

This country is rich; it is not impoverished. We can find 
some way to raise this $52,000,000 revenue without taxing 


sugar. We had better increase the excise tax on corporations. 
If we can not do it any other way, you can save $52,000,000. 
Your Democratic Party during the last campaign denounced 
the Republican Party for its extravagance in operating the 
Government, and you have promised the people of the country 


that you would save them an enormous sum when the Demo- 
cratic Party got into power. If you discount 50 per cent the 
promises that you have solemnly made this country with 
reference to retrenchment and reduction in the cost of running 


this Government, you can easily save over $52,000,000, and you 


will not need this tax on sugar. Fifty-two million dollars is 
about 8 per cent of the cost to run our Government under a 
Republican administration this last year. Can you return to your 


constituents, in the face of the promises you have made, and 
say to them, “‘ We could not place sugar on the free list b e 
we could not save 8 per cent of what the Republican Party appro 
priated this last yegr for the cost of running the Government”? 
Do you think the majority of voters who gave you the splendid 
majority you have on that side of the House understood that 
you could not by rigid economy save 8 per cent of the cost of 
running this Government? What did you mean when you 
said that the Republican Party had been enormously extrava 
gant? Did you mean that the Republicans were spending only 
S per cent more than was enough to operate the Government? 
Is there only 8 per cent difference between the enormously 


extravagant Republican administration and a most fi! 


Democratic one? 
When you say that this farmers’ free list of 100 items will 


greatly relieve the farmers to the extent of at least $10,000,000 
I want to say that if you amend this bill by adding the one 
item of sugar that I propose, you will relieve the farmers alone 
of $46,000,000 annually, and the rest of the people of this cou 

try, who are equally deserving, of $95,000,000 more. If your 


$10,000,000 reduction is a good thing, why is not a reduction 
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of $139,000,000 more a great deal better? If it is a good thing 
to take the tariff off of “ hoop and band iron or hoop and band 
steel, punched or unpunched,” why is it not equally as good to 
take it off of sugar? There are a mighty few people in this 
country who make much use of or purchase “ hoop or band steel ” 
whether it is “ punched or unpunched,” but every one of our 
93,000,000 people use sugar every day. 

Why should the farmer who raises wheat, corn, cotton, or 
cattle be taxed for the benefit of-the planters in Porto Rico, 
Hawaii, and the Philippine Islands? Or, to be accurate, 
why should he be taxed about 2 cents per pound for sugar 
that the Sugar Trust might exploit Porto Rico and our island 
possessions? It must be remembered all the time that the sugar 
grower and the manufacturer in those islands have the same 
protection under our tariff law as the producer of beet or cane 
sugar here has. It must also be remembered that these islands 
produced last year 100,000,000 pounds more of sugar than were 
produced in the United States. Sugar cane grows as naturally 
and abundantly in our island possessions as corn does in the 
great Central West and as cotton does inthe South. Why should 
the grower of corn, wheat, or cotton be compelled to compete 
with the world tn the sale of his crop and be compelled to pay 
nearly double the price for the sugar he buys from our island 
possessions than he can buy it for in the open market? 

The farmer who raises our corn and wheat pays the highest 
wages for farm labor paid anywhere in the whole world, and 
why should he be compelled to sell his crop in the open market 
of the world and pay a bounty to our sugar growers in the 
islands, who employ coolie labor in Porte Rico and the Phil- 
ippine Islands and Jap labor in Hawaii? Must a man who 
works in the shops and factories be charged 2 cents per pound 
more for his sugar than he otherwise could buy it in order to 
give employment to Japs in Hawaii and coolie labor in our other 
island possessions? We all want to see our island possessions 
grow rich and prosperous, but the people of this country ought 
not to be taxed that the farms in those islands may be culti- 
vated to a crop which grows naturally and abundantly there, 
and where sugar can be produced as cheaply as in any other 
part of the world. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. ALEXANDER, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 4413 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ADJOURNMENT, 


And then, on motion of Mr. UNpDEeRwoop (at 5 o’clock and 11 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow, May 6, 
1911, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting with a letter from the Chief of Engineers 
report of examination of the Missouri River from Omaha, Nebr., 
to the mouth of the Platte River (H. Doc. No. 46), was taken 
from the Speaker's table, referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 8764) to promote the safety of 
employees upon railroads by compelling common carriers en- 
gaged in interstate commerce to equip all locomotives regularly 
engaged in switching service with footboards and headlights; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 8765) to provide Ameri- 
can registers for seagoing vessels wherever built, and to be en- 
gaged only in trade with foreign countries and with the Philip- 
pine Islands and the islands of Guam and Tutuila, and for the 
importation into the United States free of duty of all materials 
for the construction and repair of vessels built in the United 
States, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GUERNSBY: A bill (H. R. 8766) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Bangor, Me.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FAISON: A bill (H. R. 8767) to provide for terms 
of the United States district court at Goldsboro, N. C.; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
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$y Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. S768) to regulate the bus 
of loaning money on security of any kind by persons, { 
and corporations other than national banks, licensed ban 
trust companies, savings banks, building and loan associat 
pawnbrokers, and real-estate brokers in the District of C 
bia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 8769) a®propriating 
sum of $5,000 for the purpose of drilling and testing we 
precinct No. 7, in Torrance County, N. Mex., which includ: 
town of Estancia. N. Mex.; to the Committee on Appropriat 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8770) providing that the act to m 
the passage of special or local laws in the Territories, to 
the Territorial indebtedness, and for other purposes, sha 
apply to irrigation districts; to the Committee on the 
tories. 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 8771) for the protectior 
preservation of game and for the prevention of its sale d 
certain closed seasons in the District of Columbia; to the « 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 8772) to authorize the 
struction of a lighthouse upon Diamond Shoal and to p 
for the purchase thereof by the United States; to the « 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8773) to « 
the name of Columbia Road to Ohio Avenue; to the Com 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8774) to exte 
provisions of the act of June 27, 1902, ete.; to the Com: 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. KONIG: A bill (H. R. 8775) to amend an act « 
“An act to establish a Bureau of Immigration and Natur 
tion, and to provide for a uniform rule for the naturalizati 
aliens throughout the United States,’ approved June 29, | 
and all acts amendatory thereof; to the Committee on | 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 8776) to amend s 
4886 of the Revised Statutes relating to patents; to the ¢ 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 8777) dedicating « 
payments on public lands to the building and maintenan 
roads and public schools; to the Committee on the Public I 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8778) granting locations and rights of 
for purposes of irrigation and other beneficial use of \ 
through the public lands and reservations of the United § 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8779) to provide for appeals from 
sions of the Secretary of the Interior to the Court of A) 
of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; | 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8780) authorizing the reconveya: 
United States, by States and Territories, of lands occupied, 
or needed in carrying out the reclamation law or the ‘ 
Act; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8781) regulating the suspension of | 
proof on land entries; to the Committee on the Public La: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8782) extending the general publi 
laws over the lands of the former Fort Laramie post 
wood and timber reserve; to the Committee on the [u! 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8783) authorizing the Secretary of 
Interior to sell fire-killed timber on the public lands; t 
Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8784) to amend sections 1 and 2 of | 
act of June 22, 1910, entitled “An act to provide for az 
tural entries on coal lands”; to the Committee on the Pu! 
Lands. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8785) to provide for the erection 0! 
public building in the city of Greén River, in the Staite o! 
Wyoming; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Gro! 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8786) to provide for the erection ©! 
public building in the city of Cody, in the State of Wyou 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8787) to provide for the erection of 2 | 
lic building in the city of Basin, in the State of Wyoming; 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8788) to provide for the erection of © | 
lie building at Buffalo, in the State of Wyoming; to the C 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8789) to provide for the purchase of a + 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Sunda 
in the State of Wyoming; to the Committee on Public Buildinss 
and Grounds. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8790) to provide for the acquisition of 4 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at New- 








1911. 


eastle, 
Grounds. 
Also, a 


> 
\. 


bill (H. R. 8791) providing for the establishment of 


a system of local parcels post; to the Committee on the Post | 


Office and Post Reads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. providing for an appropriation: for 
an iron stairway from the foot to the summit of the Devils 
Tower, in the Devils Tower National Monument; to the Coin- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 87) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States extending the right of 
suffrage to women; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Memorial of the Legisla- 


S792 


| 


j 


| 


ture of Nebraska, favoring an extension of time in deferred | 


payments in the present law on construction charges in Gov 
ernment irrigation projects; to the Committee on the 
Lands. 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. AKIN of New York: A bill (H. R. $793) granting an 


} 


Public | 


| 


Wyo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings wea} Also, a bill (H. R. 8820) 
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granting an increase of pension to 
Jnmes T. Sefton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8821) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas McGregor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 8822) granting an increase of pension to 
George Woods: to the mmittee on Invalid Pensi« ns 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8823) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Leonard; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (CH. R. S824) granting an increase of pension to 
|Z. Db. French; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill CH. R. 8825) granting a pension to W. A. Long: 
toxthe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8826) granting a pension to Garet Wil- 
liamson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 8827) granting a pe 1 to W n S. 
Clinton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8828) granting n to John B. 
Carmon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8829) granting a pension to J. L. Hull; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 8830) for the relief of 
the heirs of George A. Hon, deceased; to the Committee on War 


increase of pension to Warren G. Smith; to the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions. 

Also,-a bill (H. R. 8794) granting an increase of pension to 
Ferrand H. Cleveland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8795) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Beery; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 8796) granting an increase of pension to 
James Malone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 8797) for the relief of 
Jose G. Lovato, administrator of the estate of Hipolito Lovato, 
deceased: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 8798) granting an increase of 
pension to Solomon P. Hawley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 8799) granting a pension to 
Martha Langely; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURLEY: A Dill (H. R. 8800) granting an increase 
of pension to Ellen M. De Coursey; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8801) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert F. Schreider; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8802) granting a pension to John L. Beere; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 8803) granting an increase 
of pension to Rudolph Burkhart; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DODDS: A bill (H. R. 8804) granting a pension to 
Ardella Potter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8805) granting a pension to 
Howe; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. S806) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Hart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 8807) granting an increase of 
pension to William Martin Miller; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Marilda 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8808) for the relief of Aaron B. Van Pelt, | 


alias Benjamin Van Pelt; to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8809) for the relief of Charles W. Howard; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 8810) granting an increase of 
pension to Luden Long; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 8811) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry B. Peacock; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8812) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew Watts; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8813) 
L. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8814) granting an increase of pension 
Simon P. Boyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensidns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8815) granting an increase of pension 
William H. Binnix; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8816) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel B. Bowman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8817) granting an increase of pension 
John H. Speer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8818) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph Boles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8819) granting an increase of pension 
Andrew J. Beard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 


to 


to 


to 


to 


granting an increase of pension to | 


to | 


Claims, 


By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 8881) granting an increase 
of pension to William A. Percival; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GOEKE: A bill (H. R. 88382) granting an increase of 
pension to John H. Nutt; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8833) granting an increase of pension to 


David A. Mikesell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
bill (H. R. 8834) granting an increase of pension 
Emanuel Strader; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 
crease of pension to Alexander Goldvogel 
Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. S836) 
ntiing a pension to Will H. Carpenter; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a 


to 
S835) granting an in- 


* to the Committee on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8837) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron Justice; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8838) granting an increase of pension to 

; Francis M. Lynch; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 8839) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander 8S. Loper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 

By Mr. HAMMOND: A bill (H. R. 8840) granting an ine: 
of pension to Jerome §. Pinney; to the Committee on In | 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (H. R. 8841) for the relief of Clement 
A. Lounsberry; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRIS: A bill (H. R. 8842) granting an inc: of 
pension to George E. Skillings; to the Committee on Invalid 

| Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 8845) granting 
an increase of pension to Julius C. Deming; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 8844) granting an increase of 
pension to W. H. Ingraham; to the Committee on In 1 Pen 
sions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. fe 
the relief of W. A. C. Baldwin; to the Committee on Clair 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (71. R. 8846) ; ing nen 
sion to Floyd H. Morris; to the Committee on Pe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8847) granting a pension to J 1B. G 
vey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. S8S4 
increase of pension to Andrew Smith; to the ¢ on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 8§ 

Emory Scott Land; to the Committee on ¢ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8850) for the relief 

i the Connnittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8851) for the relief of Harry H. H 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8852) for the relief of R 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8853) for the relief of J L. ] ) 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8854) for the relief of ¢ » if 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8855) for the relief of I G 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8856) for the relief of Fred C. and C. 


Helen Fisher; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8857) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward G. Ashley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8858) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel E. Pearl; to the Committee on 


| By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8880) granting 
Invalid Pensions. 


increase of pension to Darwin H. Hamilton; to the Commit 
on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 8881) for t 


relief of Rocco Pisano; to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8859) granting a pension to Samuel S. 


Armstrong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8860) granting a pension to Charles 
Mosher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ' = desk ae : as 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8861) for the relief of the legal repre- | ©" the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: | 
sentatives of Samuel Schiffer; to the Committee on War By Mr. ASHBROOK : Petitions 6 Fast ee See So 
Claims. merchants of Denison, Ohio, against parcels post, and the I); 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 8862) for the relief | 2 Supply Co., of Dayton, Ohio, favoring 1-cent postage; 
of William E. Smith, alias Lewis Perrin; to the Committee on | “¢ Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. i ian 
Military Affairs By Mr. CURLEY ; Petition of citizens of Quincy, Mass., aga 

aera a i R. 8863) granting a pension to Sarah Adams; treaty with Great Britain; to the Committee on Forei: 

4 mv, « . ef de 5 ‘ « ; Paic 4 ‘ D> d airs. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. at TT 2P. Datiti nd nae Yivaleas Agsocinti, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8864) granting an increase of pension to | ;, Site a eres Se ae aeakiaes te 
Ann M. Bucklin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : +4 : : cal ae 

; Committee on Interstate and Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8865) granting an increase of pension to ; atiti ee ro Ant lr. see in ot 
Michael White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 4 eam oe tong ng ee Sry Tanners, = 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 8866) granting an increase of pension to ant to ae ing leather on the free list; to the Committee 
Delors W. Kendall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By ur GARRETT: Papers in support of bill for relict 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8867) granting an increase of pension to Ee Se ae ed ae ne aera — 
Amos B. Chace; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ee y -Tomtc a es ee A 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8868) granting an increase of pension to Ry “Mr HANNA ° Resolutions of the Harvey Commer 
Henry A. Reynold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. EEE OME ie kat, a te ta ; ns 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8869) granting an increase of pension to ie oe ee 
William Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. also petitions of the ‘foreers of various towns in Not 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 8870) granting an increase Dakota against Canadian reciprocity ; to the Committee 
= a to Samuel A, Houser; to the Committee on Invalid | Ways and Means. ; i ; 

ns 8. , ‘KINNEY: Potiti ar , dre y m4 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8871) granting an increase of pension to | _. PY. M™: a ee Pann ae ae & 
Theodore Correll: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions Internationa Association of Machinists, protesting against 

y Mr PETERS: A bill (H. R. 8872) f > the Ji i tJ ! installation of the Taylor system at the Rock Island Arse 

A = tl Cc BW ean * Milit: ‘2) A ff at HSaer CE CORD , Rock Isiand, Ill.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mc rail ; a (Hi en ‘ a ary tl f aaakibe © Aenceti By Mr. MILLER: Resolutions of numerous citizens and 1a) 

Also, 6 = a ee . on hee x we > ae | organizations of Duluth, Minn., condemning the kidna 
from the aa wong d ae 7 1omas Kirwan; to the Com- | of John J. McNamara from the State of Indiana to the St: 
Neuen memeedinon ro (H. R. 8874) se ‘ of California; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. SSELL: A Dl - we, OS(s) Sranting a pension, By Mr. SIMMONS: Resolution of the senate of the State 
James K P. Withrow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions arent vote of ne Bevo; 30 the ose a en 
Sanew Me es ? pe emoee > OR aud SIONS. | President, Vice President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H, R. 8876) granting an increase of By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: Telegram from merchants of { 
Ss » cone ee ee naan “1 SOOT) cme. city of Chicago, Ill., protesting against the removal of duty 
y Mr. SILVENS OF 3 gota: A Dl +» te. OO44) Erant- | shoes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
hy Wi. TALBOTT of Maryland: A Ol (HL B. O50) Wrante|iuevot Taree octet naar ie ne 


- : tior of Tanners, against placing leather on the free list; to | 
ing a pension to Ann R. Stuller; to the Committee on Invalid | Committee on Ways and Means. 
Pensions. : ¢ 


Also, memorial of Legislature of the State of New York, 
favoring direct election of Senators; to the Committee 
Election of President, Vice President, and Representatives ji 
Congress. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were |}: 


By Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R. 8879) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Ezra Niles; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 








